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4800 Town Center Drive

Leawood, KS 66211

7:30 P.M.

AGENDA

(This agenda is subject to changes, additions or deletions at the discretion of the City Council)

Mayor Peggy Dunn Councilmembers
Ward One Ward Two Ward Three Ward Four
Debra Filla Jim Rawlings Chuck Sipple Julie Cain
Andrew Osman Mary Larson Lisa Harrison James Azeltine
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
APPROVAL OF AGENDA
CITIZEN COMMENTS

Members of the public are welcome to use this time to make comments about City matters that
do not appear on the agenda, or about items that will be considered as part of the consent
agenda. It is not appropriate to use profanity or comment on pending litigation, municipal
court matters or personnel issues. Comments about items that appear on the action agenda will
be taken as each item is considered. CITIZENS ARE REQUESTED TO KEEP THEIR
COMMENTS UNDER 5 MINUTES.

PROCLAMATIONS
PRESENTATIONS/RECOGNITIONS
SPECIAL BUSINESS

CONSENT AGENDA

Consent agenda items have been studied by the Governing Body and determined to be routine

enough to be acted upon in a single motion. If a Councilmember requests a separate discussion

on an item, it can be removed from the consent agenda for further consideration.

Accept Appropriation Ordinance Nos. 2018-39 and 2018-40

Accept minutes of the October 1, 2018 Governing Body meeting

Accept minutes of the September 11, 2018 Parks and Recreation Advisory Board

meeting

Approve Mayoral Appointment of Stefanie Kelley as Drug & Alcohol Council [DAC]

Representative for a 3-year term

E. Approve bid in the amount of $12,701.38, from Gail’s Harley-Davidson, for the
purchase of 2019 Harley Davidson Police Motorcycle

S o] 1S

If you reqmre any accommodation (i.e. qualified interpreter, hearing assistance, etc.) in order to attend this meeting, please notify this office at 913.339.6700 or at

1 no later than 96 hours prior to the scheduled commencement of the meeting.
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Approve payment in the amount of $26,520.00 [$53.04/ton] from Central Salt for the
purchase of 500 tons of road salt for snow removal

Approve Change Order No. 1 in the amount of $520.00 to Mission Electronics,
pertaining to the iPad integration of the audio/visual system at Lodge at Ironwoods
Park, located at 14701 Mission Road; and Oak Room located in the Community Center
at City Hall, 4800 Town Center Drive

Approve Change Order No. 2 in the amount of $98,821.43, to Kissick Construction,
pertaining to the 2018 CMP Replacement Program [Project # 80255]

Resolution approving and authorizing the Mayor to execute a Third Amendment to that
certain Golf Facility Management Agreement dated December 21, 2009, as amended on
September 2, 2014, between the City and Troon Golf, LLC, pertaining to the
management of Ironhorse Golf Club, 15400 Mission Road

Resolution approving and authorizing the Mayor to execute a Professional Engineering
Agreement in the amount of $27,500.00, between the City and Continental Engineers,
pertaining to the design of the rebuild for the Pond perimeter located at City Park,
10601 Lee Boulevard

Resolution approving and authorizing the Mayor to execute a Professional Engineering
Agreement in the amount of $288,000.00, between the City and Continental Engineers,
pertaining to the 2019 Residential Street Reconstruction Project [Project # 80219]
Resolution approving a Final Sign Plan for MHC Financial Services — Wall Sign,
located south of College Boulevard and east of Roe Avenue (PC Case 110-18) [from
the September 25, 2018 Planning Commission meeting]

Resolution approving a Final Plan for Village of Seville — Windy City Bar and Grill -
Outdoor Patios, located north of 133 Street and west of State Line Road. (PC Case
105-18) [from the September 25, 2018 Planning Commission meeting]

Police Department Monthly Report

Fire Department Monthly Report

Municipal Court Monthly Report

8. MAYOR’S REPORT

9. COUNCILMEMBERS’ REPORT

10. CITY ADMINISTRATOR REPORT

11. STAFF REPORT

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS
12. PLANNING COMMISSION
[from the September 25, 2018 Planning Commission meeting]

A,

B.

Resolution approving a Final Plan for Indian Creek Electrical Substation, located south
of I-435 and east of Mission Road. (PC Case 106-18)

Ordinance approving a Preliminary Plan and Special Use Permit for an
Elementary/Middle/High School for Barstow School — Leawood Campus, located north
of 123" Street and west of State Line Road. (PC Case 107-18) [ROLL CALL VOTE]
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Ordinance amending the Leawood Development Ordinance [LDO] by adding Sections
16-9-26(A) and 16-9-26(B) entitled “Automated Bank Teller — Ancillary to Bank or
Financial Service” and “Automated Bank Teller — Non-Ancillary in-Wall,” respectively
(PC Cases 97-18 & 98-18) [ROLL CALL VOTE]

D. Ordinance amending Section 16-2-7 of the Leawood Development Ordinance [LDO]
entitled “Table of Uses” and repealing existing section 16-2-7 and other sections in
conflict herewith. (PC Case 99-18) [ROLL CALL VOTE]

13. OLD BUSINESS
14. OTHER BUSINESS
15. NEW BUSINESS
Schedule a Governing Body Work Session on Tuesday, January 22, 2019 at 6:00 P.M., [MLK
holiday on Monday, 01-21-19] to review CID Application for Ranchmart North Shopping
Center, located at 95™ & Mission Road
ADJOURN
Mayor and City Council
Peggy Dunn

Jim Mayor Debra

Julie i Filla James
Rawlings Chuck

Andrew  Cain Azeltine ~
Lisa Osman Sipple  Mary
Harrison O O O Q Larson

Leawood operates under a Council/Mayor form of government, with a separately elected mayor and 8 council persons. Council members are elected on a non-
partisan basis from 4 wards. The Council develops policies and provides direction for the professional city administration. Regular meetings of the Leawood City
Council are held the first and third Mondays of each month beginning at 7:30 PM. Copies of the agenda are available at the Office of the City Clerk on the Friday
prior to the meeting.

Number of Votes Required:

Non-zoning Ordinances: Majority of the members-elect of the City Council [5]
Charter Ordinances: 2/3 of members-elect of Governing Body [6]

Zoning Ordinances and other Planning Commission Recommendations:

. Passage of Ordinances Subject to Protest Petition: % majority of members of Governing Body [7]

° Approving Planning Commission Recommendation: Majority of the members-elect of the City Council [5]

. Remanding to Planning Commission: Majority of the members-elect of the City Council [5]

. Approving, Overriding, Amending or Revising Recommendation after Remand: Majority of the members-elect of the City Council [5]
* Overriding, Amending or Revising Recornmendation: 2/3 majority of membership of Governing Body [6]

Note: Mayor may cast deciding vote when vote is one less than required.
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2018 SCHEDULED WORK SESSIONS

DATE TIME SUBJECT LOCATION
October 15 6:00 P.M. |Continued Discussion of Redevelopment Plan | Main Conf. Room
for 96™ & Lee Boulevard
November 5 6:00 P.M. |Proposed 2019 Fee Schedule; and | Main Conf. Room
Review Chamber of Commerce’s Annual
Economic Plan
November 19 | 6:00 P.M. |Holiday Lighting Ceremony Courtyard
2019 SCHEDULED WORK SESSIONS
January 22 6:00 P.M. | Review CID Application for Ranchmart North | Main Conf. Room
Shopping Center, located at 95™ & Mission
Road
January 28 6:00 P.M. | Discuss GB Short, Near & Long-term Goals Main Conf. Room
April 15 6:00 P.M. |Presentation of CIP; Discuss 2020-2024 Budget | Main Conf. Room
Model Assumptions
June 10 5:30 P.M. |Budget & Finance Committee Work Session Main Conf. Room
June 11 5:30 P.M. |Budget & Finance Committee Work Session Main Conf. Room
[tentative]
August 5 NO GOVERNING BODY MEETING; NO
WORK SESSION
December 17 NO WORK SESSION
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Return to Agenda

CITY OF LEAWOOD
Check Date 10/03/2018
Ordinance 2018-39

7A

Final Check List Page: 1
Check# Vendor Description Amount Paid Check Total
97794 3SI SECURITY SYSTEMS INC ANNUAL USAGE CASH TRACKER 691.00 691.00
97795 ABM SUPPLY BULLET PROOF VESTS 2,398.00 2,398.00
97796 AIA SERVICES LLC NEW EMPLOYEE GIVEAWAYS 291.87
NEW EMPLOYEE GIVEAWAYS 345.59
NEW EMPLOYEE GIVEAWAYS 404.07 1,041.53
Q7797 ALL CITY MANAGEMENT SERVICES SCHOOL CROSSING GUARDS 3,694.10 3,694.10
97798 ALPINE LITHO-GRAPHICS INC BUSINESS CARDS - SCOVILL 100.00 100.00
97799 AMERICAN EQUIPMENT COMPANY VEHICLE SUPPLIES 31.36 31.36
97800 AMERICAN SAFETY & HEALTH INST TRAINING 113.76
TRAINING 27.00 140.76
97801 AT&T VOIP PHONE SERVICE 1,141.26 1,141.26
07802 AT&T VOIP PHONE SERVICE 1,067.89 1,067.89
97803 AT&T INTERNET CABLE 51.28
CABLE 97.18 148.46
97804 BEST PORTABLE TOILETS INC PORTABLE TOILETS SERVICE/MAINT 1,125.00
PORTABLE TOILETS SERVICE/MAINT 1,125.00 2,250.00
97805 BROWN, MONICA TRANSCRIBE PLAN COMM MTG 9-25-18 175.00
TRANSCRIBE BZA MINUTES 6-26-18 50.00 225.00
97806 CALLAWAY GOLF CO PROSHOP MERCHANDISE 135.72 135.72
97807 CMI INC PATROL SUPPLIES 73.33 73.33
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Final Check List Page: 2
Check# Vendor Descrintion Amount Paid Check Total
97808 COMMERCE BANK
CORNER BAKERY SAB MEETING 144.00
AMAZON.COM EXERCISE EQUIP/SCANNER/TRLR 264.67
AMAZQON.COM MEGAPHONE,WEAPON LIGHTS,BOOTS,GLOW 640.45
ENVIRO SAFETY PRODUCTS SAFETY GLOVE-LEWIS 164.37
AUBREY ANIMAL CLINIC K9 VET SUPPLIES 130.00
TASER INTERNATIONAL BATTERIES 186.00
ANIMAL CARE EQUIPMT & SERVICE ACO SUPPLIES 146.22
GARMIN USAINC GARMIN: fithess devices, wellness 562.47
APPLE STORE PHONE PROTECTION CASES 159.90
ADVANCED EXTRICATION KS TRAIN THE TRAINER/WEBB & AKERS 650.00
VFIS TRAINING 1,097.00
PANERA BREAD MEETING EXPENSE 158.25
KANSAS LAW ENFORCEMENT CITY CO TRNG REG. ~ 525.00
SOUTHWEST AIRLINES AIRFARE-CURRAN/NRPA CONF 557.96
JCNAACP DINNER MTG-RETTIG/CAULEY 150.00
MARRIOTT HOTEL ACCOM/BILLINGS 369.66
NATIONAL PEN COMPANY LLC THE FORCE FLASHLIGHTS/CHILDRENS OUTREA 309.90
HYATT REGENCY TECH CENTER ACCOM/PEOPLES-TRNG CONF 902.84
CACTUS GRILL INC BIKE/WALK MEETING 324.13
HARBOR FREIGHT TOOLS SHOP TOOLS 402.65
GOLF COURSE SPRTNDT ASSNAMER  MBRSHP/CRAIG 195.00
INDEED EMPLOYMENT AD 257.36
PPG ARCHITECTURAL COATINGS PAINT FOR TOUCH UP PROJECTS 173.62
BRAVO CUCINA ITALIANA PC MEETING 165.99
AMERICAN PLANNING ASSOC KS/MO BI-STATE CONF REG/SANCHEZ 198.00
STORAGEMART 0130 MONTHLY RENTAL#130 356.99
AMERICAN RED CROSS TRNG REG/LEWIS, TOMPKINS 600.00
GARMIN USA INC GARMIN: fitness devices, wellness 3,183.83
GFOA 2018 GAAP UPDATE,LONG,LODDE,BYARD,SCHNI! 515.00
SPRINT SPRINT/CELL PHONE SERVICE 5,352.36
CONSOLIDATED COMMUNICATION, PAID COMMUNICATION 451.71
OHD, LLP FIT TESTER CALIBRATION 185.00
KANSAS BOARD OF EMS EMS CERT RENEWAL - 9 EE'S~ 355.00
GRAPHIC PRODUCTS INC PRINTER REPAIR 188.50
BAUDVILLE ID PRINTER SUPPLIES 193.50




Final Check List

Page: 3

Check #

Vendor

Description

BRAVO CUCINA ITALIANA

RUSSELL FLORIST & GIFT

ASCE MEMBERSHIP

ACCU-TECH CORP

APPLE STORE

COMODO CA

AMAZON.COM

STI

INTL CODE COUNCIL

OLATHE PET SHOP

INSTITUTE OF POLICE TECHNOLOGY
FIRE HOSE DIRECT

MICRO CENTER AR

NATL ASSOC OF LANDSCAPE PROF
INTL ASSOC OF FIRE CHIEFS
CENTER FOR PUBLIC SAFETY EXCEL
JELCO INC

CENTER FOR PUBLIC SAFETY EXCEL
OLATHE GLASS INC

GOVERNMENT JOBS.COM
WALGREEN'S

TAN-TAR-A RESORT

METRO ORGANIZATION TO SEXUAL A
OLYMPUS GROUP

CORNER BAKERY

TEAMUNIFY,LLC

PARK BOARD MEETING

FLOWER ARRANGEMENT/MCGUIRE
ASCE 2019 MEMBERSHIP RNWL/LEY
COMPUTER HARDWARE

COMPUTER HARDWARE

COMPUTER SOFTWARE

COMPUTER SOFTWARE/HARDWARE
COMPUTER HARDWARE/CREDIT
RESIDENTIAL ELEC INSPECTOR TEST/MALONE
SUPPLIES FOR NATURE CENTER ANIMALS
TRNG IPTM/SCHROEDER

FITTINGS FOR 614 WATER TRUCK
COMPUTER SUPPLIES

EDUCATIONAL MATERIALS~
DUES/TRNG-HAWLEY
TRAINING-GLADISH

COVER FOR NEW DISPLAY AT LODGE
TRAINING-HOFFINE
BLDG/GROUNDS-SHOWER DOOR
PW MAINT ASPHALT JOB POSTING
GIFT CARDS

LODGING/RETTIG TRAINING

JO CO FALL FORUM

CUSTOM COPPER POLICE DOG MASCOT COSTL

STORMWATER COMMITTEE/BRKFST MTG
SWIM MEET SOFTWARE RENEWAL

Amount Paid

Check Total

185.00
125.50
260.00
422 .81
438.00
277.85
269.19
490.00
209.00
186.27
795.00
224.58
209.93
393.75
145.00
1,250.00
319.69
625.00
922.80
175.00
205.95
305.91
500.00
2,609.50
301.20
299.00

32,363.26
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Final Check List Page: 4
Check# Vendor Description Amount Paid Check Total
97809 COMMERCE BANK

MICRO CENTER AR CABLES FOR NEW AUDIO VISUAL SYS/OAK ROQ 81.96
APWA COMMUNITY OUTREACH SUPPLIES 42.83
ORIENTAL TRADING CO KIDS CONSTRUCTION HATS 68.91
ASSN OF EXECUTIVE & ADMIN PROF 1 YR MEMBRSP/STASI 44.00
ETSY.COM LEATHER KEY TAGS NEW FLEET VEHICLES 119.96
APPLE/ITUNES MONTHLY SUBSCRIPTION FEE 7.63
ENVELOPES.COM CREDIT-SALES TAX -6.33
HOMEGOODS CLOCK/W.CONF ROOM 10.95
TRADER JOE'S SUPPLIES FOR CENTERPIECES 33.92
PAY.GOV USHR FLAG RETIREMENT FLAG/GRAVES 25.45
FLUKER FARMS CRICKETS NATURE CENTER 85.22
KANSAS BOARD OF EMS CERT APPLICATION/J.WILLIAMS 65.00
AMAZON.COM OE LABELS AND ENVELOPES 88.69
AMERICAN ASSN OF NOTARIES NOTARY STAMP-REAVEY 24.90
UNIVERSITY OF KS ON LINE TRNG 40.00
DYSON MATERIALS & SUPPLIES 25.08
AMAZON.COM REFUND-SALES TAX PREV ORDER -3.76
GENERAL PARTS LLC PARTS TO REPAIR LODGE OVEN 106.43
KANSAS TURNPIKE AUTHORITY TOLL CHARGES 4.00
PETLAND SUPPLIES FOR NATURE CENTER ANIMALS 65.75
RANCH MART ACE HARDWARE TAPE MEASURE 24.99
PANERA BREAD GOVERNING BODY SESSION 109.39
PICKLEMANS GOURMET CAFE BZA MEETING 100.44
APPLE/ITUNES COMPUTER SOFTWARE 2.99
HOBBY LOBBY STORES INC RETIREMENT SUPPLIES/BURKE 98.93

SEPT SAFETY/WELLNESS GIFT CARDS 125.00
MEG BRITTON LIVE GRAPHICS TRNG-PUTMAN 99.00
US FLEET TRACKING MONTHLY CHARGES 39.95
UNICATION USAINC PAGER BATTERIES 63.30
KANSAS TURNPIKE AUTHORITY TOLL CHGS 4.00
OMNI DALLAS CONVENTION CENTER CREDIT-CHARGES -797.62
CORNER BAKERY DOCENT TRAINING 45.90
MINSKYS PIZZA BARK CAST & CREW 62.47
APPLE STORE SCREEN PROTECTOR/PHONE 39.95
LOOPY CASES PHONE CASE 49.00
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Final Check List

Page: 5

Check# Vendor Description Amount Paid Check Total

PIZZA HUT BIRTHDAY CELEBRATION 41.95

APPLE/ITUNES MY SCRIPT HANDWRITING PACK 29.43

VANGUARD INDUSTRIES EAST AWARD RIBBONS 77.00

SHRMJC MBRSHP RNWL/MCDONALD 75.00

FACEBOOK ADVERTISING 33.78

BOP N BOWL STAFF MEAL AT FOOD TRUCK FESTIVAL 12.00

BEAUTY & THE BISTRO STAFF MEAL AT FOOD TRUCK FESTIVAL 18.68

APPLEATUNES APP FOR REMOTE CONTROL NEW AUDIO VISUA 109.09

FACEBOOK AD FOR HOUND HAPPY HOUR 74.91

UBER TRANS HOTEL TO AIRPORT-DENVER-PEOPLES 85.75

AMAZON.COM CLOCK RIBBON 6.66

AMERICAN PUBLIC WORKS ASSOC TRAINING MATERIALS 62.86

ENCASED PHONE CASES 45.00

UNITED AIRLINES BAGGAGE CHRG/PEOPLE'S CONF 25.00

FRED PRYOR SEMINARS TRNG REG GOFF,CREDIT 090.00

AMAZON.COM SCREEN PROTECTORS 21.69

TRACTOR SUPPLY CO CAP T POSTS 38.97

ASSN PED & BICYCLE PROF. MEMBERSHIP/ANDERSON 120.00

LAMARS GOLF STAFFING MEETING 17.61

SAFE KIDS WORLDWIDE CERT FEE/N.KENT 50.00

SIRCHIE FINGER PRINT LAB INC FINGERPRINT POWDER 79.12

MINSKYS PIZZA STAFF LUNCH MEETING 77.46

ASP DUTY GEAR/3 NEW EE'S 102.04

JOE'S KANSAS CITY BBQ MEETING EXP 100.93

HOBBY LOBBY STORES INC SUPPLIES RECIRCULATION DAY SIGNS 2.39 2,404.60
97810 CONRAD FIRE EQUIPMENT INC FIRE EQUIPMENT 1,488.74 1,488.74
97811 CONTINENTAL CONSULTING ENGNRS CITY PARK TENNIS COURT RENQOVATIONS 2,565.20 2,565.20
97812 CONTINENTAL RESEARCH CORP MATERIALS & SUPPLIES 382.81 382.81
97813 CONTINENTAL RESEARCH CORP MATERIALS & SUPPLIES 161.31 161.31
97814 CORNERSTONES OF CARE Q4 ALCOHOL TAX FUND ALLOCATION 2,497.75 2,497.75
97815 CREATIVE CARNIVALS & EVENTS ENTERTAINMENT - FALL FESTIVAL 575.00 575.00
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Final Check List Page: 6
Check# Vendor Descrintion Amount Paid Check Total

97816 DAMRON, GREGORY TRAVEL ADVANCE - SALINAAPCO 101.00 101.00
97817 DIGITALALLY INC EQUIPMENT SUPPLIES 145.00 145.00
97818 DINO O'DELL ENTERTAINMENT - FALL FESTIVAL 525.00 525.00
97819 DTN LLC WEATHER FORECASTING SERVICE 684.00 684.00
97820 E EDWARDS WORK WEAR INC WORK CLOTHING 508.46 508.46
97821 ELIGIUS BRONZE BRONZE REPLACEMENT LETTERS 170.00 170.00
97822 EVENTPRO360 LLC EVENTPRO 360 RENEWAL ~ 470.00 470.00
97823 EXCEL LINEN SUPPLY LINEN CLEANING 139.08 139.08
97824 EXCEL LINEN SUPPLY LINEN CLEANING 40.14 40.14
97825 FACE PAINT BY ENI FACE PAINTING - FALL FESTIVAL 250.00 250.00
97826 FELD FIRE EQUIPMENT MAINT. 513.00 513.00
97827 FILTA ENVIRONMENTAL SOLUTIONS FRYER SERVICE 45.00 45.00
97828 FOX, JULIE ENTERTAINMENT - FALL FESTIVAL 195.00 195.00
97829 GALLS LLC UNIFORMS 74.99

UNIFORMS 13.80

UNIFORMS 19.40 108.19
97830 GBABUILDERS LLC 2017 RETAINING WALL REPAIR COLLEGE BLVD 48,916.00 48,916.00
97831 GEMPLERS MATERIALS & SUPPLIES 130.97 130.97
97832 GOLFNOW LLC AUGUST 2018 COMMISSIONS 128.18

AUGUST 2018 COMMISSIONS 899.00

AUGUST 2018 COMMISSIONS 899.00 1,926.18
97833 GOULD, ERIC TRAVEL ADVANCE - WICHITA DUI 123.00 123.00
97834 HEALTH CARE LOGISTICS INC MATERIAL & SUPPLIES 26.59 26.59
97835 HEN HOUSE BALLS FOOD STORES CITIZENS ACADEMY SUPPLIES 38.20 38.20
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Final Check List

Page: 7

Check# Vendor Description
97836 HUNTER BROTHERS LANDSCAPE LLC MOWING @ 135TH & ROE - S/E CORNER
MOW WEST OF 4300 W 133RD
97837 INDUSTRIAL SALES CO INC MATERIALS & SUPPLIES
MATERIALS & SUPPLIES
MATERIALS & SUPPLIES
MATERIALS & SUPPLIES
97838 INSIGHT PUBLIC SAFETY TRAINING
97839 JASONS DELI BOXED LUNCHES
97840 KA COMM INC COMMUNICATIONS
97841 KANSAS GOLF & TURF INC EQUIPMENT MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES
EQUIPMENT MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES
97842 KAT NURSERIES PINE SHRUBS (3)
PINE TREES (3)
PINE TREES (2)
97843 KIDS TLC Q4 ALCOHOL TAX FUND ALLOCATION
97844 KIERL-LATENSER, MARY INSTRUCTOR FEES
97845 KLAMM, SCOTT ENTERTAINMENT - FALL FESTIVAL
97846 KNIGHT, MARCY MILEAGE REIMBURSEMENT MAY-SEP
97847 KRAY MAGA WORLDWIDE INC TRAINING~
07848 KS ANIMAL CONTROL ASSOC TRAINING~
97849 LAWSON PRODUCTS INC MATERIALS & SUPPLIES
07850 LEAGUE OF KS MUNICIPALITIES KANSAS OPEN RECORDS ACT MANUAL
97851 LEGAL RECORD ORDINANCE PUBLICATION

ORDINANCE PUBLICATION
RESOLUTION PUBLICATION

Amount Paid Check Total
2,805.00
340.00 3,145.00
80.61
91.90
187.25
35.53 395.29
300.00 300.00
183.87 183.87
45.00 45.00
56.86
199.58 256.44
440.00
825.00
550.00 1,815.00
1,928.00 1,928.00
360.00 360.00
350.00 350.00
155.87 155.87
550.00 550.00
120.00 120.00
351.01 351.01
52.66 52.66
41.47
96.45
37.15 175.07
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Final Check List Page: 8
Check# Vendor Description Amount Paid Check Total

97852 LESLIES POOL SUPPLIES INC POOL CHEMICALS 42.56 42.56
97853 LEWIS, ROBINA PUBLIC DEFENDER 9-5-18 660.00

PUBLIC DEFENDER 9-12-18 660.00 1,320.00
97854 LINCOLN NATIONAL LIFE INSUR SEP 2018 LIFE, LTD, VSTD PREMIUM 9,097.89 9,097.89
97855 LOWES HARDWARE SUPPLIES 111.00

BATTERIES 263.96

HARDWARE SUPPLIES 13.40 388.36
07856 MAD SCIENCE OF GREATER KC ENTERTAINMENT - FALL FESTIVAL 337.50 337.50
97857 MAHER OIL CO UNLEADED FUEL 643.14

DIESEL FUEL 713.03 1,356.17
97858 MAILIT SHIPPING MICROPHONES 134.98 134.98
97859 MARLOW WHITE UNIFORM CO HG UNIFORM 758.70 758.70
97860 METRO POLYGRAPH LLC PD APPLICANT POLYGRAPH TESTING 675.00 675.00
97861 MOBILFONE WIRELESS COMMUNICATION 155.71 155.71
97862 NATIONAL SIGN COMPANY INC MATERIALS & SUPPLIES 512.50 512.50
97863 NEXT TO NATURE LANDSCAPE LLC PARKS TRAFFIC MEDIAN MOWING 11,105.00 11,105.00
07864 O REILLY AUTO PARTS EQUIPMENT MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES 18.18

VEHICLE MAINT. 37.98

RANGE SUPPLIES 28.88 85.04
97865 OBlJI, MISHEA CLEANING 150.00 150.00
97866 OLSSON ASSOCIATES PROFESSIONAL ON-CALL SERVICES 1,021.75 1,021.75
97867 PEPSI BEVERAGES COMPANY BEVERAGES 469.39

BEVERAGES 753.42 1,222.81
07868 POMP'S TIRE SERVICE INC VEHICLE MAINT. 815.67 815.67
97869 PREFERRED FAMILY HEALTHCARE Q4 ALCOHOL TAX FUND ALLOCATION 4,970.50 4,970.50
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Page: 9

Check# Vendor Description

97870 PROFESSIONAL SPORT PUBLICATION ADVERTISING

97871 PROFESSIONAL TURF PRODUCTS EQUIPMENT MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES

97872 Q4 INDUSTRIES LLC BUILDING SUPPLIES

97873 RANCH MART ACE HARDWARE PATROL SUPPLIES
RANGE SUPPLIES

07874 REEVES WIEDEMAN COMPANY MATERIALS & SUPPLIES
MATERIALS & SUPPLIES
EQUIPMENT SUPPLIES
MATERIALS & SUPPLIES
MATERIALS & SUPPLIES

97875 REGIONAL JUSTICE INFORMATION WEB SUBSCRIPTION SERVICE

97876 REINDERS INC GRASS SEED & CHEMICALS
TURF CHEMICALS

97877 REINHART FOODSERVICE PREPARED FOOD

97878 ROBINSON, JEFFREY CDL REIMBURSEMENT

97879 ROMA BAKERY PREPARED FOOD

PREPARED FOOD

Amount Paid Check Total
400.00 400.00
476.87 476.87

1,873.31 1,873.31
41.93
44 .98 86.91
408.28
141.50
5.79
369.74
332.05 1,257.36
83.66 83.66
5,684.00
391.94 6,075.94
874.72 874.72
33.75 33.75
29.58
70.14 99.72
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Final Check List Page: 10

Check# Vendor Description Amount Paid Check Total

97880 SAMS CLUB DIRECT FOOD AND SUPPLIES 473.74

FOOD AND SUPPLIES 290.80

FOOD AND SUPPLIES 170.48

FOOD AND SUPPLIES 251.00

FOOD AND SUPPLIES 169.10

FOOD AND SUPPLIES 98.79

FOOD AND SUPPLIES 515.81

FOOD AND SUPPLIES 100.12

FOOD AND SUPPLIES 751.63

STATION SUPPLIES 218.46

STATION SUPPLIES 364.83

FOOD AND BEVERAGES 29214

AQUATIC CENTER CONCESSIONS 28.86

AQUATIC CENTER CONCESSIONS 82.79

STATION SUPPLIES 716.14

SUPPLIES 63.16 4,596.85
97881 SAMS CLUB DIRECT SUPPLIES 207.40

SUPPLIES & CONCESSIONS 382.43

SUPPLIES 201.80 791.63
97882 SAWYER, SHELLEY TRAVEL ADVANCE - INDIANAPOLIS 130.00 130.00
97883 SCHROEDER, MATT TRAVEL ADVANCE - WICHITA DUI 123.00 123.00
97884 SCORE MORE KC LLC WORK CLOTHING 813.50 813.50
97885 SECURITY CONTRACTORS INC FIRE ALARM MONITORING 96.00 96.00
07886 SITEONE LANDSCAPE SUPPLY LLC MARKING FLAGS AND PAINT 591.78 591.78
97887 SITEONE LANDSCAPE SUPPLY LLC METHYLATED SEED OIL 28.88 28.88
07888 SPRAYER SPECIALTIES INC FERTILIZER SUPPLIES 31.55 31.55
97889 STAPLES BUSINESS ADVANTAGE OFFICE SUPPLIES 72.54

OFFICE SUPPLIES 78.42

OFFICE SUPPLIES - REFUND -4.47

OFFICE SUPPLIES 60.08 206.57
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Final Check List

Page:

Check #

Vendor

Descrintion

97890

97891

97892
97893
97894
97895
97896
97897
97898
97899
97900
97901

SUBURBAN LAWN & GARDEN INC

SUBURBAN LAWN & GARDEN INC

SYSCO FOOD SERVICE OF KC INC
TEES PLEASE INC

TOTAL ELECTRIC CONSTRUCTION CO
TROON GOLF LLC

TRUSTMARK VOLUNTARY BENEFIT
ULINE INC

VAN HORN, ERIC

VERIZON WIRELESS

VICKERS, JODIE

WALKER TOWEL & UNIFORM SERVICE

YARD WASTE TIP FEE
YARD WASTE TIP FEE
GROUND COVER
LANDSCAPE SUPPLIES
MULCH

MULCH

FALL MUMS AND BULBS
RAISED BED MIX
YARD WASTE TIP FEE
YARD WASTE TIP FEE
MULCH

GRAVEL

MULCH

FALL PLANTINGS
MULCH

YARD WASTE TIP FEE

MUMS
MULCH

PREPARED FOOD
TEES

TRAFFIC SIGNAL PROJECT MISSION & LEE
TROON CHALLENGE TOURNAMENT PRIZES
SEPTEMBER 2018 TRUSTMARK PREMIUM

HOSE STORAGE
T-SHIRTS - "BARK"
BROADBAND SERVICE

SOCCER REGISTRATION REFUND

MAT CLEANING

Amount Paid

Check Total

10.00
35.00
43.55
100.35
43.53
61.07
4,492.19
93.61
26.00
17.50
30.47
17.46
3.99
240.97
30.54
12.00

304.39
65.44

631.89
205.03
57,686.50
1,407.24
3,609.44
556.68
400.00
3,730.95
90.00
141.33

5,258.23

369.83
631.89
205.03
57,686.50
1,407.24
3,609.44
556.68
400.00
3,730.95
90.00
141.33
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Final Check List Page: 12
Check# Vendor Description Amount Paid Check Total
07902 WALKER TOWEL & UNIFORM SERVICE  MAT CLEANING 95.04
MAT CLEANING 96.04 191.08
97903 WALKER TOWEL & UNIFORM SERVICE  MAT CLEANING 78.47
MAT CLEANING 79.47 157.94
97904 WATER DISTRICT 1 JO CO WATER SERVICE 90.40
WATER SERVICE 407.84
WATER SERVICE 742.67
WATER SERVICE 103.56
WATER SERVICE 93.96
WATER SERVICE 174.96
WATER SERVICE 48.28
WATER SERVICE 610.06
WATER SERVICE 113.43
WATER SERVICE 1,985.69
WATER SERVICE~ 458.04
WATER SERVICE~ 57.58
WATER SERVICE~ 713.66 5,600.13
97905 WESTLAKE HARDWARE HARDWARE SUPPLIES 19.98
HARDWARE SUPPLIES 66.51 86.49
380918 KC POWER & LIGHT CO POWER SERVICE 287.13 287.13
113 checks in this report_ Grand Total All Checks: 254,047.13
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CITY OF LEAWOOD
Check Date 10/10/2018
Ordinance 2018-40

Final Check List Page: 1
Check# Vendor Description Amount Paid Check Total
97906 ACCU-SCREEN INC POST-ACCIDENT TESTING 201.07 201.07
97907 ACUSHNET CO - FOOTJOY PROSHOP MERCHANDISE 426.73 426.73
97908 ACUSHNET CO - TITLEIST EMPLOYEE UNIFORMS 809.38
PROSHOP MERCHANDISE 4,402.61 5,211.99
97909 AFFINIS CORP 2017-18 CMP REPLACEMENT CHERRY CREEK 4,272.64 4,272.64
97910 AIA SERVICES LLC NEW EMPLOYEE GIVEAWAYS 22587
NEW EMPLOYEE GIVEAWAYS 217.07
NEW EMPLOYEE GIVEAWAYS 303.52 746.46
97911 ALL CITY MANAGEMENT SERVICES CROSSING GUARDS 2018-2019 SCHOOL YEAR 3,237.77 3,237.77
97912 ALPINE LITHO-GRAPHICS INC ENVELOPES 326.00 326.00
97913 AMERICAN MICRO COMPANY SCAN HISTORICAL PAYROLL RECORDS 859.91 859.91
97914 APAC KANSAS INC LANDFILL FEE 704.00
LANDFILL FEE 968.00
LANDFILL FEE 264.00 1,936.00
97915 AT&T PHONE SERVICE 5,581.45 5,581.45
87916 AT&T INTERNET CABLE 97.18 97.18
97917 ATZENWEILER, PAUL SUPPLIES - RETIREMENT DISPLAYS 277.26 277.26
97918 BETH NYBECK LLC PURCHASE OF "POINT DEFIANCE" ART 15,000.00 15,000.00
97919 BLUE VALLEY GOODYEAR EQUIPMENT PARTS UNIT 491 247.18 247.18
97920 BLUE VALLEY LABORATORIES INC GOLF HOLE 11 POND MAINTENANCE 225.00
GOLF HOLE 6 POND MAINTENANCE 450.00 675.00
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Final Check List Page: 2
Check# Vendor Description Amount Paid Check Total

97921 BRIDGESTONE GOLF INC PROSHOP MERCHANDISE 561.60 561.60
97922 BRIGGS TURF FARM SOD 106.00

SOD 53.00 159.00
97923 CALLAWAY GOLF CO PROSHOP MERCHANDISE 205.92 205.92
97924 CAMDEN WOODS HOMES ASSN INC TRACT 28-TEMP CONST EASEMENT 143RD 600.00

TRACT 29-TEMP CONST EASEMENT 143RD 500.00

TRACT 12-COST-TO-CURE 143RD 6,200.00

TRACT 15-TEMP CONST EASEMENT 143 5,200.00

TRACT 15-COST TO CURE 143RD 16,200.00

TRACT 6-TEMP CONST EASEMENT 143RD 4,250.00

TRACT 12-TEMP CONST EASEMENT 143RD 3,300.00 36,250.00
97925 CARQUEST AUTO PARTS FLEET SUPPLIES 54.96

VEHICLE SUPPLIES 7.20 62.16
97926 CHARLESWORTH CONSULTING LLC RISK MGMT/INSURANCE CONSULTING 500.00 500.00
97927 CHETS LOCK & KEY MATERIAL & SUPPLIES 12.46 12.46
97928 CITY OF MISSION 2018 SUPERPASS REVENUE SHARE 44 .40 44.40
97929 CITY OF OVERLAND PARK SHARED ELEC/ MAINT COSTS SL 6,226.74

SHARED ELEC/ MAINT COSTS TS 9,708.33 15,935.07
97930 COMMERCIAL AQUATIC SERVICES POOL MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES 58.58

POOL MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES 37.60

POOL CHEMICALS 197.20

POOL CHEMICALS 2,643.96 2,937.34
97931 CONRAD FIRE EQUIPMENT INC VEHICLE MAINT 831.94

CREDIT MEMO -826.80 5.14
97932 CONTINENTAL CONSULTING ENGNRS PROFESSIONAL SERVICES - ON-CALL 2,070.00 2,070.00
97933 COSENTINOS PRICE CHOPPER CITIZENS ACADEMY SUPPLIES 43.13

CITIZENS ACADEMY SUPPLIES 40.74 83.87
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Page: 3

Check# Vendor Descrintion Amount Paid Check Total

97934 DOCUMART INC OFFICE SUPPLIES 107.87

CODES ADMIN INSPECTION REPORT 596.61 704.48
97935 DREXEL TECHNOLOGIES CUTTER-PLOTTER SUPPLIES/SERVICE 100.84 100.84
97936 ELLIOTT EQUIPMENT COMPANY EQUIPMENT SUPPLIES 269.74 269.74
97937 ESRI SOFTWARE MAINTENANCE - ArcGIS PRODUCTS 13,000.00 13,000.00
97938 EXCEL LINEN SUPPLY LINEN CLEANING 160.94 160.94
97939 EZLINKS GOLF LLC ONLINE TEE TIMES 972.50 972.50
97940 FACTORY MOTOR PARTS CO VEHICLE PARTS 130.44 130.44
97941 FELD FIRE UNIFORMS 275.00 275.00
97942 FORERUNNER SIGNS & GRAPHICS STATION SUPPLY~ 20.50 20.50
97943 GALLS LLC UNIFORM JACKET 64.70

RETURN UNIFORM JACKET -64.70

UNIFORM SHIRTS 226.80

UNIFORM NAMETAGS 43.50

UNIFORM SHOES 65.00

UNIFORM JACKET 76.99

UNIFORM SUPPLY 170.00

UNIFORM SUPPLY 170.00 752.29
97944 GEAR FOR SPORTS EMPLOYEE UNIFORMS 54.10 54.10
97945 GEORGE BUTLER ASSOCIATES INC INSPECTION BRIDGES/LEVEE/CULVERT 2018 27,500.00 27,500.00
97946 GPSI LEASING Il - ACCORD LLC GPS SYSTEM GOLF CARS 2018 1,184.00 1,184.00
97947 GRAINGER INC EQUIPMENT SUPPLIES 88.42

EQUIPMENT SUPPLIES 85.68

VEHICLE SUPPLIES 201.96

EQUIPMENT SUPPLIES 62.62

MARKING PAINT 79.44 518.12
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Final Check List Page: 4
Check# Vendor Description Amount Paid Check Total
97948 GRAVES, SEAN TRACT 17-COST TO CURE 143RD 6,000.00
TRACT 17-PERM UTILITY EASEMENT 143RD 3,675.00
TRACT 17-TEMP CONST EASEMENT 143RD 3,075.00 12,750.00
97949 GUNTER PEST MANAGEMENT INC PEST CONTROL 55.00
PEST CONTROL 110.00 165.00
97950 H20 WINDOW CLEANING LLC WINDOW CLEANING 54.00 54.00
97951 HAMM INC STONE 431.82 431.82
97952 HDR ENGINEERING INC PRELIM ENG STUDY STORMWATER 5,283.39 5,283.39
97953 HEN HOUSE BALLS FOOD STORES TRAINING ROOM SUPPLIES 60.70 60.70
97954 HOFFINE, MIKE EDUCATIONAL ASSISTANCE 675.00 675.00
97955 HP TOOLS FLEET SUPPLIES 369.00 369.00
97956 IATN BUSINESS MEMBERSHIP 36.00 36.00
97957 ICE MASTERS INC ICE MACHINE RENTAL 67.00
ICE MACHINE RENTAL 172.00
RENTAL EQUIPMENT 114.00 353.00
97958 INGRAM / FIRE & RESCUE, JERRY UNIFORMS 2,647.74
UNIFORMS 2,647.74 5,295.48
97959 INSIGHT PUBLIC SAFETY PD HBIR SCREENING 50.00 50.00
97960 J M FAHEY CONSTRUCTION CO ASPHALT 4,960.23
ASPHALT 977.50 5,937.73
97961 JO CO COMMUNITY COLLEGE POLICE ACADEMY TRAINING 7,432.98 7,432.98
97962 JO CO DEPT OF CORRECTIONS Q4 ALCOHOL TAX FUND ALLOCATION 450.50 450.50
97963 JO CO MENTAL HEALTH CENTER Q4 ALCOHOL TAX FUND ALLOCATION 32,631.75 32,531.75
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Page: 5

Check# Vendor Description

97964 JO CO WASTEWATER WASTEWATER SERVICE
WASTEWATER SERVICE
WASTEWATER SERVICE
WASTEWATER SERVICE

97965 KANSAS CITY DECK SUPPLY HARDWOQOD DECK FINISH
HARDWOQOD DECK FINISH
HARDWOOD DECK FINISH
HARDWOOD DECK FINISH
HARDWOQOD DECK FINISH
RED CEDAR DECK FINISH

97966 KANSAS CITY GOLF ASSOCIATION HANDICAP SERVICE

97967 KANSAS STATE TREASURER UNCLAIMED PROPERTY SUBMISSION

97968 KC ARBORIST INC HAUL GRAPPLE LOAD OF DEBRIS

97969 KINCAID READY MIX CONCRETE
CONCRETE
CONCRETE

97970 KNIFE MAN, THE KNIFE SERVICE

97971 LATHROP & GAGE LLP LAND ACQUISITION 143RD STREET

97972 LEABROOKE MASTER HOMES ASSN TRACT 25-TEMP CONST EASEMENT 143RD
TRACT 25-COST TO CURE 143RD

97973 LEAGUE OF KS MUNICIPALITIES KANSAS OPEN RECORDS ACT MANUAL

97974 LEAWOOD CHAMBER OF COMMERCE LUNCHEON - DUNN
LUNCHEON - SIPPLE
BOARD MEETING - DUNN
MEMBERSHIP RENEWAL

97975 LEAWOOD CHAMBER OF COMMERCE MEMBERSHIP RENEWAL - IRONHORSE

Amount Paid Check Total
25418
15.05
212.05
181.93 663.21
383.92
239.95
287.94
287.94
191.96
179.96 1,571.67
308.00 308.00
200.00 200.00
600.00 600.00
433.75
626.75
654.00 1,714.50
45.00 45.00
2,162.04 2,162.04
2,200.00
1,650.00 3,850.00
52.66 52.66
31.50
31.50
15.00
695.00 773.00
460.00 460.00
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Final Check List Page: 6
Check# Vendor Description Amount Paid Check Total
97976 LEGAL RECORD HEARING NOTICE 11.25
HEARING NOTICE 11.25
HEARING NOTICE 9.32
HEARING NOTICE 9.32
HEARING NOTICE 39.87
HEARING NOTICE 34.08
HEARING NOTICE 5.79
HEARING NOTICE 7.72
HEARING NOTICE 7.72
HEARING NOTICE 5.79
HEARING NOTICE 5.79
RESOLUTION PUBLICATION 39.08
HEARING NOTICE 5.79
HEARING NOTICE 5.79
HEARING NOTICE 7.72
HEARING NOTICE 5.79
HEARING NOTICE 5.79 217.86
97977 LESLIES POOL SUPPLIES INC FOUNTAIN MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES 40.08 40.08
97978 LEXINGTON PLUMBING & HEATING PLUMBING REPAIR #14 COMFORT STATION 1,863.00 1,863.00
97979 LIGHT BULBS ETC LIGHT BULBS 366.15 366.15
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Page: 7

Check #

Vendor

Description

Amount Paid

Check Total

97980

97981

97982
97983
97984

LOWES

LOWES

M & M GOLF CARS LLC
MAX R
MEDASSURE HEARTLAND LLC

HARDWARE SUPPLIES
PAINT

HARDWARE SUPPLIES
HARDWARE SUPPLIES
HARDWARE SUPPLIES
CAULK GUN
HARDWARE SUPPLIES
HARDWARE SUPPLIES
HARDWARE SUPPLIES
HARDWARE SUPPLIES
HARDWARE SUPPLIES
HARDWARE SUPPLIES
HARDWARE SUPPLIES

SUPPLIES - LODGE PROJECTOR SCREEN

HARDWARE SUPPLIES
WILD BIRD FOOD

HARDWARE SUPPLIES
HARDWARE SUPPLIES

HARDWARE SUPPLIES
HARDWARE SUPPLIES
HARDWARE SUPPLIES
HARDWARE SUPPLIES
LIGHT BULBS

HARDWARE SUPPLIES
HARDWARE SUPPLIES
HARDWARE SUPPLIES
HARDWARE SUPPLIES
HARDWARE SUPPLIES
HARDWARE SUPPLIES

2 CLUB CARS TO REPLACE OBSOLETE UNITS
34 CASES DOG WASTE BAGS

MATERIAL & SUPPLIES

138.64
84.57
13.16
69.66
22.00
41.22
74.58
11.69
55.45

185.62
41.27
42.58

108.80

7.20
90.88
17.31
55.70

258.20

36.10
18.31
19.21
9.25
2473
18.13
20.58
176.74
11.51
15.44
89.71

21,514.20
2,817.00
38.24

1,318.53

439.71
21,514.20
2,817.00
38.24
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Final Check List Page: 8
Check# Vendor Description Amount Paid Check Total
97985 METRO TILE CONTRACTORS INC BUILDING & GROUNDS 4,775.00 4,775.00
97986 MISSION ELECTRONICS INC IRONWOODS LODGE A/V SYSTEM 36,920.00
OAK ROOM A/V SYSTEM 47,840.00 84,760.00
97987 MISSOURI SEWING MACHINE CO INC EXPENDABLE EQUIPMENT 2,695.00 2,695.00
97988 MODERN BUSINESS INTERIORS LLC OFFICE CHAIRS 1,571.52 1,571.52
97989 MYERS BROTHERS ROTARY LIFT TLO7 FOR MOWERS~ 7,638.00
FLEET SUPPLIES 172.56 7,810.56
97990 NEW DIRECT BEHAVIORAL HEALTH 4Q EAP SERVICES 1,046.63 1,046.63
97991 O DONNELL & SONS CONSTRUCTION 2018 THIN LIFT OVERLAY PROGRAM 891,760.70 891,760.70
97992 - O REILLY AUTO PARTS MUD FLAP 25.18
MOTOR OIL 59.97
EQUIPMENT SUPPLIES 7.28
EQUIPMENT SUPPLIES 21.06
VEHICLE MAINT 17.12
VEHICLE SUPPLIES - RETURN -1.43
BRAKE CLEANER 53.64 182.82
97993 PARAMOUNT PONY PETTING ZOO - FALL FESTIVAL 410.00 410.00
97994 PERSAUD CREATIVE INC WEBSITE DEVELOPMENT - PHASE 4 1,500.00 1,500.00
97995 PETTY CASH - CITY OF LEAWOOD REIMBURSEMENTS 87.81 87.81
97996 PHILLIPS 66-CONOCO-76 TRAINING TRANSPORTATION 140.53 140.53
97997 POMP'S TIRE SERVICE INC EQUIPMENT SUPPLIES 969.18
VEHICLE MAINT. 160.00 1,129.18
97998 PRIDE CLEANERS MJV-ALLC UNIFORM CLEANING 72.00 72.00
97999 PROFESSIONAL TURF PRODUCTS EQUIPMENT MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES 61.77
EQUIPMENT MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES 50.52 112.29
98000 PROGRESSIVE ELECTRONICS INC FIRE ALARM MONITORING 84.00 84.00
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Page: 9

Check #

Vendor

Description

98001
98002
98003

98004

98005
98006
98007
98008

98009
98010

98011

PROTHERM CORPORATION
Q4 INDUSTRIES LLC
RAMAIR INC

RANCH MART ACE HARDWARE

RED WING SHOE STORE
REINDERS INC

REINHART FOODSERVICE
RIPLEY, BRIAN

ROMA BAKERY
SAMS CLUB DIRECT

SHERWIN WILLIAMS CO

PUMP ASSEMBLY - JUSTICE CENTER
FACILITY SUPPLIES

HVAC FILTERS
HVAC FILTERS
BULBS
ANNUALS
HVAC FILTERS
HVAC FILTERS
HVAC FILTERS
HVAC FILTERS
HVAC FILTERS
HVAC FILTERS
HVAC FILTERS
HVAC FILTERS

MATERIAL & SUPPLIES
ACO SUPPLIES

UNIFORMS
GRASS SEED
PREPARED FOOD

TRACT 13-TEMP CONST EASEMENT 143RD
TRACT 13-COST TO CURE 143RD

PREPARED FOOD

STATION SUPPLIES
OPERATING SUPPLIES

DISPLACEMENT PUMP
SUPPLIES
SUPPLIES
SUPPLIES

Amount Paid

Check Total

8,936.00
449.90

5.29
52.04
811.38
363.42
12.14
271.40
275.80
454.85
20.82
39.07
10.83
25.30

14.59
46.95

210.00
4,897.50
817.17

21,950.00
7,500.00

27.92

170.08
39.92

698.59
261.74
31.17
42.88

8,936.00
449.90

2,342.34

61.54
210.00
4,897.50
817.17

29,450.00
27.92

210.00

1,034.38
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Final Check List Page: 10
Check# Vendor Description Amount Paid Check Total

98012 SHRED-IT USALLC SHREDDING SERVICES 288.76 288.76
98013 SKAGGS, CHRIS REIMBURSE ASE EXAM FEE 364.00 364.00
98014 STAPLES BUSINESS ADVANTAGE OFFICE SUPPLIES 118.82

OFFICE SUPPLIES 210.59

OFFICE SUPPLIES 4.47

OFFICE SUPPLIES 107.20

OFFICE SUPPLIES 25.19

OFFICE SUPPLIES 4460 510.87
98015 STATE LINE ANIMAL HOSPITAL ANIMAL BOARDING-SEP 18 3,000.00 3,000.00
98016 SUBURBAN LAWN & GARDEN INC YARD WASTE TIP FEE 18.00

YARD WASTE TIP FEE 10.00

YARD WASTE TIP FEE 35.00

YARD WASTE TIP FEE 27.00

YARD WASTE TIP FEE 7.50

YARD WASTE TIP FEE 26.00

MULCH 74.85

GARDEN SUPPLIES 68.41 266.76
98017 TABEN GROUP LC OCTOBER 2018 125 ADMIN FEES 195.50 195.50
98018 THYSSENKRUPP ELEVATOR CITY HALL ELEVATOR MAINTENANCE 1,058.52 1,058.52
98019 TIDE DRY CLEANERS UNIFORM CLEANING~ 6.15

UNIFORM CLEANING 7.18

UNIFORM CLEANING~ 7.18

UNIFORM CLEANING~ 7.23 27.74
98020 TIME WARNER CABLE CABLE~ 24.35

CABLE~ 51.28 75.63
98021 TRANSUNION RISK & ALTERNATIVE PROFESSIONAL INVESTIGATION SERVICES 25.00 25.00
98022 TROON GOLF LLC CENTRALIZED SERVICES 1,096.39

MARKETING SERVICES 1,625.00

MANAGEMENT SERVICES 9,092.21 11,813.60
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Check #

Vendor

Description

Amount Paid

Check Total

98023
98024
98025

98026
98027

98028

UNITED COMMUNITY SERVICES
WALKER TOWEL & UNIFORM SERVICI
WALKER TOWEL & UNIFORM SERVICI

WALKER TOWEL & UNIFORM SERVICI
WASTE MANAGEMENT OF KANSAS IN

WATER DISTRICT 1 JO CO

Q4 ALCOHOL TAX FUND ALLOCATION

MAT CLEANING

MAT CLEANING
MAT CLEANING

MAT CLEANING

TRASH SERVICE
TRASH SERVICE

TRASH DISPOSAL~
TRASH DISPOSAL~
TRASH DISPOSAL~

TRASH DISPOSAL
TRASH SERVICE
TRASH SERVICE
TRASH SERVICE
TRASH SERVICE
TRASH SERVICE

WATER SERVICE
WATER SERVICE
WATER SERVICE
WATER SERVICE
WATER SERVICE
WATER SERVICE
WATER SERVICE
WATER SERVICE
WATER SERVICE
WATER SERVICE
WATER SERVICE
WATER SERVICE
WATER SERVICE
WATER SERVICE

3,902.75
141.33

96.04
96.04

79.47

461.61
186.63

80.30
156.29
110.30
156.35
252.06
235.68

49.00
302.79
264.25

14.20
1,220.60
286.95
12,439.54
161.31
172.37
69.84
25.10
163.03
309.34
49.36
19.44
2,515.09
4,611.87

3,902.75
141.33

192.08
79.47

2,255.26

22,058.04
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Final Check List Page: 12
Check# Vendor Descrintion Amount Paid Check Total
98029 WCA WASTE SYSTEMS INC RECYCLING SERVICE 91.46
RECYCLING SERVICE 35.78
RECYCLING SERVICE 80.38 207.62
98030 WEX BANK MOTORCYCLE FUEL 178.99 178.99
98031 ZEP MANUFACTURING CO CLEANING PRODUCTS - FLEET 1,105.14 1,105.14
2601018 KC POWER & LIGHT CO POWER SERVICE 35.22 35.22
3141018 KC POWER & LIGHT CO POWER SERVICE 39.14 39.14
3381018 KC POWER & LIGHT CO POWER SERVICE 274.98 274.98
5091018 KC POWER & LIGHT CO POWER SERVICE 151.80 151.80
6041018 KC POWER & LIGHT CO POWER SERVICE 62.90 62.90
6241018 KC POWER & LIGHT CO POWER SERVICE 10.29 10.29
6401018 KC POWER & LIGHT CO POWER SERVICE 108.82 108.82
6541018 KC POWER & LIGHT CO POWER SERVICE 39.27 39.27
8381018 KC POWER & LIGHT CO POWER SERVICE 386.51 386.51
'4101018 KC POWER & LIGHT CO POWER SERVICE 180.51 180.51
'6171018 KC POWER & LIGHT CO POWER SERVICE 218.02 218.02
12031018 KC POWER & LIGHT CO POWER SERVICE 33.60 33.60
10421018 KC POWER & LIGHT CO POWER SERVICE 20.96 20.96
18831018 KC POWER & LIGHT CO POWER SERVICE 61.38 61.38
19121018 KC POWER & LIGHT CO POWER SERVICE 35.70 35.70
14341018 KC POWER & LIGHT CO POWER SERVICE 151.59 151.59
15431018 KC POWER & LIGHT CO POWER SERVICE 37.35 37.35
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Final Check List Page: 13
Check# Vendor Description Amount Paid Check Total
'5521018 KC POWER & LIGHT CO POWER SERVICE 20.53 20.53
13131018 KC POWER & LIGHT CO POWER SERVICE 187.56 187.56
16511018 KC POWER & LIGHT CO POWER SERVICE 35.87 35.87
146 checks in this report. Grand Total All Checks: 1,352,871.60
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Return to Agenda D R A F T 7_B.

Regular Meeting

THE LEAWOOD CITY COUNCIL
October 1, 2018

Minutes
DVD No. 425

The City Council of the City of Leawood, Kansas, met in regular session in the Council Chambers,
4800 Town Center Drive, 7:30 P.M. on Monday, October 1, 2018. Mayor Peggy Dunn presided.

Councilmembers Present: Chuck Sipple, Andrew Osman, Debra Filla, Julie Cain, James Azeltine,
Jim Rawlings, Lisa Harrison and Mary Larson

Councilmembers Absent: None

Staff Present: Scott Lambers, City Administrator Patty Bennett, City Attorney
Chris Claxton, Parks & Recreation Director ~ Chief Dave Williams, Fire Dept.
David Ley, Public Works Director Ross Kurz, Info. Services Director
Marcia Knight, Assistant City Attorney Mark Klein, Planning Official
Mark Tepesch, Info. Services Specialist Il Chief Troy Rettig, Police Dept.
Richard Coleman, Comm. Dev. Director Dawn Long, Finance Director
Nic Sanders, Human Resources Director Cindy Jacobus, Assistant City Clerk

Debra Harper, City Clerk

Others Present: Kevin Jeffries, President, Chief Executive Officer and Director of Economic
Development, Leawood Chamber of Commerce

1. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
2. APPROVAL OF AGENDA

A motion to approve the agenda was made by Councilmember Rawlings; seconded by
Councilmember Sipple. The motion was approved with a unanimous vote of 8-0.

3. CITIZEN COMMENTS
Members of the public are welcome to use this time to make comments about City matters that
do not appear on the agenda, or about items that will be considered as part of the consent
agenda. It is not appropriate to use profanity or comment on pending litigation, municipal
court matters or personnel issues. Comments about items that appear on the action agenda will
be taken as each item is considered. CITIZENS ARE REQUESTED TO KEEP THEIR
COMMENTS UNDER 5 MINUTES.

Mayor Dunn stated the four citizens who had signed in to speak on Agenda Item 13. would be
recognized when the item was discussed.
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4. PROCLAMATIONS Double Ten Day, October 10, 2018

Mayor Dunn read the proclamation into the record, noting the City had entered into a Sister City
relationship with I-Lan, Taiwan, 30 years ago. The proclamation has been sent Director General
Jerry Chang of the Taipei Economic and Cultural Office now located in Denver for their celebration.

Fire Prevention Week, October 7-13, 2018

Mayor Dunn read the proclamation into the record. She thanked Fire Chief Dave Williams and his
crews for all they do, not just in regard to fires, but also for medical response which is the majority
of calls.

Chief Williams thanked Mayor Dunn for the proclamation and reminded everyone to check smoke
detector batteries with the upcoming change of clocks for the end of Daylight Savings Time. He stated
there are more fire deaths now because of the proliferation of synthetic materials in homes. The
average amount of exit time has been reduced from five minutes to two minutes. Every family should
have an exit plan and know where to go in the event of a fire.

S. PRESENTATIONS/RECOGNITIONS — None

6. SPECTAL BUSINESS
A. Public Hearing Consider the vacation of a Street Right-of-Way located at 12728
State Line Road, within the City of Leawood, Johnson County,
Kansas

Mayor Dunn opened the public hearing. No one was seen or heard to speak.

A motion to close the public hearing was made by Councilmember Azeltine; seconded by
Councilmember Filla. The motion was approved with a unanimous vote of 8-0.

B. Ordinance No. 2905, vacating a Street Right-of-Way located at 12728 State Line Road,
within the City of Leawood, Johnson County, Kansas [ROLL CALL VOTE]

A motion to pass Agenda Item 6.B. was made by Councilmember Filla; seconded by
Councilmember Osman. The motion was approved with a unanimous roll call vote of 8-0.

C. Resolution No. 5040, accepting a Deed of Dedication for Right-of-Way from Madden
Properties, LLC, for property located at 12728 State Line Road, within the City of
Leawood, Johnson County, Kansas

A motion to approve Agenda Item 6.C. was made by Councilmember Rawlings; seconded by
Councilmember Osman. The motion was approved with a unanimous vote of 8-0.



D. Ordinance No. 2906C, amending Chapter 14, Article 1 of the Code of the City of
Leawood, Kansas, 2000, pertaining to regulating traffic in the City; incorporating by
reference the ‘Standard Traffic Ordinance [STO] for Kansas Cities, 2018 Edition,” with
certain amendments and omissions [ROLL CALL VOTE]

Ms. Knight stated the proposed amendment would incorporate the 2018 Edition of the STO into City
Code. Annual updates in regard to both the STO and Public Uniform Offense Code [UPOC] are
typically made. However, the UPOC was updated last year and there were no significant changes
made by the legislature which would justify book purchase and ordinance update.

Ms. Knight confirmed to Councilmember Cain that Parks & Recreation Departments of multiple cities
plan to discuss electronic scooters in the future.

Per the request of Councilmember Azeltine, Ms. Knight would provide a copy of revised
documentation to the Bike/Walk Leawood committee. She stated the proposed revision of §14-112C,
Section 131 of the STO, duplicates the State statute except for the last line which attempts to clarify
the definition of useable bike path which is not part of the State statute.

Councilmember Harrison questioned why Section 14-109A regarding seat belts would be repealed.
Ms. Knight stated last year the Kansas Legislature changed the seat belt law and the City did not adopt
the book, so a separate ordinance section was added to address. Because the City is now adopting the
book, repeal of the added section is needed.

A motion to pass Agenda Item 6.D. was made by Councilmember Rawlings; seconded by
Councilmember Azeltine. The motion was approved with a unanimous roll call vote of 8-0.

E. Ordinance No. 2907C, amending Sections 14-501 and 14-502 of the Code of the City
of Leawood, Kansas, 2000, regarding impoundment of motor vehicles [ROLL CALL
VOTE]

Ms. Knight stated she had proposed the amendment to the Police Department, who were in agreement.
The City recently revised the Police Tow and Impoundment Policy, and revisions of Sections 14-501
and 14-502 are needed to tidy up and slightly reformat City Code accordingly.

Mayor Dunn stated the proposed ordinance was as friendly as could be in this regard, and she thanked
Ms. Knight for her effort.

Ms. Knight confirmed to Councilmember Sipple the City has control over tow charges incurred by car
owners for City-initiated tows. The charges are specified in a different section and have been the same
for years for City-initiated tows. This was discussed and no change to fees were desired at this time.
Owner-initiated tows are not covered by City ordinance.

Councilmember Cain inquired if a boat, camper or recreational vehicle could be towed by the Police,
referring to a concern expressed by a Ward Four resident having a very large vehicle frequently parked
in the driveway across from their residence. Ms. Knight stated the proposed amendment was not
applicable to a driveway located on private property. Mr. Lambers stated Community Development,
Code Enforcement, would be the correct place to direct the concern on private property. Mayor Dunn
stated an ordinance with specifics had been developed several years ago.



Councilmember Rawlings inquired where City-initiated tows are taken. Ms. Knight stated the City has
a list of four or five qualified locations, used on a rotating basis. Car owners are notified of the
location and the City controls storage fees.

A motion to pass Agenda Item 6.E. was made by Councilmember Filla; seconded by
Councilmember Sipple. The motion was approved with a unanimous roll call vote of 8-0.

7. CONSENT AGENDA
Consent agenda items have been studied by the Governing Body and determined to be routine
enough to be acted upon in a single motion. If a Councilmember requests a separate discussion
on an item, it can be removed from the consent agenda for further consideration.

A.

Tmonw

Q

Accept Appropriation Ordinance Nos. 2018-37 and 2018-38

Accept minutes of the September 17, 2018 Governing Body meeting

Accept minutes of the July 11, 2018 Bike/Walk Leawood meeting

Accept minutes of the June 14, 2018 Sustainability Advisory Board meeting

Accept minutes of the June 12, 2018 Historic Commission meeting

Resolution No. 5041, approving and authorizing the Mayor to execute 2019 Employee
Benefit Plan documents

Approve Change Order No. 1 in the amount of $40,140.00, to Kissick Construction,
pertaining to the 2018 CMP Replacement Program; Change Order for emergency
underground repairs and reconstruction near Tee Box No. 4 on the Ironhorse Golf
Course, located at 15400 Mission Road [Project # 49138 & 80255]

Approve Change Order No. 1 in the amount of $393,595.50, to O’Donnell & Sons
Construction, pertaining to 2018 Residential Thin Lift Overlay Project; Change Order
for 151% Street Left Turn Lanes at Mission Road and Mill & Overlay of 151% Street
[Project Nos. 13080 and 72068]

Approve Change Order No. 2 in the amount of $49,502.50, to O’Donnell & Sons
Construction, pertaining to 2018 Residential Thin Lift Project; Change Order for
Asphalt Trail Overlay near 133™ Street [Roe Avenue to west City limits] [Project No.
70024]

Resolution No. 5042, approving and authorizing the Mayor to execute an Independent
Contractor Agreement in the amount of $26,659.22, with Blue Valley Public Safety,
Inc., pertaining to the replacement of a storm siren located at 103™ and Wenonga
Resolution No. 5043, approving and authorizing the Mayor to execute an Independent
Contractor Agreement in the amount of $20,935.20 between the City and Creative
Displays, pertaining to the holiday lighting at City Hall

Resolution No. 5044, approving and authorizing the Mayor to execute an Agreement in
the amount of $9,895.20, between the City of Leawood and the City of Overland Park
pertaining to improvement of the Tomahawk Creek Bike/Hike Trail from Roe Avenue
to Nall Avenue

Resolution No. 5045, accepting a Temporary Construction Easement from Grantor
Camden Woods Homes Association, Inc., for property located on the southwest corner
of 143™ & Aberdeen, Tract 6, Tract A, Camden Woods Subdivision, First Plat,
pertaining to the 143™ Street Improvement Project from Windsor Lane to Kenneth Road
[Project # 80129]




N. Resolution No. 5046, accepting a Temporary Construction Easement from Grantor
Camden Woods Homes Association, Inc., for property located on the southeast corner
of 1439 & Aberdeen, Tract 12, Tract B, Camden Woods Subdivision, First Plat,
pertaining to the 143™ Street Improvement Project from Windsor Lane to Kenneth Road
[Project # 80129]

0. Resolution No. 5047, accepting a Temporary Construction Easement from Grantor
Camden Woods Homes Association, Inc., for property located on the southwest
quadrant of 143™ & Aberdeen, Tract 15, Tract C, Camden Woods Subdivision, First
Plat, pertaining to the 143™ Street Improvement Project from Windsor Lane to Kenneth
Road [Project # 80129]

P. Resolution No. 5048, accepting a Temporary Construction Easement from Grantor
Camden Woods Homes Association, Inc., for property located on the southwest corner
of 144" & Kenneth Road, Tract 28, Tract G, Camden Woods Subdivision, Second Plat,
pertaining to the 143™ Street Improvement Project from Windsor Lane to Kenneth Road
[Project # 80129]

Q. Resolution No. 5049, accepting a Temporary Construction Easement from Grantor
Camden Woods Homes Association, Inc., for property located on the northwest corner
of 144™ & Kenneth Road, Tract 29, Tract F, Camden Woods Subdivision, Second Plat,
pertaining to the 143" Street Improvement Project from Windsor Lane to Kenneth Road
[Project # 80129]

R. Resolution No. 5050, accepting a Temporary Construction Easement from Grantor
Leabrooke Master Homes Association, Inc., for property located on the northwest
corner of 145" & Kenneth Road, Tract 25, Tract A, Leabrooke Subdivision, First Plat,
pertaining to the 143™ Street Improvement Project from Windsor Lane to Kenneth Road
[Project # 80129]

S. Resolution No. 5051, accepting a Temporary Construction Easement from Grantors
Brian L. Ripley and Angela D. Ripley, for property located at 2800 W. 143™ Street,
Tract 13, Lot 1, Stonebridge Estates Subdivision, Replat of Lots 1 & 2, pertaining to the
1439 Street Improvement Project from Windsor Lane to Kenneth Road [Project #
80129]

T. Resolution No. 5052, accepting a Temporary Construction Easement from Grantors
Sean M. Graves and Rachel L. Graves, for property located at 2620 W. 143 Street,
Tract 17, Lot 3, Willow Lake Estates Subdivision, pertaining to the 143" Street
Improvement Project from Windsor Lane to Kenneth Road [Project # 80129]

U. Resolution No. 5053, accepting a Permanent Utility Easement from Grantors Sean M.
Graves and Rachel L. Graves, for property located at 2620 W. 143" Street, Tract 17,
Lot 3, Willow Lake Estates Subdivision, pertaining to the 143™ Street Improvement
Project from Windsor Lane to Kenneth Road [Project # 80129]

V. Declaration of Surplus Property; weight lifting equipment from the Fire Dept.

A motion to approve the Consent Agenda was made by Councilmember Filla; seconded by
Councilmember Osman. The motion was approved with a unanimous vote of 8-0.



8. MAYOR’S REPORT

A. I had the privilege of hosting 65 fifth and sixth graders from Nativity School here in the
Council Chambers a couple of weeks ago. They came to learn about the City and
walked over in 100 degree heat. Although hot and exhausted, they were most attentive.

B. Johnson County Commissioner Ron Shaffer joined me at an interesting ribbon cutting
for AesthetiCare Med Spa, LLC, a Leawood Chamber of Commerce member since
2006, to open their new AesthetiCare Body Branch that offers coolsculpting. We had
the opportunity to demo a piece of equipment that provides the value of doing
20,000 sit-ups in just 30 minutes. Commissioner Shaffer and I lasted only 5 minutes on
this equipment.

C. Reminder that “Into the Night Fall Festival” will be Friday, October 12, 5:30 P.M. to
8:30 P.M. in Ironwoods Park, 14701 Mission Road. Admission is $10 per carload.
Activities include a petting zoo, crafts, games, train rides, face painting, balloon artists,
fortune telling and refreshments. Entertainers include Dino O’Dell, Mad Science, Vida
Dance Company and Moon Pie Band. In the past, thousands have attended this
enjoyable event.

0. COUNCILMEMBERS’ REPORT — None

10. CITY ADMINISTRATOR REPORT
Request for Budget Amendment — Upgrade Parks & Recreation position from % to full time

Last week Mr. Lambers forwarded to the Governing Body an electronic communication he had
received from Parks Superintendent Brian Anderson stating there had been difficulty filling a vacant
32-hour per week position in the department. Mr. Lambers proposed a budget amendment to cover the
approximate $10,000 cost to increase the hours from 32 to 40 per week, which may result in more
interest in the position.

A motion to approve the request for the budget amendment was made by
Councilmember Azeltine; seconded by Councilmember Rawlings. The motion was approved
with a unanimous vote of 8-0.

11. STAFF REPORT - None

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS
12. ARTS COUNCIL

[From the June 26, 2018 Arts Council Meeting/
Resolution No. 5054, approving and authorizing the Mayor to execute an Artwork Sale and

Ownership Agreement in the amount of $20,000.00 between the City and Beth Nybeck,
pertaining to the purchase of the Art Piece, 'Point Defiance,' located to the west of the front of
Leawood City Hall, 4800 Town Center Drive

Ms. Claxton stated the Council had previously approved the art purchase and the proposed resolution
was for formal execution of the ownership agreement.



Councilmember Sipple asked if one or two potential permanent installation sites had been identified
and timetable for move. Ms. Claxton stated the first choice site is just inside Ironwoods Park, on an
outcropping on the south side of the driveway. The location may require a minor amount of
excavation and it was hoped the piece would be moved in 2019. Identification of an art-on-loan piece
was planned for the next 60 to 90 days, so the temporary installation site near City Hall would not
remain empty as long as before.

A motion to approve Agenda Item 12. was made by Councilmember Filla; seconded by
Councilmember Osman. The motion was approved with a unanimous vote of 8-0.

13. PLANNING COMMISSION

[From the September 11, 2018 Planning Commission Meeting]
Ordinance approving the Planning Commission’s recommendation to deny a request for a
Rezoning, Preliminary Plan, Preliminary Plat, and Special Use Permit for 135" Street and
Kenneth Road — Mixed Use and Medium Density Residential, located south of 135" Street and
west of Kenneth Road. (PC Case 71-18) [ROLL CALL VOTE]

City Administrator’s Comment: The City Administrator _strongly supports the City’s
Planning Commission and Planning Staff’s recommendation for denial,

Mayor Dunn stated the Governing Body had received a number of electronic communications about
the topic, which had been read and shared with Mr. Coleman, Mr. Klein and the Planning Staff,

Mr. John Petersen, Polsinelli PC, presented on behalf of Leawood 135 LLC, whose principals are
Richard Lashbrook and Rick Lashbrook, and other entities for the project. The Lashbrooks would be
the proposed majority purchaser and developer for the 56-acre site. Others present include architect
Henry Klover with Klover Architects, civil engineer Tim Tucker with Phelps Engineering, and
Len Corsi on behalf of Vic Regnier Builders, Inc., the property owner and one of the proposed
developers for a piece of property for mixed-use.

Mr. Petersen stated the City had spent numerous hours in planning and evaluation, and a large amount
of money for experts for the 135" Street Corridor Study, which has manifested into the 135% Street
Community Plan for 600 acres, running 2.5 miles east to west from Nall to State Line Road. This is
the first significant rezoning application to come against the City’s 135™ Street Study. A number of
purchasers and developers have approached the City over the years and some decided not to pursue
because an entire tract, rather than a portion, must be developed. The Lashbrook development team
and Regnier ownership has gone head-to-head with the concept to bring forth an application and is at
impasse, with a strong, not particularly detailed, recommendation for denial from the Planning
Commission and City Staff.

He stated the impasse is not about required usage-type percentages for office, retail and residential, or
mixture of uses, walkways, bikeways or interaction or interaction with single and multi-family homes
and pedestrians. The impasse is about form. Mr. Petersen questioned if the City’s Plan is a mandate or
a guideline so applications can be formulated within guidelines.



Mr. Petersen stated for the record there is fundamental disagreement with the good work done in good
faith by the City and the property owners who are ready to commit significant capital to move the
corridor forward. As spokesperson, he would be direct and candid to articulate differences of opinion.
He asked his comments be accepted with no disrespect from him or who he represents. There is
agreement on one thing, a common theme found in City Plans: “Create a successful and economically
sustainable development.” He suggested revision of “sustainable” with “feasible and reasonable”.
“Reasonable” is a standard of review for land use and applicable to the City of Leawood. If held to the
constraints in the Staff Report and testimony at the Planning Commission meeting, the project might
be able to obtain financing, but would not be sustainable as the 135® Plan is articulated by Staff.

Mr. Petersen displayed a slide titled “City has three standards of review”, the Leawood Development
Ordinance, Comprehensive Plan (independent of the 135% Street Community Plan) and the 135% Street
Community Plan. As he stated at the Planning Commission meeting, he wanted stipulations.
Mr. Petersen stated Staff had said the application could not be approved because the application is far
from compliant with the 135" Plan. Staff did not prepare stipulations.

Mr. Lambers clarified that Staff provides opinions and comments on an application at a preliminary
meeting, but applicants are not told they cannot apply because it is their right to do so and applicant’s
decide to submit or not.

Mr. Petersen stated the City’s very specific street network grid was just changed one week ago, and
137" Street was moved without applicant’s knowledge. The grid is a footprint that drives where roads
are placed to be compliant, and this creates parcels, form and design.

Mr. Petersen stated the City is familiar with its plans for transects, street grids and street character.
Transects are transitional development, with office, retail/residential building height decreasing from
four to eight-stories as you move south from 135™ Street. Buildings on 136" Street should be two to
four-stories, followed by two-story buildings or less, transitioning further south. This would provide
for high density and value, but not if buildings could not be filled. Density can be expensive, requiring
parking structures, and may not work everywhere. Mr. Petersen stated the minutes of Governing
Body’s March 5, 2018 Work Session, when consultant Jim MacRae, Principal with Design Workshop,
there were questions indicating it was unclear if transects and grid street systems would work at
135% Street and Kenneth Road.

Mr. Petersen presented displays of the mixed-use development Cherry Creek North in Denver,
Colorado, and The Domain in Austin, Texas. He stated he worked with Mr. MacRae on Cherry Creek
North and other mixed-use developments. Cherry Creek North is a highly-incentivized project located
in the urban core involving redevelopment of existing streets, offices and retail, which is quite different
from a “green field” site. There are some pieces of that project that might work on 135% Street.
The Domain started as a very dense Class A office development having over 1 Million sq. ft. of office
in place and operating, located on a major thoroughfare. Tenants such as Macy’s, Nordstrom and
Dick’s were all brought to create synergy for the successful mixed-use development.

Mr. Petersen displayed a list of successful Johnson County mixed-use projects whose developers had
spoken at the Leawood Chamber of Commerce Economic Development Meeting on August 10, 2018,
to which he added Fred Merrill. He stated involvement with many of these projects and took the need
to state judicial notice. Mr. Petersen made the following comments regarding each:



Keith Copaken — City Center. Lenexa

Buildings and structured parking just impressively popped up, seemingly from nowhere. Points
of distinction that make this work are location at I-435 and 87 Street, distressed property was
purchased by the City of Lenexa and the city became the master developer. A massive amount
of city general fund money precipitated development and hundreds of millions of dollars in
incentives for further development.

Rich Muller/Van Trust — Park Place. Leawood
Mr. Petersen stated for the record his belief that Van Trust would not build Park Place again in
regard to return on investment, retail, retail streets and structured parking.

Hunter Johnson/Block — City Place. Overland Park

Located near the interstate right next to Corporate Woods, highway-orientated, low retail,
mostly high-density multi-family with some senior living, significant incentives by the city,
streets built, tax exemptions and CIDs [Community Improvement Districts].

Fred Merrill — Prairie Fire. Overland Park
As close as can come to “out of the ground” mixed-use with structured parking. The
development is half-built.

Mr. Petersen presented photograph, aerial map and lot plan for The Villagio at Leawood, an under-
utilized property. He stated the property had grid streets and power lines installed two years before the
2008 economic downturn. The $18 Million investment ended in foreclosure. He stated he and a bank
had come to the City with an application that did not go forward. The owner sold to Don Provost, a
prolific developer involved in Cherry Creek North, for the cost of assessments left on the ground.
Mr. Provost brought in a plan to the City for a grocery store and the wish to tear out the street grid.
Mr. Petersen stated Mr. Provost indicated this was the only way he could develop.

Mr. Petersen displayed two quotes he attributed to Jim MacRae at the Joint Governing Body/Planning
Commission March 5, 2018 Work Session:

“Design Workshop was not contracted to design the project, but just to provide guidelines and
ideas for consideration.”

“He suggested the City to find a balance and that mixed-use does not always need to be vertical
mixed use.”

Mr. Petersen displayed an overlay map of Tuscany Reserve Villas, located slightly to the east of the
proposed development. He stated the development team looked at the features of this subdivision.
Tuscany has residential to the south and slightly higher density residential north of 137 Street. They
did not find 137%™ Street to be any kind of “Berlin Wall” to having mixed-use development.



Mr. Petersen displayed aerial and elevation plans of the proposed application. He stated the desire to
bring in a high quality attached villa product that would begin at 137%™ Street with a little “bleed over”
that would move into 17 acres of mixed-use on 135" Street. The development would bring elements of
the 135% Plan, building height, street presence, rear parking and structured parking. The 8.43 acre area
in the west presented in red would contain three multi-family buildings, one mixed-use
office/residential building, total 173 units, 15,000 sq. ft. of retail and 50,000 sq. ft. of office that can be
built and actually leased. The buildings would be podium-style, stick-built. The area to the east of the
presented in blue would contain three commercial buildings. To the east of the commercial buildings
the area presented in purple would contain 84 senior living units. Buildings would be four to eight
stories in height, not eight stories, but what can actually be built for market. Both sides of the
development would have structured parking, 100 spaces on the east and 190 on the west, balanced with
some surface parking. The project includes a street roundabout and some art features in the middle.
Every street has double sidewalks. There would be 4 fi. bike lanes on 137™ Street per City Code,
internal sidewalks would be 5 ft. wide, sidewalks on 135% Street would be 6 ft. wide, and there would
be an 8 ft. wide trail south of the villas coming off 137% Street. Respect is given to those on foot and
on bicycles. There is probably more work to do on pedestrian connectivity, such as rest stops and
bicycle pumps, but no stipulations were provided and this is typically addressed in the Final Plan. The
application has some vertical and some horizontal mixed-use. He stated a successful and economically
feasible sustainable development cannot be done with a strict 135® Plan.

Mr. Petersen displayed a graphic generated by his design team, not part of the application, which
depicted elements of the application placed over the latest street grid plan, showing mid-density and
buildings of varying heights. He stated 135® Street stoplight access points are worthy of further future
discussion to find common ground.

Mr. Petersen displayed the eight “Golden Criteria” of the Supreme Court of Kansas. He stated the City
is familiar with these, and wanted to focus on Criteria 5. “Relative gain to the public health, safety and
welfare due to the denial of the application compared to the hardship imposed, if any, as a result of
denial of the application.” He stated he has not found a single person that says their property values
will come down, and questioned the hardship to the application if the application is denied. He stated
this is really a land use argument.

Mayor Dunn thanked Mr. Petersen and pointed out to meeting attendees that applicants present first at
Council meetings, followed by Staff. At Planning Commission meetings, the order is reversed.

Mayor Dunn stated she was not aware of 137% Street move. Mr. Coleman stated there were two
different plans with 137% Street, the 135% Community Plan and also the Implementation Plan. The
Implementation Plan now aligns with the Comprehensive Plan, which shows the street swinging north
then east to medium-density residential and to a small tract of land that borders Kenneth Road. The
applicant’s plan removes a large tract of trees and has 137" Street rising about one block north,
basically becoming 136® Street located one block south of 135% Street. In the Comprehensive Plan,
137" Street would be on the south side of these trees; the land slopes to the east. Another key Staff
issue involves 135" Street. In 1982, Olathe, Overland Park and Leawood agreed to a conduct a
planning study for K-150. K-150 was turned over to the cities, all three cities contributed to the plan,
and each city adopted the plan. In 1996 Leawood adopted the plan and traffic engineering agreement
for 135" Street. The street would carry a large volume of traffic and have intersections located at
0.50 and 0.25 miles. The distance between Kenneth Road and State Line Road is slightly different.
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Mr. Coleman stated the applicant’s plan moves an intersection on 135" Street, High Drive, to the east
and this does not adhere to the intersection location agreement and Comprehensive Plan. The entrance
to the development should be located over 400 fi. to the west.

Mr. Coleman stated Planning Staff has no disagreement on land uses or building height, but does have
one issue with density criteria. Conformance to the road network and City Plan to meet criteria is
desired, to create a sense of place for development. The street network is the foundation of the
development plan. In the application, their 135% Street intersection needs to be relocated. 137™ Street
needs to be moved to the south; the applicant can move their duplexes to accomplish this. The
applicant’s plan has three buildings that face parking lots with nothing on the other side. There is a
smaller issue with the proposed vehicular roundabout. Roundabouts do not create walkability as traffic
continues through the roundabout. Pedestrians, including those with limited mobility or using
wheelchairs, would be at risk when attempting to navigate the roundabout. Trees need to be preserved
rather than removed. It is desired that Tract G be extended all the way across the site’s southern
property line for a landscape/tree preservation area. Because the developer does not own the tract of
land to the west, the City needs a cul-de-sac constructed rather than a dead-end street. Dead-end
streets tend to become trash dumping grounds.

Mr. Coleman confirmed to Mayor Dunn that if revisions were made and duplexes relocated north of
137 Street that has moved south, the same amount of land would be available for mixed-use.

Mr. Ley stated with the exception of distance of Kenneth Road which is off 200 ft., the 12 coordinated
traffic signals along the 3.5 miles of 135% Street from Metcalf to Old K-150 have even spacing, plus or
minus 20 ft. Traffic along 135" Street is coordinated 13 hours a day, seven days a week by the Mid-
America Regional Council’s “Operation Green Light”. The applicant has provided a traffic study and
proposed to remove the traffic signal at Kenneth Road, but the applicant did not supply any other
information as part of their traffic study. The applicant proposes entrance 400 ft. from where a
0.25 mile interval would be, which would worsen traffic flow.

Mr. Ley confirmed to Councilmember Azeltine that removal of the traffic signal at Kenneth Road
would result right-in/right-out turn at the location. He stated the signal is used to access the
development at the southeast corner of the intersection and the church located to the north on
Kenneth Road.

Councilmember Cain inquired if all traffic signal lights in the cities were in place and if the traffic flow
system could be slightly adjusted to accommodate. Mr. Ley stated the only traffic signal not
constructed on 135 Street between Nall and State Line Road is High Drive. System adjustments
might be possible for a one-way street, but 135% Street has two-way traffic and is traffic timing is
coordinated 13 hours a day, seven days a week, not just during high peak hours. He stated that cities
may have their own traffic coordinators that are not part of “Operation Green Light”, but all work
within the overall flow system. Councilmember Cain stated stop-and-go traffic flow on 135 Street
happens further to the west, and is not the way to go especially with future growth in the area.

Councilmember Rawlings inquired if the developer had been advised about High Drive and had been
asked to move the entrance. Mr. Coleman stated the issue was brought up with the applicant, who had
stated no interest in putting an intersection at High Drive. This was the end of the conversation. He
would defer to Mr. Ley on whether there is any flexibility on intersection distance to accommodate the
development, but this cannot be off by the 400 ft. proposed in the application.
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Mr. Ley confirmed to Councilmember Sipple that intersection locations on 135" Strect have been
known since 1997 and the City was upfront in this regard at the first meeting with the applicant.

Councilmember Sipple stated if 137" Street is shifted south from the roundabout, he desired the
current property owners to have a tree buffer from the duplexes. He inquired about the possibility to
build duplexes on the south and north side of 137® Street, or build duplexes on the south and
quadplexes on the north side of 137" Street for economic feasibility. He suggested it may be sensible
to have duplexes all along the north side of 137% Street to preserve the wildlife area. Mr. Coleman
stated the plan could increase to townhomes on the north side to off-set changes and keep some
duplexes on the north side as well.

Councilmember Azeltine asked if there was any latitude on High Drive intersection. Mr. Ley stated
the applicant would need to provide a traffic study for the future coordination plan for 40,000
vehicles a day.

Councilmember Larson stated Highland Ranch Villas residents are concerned about the closeness of
137" Street and property devaluation. She asked if 137™ Street could be moved farther north to
provide a buffer. Mr. Coleman stated there are two 10-acre tracts to the west of the applicant’s tract.
Chadwick Road, the furthest from the applicant’s tract, already has a dedicated right-of-way in place
so minimal could be done. The other tract has not been platted or zoned, so the City could work with a
future developer to swing 137® Street north from dedicated right-of-way so by the time the street
reached the applicant’s tract the street would be well-away from the property lines of the residents.
The City has reviewed the number of houses involved. The right-of-way is fixed for about three or
four houses in Highland Ranch. Residents might work in conjunction with adjacent property owners to
revise their plans. Councilmember Larson stated that residents would favor this; Mr. Coleman agreed.
Councilmember Larson stated Leawood Falls residents are glad to have the street away from
their properties.

Councilmember Larson stated support of the roundabout, sharing that she frequently walks through an
area containing a roundabout and does not encounter any difficulty. She expressed the hope to find a
win-win development plan containing many great items.

Councilmember Osman asked how many times City Staff had met with the applicant before the
proposed plan was presented to the Planning Commission. Mr. Klein stated the process involves a
pre-application meeting where the Staff provides guidance, the applicant submits and then Staff
reviews and provides comments. In this case, the application was placed on a Planning Commission
meeting agenda, but review of the application was continued to another Planning Commission
meeting. Staff provided two sets of comments, so there had been good discussion. At the Planning
Commission review, the applicant felt they needed to move forward per their proposal.

Councilmember Osman expressed concern that at the Planning Commission meeting, conducted with a
quorum of members present, the developer did not receive guidance, direction or stipulations. To
avoid stalemate, communication is needed. Mayor Dunn stated the Planning Commission, comprised
of hard-working volunteers, had spent three hours on the topic. She had read the meeting minutes and
listened to the recording of the meeting. The Planning Commission had been frustrated by the lack of
stipulations. Vice-Chair James Pateidl presided as Chair at the meeting and asked Mr. Petersen for
time to work on stipulations which are developed by the Planning Department. The Planning
Commission earnestly wanted to continue to work with the applicant. Mr. Petersen stated if denied, he
just wanted to go before the Council.

12



Councilmember Osman pointed out his position for several years is that he does not approve of the
City’s 135" Street Plan, but accepts the position of the Council and City Staff. Minutes from the
Governing Body meeting on September 17, 2018, document his and Councilmember Harrison’s
concems about the 135 Street Future Street Network Plan. They were told flexibility would possibly
exist, but flexibility has not been demonstrated by the developer or City. Planning Commission
guidance was lacking. He suggested consideration of the proposed application was not at a point for
citizen comment. This is a catalyst and the City needs to step back and take time. As Chair of the
Public Works Committee he understands a traffic signal cannot be moved 400 fi., but perhaps 50 ft. to
100 ft. might be possible. He pointed out focal-point roundabouts are successful in Hallbrook. He
stated the application should be remanded to the Planning Commission for continued work and
direction to City Staff, expending another few weeks to ensure this is done right.

Councilmember Cain agreed that more dialogue is needed between the developer and the City,
pointing out this is the first application that complies with the 20-20-10 percentage use ratio. The
stated size and price of the attached villas are rare in the City or surrounding areas, and are an
indication of quality. She was curious about amenities. The Staff Report lists nine non-compliant
parts of the application which have now been reduced to just two, and the Planning Commission
should be alerted to this. She stated the Governing Body could not move the application forward
tonight without majority vote.

Councilmember Harrison stated she had been surprised by the number of citizens who support the
proposed application for a project in her Ward and applauded citizen interest and effort to attend the
meeting. Only three out of 34 resident communications did not favor the project at this particular time.

Councilmember Harrison stated she hates to demand a land owner keep the large tract of trees and
construct a huge street network grid. = She thanked Councilmember Osman for pointing out her
specific questions and concerns expressed at the September 17, 2018 Governing Body meeting in
regard to the number of grids required, their intricacy and inconsistencies. The City has received an
application that does not work with that system. She would support the proposed cul-de-sacs and
roundabout. Retaining the tree line on the south would be desirable. The location of a major
intersection on 135%™ Street is less flexible, and it is likely the traffic signal at Kenneth Road cannot
be removed.

Councilmember Harrison stated she would like to make a motion to remand to the Planning
Commission. Mayor Dunn stated comments from several Councilmembers still need to be heard.

Councilmember Azeltine pointed out the application does not meet the density requirement. He
suggested the developer consider having a gathering space “mini-park” instead of four units to the
south of the swimming pool near the roundabout. He supports the connectivity of the 135" Street Plan.
The trails in the application go around structures. The cul-de-sacs should be connected. Green space
requirement has been fulfilled by bio-retention [water treatment/rain gardens] and detention, but he
would like to see increased creativity in regard to green space to promote a sense of place, along with
more connectivity to promote community. These ideas may help the application meet the required
density Floor Area Ratio [FAR] calculation. He agreed with Councilmember Cain’s comments about
anticipated demand for the proposed type of housing.
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Councilmember Azeltine stated agreement with Councilmember Osman in regard to providing
guidance. He stated a preliminary plan should not have been presented to the Planning Commission
without any stipulations, something he has not observed in 15 years. Property owners have the right to
develop their property. The property owner and Staff should work together to develop the stipulations.
The item should be continued so this could happen.

Councilmember Rawlings stated he wanted to see compromise by City and developer; the application
has much merit.

Mr. Petersen confirmed to Councilmember Sipple the developer heard Councilmember Azeltine’s
comments about connectivity between cul-de-sacs and commercial, and having a focal gathering point
in the development.

Councilmember Filla noted each side of the attached units, referred to as duplexes, would be
2,000 sq. ft. and priced about $600,000. She inquired if any consideration had been given to having
“green roofs” on any flat roofs in the development, and to backyards and parking abutting old-
fashioned alleys. Mr. Coleman stated a bonus might be given to the applicant if these were used on
commercial building flat roofs.

Councilmember Filla stated office-retail-residential use percentages are not an issue. She does not
favor cul-de-sacs, as they do not create a sense of space, or double-sidewalks on cul-de-sacs that create
“mini highways”. The roundabout should be removed as this would be difficult for vehicles and
pedestrians to navigate, and the duplexes should be moved. She expressed appreciation for the
underground parking. She asked if Staff was given the task to reconfigure, could an acceptable win-
win compromise be reached. She suggested using scaled paper pieces to represent development
structures to explore layout options.

Mr. Lambers stated Staff could reconfigure, but probably should not. If a Staff reconfiguration plan
was developed, then there would be two plans to review, requiring more time. He stated the key
issues are alignment of 136%™ Street/137% Street. He suggested continuance to the next Council
meeting to have Staff discuss 136" Street and 137® Street and what might be done. However, if the
applicant is adamant on the alignment of High Drive there would be an impasse because the City does
not support. The intersection must be confirmed as planned for 30 years. Mr. Lambers stated tonight
the Council could accept the Planning Commission’s denial or remand to the Planning Commission for
stipulations.

Mr. Petersen stated the team with him tonight agrees to meet to work on a compromise plan that makes
sense. He suggested remand to a full Planning Commission on October 23 and back to Council in
November. Mayor Dunn stated the Planning Commission agenda docket is unknown. Mr. Lambers
recommended remand to the Planning Commission meeting scheduled for the second Tuesday in
November and return to the Council at their first meeting in December. Mr. Petersen agreed with
Mr. Lambers’ recommendation.

Mr. Petersen stated he would continue to work with the City and would look at the street already
present on the west side. He stated the team would live up to their commitments.
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Ms. Carol Busch, 2724 West 137% Place [2428 West 137% Place per Sign-In], Leawood Falls, stated in
June there had been a Community Meeting between the Leawood Falls home owners and the
developer. The many home owners at the meeting totally support the development which curves and
flows, and is not “cookie cutter” for blocks and blocks. They were assured the tree line at the south of
proposed development would be maintained as a buffer, whether it was left wild or a different type of
tree line. Also, as 137%™ Street curves slightly north this would provide more of a buffer. The
roundabout would be acceptable as traffic would move slowly through residential, similar to the
beautiful roundabout in Tuscany Reserve.

Mr. Will Henrichson, 2430 West 137 Place, was no longer present.

Ms. Kelly Sherman, 12920 El Monte, stated she was a resident of Leawood and the Managing Partner
for 26Par Farm, property located directly west of the proposed development. She was encouraged to
see the Council step back from denial, noting issues with the application had decreased from nine to
two. The denial had become too much for the developer to deal with, lacking stipulations. The
uncertainty created is what is detrimental to property values. Interested parties are watching to see
how the Comprehensive Plan will be interpreted for real-life and market-drive. She is supportive of
the fantastic development, with the developer having spent a large amount of money, passion and
commitment, Her property is on the market for sale. A purchaser may want to divide the parcel. The
Comprehensive Plan would need to be modified to consider great ideas on small 5-acre tracts. She
expressed appreciation for all of the City’s work. She requested to submit the letter she had written for
the record. Mayor Dunn confirmed the letter had been received.

Mr. Bob Regnier, 3400 West 119" Street, owner of the property, stated most of the comments he
wanted to make had already been made. He expressed appreciation for discussion, reflective of the
willingness to be flexible. Without some flexibility on zoning, the property would be zoned
Agricultural forever. Under the current City plan, the property could not be developed and the
application is a great compromise. Four-story buildings cannot be forced upon residential located
behind. There is a huge demand for the proposed housing units. He hoped the Lashbrooks can
continue work with the City to bring back a proposal to Council.

Mayor Dunn inquired if Mr. Lambers, Mr. Coleman or Mr. Klein needed further direction from the
Governing Body. Mr. Lambers stated understanding of the Council’s desires, but two parties are fixed
on one issue. If an impasse is reached on the one issue, the City will do what can be done.
Mayor Dunn stated her belief the Planning Commission would welcome the opportunity to review with
stipulations, and her understanding of why stipulations were not developed. She looks forward to
positive discussion.

A motion to remand Agenda Item 13. to the Planning Commission, November 13, 2018 meeting
was made by Councilmember Filla; seconded by Councilmember Azeltine. The motion was
approved with a unanimous vote of 8-0.

14. OLD BUSINESS — None

15. OTHER BUSINESS — None
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16. NEW BUSINESS — None

ADJOURN

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 9:42 P.M.

Debra Harper, CMC, City Clerk

Cindy Jacobus, Assistant City Clerk
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ADVISORY BOARD
Meeting Minutes — September 11, 2018 - 5:30 p.m.
Leawood City Hall- Maple Room

Board members in attendance: Chair Karen Ward-Reimer, Lorrie Hamilton, Gary Swanson, Steve
McGurren, Amy Vlasic, and Kim Galbraith

Board Members absent: Bob Wright

Council Liaisons present: Julie Cain

Council Liaison absent: Chuck Sipple

Staff members present: Brian Anderson, April Bishop, Chris Claxton, Kim Curran, and Camille Sumrall

Chair Karen Ward- Reimer called the meeting to order at 5:45 p.m.

Chair Karen Ward- Reimer made a motion to approve the August 14%, 2018 meeting minutes.

Steve moved the motion and Lorrie seconded the motion. The minutes were approved unanimously.

L Old Business
A. Update on Tennis Court Project

Brian informed the group that the project has been set approximately a week behind
schedule because of rain. The old court surface has been milled and the grid and mesh layer
are in place. The next step will be to pave the court, which they must do it when the grid
layer and pavement will not get wet. The pavement surface must cure for about three weeks.
Continental is doing a great job with quality control on the project. The goal is to have the
project completed by mid-October.

Amy asked if two of the tennis courts will be pickle ball courts.

Chris clarified that two tennis courts will be striped for pickle ball, which is the equivalent
of eight pickle ball courts. There will not be retractable or removable nets.

B. Update on Ironwoods Park Projects

Brian informed the group that the staining of the Lodge at Ironwoods is in progress. A large
lift has arrived and unfortunately rutted the south side lawn of the building. The second
project at Ironwoods Park is the mill and overlay of the roads and ADA accessibility
improvements. ADA accessibility to the Oxford Schoolhouse and the Prairie Oak Nature
Center will be improved with new concrete work and sidewalk paths. Several handicap
parking spots will be moved and a retaining wall will be placed around the spots to maintain
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the correct ADA grade. The retaining wall addition will hopefully help fix water pooling
issues as well. Cabin 1 will have the entrance ramp transition at a better grade from the road.
The turning radius at the entrance of the playground parking will be fixed as well.
Additionally, for pedestrian safety, there will be a curb put in near the shelter and
playground area to distinguish the road and trail sections better.

Chris added that these ADA accessibility problems were not initially known when the park
was built because new ADA regulations came out in 2010.

C. Next Work Session on 96th & Lee Park

Chris informed the group that the work session on 96" and Lee has been moved from
October 1% to October 15", The September 17™ City Council agenda will have a discussion
item regarding a contract for approximately $12,000.00 with Jeff DeGasperi for consulting
on the structural options for the old Fire Station. This will provide information to the
Governing Body for the October 15™ work session.

Council Liaison Cain requested that the pictures of the old Fire Station and old City Hall be
sent to her digitally before the work session. She also requested scheduling a time for City
Council members to walk the 96™ and Lee property and tour the old buildings so that they
can make a meaningful decision.

11, New Business
A. Fee Discussion

Chris stated that the 2019 fees discussion will occur at the October meeting. They will
present next year’s fees for discussion then recommendations will be presented at City
Council. Chris passed around the department’s 2018 fee schedule and the pricing policy.
She reminded the board that based on our pricing policies events such as the Labor Day run
should not be subsidized by the City.

Chair Karen Ward Reimer asked if they anticipated many changes for fees next year.

Kim C. responded that they did not believe so, probably only soccer and pool pass fees will
be raised. Kim stated she has a chart of all the fees that have been changed over the past
seven years if anyone would like to see it.

Steve asked that if he remembered correctly from last year’s discussion on fees, they
collectively decided to gradually raise fees every year instead of a large fee raise every
several years.

Kim C. stated that fees that require a gradual increase are revised every year or two, but
several fees such as court rentals are at fair market value and should not be raised every
year.

Gary asked what the fee and rental revenue has been for the last several years.



Kim_ C. replied that the majority of our revenue through the month of August is
approximately $950,000.00 and we usually hit about one million dollars at years end.

Gary asked if the revenue has been constant. If our costs have gone up shouldn’t our fee
revenue go up congruently.

Kim C. responded that every year there are several areas that go up and several that go down
and it usually ends up balancing around the million-dollar mark.

Chris stated that the department starts the budget with a zero base every year and the
department discusses areas that need addressing. They do not allow fees to stay stagnant if
costs go up substantially. There are certain programs, based on the pricing policy, which
should not result in a deficit.

Kim G asked for the fee chart to be provided as a stack bar graph.

Amy asked about Ironhorse Golf course and rental fees.

Chris clarified that is the Ironhorse Golf committee’s purview.

Amy asked how Vista 154 bookings have affected the Lodge at Ironwoods bookings.

Chris stated that Lodge at Ironwoods bookings are going well but Vista 154 bookings are
slightly slower this year compared to last year, however there is a continued increase in golf
events. There are a lot of new and popular wedding venues in downtown Kansas City,
Missouri right now that are offering low prices to couples to fill dates and get the word out
about their venues. They are planning to do combination marketing for both Vista 154 and
The Lodge at Ironwoods to increase booking and maximize marketing budgets.

Council Liaison Cain asked if we were planning to join Instagram soon because we are
losing a share of the social media market, especially the millennial market. She stated she
would be happy to discuss it at the next City Council meeting to get the ball rolling for City
Council approval.

Chris stated she would absolutely be in favor of joining Instagram and possibly several other
social media platforms in order to gain a new audience of potential customers. Chris stated
she learned of a group that specializes in social media strategy and overall marketing
strategies called Sprout Communications. The County of Shawnee has used Sprout
Communications and is very pleased with their marketing plan.

111 Staff Reports

Brian reported the following:

Fall lawn and landscaping is in progress. They will be planting approximately 600
chrysanthemums, aerating lawn areas, and making sure soccer fields are in good shape.
Large Item Recirculation Day is September 17® for all neighborhoods in Leawood.

North Lake tested positive for microbes of Blue-Green Algae. The North Lake is now on
an EPA watch list for potential Blue-Green Algae. Blue-Green Algae is harmful for
humans and animals to drink, however fish are safe. We are still determining if the



Fishing Derby will still take place on the scheduled date. The EPA will not be testing
any of our other lakes but we have regimens in place already for treating lakes.
- Bike station installed at I-Lan Park.

Chris reported the following

- Chris will be presenting at the Leawood Rotary breakfast tomorrow.

- New donor plaque at Gezer Park to honor major donors is underway. Installation location
and date, as well as dedication date to be determined.

- Please like, share, and ask your friends to like our Facebook page.

Kim reported the following:

- A/V project almost completed at the Lodge at Ironwoods.

- Soccer was rained out last Saturday; we have 148 teams this year.

- 174 dogs at the Doggie Dunk last week, it rained on and off all night, so attendance was
slightly down from last year.

- Free Hula Hoop class had a good turnout and there is interest in continuing the class in
the future.

- Chinese immersion class will soon be offered for preschoolers.

April reported the following:

- Last week Bark in the Park had a smaller turnout because of the rain, but Bark! The
Musical had a great turnout for its Friday and Sunday shows.

- Into the Night Fall Festival coming up on Friday, October 12" The event has
entertainers, petting zoo, train rides, arts and crafts, face painting, balloon artist,
storytellers and much more, bring your whole family and enjoy the festivities

- Mame is coming up the first week of November and the Leawood Stage Company will
be raising money from tickets sales for CASA- a children’s advocacy group.

Next scheduled Meeting Date

The next meeting will be held on Tuesday, October 9 at 5:30 p.m. at the Leawood Community
Center in the Maple Room

Bob made a motion to adjourn the meeting.
Lorrie seconded the motion. The motion was approved unanimously.
The meeting adjourned at 7:00 pm.

Respectfully submitted,

Wirsp Cgston

Chris Claxton, Parks and Recreation Director
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4800 Town Center Drive - Leawood, Kansas 66211 - (913) 339-6700
{913) 339-6781 Fax

A&

DATE:  October 15, 2018

TO: Leawood City Council Members
FROM: Mayor Peggy Dunn@%
RE.: Drug & Alcohol Council Appointment

I recommend for your approval the appointment of the following individual to serve a
three-year term on the United Community Services of Johnson County Drug & Alcohol

Council beginning January 1, 2019:

Stefanie J. Kelley
10002 Howe Drive
Leawood, XS 66206

As always, please phone me in advance of the meeting with any questions, etc.

Thank you very much.

Sister City to I-Lan, Taiwan, R.0.C. - Sister City to Regional Council Gezer, Israel
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STEFANIE J KELLEY BSNMSNAND,DNP, RN

O —

10002 Howe Dr, Le&édﬁ(S 66206

PROFILE

Doctoral prepared advanced practice nurse with over 25 years experience as a
collaborative, interdisciplinary health care provider with highest regard for patient health
promotion and disease prevention using research based health interventions and respect

for all health care disciplines’ holistic care of the patient.

EXPERIENCE
SCHOOL NURSE, SHAWNEE MISSION SCHOOL DISTRICT;
OVERLAND PARK, KS 2013-PRESENT
Full time school nurse for elementary school in SMSD. Coordinate daily school based
health interventions including minor injuries, medication administration, mental health

assessment and referral, emergency management, health promotion and disease

prevention for students, family, staff and faculty.

YOUTH DIRECTOR, COMMUNITY BIBLE STUDY; LEAWOOD, KS - 2009-2018

NATIONAL CHILDREN AND YOUTH BOARD MEMBER, COMMUNITY BIBLE STUDY;
COLORADO SPRINGS, CO -2011-2018T

Locally, coordinated registration for over 120 children and 15 leaders. Implement
curriculum for each child. Budget and manage resources for curriculum.

National responsibilities include biannual training of newly called children and youth
directors nationally. Developing programming and curriculum for ministry. Active
participant in Strategic Planning Committee for Training from 2016- 2018 with end goal of

establishing new training vision, methodology and program.

INSTRUCTOR OF NURSING, CASE WESTERN RESERVE UNIVERSITY,
FRANCES PAYNE BOLTON SCHOOL OF NURSING, CLEVELAND, OH - 1997-2000

MSN Program, Family, Adult, Health Care Ventures Nurse Practitioner Collaboration.
Curriculum concentration: Health promotion, Advanced Physical Assessment, Clinical

Coordination. FNP practice - Cleveland Physicians, INC (1998-2000), Faculty FNP practice
(1997-1998)

TEXAS A&M UNIVERSITY - CORPUS CHRISTI, TX - 1996-1997
Adjunct faculty BSN program. Curriculum concentration: Health assessment, pediatrics.
Faculty practice College Campus Health Serve Center



CLINICAL NURSING - 1991-1994
Johns Hopkins Hospital - Pediatric Hematology, Oncology, BMT (1991-1993), Children’s
Hospital San Diego (1993), UCLA medical Center - Pediatrics (1994), Long Beach Memorial
(1994)

EDUCATION
UNIVERSITY OF MICHIGAN, ANN ARBOR, Ml — BSN, 1987-1991
TEXAS A&M, CORPUS CHRISTE, TX - MSN, FNP 1996-1997
CASE WESTERN RESERVE UNIVERSITY, CLEVELAND, OH - ND, DNP, 1997-2000

SKILLS

Highly relational and collaborative team member. Caring advanced nursing education
coupled with doctoral research focused analysis allows for comprehensive assessment,
care navigation and development of health management plan. Patient focused care with
advanced practice nursing background to allow for patient advocacy, health promotion

and disease prevention. Current KS licensure.

REFERENCES ON REQUEST
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Leawood, Kansas 7 E .
Police Department

To: Mayor Dunn and City Council Members

CC:  Scott Lambers, City Administrator

From: Chief Troy Rettig

Date: October 15th, 2018

Re:  Purchase of 2019 Harley-Davidson Motorcycle

In preparation for our budgeted purchase of a replacement Harley-Davidson
motorcycle we attempted to obtain three quotes from local Harley-Davidson
dealerships. As has happened in years past we had difficulty in obtaining responses.
This year only one area dealership, Gail’s Harley-Davidson, provided a quote. Other
bid requests were sent to Worth Harley-Davidson and Rawhide Harley-Davidson.

Gail’s Harley-Davidson provided a quote of $12,701.38 which includes the Leawood
Police Department trading in its used 2016 motorcycle for the new one equipped per
our specifications.

It is my recommendation to purchase the 2019 motorcycle from Gail’s Harley-
Davidson. The cost of the motorcycle is under the $15,000.00 budgeted for the

purchase. We have worked with Gail’s in the past for purchasing motorcycles as well
as service work and have been very satisfied with them.

The funds for this will come from 13010.22130.812000.

Thank you for your consideration.


cindyj
Text Box
 Return to Agenda


Return to Agenda

Staff Review

Fact Sheet

SUBJECT: REQUEST TO APPROVE PURCHASE OF SALT FROM

CENTRAL SALT FOR SNOW REMOVAL OPERATIONS
October 15, 2018

'DISCUSSION

The Public Works Department requested
quotes from area Salt Providers for winter
road salt. The City received two (2) quotes.

The lowest quote was received from
Central Salt-Lyons Mine Office in the
amount of $53.04 per ton. Central Salt has
provided the City with product in the past.
This amount is a reasonable price based on
past years purchases. The second quote
was from Independent Salt Company at a
price of $63.29 per ton.

Public Works has budgeted for this
purchase in the Street Division/Snow
Removal Supplies.

The Public Works Department requests the
Governing Body approve the salt quote
from Central Salt, and approve the
purchase of 500 tons of road salt at $53.04
per ton for a total purchase price of
$26,520.00.

David Ley,.E.
Director of Public Works

ICOUNCIL ACTION TO BE TAKEN

Approve purchase order for salt.

'STAFF RECOMMENDATION

M For
[0 Against
O No position

ICOMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

O For

O Against

O No position M No Assignment
POLICY OR PROGRAM CHANGE

M No

O Yes

IOPERATIONAL IMPACT

COSTS

$26,520.00

IFUND SOURCES

Street Fund: 11110.33200.713500
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Julie Stasi

From: Brandi Procopio <bprocopio@centralsalt.com>

Sent: Thursday, October 4, 2018 9:47 AM

To: Julie Stasi RECEIVED
Subject: Central Salt UCT - 20]8

Good morning, Julie- PUBLIC WORKS

Yes, we will make the quote from Central Salt #180664 valid through the end of October 2018.

Thank you!
Best Regards,

Brandi Procopio
Customer Service Representative

|

CENTRAL SALY

Central Salt LLC
Lyons Mine Office

1420 State Hwy. 14

Lyons, KS 67554

Office: (620) 257-5626 ext 505 or 800-879-7258
Fax: (620)257-5052
BProcopio@centralsalt.com
www.centralsalt.com




Central Salt - Lyons Mine

: k 1420 State Road 14 Lyons, KS 67554
CENTRAL SALT" 800-879-7258 Phone 620-257-5052 Fax
QUOTE
Billing Information Date Prepared: 9/4/2018 1:49:38 PM
Company Name: |Leawood (City of) Duration of Quote: |4/30/2019
Address: 4800 Town Center Drive Prepared By: Todd Hamer
City, State Zip: (Leawood, KS 66211 Quote No: 1800664
Contact: Bill Billings Rev: 0
Work: 913-681-6902 x701 Payment Terms: |Net 30
Fax: 913-681-6907 Contract Type: 5 - At Risk Season
Email: bbillings@leawood.org Prepay Invoice:
Special Shipping Instructions:
All freight and fuel surcharges are included in delivered prices.

Ship To Locations:

City of Leawood
2008 W. 104th St
Leawood, KS 66206

Unit of Product Freight
Product Name Measure Qty Price Type Shipping Depot Terms
Bulk Deicing Salt Tons 500.00 $53.04 End Dump  [87] Lyons KS - Mine Net 30

Quote No: 1800664 Rev: 0 Page 1 of 2




Terms of Quote
1. This quotation shall remain firm for a period of 7 calendar days unless signed.
2. New Customer Account forms must be completed and existing customer files must be updated before signed quote will be considered accepted
by Central Salt.
3. All published freight increases are subject to the account of the buyer. Prices quoted are based on transportation costs provided at the time of
quotation. We reserve the right to change our quotation based on documented changes to those transportation costs.
4, Quotation does not constitute a binding obligation, but is subject to credit approval.
5. All purchases are subject to the appropriate sales tax rate, unless exempt.
6. Prices quoted are good for product sourced from the stated shipping depot. Product quantities exceeding quoted amounts or sourced from
other shipping depots are subject to price adjustment for market demands and incremental transportation.
7. Bulk product is for end use application and is not intended for blending or repackaging without prior written consent.
8. All orders are subject to Central Salt Terms and Conditions of Business Credit and Sale.
g, Any claims for quantity errors, quality, or damage must be made to Central Salt within 5 days of delivery and supported by satisfactory
evidence.
10. Package orders that require multiple delivery locations will be assessed $150 fee for each additional delivery location.
11. $250 fee will be added to any in-transit load that is diverted from its original destination.
12. For Package loads, a truckload may be 882 or 931 bags, depending on the vehicle legal load limit.
13. Central Salt reserves the right to direct customer pickups to alternate depot locations within a specific market depending upon demand and/or
inventory availability.
14. Central Salt reserves the right to terminate or modify this quote/agreement in the event Customer has not purchased 40% of the committed
quantity by December 31, subject to weather conditions. This only applies to deicing products.

Customer

Acceptance Centra! Salt: Todd Homer
of Quote: —

Date: Date: 9/14/2018

Quote No: 1800664 Rev: 0 Page 2 of 2



Return to Agenda

Staff Review

Fact Sheet

7G.

SuUBJECT: APPROVE CHANGE ORDER #1 FOR THE ADDITION OF IPAD
INTEGRATION TO THE AUDIO/VISUAL SYSTEM AT THE LODGE
AND OAK ROOM IN THE COMMUNITY CENTER.
Mission Electronics, Inc.

October 15, 2018

DISCUSSION

Staff is requesting the approval of Change Order
#1 in the amount of $520.00 for the addition of
iPad integration to the new audio/visual system at
the Lodge at Ironwoods and the Oak Room in the
Community Center.

By integrating iPad remote capabilities, the staff
gains the ability to control and monitor
components and sound levels from within the
rental space as opposed to from the rack, which
is located in a separate room. The staff is then
able to adjust sound levels, and start and monitor
components during events accurately and
efficiently.

The agreement approved at the May 7, 2018
Council meeting was for a not to exceed amount
of $170,000. With the approval of this change
order, the new contract amount will be
$170,520.00. This will still keep the project under
the budgeted/a,[rBount of $200,000.

/

- g y,

" Kim Curran, CPRP
Superintendent of Recreation

'SPONSOR

Parks and Recreation Department

ICOUNCIL ACTION TO BE TAKEN

Approve Change order #1 for AV upgrades at
the Lodge and Oak Room

'STAFF RECOMMENDATION

M For
O Against
O No position

'COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

O For

O Against

O No position M No Assignment
POLICY OR PROGRAM CHANGE

M No

O Yes

'OPERATIONAL IMPACT

COSTS

$520.00

FUND SOURCES

Capital Improvement Fund 13030
Project #'s 74089.120.832000

74090.120.832000
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Staff Review

Fact Sheet
SUBJECT:

7H.

REQUEST TO APPROVE CHANGE ORDER NO. 2 TO THE

2018 CMP REMOVAL PROJECT FOR STREET REPAIRS
KISSICK CONSTRUCTION COMPANY
October 15, 2018

DISCUSSION

City Council approved a contract with Kissick
Construction Company for the 2018 CMP
Replacement Program on September 17, 2018, in the
amount of $1,218,698.00. Change Order No. 1 for
$40,140.00, was added for storm sewer repairs on
the Number 4 Tee Box of Ironhorse Golf Club;
revising the contract on October 1, 2018, to
$1,258,838.00.

The Public Works Department is asking for a
Change Order No. 2 to perform concrete repair work
to 83 Street. The work is needed in the west bound
lane beginning on the east side of 82° Terrace
Intersection to the west city limits and includes
removal and replacement of the curb, pavement and
two (2) sidewalk ramps.

The cost for Change Order No. 2 is $98,821.43 and
will revise the contract to $1,357,659.43. The funds
for this project are in the Streets Expenditures
Budget for Concrete Pavement Repairs.

It is the recommendation of the Public Works
Department the City Council approve the Change
Order No. 2 to Kissick Construction Company in the
amount of $98,821.43 and authorize the Mayor to

sign.

David Ley, P.E.
Director of Public Works

ICOUNCIL ACTION TO BE TAKEN

Approve Change Order No. 2
iSTAFF RECOMMENDATION

M For
O Against

0 No position
\COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

O For
0 Against

0 No position M No Assignment
iPOLICY OR PROGRAM CHANGE

M No
O Yes

'OPERATIONAL IMPACT

ICOSTS
$98,821.43

[FUND SOURCES

Eden Contract #18-018/Project 80255
change order using funds 11110.33200.710500
(Street Maintenance General Fund Budget)
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CITY OF LEAWOOD

CONTRACT CHANGE ORDER
Project Name: 2018 CMP Replacement Program
Contractor: Kissick Construction Company
Eden Contract No.:  18.018
City Project No.: N/A - Contracted Maintenance
Fund No.: 11110.33200.710500

Change Order No.: 2

The following changes are hereby authorized in the subject agreement dated:

ITEM |DESCRIPTION UNIT |QUANTITY] UNIT PRICE | TOTAL PRICE
1 Mobilization LS 1 $2,600.00 2,600.00
2 |Traffic Control LS 1 $2,700.00 2,700.00
3 |9" Pavement Removal/Replacement sY 444 $135.00 58,940.00
4  |Curb & Gutter Remove/Replace LF 224 $37.00 8,288.00
5 |Sidewalk Remove/Replace sY 26 $208.00 5,408.00
6 |ADA Ramps EA 2 $3,178.00 6,356.00
7 |Pavement Marking (Stop Line) LF 13 $31.00 403.00
8 |Pavement Marking (Cross Walk) LF 63 $21.00 1,323.00
9 |Pavement LF 75 $11.00 825.00
10 |Force LS 1 $10,000.00 10.000.00
11 |Bonds LS 1 $978.43 978.43

TOTAL: $98,821.43

Summary of Change in Contract Price due to this Change Order:

Contract price before this change order: $1,258,838.00
Total Increase/Decrease of this change order: $98,821.43
Contract price after this change order: $1,357,659.43

Page 1 of 2



CITY OF LEAWOOD

CONTRACT CHANGE ORDER

Summary of Change in Contract Time due to this Change Order:

Contract time before this change order: May 24, 2019 calendarhverking-days
Total increase/decrease in time for this change order: 0 calendariwerking-days
Contract time after this change order: May 24, 2019 calendarhwerkdng-days

This document shall become an amendment to the Agreement and all provisions of the Agreement and Contract Documents shall
apply hereto. Itis the Contractor's responsibility to notify its surety of this change order but its failure to do so will not relieve the
surety of its obligations to the City of Leawood.

Indicate below the attached items, which are to be made a part of this Change Order.
This Contract Change Order is effective after sufficient originals are signed by the Contractor, reviewed by the Project Manager (if

applicable), accepted by the City Engineer, and approved by the City of Leawood Governing Body. Deliver one copy to the City
Engineer, Contractor, and Project Manager, if applicable.

Submitted by the Contractor: Accepted by the City of Leawood:

Kissick Cafistruction Company ity Engineer

Date: ID/Z’//g Date: 'O‘ﬂ‘g

Reviewed by the Project Manager: Approved by the City of Leawood:

o N

Date: \© \ 5'7—\ e g Date:

Mayor Peggy J Dunn

Page 2 of 2
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Memo

To:  Mayor Dunn and City Council Members
From: Chris Claxton, Director
Date: 10/15/2018

Re: Contract Amendment - TROON Golf — RE: Management of Ironhorse Golf Course

The contract with Troon Golf for the management of Ironhorse Golf Course is due to expire on
December 31, 2018 therefore, staff is recommending an extension of the term for a two year period,
ending on December 31, 2020 with the option of an additional year ending on December 31, 2021.

During this new term, Troon has agreed not to increase management fees and to increase the fees
for the liquor lease from $50,000 to $75,000 annually.

Troon staff has continued to do an exceptional job with the agronomy of the golf course and is
working with staff to improve profit margins in all aspects of the operation.

Please let me know if you have any questions regarding the extension of the agreement or operations
in general.
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ks iR “““.a F u
RESOLUTION NO. _ o

RESOLUTION APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR TO EXECUTE A
THIRD AMENDMENT TO THAT CERTAIN GOLF FACILITY MANAGEMENT
AGREEMENT DATED DECEMBER 21, 2009, AS AMENDED ON SEPTEMBER 2, 2014,
BETWEEN THE CITY AND TROON GOLF, LLC, PERTAINING TO THE
MANAGEMENT OF IRONHORSE GOLF CLUB, 15400 MISSION ROAD

WHEREAS, Leawood desires to have Troon Golf, LLC continue to manage the
Ironhorse Golf Club; and

WHEREAS, Troon Golf, LLC has agreed to continue as manager of Ironhorse Golf Club
through December 31, 2020, with a possible extension through December 31, 2021, subject to
the terms of the Golf Facility Management Agreement dated December 21, 2009, as amended on
September 2, 2014 per the Third Amendment to Golf Facility Management Agreement attached

hereto.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE
CITY OF LEAWOOD, KANSAS:

SECTION ONE: That the Governing Body hereby authorizes the Mayor to execute
the Third Amendment to Golf Facility Management Agreement, attached hereto as Exhibit “A,”
and incorporated herein by reference as if fully set out.

SECTION TWO: This resolution shall become effective upon passage.

PASSED by the Goveming Body this 15 day of October, 2018.

APPROVED by the Mayor this 15% day of October, 2018,

_ Peggy J. Dunn, Mayor_
[SEAL]

ATTEST:

Debra Harper, CMC, City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

(L

Patricia A. Bennett, City Attorney




THIRD AMENDMENT TO GOLF FACILITY MANAGEMENT AGREEMENT

This Third Amendment to Golf Facility Management Agreement (the “Amendment”) is
made as of the ~ day of/ 2018, by and between TROON GOLF, L.L.C., a Delaware
limited liability company (“Troomn”), and CITY OF LEAWOOD KANSAS, a municipal
corporation duly organized under the laws of the State of Kansas (“Owner”).

RECITALS:

A, Troon and Owner entered into that certain Golf Facility Management Agreement
dated as of December 21, 2009, as amended by that certain First Amendment dated as of July 16,
2012 (the “First Amendment”), and that certain Second Amendment dated as of September 2,
2014 (the “Second Amendment”) relating to the management of that certain 18-hole golf course
known as “JRONHORSE Golf Club” located in Leawood, Kansas (the “Agreement”).

B. Troon and Owner desire to amend the Agreement as provided herein.

NOW, THEREFORE, for good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of
which are hereby acknowledged, the parties agree as follows:

AGREEMENTS:

1. Recitals. The foregoing recitals are incorporated herein by this reference.
Capitalized terms not defined herein shall have the meanings ascribed to them in the Agreement.

2. Extension of Term. The term of the Agreement is hereby extended for an
additional period of two (2) Fiscal Years and will be extended for one additional term if not
terminated by either party 60 days before expiration of the second year (the “Third Extended
Term”). The Third Extended Term shall commence immediately upon the expiration of the
Extended Term (i.e., December 31, 2018) and shall continue through and including December 31,
2020, or December 31, 2021 if not terminated [collectively referred to hereinafier as the “Term™).

3. Additional Extensions. There shall be no further extensions of the Agreement
without the written consent of both parties.

4, Management Fees and Bonuses. During the Third Extended Term: (a) Troon shall
continue to receive the Base Management Fee and Incentive Management Fee as provided in the
Agreement, and (b) Article 7.01(c) of the Agreement shall be amended to include the calendar years
2019, 2020 and 2021 if not terminated.

5. Wine, Beer and Alcoholic Liquor. Beginning on January 1, 2018 and continuing
through the remainder of the Term or until further modified, Article 4.11(b) shall be amended by
deleting reference to “$50,000” and inserting “$75,000” in its place.

6. General Amendments. The remaining portion of the Agreement is amended to be
consistent with the specific amendments set forth in Sections 2, 3, 4 and 5 above. To the extent of

10/2/18



any inconsistency between the terms of this Amendment and the Agreement, the terms of this
Amendment shall control.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have caused this Amendment to Golf Facility
Management Agreement to be executed effective as of the day and year first written above.

OWNER: TROON:
CITY OF LEAWOOD KANSAS, TROON GOLF, L.L.C., a Delaware limited
a Kansas municipality liability company
By: By( / -

Peggy Dunn, Mayor Its: Ssoc! .
ATTEST:

Debra Harper, CMC, City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Patricia A. Bennett
City Attorney

2 10/2/18
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Fact Sheet

SUBJECT:

7J.

APPROVE PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT

PERTAINING TO THE CITY PARK POND FLOOD REPAIR PROJECT
Continental Consulting Engineers, Inc.

October 15, 2018

'DISCUSSION

The pond at City Park was a facility that
sustained damages by the flood of 2017. A
significant amount of the gravel base that the
large perimeter limestones rest upon was
washed away. Additionally, there are areas
where soil behind this stones was washed
away.

The City Park pond is more than just an
aesthetic feature; it is a water detention facility
for the park’s irrigation system. Facilities like
this are eligible for FEMA disaster assistance
and restoration of this facility has been
approved for mitigation, meaning it can be
repaired to include preventative measures so
future floods do less damage.

Continental Consulting Engineers designed this
pond originally and were consulted for
assistance with the FEMA reporting. Staff
recommends retaining them for the design
engineering services for the mitigation and
repair work of the pond.

The not to exceed amount of $27,500.00 is for
engineering and construction coordination
associated with the repair of the damage and
mitigation to prevent or reduce future flood
damage for the pond by designing a solid
foundation to accommodate an erosion
resistant pond perimeter, while protecting and
preserving existing trees surrounding the pond.

Brian Anderson,
Superintendent of Parks

SPONSOR

Parks & Recreation Department

'COUNCIL ACTION TO BE TAKEN

Approve Professional Services Agreement.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

M For
O Against
O No position

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

O For
[0 Against

OO No position M No Assignment

'POLICY OR PROGRAM CHANGE

M No
O Yes

'OPERATIONAL IMPACT

COSTS

$27,500.00

FUND SOURCES

13030 Capital Improvements Fund
74095 Project Number
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RESOLUTION NO.

RESOLUTION APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR TO EXECUTE A
PROFESSIONAL ENGINEERING AGREEMENT IN THE AMOUNT OF $27,500.00,
BETWEEN THE CITY AND CONTINENTAL ENGINEERS, PERTAINING TO THE
DESIGN OF THE REBUILD FOR THE POND PERIMETER LOCATED AT CITY

PARK, 10601 LEE BOULEVARD

WHEREAS, the City is in need of the services pertaining to the design of the rebuild of
the pond perimeter at City Park;

WHEREAS, Continental Engineers provides such services; and

WHEREAS, the parties desire to execute a Professional Engineering Agreement to
provide such services

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE
CITY OF LEAWOOD, KANSAS:

SECTION ONE: That the Governing Body hereby authorizes the Mayor to execute a
Professional Engineering Agreement, in the amount of $27,500.00, between the City and

Continental Engineers, attached hereto as Exhibit “A,” and incorporated herein by reference as if
fully set out.

SECTION TWO: This resolution shall become effective upon passage.
PASSED by the Governing Body this 15 day of October, 2018.

APPROVED by the Mayor this 15% day of October, 2018.

[SEAL]

Peggy J. Dunn, Mayor

ATTEST:

Debra Harper, CM(_I, City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

’ ; ) ,’ )
L 7 A (lf)/ e S
Patricia A. Bennett, City Attorney




PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT

This Agreement is made this day of ~,2018, in Johnson
County, Kansas, by and between the City of Leawood, Kansas (“City”), and Continental

Consulting Engineers. Inc. (“Contractor”).
SECTION 1 - CONTRACTOR’S DUTIES
Contractor shall provide the following services:

Contractor shall provide Engineering and Construction coordination services associated
with the repair of flood damage and desicn to miticate, prevent or reduce future flood
damage for the pond at Leawood City Park as listed on attached “Exhibit A’

SECTION II - COMPENSATION

City shall pay Contractor on the basis and on the terms shown in Exhibit A attached
hereto and incorporated herein by reference. City agrees to remit such payment to
Contractor within 30 days of receipt of a Contractor’s invoice. The maximum contract
amount shall not exceed $27,500.00. City agrees to remit such payment to Contractor
within 30 days of receipt of invoice.

SECTION III - TERM OF AGREEMENT

The term of this Agreement shall commence on the __day of ,.2018.

SECTION 1V - TERMINATION

Either party may terminate this Agreement for its convenience upon seven (7) days
written notice to the other party, provided, however, that Contractor may not terminate
the Agreement without completing any project delivered to it prior to said notice of
termination. Upon termination, Contractor shall return all documents and pending
reports to City and City shall, within 30 days of receipt of a final invoice from
Contractor, pay Contractor for sums for work incurred prior to the date of termination.

SECTION V- INSURANCE

Contractor shall maintain throughout the duration of this Agreement, insurance in, at a
minimum, the amounts specified below, unless waived in writing by the City. The City
will only accept coverage from an insurance carrier offering proof that the carrier is
licensed to do business in Kansas; carries a Best’s Policyholder rating of A-:VII or better
or otherwise approved by the City. The Contractor is required to carry insurance while
performing the proposed work for the City. The Contractor will furnish a Certificate of
Insurance to the City as part of their proposal. All general and automobile liability



insurance shall be written on an occurrence basis unless otherwise agreed to in writing by
the City. With the exception of professional liability, the Contractor shall name the City
as an additional insured in the amount of $500,000 for all claims determined to be subject
to the Kansas Tort Claims Act. With the exception of professional liability, the
Contractor shall name the City as an additional insured for all other claims set forth
below:

1. Professional Liability

Consulting Contractor shall maintain insurance coverage for two (2) years beyond the
term of this Agreement, Professional Liability Insurance in an amount not less than One
Million Dollars ($1,000,000), each claim/aggregate, and shall provide City with
certification thereof.

2. Commercial General Liability

(@) General Aggregate.......c.ouovinininiiieti e e $2,000,000.00
(b) Personal and Advertising Injury (Each Person)........................... $1,000,000.00
(€) BaCh OCCUITEIICE . ..ov vttt e $1,000,000.00

3. Automobile Liability

Policy shall protect the Contractor against claims for bodily injury and/or property
damage arising out of the ownership or use of any owned, hired and/or non-owned
vehicle and must include protection for either (a) Any Auto; or (b) All Owned Autos,
Hired Autos, and Non-Owned Autos.

(a All autos Combined Single Limits (CSL)...........cocoovviviiiiiniininn.n, $1,000,000.00
(0) Uninsured MOTOTISES. .....ovviveiriiti ittt ee et e $1,000,000.00

Umbrella policy may be used to meet coverage limits.

Policy shall protect the Contractor against claims for bodily injury and/or property
damage arising from the ownership or use of all owned, hired and/or non-owned vehicles
and must include protection for either of the above-specified amounts. Limits of liability
protection are the same as the limits for the Commercial General Liability section.

4. Workers Compensation (includes “all states” insurance)
(a) Workers
COMPENSALION. ...\t iveietietteereireeeeeenteintetereeeniaereearenteenes Statutory
(b) Contractor shall also be protected against claims for disease, injury, or death of
employees, which, for any reason, may not fall within the provisions of a Workers
Compensation Law.
(c) Employer’s Liability:

Bodily Injury by Accident $500,000 each accident

Bodily Injury by Disease $500,000 policy limit

Bodily Injury by Disease $500,000 each employee
5. Sub-consultant’s Insurance. If any part of this Agreement is to be sublet, the

Contractor shall either:
(a) Cover all sub- Contractors under its insurance policies; or



(b) Require each sub-Contractor not so covered to secure insurance which will
protect against applicable hazards or risks of loss as and in the minimum amounts
designated herein, unless waived by the City.

6. Notice of Claim Reduction of Policy Limits

The Contractor, upon receipt of notice of any claim in connection with the Proposal, shall
promptly notify the City, providing full details thereof, including an estimate of the
amount of loss or liability.

The Contractor shall promptly notify the City of any reduction in limits of protection
afforded under any policy listed in the Certificate in excess of $100,000.00, whether or
not such impairment came about as a result of this Contract.

SECTION VI - INDEMNITY

The Contractor shall defend, indemnify, and hold harmless the City and any of its
agencies, officials, officers, or employees from and against damages, liability, losses,
costs, expenses, of any nature whatsoever, whether incurred as a judgment, settlement,
penalty, fine or otherwise (including reasonable attorneys’ fees and the cost of defense),
in connection with any action, proceeding, demand or claim arising out of or resulting
from the negligence, in whole or in part, of the Contractor, its employees, agents, or sub-
consultants, or others for whom the Contractor is legally liable.

SECTION VII — ASSIGNMENT

The parties hereto agree that neither shall assign, sublet, delegate or transfer their interest
or duties in this Agreement without the written consent of the other party and further
agree that this Agreement binds the parties, and their heirs and successors.

SECTION VIII - PRIOR STATEMENTS NOT BINDING

It is understood and agreed that the written terms and provisions of this Agreement shall
supersede all prior written or verbal statements of any representative of the parties hereto
and such statements form no part of this Agreement. The parties acknowledge that this
Agreement may not be amended or modified except in writing signed by both parties
hereto.

SECTION IX — INDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR

Contractor is an independent Contractor and as such is not an employee of City.
Contractor is responsible for any and all federal, state and local taxes.

SECTION X - EQUAL OPPORTUNITY

Contractor shall observe the provisions of the Kansas act against discrimination and shall
not discriminate against any person in the performance of work under the Agreement
because of race, religion, color, sex, disability, national origin or ancestry; in all
solicitations Contractor shall include the phrase, "equal opportunity employer"; if
Contractor fails to comply with the manner in which Contractor reports to the



commission in accordance with the provisions of K.S.A. 44-1031 and amendments
thereto, Contractor shall be deemed to have breached this Agreement and it may be
canceled, terminated or suspended, in whole or in part, by City; if Contractor is found
guilty of a violation of the Kansas act against discrimination or any other act banning
discrimination or retaliation, under a decision or order of the commission which has
become final, Contractor shall be deemed to have breached this Agreement and it may be
canceled, terminated or suspended, in whole or in part, by City; and Contractor shall
include the provisions of this paragraph in every subcontract or purchase order so that
such provisions will be binding upon such subcontractor or vendor.

SECTION XI - LIEN WAIVERS

The Independent Contractor will provide the City with a list of any subcontractors or
others performing work on this project and the Independent Contractor will not use any
other subcontractors or others on the project. The Independent Contractor will provide a
lien waiver from any such subcontractor. Such waivers will hold the City free from any
liens for work or materials and must be received by the city prior to final payment to the
Independent Contractor.

SECTION XII- APPLICABLE LAW
This Agreement shall be construed under the laws of the State of Kansas.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have caused this Agreement to be executed on the
date above written.

City of Leawood:

By:

Peggy J. Dunn, Mayor

ATTEST:

Debra Harper, CMC, City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Patricia A. Bennett
City Attorney



Contractor:

Continental Consulting Engineers. Inc.

Title: President

Address: 9000 State Line Road

Leawood. KS 66206

Email:pe(@ccengineers.com




Exhibit A

Scope of Services for Engineering and Construction Coordination associated with the
repair of flood damage and mitigation to prevent or reduce future flood damage for the
pond at Leawood City Park by design engineering a solid foundation to accommodate an
erosion resistant pond perimeter while protecting and preserving existing trees
surrounding the pond.

Services will be charged at our standard hourly charge-out rates (attached) toward a
maximum of $27,500.00.

Fee Breakdown:

Document Preparation $15,000.00
Bid Documents $5,000.00
Construction Observation $7.500.00

$27,500.00
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Fact Sheet

SUBJECT: RESOLUTION APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING A
PROFESSIONAL ENGINEERING SERVICES AGREEMENT
FOR DESIGN OF 2019 RESIDENTIAL STREET RECONSTRUCTION PROJECT
October 15, 2018

DISCUSSION 'COUNCIL ACTION TO BE TAKEN

On September 17, 2018, the Public Works
Committee recommended and Council approved the

Approve Resolution and Contract

recommendation of the PW Committee in the 'STAFF RECOMMENDATION
selection of Continental Consulting Engineers for M For

design of the 2019 Residential Street Reconstruction

Project. [0 Against

O No position
'COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

Staff has worked with Continental Consulting
Engineers and is requesting the approval of the

attached Engineering Services Agreement for the M For
des1.gn of the 2'01 9 Residential Street Reconstruction O Against
Project at a price of $288,000.00.
OO0 No position O No Assignment
The Project will address residential streets where POLICY OR PROGRAM CHANGE
reconstruction has been identified as the solution by
inspection and PCI rating. The streets identified in M No
the 2019 Program are: O Yes
'OPERATIONAL IMPACT

Mohawk Road, 89" Street — Pawnee Lane
West 91 Street

Pawnee Lane, 89th Street to 915t \COSTS
Cherokee Lane, 89% to 91%

Wenonga Road, 93" St to 95™ Street $288,000.00
Manor Road, 92™ Street to 93™ Street }FUND SOURCES
West 927 Street, 91° Street to Belinder

Project #80219

The Public Works Department requests Council
approve the contract with Continental Consulting
Engineers Inc. for a total of $288,000 and authorize
the Mayor to sign.

David Ley, P.E.
Director of Public Works



cindyj
Text Box
 Return to Agenda


RESOLUTION NO.

RESOLUTION AFPPROVING AND AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR TO EXECUTE A
PROFESSIONAL ENGINEERING AGREEMENT IN THE AMOUNT OF $288,000.00
BETWEEN THE CITY AND CONTINENTAL ENGINEERS, PERTAINING TO THE
2019 RESIDENTIAL STREET RECONSTRUCTION PROJECT [PROJECT # 80219]

WHEREAS, the City is in need of engineering services pertaining to the 2019 Residential
Street Reconstruction Project;

WHEREAS, Continental Engineers provide such services; and

WHEREAS, the parties desire to execute a Professional Engineering Agreement to
provide such services.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE
CITY OF LEAWOOD, KANSAS:

SECTION ONE: That the Governing Body hereby authorizes the Mayor to execute a
Professional Engineering Agreement, in the amount of $288,000.00 between the City and
Continental Engineers, attached hereto as Exhibit “A,” and incorporated herein by reference as if
fully set out.

SECTION TWO: This resolution shall become effective upon passage.
PASSED by the Goveming Body this 15® day of October, 2018.
APPROVED by the Mayor this 15 day of October, 2018.

P?ggy J. Dunn, Mayor

[SEAL]

ATTEST:

Debra Harper, CMC, City Clerk

APPROYVED AS TO FORM:

J.__MC fﬁi.:é}j':;z

Patricia A. Bennett, City Attorney



CITY OF LEAWOOD, KANSAS

ENGINEERING SERVICES AGREEMENT

THIS AGREEMENT is made in Johnson County, Kansas, by and between the City of

Leawood, Kansas, hereinafter “City,” and Continental Consulting Engineers. Inc., hereinafter

“Consulting Engineer”. City intends to construct an improvement project (hereinafter called the

Project) in Leawood, Kansas, described as follows:

2019 RESIDENTIAL STREET RECONSTRUCTION
ENGINEERING DESIGN SERVICES

Mohawk Road — Approx. 1100 LF
West 91* Street — Approx. 600 LF
Pawnee Lane — Approx. 1100 LF
Cherokee Lane — Approx. 1100 LF
Wenonga Road — Approx. 1500 LF
Manor Road — Approx. 1150 LF
West 92™ Street — Approx. 1050 LF

City hereby contracts with Consulting Engineer for the furnishing of professional
engineering services in connection with the Project, for the furnishing of such engineering
services more particularly described herein in consideration of these premises and of the mutual
covenants herein set forth. By executing this Agreement, the Consulting Engineer represents to
City that Consulting Engineer is professionally qualified to do this Project and is licensed to
practice engineering by all public entities having jurisdiction over Consulting Engineer and the
Project.

SECTION I - DEFINITIONS

As used in this Agreement, the following terms shall have the meanings ascribed herein

unless otherwise stated or reasonably required by the Agreement, and other forms of any defined

Standard Form as approved:
Revised 08/2017



words shall have a meaning parallel thereto.
“City” means the City of Leawood, Kansas.

"Construction Cost" means and includes the total cost of the entire construction of the

Project, including all overhead and profit, supervision, materials, supplies, labor, tools,
equipment, transportation and/or other facilities furnished, used or consumed, without deduction
on account of penalties, liquidated damages or other amounts withheld from payment to the
contractor or contractors, but such cost shall not include the Consulting Engineer fee, special
consultant’s fee, or other payments to the Consulting Engineer and shall not include cost of land
or rights-of-way and easement acquisition or financing costs.

“Consulting Engineer” means the individual or corporation identified on Page 1 to

perform consulting engineering services, preparation of plans, specifications and contract
documents. Consulting Engineer shall retain as necessary the services of engineers, architects,
landscape architects, and surveyors licensed by the Kansas State Board of Technical Professions.

"Contract Documents" means those documents so identified in the Agreement for

Construction of the Project, including all Engineering Documents. All terms defined in the
General Conditions of the Agreement for Construction of the Project shall have the same
meaning when used in this Agreement unless otherwise specifically stated or in the case of a
conflict in which case the definition used in this Agreement shall prevail in the interpretation of
this Agreement.

“Contract Time” means the completion of contract documents suitable for competitive

construction bidding shall be as shown in Section II-1.

Standard Form as approved:
Revised 08/2017



“Engineering Documents" means all documents required or reasonably implied by the
nature of the Project, including, but not limited to, plans, specifications, drawings, tracings,
designs, calculations, sketches, models, computer data and reports.

“Engineering Services” means the professional services, labor, materials, supplies,

testing, surveying, title work, construction administration, if applicable, and all other acts, duties,
and services required of Consulting Engineer under this Agreement together with such other
services as City may require pursuant to the terms of this Agreement.

“Percent of Services Completed” means work completed in accordance with the

completion of the scope of work as defined in Schedule A (SCOPE OF ENGINEERING
SERVICES) attached hereto and incorporated herein.

“Program” means space needs study or other concept criteria to determine the total
design scope of the Project.

“Project” is as above described.

“Project Manager” means the person employed by City and designated to act as the City’s

representative for the Project. The City’s Project Manager is Brian Scovill

“Reimbursable Expenses” means expense of transportation beyond fifty (50) miles of

location of Project, reproductions not including printing prior to final publication of documents,
postage, handling of engineering and contract documents, renderings, models and make ups and

other costs as authorized by City.

"Right-of-Way" and "Easements" means and includes street, highway, or road

right-of-way and any other land dedicated to or otherwise subject to public use.

Standard Form as approved:
Revised 08/2017



“Scope of Engineering Services” That work as defined and identified with a time

schedule in Schedule “A” (SCOPE OF SERVICES) attached hereto and incorporated herein.

“Subsurface Borings and Testing” means borings, probings and subsurface explorations,

laboratory tests and inspections of samples, materials and equipment and appropriate
professional interpretations and reports and logs of all the foregoing.

"Traffic Control Plan” means a specific plan that includes but is not limited to signing;

application and removal of pavement markings; construction sequencing and scheduling;
methods and devices for delineation and channelization; placement and maintenance of devices;
traffic regulation; and inspection.

SECTION 1I - COMPENSATION

1. Total Fee: City agrees to pay Consulting Engineer a fixed amount of Two Hundred and

Eighty Thousand DOLLARS ($280.,000.00). The total fee is based on the performance of

the scope of services specified in this Agreement, with submittal of final plans and
specifications suitable for solicitation of competitive construction bid proposals on or before
June 21, 2019 . In addition to this Total Fee is a maximum allowance of Eight Thousand

DOLLARS ($8.000.00) for Reimbursable Expenses. Total fees not to exceed $288,000.00.

Payment to Engineer shall be made monthly based upon the Percent of Services Completed.

2. Additional Services: Consulting Engineer shall provide, with City's concurrence, services in

addition to those listed in Section III when such services are authorized in writing by City.
Prior to commencing any additional services, Consulting Engineer must submit a proposal

outlining the additional services to be provided and the fixed lump sum fee therefore. City
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shall pay Consulting Engineer for such services in accordance with the fees based on
Schedule “B”, (ADDITIONAL SERVICES FEE SCHEDULE) attached hereto and
incorporated herein. Such services may include, but are not limited to, making computations
and determinations of special assessments, making special trips requested by City other than
those required by Section III, preparing changes in plans ordered by City, providing services
necessitated in the event the Engineering Services shall be suspended or abandoned, if such
suspension or abandonment is not the result of a breach of this Agreement by the Consulting
Engineer, and providing any other special services not otherwise covered by this Agreement
which may be requested by City.

Reimbursable expenses incurred in conjunction with additional services shall be paid
separately and those reimbursable expenses shall be paid at actual cost but not to exceed the
stated allowance amount. Records of Reimbursable Expenses and expenses pertaining to
additional services shall accompany request for payment. The Allowance Amount may be
increased by written agreement to cover Reimbursable Expenses associated with Additional

Services.

Special Services: Consulting Engineer may be called on to serve as a consultant or

witness in any litigation, arbitration, legal or administrative proceeding arising out of this
Project. Consulting Engineer shall not be compensated by City if its appearance is to
defend its own professional Engineering Services. Consulting Engineer shall not be
compensated by City to appear at eminent domain or appraiser’s hearings necessary to

acquire easements and right-of-ways for the Project. If Consulting Engineer is requested,
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in writing, by City, to appear as a witness for the City and is entitled to be compensated
under the provisions of this paragraph, it will be paid based upon the fee schedule “B”
(ADDITIONAL SERVICES FEE SCHEDULE) attached hereto and incorporated herein.
Billing: Consulting Engineer shall bill City monthly for all services performed to date
and based on Percent of Services Completed as shown on project progress report
submitted to City with such billing. City agrees to pay Consulting Engineer within thirty
(30) days of approval by the Governing Body.

City's Right to Withhold Payment: In the event City becomes informed that any
representations of Consulting Engineer provided in its monthly billing, are wholly or
partially inaccurate, City may withhold payment of sums then or in the future otherwise
due to Consulting Engineer until the inaccuracy and the cause thereof, is corrected to
City's reasonable satisfaction. In the event City questions some element of an invoice,
that fact shall be made known to Consulting Engineer immediately. Consulting Engineer
will help effect resolution and transmit a revised invoice, if necessary. Amounts not
questioned by City shall be paid to Consulting Engineer in accordance with the contract
payment procedures in Section II-4.

Progress Reports: A progress report must be submitted with each monthly pay request

indicating the Percent of Services Completed to date. This report will serve as support
for payment to Consulting Engineer and the basis for payment in the event project is
suspended or abandoned. City’s suspension of the Project for periods of less than one (1)

year shall not be grounds for an increase in Total Fee.
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Change in Scope: For substantial modifications in authorized Project scope, and/or

substantial modifications of drawings and/or specifications previously accepted by City,
when requested by City and through no fault of Consulting Engineer, the Consulting
Engineer shall be compensated for time and expense based upon the fee schedule “B”
(ADDITIONAL SERVICES FEE SCHEDULE) attached hereto and incorporated herein
plus Reimbursable Expenses chargeable for this service; provided, however, that any
increase in Total Fee or Contract Time must be approved through a written Supplemental
Agreement. Consulting Engineer shall correct or revise any errors or deficiencies in its
designs, drawings or specifications without additional compensation when due solely to
Consulting Engineer’s negligent acts, errors, or omissions. If not solely Consulting
Engineer’s fault, then the parties will negotiate an equitable sharing of the fees associated
with such changes and the fixed fee will be increased or decreased accordingly.This
Agreement may be amended to provide for additions, deletions and revisions in the
Engineering Services or to modify the terms and conditions thereof by written
Supplemental Agreement.

The Total Fee and Contract Time may only be changed by a written Supplemental
Agreement approved by City, unless it is the result of an emergency situation in which
case the Project Manager may give written approval to be followed by a written and
approved change in Scope of Services. If notice of any change affecting the general
scope of the Engineering Services or provisions of this Agreement, including but not

limited to, Total Fee or Contract Time, is a requirement of any insurance policy held by
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Consulting Engineer as a requirement of this Agreement, the giving of such notice shall

be the Consulting Engineer’s responsibility.

SECTION III - RESPONSIBILITIES OF CONSULTING ENGINEER

Consulting Engineer shall furnish and perform expeditiously the various professional

duties and services in all phases of the Project to which this Agreement applies as herein

provided and which are required for the construction of the Project which services shall include:

A.

1.

PRELIMINARY DESIGN PHASE

Services: The services to be provided during this phase and time of performance are set
out in Schedule "A" (SCOPE OF ENGINEERING SERVICES) attached hereto and
incorporated herein.

Preliminary Design Documents: Consulting Engineer shall furnish the City three (3)
copies of the above preliminary design documents, unless otherwise noted in
Exhibit "A." (SCOPE OF ENGINEERING SERVICES) attached hereto and incorporated
herein.

Preliminary Cost Estimate: Consulting Engineer shall furnish City a preliminary estimate
of Construction Cost based on the preliminary design. Consulting Engineer’s
preliminary estimate of Construction Cost is to be made on the basis of Consulting
Engineer’s experience and qualifications and represent Consulting Engineer best
judgment as an experienced and qualified design professional, familiar with the current
construction industry’s pricing structure. Consulting Engineer cannot and does not

guarantee that the bids or proposals or the project construction costs will not vary from
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the cost estimates prepared by the Consulting Engineer.

Budget: Consulting Engineer shall promptly advise City if, in its opinion, the amount
budgeted for design and construction is not sufficient to adequately design and construct
the improvement as requested.

FINAL DESIGN PHASE

Services: The services to be provided during this phase and time of performance are set
out in Schedule "A"(SCOPE OF ENGINEERING SERVICES) attached hereto and
incorporated herein.

Final Design Documents: Consulting Engineer shall furnish City three (3) copies unless

otherwise noted in Exhibit "A", (SCOPE OF ENGINEERING SERVICES) attached
hereto and incorporated herein of the final design plans and shall also prepare the
necessary plans and applications for permits for submission to and approval of local,
county, state and federal authorities having proper jurisdiction as may be required for
initiation, prosecution and construction of the Project. Such permits include permits for
storm water runoff, building permits, demolition permits and similar permits.
CONTRACT DOCUMENTS PHASE

Contract Documents: Consulting Engineer shall prepare for City final design plans,

construction contract documents, supplementary conditions, bid forms, invitations to bid
and instructions to bidders and assist in the preparation of other related documents, unless
such documents are provided by City. The City Attorney will review all such contract

forms and conditions and provide Consulting Engineer with comment prior to release for
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bidding,.

Final Cost Estimate: Consulting Engineer shall furnish City an estimate of Construction

Cost based on final contract documents. This estimate is commonly known as the
“Engineer’s Estimate” and will be used as the basis for construction contract award.
Consulting Engineer cannot and does not guarantee that the bids or proposals or the
project construction costs will not vary from the cost estimates prepared by the
Consulting Engineer.

Budget: Consulting Engineer shall advise City if, in its opinion, the amount budgeted for
the Project is not sufficient to cover all Project costs, including but not limited to, design,
construction, right-of-way and easement acquisition, inspection and testing.

BIDDING PHASE

Services: The services to be provided during this phase are set out in Schedule "A"
(SCOPE OF ENGINEERING SERVICES) attached hereto and incorporated herein.

Bids Exceeding Cost Estimate: If all bids exceed Engineer’s Estimate, Consulting

Engineer, at the request of City and for no additional cost, will prepare a report for City
identifying why all the bids exceed the estimate. The City has four (4) options if all bids
exceed Engineer’s Estimate. The City may: (1) give written approval of an increase in
the Project cost; (2) authorize rebidding of the Project; (3) terminate the Project and
this Agreement; or (4) cooperate in revising the Project scope or specifications, or both,
as necessary to reduce the construction cost. In the case of (4), Consulting Engineer,

without additional charge to City, shall consult with City and shall revise and modify the
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drawings and specifications as necessary to achieve compliance with the “Engineer’s

Estimate™.
CONSTRUCTION PHASE

In-house Administration and Inspection: It is understood that City will provide in-house

administration and inspection of the construction project; however, Consulting Engineer
shall consult with and advise City, when requested. In event that inspection services are
made part of services set out in Schedule “A”, (SCOPE OF ENGINEERING SERVICES)
attached hereto and incorporated herein, a delay in construction shall not be grounds for
an additional payment.

Services: The services provided during this phase are set out in Schedule "A" (SCOPE
OF ENGINEERING SERVICES) attached hereto and incorporated herein.

Supplemental Drawings: If during construction, situations arise which require

supplemental drawings or details, Consulting Engineer agrees to timely provide such
supplemental drawings or details at no cost to City when the supplemental drawings or
details, are required to correct Consulting Engineer’s negligent errors or omissions or
clarify Consulting Engineer’s intent in the original design and preparation of Contract
Documents.

Notice of Defects: If, based on Consulting Engineer’s involvement during the

construction phase, Consulting Engineer observes or otherwise becomes aware of any
design or construction defect in the work, it shall give prompt written notice to City of

such defects and their approximate location on the Project. However, Consulting
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Engineer shall not have control over or charge of and shall not be responsible for
construction means, methods, techniques, sequences or procedures, or for safety
precautions, inspections by construction contractor and programs in connection with the
construction work, since these are solely the Contractor's responsibility under the contract
for construction. Consulting Engineer shall not be responsible for the Contractor's
schedules or failure to carry out the work in accordance with the Contract Documents.
Consulting Engineer shall not have control over or charge of acts or omissions of the
Contractor, Contractor’s subcontractors, or their agents or employees.

Shop Drawings: Consulting Engineer shall review and take appropriate action on
Contractor's shop drawings and samples, and the results of tests and inspections and other
data which each Contractor is required to submit for the purposes of checking for
compliance with the design concept and conformance with the requirements of the
Contract Documents. Such review shall not extend to means, methods, sequences,
techniques or procedures of construction, or to safety precautions and programs incident
thereto.

As Built Plans: The Consulting Engineer shall prepare final revised Contract Documents
which reflect change orders, minor design changes including changes made in the field
and which are marked on the construction contractors plan set. The Contractor will
provide the City a marked up set of record drawings. Because some of the data
contained on the “As Built Plans” may be based on unverified information provided by

others, the Consulting Engineer does not warrant the accuracy of information provided by
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F.

2.

others.
GENERAL DUTIES AND RESPONSIBILITIES

1. Responsibilities under the General Conditions of the Contract for Construction

(“General Conditions”): In addition to the responsibilities herein set forth, Consulting

Engineer agrees to be responsible for those matters identified in the General Conditions as
being responsibilities of the Consulting Engineer. The General Conditions shall be in a form
mutually agreeable between the City and Consulting Engineer and shall be consistent with
the intent and requirements of the Agreement.
Personnel: Consulting Engineer shall assign only qualified personnel to perform any
service concerning the Project. At the time of execution of this Agreement, the parties

agree that Brett Haugland will perform as the principal on this Project . This person shall

be the primary contact with the City’s Project Manager and shall have authority to bind
Consulting Engineer. So long as the individual named above remains actively employed
or retained by Consulting Engineer, he/she shall perform the function of principal on this
Project. Personnel changes shall be approved by the City.

Subsurface Borings & Material Testing: If tests, additional to those provided for in

Schedule "A", (SCOPE OF ENGINEERING SERVICES) attached hereto and
incorporated herein are required for design, Consulting Engineer shall prepare
specifications for the taking of the additional borings. Such Subsurface Borings and
Testing, as defined herein, shall be provided by Consulting Engineer or its subcontractors

and compensated as an Additional Service. The City shall be named as an intended third-
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party beneficiary to the Consulting Engineer’s subcontracts with the geotechnical
engineer, the land surveyor and the testing laboratory. If so named, then the City agrees
to pursue its claims directly against those subconsultants, and not against the Consulting
Engineer, for damages caused solely by the negligence of those subconsultants.

Service By and Payment to Others: Any work authorized in writing by City and

performed by anyone other than Consulting Engineer or its subcontractors in connection
with the proposed Project shall be contracted for and paid for by City directly to the third
party or parties. In addition to payments for professional services, this may also include
necessary permits, licenses, ownership certifications, materials testing, advertising costs,
and other special tests or other work required or requested by City or Consulting Engineer
which is not defined within the scope of Engineering Services of Consulting Engineer.
The payment for such additional services shall be subject to negotiation between City and
the third party and shall be approved prior to the execution of any additional services.
Although Consulting Engineer may assist City in procuring such services of third parties,
Consulting Engineer shall in no way be liable to either City or such third parties in any
manner whatsoever for such services or for payment thereof.

Subcontracting of Service: Consulting Engineer shall not subcontract or assign any of the

Engineering Services to be performed under this Agreement without first obtaining the
written approval of City regarding the Engineering Services to be subcontracted or
assigned and the consulting firm or person proposed to accomplish the

subcontracted/assigned portion of the Project. Unless otherwise stated in the written
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consent to an assignment, no assignment will release or discharge the assignor from any
obligation under this Agreement. Any person or firm proposed for subcontracting
Engineering Services under this Agreement shall maintain throughout the duration of the
Agreement, insurance as provided in Section V. D.(6) herein, and shall additionally
maintain Professional Liability insurance in a minimum amount of $2,000,000 and
provide the City with certification thereof unless waived by the City.

6. Endorsement: Consulting Engineer shall sign and affix licensing seal to all final plans,
specifications, estimates and engineering data prepared by Consulting Engineer and shall
cause all subconsultants to sign and seal their final documents where required by law.
Any review or approval by City of any documents prepared by the Consulting Engineer
and/or its consultants including but not limited to the plans and specifications, shall be
solely for the purpose of determining whether such documents are consistent with City’s
construction program and intent and shall not be construed as approval of same by City.
No review of such documents shall relieve Consulting Engineer of its responsibility for
the accuracy, adequacy, fitness, suitability and coordination of its work product.

7. Inspection of Documents: Consulting Engineer shall maintain all project records for

inspection by City during the contract term and for three (3) years from the date of final
payment and shall notify the City prior to their disposal.

SECTION IV - CITY OF LEAWOOD'S RESPONSIBILITIES

1. Communication: City shall provide to Consulting Engineer applicable Program Criteria;

examine and timely respond to Consulting Engineer submissions; and give written notice
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to Consulting Engineer, who shall respond promptly, whenever City observes or
otherwise becomes aware of any defect in the Engineering Services.

2. Access: City will provide access for Consulting Engineer to enter public and private
property necessary to the completion of the project.

3. Duties: City shall furnish and perform the various duties and services in all phases of the
Project which are outlined and designated in Schedule "A" (SCOPE OF ENGINEERING
SERVICES) attached hereto and incorporated herein, as City's responsibility.

4. Program Criteria: City shall provide full information, including a program which shall

set forth City's objectives, requirements, schedule, constraints, budget with reasonable
contingencies, and other necessary design criteria.

5. Project Representative: City shall designate a Project Manager to represent City in

coordinating this Project with Consulting Engineer, with authority to transmit instructions
and define policies and decisions of City.

SECTION V - GENERAL PROVISIONS

A. TERMINATION

1. Notice: City reserves the right to terminate this Agreement either for cause or for its
convenience and without cause or default on the part of Consulting Engineer, by
providing ten (10) days’ written notice of such termination to Consulting Engineer. Upon
receipt of such notice from City, Consulting Engineer shall, at City's option as contained
in the notice: (1) immediately cease all Engineering Services; or (2) meet with City and,

subject to City's approval, determine what Engineering Services shall be required of
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Consulting Engineer in order to bring the Project to a reasonable termination in
accordance with the request of City. Consulting Engineer shall also provide to City
copies of all “Enginecring Documents™ completed or partially completed at the date of
termination.

If City defaults on its obligation under this Agreement, Consulting Engineer is
entitled to terminate this Agreement by providing ten (10) days written notice.

Termination for Cause: If this Agreement is terminated for cause, after notice to

Consulting Engineer and a period of ten (10) days for the Consulting Engineer to remedy
the cause for termination, City may take over Consulting Engineering Services and
prosecute same to completion, by contract or otherwise, for the amount and at the
expense of the Consulting Engineer, and the Consulting Engineer shall be liable to the
City for any and all excess cost sustained by the City by reason of such prosecution and
completion. When Consulting Engineer services have been so terminated, such
termination shall not affect any rights or remedies of the City against Consulting Engineer
then existing or which may later accrue. Similarly, any retention or payment of monies
due Consulting Engineer shall not release Consulting Engineer from liability.

Compensation for Convenience Termination: If City shall terminate for its convenience

as herein provided; City shall compensate Consulting Engineer for all Engineering
Services completed to date of its receipt of the termination notice pursuant to Section I1I-4
and any additional Engineering Services requested by City to bring the Project to

reasonable termination.  Compensation shall not include anticipatory profit or
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consequential damages, neither of which will be allowed.

Compensation for Cause Termination: If City shall terminate for cause or default on the

part of Consulting Engineer, City shall compensate Consulting Engineer for the
reasonable cost of Engineering Services completed to date of its receipt of the termination
notice pursuant to Section II-4. Compensation shall not include anticipatory profit or
consequential damages, neither of which will be allowed. City also retains all its rights
and remedies against Consulting Engineer including but not limited to its rights to sue for
damages, interest and attorney fees.

Incomplete Documents: Neither Consulting Engineer nor its subcontractors shall be

responsible for errors or omissions in documents which are incomplete as a result of an
early termination under this Section; Consulting Engineer having been deprived of the
opportunity to complete such documents and certifies them as ready for construction.
DISPUTE RESOLUTION

City and Consulting Engineer agree that disputes relative to the project should first be

addressed by negotiations between the parties. If direct negotiations fail to resolve the dispute,

the party initiating the claim that is the basis for the dispute shall be free to take such steps as it

deems necessary to protect its interests; provided, however, that notwithstanding any such

dispute, Consulting Engineer shall proceed with the Engineering Services as per this Agreement

as if no dispute existed, and the City shall continue to make payment for Consulting Engineer’s

completed services unless Consulting Engineer gives notice of termination as provided in

paragraph A.l. above; and provided further that no dispute will be submitted to arbitration
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without both parties' express written consent.
C. OWNERSHIP OF ENGINEERING DOCUMENTS

All Engineering Documents prepared in connection with this Project shall be the property
of the Consulting Engineer, whether the Project for which they are made is constructed or not.
However, the Consulting Engineer will provide City a copy of all completed or partially
completed documents in reproducible form, including but not limited to prints and reproductions.
Reports, plans, specifications and related documents are Consulting Engineer’s copyrighted
instruments, and at the option of Consulting Engineer may so identify them by appropriate
markings. Provided that Consulting Engineer is paid for its services, either by termination or
completion of services, then City may subsequently use these documents without any additional
compensation or agreement of Consulting Engineer, however, such use, without written
verification or adaptation by Consulting Engineer for the specific purpose, intended by City shall
be at City's sole risk and without liability or legal exposure to Consulting Engineer whatsoever.
If City does reuse the Consulting Engineer’s documents on another project, it shall retain
Consulting Engineer or another licensed and insured professional engineer to review, adapt and
seal such documents. City does not take any responsibility for the use of documents by others.
Submission of or distribution of documents to meet regulatory requirements is not to be
considered as contrary to any of Consulting Engineer’s right to the documents.
D. INSURANCE

The Consulting Engineer shall maintain throughout the term of this Agreement,

insurance in, at a minimum, the amounts specified below. All commercial general and
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automobile liability insurance shall be written on an occurrence basis unless otherwise agreed to
in writing by City. With the exception of professional liability, the Consulting Engineer shall
name the City as an additional insured in the amount of $500,000 for all claims determined to be
subject to the Kansas Tort Claims Act. With the exception of professional liability, the

Consulting Engineer shall name the City as an additional insured for all other claims as set forth

below:

1. Professional Liability: Consulting Engineer shall maintain insurance coverage for two (2)
years beyond the term of this Agreement, Professional Liability Insurance for the services
rendered under the terms of this Agreement, in an amount not less than One Million
Dollars ($1,000,000), each claim/aggregate, and shall provide City with certification
thereof.

2. Commercial General Liability:

Each Occurrence $1,000,000
Personal & Advertising Injury $1,000,000
Products/Completed Operations
Aggregate $2,000,000
General Aggregate $2,000,000
3. Automobile Liability Insurance: Policy shall protect the Consulting Engineer against

claims for bodily injury and/or property damage arising out of the ownership or use of any
owned, hired and/or non-owned vehicle and must include protection for either:

A) Any Auto
OR

B) All Owned Autos;
Hired Autos; and
Non-Owned Autos
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Limits
Each Accident, Combined Single
Limits, Bodily Injury and
Property Damage: $1,000,000
Policy shall insure the contractual liability assumed by Consulting Engineer under this

Agreement.

Workers’ Compensation and Employers’ Liability: This insurance shall protect the

Consulting Engineer against all claims under applicable state Workers' Compensation
laws. The Consulting Engineer shall also be protected against claims for injury, disease
or death of employees for which, for any reason, may not fall within the provisions of a

Workers' Compensation law under an Employers Liability policy with the following

limits:

Bodily Injury by Accident $500,000 each accident

Bodily Injury by Disease $500,000 policy limit

Bodily Injury by Disease $500,000 each employee
Industry Ratings: City will only accept coverage from an insurance carrier which

offers proof that the carrier:

A) Is authorized to do business in the State of Kansas;

B) Carries a Best's Policyholder rating of A-:VII or better or is otherwise
approved by the City.

Certification of insurance coverage in Sections (2), (3) and (4) above shall be on the
standard Certificate of Insurance Form. Certification of professional liability insurance

shall be provided on a separate form provided by the Consulting Engineer’s insurance
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carrier. This insurance shall be required only on City-funded projects where the state or
federal government does not establish separate guidelines.

Subcontractor's Insurance: If a part of this Agreement is to be sublet, Consulting

Engineer shall either:

a) Cover all subcontractors under its insurance policies;
or
b) Require each subcontractor not so covered to secure insurance which will

protect against applicable hazards or risks of loss as and in the minimum

amounts designated herein, unless waived by the City.

Notice of reduction of policy limits as a result of claim(s)-

Prior to the signing of this contract the Consulting Engineer Contractor shall advise the
City in writing of any outstanding claim(s) which have or might substantially ($10,000 or
more) reduce the aggregate limit of the Liability policies pertinent to the Contract.

The Consulting Engineer shall promptly notify the City, upon receipt of notice
of any claim in connection with the Contract, or any other contract in which the
Consulting Engineer may be involved providing full details of the claim, including an
estimate of the loss or liability.

The Consulting Engineer shall promptly notify the City of any reduction in
limits (exceeding $10,000.00) of protection afforded under any policy listed in the
Certificate(s), or otherwise required by the Contract Documents, whether or not such

impairment came about as a result of this Contract.
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INDEMNITY

Indemnification for General Liability/Non-Professional Negligence. The Consulting

Engineer shall defend, indemnify, and hold harmless the City and any of its agencies,
officials, officers, or employees from and against damages, liability, losses, costs,
expenses, of any nature whatsoever, whether incurred as a judgment, settlement, penalty,
fine or otherwise (including reasonable attorneys’ fees and the cost of defense), in
connection with any action, proceeding, demand or claim arising out of or resulting from
the negligence, in whole or in part, of the Consulting Engineer, its employees, agents, or
subconsultants, or others for whom the Consulting Engineer is legally liable, provided
that such damage, liability, loss, cost, or expense is:

a. Attributable to bodily injury, sickness, disease, or death or to damage to or
destruction of tangible property (other than the Project itself) of any person, firm
or corporation including loss of use resulting therefrom; or

b. Not the result of professional negligence; or

c. In addition, the Consulting Engineer’s obligations hereunder shall specifically
apply to those damages, liabilities, losses, costs, or expenses arising from the
negligent acts of the City or any of its agencies, officials, officers, or employees in
those instances in which the City is named as an additional insured under the
Consulting Engineer’s Commercial General Liability insurance policy, and then
only to the extent covered by such insurance, not to exceed the limits required

herein. If the required insurance is not procured and maintained as required by
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this Agreement, then the Consulting Engineer’s obligations hereunder shall apply
as though the insurance was in place.

Indemnification for Professional Negligence. The Consulting Engineer shall
indemnify and hold harmiess the City and any of its agencies, officials, officers, or
employees from and against damages, losses, costs, and expenses, of any nature
whatsoever, whether incurred as a judgment, settlement, penalty, fine or otherwise
(including reasonable attorneys’ fees and the cost of defense), in connection with
any action, proceeding, demand or claim but only to the extent caused by the
negligent acts, errors, or omissions of the Consulting Engineer, its employees,
agents, or subconsultants, or others for whom the Consulting Engineer is legally
liable, in the performance of professional services under this Agreement. The
Consulting Engineer is not obligated under this subparagraph to indemnify the
City for the negligent acts of the City or any of its agencies, officials, officers, or
employees.

Additional provision regarding the indemnification provided under paragraph E.1.

and E.2. of this agreement. It is agreed as a specific element of consideration of

this Agreement that the indemnification provided by sections E.1. and E.2. of this
Agreement shall apply notwithstanding the joint, concurring or contributory or
comparative fault or negligence of the City or any third party and, further
notwithstanding any theory of law including, but not limited to, a characterization

of the City’s or any third party’s joint, concurring or contributory or comparative
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fault or negligence as either passive or active in nature; provided, however, that
the Consulting Engineer’s obligation hereunder shall not include amounts
attributable to the fault or negligence of the City or any third party for whom the
Consulting Engineer is not responsible.

In the case of any claims against the City, its employees or agents
indemnified under this Agreement, by an employee of the Consulting Engineer, its
affiliates, subsidiaries, or subcontractor/assignees, the indemnification obligation
contained in this Agreement shall not be limited by any limitation on amount or
type of damages, compensation or benefits payable by or for the Consulting
Engineer, its affiliates, subsidiaries, or subcontractor/assignees, under workers’

compensation acts, disability benefit acts, or other employee benefit acts.

NON-DISCRIMINATION AND AFFIRMATIVE ACTION.

1.

In the execution of this contract, no person shall on the grounds of race, color, religion,
sex, disability, marital status, public assistance status, ex-offender, or national origin be
excluded from full employment rights in, be denied the benefits of, or otherwise subjected
to discrimination under any program, service or activity under the provisions of any and
all applicable federal and state laws against discrimination. The Consulting Engineer
shall furnish all information and reports required by the rules, regulations, and other of
the Secretary of Labor for purposes of investigation to determine compliance with such

laws. The City shall provide Consulting Engineer with its rules and regulations.

2. The Consulting Engineer shall observe the provisions of the Kansas Act Against
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Discrimination and shall not discriminate against any person in the performance of work
under the present contract because of race, religion, color, sex, physical handicap
unrelated to such person’s ability to engage in particular work, national origin or ancestry.
. In all solicitation or advertisements for employees, the Consulting Engineer shall include
the phrase “equal opportunity employer,” or similar phrase approved by the City.

If the Consulting Engineer fails to comply with the manner in which the Consulting
Engineer reports to the City in accordance with the provisions of K.S.A. 44-1031, the
Consulting Engineer shall be deemed to have breached the present contract and it may be
canceled, terminated or suspended, in whole or in part, by the City.

. If the Consulting Engineer is found guilty of a violation of the Kansas Act Against
Discrimination under a decision or order of the City which has become final, the
Consulting Engineer shall be deemed to have breached the present contract and it may be
canceled, terminated, or suspended in whole or in part, by the City.

. The Consulting Engineer shall include the provisions of paragraphs (1) through (6) above
in every subcontract or purchase order so that such provisions will be binding upon all
subcontractors and vendors.

ENTIRE AGREEMENT

This Agreement constitutes the entire agreement between the parties and supersedes all
prior agreements, whether oral or written, covering the same subject matter. This
Agreement may not be modified or amended except in writing mutually agreed to and

accepted by both parties to this Agreement.
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APPLICABLE LAW, JURISDICTION AND VENUE.

This Agreement is entered into under and pursuant to, and is to be construed and
enforceable in accordance with, the laws of the State of Kansas. In the event that the
parties hereto are unable to resolve any controversy or claim arising out of, or relating to,
this agreement or the making, performance or interpretation of it without resort to the
courts, the parties agree that exclusive jurisdiction and venue over such matter shall be in
the District Court of Johnson County, Kansas.

ASSIGNMENT OF AGREEMENT

This Agreement shall not be assigned or transferred by Consulting Engineer without the
written consent of the City.

NO THIRD PARTY BENEFICIARIES

Nothing contained herein shall create a contractual relationship with, or any rights in
favor of, any third party.

INDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR

The Consulting Engineer is an independent contractor and as such is not an agent or
employee of the City.

WORK PRODUCT FORMAT

For documentation purposes, an original electronic media compatible with the City’s own
(CAD) System on specified disk type and paper hard copies of (24 X 36” and/or 11”7 X
17”) shall be prepared for the City’s use. The number of hard copies and sizes will be

determined in Schedule A (SCOPE OF ENGINEERING SERVICES) attached hereto and
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incorporated herein. If the City provides such electronic media to others for any purpose,
City shall require the electronic media to be returned to City upon completion of such
use. City recognizes that such use of electronic media will be at the City’s sole risk and
without any liability risk or legal exposure by Consulting Engineer.

Project Documentation: All documentation provided the City other than project drawings

shall be furnished on a microcomputer diskette, 3.5 inch, 1.44mb, in either Micro Soft
Word file format or ASCII file format.

"Record" Drawings: Following construction, City and construction contractor will

provide copies of changes and alterations made in the field during construction to
Consulting Engineer to provide As-Built drawings, unless Consulting Engineer has
provided a diskette to City on which City can make changes. Consulting Engineer has the
right to rely on the information provided by the City and construction contractor in
preparing such documents, and shall have no independent duty to verify its accuracy.
FEDERAL LOBBYING ACTIVITIES

(Only applies to projects receiving federal funds via the City)

31 USCA Section 1352 requires all subgrantees, contractors, subcontractors and
consultants who receive federal funds via City to certify that they will not use federal
funds to pay any person for influencing or attempting to influence a federal agency or
Congress in connection with the award of any federal contract, grant, loan or cooperative
agreements. In addition, contract applicants, recipients and subrecipients must file a form

disclosing any expenditures they make for lobbying out of non-federal funds during the

Standard Form as approved:

Revised 08/2017
28



contract period.

Necessary forms are available from the Project Manager and should be returned to City
with other final contract documents. It is the responsibility of Consulting Engineer to
obtain executed forms from any of its subcontractors who fall within the provision of the
Code and to provide City with the same.

COVENANT AGAINST CONTINGENT FEES

Consulting Engineer warrants that it has not employed or retained any company or
person, other than a bona fide employee working for Consulting Engineer, to solicit or
secure this Agreement, and that it has not paid or agreed to pay any company or person,
other than a bona fide employee, any fee, commission, percentage, brokerage fee, gifts, or
any other consideration contingent upon or resulting from the award or making of this
Agreement. For breach or violation of this warranty, City may terminate this Agreement
without liability or may, in its discretion, deduct from the Total Fee or otherwise recover
the full amount of such fee, commission, percentage, brokerage fee, gift or contingent fee.
COMPLIANCE WITH LAWS

Consulting Engineer shall abide by all applicable federal, state and local laws, ordinances
and regulations applicable to the Engineering Services or the Project at the time services
are rendered. Consulting Engineer shall secure all occupational and professional licenses
necessary to implement the Project and permits from public and private sources necessary

for the fulfillment of its obligations under this Agreement.
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TITLES, SUBHEADS AND CAPITALIZATION

Title and subheadings as used herein are provided only as a matter of convenience and
shall have no legal bearing on the interpretation of any provision of this Agreement.
Some terms are capitalized throughout this Agreement but the use of or failure to use
capitals shall have no legal bearing on the interpretation of such terms.

SEVERABILITY CLAUSE

Should any provision of this Agreement be determined to be void, invalid, unenforceable
or illegal for whatever reason, such provision(s) shall be null and void; provided,
however, that the remaining provisions of this Agreement shall be unaffected thereby and
shall continue to be valid and enforceable.

EVALUATION

It is understood and agreed that the Consulting Engineer services shall be evaluated in

accordance with Resolution 1391 of the City of Leawood, Kansas, dated March 23. 1998.

TERM OF AGREEMENT
This Agreement shall have a duration until acceptance of the work performed or

completion of the construction contract, whichever is longer.
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T. EXECUTION OF CONTRACT
The parties hereto have caused this Agreement to be executed in triplicate this day

of 20

CITY OF LEAWOOD, KANSAS

By:

Peggy J. Dunn, Mayor
ATTEST:

Debra Harper, CMC, City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Patricia A. Bennett, City Attorney

CONTINENTAL CONSULTING ENGINEERS, INC.

By: ‘}A@/Jf'%

Philip D. Gibbs, P.E.
President

9000 State Line Road
Address

Leawood. KS 66206
City, State, Zip Code

913-642-6642
Telephone Number

913-642-6941
Facsimile Number
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SCHEDULE “A”

SCOPE OF ENGINEERING SERVICES

Preliminary Eneineering — Surveys — Site Investigations (1.5 Months total — Phases 1 & 2)

Initiate contact with residents thru questionnaire/survey (Example Survey Attached)
Call for utility locates (DigSafe) and obtain utility record information
Establish horizontal and vertical control and bench mark references
Complete field survey of existing conditions including
+  Existing Right-of-Way
+  Existing Roadway Geometrics — Entry Drives - Utilities
¢+ Site features including signage, walkways and landscape
Obtain existing topography within limits of survey
Conduct Property Deed review for existing easements and ownerships
Develop an AutoCAD base file to generate design work
Submit field check of the plans to the City for review and subsequent modifications.
Conduct follow up survey with non-responsive residents

Roadwayv Reconstruction Design (3.5 Months - Phase 1) (3 Months — Phase 2)

Prepare horizontal and vertical alignments for minor roadway geometric modifications

Analyze storm drainage areas and develop a storm sewer drainage plan considering existing systems.
Evaluate impacts to existing utilities with potential for conflicts and re-routing options.

Prepare entry drive profiles for impacts to elevations and approaches

Determine impacts to residences existing irrigation systems, landscaping, dog fences, special paving, etc.
Provide an update to residents on project time frame and impacts to properties

Submit plans to affected utilities with coordination for timing of relocation effort

Prepare a preliminary cost estimate.

Revise plans per City comments - Finalize Street and Storm Sewer Plans, Street lighting Plans and Site
Disturbance Plans along with Property restoration plans

Submit for City and State Site Disturbance Permit if required

Final approved plans will be distributed to all utilities affected by the improvements

Coordinate utility relocation plans and mitigate conflicts. Plan to provide some staking to assist with utility
relocations.

Submit an estimate with each plan submittal (field check, 95% complete, and bid).

Pending encroachments upon private property an overall easement plan will be prepared identifying
temporary construction and permanent drainage easements

If necessary legal descriptions and exhibits for each affected property owner will be prepared and submitted
to the City for execution

An overall easement plan will be incorporated within the construction documents

Bidding Process — Contractor Selection (2 Months - Phase 1) (2 Months — Phase 2)

We will assist in preparing all bid documents including specifications, bid forms and basis of payment
(project manual). Bids will be prepared on a unit price basis

We will assist the City in advertising the bid and answering questions during the bidding process
Continental will compile bids and evaluate the results to assist the City in the contractor selection process
Assist the City with contractor contract requirements — including bonds and insurance and notice to proceed
Review all shop drawings and submittals for approval after the contract is awarded
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Construction {length of construction is tied to sodding/seeding season |
{(Maximum 5 Months - Phase 1){(Maximum 4 Months — Phase 2)

¢ Update Residents on Construction Schedule and impacts to properties
e  Continental will coordinate a pre-construction meeting which would include the City, Contractor and any

affected utility company

Initiate utility relocation — mains and or service lines
Coordinate with Contractor for Traffic Control requirements and signing

Cap off any private irrigation systems and other private systems in conflict with improvements
Coordinate for temporary drive access to homes when asphalt pavement and curb is removed
Provide assistance during reconstruction process - storm sewers, curb and pavement replacement
Coordinate for Street Light installation

Assist with questions on repairs of private systems — irrigation, drain lines, specialty pavements.

Storm Sewer As-Built Approvals (1 Month - Phase 1) (1 Month — Phase 2)

e  Continental will prepare as-built plans as required by the City at the termination of the project.

e Digital and plan information will be provided as requested.

Phase Total % of
Summary Costs Total
Surveving 60,000 20%
Preliminary Design Phase 80,000 27%
Final Design Phase 108,000 36%
Bid Process 12,000 4%
Construction Services 20,000 10%
Reimbursables 8,000 3%
$288,000 100%
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SCHEDULE “B”

ADDITIONAL SERVICES FEE SCHEDULE

2018 SCHEDULE OF STANDARD HOURLY CHARGE-OUT RATES

Employment Classification Initials Hourly Rate
President..... o eecrcineneneeeneseeenssneennenes | $220.00
Senior Civil Engineer I'V..........ccceunuueee. DL ... $190.00
Civil Engineer ITL.......cccoeorrevennererrenrienns PG2 ... $190.00
Civil Engineer, Landscape Architect....... BH ... $180.00
Civil Engineer Il ........ccevniiiiniinnnns BL $180.00
Civil Engineer L......ccovmrnnnecncnnnee SM e $90.00
Intern Engineer I ......coceeveveceniniccncnccnns KF/TIS ............  $100.00
Intern ENGINEET ...coceverreccrerenseessesansnens AT v $85.00
Technician V......iiccenseseresesesens | | S $113.00
Technician IV.......ccocevvererrnreeereeneenenens FC e $113.00
Electrical Technician IL..........cccececuevevenne TS v $108.00
SPEC Iunerrerreereereereresersesesseseseesssesens ] € S $85.00
SPEC Lttt sieneseen e ssnene IG e, $75.00
CAD Technician ITL.........cccevrererneceacnna. DP .. $85.00
CAD Technician IL.........cccccervererererennnnn. (€35 S $79.00
CAD Technician L......ccocoeveieueurecenccnenes AM e $68.00
CAD TechnicCian .........cceeeeeeresecseensennns AP e $45.00
Land SUIVEYOT ....ceveeeerrerssenreseeesenenne (€ T $125.00
Land SUIveyor .....ccoceevereeereneeecuennenee SD e $125.00
Survey Technician L......ccccoreereeenrescunennee AS e $60.00
Survey Technician .........cccceeveverercreenrenenes HD ... $55.00

Expenses such as travel, printing charges, long distance telephone, subsistence, sub-
contracted labor, and all other direct job costs incurred for the project will be charged at
direct cost. Mileage is to be reimbursed at the current IRS rate per mile.
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CONTCON-02 JMARTINEZANTEL

A
RDO DATE (MM/DD/YYYY]
A CERTIFICATE OF LIABILITY INSURANCE OTOAEZDAE

THIS CERTIFICATE IS ISSUED AS A MATTER OF INFORMATION ONLY AND CONFERS NO RIGHTS UPON THE CERTIFICATE HOLDER. THIS
CERTIFICATE DOES NOT AFFIRMATIVELY OR NEGATIVELY AMEND, EXTEND OR ALTER THE COVERAGE AFFORDED BY THE POLICIES
BELOW. THIS CERTIFICATE OF INSURANCE DOES NOT CONSTITUTE A CONTRACT BETWEEN THE ISSUING INSURER(S), AUTHORIZED
REPRESENTATIVE OR PRODUCER, AND THE CERTIFICATE HOLDER.

IMPORTANT: If the certificate holder is an ADDITIONAL INSURED, the policy(ies) must have ADDITIONAL INSURED provisions or be endorsed.
if SUBROGATION IS WAIVED, subject to the terms and conditions of the policy, certain policies may require an endorsement. A statement on
this certificate does not confer rights to the certificate holder in lieu of such endorsement(s).

PRODUCER ﬂ‘é““— S
e B T o 'S, (916) 333-3000 [T nor(816) 822-1634
Overland Park, KS 66211 | FdiEss:
INSURER(S) AFFORDING COVERAGE NAIC#
L msurer 4 : Chubb Group (AC) 38989
INSURED insurer 8 : Accident Fund Insurance Co. 10166
Continental Consulting Engineers, Inc. msurer ¢ : CNA Insurance Companies (AC) 120443
9000 State Line Road INSURER D :
Leawood, KS 66206
INSURERE :
| INSURERF :
COVERAGES CERTIFICATE NUMBER: REVISION NUMBER:

THIS IS TO CERTIFY THAT THE POLICIES OF INSURANCE LISTED BELOW HAVE BEEN ISSUED TO THE INSURED NAMED ABOVE FOR THE POLICY PERIOD
INDICATED. NOTWITHSTANDING ANY REQUIREMENT, TERM OR CONDITION OF ANY CONTRACT OR OTHER DOCUMENT WATH RESPECT TO WHICH THIS
CERTIFICATE MAY BE ISSUED OR MAY PERTAIN, THE INSURANCE AFFORDED BY THE POLICIES DESCRIBED HEREIN IS SUBJECT TO ALL THE TERMS,
EXCLUSIONS AND CONDITIONS OF SUCH POLICIES. LIMITS SHOWN MAY HAVE BEEN REDUCED BY PAID CLAIMS.

o TYPE OF INSURANCE ey POLICY NUMBER ]| AE o o LTS
|
A L COMMERCIAL GENERAL LIABILITY EACH OCCURRENCE s 1,000,000
|| cLamsmape [ X occur X SERKSD527594443N | 06/28/2018 | 06/28/2019 | BRYAREIGRENTED |5 1,000,000
] | MED EXP (Any one person) $ 10,000
N . | PERSONAL & ADV INJURY | $ 1,000,000
GEN'L AGGREGATE LIMIT APPLIES PER: | | GENERAL AGGREGATE s 2,000,000
POLICY s D Loc PRODUCTS - COMP/OP AGG | § B 2_,000,000
OTHER: $
A | AuToMOBILE LIABILITY COMEIREDSINGLELIMIT | ¢ 1,000,000
| X | any auto X 1873603969 06/28/2018 | 06/28/2019 | BoDILY INJURY (Per person) | $
OWNED SCHEDULED )
| | AUTOS ONLY AUTGS BODILY INJURY (Per accident) | § o
HIRED OPERTY DAMAGE
| AUTOS ONLY | KOO | PRer accident $
| $
A | X umerertause | X | occur EACEIOCCURRENGE s 2,000,000
EXCESS LIAS CLAIMS-MADE| X UMBKSD527594563N 06/28/2018 | 06/28/2019 | AGGREGATE s -
| pED | X | RETENTIONS 0 | $
B |WORKERS COMPENSATION I PER OTH-
AND ENMPLOYERS® LIABILITY YIN X |sfArute | |Er | ]
ANY PROPRIETOR/PARTNER/EXECUTIVE WCV6101847 06/28/2018 | 06/28/2019 | | ..\ sccipEnT | s 1,000,000
OFFICERIMEMBER EXCLUDED? N/A r=—500.0001
(Mandatory in “) E.L. DISEASE - EA EMPLOYEE. $ bt
if yes, describe und: 1.000,000
DESCRIPTION OF OPERATIONS below | E.L. DISEASE - POLICY LIMIT | $ dnduieds
C |Professional Liab. /AEH003011567 07/17/2018 | 07/17/2019 Aggregate 2,000,000
| .
DESCRIPTION OF OPERATIONS / LOCATIONS / VEHICLES (ACORD 101, Additional Remarks Schedule, may be attached if more space Is required)

RE: 2019 Residential Street Reconstruction

City of Leawood, Kansas is an additional insured as respects to liability coverage, excluding Workers Compensation and Employers Liability, as required by
written contract

CERTIFICATE HOLDER CANCELLATION

SHOULD ANY OF THE ABOVE DESCRIBED POLICIES BE CANCELLED BEFORE
THE EXPIRATION DATE THEREOF, NOTICE WILL BE DELIVERED IN

City of Leawood, Kansas ACCORDANCE WITH THE POLICY PROVISIONS.
4800 Town Center Drive
Leawood, KS 66211
AUTHORIZED REPRESENTATIVE
ACORD 25 (2016/03) © 1988-2015 ACORD CORPORATION. All rights reserved.

The ACORD name and logo are registered marks of ACORD



RESOLUTION NO. 1391

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING AND DIRECTING THE DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS TO ESTABLISH
CRITERIA FOR EVALUATION OF PROFESSIONALS FOR THE PURPOSE OF DETERMINING
RESPONSIBLE APPLICANTS FOR PROFESSIONAL SERVICES ASSOCIATED WITH PROJECTS OF THE

CITY;

‘Whereas, the City of Leawood regularly enters into Professions] Services Agreements for various City
Projects within the City;

Whereas, it is the policy of the Governing Body to award City Professional Services Agreements to the
most qualified applicant;

Whereas it is the desire of the Governing Body to see that Engineers and Architects performing work for the
City provide a full measure of value in exchange for funds expended by the City and that in furtherance of this
objective, Professional Services Agreements of the City are awarded to and performed by responsible Professionals;

‘Whereas, the Governing Body has determined that sl Professionals performing Professional Services
under contract with the City should be evaluated at the conclusion of their work;

Whereas the Governing Body has determined that a procedure should be established to cvaluate
Professional Sexvices so as to assist the Director of Public Works in determination of responsible applicants for City

projects;

Whereas the Governing Body has determined that it will consider evaluations of prior work of
Professionals in determining responsible applicants for City Projects and that Requests for Proposals will be made
only to responsible Professional Service Providers as determined by the Director of Public Works based on review of
evaluations of prior work for the City;

W, THEREFORE, be it resolved by the Governing Body of the City of I eawoond:

Section 1. Evaluation of Professional Services Applicants authorized. That the Governing Body of the
City of Leawood does hereby authorize the Director of Public Works of the City to prepare and provide to the
Governing Body evaluations of the work of all Professional services performing work under contract with the City.

Section 2. Criteria for evaluation established. In the evaluation of Professionals Services, the Director
of Public Works shall consider the following criteria:

A. Completion of work within the allotted time and within Totsl Fee.
B. Consistency of work effort of the Professional.
C. Quality of work performed by the Professional.
D. Ability of the Professional to comnmmicate and work with residents of the City.

T:CONTRACT\ENGR\ENGR..doc
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E. Cooperation of the Professions] with City Staff, including but not Limited to, time period a Professional
takes 10 respond to 8 request of the project manager, contract administrator, construction inspector or
the Director of Public Works.

F. Responsiveness to correction of “punch list” items.

G. Responsiveness to a direct request from the Public Works Director in matters where the Professional is
required to take action 1o insure the safety of the public.

H. Faimess and appropriate use of requests for change orders during the course of construction.

1. ‘Thoroughness of Specifications and Drawings.

J. Constraction Administration.

K. Budget Compliznce.

Section 3. Notification of evaluation to be included in Professional Services Agreements. All
Agreements prepared by the City for design professionals performing work for the City shall contain provisions
notifying applicants that work performed by the Professional will be evaluated and that said evaluations will be i
considered by the City in determining responsible applicants for foture City projects. i

Section 4. Evaluation Procedure. During the course of performance of Professional Services, the
Director of Public Works shall monitor the work and prepare interim evaluations of the Professional’s compliance
with this resolution. Interim evaluations shall be provided to the Professionsl. On completion of the Professional’s
work the Director of Public Works shall prepare a final evaluation of the Professional’s compliance with this
resolution. On completion of and prior to submitting the final cvaluation to the Governing Body, the Director of
Public Works shall provide 2 copy of the final evatuation to the Professional for review and comment. On receipt of
the Professional’s comments, the Director of Public Works may revise the final evaluation and shall provide a copy
of the revised final evaluation to the Professional. Any Professional disputing the final evalnation may appeal the
cvaluation to the Governing Body within thirty (30) days of notification of the final evaluation. On review and after
consideration of such information s the Governing Body shall determine to be necessary to a fair review of the final
evaluation and consistent with the requirements of due process, the final evaluation may be modified in a manner
consistent with the findings of the Governing Body.

Section S. Final evaluations to be considered in connection with solicitation of applicants for
Professional Services. 1t is hereby established as the policy of the City that the Director of Public Works, in
soliciting applicants for Projects shall consider said evaluation of prior work performed by a Professional and shall
not request applications from such Professional for a period of one (1) year from the date of such unsatisfactory
evahation,

. Section 6. Director of Public Works authorized to prepare additional forms and written procedures,
The Director of Public Works is authorized to prepare such additional written forms and procedures as in his or her
judgment as is necessary to effectuate the mtent of this resolution.

T:CONTRACTAENGR\ENGR..doc

Standard Form as approved:
Revised 01/2003

Standard Form as approved:
Revised 08/2017
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Section 7. Take effect. That this resolution shall take effect and be
in force from the date of passage by the Governing Body and approved by

the Mayor.
PASSED by the Council the 23r4  day of __ March 1998.
APPROVED by the Mayor the 2iraday of __ Marchn 1998,
(SEAL) %‘é}ma);
PE! . , Mayor
ATTEST:
MARTHA %’:y Clerk
APPROVED AS TO FORM: |

T:CONTRACT\ENGR\ENGR..doc
Standard Form as approved:
Revised 01/2003

Standard Form as approved:
0 Revised 08/2017



CITY OF LEAWOOD, KANSAS
PROFESSIONAL’S PERFORMANCE CHECKLIST

Consultant Project Number

Report mumber Date

1. Complaints
Comments:

2. Thoroughness of Specifications and Drawings
Comments:

3. Responsiveness
Comments:

4. Budget Compliance
Comments:

5. Construction Administration
Comments:

6. Quality of Product
Comments:

City Project Engincer/Date Director of Public Works/Date

Page 1 of 2

T:CONTRACT\ENGR\ENGR...doc
Standurd Form as approved:
Revised 01/2003

Standard Form as approved:

Revised 08/2017
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COMPLETING THE FORM

The numbered notes below correspond to the numbered sections of the first page.

The City’s Project Engineer will completc the form and

1

2.

Record the number and nature of any valid complaints.

List any instances of failure to meet the requirements of the contract requirements checklist.
Identify performance goals that have not been met during the reporting period.

Review any discrepancy reports and their fina} disposition.

Determine whether the consuitant’s performance is unaccéptable, acceptable, or exceptional. A point value
ranging from acceptable (5) to unacceptable (1) may be used instead of a descriptive term.

Surrmarize the consultant’s performance for the period covered by the report and for the contract term to
date citber in 2 narrative or by essigning a point valtue.

Recormmend actions to be taken by the consultant to improve performance or correct deficiencies and
specify any liquidated damages that may be assessed for the performance period covered by the report. If the
report shows acceptable performance, congratulate the consultant,

Page 2 of 2
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Return to Agenda

City of Leawood Governing Body Staff Report

MEETING DATE: October 15, 2018
REPORT WRITTEN:  September 26, 2018

MHC FINANCIAL SERVICES - WALL SIGN - REQUEST FOR APPROVAL OF A FINAL SIGN PLAN -
Located south of College Boulevard and east of Roe Avenue - Case 110-18

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION:
The Planning Commission recommends approval unanimously (7-0) of Case 110-18, MHC Financial

Services, with the following stipulations.

1.
2.
3.

The approval shall be limited to the installation of one wall sign.

A sign permit from the Planning Department shall be obtained prior to installation of the signs.

In addition to the stipulations listed in this report, the developer/property owner agrees to abide by all
ordinances of the City of Leawood including the Leawood Development Ordinance, unless a deviation
has been granted, and to execute a statement acknowledging in writing that they agree to stipulations
one through three.

PLANNING COMMISSION CHANGES TO STIPULATIONS:

None

APPLICANT:

The applicant is Vanessa Harbrucker with Acme Sign, Inc.
The property is owned by Leawood Executive Properties
The property is managed by Leawood Executive Management, LLC.

REQUEST:

The applicant is requesting approval of a Final Sign Plan for a wall sign for MHC Financial Services.

ZONING:

The property is currently zoned SD-O (Planned Office).

COMPREHENSIVE PLAN:

The Comprehensive Plan designates this property as Office.

SURROUNDING ZONING:

North Directly north across College Boulevard is the Fox Hill Office Park within the city of
Overland Park.

South Directly south is the residential subdivision Huntington Farms, zoned RP-4, Planned
Cluster Residential — Previous Leawood Development Ordinance.

East Directly east is the residential subdivision Huntington Farms, zoned RP-4, Planned
Cluster Residential from the previous Leawood Development Ordinance.

West Directly west is a neighboring office building still within the Leawood Executive
Centre zoned SD-O (Planned Office)

7L
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LOCATION:

SIGNAGE:

o The applicant is proposing to install a wall sign that faces north that reads “MHC Financial”.
The sign will be a total of 83.48 sq. ft. and will take up 4.56% of the facade.

e The sign will be located on the top-left corner of the most easterly portion of the building, facing north
and will be 36" away from the edge of the building.

o The proposed sign measures 17' 12" in length and 4' 10 %" in height. The letters will have 3 %2 returns.

o The proposed sign will consist of individually mounted, halo illuminated reverse channel letters with
faces and returns to be painted “Map Brushed Aluminum®. The illumination of the sign will be a white
LED Halo liiumination.

o An existing wall sign is located on the north side of the northem portion of the same building reading
“MANILDRA GROUP USA’". Per the Leawood Development Ordinance Section 16-4-6.13 Permanent
Sign Regulations: Signs permitted in SD-O Districts are to have a total maximum of two wall signs,
must have a maximum area of 5% of the building fagade (not to exceed a total of 200 sq. ft.), and are
allowed lighting that is halo-illuminated, externally illuminated, or non-illuminated.

o Per the Leawood Development Ordinance Section 16-4-6.10(C), General Regulations: Signage and
building addresses on the facades of buildings shall be individual cast letters that reflect the style of
the building. Metal lettering is encouraged. Anchor tenants shall have signage heights reviewed on an
individual basis. Signage for remaining tenants shall be limited to 18 inches in height and placed on a
recessed surface of the building. Signage color will be limited to one color per building or building
group.



RESOLUTION NO.

RESOLUTION APPROVING A FINAL SIGN PLAN FOR MHC FINANCIAL
SERVICES - WALL SIGN, LOCATED SOUTH OF COLLEGE BOULEVARD

AND EAST OF ROE AVENUE (PC CASE 110-18)

WHEREAS, the applicant submitted a request for approval of a Final Sign Plan
for a wall sign;

WHEREAS, such request for approval was presented to the Planning Commission
on September 25, 2018; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission reviewed the application and
recommended approval with certain stipulations.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF
THE CITY OF LEAWOOD, KANSAS:

SECTION ONE: The Governing Body hereby approves the applicant’s
request and the Planning Commission’s recommendation of approval for said Final Sign
Plan subject to the following stipulations:

1. The approval shall be limited to the installation of one wall sign.

2. A sign permit from the Planning Department shall be obtained prior to installation
of the signs.

3. In addition to the stipulations listed in this report, the developer/property owner
agrees to abide by all ordinances of the City of Leawood including the Leawood
Development Ordinance, unless a deviation has been granted, and to execute a
statement acknowledging in writing that they agree to stipulations one through
three.

SECTION TWO: This resolution shall become effective upon passage.

PASSED by the Governing Body this 15" day of October, 2018.

APPROVED by the Mayor this 15" day of October, 2018.

[SEAL] e
Peggy J. Dunn, Mayor

ATTEST:

Debra Harper, CMC, City Clerk



APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Andrew K. Hall, Assistant City Attorney
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MEMO

To: Mayor Peggy Dunn and City Council
From: Mark A. Klein, Planning Official
cc: Scott Lambers, City Administrator
Richard Coleman, Director of Community Development
Date of Meeting: October 15,2018
Date of Memo: October 4, 2018
Re: Planning Commission Minutes

Due to this item being on the Planning Commission Consent Agenda, there is no Planning Commission
minutes available for this case.
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City of Leawood Governing Body Staff Report

MEETING DATE: October 15, 2018
REPORT WRITTEN:  September 26, 2018

VILLAGE OF SEVILLE - WINDY CITY BAR AND GRILL - OUTDOOR PATIOS - REQUEST FOR
APPROVAL OF A FINAL PLAN - Located north of 133rd Street and west of State Line Road -
Case 105-18

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION:

The Planning Commission recommends approval unanimously (7-0) of Case 105-18, Village of Seville -
Windy City Bar and Grill outdoor patios — request for approval of a Final Plan, with the following stipulations:
1. The projectis limited to the construction of two fenced patio spaces at the Windy City Pub in the Village
of Seviile, to be located on the eastern and southern building facades.

The project shall comply with the design guidelines for Village of Seville.

Patio pilasters shall be faced with natural stone material o match the existing stone in the Village of
Seville.

4. The patios shall maintain the minimum walkway widths required by the American's with Disabilities
Act.

Development rights under this approval shall vest in accordance with K.S.A. 12-764.

In addition to the stipulations listed in this report, the developer/property owner agrees to abide by all
ordinances of the City of Leawood including the Leawood Development Ordinance, unless a deviation
has been granted, and to execute a statement acknowledging in writing that they agree to stipulations
one through six.

w N

o »n

PLANNING COMMISSION CHANGES TO STIPULATIONS:
e None.

APPLICANT:

¢ The applicant is Gary Withers with Windy City Pub.

¢ The property is owned by Gary Withers.

¢ The architect is John Davidson with Davidson Architecture & Engineering.

REQUEST:

¢ The applicant is requesting approval of a Final Plan for the addition of two patio spaces on the exterior
of the Windy City Bar and Grill - one 18 seat patio (6 tables) on the east side (front) of the building,
and one 18 seat patio (6 tables) on the south side of the building.
The applicant is requesting to enclose three sides of each patio with a 4’ aluminum fence.
No other changes are proposed with this application.

ZONING:
e The property is currently zoned SD-CR (Planned General Retail).

COMPREHENSIVE PLAN:
o The Comprehensive Plan designates this property as Retail.

™
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LOCATION:

SURROUNDING ZONING:

North  Adjacent to the north property line of the Village of Seville are the Leawood South
Townhomes, zoned RP-4 (Planned Cluster Residential under a previous version of the
Leawood Development Ordinance) and Leawood Square, a commercial development
zoned SD-CR (Planned Commercial Retail).

South  Adjoining the south property line of the Village of Seville is 133 Street. On the south side
of 133 Street is vacant land (formerly used as an airport) zoned SD-CR.

East  State Line Road is adjacent to the east property line. On the east side of State Line Road is
commercial development within Kansas City, Missouri.

West  Directly to the west of Village of Seville is the Enclave at Cedar Point, Zoned RP-2 (Planned
Cluster Detached Residential District) and Greenbrier of Leawood, a single-family
subdivision zoned R-1 (Planned Single-family Low Density Residential).

SITE PLAN:

The tenant space is currently occupied by Windy City Pub.
The tenant space is located on the west side of the development, on the southern corner of the main
retail building within the center.

The main entrance of Windy City Pub is oriented to the east, along with the other tenant spaces within
the main center.

The front door entrance to Windy City Pub is covered by a portico extending to the front sidewalk
Planting beds and decorative pavers exist on the eastern fagade of the buiiding.



Head-in parking spaces exist directly in front of Windy City Pub. The vehicles are separated from the
proposed patio fence by a 7 foot sidewalk. The sidewalk provides access to the storefronts of the main
center on the east side of the building. Pedestrian crossings provide connections to a pad site to the
south (along the north side of 1331 Street).

Eastern Patio

A fenced, outdoor patio is proposed to the north of the main entrance of the restaurant (eastern fagade)
to be located on existing concrete in front of the building. A 4’ black aluminum fence will enclose the
patio on the southern, eastern and northern sides.

The eastern patio is approximately 15’ in width and 39" in length and can be accessed through an
exterior patio gate, located on the southern end in close proximity to the doorway, and by an interior
door of the restaurant.

On the eastern patio, three new 3'-6" tall x 2'-2" wide pilasters will anchor the new fence. The pilasters
will be faced with tan colored natural stone to match the existing fagade, and will be capped with cast
stone to match the existing center.

The patio will maintain the minimum walkway width required by the Americans with Disabilities Act

(ADA),

Southern Patio

A fenced outdoor patio is also proposed on the southern side of the building, and will require a new 4"
concrete slab on a rock base. The new concrete slab will directly abut the adjacent curb. A 4' black
aluminum fence will enclose the patio on the eastern, southern and western sides. The fence will be
located approximately 1' from the adjacent curb.

The southern patio is approximately 8'-6" in width and 26'-8" in length. The southem patio is accessed
through an exterior patio gate, located on the eastern end of the patio in close proximity to the doors,
and does not have a direct interior doorway access within the gated area.

On the southern patio, two new 3'-6" tall x 2’-2" wide pilasters will be located at each end of the patio
to anchor the new fence. The pilasters will be faced with tan colored hatural stone to match the existing
facade, and will be capped with cast stone to match the existing center.

An existing light pole, to remain, is located on the eastern end of the southern patio, outside of the
fenced patio area.

The patio will maintain the minimum walkway width required by the Americans with Disabilities Act
(ADA).

ELEVATIONS:

An existing red awning and row of windows are located on the southern fagade, within the proposed
patio space.

A storefront window system is located on the eastern fagade, within the proposed patio space.

The applicant is not proposing changes to the fagade of the tenant space.



Existing Eastern Fagade Existing Southern Fagade

Patio Furnishings:

» Each patio area will seat up to 18 patrons at six tables.

e The patio furniture will consist of steel finished, round and rectangular metal tables and chairs in
charcoal. Both high-top and standard tables are proposed.

e The chairs will be stackable.
No outdoor heaters are proposed.

SIGNAGE:
o No signage is proposed with this project.

LANDSCAPING:

e Existing planters are located on the eastemn fagade, and will remain as existing.

» Three ornamental trees are located on the south side of the building, between the curb and the fagade.
The ornamental trees will be removed and relocated further west, on the same side of the building.

LIGHTING:
o There are no proposed changes to lighting.

STAFF COMMENTS:

o If it is determined by ABC (Alcohol Beverage Control) that alcohol cannot be served outside of a
controlled area, such as the front door, an interior entrance from the restaurant to the patio will have to
be provided or alcohol will not be able to be served.

e With the construction of the patio on the south side of the building, the potential for a future sidewalk
connection to the west might be lost.



RESOLUTION NO.

RESOLUTION APPROVING A FINAL PLAN FOR VILLAGE OF SEVILLE -
WINDY CITY BAR AND GRILL - OUTDOOR PATIOS, LOCATED NORTH OF
13382 STREET AND WEST OF STATE LINE ROAD. (PC CASE 105-18)

WHEREAS, the applicant submitted a request for a Final Plan for installation of
two outdoor patios;

WHEREAS, such request for approval was presented to the Planning Commission
on September 25, 2018; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission reviewed the application and
recommended approval with certain stipulations.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF
THE CITY OF LEAWOOD, KANSAS:

SECTION ONE: The Governing Body hereby approves the applicant’s
request and the Planning Commission’s recommendation of approval for said Final Plan
subject to the following stipulations:

1. The project is limited to the construction of two fenced patio spaces at the Windy
City Pub in the Village of Seville, to be located on the eastern and southern
building facades.

2. The project shall comply with the design guidelines for Village of Seville.

3. Patio pilasters shall be faced with natural stone material to match the existing
stone in the Village of Seville.

4. The patios shall maintain the minimum walkway widths required by the
American’s with Disabilities Act.

5. Development rights under this approval shall vest in accordance with K.S.A. 12-
764.

6. In addition to the stipulations listed in this report, the developer/property owner
agrees to abide by all ordinances of the City of Leawood including the Leawood
Development Ordinance, unless a deviation has been granted, and to execute a
statement acknowledging in writing that they agree to stipulations one through
SIX.

SECTION TWO: This resolution shall become effective upon passage.

PASSED by the Governing Body this 15" day of October, 2018.

APPROVED by the Mayor this 15" day of October, 2018.

[SEAL]
Peggy J. Dunn, Mayor



ATTEST:

Debra Harper, CMC, City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Andrew K. Hall, Assistant City Attorney
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55’1} IM ark Specifications

Foodservice Equipment, Supplies and Design

To Project From
Windy City Pub Windy City Pub - Patio Furniture Trimark-Hockenbergs Kansas City
Gary Withers Austin Carpenter

14603 W 112th
Lenexa, KS 66215
913-491-4999
9139987537 (Contact)

ITEM 1- BAR STOOL (1 REQ'D)

Plantation Prestige Commercial Furniture LLC Model 2550300-04 Dimensions: 43(h) x 19(w) x

22(d)

Topeka Bar Stool, stackable, armless, designed for outdoor/indoor use, solid back & mesh seat, footrest,

tubular steel frame, charcoal finish il

lea 3 year limited warranty on frame
CLOSEOQUT ITEM

ITEM 2- CHAIR (1 REQ'D)

Plantation Prestige Commercial Furniture LLC Model 2551100-0450 Dimensions: 32(h) x 21(w) x
22(d)
Topeka Dining Arm Chair, stackable, designed for outdoor/indoor use, solid back & mesh seat, tubular steel
frame, charcoal finish (to be discontinued, contact factory for availability)
lea 3 year limited warranty on frame
CLOSEOQUT {TEM

ITEM 3 - SPARE NO.
ITEM 4 - SPARE NO.
ITEM5 - METAL TABLE TOP (1 REQ'D)

Plantation Prestige Commercial Furniture LLC Model 2203000-01 Dimensions: 30(w)
Table Top, 30" dia., round, micromesh, with umbrella hole, designed for outdoor/indoor use, 16 gauge steel,
powder coated finish (base sold separately)

lea 3 year limited warranty

1lea Model 50 Charcoal

Page 1 of 3
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08/29/2018 Windy City Pub - Patio Furniture

ITEM 6 - METAL TABLE TOP (1 REQ'D)
Plantation Prestige Commercial Furniture LLC Model 2203030-01 Dimensions: 30{w) x 30(d)
Table Top, 30" x 30", square, micromesh, with umbrella hole, designed for outdoor/indoor use, 16 gauge
steel, powder coated finish (base sold separately)

lea 3 year limited warranty

1ea Model 50 Charcoal

Café Table Base, dining height, 28" dia. spread, butterfly legs, 16 gauge steel, powder coated finish {to be used
with 32" or smaller table tops)

lea 3 year limited warranty on frame

lea Model 50 Charcoal

ITEM 8- METAL TABLE BASE (1 REQ'D)
Plantation Prestige Commercial Furniture LLC Model 2345700-01 Dimensions: 39(h) x 28(w)

Butterfly Bar Table Base, bar height, 28" dia. spread, round, 16 gauge steel, powder coated finish (to be used
with 32" or smaller table tops)

ITEM 7 - METAL TABLE BASE (1 REQ'D)
Plantation Prestige Commercial Furniture LLC Model 2342700-01 Dimensions: 29(h} x 28(w)

lea 3 year limited warranty on frame
lea Model 50 Charcoal
ITEM 9 - METALTABLE TOP (1 REQ'D)

Plantation Prestige Commercial Furniture LLC Model 2203600-01 Dimensions: 36(w)

Table Top, 36" dia., round, micromesh, with umbrella hole, designed for outdoor/indoor use, 16 gauge steel,
powder coated finish (base sold separately)

lea 3 year limited warranty
lea Model 50 Charcoal
ITEM 10 - METAL TABLE TOP (1 REQ'D)

Plantation Prestige Commercial Furniture LLC Model 2203636-01 Dimensions: 36(w) x 36(d)
Table Top, 36" x 36", square, micromesh, with umbrella hole, designed for outdoor/indoor use, 16 gauge
steel, powder coated finish (base sold separately)

1ea 3 year limited warranty

1lea Model 50 Charcoal

ITEM 12 - METAL TABLE BASE (1 REQ'D)
Plantation Prestige Commercial Furniture LLC Model 234470001 Dimensions: 39(h) x 32(w}

Butterfly Bar Table Base, bar height, 32" dia. spread, 16 gauge steel, powder coated finish (to be used with 36"

or larger table tops)
lea 3 year limited warranty on frame
iea Model 50 Charcoal

ITEM 11 - METAL TABLE BASE (1 REQ'D) (
Plantation Prestige Commercial Furniture LLC Model 2343700-01 Dimensions: 29(h) x 32{w)
Café Table Base, dining height, 32" dia. spread, butterfly legs, 16 gauge steel, powder coated finish (to be used s\
with 36" or larger table tops)

lea 3 year limited warranty on frame

lea Model 50 Charcoal

Page 2 of 3



City of Leawood
Planning Commission Meeting
September 25, 2018
Meeting - 6:00 p.m.
Leawood City Hall Council Chambers
4800 Town Center Drive
Leawood, KS 66211
913.339.6700 x 160

CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL: Hunter, Belzer, Hoyt, Pateidl, Strauss, Coleman,
Block, and Stevens. Absent: Elkins.

In Chairman Elkins’s absence, Vice-Chairman Pateidl served as Chairman.
APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA-

Chairman Elkins: I see we have some documents. Would you care to explain any
changes?

Mr, Klein; There are no changes to the agenda; however, there are documents
concerning Case 107-18. When we get to that application, we can explain further.

Chairman Elkins: If there are no other changes, I would entertain a motion to approve.

A motion to approve the agenda was made by Strauss; seconded by Hoyt. Motion
carried with a unanimous vote of 7-0. For: Hunter, Belzer, Hoyt, Strauss, Coleman,
Block, and Stevens.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES: Approval of the minutes from the August 28, 2018
Planning Commission meeting.

Chairman Pateidl: Does anyone care to make corrections to the minutes? Seeing no
changes, 1 would entertain a motion.

A motion to approve the minutes from the August 28, 2018 Planning Commission
meeting was made by Hoyt; seconded by Belzer. Motion carried with a unanimous
vote of 7-0. For: Hunter, Belzer, Hoyt, Strauss, Coleman, Block, and Stevens.

CONSENT AGENDA:

Chairman Pateidl: Does anyone wish to pull this item for discussion? If not, I would
entertain a motion.

CASE 110-18 - MHC FINANCIAL SERVICES - WALL SIGN - Request for approval
of a Final Sign Plan, located south of College Boulevard and east of Roe Avenue.

Leawood Planning Commission -1- September 25, 2018



A motion to approve the Consent Agenda was made by Coleman; seconded by Hoyt.
Motion carried with a unanimous vote of 7-0. For: Hunter, Belzer, Hoyt, Strauss,
Coleman, Block, and Stevens.

NEW BUSINESS:
CASE 105-18 — VILLAGE OF SEVILLE - WINDY CITY BAR & GRILL OUTDOOR

PATIOS — Request for approval of a Final Plan — located north of 133" Street and west
of State Line Road.

Staff Presentation:
City Planner Jessica Schuller made the following presentation:

Ms. Schuller: This is Case 105-18 — Windy City Pub — Outdoor Patios — Request for
approval of a Final Plan. Windy City Pub is located north of 133™ Street and west of
State Line Road within the Village of Seville. The applicant is requesting approval of two
exterior patios and patio furniture to be plated within gated patio areas. One patio is
proposed on the east side of the building, which is adjacent to the main entrance. The
other is proposed on the southern side of the building, which is adjacent to a drive that
provides access to the rear of the building. Each patjo is proposed to seat up to 18. There
will be a combination of low- and high-top tables. The patlos will require new pilaster in
the corners in order to support the 4* aluminuim fence su:;roundmg the patios. These will
be faced in natural stone to match the existing fagade within the Village of Seville. Staff
has concerns regarding the southern patio loeation. This patio would require food and
drink to be served out of the main entrance of the pub, as there is no direct doorway
access onto the smfhern patio. Staff w1shes to ensure the applicant complies with any
alcohol beverage control standards that may exist regarding that. The southern patio
location may also eliminate any future sidewalk connection along the south side of the
building. Currently, the sidewalk stubs out near the eastern corner of the south side and
does not connect across the southern end. The application is in compliance with the
Leawood Development Ordinance (LDO), and staff recommends approval of Case 105-
18 with the stipulations in the Staff Report.

Comm. Block: Does the callout for the front door need to be included as a stipulation, or
is it enough just to include it in this report?

Ms. Schuller; We reached out to Alcohol Beverage Control (ABC) and didn’t get a
response. We didn’t include a stipulation because we weren’t sure it was an issue, but it is
something the applicant should be aware of.

Comm. Hoyt: You also mentioned a concern about the elimination of the sidewalk
potential. Is it not a level of concern that would require a stipulation?

Mr. Klein; It is just to make the Planning Commission and Governing Body aware that
the patio precludes future connection to the rear.

Leawood Planning Commission -2- September 25, 2018



Chairman Pateidl: Are there any other questions? Would the applicant care to respond?

Applicant Presentation:
John Davidson, Davidson Architecture and Engineering, 4301 Indian Creek Parkway,
appeared before the Planning Commission and made the following comments:

Mr. Davidson: I’'m here on behalf of Mr. Withers, who is at his grand opening tonight.
We agree with all of staff’s comments. The sidewalk in question leads to the back of the
building into the trash dumpster. There is really no access needed, so we don’t see it as an
issue, but we understand the concern. We also understand the concern about alcohol
being served outside, and we will abide by whatever ABC requires. We’d be happy to
answer any questions.

Chairman Pateidl: Are there any questions of the applicant? To be clear, you are in
agreement with all six stipulations?

Mr. Davidson: We are.

Comm. Block: To serve the patio, there is a door that goes from the inside. Is there a
secondary door coming from the private dining room that also accesses the patio?

Mr. Davidson: No; there is a gate that accesses it from the front of the building from the
outside but not from the inside.

Chairman Pateidl: Are there other questions for the applicant? Is there discussion
regarding the application? I would entertain a motion.

A motion to recommend approval of CASE 105-18 — VILLAGE OF SEVILLE -
WINDY CITY BAR & GRILL OUTDOOR PATIOS - Request for approval of a
Final Plan - located north of 133" Street and west of State Line Road — with six
stipulations - was made by Hoyt; seconded by Strauss. Motion carried with a
unanimous vote of 7-0. For: Hunter, Belzer, Hoyt, Strauss, Coleman, Block, and
Stevens.

CASE 106-18 - INDIAN CREEK ELECTRICAL SUBSTATION — Request for approval
of a Final Plan, located south of I-435 and east of Mission Road.

Staff Presentation:
City Planner Ricky Sanchez made the following presentation:

Mr. Sanchez: This is Case 106-18 — Indian Creek Electrical Substation — Request for
approval of a Final Plan, located south of I-435 and east of Mission Road. The applicant
is requesting approval for a public utility facility to be operated by KCP&L, which will
be located within the Johnson County Wastewater Treatment Facility. This facility was
approved by the Governing Body on March 5, 2018. During the preliminary stages of the
wastewater facility, it was noted that additional power was needed for the project

Leawood Planning Commission -3- September 25, 2018
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« Teamvork « Service » Fauness » Dedication

HIGHLIGHTS

AREA CALLS CODE 1 NON-EMERGENCY
North Zone 717 3:32 6:15
Center Zone 724 2:12 4:41
South Zone 764 3:43 6:08

CALLS FOR SERVICE

Traffic Stops 1048
Traffic Complaint Areas investigated 49
Medical Calls 140
Alarms 127
Arrests {Adult/Juvenile) 93/8
Accidents (Total/Injury) 70/11
Open Doors 50
Suspicious Activity calls 44

Check the Welfare 24

9-1-1 Calls Received 774 (580 wireless)
Administrative Calls Received 4,957
CRIME REPORT Thismonth  Lastmonth  Ayear ago
Burglaries 5 8 3
Thefts from buildings 5 4 9
Drug possession violations (municipal) 5 8 5
Thefts from vehicles 13 46 17
Agg. assault/batteries 3 0 2
Crim. Damage to Property/Vandalism 1 6 5
DUI 13 7 12
Shoplifting 7 13 9
Stolen Autos 1 4 2

Officer of the Year

The National Alli- [
anceonMental [
lliness Kansas on
Sept.25than- |
nounced Sgt. Ken [
Whiteside as =
their CIT (Crisis
Intervention Team) Officer of the
Year for 2018. Ken was chosenin
recognition of his service to the
state Law Enforcement CIT Council
and his leadership in launching the
Kansas CIT Association, including
serving as the state group’s first
president. Ken will be honored at
the organization’s conference on
Oct. 13th.

Remains found

On Saturday, September 22,
officers were called out to the
area of 133rd Street and Over-
brook on the report of a dead
body. A person walking in the
tree line found the skeletal re-
mains of a person in the undevel-
oped area. The coroner has since
determined the deceased was a
white, adult male and there were
no signs of foul play. There was
no ID at the scene, but Detec-
tives continue to pursue leads to
identify the remains.
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Frequent crash locations

INTERSECTION Sept. 2018
1-435 & State Line Road 7 39
135th Street & State Line 1 16
103rd & State Line Road 1 14
133rd & State Line Road 0 13
135th Street & Roe Avenue 0 10
135th Street & Mission Road 1 10
119th Street & State Line Road 2 8
I-435 & Mission Road 1 7
Town Center Dr. & Roe Avenue 1 7

5 i atistics for Leawood Poli

[Part | Crimes specified by the KBI:

May-18 Jun-18 Jul-18

Aug-18 Sep-18

Aga. Assault/Battery: 3 0 2 0 3
Arson: 0 0 0 0 0
Burglary: 3 7 5 8 5
Homicide: 0 0 0 0 0
Rape: 0 0 0 0 0
Robbery: 1 0 0 0 1
Stolen Auto: 1 4 7 4 1
Theft: 44 49 35 70 29
All Other Larceny: 18 11 3 5 4
Pocket Picking: 1 0 0 0 0
Purse Snatching: 0 0 0 0 0
Shoplifting: 8 5 7 13 7
Theft from Building: 5 2 3 4 5
Theft from CoinOperated Machine: 0 0 0 0 0
Theft from Motor Vehicle: 12 28 22 46 13
Theft of Motor Vehicle Parts/Accessories: 0 3 0 2 0
Sub-Total: 52 60 49 82 39
May-18 Jun-18 Jul-18 Awg-18 Sep-18
Adult Arrests 113 91 86 106 93
Juvenile Arrests 2 6 3 2 8
Citations/Citation Charges 728/952  608/816 590/782  629/827  776/1024
‘Warnings/Warning Charges 277/510  343/558 347/560  311/527 382/617
Damage over $1,000 Accident 59 35 39 45 54
Damage under $1,000 Accident 8 5 10 11 s
Injury Accident 10 10 5 12 11
Field Interview Contacts 13 16 11 26 16
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e
11 LEA%E’ FIRE DEPART'\W Monthly Calls for Service

Fire Responses 4
September 2018 Report  [FVSReswones -
HazMat Responses 9
Fire Loss Tech Rescue Responses 1
Fire related incidents for the month in Leawood: 3 Other Calls for Service 53
Fire Loss: $0 Total Calls 247

Monthly Activity Hours

(Non-training - can include response, public edu- s ol
cation, public services, maintenance, etc) Monthly Highlights

Staff Activity Hours: 1,603

17 Car Seat Installations

27 Public Relations / Education Events
107 CPR / First Aid students

8 Residential Smoke Alarm Assists
County-wide Emergency Management
exercise, included Leawood EOC

Monthly Training Hours

Training Hours: 992

Incident Response Times

Emergency service performance standards are measured by 90-percentile performance to demonstrate credibility and
reliability in service delivery. Percentile metrics demonstrate a better representation of response times than averages.
Instead of displaying what the Department does half of the time, the Department observes what it does the majority of
the time. Travel and total response times only include emergency responses within the City of Leawood.

Summary of Monthly LFD Baseline Performance at the 90" Percentile

LFD - Baseline Performance . Tech
90™ Percentile All Calls Fire EMS Retens HazMat
Al 3 .
= anﬁ,’,‘i‘;‘lg Call Pick-Up to Dispatch :58 57 1:00 53 149
Turnout Time | Dispatch to 1st Unit Enroute 1:28 2:05 1:26 :56 1:01

Travel Time Enroute to Arrival Time
Ist Unit on Scene 5:44 3:26 5:44 N/A N/A

SRt Emergency Responses Only
Total Response Enroute to Arrival
P 1st Unit on Scene 7:15 5:15 7:11 N/A N/A

Time - 1st Unit Emergency Responses Only

Total Response Enroute to Arrival
P Effective Response Force 9:17 5:15 9:17 N/A N/A

Time - ERF Emergency Responses Only
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2015
977
1,918
3,013
4,735
6,383
7,518
8,613
9,916
10,880

LEAWOOD MUNICIPAL COURT
CASELOAD

CUMULATIVE

2016
1,430
2,959
3,813
4,964
6,111
7,449
8,446
9,845
10,821

2017
1,246
2,201
3,253
4,615
5,483
6,652
7,783
8,778
9,677

11,854 12,167 10,792

12,817
13,789

13,094
14,009

11,812
12,523

2018

890
1,537
2,280
2,907
3,900
4,713
5,607
6,470
7,527

UM

2015
977
941

1,095

1,722

1,648

1,135

1,095

1,303
964
974
963
972

13,789
14,400

MONTHLY

2016
1,430
1,529
854
1,151
1,147
1,338
997
1,399
976
1,346
927
915

14,009
14,400

2017
1,246
955
1052
912
1,318
1,169
1,131
995
899
1,115
1,020
711

12,523

2018
890
647
743
627
993
813
894
863

1057

7,527

14,400 14,000

16,000 i

14,000

12,000

10,000

8,000

6,000
4,000

2,000 ¢
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JAN
FEB
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MAY
JUN
JuL

SEP
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LEAWOOD)

AUNICIPAL COURT
RECEIPTS PROCESSED

CUMULATIVE MONTHLY
2015 2016 2017 2018 2015 2016 2017 2018
$ 14019150 $§ 152,40200 $ 135,807.50 $ 124,200.00 JAN $ 14019150 $ 162,402.00 $ 13589750 $ 124,209.00
$ 296,643.00 $ 31988725 $ 27114075 $ 226,773.06 FEB $ 156,45150 $ 167,485.25 $ 13524325 $ 102,564.06
$ 42207650 $ 46949620 $ 41 743575 $ 328,422.81 MAR §$ 125,433.50 $ 149,60895 § 146,295.00 $ 101,649.75
$ 553,25280 $ 60268820 $ 539,966.25 $ 430,749.06 APR $ 131,176.30 $ 133,192.00 $ 122,630.50 § 102,326.25
$ 708499080 §$ 727,709.75 $ 667,316.25 $ 532,916.01 MAY $ 155,247.00 $ 125,021.55 $ 127,350.00 $ 102,166.95
$ 847,198.05 § 88187605 $ 803,020.75 $ 632,601.01 JUN $ 138,698.25 $ 154,166.30 $ 135,704.50 $ 99,685.00
$ 963,14055 $1,016,51555 § 93749625 $ 740,497.51 JUL $ 11594250 $ 134,639.50 $ 13447550 $ 107,896.50
$1,106,732.96 $1,172,883.80 § 1.065,71825 § 853,735.81 AUG $ 143,592.41 % 156,368.25 $ 128,222.00 $ 113,238.30
$1,229,314.46 $1,208,908.30 $ 1,171,682.50 $ 93959481 SEP $ 122,561.50 $ 126,11450 $ 10596425 § 85,859.00
$1,365,192.71 $1,473,387.55 $ 1,293,663.50 OoCcT § 135,878.25 $ 174,380.25 $ 121,981.00
$1,468,749.96 $1,630,461.55 $ 1.41 3,905.25 NOV 3 103,557.25 $ 157,07400 $ 120,241.75
$1,580,496.71 $1,744,850.80 $ 1,518,103.44 DEC § 121,746.75 § 11438925 § 104,198.19
$ 1,590,496.71 $ 1,744,850.80 $ 1,518,103.44 $ 939,594.81
$ 1,500,000.00 $ 1,500,000.00 $ 1,500,000.00 1,500,000.00
CUMULATIVE
$2,020,000.00
$1,520,000.00
P

$1,020,000.00
$520,000.00

$20,000.00

«thfrﬁ

JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC
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City of Leawood Governing Body Staff Report

MEETING DATE: October 15, 2018
REPORT WRITTEN:  September 26, 2018

12 A

INDIAN CREEK ELECTRICAL SUBSTATION - REQUEST FOR A FINAL PLAN - Located south of
1-435 and east of Mission Road. Case 106-18

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION:
The Planning Commission recommends approval unanimously (7-0) of Case 106-18, Indian Creek
Electrical Substation — request for approval of a Final Plan with the following stipulations.

1.

~No

The project is limited to construction of an electrical substation, which is approximately 340’ by 200’
and contains structures that are up to 90’ in height within the substation with structures outside of the
substation that are up to 110 in height within the Johnson County Wastewater Treatment Facility.
Per the Leawood Development Ordinance, the source of illumination of all proposed light fixtures shall
not be visible.

All ground mounted utility boxes shall be screened from all public right-of-way with evergreen plantings.
Such plantings shall be a minimum of 6" taller than the utility they are to screen.

All new utility boxes with a height of less than 55 inches, a footprint of equal to or less than 15 square
feet in area, or a pad footprint of equal to or less than 15 square feet, may be installed only with the
prior approval of the Director of Community Development as being in compliance with this Ordinance.
All new utility boxes with a height of 55 inches or greater, a footprint greater than 15 square fest in
area, or a pad footprint greater than 15 square feet in area, shall be authorized only by approval of a
special use permit prior to construction.

All ground mounted light fixtures associated with this project shall be a maximum of 18' in height.

The applicant shall obtain all approvals and permits from the Public Works Department, per the public
works memo dated September 20, 2018 on file with the City of Leawood Department of Community
Development, prior to issuance of a building permit.

No construction shall be allowed between the hours of 9:00 p.m. to 6:00 a.m., and not on Sundays,
May 15t to September 1¢.. No construction shall be allowed between the hours of 9:00 p.m. and 7:00
a.m., and not on Sundays, the remainder of the year. Construction outside of these times shall meet
the noise ordinances and shall require notification to, and approval from, the Director of Community
Development on a case by case basis.

Development rights under this approval shail vest in accordance with K.S.A, 12-764.

. In addition to the stipulations listed in this report, the developer/property owner agrees to abide by all

ordinances of the City of Leawood including the Leawood Development Ordinance, unless a deviation
has been granted, and to execute a statement acknowledging in writing that they agree to stipulations
one through ten.

PLANNING COMMISSION CHANGES TO THE STIPULATIONS:

Landscaping was approved with Case 03-18, the Final Plan for the Johnson County Wastewater Treatment
Facility Expansion, which included the Indian Creek Electrical Substation, therefore stipulations 3, 7, and
8 regarding landscaping were removed.

Formally Stipulation 3

From:
Per the Leawood Development Ordinance, all landscaped areas shall be irrigated.
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To:
Stipulation removed

Formally Stipulation 7
From:

Per the Leawood Development Ordinance, all medium and large deciduous trees (including street
trees), shall be 2 4" caliper as measured 6” above the ground, all small deciduous and ornamental
trees shall be a minimum of 1 %" caliper as measured 6" above the ground, conifers and evergreen
trees shall be a minimum of €' in height, and shrubs shall be a 24" in height at the time of planting.

To:
Stipulation removed

Formally Stipulation 8
From:

A letter, signed and sealed by a Kansas registered Landscape Architect, shall be submitted prior to
final occupancy that states that all landscaping has been installed per the approved landscape plan
and all plant material used is to the highest standards of the nursery industry.

To:
Stipulation removed

Formally Stipulation 10
From:

The source of illumination of all proposed light fixtures shall not be visible

To:
Stipulation Removed due to the stipulation being a duplicate of Stiputation 2.

Stipulation 7: Formally Stipulation 11

This stipulation was modified to include the date of the memo from the Public Works Department to add

specificity.

From:
The applicant shall obtain all approvals and permits from the Public Works Department, per the public
works memo on file with the City of Leawood Department of Community Development, prior to issuance
of a building permit.

To:

The applicant shall obtain all approvals and permits from the Public Works Department, per the public
works memo dated September 20, 2018 on file with the City of Leawood Department of Community
Development, prior to issuance of a building permit.

APPLICANT:

e The property is owned by Johnson County Wastewater and the City of Leawood.
¢ The contactis Chris Koch with KCP&L



¢ The engineer is John Keller with Black & Veatch Corporation,
¢ The landscape architect is Troy Henningson, PLA with HDR.

REQUEST:

¢ This is a request for approval of Final Plan for a KCP&L Electrical Substation to be located within the
Johnson County Wastewater Treatment Facility, south of I-435 and east of Mission Road.

ZONING:
o The property is currently zoned AG (Agricultural District).

COMPREHENSIVE PLAN:
o The Comprehensive Plan designates this property as Public.

LOCATION:

SURROUNDING ZONING:

¢ North To the north of the site is Lee Boulevard and 1-435. Beyond |-435 is Mission Farms, a
mixed use development, zoned MXD (Mixed Use Development District) and the single
family residential subdivision of Leawood Estates, zoned R-1 (Planned Single Family
Low Density Residential District).

¢ South To the south of the subject site is Indian Creek, the confluence of indian Creek and
Tomahawk Creek, and property owned by the City of Leawood, zoned REC (Planned
Recreation).

e East To the east is Leawood City Park, zoned REC (Planned Recreation).

o West To the west is additional property for Leawood City Park, zoned REC (Planned
Recreation). Beyond Leawood City Park is Mission Road and the single-family



residential subdivision of Longwood Forest, zoned R-1 (Planned Single Family Low
Density Residential District) and vacant land located within the City of Overland Park,
Kansas.

SITE PLAN COMMENTS:
Electrical Substation:

The Governing Body approved an expansion to the Johnson County Wastewater Treatment Plant with
Case 03-18, Johnson County Wastewater Treatment Facility Expansion, on March 5, 2018 (Resolution
4896). The site layout provided with that application showed a KCP&L Electrical Substation located in
the northeastern quadrant of the project, directly west of Indian Creek.

The Governing Body approved a special use permit for a public utility/electrical substation, and
preliminary plan with Case 124-17, Johnson County Wastewater — KCP&L Electrical Substation, on
January 2, 2018 (Ordinance 2874).

This application is for a Final Plan for the electrical substation operated by KCP&L, along with the
overhead power lines associated with the substation.

No changes are proposed to the remainder of the site layout that was approved with Case 03-18,
Johnson County Wastewater Treatment Facility Expansion.

The KCPAL electrical substation is proposed to be located in the northeastern quadrant of the Johnson
County Wastewater Treatment Facility at the northern end of the former detention basin that is being
removed. Indian Creek is directly to the east and south, Lee Boulevard is to the north and the
remainder of the Johnson County Wastewater Treatment Plant is to the west.

The KCP&L electrical substation site is generally rectangular and is approximately 340' X 200,

The surfacing of the substation will be crushed rock.

The applicant is proposing an 8' tall chain link fence around the perimeter of the substation.

Ten 18' pole mounted light fixtures will be provided around the perimeter of the electrical substation
within the perimeter fence.

The substation will be accessed by two gates on the west side of the compound. One gate is located
at the northwest corner and the other at the southwest corner. Each gate is 20’ in width.

Johnson County Wastewater will construct a 6' chain link security fence with three strands of barbed
wire along the top. Within this security fence constructed by Johnson County Wastewater, KCP&L will
construct an 8' chain link fence with no barbed wire for the substation.

Within the substation will be a variety of electrical structures that will range in height between
approximately 11' and 90'. In conjunction with the substation, two transmission poles are proposed

ranging in height between 100’ to 110°. The following table describes the structure types within the
substation.

Structure Purpose of Structure Approx. | Material of
Height | Construction

Transmission Deadend | Support Electrical Conductor 110’ | Galvanized Stesl

Substation Deadend Support Transmission Conductor within 90’ Galvanized Steel
Substation

Lightning Mast Lighting Protection for Substation 90’ Galvanized Steel
Equipment

Switch Stand with Switch | Support High Voltage Disconnect 24 Galvanized Steel
Switch

Bus Stand with Insulator | Support High Voitage Bus 16' Galvanized Steel




Structure Purpose of Structure Approx. | Material of
Height | Construction

Transformer Stand with | Support Potential Transformers 18’ Galvanized Steel

Potential Transformers

Cireuit Switches Stand Supports Circuit Switchers 24 Galvanized Steel

with Circuit Switcher

Control Enclosure Enclosure for Electrical Equipment 15’ Steel

This image shows the locations of
the substation in a red outline, two
Transmission Poles in red (100" and
110'), two Substation Dead End
Structures in yellow (90'), and the
Lightning Shielding Mast in green
(90°).

Modifications to Overhead Utilities:

There are existing elecfrical fransmission lines that run east-west on the south side of Lee Blvd.

The applicant is proposing to realigh the transmission lines that are directly north of where the

electrical substation will be located, fo angle to them south at the northeast and northwest

corners of the electrical substation to connect with the substation.

o The new alignhment to enter the electrical substation from the northeast will be accomplished
by removing an existing three pole transmission structure that is on property owned by the
City of Leawood, and replacing it with a new transmission pole (110 in height) further to the
west on land owned by Johnson County Wastewater. The new transmission pole will be
approximately 25’ from Johnson County Wastewater's east property line and in line with the
existing transmission lines. The transmission lines from this pole will then angle to the
southwest to connect to a new transmission pole (90') that will be within the northeast corner
of the new electrical substation.

o The new alignment to enter the electrical substation from the northwest will be done by
adding a new transmission pole (100’ in height) to the east and in line with an existing three
pole transmission structure on Johnson County Wastewater property to remain. The
transmission lines from the new pole will then angle to the southeast to connect with a new
transmission pole (90°) within the northwest corner of the new substation.

BULK REGULATIONS:

Per Section 16-2-4.7, Structures Permitted above the Height Limits, buildings and structures
constructed for the purpose of public uses, government uses, or public ufility facilities, may exceed the



height limitations of the district. However, no portion of any structure may be erected to a height
exceeding 75' without approval of the Governing Body incorporated in the conditions of an approved
Development Plan. The Governing Body approved the maximum height to exceed 75’ to a maximum
of 110’ (Ord. 2874). Unless otherwise provided for in an approved Development Plan, any increase in
the permitted height of any such structure above the height allowed herein, or in such district
regulations shall require at least one additional foot of setback space on all sides for each additional
foot by which such building or structure exceeds such height limit. Several of the structures associated
with the electrical substation are 90’ or above in height and have received Governing Body approval to
exceed 75' in height. The maximum height within the AG District is 35'. With the exception of one
transmission pole that is 110’ in height within the northeast corer of the site, the applicant is providing
one additional foot of setback for each foot that the structures exceed the height limitation of 35’

o Per Section 16-1-4, Public Utilities and Public Safety Uses, poles and wires or any similar equipment
for transmission distribution to customers of electricity, that otherwise meet the terms and requirements
of the Leawood Development Ordinance may be placed in rear and side setbacks when such structures
have been reviewed and approved by the Director of Planning and Development as being in
compliance with the Leawood Development Ordinance.

o The following table outlines the required and provided regulations for the project:

Criteria Required Provided Compliance
Front Setback 50’ 147 Complies
Tallest Structure 105' 209 Complies
Side Setback 50' 25 Deviation Granted*
Taliest Structure 105’ 25 Deviation Granted*
Rear Setback 50 98' Complies
Tallest Structure 105’ 543’ Complies

Lot Frontage 330 2,077.58 Complies
Open Space 30% 67% Complies
Height Limit 3% 110’ Deviation Granted*

*Approved by the Governing Body during the preliminary phase of the project (Ord. 2874).

PARKING:

o After the installation of the substation, it will not be manned and no permanent parking spaces are
proposed. Inspection of the facility takes place annually to bi-annually. The only other times that the
substation will have people on site is during maintenance, construction and vegetation management.

ELEVATIONS:
o The fence around the perimeter of the electrical substation is proposed to be an 8' chain link metal fence
with a 3/8" security fabric.

¢ The electrical structures within the substation will be constructed of galvanized metal and will vary in
height between 11' and 90'.

LANDSCAPING:

¢ A final landscape plan was submitted as part of the Johnson County Waste Water Treatment Facility
final plan for the entirety of the area. The submitted landscape plan matches that of which was
approved by Governing Body on March 5, 2018 (Resolution 4896).

o The proposed landscape plan calls for six Norway Spruce Trees to be placed along the east side of
the substation, outside of the 6' tall fence.



e The proposed landscape plan also calls for eight Canaertii Red Cedar evergreen trees, also to be
placed outside of the 6’ tall exterior fence.

LIGHTING:

o A photometric study and cut sheets for new lighting fixtures have been submitted with this application.

¢ A photometric study was submitted as part of the Johnson County Waste Water Treatment Facility
project in 2017. This application falls within the area of the previously approved photometric study and
meets the requirements of the Leawood Development Ordinance.

» The applicant is proposing ten gray, pole mounted light fixtures around the inside perimeter of the
substation. Per the Leawood Development Ordinance, these light fixtures will be a maximum of 18’ in
height measured from grade.

¢ The applicant is proposing an LED downlight to be located on the control enclosure within the electrical
substation.

SIGNAGE:
¢ No signage is proposed with this application.

DEVIATIONS GRANTED:
o At the time the Preliminary Plan was approved, the applicant was granted three deviations by the

Governing Body on January 2, 2018:

1.

Per the Leawood Development Ordinance Section 16-1-4.1, Public Utilities: General poles, wires,
cables and other similar equipment for transmission or distribution to customers of telephone or
other communication services, electricity, gas, steam or water, or the collection of sewage or
surface water, operated or maintained by a public utility shall be required to be placed underground
unless otherwise approved by the Governing Body. The applicant has gained approval from the
Governing Body to not underground overhead wires during the preliminary portion of this project.
Per the Leawood Development Ordinance Section 16-2-4.7, Structures Permitted Above Height
Limits: no portion of any structure may be erected to a height exceeding 75’ without approval of
the Governing Body incorporated in the conditions of the approved development plan. In addition
to the 110 transmission poles (maximum height) in the northeast quadrant of the project and the
northwest of the proposed substation, the applicant had gained approval from the Governing Body
to allow the 90’ transmission deadend, 90' substation deadend, and 90’ lighting mast within the
electrical substation.

Per the Leawood Development Ordinance Section 16-1-4.1, Public Utilities: General, utility
structures that otherwise meet the terms and requirements of the Leawood Development
Ordinance may be placed in rear and side setbacks when such structures have been reviewed
and approved by the Director of Community Development as being in compliance with this
ordinance. All new utility facilities, other than replacement structures of equal or lesser size, shall
be placed underground otherwise approved by the Governing Body. The applicant has gained
approval from the Director of Planning and Development and the Governing Body to have a new
110’ transmission pole (maximum height) in the northeast quadrant of the property to be within the
required setback, approximately 25' from the east property line. The setback within the AG district
is 50' and Section 16-2-4.7 Structures Permitted Above the Height Limits, requires an additional
foot for setback for every foot that the structure exceeds the height limit of the district. With the
additional setback due to height, the new transmission pole would be required to be setback 125'
from all property lines. The Director of Community Development has reviewed and approved this
application and is supportive of the transmission pole being within the side yard setback. The



addition of this pole allows an existing three pole transmission structure that is 79 in height to be
removed. In addition, an alternative alignment to have the 110’ fransmission pole (maximum

height) to meet the 125’ setback, will result in additional aboveground structures and a greater
quantity of overhead electrical wires.



4800 Town Center Drive « Leawood, Kansas 66211 - (913) 339-6700
(913) 339-6781 Fax

MEMORANDUM

Date: September 20, 2018
To:  Richard Coleman, Director of Community Development

From: David Ley, P.E., Director of Public Works
Department of Public Works

Re: Indian Creek Substation
Case Number: 106-18

The Depariment of Public Works has reviewed the aforementioned project and would
like to make the following stipulations as part of the Planning Commission Approval:

1) Traffic Impact Analysis:
a) The applicant was not required to submit a traffic study.

2) Stormwater Study:

a) The developer’s engineer updated the FEMA fioodplain mode! with the
proposed treatment plant and sub-station to verify the improvements will not
have an impact to the 100 year water surface elevation. Johnson County is
constructing a by-pass channel on the north side of the treatment plant to
convey the stormwater around the treatment plant.

b) Staff hired a consultant review the FEMA fioodplain model to verify there are
no impacts to the 100 year water surface elevation with the proposed

improvement.

c) The proposed 100 year Water Surface Elevation at the Substation is 843.3.
The current 100 year Water Surface Elevation is 843.4. The proposed lowest
elevation in the location of equipment in the Substation is 846.5 therefore the
equipment will be 3 feet or more above the 100 year Water Surface
Elevation.

d) Johnson County will be required to obtain a No Rise Letter of Map
Amendment through FEMA after the grading has been completed for the
treatment plant.

3) Construction vehicles, including vehicles of construction personnel, shali not be
parked within the Right-of-Way. All staging and storage of equipment and/or
materials shall be contained on the proposed development site.

PW-1

JAProjects\Tomahawk Creek WWTP __JCWW\Planning Commission Stipulations\106-18 Indian Creek Substation.doc
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4) Al public improvements shall be designed and constructed in accordance with
the City of Leawood Public Improvement Construction Standards as developed
by the Department of Public Works (latest revision).

5) The developer shall be responsible for repair and restoration of ali structures,
sidewalk, wiring, sod, etc within the Right-of-Way. This includes existing damage
to any of these items.

6) The permit fee for plan review and construction observation shall be five (5)
percent of the construction cost for all improvements within the Right-of-Way or
Public Easement(s) granted to the City of Leawood. The fee will be charged and
collected from the Contractor prior to issuance of the permit from the Department
of Public Works.

7) The final Certificate of Occupancy will not be issued until all public improvements
have been constructed and accepted by the City Engineer.

If you have any questions, please call me at (913) 663-9131.

Copy: Project File
PW Book

PW-2
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Richard Sanchez

From: Gene Hunter

Sent: Tuesday, September 11, 2018 11:23 AM
To: Richard Sanchez

Subject: RE: Case 106-18 Indian Creek Substation

The Fire Dept accepts the fire truck circulation plan as well as the omission of the Knox Box.

Gene Hunter, Leawood Fire Morshal

From: Richard Sanchez

Sent: Tuesday, September 11, 2018 10:49 AM
To: Gene Hunter <geneh@leawood.org>
Subject: Case 106-18 Indian Creek Substation



RESOLUTION NO.

RESOLUTION APPROVING A FINAL PLAN FOR INDIAN CREEK
ELECTRICAL SUBSTATION, LOCATED SOUTH OF I-435 AND EAST OF
MISSION ROAD. (PC CASE 106-18)

WHEREAS, the applicant submitted a request for a Final Plan for an electrical
substation;

WHEREAS, such request for approval was presented to the Planning Commission
on September 25, 2018; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission reviewed the application and
recommended approval with certain stipulations.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF
THE CITY OF LEAWOOD, KANSAS:

SECTION ONE: The Governing Body hereby approves the applicant’s
request and the Planning Commission’s recommendation of approval for said Final Plan
subject to the following stipulations:

1. The project is limited to construction of an electrical substation, which is
approximately 340° by 200” and contains structures that are up to 90’ in height
within the substation with structures outside of the substation that are up to 110’
in height within the Johnson County Wastewater Treatment Facility.

2. Per the Leawood Development Ordinance, the source of illumination of all
proposed light fixtures shall not be visible.

3. All ground mounted utility boxes shall be screened from all public right-of-way
with evergreen plantings. Such plantings shall be a minimum of 6” taller than the
utility they are to screen.

4. All new utility boxes with a height of less than 55 inches, a footprint of equal to
or less than 15 square feet in area, or a pad footprint of equal to or less than 15
square feet, may be installed only with the prior approval of the Director of
Community Development as being in compliance with this Ordinance.

5. All new utility boxes with a height of 55 inches or greater, a footprint greater than
15 square feet in area, or a pad footprint greater than 15 square feet in area, shall
be authorized only by approval of a special use permit prior to construction.

6. All ground mounted light fixtures associated with this project shall be a maximum
of 18’ in height.

7. The applicant shall obtain all approvals and permits from the Public Works
Department, per the public works memo dated September 20, 2018 on file with
the City of Leawood Department of Community Development, prior to issuance
of a building permit.

8. No construction shall be allowed between the hours of 9:00 p.m. to 6:00 a.m., and
not on Sundays, May 1st to September 1st. No construction shall be allowed
between the hours of 9:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m., and not on Sundays, the remainder
of the year. Construction outside of these times shall meet the noise ordinances



and shall require notification to, and approval from, the Director of Community
Development on a case by case basis.

9. Development rights under this approval shall vest in accordance with K.S.A. 12-
764.

10. In addition to the stipulations listed in this report, the developer/property owner
agrees to abide by all ordinances of the City of Leawood including the Leawood
Development Ordinance, unless a deviation has been granted, and to execute a
statement acknowledging in writing that they agree to stipulations one through
ten.

SECTION TWO: This resolution shall become effective upon passage.

PASSED by the Governing Body this 15* day of October, 2018.

APPROVED by the Mayor this 15" day of October, 2018.

[SEAL]
Peggy J. Dunn, Mayor

ATTEST:

Debra Harper, CMC, City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Andrew K. Hall, Assistant City Attorney
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Stee: 17 X 11

Horder nome:

NOTES:

1. DESIGN LOADS TO BE APPLIED:
LOAD CASE N

NESC 2508: HEAVY LOADING DISTRICT =

2 NESC 250C: 100MPH EXTREME WIND
3, NESC 250D: EXTREME ICE &

ADEQUACY AND PROPER FIT-UP OF ALL

PARTS OF THE STRUCTURES WITHOUT
DAMAGE TO PROTECTIVE COAYING.

VANGS SHALL BE DESIGNED TO ALLOW FOR
AN ANGLE CHANGE OF +5° FOR THE GIVEN
TENSIONS AS INDICATED MULTIPLIED BY A
FACTOR OF 1.65.

. CONCURRENT WINC 7. BASE PLATES SHALL BE PROVIDED WITH A | 7
[=] | 4, 1.5" EXTREME ICE V-NOTCH ON THE ANGLE BISECTOR.
! 5. NORMAL LOADING AT 60F THIS SEUBCE‘R.UERDE SS#[I)J&TS(RJ'EI' gEFLEC'noN
L] = PRE-C; .
o % MULT-PIECE POLES SHALL BE CONNECTED "
f USING BOLTED FLANGE CONNECTIONS. LIMITED TO ONE PERCENT OF POLE HEIGHT
r%j ‘».\ [ /{?}’ 3. VANGS TO EXTEND THROUGH POLE, WELDED ° :.leqrEa Ngsgv‘;LngenogA% r»écE)N '?m < FROM 1 SEOE ?:ONDUCTOC:RTREFERE:CE };?AD TABLE
’ = BOTH SIDES, NOT TO EXCEED 3/4° THICK. . INSTALL Ny
~ g - — 4. GROUND LUG SHALL BE STAINLESS STEEL '~6" BELOW TOP OF POLE TO 10' ABOVE E1-9500 FOR STRUCTURE LOADS [ 7 yra oy
7 LY WITH A THICKNESS OF 3/8", BASE OF POLE. / i
dn s 5. CONNECTION DESIGN AND DETAILING TO BE  10. **% ALTERNATIVE BID OPTION *4¢ ANCHOR 77
. BY FABRICATOR, DETAILS SHOWN HEREON BOLTS SHALL BE THE FULL LENGTH OF THE - /,. -1 / R
[ | ARE ONLY TYPICAL OF THE SHAPES AND FOUNDATION. KCPL WILL PROVIDE LENGTH /,/L—_I g
.' | DIMENSIONS DESIRED. FABRICATOR SHALL BE OF FOUNDATION ONCE ) ,/f o
2 l RESPONSIBLE FOR THE STRUGTURAL GEO-TECHNICAL REPORT IS RECEIVED. s 7/
| pd et DETAILG
1 47T AAD, (MAT) FIBER OFTIGC GROUNDWIRE
l‘ Y I — munmrrmmnwmtr’%tfmmm
= REFERENCE POSITION
g TOP DOWN — EXCEPT LOW DETALL . AL S ST o e v
L / OETAILD . INBTALL D" m:rmwmlmm#umw
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Ve s VERDOR a /—‘_ =T
/ WEIGHT:_____IBS \
SR § 278" ol AL
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Z
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1. GE. EYOLVE LED FLAT CUTOFF STREETLIGHT (TYPE ERLY
WLL BE INSTAULED ALONG THE PERIUETER OF THE SUBSTATION
SECURTTY FENCE AT AN MAXIMUM ELEVATION OF 18" ABOVE GRADE.
ETRICS FOR EACH INDIVIDUAL LGHT FIXTURE. INCLUDING
ESTRIATED LUMEMS IS AS FOLLOWS:
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LED Roadway Lighting
ERL1-ERLH-ERLZ2

The Evolve LED Roadway Luminaire is optimized for customers
requiring a LED solution for local, collector and major roadways. GE’s unique reflective
optics are designed to optimize application efficiency and minimize glare. The modern design incorporates
the heat sink directly into the unit for heat transfer to prolong LED life. This reliable unit has a 100,000 hour
design life, significantly reducing maintenance needs and expense over the life of the fixture. This efficient

solution lowers energy consumption compared to a traditional HID fixture for additional operating cost savings.

Optimized roadway photometric distributions Local Roodways

Evolve™ light engine consisting of reflective Collector Roadways
technology designed to optimize application
efficiency and minimize glare

70 CRI at 2700K, 3000K and 4000K typical. \
-40°C to 50°C UL Ambient Typical.
ULOR = 0 (zero uplight)

Designed & Assembled in USA

Major Roadway/Streets

Compatible with LightGrid™ Outdoor Wireless
Control System

To jeorn mote aboul GE Evolve LED Roadway Lighting,
go ta.

|



LED Roadway Lighting
ERL1-ERLH-ERL2

Output Range: 1900 - 30000 Im

Phetometric Options: Type Il Narrow, Type ! Wide,
Type HII, Type IV

System Efficacy: 100 - 145 LPW

CCT: 2700K, 3000K, 4000K; High brightness LEDs @ 70 CRI

Projected Lxx per [ES TM-21 at 25°C for reference:

02,03,04,05,06 196 195 191
07,0809 L9s 91 (84

10 189 L8o Lea

10,11 £97 L9g 194
13,34 L95 193 188
15,16 Los 191 (£s
16,18, 19, 21, 23 L96 L94 L91
25,27, 28 L9s L93 188

30 195 L3 Le7

Note: Projected Lix bosed on LMED (10,000 hour te.ting), DOE Lighting Facts Verification
Testing Tolerances apply to initial luminou= flu': ond lumen mointenonce mec .urements.

Input Voltage: 120-277 volt and 347-480 volt
Input Frequency: 50/60Hz

Power Factor (PF)*: >90%

Total Harmonic Distortion {THD)*: <20%

*Power foctor ond THD tolerance exceptions: ERLI “02" Lumen outpul. PF and THD v ithin
tolerances above only ot 120 voit. ERLY "03" Lumen pulpul. @120 1 Jlt PF-0.89, 1. 480 it
THD~26% ERL1 "04" Lumen output: v-480 volt THD-22%/

Surge Protection: per ANSI C136.2-2015:
{Driver internal):
» bkV/3kA "Basic: (120 Strikes)" - Standard on ERL1 [02-06)
 10kv/5kA "Enhanced: {40 Strikes)” - Standard on ERL1
{07 - 10}, ERLH, ERL2
{Additional Separate Secondary SPD)
o 10kV/SkA "Enhanced: (40 Strikes) - Option "'R"
» 20kV/10kA "Elevated" (40 Strikes) - Option "T"
Safety: UL/cUL Listed. UL 1598 listed, suitable for
wet locations @ /@
Environmental: Compliant with the materials
restrictions of RoHS
EMI: Title 47 CFR Part 15 Class A
Vibration: 3G per ANSI C136.31-2010
LM-79 testing in accordance with IESNA Stondards
Std. Optical enclosure rated per ANSI C136.25-2009:
— ERL1/ERLH/ERLZ = |P65, Optional: 1P66

l Project name
Date

R g T4PE -

Operating Temperature:

ERL] 02-10 -40°C to 50°C

ERLH 10-11,13 4oCrosoc  Deloyed stort may be
ERLH 1316 4octonsec  experienced < -35°C
ERL2 16-28 -40° 0 50°C
ERLZ 30 ~80°C 10 45°C

Housing:

— Die Cast Enclosure

— Casting-integral heat sink for maximum heat transfer
Lensing: impact resistant tempered glass, stondard
Paint: Corrosion resistant polyester powder painted,
minimum 2.0 mil. thickness.

— Standard Colors: Dark Bronze, Black, & Gray

— RAL & custom colors available

~ Optional coastal finish available.
Weight: 12.4lbs (5.6kg) - 241bs {10.9kg)

System Warranty: 5 Year Standord, 10 Year Optional

Dimming:

— Standard: 0-10V; Optional: DAL {120-277V Only)
Sensors:

— Photo electric sensors {PE} available.
LightGrid™ compatible

Slipfitter with +/- 5 degree of adjustment for leveling.
Integral die cast mounting pipe stop.
Adjustable for 1.25 in. or 2 in, mounting pipe.

~4,000-5,000 lumens to replace 100W HPS Cobra-head
~7.,000-8,800 lumens to replace 150W HPS Cobra-head
~8,500-11,500 lumens to replace 200W HPS Cobra-head
~11,500-14,000 lumens to replace 250W HPS Cobra-head
~21,000-30,000 lumens to replace 400W HPS Cobra-head

Note: Actual replocement lumens moy ' 3ry bused upon mounting height, pole spocing.
design cfiteng, etc.

Al Bl Extra Norraw/Norrow Asymmetric A3 Type Il Norrors
CL £l Asymmetric Short/Medium B3 Type Il Wide
D1,61  Asymmetsic Forword/Extra ) fide 3 Type It

Fl Asymemetric Wide joX] Type v

€3 Type fl Enhanced Back Light

**The inf srmation abe: 2 is designed to provide o gudeline to select the correct fuminaie
for @ roodwoy application. The best and most accurate woy 1o ensure the proper design i
do o lighting layout Utilizirg AG!.
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LED Roadway Lighting

ERL1-ERLH-ERL2

ERL1 /

E=E 22 0= 120-271v*
1-120
R =Roc fway 22208
L=locat 3= 2‘;?

43
1=5ngletiodue 5. zgo
0 =347
H = 347-480°
* Not o aifpole
' tth Fusing.
Mustchoc.ea
discrete voltoge
with F option.

rd
B3
02 [
B3
£3
A3
Bl
03 @]
13
£3
Al
B3
04 [«
o3
£t
A3
B3
05 W3
03
E3
Al
83
06 3
o4
£3
at
83
07 C3
03
€3
A3
83
08 3
n
£3
Al

Wk

M0

4000

5000

7300

800

09 L3
03
£3
A2
83

10 3 9800
w3
X}

3000

07

10

See Table

120 only, no:
£~mpotibe v.ith

0-10V Bimming

< See Note Under

Canteols Column
%0 1992
2900 2800
3900 Bt
4900 470D
5800 5700
6800 €600
7800 7602
8830 8500
0500 2250

Yo

B3

Ad=Typziihorrow  27. 2700K<

B3 = Type !t vid» 30 = 3000K

C3 = Type i 40 - &0060K

D3 =Type v

£3 = Type li Enhonced ‘;7%09':“'

Back tight -
309K LCT

See Toble for 104

‘homincliEs Type  OPPrOvE unis

cossing subject o
typicol voriatien,
indieidus! omits

T

6EAY

Project name
Dote __
Tgpe

A=ANSIC13i &1 7-pin GRAY = Grey A= 4 Bol Shpfitter

D = ANSI C136 41 7-pin-.ith 8LCK = Block F = Fusing

Snorting Cap OKBZ - Dork Bronze 6 = interno! Bubble Level

£= ANSI C136.41 7-pin - ath I= IP°5 Opuica!
non-Dimming PE Coritrol * L=To Les. Enlrg

*PE Control Only ovarlatle for R = Secondary 10K /5kA SPD
120-277V or 480V Discrete. Not U= Orll Progrommable +*
available for 367-4BOV or 2 7V § 2 fmgle Pockage f
Discrete, ¥ = Coostol Firush *

<1f dmming the 03 - 05 lumen
output using o control supplied

XXX = Specic! Optrons
1 Contoct manufocturer for Lead-Time

fer. from 0 sourca ather than GE call # X" oplion prowi ngle pack br
moy dife 1-886-690-3533, then saject Option et e S et 5 s
2 ot the prompt for assistance per Mogna pak container,
NOTE: Dimming controls wired for * Re.amme-ded i instoflations
0- 10V standard unless DALY opticn + ithin 20 1. from the conrst Contact
“U” requested. faclory for Lead-Time.
+ Compotible with LightGrid 2 0 nodes
~Nato ofoble n 347 ¢ .80V or
347-4B0"" for Lumen Quipit Levels 07,
08,09, and 10.
Sl GE ARHOLY B0 %L ERLLPAAMOD IZRHAS T A R B ) FRLY CATZD - 120V PA
Bl-U0ei ALUCL BLogael ER]CPRMD -120VES £6.5 DRI  MiS ik ERL: LeB32Z -
14 W BLEOLL ALUOLT BLUDGs E e {W\‘D R
BU06 #5065 B0+ G1 8
Bi-UD-G1 8-U0-G1 BLtnG)
YO-GL 93 61
810G BLid A 80 )
22 26 bl o057 BT 21061
$1-00:08 B1-J501 A-UDG)
8140007 BLUG 62 BluwEl
Bun€: 81061 Br-s6Y
041 & 6 8'-’0944
i 4 81-U00) A4 ) BIAGE
ALUOC Ajuedt) BLIDGE
BL-UAG: @ D B ie] (Bl
BIGH M- 105) BlunGl KL ¢
B350 AL BT UL O] 6 3 '4’432'1‘%5 &
19 43 L0062 81U 72 3100 Ge
8149 7, 91061 81-00-61
b2 B3 206 61061
B2-0 72 B2 Bu? B2-J0-Cz
834 7 Bi-20ar BIUDC2
a7 52 510072 81 40-we 810002
824067 51-00-6¢ B1-Un-60 3
B2-U0F. U067 B2-L0-C t -l] ’U"‘ ZV-‘WL R %R
321002 824062 Be-LO T, LA 4] r.‘»i.l Oalei
8402 31607 BLuf-0e ALt 0 30___ES ERU (’8“0 1ty fR. 1_078'42'__IE"
58 BL-JG2 R0 %S ERUY 0727 S
824061 424D £RLI 670540 S fl’ l | (103368 SR LD S
BE- -3 SlJO 62 82-40-6: AN S ORI S BRI &
B2-J0-GE B2-duer MU ERLL Q530 15 Rl 0w S ER 08007 _ %S
B7-10-02 8062 R 0L TRLL PR3O e ER:3_OBB®3D__ S EPLIOBB3Z___E
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Johnson County Wastewater ; Final Floodplain Study

5 SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

In summary, a hydraulic analysis has been performed for the final design of the site improvements
to the THC WWTF and it has been determined that the project will result in a No-Rise Condition. All
the results presented within this report are based upon the final design. The proposed fill within
the floodway has been mitigated with the overflow channel. The site has been elevated
approximately 2 Ft above the BFE and all structures, electrical equipment, and mechanical
equipment will be protected from the 500-year elevation.

A No-Rise Certification and floodplain development permit have been submitted along with this
study. Since a no-rise condition is achieved by the proposed improvements, a CLOMR is not
required. Upon completion of project construction, a LOMR will be obtained from FEMA to update
the current effective floodplain and floodway limits.



City of Leawood
Planning Commission Meeting
September 25, 2018
Meeting - 6:00 p.m.
Leawood City Hall Council Chambers
4800 Town Center Drive
Leawood, KS 66211
913.339.6700 x 160

CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL: Hunter, Belzer, Hoyt, Pateidl, Strauss, Coleman,
Block, and Stevens. Absent; Elkins.

In Chairman Elkins’s absence, Vice-Chairman Pateidl served as Chairman.

APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA-

Chairman Elkins: I see we have some documents. Would you care to explain any
changes?

Mr. Klein: There are no changes to the agenda; however, there are documents
concerning Case 107-18. When we get to that application, we can explain further.

Chairman Elkins: If there are no other changes, I would entertain a motion to approve.

A motion to approve the agenda was made by Strauss; seconded by Hoyt. Motion
carried with a unanimous vote of 7-0. For: Hunter, Belzer, Hoyt, Strauss, Coleman,

Block, and Stevens.

APPROVAL ‘OF MINUTES: Approval of the minutes from the August 28, 2018
Planning Commission meeting.

Chairman Pateidl: Does anyone care to make corrections to the minutes? Seeing no
changes, I'would entertain a motion.

A motion to approve the minutes from the August 28, 2018 Planning Commission
meeting was made by Hoyt; seconded by Belzer. Motion carried with a unanimous
vote of 7-0. For: Hunter, Belzer, Hoyt, Strauss, Coleman, Bleck, and Stevens.

CONSENT AGENDA:

Chairman Pateidl: Does anyone wish to pull this item for discussion? If not, I would
entertain a motion.

CASE 110-18 - MHC FINANCIAL SERVICES - WALL SIGN - Request for approval
of a Final Sign Plan, located south of College Boulevard and east of Roe Avenue.
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Chairman Pateidl: Are there any other questions? Would the applicant care to respond?

Applicant Presentation:
John Davidson, Davidson Architecture and Engineering, 4301 Indian Creek Parkway,
appeared before the Planning Commission and made the following comments:

Mr. Davidson: I'm here on behalf of Mr. Withers, who is at his grand opening tonight.
We agree with all of staff’s comments. The sidewalk in question leads to the back of the
building into the trash dumpster. There is really no access needed, so we don’t see it as an
issue, but we understand the concern. We also understand the concern about alcohol
being served outside, and we will abide by whatever ABC requires. We’d be happy to
answer any questions.

Chairman Pateidl: Are there any questions of the applicant? To be clear, you are in
agreement with all six stipulations?

Mr. Davidson: We are.

Comm. Block: To serve the patio, there is a door that goes from the inside. Is there a
secondary door coming from the private dining room that also accesses the patio?

Mr. Davidson: No; there is a gate that accesses it from the front of the building from the
outside but not from the inside.

Chairman Pateidl: Are there other questions for the applicant? Is there discussion
regarding the application? I would entertain a motion.

A motion to recommend approval of CASE 105-18 - VILLAGE OF SEVILLE -
WINDY CITY BAR & GRILL OUTDOOR PATIOS - Request for approval of a
Final Plan — located north of 133" Street and west of State Line Road — with six
stipulations - was made by Hoyt; seconded by Strauss. Motion carried with a
unanimous vote of 7-0. For: Hunter, Belzer, Hoyt, Strauss, Coleman, Block, and
Stevens.

:> CASE 106-18 - INDIAN CREEK ELECTRICAL SUBSTATION - Request for approval
of a Final Plan, located south of I-435 and east of Mission Road.

Staff Presentation:
City Planner Ricky Sanchez made the following presentation:

Mr. Sanchez: This is Case 106-18 — Indian Creek Electrical Substation — Request for
approval of a Final Plan, located south of I-435 and east of Mission Road. The applicant
is requesting approval for a public utility facility to be operated by KCP&L, which will
be located within the Johnson County Wastewater Treatment Facility. This facility was
approved by the Governing Body on March 5, 2018. During the preliminary stages of the
wastewater facility, it was noted that additional power was needed for the project
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expansion. A Preliminary Plan and Special Use Permit were approved by the Governing
Body for the substation on January 9, 2018. Three deviations were granted at that time
during the preliminary phases of the project. The first deviation stated that the applicant
would not have to bury the overhead wires for the substation. The second deviation
allowed for an increase in height of structures that would allow for the project to go to
110’ at its highest point. The third deviation allowed for the 110 tall structure to
encroach into the side setback, so as not to create a need for an additional above-ground
structures with a greater quantity of overhead electrical wires. The substation will be
located where a detention pond is currently located and will be within the northeast
section of the Johnson County Wastewater facility. The substation facility is
approximately 340°x200°. The substation will contain a multitude of structures, ranging
in height from 11°-90° within the substation and 100°-110’ outside the substation. These
structures are located on the northeast and northwest of the proposed substation. The
substation will also be surrounded by an 8’ tall fence around their perimeter. The
applicant is also proposing ten 18’ tall pole-mounted light fixtures within the substation
that will be accessed by two gates on the west side, both 20’ in width. The project meets
all regulations per the LDO, and staff recortimends approval of Case 106-18 with the
stipulations listed in the Staff Report. I'd be happy to answer any questions.

Chairman Pateidl: Are there questions?

Comm, Strauss: I meant to look it up, but the Fire Chief says that he approves the
omission of the Knox Box. What is that?

Mr. Klein: It is a box that contains an access code to enter the gate. Often with private
streets or private drives, a Knox Box is required to ensure emergency vehicle access. In
this particular situation, since it had a lot of electrical equipment, the Fire Marshal
decided it would be better to not require it because KCP&L could handle the emergency
rather than endanger the firefighters.

Comm. Strauss: This is still secured, though?
Mr. Klein; This is secured, yes. There are two fences that go around it.

Comm. Strauss: Maybe I'm understanding it wrong. It looks like this facility is in a
lagoon. Is it a dry bed?

Mr. Klein: That was the only aerial we had. That lagoon is gone as part of the area
improvements.

Comm. Block: I had trouble reconciling the chart at the bottom of Page 4. It refers to the
tallest structure with 105° required and 25° provided and compliance. There was no
explanation. Then, it talks about 105” and 543°. I wasn’t following that.

Mr. Sanchez: This chart is listing what is required of the tallest structure. Since these
structures are higher than the allowed height within the Agriculture zoning, for every foot
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of height that they get, they have to be set back an additional foot. In the chart, it shows
the required setback and the actual setback.

Comm. Block: Those two that I mentioned were accurate?

Mr. Klein: Yes, and some deviations were approved at the time for Johnson County
Wastewater. Some poles are taller. Governing Body approved up to 110’ feet in height.
One of the poles ended up being 110’; the other one is 100’.

Comm. Block: How does 110’ compare to what is there today?
Mr. Klein: Ibelieve that they might be able to answer better. It is about 79° in height.

Chairman Pateidl: I want to follow up on that, particularly on the comment about the
tallest structure at 105° and required 25°, and then it’s blank. Was the deviation granted
for that?

Mr. Klein: Yes. Those should have been on the same line; it just had two lines with one
looking like a blank.

Chairman Pateidl: T would encourage you to complete that box about a deviation
granted. It was the same question in my mind. Are there other questions?

Mr. Sanchez; Planning staff did want to note that Stipulation No. 10 should be deleted. It
is a copy of No. 2. Stipulation No. 14 should read, “Through Stipulation Nos. 1-13.”

Chairman Pateidl: As long as we are in the stipulation section, I am going to refer to No.
11. It reads, “The applicant shall obtain all approvals and permits from the Public Works
Department, per the Public Works memo on file with the City of Leawood Department of
Community Development prior to the issuance of a building permit.” My only concemn
with that is the lack of specificity. We have a letter that outlines several points that are
actually inclusions to the stipulations, but we don’t specifically refer to that letter.
Personally, T think we would do ourselves better to either reference this as a copy
attached or the specific date of that letter.

Mr. Klein: Iunderstand what you’re saying. This is a standard stipulation that we’ve had.
I know we worked with legal counsel. I can check to make sure.

Chairman Pateidl: Because there are several specific points contained in that letter, I
think it’s important to identify. Thank you. Is the applicant here?

Applicant Presentation:

Tammy Lorenzen with Johnson County Wastewater, 4800 Nall, Mission, KS, and Chris
Cook, KCP&L, 4400 E. Front Street, Kansas City, MO, appeared before the Planning
Commission and made the following comments:
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Ms. Lorenzen: Today, we are just here to talk about the Final Development Plan for this
electrical substation. Again, the plan has already been approved for the proposed
Tomahawk Creek Wastewater Facility improvements, including the Landscape Plan. All
of the stipulations that are pertinent to that are already approved under Case NC03-18. As
staff alluded to, the reason the substation is required is that the existing distribution lines
that served the old facility did not have the capacity available to provide the peak power
that is needed for the future facility. Through various evaluations with KCP&L, we
determined that this was the best, lowest-cost, most reliable solution for our customers.
With that, I will turn it over to Chris Cook.

Mr. Cook: (Refers to photo) The aerial view shows the substation and the two 90’
structures discussed. There is a lightning mass for lightning protection in the center. Staff
showed their locations in the substation. These are elevation views of each section. The
transmission line section of the substation shows the structure at 90° elevation on top of
concrete. There are two different bus heights: 16’ and 23°. The elevation shows the
transformer and switchgear elevations from 23’ down to a height of 15° for the top of the
incoming conductor. We also made some modifications from the previous design with an
8’ chain link fence with 3” mesh. It will prevent people from climbing and trying to cut
the chain link. We went through this change on all our substations 6-7 years ago. There is
no barbed wire. The 16’ bus height section to the south of the substation with the 90’
lightning mast in the background. The 3D images show a southeast perspective and the
two substation dead-ends inside the sub with transmission lines going out to pick up the
transmission structures. The one in the middle on the transmission structure is the 100’
one, and the one to the east is the 110’ structure. The reason the heights of the structures
are given on the transmission is to provide clearance from the transmission conductors to
the ground. This is a national electric safety code we must comply with. From the
northwest looking into the sub, it shows two substation dead-ends and a lightning mast in
the background. You mentioned the Knox Box. Since this is electrical, if there is a fire
inside the substation, we need qualified personnel in that substation to deenergize what is
on fire to make sure that, when the firefighters to do in, it is safe for them to put water on
it sin€e it is somewhat of a conductive medium. We have alarms in this facility so if
anything does trip open, we will already have people dispatched to the substation prior to
the firefighters getting there.

Typical single-pole transmission structures have galvanized steel, so they are grey
in color. The rest of the equipment is depicted on the elevation. Our design was a three-
pole structure to-the east, and we are removing it because it had guy wires. We are rolling
the conductors up -from a flat orientation to a vertical orientation. We are turning the
corner and coming in to the substation. If we do this design, we eliminate a lot of the
need for guy wires. That allowed for a single pole with a foundation and no guy wires
coming off the structures.

We are starting now on the design. We’re scheduled to put this in service in
September 2020. The main concern we usually have with putting in substations is the
delivery time. A lot of this material has a long lead time, so some of our material would
be a year. It takes a while for material to get ordered and received. I'd stand for questions.
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Comm, Coleman: Mr. Ley put a report together, and he said that Johnson County is
constructing a bypass channel on the north side of the treatment plant to convey the
stormwater around the treatment plant. He also says that the equipment will be 3’ or more
above the 100-year water surface elevation. Obviously, that area floods regularly. If the
water does get up to the level of the substation, what action plan do you have to shut it
down at that point?

Mr. Cook: A lot of the equipment is elevated, especially in the control house. We have
other areas that are prone to flooding. If we do realize there are floods, we will have
crews out there switching the load off it and transferring it to other circuits. I don’t know
what the plant would do in that situation, but they would probably have to shut down in
that respect. We would have to turn it off.

Ms. Lorenzen: Actually, the improvements at the entire site are designed to not only be
3’ above the 100-year line but also above the 500-year. If the whole plant flooded to the
point that it would impact the substation, we would be looking at such a historic flooding
event that there would be catastrophic damage throughout the area.

Chairman Pateidl: Are there any other questions? Thank you. It looks like the substation
is quite a project.

Mr. Cook: Yes, it is.

Chairman Pateidl: Are there any discussions regarding this plan? I would entertain a
motion. We’ve had discussions regarding the stipulations.

Ms. Lorenzen: I would point out that the Landscaping Plan has already been approved
under a previous case for the entire facility. We would ask that Stipulation Nos. 3, 7, and
8 be struck because they are not applicable to this application.

Chairman Pateidl: 1f ] understand your request.

Mr. Klein: The applicant has always been clear that they would use the same plan done
with the other. We just felt that, since this is part of the electrical substation, the
stipulations were covering that as well.

Ms. Lorenzen: Actually, No. 3 was not required in the previously approved case.

Mr. Coleman: It is around the administration building only.

Chairman Pateidl: Since we generally see that irrigation is required for landscaping, I

would say that we are either redundant or inappropriate. Do we delete these stipulations
or not?

Leawood Planning Commission -7- September 25, 2018



Mr. Klein: I think the stipulations are covered in both, so it should be fine to delete them.
The Landscape Plan was approved with Johnson County Wastewater, and they took the
substation into consideration at that time.

Chairman Pateidl: You concur with the deletion of Nos. 3, 7, and 8?7

Mr. Klein: Correct.
Chairman Pateidl: With that, we would have ten stipulations.

A motion to recommend approval of CASE 106-18 - INDIAN CREEK
ELECTRICAL SUBSTATION - Request for approvil of a Final Plan, located
south of I-435 and east of Mission Road — with ten stipulations as modified,
including the removal of Nos. 3, 7, and 8 — was made by Strauss.

Chairman Pateidl: I would add one other comment on that regarding No. 11 to be
specific in the identification of the letter from the Public Works Department.

Seconded by Belzer. Motion carried with a .unanifious vote of 7-0. For: Hunter,
Belzer, Hoyt, Strauss, Coleman, Block, and Stevens.

CASE 107-18 — BARSTOW SCHOOL - LEAWOOD CAMPUS - Request for approval
of a Preliminary Plan and Special Use Permit, located north of 123 Street and west of

State Line Road. PUBLIC HEARING

Staff Presentation:
City Planner Jessica Schuller made the following presentation:

Ms. Schuller: This is Case 107-18 — Barstow School — Request for approval of a
Preliminary Plan and Special Use Permit. Before I proceed with the presentation, I would
like t6 note a couple changes that had taken place since your reports were delivered to
you. The first is a correction on Page 3 of your report. Building No. 3 in the table is listed
as School, and it should be Retail. School is Building 5. You also have an additional
public comment letter from Pembroke Court Subdivision. This was received after your
packets was delivered. You also have a memo detailing some changes to stipulations. The
majority of them have been agreed upon by staff and the applicant. Many of them were
able to be removed.

The proposed Barstow School location is within Leawood Plaza in the previous
location of the HyVee grocery store. The applicant proposes an adaptive reuse of this
currently vacant retail space for use as an ancillary campus for the Barstow School,
which is a private school for elementary, middle, and high school students. The main
campus is located near 115" Street and State Line Road in Kansas City, MO. The
applicant proposes the students will be shuttled from the main campus to this ancillary
Leawood campus, primarily for use of the Robotics program. While the school’s
programs and schedules have not been completely finalized, the applicant does expect
50-150 students with 10-15 teachers to be located at this ancillary campus. The applicant
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Return to Agenda

12B
City of Leawood Governing Body Staff Report

MEETING DATE: October 15, 2018
REPORT WRITTEN:  September 26, 2018

BARSTOW SCHOOL - LEAWOOD CAMPUS - REQUEST FOR APPROVAL OF A PRELIMINARY
PLAN AND SPECIAL USE PERMIT - Located north of 123t Street and west of State Line Road -
Case 107-18

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION:

The Planning Commission recommends approval unanimously (7-0) of Case 107-18, Barstow School ~

request for a Preliminary Plan and Special Use Permit, with the following stipulations:

1. The project is limited fo the adaptive reuse of the existing 63,370 sq.ft., 1-story supermarket for use
as the Barstow School within the SD-NCR zoning district, on 4.8 acres.

2. A Special Use Permit for a school shall be issued to The Barstow School.

3. Atthe time of Final Plan for the school, a Special Use Permit shall be required for the daycare use.

4. The term of the Special Use Permit shall be limited to twenty years from the date of Governing Body
approval.

5. Al new power lines, utility lines, etc. are required to be placed underground. This must be done prior
to final occupancy of any building within the project.

6. Allnew utility boxes with a height of less than 55 inches, a footprint of equal to or less than 15 square
feet in area, or a pad footprint of equal to or less than 15 square feet, may be installed only with the
prior approval of the Director of Community Development as being in compliance with this Ordinance.

7. Al utility boxes, not otherwise approved with the final development plan, with a height of 55 inches or
greater, a footprint greater than 15 sq.ft. in area, or a pad footprint greater than 15 sq.ft. in area, shall
be installed only with the prior recommendation of the Planning Commission as being in compliance
with the Leawood Development Ordinance based on review of a site plan containing such final
development plan information as may be required by the City, and approved by the Governing Body.
The City may impose conditions on approval, including but not limited to duration or renewal
requirements, where the circumstances are sufficiently unusual to warrant the conditions.

8. Exterior ground-mounted or building-mounted equipment including, but not limited to, mechanical
equipment, utilities, meter banks and air conditioning units, shall be painted to blend with the building
and screened from public view with landscaping or with an architectural treatment compatible with
the building structure.

8. Allrooftop equipment shall be screened from the public view with an architectural treatment, which is
compatible with the building architecture. The height of the screen shall be at least as tall as the
utility being screened.

10. Per the Leawood Development Ordinance, the source of illumination of all proposed light fixtures
shall not be visible.

11. The applicant shall obtain all approvals and permits from the Public Works Department, per the
public works memo on file with the City of Leawood Department of Community Development, prior to
issuance of a building permit.

12. The applicant shall obtain all approvals from the City of Leawood Fire Department, per the Fire
Marshal's memo on file with the City of Leawood Department of Community Development, prior to
issuance of a building permit.
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13.
14.
15.
18.
17.
18.
19.

20.

21,

Per the Leawood Development Ordinance, at the time of Final Plan all pedestrian crosswalks shall be
demarcated from the adjacent street pavement.

A sign permit from the Department of Community Development shall be obtained prior to installation
of any signs.

The size of all new plant material shall meet all requirements of the Leawood Development
Ordinance.

Materials boards for new materials shall be submitted at the time of Final Plan.

No construction shall be allowed between the hours of 9:00 p.m. to 7:00 a.m. and not on Sundays.
Special school events or programs shall conclude prior to 11 p.m. Events extending beyond 11 p.m.
shall require a Temporary Use Permit.

The conditions and stipulations of the preliminary plan approval remain in full force and effect except
to the extent expressly modified herein.

This Preliminary Plan approval shall lapse in two years, if construction on the project has not begun
or if such construction is not being diligently pursued; provided, howsver, that the developer may
request a hearing before the Governing Body to request an extension of this time period. The
Governing Body may grant one such extension for a maximum of 12 months for good cause shown
by the developer.

In addition to the stipulations listed in this report, the developer/property owner agrees to abide by all
ordinances of the City of Leawood Development Ordinance, unless a deviation has been granted,
and to execute a statement acknowledging in writing that they agree to stipulations one through
twenty-one.

PLANNING COMMISSION CHANGES TO STIPULATIONS:

None.

APPLICANT:

The applicant is Ellen Pantaenius with Husch Blackwell LLP.
The property is owned by Hy-Vee, Inc.

The engineer is Rachael Reis with Olsson Associates.

The architect is Shelli Uimer with Hollis & Miller.

The landscape architect is Brad Sonner with Olsson Associates.

REQUEST:

The applicant is requesting approval of a Preliminary Plan and Special Use Permit for a Private
Elementary/Middle/High School for Barstow School, located in Leawood Plaza Tract 2, a 4.8 acre
tract. The applicant is proposing adaptive reuse of the existing 63,370 sq.ft. supermarket currently
owned by Hy-Vee, including minor modifications to the building exterior. Barstow School has the
property under contract to purchase.

The Barstow School is a co-educational school where students in preschool through twelfth grade
develop in a challenging educational community. The proposed Leawood campus will be used as an
ancillary campus for 50-150 students and 10-15 teachers; students will be shuttled to/from the
existing Barstow School located near 115" Terrace and State Line Road. Shuttles will run three to
four trips per day.

The Barstow School is proposing a daycare consisting of two infant rooms, with a maximum of 18
infants, and three toddler rooms, for a maximum of 30 toddlers. The children will be dropped off
between 7 a.m. — 7 p.m., with no set time for drop-off and pick-up. Per the Leawood Development



Ordinance, a Special Use Permit is required for a daycare. The applicant can apply for a Special Use
Permit at the time of Final Development Plan.

ZONING:
e The property is currently zoned SD-NCR (Planned Neighborhood Retail).

COMPREHENSIVE PLAN:
o The Comprehensive Plan designates this property as Retail.

SURROUNDING ZONING:

e North  To the north of the property is additional retail space within Leawood Plaza, and single
family residential within the Pembroke Court subdivision, zoned RP-4 (Planning Cluster
Residential, under a previous version of the Leawood Development Ordinance).

e East To the east of the Leawood Plaza development is State Line Road and the City of
Kansas City, Mo.

e South Directly to the south is additional retail space within Leawood Plaza and the single family
residential subdivision of Foxborough, zoned RP-1 (Planned Single Family Residential).

o West To the west of the property is the single family residential subdivision, Pembroke Court,
zoned RP-4 under a previous version of the Leawood Development Ordinance.

LOCATION
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SITE PLAN COMMENTS:
o The current tract is 4.82 acres of platted land along the west side of State Line Road and north of
1230 Street. The tract is the centrally located within Leawood Plaza and has frontage on Pembroke
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Lane, but does not have frontage along State Line Road. The building was the previous location of a
Hy-Vee grocery store and is currently vacant.

The building consists of 63,370 sq.ft The applicant does not propose to change the square footage of
the structure or the configuration of the building.

The applicant does not propose changes to the existing parking lot.

The building is mainly rectangular in nature with a flat roof. A smaller extension of the building is
located north of the primary structure, but is located on another Tract of land and is not proposed to
be used as part of the school, and is not part of this application.

The applicant proposes to incorporate an outdoor play area within the central portion of the building,
creating an exposed outdoor play space within the building interior.

The existing tract consists of a of large parking lot east of the building with access to the front
enfrance, and a drive aisle on the west side of the building, providing access to an additional 34
parking spaces and the building’s service area.

Pedestrian access points into the site are from Pembroke Lane and State Line Road. These
pedestrian connections exist with the current site and will be maintained with the new school building.
No playground equipment is proposed with this application.

TRAFFIC:

A traffic circulation plan was provided, demonstrating the proposed drop-off process for buses and
vehicles.

The site can be accessed directly from the private drive within Leawood Plaza and Pembroke Lane.
The applicant proposes that traffic entering from State Line Road will turn onto the private drive and
circle the parking lot counter clockwise beginning at the southeast corner of the site. Vehicles
entering from the north side of Leawood Plaza will travel south, directly to the front door.

The applicant submitted a traffic memo to the Public Works Department.

INTERACT:

An Interact meeting was held on Wednesday, August 29%. A summary of the meeting and sign-in
sheet are attached.

PARKING:

Leawood Plaza utilizes a shared parking agreement between all businesses within the development.
Section 16-4-5.4(B) of the Leawood Development Ordinance notes parking requirements for a school
as 1 per teacher and staff member of the school. The applicant is providing more parking than
required for a school use, but will utilize the increased amount of parking for additional needs for
events outside regular school hours. Staff is supportive of the parking proposed by the applicant.
The number of existing and proposed parking spaces within Leawood Plaza are as follows:

Required @ 3.5-
4.5/1,000 sq.ft. of Existing/Proposed Tract
Commercial

Building 1 - Retail 42-54 54 Tract 1
Building 2 - Retail 24-31 43 Tract 1
Building 3 - Retail 3849 51 Tract 1
Building 4 - Retail 22-28 39 Tract 1
Building 5 - School 136* 181 Tract 2
Building 6 - Retail 56-72 81 Tract 1




Building 7 - Retail 25-32 60 Tract 1

Total 426-548 506 -
*Note: Building 5 (proposed school) parking is calculated based on school administration needs and exceeds the parking
requirements for a school, as stated in the Leawood Development Ordinance.
Parking totals include ADA (American’s with Disabilities Act) parking spaces

ELEVATIONS:

o The existing structure is 23'-2" tall at the building parapet.

¢ The existing structure consists primarily of red brick with stucco infill along the front colonnade. The
applicant proposes to remove the stucco infill and replace it with a storefront window system and
three sets of doorways on the south side of the main entrance. The three doorways provide access
to/from the day care portion of the building.

o The existing front doors of the building face the north and the south, and are accessed from the front
colonnade. The applicant proposes to relocate the main doors to the east side of the building, facing
the main parking lot.

e The applicant proposes to remove and replace the wom metal fascia on the front of the building and
on the porte-cochere with new metal fascia to match the existing.

No work will be done to the south and west sides of the building.
The existing trash enclosure on the west side of the building will remain as existing.

SIGNAGE:
¢ No signage is proposed with this application. The Leawood Plaza development has approved sign

criteria. Signage is approved administratively through a separate application.

LANDSCAPING:

e The site contains existing landscaping, consisting of a combination of deciduous and evergreen
shrubs and bushes.

o The west side of the building is currently screened from the adjacent residential neighborhood with a
berm accented with evergreen and deciduous trees. The applicant is proposing an additional nine
ornamental trees along the existing berm to provide additional screening for the adjacent residential

neighborhood.

GOLDEN FACTOR CRITERIA:

The character of the neighborhood:

The area is characterized by an arterial street to the east (State Line Road), a collector street (123«
Street) and adjacent retail development (Leawood Plaza) along with the single family subdivision of
Foxborough to the south, Pembroke Lane (collector street) and the single family residential subdivision of
Pembroke Court to the west and north. West of Pembroke Court is Leawood Elementary School and
Leawood Middle School, part of the Blue Valley School District. East of State Line Road is single family

residential within the city of Kansas City, MO.
The zoning and uses of properties nearby:

North To the north of the property is additional retail space within Leawood Plaza, and single
family residential within the Pembroke Court subdivision, zoned RP-4 (Planned Cluster
Residential) under a previous version of the Leawood Development Ordinance.

East The property to the east of State Line Road is located within and under the zoning

5



jurisdiction of the City of Kansas City, Missouri.

South Directly to the south is additional retail space within Leawood Plaza and the single family
residential subdivision of Foxborough, zoned RP-1 (Planned Single Family Residential).
West To the west of the property is the single family residential subdivision, Pembroke Court,

zoned RP-4 under a previous version of the Leawood Development Ordinance.

The suitability of the subject property for uses to which it has been restricted:

The site is surrounded by accessible roadways with adequate capacity to accommodate the proposed
use. Single family residential subdivisions surround the property on all sides. The zoning of the property
ensures compatibility with surrounding neighborhoods. Additionally, a school facility is an approved use
within the SD-NCR district with the issuance of a Special Use Permit.

The time for which the property has been vacant:
Leawood Plaza was platted in 1986 and a Hy-Vee grocery store was constructed on Tract 2 of the site in
1987. Hy-Vee occupied the site until 2014. The site has been vacant for four years.

The extent to which removal of the restrictions will detrimentally affect nearby property:
Although the site is suitable for a school, stipulations are necessary to make certain that the project
meets City ordinances and to ensure a high quality project that fits with the surrounding uses.

The relative gain to the public health, safety, and welfare due to the denial of the application as
compared to the hardship imposed, if any, as a result of denial of the application:

Denial of the application will not result in a relative gain to the public health, safety or welfare; however, a
hardship to the applicant and community could be imposed. The school serves the private school
educational needs for the surrounding community and provides necessary space to Barstow School, who
is outgrowing current facilities. Denial of the application would result in prolonged vacancy of the current
property, thereby potentially imposing safety concerns and unsightly conditions on the surrounding
community. Denial of the application would also result in longer school commutes and the loss of a
potential educational facility within the area.

The recommendation of the permanent staff:
Staff is recommending approval of the case with the stated stipulations.

Conformance of the requested change to the adopted master plan of the City of Leawood:

The proposed application complies with the Comprehensive Plan with a Special Use Permit. The
Comprehensive Plan designates this site as Retail Use, which matches the current use of the property.
The Leawood Development Ordinance allows for school uses (public or private, elementary, middle or
high school) within all districts in Leawood, except for Business Park, with the issuance of a Special Use
Permit.
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4800 Town Center Drive - Leawood, Kansas 66211 - (913} 339-6700
(913) 339-8781 Fax

MEMORANDUM

Date: September 20, 2018
To:  Richard Coleman, Director of Community Development
From: David Ley, P.E., Director of Public Works%

Re: Barstow School
Case Number: 107-18

The Department of Public Works has reviewed the aforementioned project and would
like to make the following stipulations as part of the Planning Commission Approval:

1) Traffic Impact Study:

a) The developer provided a Memo with Trip Generation Comparisons using the
previous and proposed fand uses. Based on the Study there will be a
reduction of 176 trips in the AM Peak Hour and a reduction of 539 in the PM

Peak Hour

2) Storm Water Study:

a) The developer is not making site changes therefore a Storm Water Study is
not required.

If you have any questions, please call me at (913) 663-9131.

Copy: Project File
PW Book

PW-1

J:\Projects\Barstow\Planning Commission Stipulations\107-18 Barstow.doc
Sister City to I-Lan, Taiwan, R.O.C. - Sister City to Regional Council Gezer, Israel



Jessica Schuller

From: Gene Hunter

Sent: Tuesday, September 18, 2018 12:10 PM
To: Jessica Schuller

Subject: RE: Plans - Barstow School

The Fire Dept. has no objection to this site plan.

Gene Hunter, Leawood Fire Marshal



ORDINANCE NO.

ORDINANCE APPROVING A PRELIMINARY PLAN AND SPECIAL USE PERMIT
FOR AN ELEMENTARY/MIDDLE/HIGH SCHOOL FOR BARSTOW SCHOOL -
LEAWOOD CAMPUS, LOCATED NORTH OF 123R? STREET AND WEST OF STATE

LINE ROAD. (PC CASE 107-18)

WHEREAS, the applicant submitted a request for approval of a Preliminary Plan and a
Special Use Permit for an Elementary/Middle/High School Campus;

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission reviewed the application on September 25, 2018
and recommends approval with certain stipulations; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission’s recommendation was presented to the
Governing Body on October 15, 2018.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE
CITY OF LEAWOOD, KANSAS:

SECTION 1. APPROVAL OF PRELIMINARY PLAN GRANTED. Pursuant to Section 16-3-10
of the Leawood Development Ordinance, permission is hereby granted to use the following
property, in the manner set forth in the Preliminary Plan, on file with the Leawood Planning
Department, 4800 Town Center Drive, Leawood, Kansas 66211, and in accordance with Section
16-2-6.2 of the Leawood Development Ordinance, and subject to the conditions and stipulations
listed in Section 3, below, and all other laws and regulations:

Legal Description:
Tract 2, Leawood Plaza, a subdivision in the City of Leawood, Johnson County, Kansas.

SECTION 2. SPECIAL USE PERMIT GRANTED. Pursuant to Section 16-4-3 of the Leawood
Development Ordihance, permission is hereby granted to use the property described in Section 1,
above, in the manner set forth in the Special Use Permit, on file with the Leawood Planning
Department, 4800 Town Center Drive, Leawood, Kansas, 66211, and in accordance with Section
16-2-6.2 of the Leawood Development Ordinance, and subject to the conditions and stipulations
in Section 3, below, and all other laws and regulations.

SECTION 3. CONDITIONS AND STIPULATIONS. The Preliminary Plan referenced in
Section 1 and the Special Use Permit referenced in Section 2, above, are hereby approved and
adopted subject to the following conditions and stipulations:

1. The project is limited to the adaptive reuse of the existing 63,370 sq.ft., 1-story
supermarket for use as the Barstow School within the SD-NCR zoning district, on 4.8

acres.
2. A Special Use Permit for a school shall be issued to The Barstow School.

3. At the time of Final Plan for the school, a Special Use Permit shall be required for the
daycare use.



4. The term of the Special Use Permit shall be limited to twenty years from the date of
Governing Body approval.

5. All new power lines, utility lines, etc. are required to be placed underground. This
must be done prior to final occupancy of any building within the project.

6. All new utility boxes with a height of less than 55 inches, a footprint of equal to or
less than 15 square feet in area, or a pad footprint of equal to or less than 15 square
feet, may be installed only with the prior approval of the Director of Community
Development as being in compliance with this Ordinance.

7. All utility boxes, not otherwise approved with the final development plan, with a
height of 55 inches or greater, a footprint greater than 15 sq.fi. in area, or a pad
footprint greater than 15 sq.ft. in area, shall be installed only with the prior
recommendation of the Planning Commission as being in compliance with the
Leawood Development Ordinance based on review of a site plan containing such
final development plan information as may be required by the City, and approved by
the Governing Body. The City may impose conditions on approval, including but not
limited to duration or renewal requirements, where the circumstances are sufficiently
unusual to warrant the conditions.

8. Exterior ground-mounted or building-mounted equipment including, but not limited
to, mechanical equipment, utilities, meter banks and air conditioning units, shall be
painted to blend with the building and screened from public view with landscaping or
with an architectural treatment compatible with the building structure.

9. All rooftop equipment shall be screened from the public view with an architectural
treatment, which is compatible with the building architecture. The height of the
screen shall be at least as tall as the utility being screened.

10. Per the Leawood Development Ordinance, the source of illumination of all proposed
light fixtures shall not be visible.

11. The applicant shall obtain all approvals and permits from the Public Works
Department, per the public works memo on file with the City of Leawood Department
of Community Development, prior to issuance of a building permit.

12. The applicant shall obtain all approvals from the City of Leawood Fire Department,
per the Fire Marshal’s memo on file with the City of Leawood Department of
Community Development, prior to issuance of a building permit.

13. Per the Leawood Development Ordinance, at the time of Final Plan all pedestrian
crosswalks shall be demarcated from the adjacent street pavement.

14. A sign permit from the Department of Community Development shall be obtained
prior to installation of any signs.

15. The size of all new plant material shall meet all requirements of the Leawood
Development Ordinance.

16. Materials boards for new materials shall be submitted at the time of Final Plan.

17. No construction shall be allowed between the hours of 9:00 p.m. to 7:00 a.m. and not
on Sundays.

18. Special school events or programs shall conclude prior to 11 p.m. Events extending
beyond 11 p.m. shall require a Temporary Use Permit.

19. The conditions and stipulations of the preliminary plan approval remain in full force
and effect except to the extent expressly modified herein.



20. This Preliminary Plan approval shall lapse in two years, if construction on the project
has not begun or if such construction is not being diligently pursued; provided,
however, that the developer may request a hearing before the Governing Body to
request an extension of this time period. The Governing Body may grant one such
extension for a maximum of 12 months for good cause shown by the developer.

21. In addition to the stipulations listed in this report, the developer/property owner
agrees to abide by all ordinances of the City of Leawood Development Ordinance,
unless a deviation has been granted, and to execute a statement acknowledging in
writing that they agree to stipulations one through twenty-one.

SECTION 4. EFFECTIVE DATE. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force from and
after its publication as required by law.

PASSED by the Governing Body this 15t day of October, 2018.
APPROVED by the Mayor this 15® day of October, 2018.

(SEAL)

Peggy J. Dunn, Mayor

ATTEST:

Debra Harper, CI\_/IC, City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Andrew K. Hall, Assistant City Attorney
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Barstow INTERACT Meeting Summary
8/29/2018 - 6pm
12130 State Line Road
Leawood, KS 66209

Meeting Questions & Answers

Where will cars/traffic enter?
o Primarily via State Line Road
Ownership? Are you buying the whole center?
o Just the Hy-Vee building itself
When does work start and when will it be complete?

o Work will begin upon contract close. Hoping November timeframe. Likely to
work in phases. Roof priority, systems, maintenance. Could be complete as
early as June 2019 or could go until end of 2019.

Early childhood drop off — Where & How?
o Likely via porte cochere in front of building
(Impact of added greenspace) — What will number of parking spaces be (before, after)?

o Approximately 30 spaces would be removed.

o The plan provides for 136 total surface parking stalls, which will be more than
adequate for Barstow’s proposed use.

Is redoing complex parking lot part of a master plan?

o No, not to our knowledge

What is the current zoning status?

o No zoning change requested. We are in the process of seeking approval for a
Special Use Permit (SUP) for education use.

What percent of building will be used for Early Childhood Development?

o A quarter to a third, but could be a little as 20%,

Any consideration for Tornado shelters given planned use of more glass?

o Additional bathrooms will be added and likely to be boxed internal structures
that can act as internal high wind shelters,

How will traffic flow for the early childhood drop off and pick up?

o Hollis-Miller factoring traffic, timing, projections and logistics [note that traffic
flow has been addressed in Barstow’s response to the City of Leawood'’s initial
response letter].

What age group is served in early childhood development?

o 6 weeks to 3-years old, or until they are ready for Preschool.

Will there be frequent service deliveries (large trucks) on site and how do you plan to
address who should and should not be there?

o Do not anticipate frequent service deliveries.

o In order to deter unauthorized people from accessing the site, we will have full
time, on-site security presence, cameras, etc.

Will our favorite US Mail drop remain in place?



o Yes, most likely to stay and be accessible via right-of-way.
Are there plans for any further public entrance off of State Line Road?
o No.
Are there plans for a stop light on the north end of the Leawood Plaza?
o No, not to our knowledge,
Is JE Dunn doing the construction?
o Not necessarily. They helped with the initial building inspection. We will likely
take construction to bid.
What are the next steps?
o City of Leawood Planning Commission Meeting —9/25/18
o City Council of Leawood Meeting — 10/15/18
Is there a time limit on the SUP? How long is it for?
o Subject to time limit pursuant to the City’s development ordinance.
Will there be Summer programs and/or programs available to neighbors?
o Absolutely part of the equation. Similar to Summer @ Barstow programming
Will there be other shops, businesses, transportation lines as a result of this?
o Likely to follow, but not aware of anything imminent.
Will there be a summer Robotics camp?
o Yes.
Will there be pedestrian access like a raised crosswalk?
o Potentially with the greenspace but not necessarily outside the center.
Are the shopping centers (buildings) to the north and south of former Hy-Vee owned by
the same person?
o Yes.
What about the truck traffic in the back of the building?
o There will be some, but not nearly as often as when it was an operating grocery
store.
o Maeals likely to be prepared on site as there is a kitchen in place.
What about evening programs?
o These will be limited- and would likely end no later than 7:30pm.
Is the deal with Hy-Vee itself done?
o Itis contingent upon SUP and preliminary Plan approval by the City.
Has the building been inspected?
o Completed. We know we need a new roof, however, there are no major
structural issues.
Will there be the opportunity for public comments at the City Meeting?
o Yes, that is our understanding

Final Discussion

Clarification was made to distinguish between a SUP and zoning change and it was made
clear that we are seeking a SUP and a preliminary development plan.

Several attendees voiced their enthusiastic support of this project. No attendees were
opposed.



o In fact, one attendee suggested a vote amongst attendees. A vote was conducted with
unanimous support (in favor) and not a single attendee opposed to the project.
¢ Interact Meeting concluded.
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Pembroke Court Homes Association
Pembroke Lane and Sagamore Road
Leawood, Kansas 66209

September 21, 2018

City of Leawood Planning Commission
4800 Town Center Drive
Leawood, Kansas 66211

RE: The Barstow School Application for
Proposed Development of the HyVee
Property at 12200 State Line Road

Dear Commissioners:

On behalf of the Pembroke Court Homes Association Board of Directors,
please accept this letter as an expression of our full support for the application by The
Barstow School for their proposed development of Tract 2, Leawood Plaza, and adaptive
reuse of the existing building and grounds for the purpose of providing educational
services in connection with The Barstow School.

Several of our residents and Board members attended the interact meeting
held on August 29, 2018 to learn about the project and to discuss any issues or concerns
as nearby property owners. All of the representatives appearing on behalf of The
Barstow School were very prepared, provided excellent information about the site
project and most importantly answered to our satisfaction all of the questions raised by
those in attendance.

Accordingly, we wish to express our great pleasure and anticipation of the
proposed project going forward and hereby recommend that your Planning Commission
grant the requested use permit by The Barstow School at your meeting on Tuesday,
September 25, 2018, or as soon thereafter as practicable.

In the event any member of our Board of Directors can be of assistance to
you in making your decision in favor of the application of The Barstow School, please
feel free to contact me at 913.980.3245.

W0 UA. Yrica
Michael A. Price, President

Board of Directors
Pembroke Court Homes Association




Jessica Schuller

From: Donna Euston <donnaeuston@acl.com>
Sent: Wednesday, August 29, 2018 7:04 PM
To: Planning and Development General Email
Subject: Barstow School

My husband and | attended the preliminary meeting this evening regarding the Barstow School Expansion. We live in the
Foxborough subdivision and feel this would be a wonderful addition to the area.

The other local residents in attendance were in overwhelming support, also.

We encourage the city council to approve this proposal for a special use permit.

Sincerely,

Donna and Larry Euston

Sent from my iPad



From: Lori Clemon [maiito:lori.clemon@amail.com]
Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2018 1:56 PM

To: Committees - City Council

Subject: Leawood Plaza

Greetings.
I was injured and unable to attend the public meeting. Therefore, I take this opportunity to state
my concerns regarding the purchase of the Hy-Vee property by Barstow.

I live behind this property. I ask that attention be given to the berm that separates this property
from the residential areas behind the building/plaza. It is my understanding the berm should have
sight and barrier trees planted. Currently there are primarily street trees. Could this be rectified
with the planned remodeling/rezoning, please?

Also, please be aware that dog walkers not interested in picking up after their pets use this berm
regularly. The new owners might want to take this into consideration with their plans.

Thank you,

Doloros Clemon

2241 W. 122 Terrace
Leawood, Kansas 66209
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TO: David Ley, City of Leawood
FROM: Todd Fredericksen, PE, PTOE
Tom Fulton, Technical Leader
RE: Leawood Plaza Redevelopment (Barstow School)
DATE: September 20, 2018
PROJECT #: A18-2079

Per your request, this memorandum addresses the redevelopment of a portion of the existing
Leawood Plaza located in the northwest quadrant of State Line Road and 123 Street. The site
is currently zoned for 58,946 square feet of retail and a 63,370 square foot supermarket. The
retail component of the development is proposed to remain. The supermarket component, which
is currently vacant, is proposed to be renovated to a 48-student daycare and a 50-student middle
school/high school use. The renovated building will be used by The Barstow School as a day care
center for young students and as a secondary learning space for the middle/high school students.
Based on information provided by the school, trips to and from the building are expected to be
low, around 3-4 busses will transport students over from the main campus and 3-4 staff members
will park at the newly renovated building. This memorandum will compare the number of trips
generated by the existing and proposed land uses, utilizing data from the Institute of
Transportation Engineers (ITE) Trip Generation Manual (10" Edition). The existing retail portion
of the development is not proposed to change; thus, it was not included in this trip generation

comparison.

Supermarket (LU 850) land use was used to determine the trips generated by the existing building.
To determine trips associated with the redevelopment, the Middle School/Junior High School (LU
522) and Day Care Center (LU 565) land uses were chosen due to the similar land use
descriptions to the expected use and because the uses offer more conservative trip generation

estimates.
Table 1 illustrates the comparison between the existing development and the proposed land uses.

Table 1: L_and Use Comparison

B Origin-;l-' Proposed
Lagd Uae Land Use Land Use
= Supermarket 63,370 SF .
Middle School/Junior High School - 50 Students
Day Care Center _ - 4B sStudents

Table 2 illustrates the previous and proposed land use trip generation rates for daily, AM, and PM
peak hour periods and compares the difference for each.



Leawood Plaza Redevelopment (Barstow School)

Trip Generation Comparison
Page 2 of 2

Table 2: Daily Trip Generation Comparison

Daily Comparison

AM Peak Hour Comparison

PM Peak Hour Comparison

Existing Land Use (Supermarket)

Existing Land Use (Supermarket)

Existing Land Use
(Supermarket)

Enter Exit Total Enter Exit Total Enter Exit Total
Total | 3,384 3,383 6,767 Total 146 97 243 Total 200 287 586
Proposed Land Use Proposed Land Use Proposed Land Use
(School/ Day Care) (School/ Day Care) (School/ Day Care)
Enter Exit Total Enter Exit Total Enter Exit Total
Total 153 151 304 Total 37 30 67 Total 23 24 47
Difference Difference Difference

Total | -3,231 -3,232 -6,463 |

Total | -109 -67 -176

Total | -276 -263 -539

Based upon the comparisons provided in Table 2, the proposed land uses are expected to
generate approximately 6,463 less daily trips during a typical weekday, 176 less AM peak hour
trips, and 539 less trips during PM peak hour than the previous land use. The ITE Trip Generation
rates for each of the land uses are Attached. The proposed land use is expected to resuit in an
overall decrease in the number of daily and peak hour trips when compared to the existing land

use.

We hope that we have provided adequate information for your request. If you have additional
questions, please contact us at 913.381.1170.




Trip Generation A - Existing Land Use

Daily Trip Generation

ITE Trip Gen. Daily Trip Distribution Daily Trips
CodelPage tiand Use Si;e Avg. Rate!Eg. Trips Enter E_m Enter Exit
850 Supermarket 63,370 Sq.Ft. Average 6,767 50% 50% 3,384 3,383
Total 6,767 3,384 3,383
AM Peak Hour Trip Generation
ITE Trip Gen. AM Peak Trip Distribution AM Peak Hour Trips
CodelPage L_and Use Siz_e Avg. Rate!Eg. Hour Trips Enter % Enter Exit
850 Supermarket 63,370  Sq.Ft. Average 243 60% 40% 146 97
Total 243 146 97
PM Peak Hour Trip Generation
ITE Trip Gen. PM Peak Trip Distribution PM Peak Hour Trips
Code/Page Igm Use Size Ava\ Rata.-‘Eg. Hour Trigs Enter Exit Enter Exit
850 Supermarket 63,370  Sq.Ft. Average 586 51% 49% 299 287
Total 586 299 "~ 287




Trip Generation B - Proposed Land Use

Daily Trip Generation

ITE Trip Gen. Daily Trip Distribution Daily Trips
CodelPage Land Use Si;e Unit Avg. Rate/Eq. Trips Enter Exit Enter Exit
522 Middle School/Junior High School 50 Students Average 107 50% 50% 54 53
565 Day Care Center 48 Students Average 197 50% 50% 99 98
“Total 304 153 151

AM Peak Hour Trip Generation

ITE Trip Gen. AM Peak Trip Distribution Peak Hour Trips
Code/Page Land Use Size Unit Avg. Rate/Eq, Hour Trips Enter Exit Enter Exit
522 Middle School/Junior High School 50 Students Average 29 54% 46% 16 13
565 Day Care Center 48 Students Average 38 53% 47% 21 17
Total 67 37 30
PM Peak Hour Trip Generation
ITE Trip Gen. PM Peak Trip Distribution Peak Hour Trips
CodelPage Land Use Si;e Unit Avg. Rate/Eq. Hour Trips Enter Exit Enter Exit
522 Middle School/Junior High School 50 Students Average 9 49% 51% 5 4
565 Day Care Center 48 Students Average 38 47% 53% 18 20

" Total a7 23 24
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BARSTOW SCHOOL AT LEAWOOD PLAZA
123RP STREET & STATE LINE ROAD

Stormwater Report
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BARSTOW SCHOOL AT LEAWOOD PLAZA
123RP STREET & STATE LINE ROAD

Stormwater Report

GENERAL INFORMATION

This stormwater management study is being submitted on behalf of Barstow School for the
redevelopment of an existing building into a school at the NW corner of State Line Rd. &
W. Santa Fe Trail in Leawood, Kansas. This stormwater report will address the entire
Leawood Plaza, however the proposed development only includes the redevelopment of
the previous Hy-Vee building and parking lot into a Barstow school

Project Location and Description

The proposed site lies within Lot 2 of Leawood Plaza plat; the north 4 of Fractional Section
23, Township 13 South, Range 25 East, in Johnson County, Leawood, Kansas and
includes approximately 13.62 acres. The site is located at the northwest corner of the
intersection of 123 Street and State Line Rd. and is bounded by Pembroke Ln. to the
west and north, State Line Road to the east and 123" Street to the south. (See Figure 1 in
Appendix A for Site Plan). Generally the site is surrounded by residential property.

Study Purpose

The purpose of this study is to explain that the proposed improvements for Barstow School
located within Leawood Plaza are in conformance with the City of Leawood Ordinances
and Procedures. This document adopts the Standard Specifications and Design Criteria,
“Division V — Design Criteria, Section 5600 - Storm Drainage Systems and Facilities” of the
American Public Works Association, Kansas City Metropolitan Chapter (APWA) adopted
February 16, 2011 and the Mid-America Regional Council, Manual of Best Management
Practices For Stormwater Quality October 2012, referred to hereafter as “2012 MARC
BMP Manual”. This study will analyze the post-development peak stormwater discharges
from the site to ensure there are no adverse impacts on downstream receiving stormwater
systems or properties and discuss best management practices to improve storm water
quality. The study will aiso review existing flood plain information.

FEMA Flood Classification

The Barstow School Redevelopment site is located within “Zone X — Area of Minimal Flood
Hazard” according to FIRM Map 20091C0070G (see FEMA Firmette, Appendix B).

Soils Descriptions

Soil classifications were obtained from the Natural Resource Conservation Service's
website by utilizing the Web Soil Survey feature. The site soil composition and
classification can be viewed in the chart below. These soil properties are not expected to
change as a result of development.

Olsson Project No. A18-2079 2



BARSTOW SCHOOL AT LEAWOOD PLAZA
123R0 STREET & STATE LINE ROAD

Stormwater Report
Table 1: Soil Classifications
Hydrolo
1 s : g Percentage of

Soil Description %c':. fuc;;l Project Site
Polo silt loam C 1.6%
Arisburg silt loam C 3.4%
Oska-Martin silty clay loam D 12.2%
Grundy siit loam D 38.6%
Chillicothe silt loam D 44.2%

A more detailed printout from the online Web Soil Survey is included in Appendix C.

METHODOLOGY

General Criteria and References

This report was prepared in accordance with the provisions of Leawood development
guidelines. The analytical and design criteria used in the study conform to those outlined
in the Leawood City Ordinances and the Standard Specifications and Design Criteria,
“Division V — Design Criteria, Section 5600 - Storm Drainage Systems and Facilities” of the
American Public Works Association; Kansas City Metropolitan Chapter (APWA) adopted
February 16, 2011. Based on these criteria, the Preliminary Development Plan and
proposed impervious areas from both phases were evaluated using the Rational Method.
Rational Method values were weighted based on standard impervious and open space
classifications from the 2012 MARC BMP Manual.

Stormwater discharges from the site for the existing and proposed watersheds were
evaluated using the Rational Method for the 1, 10, and 100-year storm events. Existing
times of concentration were determined using Inlet Time and Trave! Time equations found
in section 5602.7 of APWA Section 5600. A minimum inlet time of five minutes was used
when calculated times were under five minutes. Proposed times of concentration were
calculated in the same manner.

Olsson Project No. A18-2079 3



BARSTOW SCHOOL AT LEAWOOD PLAZA
123RP STREET & STATE LINE ROAD

Stormwater Report

HYDROLOGIC/HYDRAULIC ANALYSES

Existing Conditions Analysis

The existing site consists of a building and associated parking lot that generally drains into
private storm sewer then flows to the north entering a public storm system located at
Pembrooke Ln. & State Line Rd. The existing weighted runoff coefficient for the site is
found to be 0.73 using percent impervious area of the existing site. (See Appendix C for
Hydrographs). Pre-development flows are summarized in Table 2.

Table 2: Existing Peak Flows

WEIGHTED 2-YR 10-YR 100-YR
RUNOFF Il\::!éi\:;\ocl;s STORM | STORM | STORM
COEFFICIENT (CFS) (CFS) (CFS)
Leawood Plaza 0.73 9.41 53.78 73.1 102.6

Proposed Conditions Analysis

The proposed site has modifications only associated with the redeveiopment for the
Barstow School, parcel of land which decreases impervious area. The weighted runoff
coefficient value for proposed conditions was found to be 0.69 using percent impervious
area of the site with proposed improvements. (See Appendix C for Hydrographs). Post-
development flows are summarized in Table 3.

Table 3: Proposed Peak Flows 7
WEIGHTED | IMPervious | 1YR | 10-YR | 100-YR
: (CFs) | (CFs) (CFS)

PARKINGLOT 0.69 9.16 50.8 69.1 97.0

STORMWATER TREATMENT REQUIREMENTS

BMP Analysis

Per section 4.0 of the 2012 MARC BMP Manual, the property does not meet the definition
of a development as stated in APWA 5601.3 and therefore no mitigation is required for this

site

Olsson Project No. A18-2079 4



BARSTOW SCHOOL AT LEAWOOD PLAZA
123RD STREET & STATE LINE ROAD

Stormwater Report

CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The proposed developments will cause no additional stormwater runoff for the project site.
Proposed conditions stormwater runoff will be less than the existing conditions, therefore
no stormwater mitigation is required for the site.

Based on the information provided herein we request your approval of this storm drainage

study for Barstow School at Leawood Plaza. if you have any questions or comments or
need additional information, please do not hesitate to contact me at (913) 381-1170

ROBBY STEFFENS
OLSSON ASSOCIATES

Olsson Project No. A18-2079 5



City of Leawood
Planning Commission Meeting
September 25, 2018
Meeting - 6:00 p.m.
Leawood City Hall Council Chambers
4800 Town Center Drive
Leawood, KS 66211
913.339.6700 x 160

CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL: Hunter, Belzer, Hoyt, Pateidl, Strauss, Coleman,
Block, and Stevens. Absent: Elkins.

In Chairman Elkins'’s absence, Vice-Chairman Pateidl served as Chairman.

APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA-

Chairman Elkins: I see we have some documents. Would you care to explain any
changes?

Mr. Klein: There are no changes to the agenda; however, there are documents
concerning Case 107-18. When we get to that application, we can explain further.

Chairman Elkins: If there are no other changes, I would entertain a motion to approve.

A motion to apprdve the agenda was made by Strauss; seconded by Hoyt. Motion
carried with a unanimous vote of 7-0. For: Hunter, Belzer, Hoyt, Strauss, Coleman,

Bleck, and Stevens.

APPRO‘\/’AL OF MINUTES: Approval of the minutes from the August 28, 2018
Planning Commission meeting.

Chairman Pateidl: Does anyone care to make corrections to the minutes? Seeing no
changes, I would entertain a motion.

A motion to approve the minutes from the August 28, 2018 Planning Commission
meeting was made by Hoyt; seconded by Belzer. Motion carried with a unanimous
vote of 7-0. For: Hunter, Belzer, Hoyt, Strauss, Coleman, Block, and Stevens.

CONSENT AGENDA:

Chairman Pateidl: Does anyone wish to pull this item for discussion? If not, I would
entertain a motion.

CASE 110-18 — MHC FINANCIAL SERVICES — WALL SIGN - Request for approval
of a Final Sign Plan, located south of College Boulevard and east of Roe Avenue.

Leawood Planning Commussion -1- September 25, 2018



Mr, Klein; I think the stipulations are covered in both, so it should be fine to delete them.
The Landscape Plan was approved with Johnson County Wastewater, and they took the
substation into consideration at that time.

Chairman Pateidl: You concur with the deletion of Nos. 3, 7, and 8?

Mr. Klein: Correct.

Chairman Pateidl: With that, we would have ten stipulations.

A motion to recommend approval of CASE 106-18 -~ INDIAN CREEK
ELECTRICAL SUBSTATION - Request for approval of a Final Plan, located
south of I-435 and east of Mission Road - with ten stipulations as modified,
including the removal of Nos. 3, 7, and 8 — was made by Strauss.

Chairman Pateidl: I would add one other comment on that regarding No. 11 to be
specific in the identification of the letter from the Public Works Department.

Seconded by Belzer. Motion carried with a unanimous vote of 7-0. For: Hunter,
Belzer, Hoyt, Strauss, Coleman, Block, and Stevens.

CASE 107-18 - BARSTOW SCHOOL — LEAWOOD CAMPUS - Request for approval
of a Preliminary Plan and Special Use Permit, located north of 123 Street and west of
State Line Road. PUBLIC HEARING

Staff Presentation:
City Planner Jessica Schuller made the following presentation:

Ms. Schuller: This is Case 107-18 — Barstow School — Request for approval of a
Preliminary Plan and Special Use Permit. Before I proceed with the presentation, I would
like to note a couple changes that had taken place since your reports were delivered to
you. The first is a correction on Page 3 of your report. Building No. 3 in the table is listed
as Schoel, and it should be Retail. School is Building 5. You also have an additional
public comment letter from Pembroke Court Subdivision. This was received after your
packets was delivered. You also have a memo detailing some changes to stipulations. The
majority of them have been agreed upon by staff and the applicant. Many of them were
able to be removed.

The proposed Barstow School location is within Leawood Plaza in the previous
location of the HyVee grocery store. The applicant proposes an adaptive reuse of this
currently vacant retail space for use as an ancillary campus for the Barstow School,
which is a private school for elementary, middle, and high school students. The main
campus is located near 115" Street and State Line Road in Kansas City, MO. The
applicant proposes the students will be shuttled from the main campus to this ancillary
Leawood campus, primarily for use of the Robotics program. While the school’s
programs and schedules have not been completely finalized, the applicant does expect
50-150 students with 10-15 teachers to be located at this ancillary campus. The applicant

Leawood Planning Commission -8- September 25, 2018



also proposes a daycare facility at the campus for approximately 18 infants and 30
toddlers. The hours of operation of the school will be approximately 7:00 a.m. to 7:00
p.m. The existing retail structure is a single-story building with 63,370 square feet. The
applicant does not propose any changes to the existing parking lot, parking lot lighting, or
number of parking spaces, which are more than adequate to serve the school’s needs and
also meet the requirements of the LDO. The applicant proposes modifications to the
eastern elevation of the building, which serves as the main entrance. The applicant
proposes a new storefront window system across the eastern fagade in place of the
existing stucco infill that is along the facade, along with new doorways to face the east
and a new metal fascia to match the existing fascia on the building. The porte cochere
will also be updated with a new metal fascia. The western and southern fagades of the
building will remain unchanged. The site is currently landscaped. The applicant proposes
some additional ornamental trees on the west side of the building on the existing berm
behind the structure. Staff would like to see some additional site improvements regarding
landscaping, such as 60% living material in the landscape islands and screening of
utilities; however, these are not required by the LDO for this application, so we are not
able to make the site come into complete compliance with current LDO landscape
standards. Staff recommends approval of Case 107-18 with the modified stipulations in

your memo.
Chairman Pateidl: Are there questions for staff?

Comm. Block: In the notes from the Interact Meeting, I noticed the moderator indicated
there would be 30 parking spots removed, but 1 didn’t see that anywhere in the diagrams
or anywhere in the text of the application.

Ms. Schuller; At‘the time the meeting was held, the Site Plan looked a little bit different.
The applicant was proposing dn entryway plaza in the front parking area that would have
removed some of those pi€ces; however, due to circumstances with the current owners
within Leawood Plana, they were not able to work that out. The revised plan before you
is what they are bﬁnging forward, which does not call for the removal of any parking

spaces.

Comm. Coleman: On the Traffic Impact Study, obviously the building has been vacant
for some time, so the only thing we have to go on is when it was HyVee. How many
years ago was that?

Ms. Schuller: The site has been vacant since 2014,

Comm, Coleman: Where is the data coming from for the traffic study? Was it when
HyVee was open?

Mr. Ley: It is from the ITE manual for supermarkets in general throughout the country.
That is how they developed the traffic counts. It is not from a prior study of this site.

Leawood Planning Commission -9- September 25, 2018



Comm, Coleman: There is still something in there. I think the HyVee drugstore is in
there, but obviously, it’s minimal impact right now.

Mr. Ley: That’s right.

Comm. Coleman: Right now, the building is owned by HyVee and is on the tax rolls, I
assume. If Barstow purchases the building, it would come off the tax roll as a school?

Mr. Hall: Presumably; if they’re a nonprofit entity, they are not taxed. It could be stated
that it is not really generating tax revenue at the moment.

Comm. Coleman; It is generating property tax.

Mr. Hall: Yes, but none of the other bonus tax you get out of a retail establishment that is
functioning.

Comm. Coleman: For clarification, does the school pay property tax?

Mr. Hall: To be perfectly honest, I don’t think so, but I would need to look into the
property tax rule to confirm that.

Comm. Strauss: Jessica, can you give us some more background on why so many
stipulations were removed? I know we like to try to bring new developments up to
current LDO standards, but I suspect it’s because the building itself is not changing. Isn’t
there a trigger for the requirement to be upgraded to the LDO?

Ms. Schuller: The applicant is not increasing the intensity of use on the site. Some of the
changes to stipulations were regarding improvements that the applicant does not actually
have to make, per the LDO. We would like to see the site beautified. The applicant agrees
with that; however, they just didn’t wish to see some of those improvements as a
stipulation. It is not that they are unwilling to make some of these improvements down
the road.

Comm, Strauss: Do you remember when the city requires those new LDO amendments
to be met?

Mr, Klein: It is triggered by an increase in the intensity of use of the property. It really
comes down to a use that adds traffic, more square footage, etc. Per the LDO, the legal,
nonconforming characteristics such as parking and landscaping would have to come into
conformance at that time. However, in this case, the school is going in as a lower
intensity than what the grocery store was. We didn’t really have the ability to do that.
Originally, they were proposing more modifications. They indicated that they might be
willing to make improvements down the road, but they did not want them as stipulations,
and because the intensity of use didn’t increase, we couldn’t require them.
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Comm. Hoyt: If this is approved, will it sell off the entirety of the HyVee holdings on
that site?

Mr. Klein: That might be a better question for the applicant.
Mr. Coleman: Ibelieve that is true.

Comm. Hovt: In the description of how this was all going to be situated at the top of
Page 3, it says, “The building is mainly rectangular in nature with a flat roof. A smaller
extension of the building is located to the north on another tract of land and is not
proposed to be used as part of the school.” Is that physically attached?

Mr. Coleman: Yes.

Comm. Hovt: But it’s not owned by HyVee?

Mr. Coleman: Correct; it has a common wall.

Chairman Pateidl: Any other questions? If the applicant is here, please step forward.

Applicant Presentation:
Ellen Pantaenius, Husch Blackwell, 8215 Rosewood Lane, Prairie Village, KS, appeared

before the Planning Commission and made the following comments:

Ms. Pantaenius: We ére here to present our application for a Special Use Permit and
Preliminary Plan for the Barstow School, They are under contract to purchase this
property from H)f\(ee They intend to develup it as an ancillary campus for their school.
The main campus is across the way on the Missouri side. They will use this property for
their STEAM programmijng and a daycare. Joining me today are Shane Foster, President
and Head of School; Jeff Schnitzler, architect with Hollis and Miller.

Shane Foster, Headmaster of Barstow School, 115" and State Line, Kansas City, MO,
appeared before the Planning Commission and made the following comments:

Mr. Foster: The Barstow School is the oldest independent school west of the Mississippi.
We have been in Kansas City since 1884..Our current campus on State Line Road was
opened in 1962. We have approx1mately 150,000 square feet of educational space with
128 employees. We have found, since we started new programming such as STEAM with
our technology program, a need. About 70% of our applicants come to us from Kansas.
We feel it is necessary for us to create a feeder program with a daycare. We have a lot of
interest with our current parents. We have exceeded the capacity on our current campus
with our innovation space, so we are requesting to get a Special Use Permit so we can
start a center for innovation on the former HyVee space.

Jeff Schnitzler, Hollis and Miller Architects, 1828 Walnut, Suite 922, Kansas City, MO,
appeared before the Planning Commission and made the following comments:
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Mr. Schnitzler: (Referred to PowerPoint throughout) The existing HyVee has been
vacant for about four years. The parking is proposed to remain as it currently exists. The
adjacent properties have cross-access agreements. We are proposing changes that have
been stated by staff, including the addition of some ornamental trees and minor
modifications to the building. The only exterior modifications are proposed on the east
elevation with the idea that we would like to provide more daylight and a friendlier
appearance for the school. We are proposing to remove the existing stucco and replace
that with a new aluminum glass window and entry system as well as to add glass
windows at the entry to help demarcate that a little bit better and be more in keeping with
the school’s image and brand. We are proposing cleaning and replacement of the existing
fascia to match what is currently existing, so very much in keeping with the existing
aesthetic and cleaning it up a little bit. The remainder of the building will have
maintenance work due to four years of vacancy but no significant or physical changes to
any of the elevations.

As Shane and Ellen mentioned, this will house the STEAM program and
Robotics. Those take a lot of space. It will also have a new administrative area to
organize and run this part of the school as well as a daycare space and support space for
play and gathering for the students outside of the workshop and daycare.

Ms. Pantaenius: As staff noted, we held an Interact Meeting on August 29®. We had
tremendous support from the neighbors who attended that meeting. They were really
looking forward to seeing this property utilized again, particularly for the school purpose
that Barstow is proposing. We have a letter of support from Pembroke Court
Homeowners Association. I understand a representative may be here to make comments
this evening as well.

We will be redeveloping what is currently a vacant store that is slowly falling into
disrepair. We will add some screening trees and refresh the exterior, adding some glass,
and helping it look quite a bit better. Security will be improved because it will be owner-
occupied. Traffic to this site will be reduced from what was experienced with the HyVee
store. Parking use also will be reduced. We also anticipate increased tax revenue from the
surrounding businesses that will benefit from this site being utilized again. We also will
employ 10-15 additional staff at this location. We’re happy to answer any questions you
may have.

Comm. Hovt: Do you anticipate that this will totally fill that building, or is there excess
capacity for future expansion?

Mr. Foster: It is 63,000 square feet and a lot of space, but with our STEAM program
expanding and the daycare, we believe the space will be fully occupied; however, as we
start to renovate inside, we believe there will be .other opportunities to expand our
technology program as part of this.

Comm, Hovt: I know the drawing of the interior space is not a finalized plan, but I was
intrigued by your outdoor play space. You’re planning to cut the courtyard?
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Mr. Foster: That is correct because, as part of the stipulations to run a daycare, we need
an outside space. Unfortunately, because of the easement that runs through that area with
traffic around the back as well as through the front, it is not a safe area to put children
outside. We moved the outside inside.

Comm. Coleman: Mr. Foster, the Engineer’s Report states that this is for middle school.
Is it for the entire school from K-12, or is it centered around the middle school?

Mr. Foster: It will be Preschool-12.

Comm. Coleman: What about the Summer at Barstow Program? Will you utilize the
space for that as well?

Mr. Foster: We will be utilizing the space for our Robotics and STEAM program, a lot
of which we do currently on our campus, but we would expand that. We would be

bussing students over at that point.

Comm. Block: Your photos of the parking lot looked a little rough. Are there any plans
to reseal, repave, or repair it?

Mr. Foster: Yes.
Comm. Block: Also, the top window just looked odd to me. It doesn’t have a top to it.

Mr. Schnitzler: It is really about more of an open, up-reaching idea for the program. It is
taking the form theré and breaking it down a hittle bit and brining additional daylight in.

Comm. Block: Ididn’t know-it had a purpose. I thought it was more ornamental. There is
a deed restriction associated with this property that continues?

Ms. Pantaenius: There will be a deed restriction from HyVee to the Barstow School.

Comm. Block: And that will continue?

Ms. Pantaenius: It will.

Chairman Pateidl: Are there other questions? This application requires a Public Hearing,

Public Hearing
Barbara Jones, 11100 W. 122" Street, appeared before the Planning Commission and

made the following comments:

Ms. Jones: You saw the view from our house. We are thrilled that this is happening;
however, I do have a question that has to do with traffic. We live in a neighborhood that
is aging. I moved back to be with my parents, and they are driving, as are our neighbors
and the neighbors on 121%. Quite a few elderly people are coming in and out of State

Leawood Planning Commission -13- September 25, 2018



Line. Given the school being present, will there be a school zone or a crosswalk put in at
the bottom? My main concern is cars coming north from that hill. They do not pay much
attention to cars that might be entering from the Missouri side onto State Line,
particularly crossing over. The school might be a good opportunity to slow some of that
traffic down and set up a more secure setting for elderly residents.

Mr. Ley: I believe most of the school students will be dropped off by the parents or
brought over by Barstow from the main school off State Line, so we would not anticipate
any school zone along this area.

Comm. Coleman: Mr. Ley, what is required for lights in a school zone? I know there is a
Montessori school on the other side of State Line that at least has a sign. It’s not as
extensive as Leawood Elementary with the flashing lights.

Mr. Ley: Typically, we’re looking to see if there are students walking to school. That
would be something that we would look at over time. If there are, we would study the
area to determine where we would put the flashing lights. We work with the Police
Department, also, on where we would put the speed zones.

Comm. Coleman: To even put a sign to say there’s a school is something you have to
study once everything is up and running?

Mr. Ley: That is correct. We work with the Police Department on that.

Ms. Pantaenius: I can make one additional point on that, also. The daycare will be open
from 7:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m. with parents dropping off. There will not be steady traffic
coming to this location at one particular time; it will be more spread out.

Chairman Pateidl: Okay, welcome.

Peggy Beal, 2701 W. 120" Place, appeared before the Planning Commission and made
the following comments:

Ms. Beal: I'm here as a representative from the Verona Gardens HOA Board. We found
out about this Planning Commission meeting last night through our City Councilman
Mary Larson. I have a couple of questions that are mostly informational. You may have
answered and I just didn’t hear it, but the daycare is for whom? Is it open to the general
public? Is it for the employees of Barstow?

M. Foster: It is open to the general public.

Ms. Beal: As one of the surrounding neighborhoods, I know Pembroke Court has a
representative here, and they are directly adjacent property. Verona Gardens has 445
homes just behind them, so this is a concern to all our neighbors as well. We would like a
copy of the plan that is being proposed. If there are any other Interact Meetings, we
would like notice. We didn’t know about the first one. We would have liked to have
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participated in that. Really, we just want to be kept informed and in the loop on the
development of the property. Thank you.

Chairman Pateidl: T might ask a question regarding the notification of the Interact
Meeting.

Ms. Pantaenius: We obtained a list of homeowners and HOAs provided by Leawood
Planning Staff as well as other property owners located within 500 feet of the project site.
We sent notices of our Interact Meeting and this meeting to all those property owners.

Ms. Schuller: In addition to that, the packet is always posted online with full sets of
plans and Staff Reports prior to every meeting. That was posted last Friday. The Interact
Meeting notification is sent personally to every address within 500 feet, and then staff
takes an extra step to notify HOAs within 1,500 feet. We divide the city by north, central,
and south. If the project is taking place in the south, all HOAs in the south would be

notified.
Chairman Pateidl: You’re comfortable we met the requirements of our ordinance?

Mr. Klein: We’ve been trying hard to go well beyond the state statute. I’ll double check.
City staff sends out notification as well.

Comm. Hoyt: Just so the Verona Gardens folks know, staff is saying the plans are online
right now. You can go te the city website and find them. The meeting minutes will be

entered into the record as well.

Inaudible comments

Mr. Klein; We try to go well beyond that.
Inaudible comments

Chairman Pateidl: Any other questions? Mark, in response to the availability of the
daycare facility being open to the general public, does the Special Use Permit as it is
formulated in this application allow for a general daycare facility?

Mr. Klein: A general daycare facility is allowed with a Special Use Permit in this
particular zoning district. We learned more about the daycare as the plan progressed. We
determined it was more of a commercial daycare with before and after care for the school
as well. One of the stipulations in the Staff Report is that they will need to get a Special
Use Permit for the daycare.

Chairman Pateidl: I would think that would be appropriate for clarity for Governing
Body. Sir?

Shel Rupa, 2000 W. 123" Terrace, appeared before the Planning Commission.
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Mr. Rupa; I welcome Barstow as a neighbor; however, I want to make sure there will not
be any regularly scheduled evening activities. It is surrounded on three sides by
residential homes. Will Barstow plan on any evening activities at that location?

Mr. Coleman: I don’t think we have any restrictions on that. HyVee was a 24-hour
grocery store, so I think the school may have conferences or ongoing things in the
evening hours.

Comm. Hoyt: I feel like there was contemplation of evening activities but a stipulation
that they would be over by 11:00 p.m.

Mr, Klein: There is a stipulation that states that, and they can always apply for a Special
Event Permit if they had something that lasted longer than that.

Mr. Rupa;: Given that the main campus is relatively remote from a residential area and
this is surrounded on three sides by residential homes, I think activities that might go
until 11:00 p.m. might be better served at the main campus. Is there any reason they
couldn’t be handled at the main campus?

Chairman Pateidl: Would the apphicant like to address that?

Mr. Foster: Thank you for your question. We do not anticipate having dances, for
example, that we would hold at our main campus, but we would like to reserve the right
to have a robotics competition, for example, which may well go into the evening hours. I
don’t anticipate it would go beyond 11:00 p.m.; however, we would like to request up
until 11:00 p.m., knowing that most of the business will be done by 7:00 p.m.

Ms. Pantaenius: I'd like to add that events will be enclosed inside the building and
should not be bothersome to the neighbors any more than a 24-hour HyVee would have
been.

Michael Price, 12120 Sagamore Road, Leawood, appeared before the Planning
Commission and made the following comments:

Mr. Price; I am the President of Pembroke Court HOA. On Friday, September 21%, I
delivered a letter to the city, which hopefully is in your packet. I think it was mentioned
earlier. Needless to say, we're thrilled to death that the Barstow School has chosen this
location. We have 75 homes in our subdivision. We are adjacent to and immediately west
of the back of the proposed school. We have had a number of issues since HyVee left the
area with trash and trucks in the parking lot. We’ve been to City Council a couple times,
hoping something could be done like this, realizing the city was not responsible for
seeing that the property was sold or occupied. One of the things I heard just now was
mention about late evenings. Actually, there are businesses to the east, north, and south of
this building. The neighborhood that we have is right behind all those businesses. I think
there is a pizza place that stays open probably past 11:00. There are other businesses that
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lease the space. We're thrilled that HyVee Pharmacy stayed and that the Barstow School
can now make a difference in that area because we’ve already seen an insurance agency
go in to the south. I think Barstow School is leasing an office close to the building.
There’s a furniture business there, and we believe that because students are going to be
there, maybe those other places will be occupied as well. We’re really happy about this.
We got good notice of the Interact Meeting and had several residents there that were in
favor of this. As the elected President of Board of Directors of the 75 homes, we fully

support this application.

Chairman Pateidl: Thank you. Are there any other parties who would like to make a
comment?

As no one else was present to speak, a motion to close the Public Hearing was made
by Strauss; seconded by Hoyt. Motion carried with a unanimous vote of 7-0. For:
Hunter, Belzer, Hoyt, Strauss, Coleman, Block, and Stevens.

Chairman Pateidl: The Public Hearing is now closed. Is there any discussion?

Comm. Strauss: I have a question for staff. I haven’t been in the area for a while, but I
was thinking about state laws regarding liquor stores and places that sell tobacco near
schools. I don’t know if there are any in the area now. If there are not, isn’t there a state
law that prohibits alcohol sales within a certain distance of a school? How would that
play out?

Mr. Klein: Nall Valley Shops was the last ohe we had come in. We wanted to make sure
that they were an a;fpropnate distance from, Math Monkey. We typlcally check that when
a liquor store movqs in. We’re not aware of any liquor store in this area in that range. It is
not so great that it usually encompasses a whale development and beyond. For instance,
at Nall Valley Shops, it wds okay for the\;quor store to be on one corner and the other
business to be located along Nall Avenue.

Comm. Strauss: If a l?‘mr store wanted to come in to one of the open spaces in the
development, would our LDO preclude that?

Mr. Klein: It is actually state law. We try to check it as well.

Comm. Belzer: Regarding the outdoor space, if it were to become a courtyard, would the
applicant need to reapply since it would be a major roof change?

Mr. Klein: It would actually require a building permit in order to construct. Most of the
applications you see have a lot of codes that go into the review of the interiors. This
would be the same way.

Comm. Hovyt: I have more of a comment. I would like to congratulate the visionaries
who came up with this plan because I think it’s a wonderful repurposing of the building,
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and I think it’s wonderful from Barstow’s standpoint from what I can tell. I think it will
be a great asset to Leawood.

Comm. Coleman: 1 would like to echo Commissioner Hoyt’s comments. For the past
four years as a commissioner on this body, it has really irked me when we have had
vacant property in the city that is not being put to a useful role. Never in my wildest
dreams did I think that Barstow would come and take this property. I was wondering for
years what could go in. I think there was talk about a fitness center. I know we had the
deed restrictions, which prohibited us from allowing a supermarket to come in, which
was aggravating to say the least. I think this is a great addition to Leawood. I think it’s a
great addition to the area. I think the Robotics, STEAM, and daycare are going to be a
great advantage to that side of State Line, to the neighborhoods that surround it, and for
all of Leawood.

Chairman Pateidl: Any other comments?

A motion to recommend approval of CASE 107-18 — BARSTOW SCHOOL -
LEAWOOD CAMPUS - Request for approval of a Preliminary Plan and Special
Use Permit, located north of 123*? Street and west of State Line Road — with the 21
stipulations outlined in the memo — was made by Strauss; seconded by Coleman.
Motion carried with a unanimous vote of 7-0. For: Hunter, Belzer, Hoyt, Strauss,
Coleman, Block, and Stevens.

CASE 97-18 — LEAWOOD DEVELOPMENT ORDINANCE AMENDMENT TO
SECTION 16-9-26(a), AUTOMATED BANK TELLER —~ ANCILLARY TO BANK OR
FINANCIAL SERVICE - Request for approval of an addition to the Leawood
Development Ordinance, pertaining to automated bank teller machines — ancillary to a
bank or financial service. PUBLIC HEARING

Staff Presentation:
Assistant Director Mark Klein made the following presentation:

Mr. Klein: This is Case 97-18 — Leawood Development Ordinance Amendment to
Section 16-9-26(a) — adding a definition for automated bank teller — ancillary to bank or
financial service. This case and the following two cases are all related. Currently, the
LDO defines an automatic bank teller machine; however, it does not distinguish between
being associated with the bank or financial service and one that may be independent. In
the Table of Uses, it wasn’t addressed, either. Typically, an automated bank teller would
be located in a bank application that came before the Planning Commission and City
Council. The Automated Teller Machine (ATM) might be located in the drive-through,
within the vestibule, or in the wall of the building. It was just an ancillary part of the
business. In this case, there was nothing to address an ATM separate from a bank or
financial institution, such as in a development like Park Place. Staff is trying to address
the need. We decided to add two definitions. One is for the Automated Bank Teller
ancillary to a bank or financial service. These would typically come in as part of a bank
application. In addition, we would like to add a definition of an ATM that is independent
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Return to Agenda City of Leawood

Planning Services

Memo

To: Mayor and City Council
From: Mark A. Klein, Planning Official
CcC: Scott Lambers, City Administrator

Richard Coleman, Director of Community Development
Date of Meeting: October 15, 2018
Date of Memo: October 4, 2018

Re: The Planning Commission recommends approval unanimously (7-0) Case 97-18, Leawoed
Development Ordinance Amendment to Section 16-9-26(a) Automated Bank Teller —
Ancillary to Bank or Financial Service.

Case 97-18 proposes to add a definition for “Automated Bank Teller — Ancillary to Bank or Financial Service" to
address Automated Bank Tellers that are approved as part of a Final Plan for a bank or financial service, and
located on the same lot as those businesses. This definition includes Automated Bank Tellers that are
integrated within an exterior wall of a building, or located within a drive-thru. The definition for Automated
Bank Teller — Ancillary to Bank or Financial Service is as follows.

Automated Bank Teller — Ancillary to Bank or Financial Service — An automated bank teller machine, either
free-standing or integrated into a wall of a building, that is ancillary to, and located on the same lot, as the primary
use of a Bank or Financial Service.

This application is being proposed in conjunction with Cases 98-18, which proposes to add a definition for an
“Automated Bank Teller - Non-Ancillary In-wall” and case 99-18, which will add both of these uses to the

Table of Uses.

Currently the Leawood Development Ordinance does not differentiate between Automated Bank Tellers that
are approved as part of a Final Plan for a bank or financial service, and Automated Bank Tellers that are
remote and not located on property that is the site of a bank or financial institution. It also does not list
Automated Bank Teller in Section 16-2-7, Table of Uses, to define, which zoning districts that they would be
allowed.

CHANGES MADE BY PLANNING COMMISSION:
e None.
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ORDINANCE NO.

ORDINANCE AMENDING THE LEAWOOD DEVELOPMENT ORDINANCE BY
ADDING SECTIONS 16-9-26(A) AND 16-9-26(B) ENTITLED “AUTOMATED BANK
TELLER — ANCILLARY TO BANK OR FINANCIAL SERVICE” AND “AUTOMATED
BANK TELLER — NON-ANCILLARY IN-WALL,” RESPECTIVELY. (PC CASES 97-18
& 98-18)

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE
CITY OF LEAWOOD, KANSAS:

SECTION ONE:  Section 16-9-26(a) of the Leawood Development Ordinance
is hereby added to read as follows:

Automated Bank Teller — Ancillary to Bank or Financial Service — An automated bank teller machine,
either free-standing or integrated into a wall of a building, that is ancillary to, and located on the same lot
as the primary use of a Bank or Financial Service.

SECTION TWOQ:  Section 16-9-26(b) of the Leawood Development Ordinance
is hereby added to read as follows:
Automated Bank Teller - Non-ancillary In-wall — A remote automated bank feller machine not located on
the same lot as the primary use of a bank of financial institution. which is integrated into the exterior wall of
a building. Such machine shall not project more than 3" from an exterior wall.

SECTION THREE: This ordinance shall be construed as follows:

A. Liberal Construction. The provisions of this Ordinance shall be liberally
construed to effectively carry out its purposes which are hereby found and declared to
be in furtherance of the public health, safety, welfare, and convenience.

B. Savings Ciause. The repeal of Ordinance sections, as provided herein
below shall not affect any rights acquired, fees, fines, penalties, forfeitures or liabilities
incurred there under, or actions involving any of the provisions of said Ordinances or
parts thereof. Said Ordinance repealed is hereby continued in force and effect after the
passage, approval, and publications of this Ordinance for the purposes of such rights,
fees, fines, penalties, forfeitures, liabilities and actions therefore.

C. Invalidity. If for any reason any chapter, article, section, subsection,
sentence, portion or part of this proposed Ordinance set out herein, or the application
thereof to any person or circumstances is declared to be unconstitutional or invalid,
such decision will not affect the validity of the remaining portions of this Code or other
Ordinances.

SECTION FOUR: This ordinance shall take effect and be in force from and
after publication in accordance with law.

PASSED by the Governing Body this 15% of October, 2018.
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APPROVED by the Mayor this 15* day of October, 2018.

[SEAL]

Peggy J. Dunn, Mayor
ATTEST:

Debra Harper, City Clerk, CMC

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Andrew K. Hall, Assistant City Attorney



City of Leawood
Planning Commission Meeting
September 25, 2018
Meeting - 6:00 p.m.
Leawood City Hall Council Chambers
4800 Town Center Drive
Leawood, KS 66211
913.339.6700 x 160

CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL: Hunter, Belzer, Hoyt, Pateidl, Strauss, Coleman,
Block, and Stevens. Absent: Elkins.

In Chairman Elkins’s absence, Vice-Chairman Pateidl served as Chairman.
APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA-

Chairman Elkins: I see we have some cibquments. Would you care to explain any
changes?

Mr. Klein: There are no changes to the agenda; however, there are documents
concerning Case 107-18. When we get to that application, we can explain further.

Chairman Elkins: If there are no other c‘hdngesfl:woulg\ éntertain a motion to approve.

A motion to approve the agenda was mad:e\ by Strauss; seconded by Hoyt. Motion
carried with a unanimous vote of 7-0. For: Hunter, Belzer, Hoyt, Strauss, Coleman,
Block, and Stevens.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES: Approval of the minutes from the August 28, 2018
Planning Commission meeting.

Chairman Pateidl: Does anyone care to make corrections to the minutes? Seeing no
changes, I would entertain a motion.

A motion to approve the minutes from the August 28, 2018 Planning Commission
meeting was made by Hoyt; seconded by Belzer. Motion carried with a nunanimous
vote of 7-0. For: Hunter, Belzer, Hoyt, Strauss, Coleman, Block, and Stevens.

CONSENT AGENDA:

Chairman Pateidl: Does anyone wish to pull this item for discussion? If not, I would
entertain a motion.

CASE 110-18 - MHC FINANCIAL SERVICES — WALL SIGN - Request for approval
of a Final Sign Plan, located south of College Boulevard and east of Roe Avenue.
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and I think it’s wonderful from Barstow’s standpoint from what I can tell. I think it will
be a great asset to Leawood.

Comm. Coleman: I would like to echo Commissioner Hoyt’s comments. For the past
four years as a commissioner on this body, it has really irked me when we have had
vacant property in the city that is not being put to a useful role. Never in my wildest
dreams did I think that Barstow would come and take this property. I was wondering for
years what could go in. I think there was talk about a fitness center. I know we had the
deed restrictions, which prohibited us from allowing a supermarket to come in, which
was aggravating to say the least. I think this is a great addition to Leawood. I think it’s a
great addition to the area. I think the Robotics, STEAM, and daycare are going to be a
great advantage to that side of State Line, to the neighborhoods that surround it, and for
all of Leawood.

Chairman Pateidl: Any other comments?

A motion to recommend approval of CASE 107-18 — BARSTOW SCHOOL -
LEAWOOD CAMPUS - Request for approval of a Preliminary Plan and Special
Use Permit, located north of 123" Street and west of State Line Road — with the 21
stipulations outlined in the memo ~ was made by Strauss; seconded by Coleman.
Motion carried with a unanimous vote of 7-0. For: Hunter, Belzer, Hoyt, Strauss,
Coleman, Block, and Stevens.

CASE 97-18 — LEAWOOD DEVELOPMENT ORDINANCE AMENDMENT TO
SECTION 16-9-26(a), AUTOMATED BANK TELLER ~ ANCILLARY TO BANK OR
FINANCIAL SERVICE — Request for approval of an addition to the Leawood
Development Ordinance, pertaiﬁing to automated bank teller machines — ancillary to a
bank or financial service. PUBLIC HEARING

Staff Presentation:
Assistant Director Mark Klein made the following presentation:

Mr. Klein: This is Case 97-18 — Leawood Development Ordinance Amendment to
Section 16-9-26(a) — adding a definition for automated bank teller — ancillary to bank or
financial service. This case and the following two cases are all related. Currently, the
LDO defines an automatic bank teller machine; however, it does not distinguish between
being associated with the bank or financial service and one that may be independent. In
the Table of Uses, it wasn’t addressed, either. Typically, an automated bank teller would
be located in a bank application that came before the Planning Commission and City
Council. The Automated Teller Machine (ATM) might be located in the drive-through,
within the vestibule, or in the wall of the building. It was just an ancillary part of the
business. In this case, there was nothing to address an ATM separate from a bank or
financial institution, such as in a development like Park Place. Staff is trying to address
the need. We decided to add two definitions. One is for the Automated Bank Teller
ancillary to a bank or financial service. These would typically come in as part of a bank
application. In addition, we would like to add a definition of an ATM that is independent
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of a bank or financial institution and not located on the same lot. We have restrictions in
order to ensure it will look nice. We require them to be within a wall, not projecting, and
served from the interior of the building. In addition, on the last application, we address
adding them to the Table of Uses to establish what zones allow them. This application is
97-18. It defines an automated bank teller ancillary to a bank or financial institution as an
automated bank teller machine either freestanding or integrated into a wall or building
that is ancillary to and located on the same lot as the primary use of a bank or financial
service. Staff is recommending approval, and I’d be happy to answer any questions.

Chairman Pateidl: Are there questions?

Comm. Coleman: As a point of clarification, we allow the drive-through ATM at the
banks. They can have one inside their building as well. If Park Place wanted to put a
regular ATM coming out of the side of the building, would it be covered or not?

Mr._Klein: Right now, the LDO is vague. It doesn’t list ATMs in-the: Table of Uses,
which could then be interpreted as them not being allowed. Obviously, an ATM is part of
a banking function, so they have always been allowed as part of that function with a bank
or financial mstitution. If somebody wanted to put an ATM in the middle of a
development not associated with a bank or financial institution, it was prohibited since it
wasn’t addressed in the LDO. ATMs in businesses such as grocery stores are allowed
because they are on the interior of the building. This addresses the exterior.

Comm. Coleman: If Windy City wanted to put an ATM on the side of their building, it
would not be allowed with this?

Mr. Klein: It woﬁld require plan approval as part of it, but it would allow it.
Comm. Coleman: Can'it be outside or inside?

Mr. Klein: If it is outside, it has to be in the wall. It can’t project more than 3” from the
wall, and it has to be serviced from the interior of the building.

Comm. Coleman; For instance, Costco has an ATM that is freestanding. That would not
be allowed?

Mr. Klein: It would be allowed on the interior but not on the exterior.

Comm. Hoyt: As a point of clarification, Case 97-18 is just a definition, as is Case 98-
18. Right now, all we’re doing is setting up definitions.

Chairman Pateidl: I'd like to do it by individual case since a Public Hearing is required

on each one. Before us right now is the definition of an automated bank teller. Having
said that, do you have any other questions?
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Comm. Strauss: I’'m confused about the statement that it must be serviced from the
interior of the building. If an ATM is put into the wall, how is it going to happen from the
interior?

Mr. Klein: The way we envisioned it is that it would be located in the wall, and the back
of the ATM would be on the inside with the access panel on the back. This would
encourage more security.

Comm, Strauss: That would preclude a lot of ATMs because it would require significant
altering of the building. It seems like I see a lot of ATMs serviced from the front. I
understand what you’re saying; it’s just more restrictive. That’s fine.

Chairman Pateidl: Let me point out that this definition is ancillary to bank or financial
services. It doesn’t apply to a location to a Costco or anybody else. If the bank is going to
build this and have that facility available in the wall, I'm not sure that you’re really
talking about a lot of modification. I've thought on this for the sake of not only security
but public safety as well. People figure out who's going to be out there throwing $50 bills
at that thing, and that’s a little spooky. All things considered, focusing on this definition,
it is at a bank or a financial facility.

Mr. Klein: Correct. These are the ATMs you’ve seen in the past.

Chairman Pateidl: We’ll deal with your other issue with the other case. I'll open the
Public Hearing.

Public Hearing

As no one was present to speak, a motion to close the Public Hearing was made by
Strauss; seconded by Coleman. Motion earried with a unanimous vote of 7-0. For:
Hunter. Belzer, Hoyt, Strauss, Coleman, Block, and Stevens.

Chairman Pateidl: Any further discussion on this matter of the definition of an automated
bank teller for a bank or financial institution? If there are no comments, I would entertain
a motion.

A motion to appreve CASE 97-18 - LEAWOOD DEVELOPMENT ORDINANCE
AMENDMENT TO SECTION 16-9-26(a), AUTOMATED BANK TELLER -
ANCILLARY TO BANK OR FINANCIAL SERVICE - Request for approval of an
addition to the Leawood Development Ordinance, pertaining to automated bank
teller machines — ancillary to a bank or financial service — was made by Hoyt;
seconded by Belzer. Motion carried with a unanimous vote of 7-0. For: Hunter,
Belzer, Hoyt, Strauss, Coleman, Block, and Stevens.

98-18 - LEAWOOD DEVELOPMENT ORDINANCE AMENDMENT TO SECTION
16-9-26(b), AUTOMATED BANK TELLER - NON-ANCILLARY IN-WALL -
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City of Leawood 1 2 C

Planning Services

Memo

To: Mayor and City Council
From: Mark A. Klein, Planning Official
cC: Scott Lambers, City Administrator

Richard Coleman, Director of Community Development
Date of Meeting: October 15, 2018
Date of Memo: October 5, 2018

Re: The Planning Commission recommends approval (5-2) Case 98-18, Leawood
Development Ordinance Amendment to Section 16-9-26(b) Automated Bank Teller —
Non-ancillary In-wall.

Case 98-18 proposes to add a definition for “Automated Bank Teller — Non-ancillary In-wall’ to address
Automated Bank Teller Machines that are not approved as part of a bank, or financial institution, and are not
located on the same lot as those businesses. The proposed definition is as follows.

Automated Bank Teller — Non-ancillary In-wall — A remote automated bank teller machine not located on the
same lot as the primary use of a bank of financial institution, which is integrated into the exterior wall of a building.
Such machine shall not project more than 3" from an exterior wall.

This definition includes only Automated Bank Tellers that are integrated into an exterior wall of a building that does
not project more than 3" from the exterior fagade. This definition does not include Automated Bank Tellers that
does not meet these conditions, including free standing Automated Bank Teller Machines that are located outside.

This application is being proposed in conjunction with Cases 97-18, which proposes to add a definition for an
“Automated Bank Teller — Ancillary to Bank or Financial Service” and case 99-18, which will add both of
these uses to the Table of Uses.

Currently the Leawood Development Ordinance does not differentiate between Automated Bank Tellers that
are approved as part of a Final Plan for a bank or financial service, and Automated Bank Tellers that are
remote and not located on property that is the site of a bank or financial institution. It also does not list
Automated Bank Teller in Section 16-2-7, Table of Uses, to define, which zoning districts that they would be
allowed.

CHANGES MADE BY PLANNING COMMISSION:
e The Planning Commission removed the requirement that Automated Bank Teller — Non-ancillary in-wall
machines be serviced from within the interior of the building.




From:

Automated Bank Teller — Non-angcillary In-wall - A remote automated bank teller machine not located on the
same lot as the primary use of a bank of financial institution, which is integrated into the exterior wall of a
building. Such machine shall not project more than 3" from an exterior wall, and shall be wholly serviced from
within the interior of a building.

Te:

Automated Bank Teller — Non-ancillary In-wall — A remote automated bank teller machine not located on the
same lot as the primary use of a bank of financial institution, which is integrated into the exterior wall of a
building. Such machine shall not project more than 3" from an exterior wall.



ORDINANCE NO.

ORDINANCE AMENDING THE LEAWOOD DEVELOPMENT ORDINANCE BY
ADDING SECTIONS 16-9-26(A) AND 16-8-26(B) ENTITLED “AUTOMATED BANK
TELLER - ANCILLARY TO BANK OR FINANCIAL SERVICE” AND “AUTOMATED
BANK TELLER — NON-ANCILLARY IN-WALL,” RESPECTIVELY. (PC CASES 97-18
& 98-18)

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE
CITY OF LEAWOOD, KANSAS:

SECTION ONE: Section 16-9-26(a) of the Leawood Development Ordinance
is hereby added to read as follows:

Automated Bank Teller — Ancillary to Bank or Financial Service — An automated bank teller machine,
either free-standing or integrated into a wall of a building, that is ancillary to, and located on the same lot,
as the primary use of a Bank or Financial Service.

SECTION TWO:  Section 16-3-26(b) of the Leawood Development Ordinance
is hereby added to read as follows:
Automated Bank Teller — Non-ancillary In-wall - A remote automated bank teller machine not located on
the same lot as the primary use of a bank of financial institution, which is integrated into the exterior wall of
a building. Such machine shall not project more than 3" from an exterior wall.

SECTION THREE: This ordinance shall be construed as follows:

A Liberal Construction. The provisions of this Ordinance shall be liberally
construed to effectively carry out its purposes which are hereby found and declared to
be in furtherance of the public health, safety, welfare, and convenience.

B. Savings Clause. The repeal of Ordinance sections, as provided herein
below shall not affect any rights acquired, fees, fines, penalties, forfeitures or liabilities
incurred there under, or actions involving any of the provisions of said Ordinances or
parts thereof. Said Ordinance repealed is hereby continued in force and effect after the
passage, approval, and publications of this Ordinance for the purposes of such rights,
fees, fines, penalties, forfeitures, liabilities and actions therefore.

C. Invalidity. If for any reason any chapter, article, section, subsection,
sentence, portion or part of this proposed Ordinance set out herein, or the application
thereof to any person or circumstances is declared to be unconstitutional or invalid,
such decision will not affect the validity of the remaining portions of this Code or other
Ordinances.

SECTION FOUR: This ordinance shall take effect and be in force from and
after publication in accordance with law.

PASSED by the Governing Body this 15t of October, 2018.

1



APPROVED by the Mayor this 15% day of October, 2018.

[SEAL]

Peggy J. Dunn, Mayor
ATTEST:

Debra Harper, City Clerk, CMC

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Andrew K. Hall, Assistant City Attorney



City of Leawood
Planning Commission Meeting
September 25, 2018
Meeting - 6:00 p.m.
Leawood City Hall Council Chambers
4800 Town Center Drive
Leawood, KS 66211
913.339.6700 x 160

CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL: Hunter, Belzer, Hoyt, Pateidl, Strauss, Coleman,
Block, and Stevens. Absent: Elkins.

In Chairman Elkins’s absence, Vice-Chairman Pateidl served as Chairman.
APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA-

Chairman Elkins: I see we have some documents. Would you care to explain any
changes?

Mr. Klein: There are no changes to the agenda; however, there are documents
concerning Case 107-18. When we get to that application, we can explain further.

Chairman Elkins: If there are no other changes, I would entertain a motion to approve.

A motion to approve the agenda was made by Strauss; seconded by Hoyt. Motion
carried with a unanimous vote of 7-0. For: Hunter, Belzer, Hoyt, Strauss, Coleman,
Block, and Stevens.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES: Approval of the minutes from the August 28, 2018
Planning Commission meeting.

Chairman Pateidl: Does anyone care to make corrections to the minutes? Seeing no
changes, I'would entertain a motion.

A motion to appreye fhg"minutes from the August 28, 2018 Planning Commission
meeting was made by Hoyt; seconded by Belzer. Motion carried with a unanimous
vote of 7-0. For: Huiiter, Belzer, Hoyt, Strauss, Coleman, Block, and Stevens.

CONSENT AGENDA:

Chairman Pateidl: Does anyone wish to pull this item for discussion? If not, I would
entertain a motion.

CASE 110-18 — MHC FINANCIAL SERVICES — WALL SIGN - Request for approval
of a Final Sign Plan, located south of College Boulevard and east of Roe Avenue.
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and I think it’s wonderful from Barstow’s standpoint from what I can tell. I think it will
be a great asset to Leawood.

Comm. Coleman: I would like to echo Commissioner Hoyt’s comments. For the past
four years as a commissioner on this body, it has really irked me when we have had
vacant property in the city that is not being put to a useful role. Never in my wildest
dreams did I think that Barstow would come and take this property. I was wondering for
years what could go in. I think there was talk about a fitness center. I know we had the
deed restrictions, which prohibited us from allowing a supermarket to come in, which
was aggravating to say the least. I think this is a great addition to Leawood. I think it’s a
great addition to the area. I think the Robotics, STEAM, and‘daycare are going to be a
great advantage to that side of State Line, to the neighborhoods that surround it, and for
all of Leawood.

Chairman Pateidl: Any other comments?

A motion to recommend approval of CASE 107-18 — BARSTOW SCHOOL -
LEAWOOD CAMPUS - Request for approval of a Preliminary Plan and Special
Use Permit, located north of 123" Street and west of State Line Road — with the 21
stipulations outlined in the memo — was made by Strauss; seconded by Coleman.
Motion carried with a unanimous vote of 7-0. For: Hunter, Belzer, Hoyt, Strauss,
Coleman, Block, and Stevens.

CASE 97-18 — LEAWOOD DEVELOPMENT ORDINANCE AMENDMENT TO
SECTION 16-9-26(a), AUTOMATED BANK TELLER — ANCILLARY TO BANK OR
FINANCIAL SERVICE - Request for approval of an addition to the Leawood
Development Ordinance, pertaining to automated bank teller machines — ancillary to a
bank or financial service. PUBLIC HEARING

Staff Presentation: \
Assistant Director Mark Klein made the following presentation:

Mr. Klein: This is Case 97-18 — Leawood Development Ordinance Amendment to
Section 16-9-26(a) — adding a definition for automated bank teller — ancillary to bank or
financial service. This case and the following two cases are all related. Currently, the
LDO defines an automatic bank teller machine; however, it does not distinguish between
being associated with the bank or financial service and one that may be independent. In
the Table of Uses, it wasn’t addressed, either. Typically, an automated bank teller would
be located in a bank application that came before the Planning Commission and City
Council. The Automated Teller Machine (ATM) might be located in the drive-through,
within the vestibule, or in the wall of the building. It was just an ancillary part of the
business. In this case, there was nothing to address an ATM separate from a bank or
financial institution, such as in a development like Park Place. Staff is trying to address
the need. We decided to add two definitions. One is for the Automated Bank Teller
ancillary to a bank or financial service. These would typically come in as part of a bank
application. In addition, we would like to add a definition of an ATM that is independent
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of a bank or financial institution and not located on the same lot. We have restrictions in
order to ensure it will look nice. We require them to be within a wall, not projecting, and
served from the interior of the building. In addition, on the last application, we address
adding them to the Table of Uses to establish what zones allow them. This application is
97-18. It defines an automated bank teller ancillary to a bank or financial institution as an
automated bank teller machine either freestanding or integrated into a wall or building
that is ancillary to and located on the same lot as the primary use of a bank or financial
service. Staff is recommending approval, and I’d be happy to answer any questions.

Chairman Pateidl: Are there questions?

Comm. Coleman: As a point of clarification, we allow the drive-through ATM at the
banks. They can have one inside their building as well. If Park Place wanted to put a
regular ATM coming out of the side of the building, would it be covered or not?

Mr. Klein: Right now, the LDO is vague. It doesn’t list ATMs in the Table of Uses,
which could then be interpreted as them not bemg allowed. Obviously, an ATM is part of
a banking function, so they have always been-allowed as part of that function with a bank
or financial institution. If somebody wanted to put an ATM in the middle of a
development not associated with a bank or ﬁnanc1al nstitution, it was prohibited since it
wasn’t addressed in the LDO. ATMs in businesses such as grocery stores are allowed
because they are on the interior of the building. This addre§ses the exterior.

Comm. Coleman: If Windy City wanted to put an ATM on the side of their building, it
would not be allowed with this?

Mr. Klein; It would require plan approval as part of it, but it would allow it.

Comm. Coleman: Can it be outside or inside?

Mr. Kigin: If it is outside, it has to be in the wall. It can’t project more than 3” from the
walgl‘,\gn‘d\ it has to be serviced from the interior of the building.

Comm. Coleman: For instance, Costco has an ATM that is freestanding. That would not
be allowed?

Mr. Klein: It would be allowed on the interior but not on the exterior.

Comm. Hoyt: As a point of clarification, Case 97-18 is just a definition, as is Case 98-
18. Right now, all we’re doing is setting up definitions.

Chairman Pateidl: I'd like to do it by individual case since a Public Hearing is required

on each one. Before us right now is the definition of an automated bank teller. Having
said that, do you have any other questions?
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Comm,. Strauss: I'm confused about the statement that it must be serviced from the
interior of the building. If an ATM is put into the wall, how is it going to happen from the
interior?

Mr. Klein: The way we envisioned it is that it would be located in the wall, and the back
of the ATM would be on the inside with the access panel on the back. This would
encourage more security.

Comm, Strauss: That would preclude a lot of ATMs because it would require significant
altering of the building. It seems like I see a lot of ATMs serviced from the front. I
understand what you’re saying; it’s just more restrictive. That’s fine.

Chairman Pateidl: Let me point out that this definition is ancillary to bank or financial
services. It doesn’t apply to a location to a Costco or anybody else. If the bank is going to
build this and have that facility available in the wall, I’'m not sure that you're really
talking about a lot of modification. I’ve thought on this for the sake of not only security
but public safety as well. People figure out whio’s going to be out there throwing $50 bills
at that thing, and that’s a little spooky. All things considered, focusing on this definition,
it is at a bank or a financial facility.

Mr. Klein: Correct. These are the ATMs you’ve seen i the past.

Chairman Pateidl: We’ll deal with your other issue with the other case. I’ll open the
Public Hearing,

Public Hearing

As no one was present to speak, a motion to close the Public Hearing was made by
Strauss; seconded by Coleman. Motion carried with a unanimous vote of 7-0. For:
Hunter, Belzer, Hoyt, Strauss, Coleman, Block, and Stevens.

Chéirman Pateidl: Any further discussion on this matter of the definition of an automated
bank teller for a bank or financial institution? If there are no comments, I would entertain
a motion.

A motion to approve CASE 97-18 - LEAWOOD DEVELOPMENT ORDINANCE
AMENDMENT TO SECTION 16-9-26(a), AUTOMATED BANK TELLER -
ANCILLARY TO BANK OR FINANCIAL SERVICE - Request for approval of an
addition to the Leawood Development Ordinance, pertaining to automated bank
teller machines — ancillary to a bank or financial service — was made by Hoyt;
seconded by Belzer. Motion carried with a unanimous vote of 7-0. For: Hunter,
Belzer, Hoyt, Strauss, Coleman, Block, and Stevens.

98-18 — LEAWOOD DEVELOPMENT ORDINANCE AMENDMENT TO SECTION
16-9-26(b), AUTOMATED BANK TELLER - NON-ANCILLARY IN-WALL -
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Request for approval of an addition to the Leawood Development Ordinance, pertaining
to automated bank teller machines — non-ancillary in-wall. PUBLIC HEARING

Chairman Pateidl: This case focuses on machines that are not coexisting with banks or
financial services and not necessarily involved with a bank or financial service.

Mr. Klein: Correct, and it must be in the wall.

Staff Presentation:
Assistant Director Mark Klein made the following presentation:

Mr. Klein: This application is to add a definition to ATMs that are not part of a bank or
financial institution. They must be in the wall with no more than 3” projection, and they
must be serviced from the inside of the building. This is adding a definition, and the
definitions will be incorporated into the Table of Uses in the next application.

Comm. Strauss: This is the appropriate place to talk about this. I'm still.confused. If the
ATM is within a wall at Park Place, isn’t there an existing development on'the other side
of that wall? It would be accessing the ATM from a different property.

Mr. Klein: It is possible that there is a business on the other side. It is also possible that it
is an office of that particular development. For instance, Town Center Plaza has a cut-
through with an office. They could also have an ATM in that same location. Park Place
could use one of the vias.

Comm. Block: I agree with Commissioner Strauss. It seems like an unnecessary
requirement to have them serviced from the back. I’ve only seen them serviced from the
front. Maybe they exist. Maybe you’ve done research as to how different ATMs operate.
Typically, people are armed when they come service these. I'm not buying the security
bit of it. It seems limiting on where these can be put in existing buildings and would
almost eliminate the possibility of them being installed. I think having them serviced
from the front 1s sufficient.

Comm, Hoyt: Do we know if servicing from the back is available?
Mr. Klein: Ibelieve itis one of the options. It probably is more restrictive.

Comm. Hoyt: Along the same lines, the concept of putting these automated tellers in
where there is not a financial institution is if the development itself were to perceive that
there is a real need. It 1s not so much a proprietary machine. This is really to serve the
needs of a group of merchants who, one would presume, will collectively band together
and urge management of the complex to put one in. That would lend credibility to your
concept that they will go into an area with a management function of some sort for the

development.
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Mr. Klein: In reality, these will probably be used less and less because it seems like
credit cards are being accepted more and more. There may still be a need for a
development.

Comm. Hunter: Really, you just felt like we needed a definition for it.

Mr. Klein: We felt it should be addressed. We have been approached in the past about
putting and ATM in a development. Some have suggested a freestanding ATM. Staff had
concerns about that because it is often hard to make look nice, but there are also security
issues with the potential for someone to grab the whole machine.

Chairman Pateidl: Other questions? This requires a Public Hearing.

Public Hearing
Kevin Jeffries, Leawood Chamber of Commerce, 13451 Briar, appeared before the
Planning Commission and made the following comments:

Mr. Jeffries: I wanted to thank staff for taking up this issue. We were actually
approached by a developer who wanted to put one of these in Park Place. They actually
wanted to put it at the kiosk that has been sitting vacant since Park Place was built;
however, this was a compromise, and I can certainly understand staff’s desire to keep it a
little less obtrusive and more secure. That kiosk continues to sit empty with a little
electrical stub in the middle. It was originally for ticketing for AMC Theaters, and that
never was built. I just wanted to thank staff for doing this, and there has been demand
from the merchants at Park Place. People need cash to pay for the valet parking. I've
talked to several barkers, and there continues to be a demand for ATMs; they just maybe
aren’t as noticeable as they have’been in the past. Thank you.

Comm. Block: When you deal with the banks, is there any feedback from them on this
ordinance?

Mr, Jeffries: Idid approach several board members who are in banks. They said that they
were very supportive of adding that to our ordinance because they are getting away from
building brick and mortar structures anymore. Yes, I would agree with Mark that a lot of
payments are online, but when you’re out for the evening, you still use some cash.

Comm. Block: Did you ask about servicing from the front?

Mr. Jeffries: That is a new wrinkle I hadn’t heard of until recently; however, being a
former banker, I do know there are ATMs that can be serviced either way. For our
practical application, pulling the front off to access it from the middle of the vias, it might
be a little obtrusive. Everyone who is servicing those is armed. I'm in the Country Club
Bank building right now, and the ATM in the drive-through there is serviced by two
guys. One has a gun; the other reloads it. They understand how to do it. They come at
random times, so it would be very difficult for a bank robber to anticipate that. Robbing
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an armored truck is more in the movies. To your comment, they only put smaller bills in.
I think it’s great that staff was willing to take it on.

Chairman Pateidl: Seeing no one else, I would entertain a motion.

A motion to close the Public Hearing was made by Strauss; seconded by Coleman.
Motion carried with a unanimous vote of 7-0. For: Hunter, Belzer, Hoyt, Strauss,
Coleman, Block, and Stevens.

Chairman Pateidl: Further discussion?

A motion to approve 98-18 — LEAWOOD DEVELOPMENT ORDINANCE
AMENDMENT TO SECTION 16-9-26(b), AUTOMATED BANK TELLER - NON-
ANCILLARY IN-WALL - Request for approval of an addition to the Leawood
Development Ordinance, pertaining to automated bank teller machines — non-
ancillary in-wall — striking the language, “shall be fully serviced from within the
interior of the building” was made by Block; seconded by Strauss.

Chairman Pateidl: I would have to defer to staff because that is a significant change.

Mr. Klein; Again, the reason we had that in there was to make sure that these are a little
more secure without having someone servicing it out in the open. I certainly understand.

Chairman Pateidl: Commissioner Block has a motion on the table, removing the
requirement that the ATM be serviced from inside the building. Is there a second?

Comm. Strauss: I had seconded it.

Chairman Pateidl: Thank ‘you. So everyone is clear, we are not taking a vote on the
definition as presented by the Planning Department but as modified by Commissioner
Block.

Motion carried with a vote of 5-0. For: Belzer, Strauss, Coleman, Block, and
Stevens. Opposed: Hunter and Hoyt.

CASE 99-18 ~ EEAWQOD DEVELOPMENT ORDINANCE AMENDMENT TO
SECTION 16-2.7, TABLE OF USES - Request for approval of an amendment to the
Leawood Development Ordinance, pertaining to changes to bank teller machines.
PUBLIC HEARING

Staff Presentation:
Assistant Director Mark Klein made the following presentation:

Mr. Klein: This is Case 99-18. As we discussed earlier, this adds the definitions to the

Table of Uses. We want to include those that are ancillary to bank or financial services
into every place we’ve seen bank and financial institutions allowed. They are shown as a
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Return to Agenda

City of Leawood

Planning Services

Memo

To: Mayor and City Council
From: Mark A. Klein, Planning Official
CcC: Scott Lambers, City Administrator

Richard Coleman, Director of Community Development
Date of Meeting: October 15, 2018
Date of Memo: October 5, 2018

Re: The Planning Commission recommends approval unanimously (7-0) Case 99-18, L eawood
Development Ordinance Amendment to Section 16-2-7, Table of Uses, pertaining to
automated bank teller machines

Case 99-18, adds the two uses discussed with Cases 97-18, “Automated Bank Teller — Ancillary to Bank or
Financial Service", and 98-18, “Automated Bank Teller — Non-ancillary In-wall” fo the Table of Uses to define where
each type of use is permitted.

The amendment proposes to allow “Automated Bank Teller — Ancillary to Bank or Financial Service” in any district
that a bank or financial service is permitted, including those with drive-thrus. This is within the SD-O (Planned
Office), SD-NCR (Planned Neighborhood Retail), SD-NCR2 (Planned Neighborhood Retail 2), SD-CR (Planned
General Retail), and MXD (Mixed Use Development District). These types of Automated Bank Tellers will be
approved as part of a Final Plan for a bank or financial institution, on which lot they are located.

The use “Automated Bank Teller — Non-anciliary In-wall” is proposed to be limited to the SD-CR and MXD zoning
districts as a Planned Use. Free-standing Automated Bank Tellers that are not part of a bank or financial service,
and are not located on the same lot as those businesses is not listed, and therefore is not a permitted use.

This application is being proposed in conjunction with Case 97-18, which proposes to add a definition for an
“Automated Bank Teller — Ancillary to Bank or Financial Service" and Case 98-18, which will add a definition
for “Automated Bank Teller — Non-ancillary In-wall’.

Currently the Leawood Development Ordinance does not differentiate between Automated Bank Tellers that
are approved as part of a Final Plan for a bank or financial service, and Automated Bank Tellers that are
remote and not located on property that is the site of a bank or financial institution. The current Leawood
Development Ordinance also does not list Automated Bank Teller in Section 16-2-7, Table of Uses, to define,
which zoning districts that they would be allowed.

PLANNING COMMISSION CHANGES TO STIPULATIONS:
e None.
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ORDINANCE NO.

ORDINANCE AMENDING SECTION 16-2-7 OF THE LEAWOOD DEVELOPMENT
ORDINANCE ENTITLED “TABLE OF USES” AND REPEALING EXISTING SECTION
16-2-7 AND OTHER SECTIONS IN CONFLICT HEREWITH. (PC CASE 99-18)

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE
CITY OF LEAWOOD, KANSAS:

SECTION ONE:  Section 16-2-7 of the Leawood Development Ordinance is
hereby amended to read as follows:

16-2-7TABLE OF USES

Land Uses and Development. The following Table of Uses establishes the principal uses that are permitted
subject to the provisions of this Ordinance, permitted as a planned use under this Article, or permitted as a
special use under this Ordinance for each zoning district. Notwithstanding the designation on the Table of
Uses, any use required to be permitted as a right in a residential district by applicable federal or state law

TABLE OF USES

¢ = Permitted Use . . N
P= Planned Use Z D t t
$= Special Use Onlng lS r'c S
{Uses) AG RP-AS5 R-1 RP-1 RP-2 RP-3 RP-4 SD-0 SD- Sb- SD-CR BP
NCR NCR2

Residential
Apartment House (up to 12 units) P
Assisted Living; independent; skilled nursing S S S S S S S S S S
Group Home S P P P P P P

| Single Family Attached (1-4 dwelling units) P P
Nursing or Convalescent Home S S S S S S S S S S S

| Single Family Residential (detached) o P P P P
Non-Residential
Adult Entertainment S S
Agriculture o
Art Studio/Gallery P P P
Assembly halls, community centers, auditorium S S S S S
Athletic Fields, (privately owned) S S S

Igdmated Bank [allar
4ncilla

Aviation fields or airports S S S S S S S S S S S S
Bank or Financial Services P P P P
Bank or Financial Services w/ accessory drive-thru S P P
Campgrounds, picnic groves and fishing lakes S S S S S S S S S S S
Cemeteries, mausoleums or crematories S S S S S S S S S S S
Churches, synagogues, other places of worship S S S S S S S S S S S
Club, Private 5 S S 5 S S S S S S
Communication Tower S S S S S S
Convention Centers S S S S S S
Cultural Service 5 P P P
Delivery Services (Not to include freight transfer, i.e. semi- P P




TABLE OF USES

» = Permitted Use
P=Planned Use
S= Special Use

Zoning Districts

{Uses)

AG

RP-AS

RP-1

RP-2 RP-3 RP-4 SD-O SD-

NCR

SD-
NCR2

SD-CR

BP

tractor trailers)

Day Care, Limited (1-6)

Day Care, General (7-10}

Day Care, Commercial (11+)/Montessori School

w

Funeral Home or Mortuary

Gun Clubs, Skeet Shoots, Target Ranges

Health Club

Hospital

Hotel/Motel

Kennel

*Veterinary

wr
»nlojln|jvw|olvn|D|n|n

*General

»njnlogjn|jvnn|ojn|o|ln|iwv

*Commercial

njnjn|lun|n|o|wn

Manufacturing, assembly, processing

*Electronic equipment

*Medical and dental equipment

*Drafting and optical equipment

*Watches and clocks

*Cosmetics, drugs and pharmaceutical products

*Computer equipment

wvlw|o|w|T|™

Medical Outpatient Care Facility

Medical/Dental Lab

Medical/Dental Service

Office, General

Office, Medical

Off-Street Parking Lots

»wlwolw|o|O|O

Parking Structures

Personal Services

-

Photography services, photo processing

[ 7]

wn

w
wnwlvjnjn|o|o|o
v|iviw|nvw|o|o|w|©

viv|w|ww|o|w|w|O|O

Printing and Publishing

Public Utility Facilities

n
n
W
w
v

w

Public Uses/Government Uses

©

wijwn|o|v|O|BI]|IOD|T]|TO|TO

Recreation and Entertainment, indoor {excludes uses in
retail Sales and Services)

Recreation and Entertainment, Outdoor

w

Repair Service

h

Research Service

Research Services - Limited

Reservoirs, water towers, filter beds, or water treatment
plants 1

Retail Sales and Service

*Appliance and Electronics Sales

*Auto Parts supply

*Auto sales/service {not to include used car lots
separate from new auto sales)

*Auto Service Centers/TBA (Tire, Battery &
Accessories)

*Bakery (Retail only)

*Bar/Tavern

*Barber/Beauty Shop

*Bicycle Shop

wlw|n|D

*Boat Sales/Service

*Book/Stationery/Gift Shop

w|jwrn|vw|lw|o|w




TABLE OF USES

¢ = Permitted Use o . .

P= Planned Use Z D t t

S= Special Use Onlng IS rlc S

{Uses) AG RP-AS R-1 RP-1 RP-2 RP-3 RP-4 SD-0 SD- SD- SD-CR BP
NCR NCR2
*Bowling Alley/Center P
*Building Materials Sales, Indoor/Totally Enclosed P
*Business Equipment P
*Business Services P
*Camera Shop/Photographic Studio P P P
*Car Wash, Full Service/Totally Enclosed P
*Catalog Center P P
*Clothing/Accessory Store P P P
*Community service organization P P P P
*Computer Sales and Service p P P P
*Construction Sales and Service, indoor/Enclosed 4
*Convenience Store (w/o gasoline sales) S P
*Convenience Store (with gasoline sales) S
*Department Store S P
*Drug Store/Health Care Supply P P P
*Drug Store with Drive Thru S
*Dry Cleaner/Laundry P P P S
*Dry Cleaner with Drive Thru S
*Flower Shop/Garden Store P P P
*Food Stores, Specialty p P P
*Furniture Upholstery/repair P
*Furniture/Home Furnishings P P P
*Gas Station/Service Station S
*Gift/souvenir shop P P P
*Graphic, Industrial, Interior Design P
*Greenhouse, commercial S p p
*Grocery Store/Supermarket P P
*Hardware Store P P P
*Home Accessory Shop/Boutique P P P
*Home Remodeling and Light construction P P P
Supply/Sales
*Laundromat P P
*Medical and hospital equipment supplies P
*Motorcycle sales and service (indoor) P
*Movie Rental/Sales P P P
*Movie Theater/indoor p
*Music Store P P P
*Nursery sales office {(wholesale or retail) flower shop, S 4 P
green house

*Oftice Supply P P P
*Packaged Liguor Sales S S
*Pet Shop P P
*Recreational Vehicles sales/service S
*Restaurant, Fast Food with Drive Through S S
*Restaurant, Fast Food, Dine in/Carry Out S P S
*Restaurant, General P P
*Sewing/Fabric Store P P P
*Shoe Repair P P P
*Shopping Center, Neighborhood P P
*Shopping Center, Regional S P
*Sporting Goods Sales/Rental p P P
*Tailoring/Alterations P P p
*Toy/Hobby Shop P P P
*Truck sales and service (1 ton or less "light") S




TABLE OF USES

¢ = Permitted Use
P=Planned Use
S= Special Use

Zoning Districts

{Uses)

AG

RP-A5

RP-1

RP-2

RP-3

RP-4

SD-0

SD-
NCR

SD-
NCR2

SD-CR

BP

*Vehicle and Equipment Sales and Service

*Vending/game machine sales/service

*BIG BOX RETAIL

Retail Sales with Limited Manufacturing

Riding stables and tracks

School, Public & Private, Elementary, Middle or High

School, business/secretarial

v

School, college or university

wn|luljn|jnlnvm|nm

School, technical/vocational

Studio, Television or Film

©

Television and amateur radio antennae exceeding district
height limitations

wn

Towers, radio, television and microwave

Veterinarian/Animal Care

Warehouse

Wastewater treatment plant

Wholesale establishment

Wireless Communications Facilities & Antennae

tn|vjwv|w|o|n

Reservoirs, water towers, filter beds or water treatment plants developed pursuant to an interlocal
agreement between the applicant and the Governing Body are exempt from the Special Use Permit
requirement.

t Subject to requirements of16- 4-12.

ECTION TWO: This ordinance shall be construed as follows:

A. Liberal Construction. The provisions of this Ordinance shall be liberally
construed to effectively carry out its purposes which are hereby found and declared to
be in furtherance of the public health, safety, welfare, and convenience.

B. Savings Clause. The repeal of Ordinance sections, as provided herein
below shall not affect any rights acquired, fees, fines, penalties, forfeitures or liabilities
incurred there under, or actions involving any of the provisions of said Ordinances or
parts thereof. Said Ordinance repealed is hereby continued in force and effect after the
passage, approval, and publications of this Ordinance for the purposes of such rights,
fees, fines, penalties, forfeitures, liabilities and actions therefore.

C. Invalidity. If for any reason any chapter, article, section, subsection,
sentence, portion or part of this proposed Ordinance set out herein, or the application
thereof to any person or circumstances is declared to be unconstitutional or invalid,
such decision will not affect the validity of the remaining portions of this Code or other
Ordinances.




SECTION THREE: That existing LDO Section 16-2-7 and other sections in
conflict herewith are hereby repealed.

SECTION FOUR: This ordinance shall take effect and be in force from and
after publication in accordance with law.

PASSED by the Governing Body this 15t of October, 2018.
APPROVED by the Mayor this 15 day of October, 2018.

[SEAL]

Peggy J. Dunn, Mayor
ATTEST:

Debra Harper, City Clerk, CMC

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Andrew K. Hall, Assistant City Attorney



City of Leawood
Planning Commission Meeting
September 25, 2018
Meeting - 6:00 p.m.
Leawood City Hall Council Chambers
4800 Town Center Drive
Leawood, KS 66211
913.339.6700 x 160

CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL: Hunter, Belzer, Hoyt, Pateidl, Strauss, Coleman,
Block, and Stevens. Absent: Elkins.

In Chairman Elkins’s absence, Vice-Chairman Pateidl served as Chairman.
APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA-

Chairman Elkins: I see we have some documents. Would you care to explain any
changes?

Mr. Klein: There are no changes to the agenda; however, there are documents
concerning Case 107-18. When we get to that application, we can explain further.

Chairman Elkins: If there are no other changes, I would entertain a motion to approve.

A motion to approve the agenda was made by Strauss; seconded by Hoyt. Motion
carried with a unanimous vote of 7-0. For: Hunter, Belzer, Hoyt, Strauss, Coleman,
Block, and Stevens.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES: Approval of the minutes from the August 28, 2018
Planning Commission meeting.

Chairman Pateidl: Does anyone care to make corrections to the minutes? Seeing no
changes, I would entertainja motion.

A motion to approve the minutes from the August 28, 2018 Planning Commission
meeting was made by Hoyt; seconded by Belzer. Motion carried with a unanimous
vote of 7-0. For: Hunter, Belzer, Hoyt, Strauss, Coleman, Block, and Stevens.

CONSENT AGENDA:

Chairman Pateidl: Does anyone wish to pull this item for discussion? If not, I would
entertain a motion.

CASE 110-18 — MHC FINANCIAL SERVICES - WALL SIGN - Request for approval
of a Final Sign Plan, located south of College Boulevard and east of Roe Avenue.
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and I think it’s wonderful from Barstow’s standpoint from what I can tell. I think it will
be a great asset to Leawood.

Comm. Coleman: I would like to echo Commissioner Hoyt’s comments. For the past
four years as a commissioner on this body, it has really irked me when we have had
vacant property in the city that is not being put to a useful role. Never in my wildest
dreams did I think that Barstow would come and take this property. I was wondering for
years what could go in. I think there was talk about a fitness center. I know we had the
deed restrictions, which prohibited us from allowing a supermarket to come in, which
was aggravating to say the least. I think this is a great addition to Leawood. I think it’s a
great addition to the area. I think the Robotics, STEAM, and daycare are going to be a
great advantage to that side of State Line, to the neighborhoods that surround it, and for
all of Leawood.

Chairman Pateidl; Any other comments?

A motion to recommend approval of CASE 107-18 - BARSTOW SCHOOL -
LEAWOOD CAMPUS - Request for approval of a Preliminary Plan and Special
Use Permit, located north of 123" Street and-west of State Line Road - with the 21
stipulations outlined in the memo — was made by Strauss; seconded by Coleman.
Motion carried with a unanimous vete of 7-0. For: Hunter, Belzer, Hoyt, Strauss,
Coleman, Block, and Stevens.

CASE 97-18 - LEAWOOD DEVELOPMENT ORDINANCE AMENDMENT TO
SECTION 16-9-26(a), AUTOMATED BANK TELLER ~ ANCILLARY TO BANK OR
FINANCIAL SERVICE - Request for .approval of an addition to the Leawood
Development Ordinance, pertaining to automated bank teller machines — ancillary to a
bank or financial service. PUBLIC HEARING

Staff Presentation:
Assistant Director Mark Klein made the following presentation:

Mr. Klein:. This is Case 97-18 — Leawood Development Ordinance Amendment to
Section 16-9-26(a) — adding a definition for automated bank teller — ancillary to bank or
financial service. This case and the following two cases are all related. Currently, the
LDO defines an automatic bank teller machine; however, it does not distinguish between
being associated with the bank or financial service and one that may be independent. In
the Table of Uses, it wasn’t addressed, either. Typically, an automated bank teller would
be located in a bank application that came before the Planning Commission and City
Council. The Automated Teller Machine (ATM) might be located in the drive-through,
within the vestibule, or in the wall of the building. It was just an ancillary part of the
business. In this case, there was nothing to address an ATM separate from a bank or
financial institution, such as in a development like Park Place. Staff is trying to address
the need. We decided to add two definitions. One is for the Automated Bank Teller
ancillary to a bank or financial service. These would typically come in as part of a bank
application. In addition, we would like to add a definition of an ATM that is independent
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of a bank or financial institution and not located on the same lot. We have restrictions in
order to ensure it will look nice. We require them to be within a wall, not projecting, and
served from the interior of the building. In addition, on the last application, we address
adding them to the Table of Uses to establish what zones allow them. This application is
97-18. It defines an automated bank teller ancillary to a bank or financial institution as an
automated bank teller machine either freestanding or integrated into a wall or building
that is ancillary to and located on the same lot as the primary use of a bank or financial
service. Staff is recommending approval, and I'd be happy to answer any questions.

Chairman Pateidl: Are there questions?

Comm. Coleman: As a point of clarification, we allow the drive-through ATM at the
banks. They can have one inside their building as well. If Park Place wanted to put a
regular ATM coming out of the side of the building, would it be covered or not?

Mr, Klein; Right now, the LDO is vague. It doesn’t list ATMs in the Table of Uses,
which could then be interpreted as them not being allowed. Obviously, an ATM is part of
a banking function, so they have always been-allowed as part of that function with a bank
or financial institution. If somebody wanted to puf an ATM in the middle of a
development not associated with a bank or financial institution, it was prohibited since it
wasn’t addressed in the LDO. ATMs in businesses such as grocery stores are allowed
because they are on the interior of the building. This addresses the exterior.

Comm, Coleman: If Windy City wanted to put an ATM on the side of their building, it
would not be allowed with this?

Mr. Klein: It would require plan approval as'part of it, but it would allow it.
Comm. Coleman: Can it be outside or inside?

Mr. Klein: If it is outside, it has to be in the wall. It can’t project more than 3” from the
wall, and it has to be serviced from the interior of the building.

Comm. Coleman: For instance, Costco has an ATM that is freestanding. That would not
be allowed?

Mr. Klein: It would be allowed on the interior but not on the exterior.

Comm, Hoyt: As a point of clarification, Case 97-18 is just a definition, as is Case 98-
18. Right now, all we’re doing is setting up definitions.

Chairman Pateidl: I'd like to do it by individual case since a Public Hearing is required

on each one. Before us right now is the definition of an automated bank teller. Having
said that, do you have any other questions?
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Comm. Strauss: I'm confused about the statement that it must be serviced from the
interior of the building. If an ATM is put into the wall, how is it going to happen from the
interior?

Mr. Klein: The way we envisioned it is that it would be located in the wall, and the back
of the ATM would be on the inside with the access panel on the back. This would
encourage more security.

Comm. Strauss: That would preclude a lot of ATMs because it would require significant
altering of the building. It seems like I see a lot of ATMs serviced from the front. I
understand what you’re saying; it’s just more restrictive. That’s fine.

Chairman Pateidl: Let me point out that this definitionis ancillary to bank or financial
services. It doesn’t apply to a location to a Costco or anybody else. If the bank is going to
build this and have that facility available in the wall, I'm not sure that you’re really
talking about a lot of modification. I’ve thought on this for the sake of not only security
but public safety as well. People figure out who’s going to be out there throwing $50 bills
at that thing, and that’s a little spooky. All thmgs considered, focusing on this definition,
it is at a bank or a financial facility.

Mr. Klein: Correct. These are the ATMs you’ve seen in the past.

Chairman Pateidl: We’ll deal with your other issue with the other case. I'll open the
Public Hearing,

Public Hearing

As no one was present to spéak, a motion to close the Public Hearing was made by
Strauss; seconded by Coleman. Motion carned with a unanimous vote of 7-0. For:
Hunter, Belzer, I-ont, Strauss, Coleman, Block, and Stevens.

Chairman Pateidl: Any-further discussion on this matter of the definition of an automated
bank teller for a bank or financial institution? If there are no comments, I would entertain
a motion.

A motion to appreve CASE 97-18 - LEAWOOD DEVELOPMENT ORDINANCE
AMENDMENT TO SECTION 16-9-26(a), AUTOMATED BANK TELLER -
ANCILLARY TO BANK OR FINANCIAL SERVICE - Request for approval of an
addition to the Leawood Development Ordinance, pertaining to automated bank
teller machines — ancillary to a bank or financial service — was made by Hoyt;
seconded by Belzer. Motion carried with a unanimous vote of 7-0. For: Hunter,
Belzer, Hoyt, Strauss, Coleman, Block, and Stevens.

98-18 — LEAWOOD DEVELOPMENT ORDINANCE AMENDMENT TO SECTION
16-9-26(b), AUTOMATED BANK TELLER - NON-ANCILLARY IN-WALL -
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Request for approval of an addition to the Leawood Development Ordinance, pertaining
to automated bank teller machines — non-ancillary in-wall. PUBLIC HEARING

Chairman Pateidl: This case focuses on machines that are not coexisting with banks or
financial services and not necessarily involved with a bank or financial service.

Mr. Klein: Correct, and it must be in the wall.

Staff Presentation:
Assistant Director Mark Klein made the following presentation:

Mr. Klein: This application is to add a definition to ATMs that are not part of a bank or
financial institution. They must be in the wall with no more than 3” projection, and they
must be serviced from the inside of the building. This is adding a definition, and the
definitions will be incorporated into the Table of Uses in the next application.

Comm. Strauss: This is the appropriate place to talk about this. I'm still confused. If the
ATM is within a wall at Park Place, isn’t there an existing development on the other side
of that wall? It would be accessing the ATM from a different property.

Mr. Klein: It is possible that there is a business on the other side. It is also possible that it
is an office of that particular development. For instance, Town Center Plaza has a cut-
through with an office. They could also have an ATM in that same location. Park Place
could use one of the vias.

Comm. Block: I agree with Commissioner Strauss. It seems like an unnecessary
requirement to have them serviced from the back. I've only seen them serviced from the
front. Maybe they exist. Maybe you’ve done research as to how different ATMs operate.
Typically, people are armed when they come service these. I'm not buying the security
bit of it. It seems limiting on where these can be put in existing buildings and would
almost eliminate the possibility of them being installed. I think having them serviced
from the front is sufficient.

Comm. Hovt: Do we know if servicing from the back is available?
Mr. Klein: Ibelieve itis one of the options. It probably is more restrictive.

Comm. Hoyt: Along the same lines, the concept of putting these automated tellers in
where there is not a financial institution is if the development itself were to perceive that
there is a real need. It is not so much a proprietary machine. This is really to serve the
needs of a group of merchants who, one would presume, will collectively band together
and urge management of the complex to put one in. That would lend credibility to your
concept that they will go into an area with a management function of some sort for the
development.
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Mr, Klein: In reality, these will probably be used less and less because it seems like
credit cards are being accepted more and more. There may still be a need for a
development.

Comm. Hunter: Really, you just felt like we needed a definition for it.

Mr. Klein: We felt it should be addressed. We have been approached in the past about
putting and ATM in a development. Some have suggested a freestanding ATM. Staff had
concerns about that because it is often hard to make look nice, but there are also security
issues with the potential for someone to grab the whole machine.

Chairman Pateidl: Other questions? This requires a Public Hearing.

Public Hearing
Kevin Jeffries, Leawood Chamber of Commerce, 13451 Briar, appeared before the
Planning Commission and made the following comments:

Mr. Jeffries: I wanted to thank staff for taking up, thlS issue. We were actually
approached by a developer who wanted to put one of these in Park Place. They actually
wanted to put it at the kiosk that has been sitting vacant since Park Place was built;
however, this was a compromise, and I can certainly understand staff’s desire to keep it a
little less obtrusive and more secure. That Kiosk contmues to sit empty with a little
electrical stub in the middle. It was originally for hcketmg for AMC Theaters, and that
never was built. I just wanted to thank staff for doing this, and there has been demand
from the merchants at Park Place. People fieed cash to pay for the valet parking. I’ve
talked to several bankers, and there: continues to be a demand for ATMs; they just maybe
aren’t as noticeable as they have’been in the past. Thank you.

Comm. Block: When you deal with the banks; is there any feedback from them on this
ordinance?

Mr. Jeffries: Idid approach several board members who are in banks. They said that they
were very supportive of adding that'to our ordinance because they are getting away from
building brick and mortar structures anymore. Yes, I would agree with Mark that a lot of
payments are online, but when you’re out for the evening, you still use some cash.

Comm. Block: Did you ask about servicing from the front?

Mr. Jeffries: That is a new wrinkle I hadn’t heard of until recently; however, being a
former banker, I do know there are ATMs that can be serviced either way. For our
practical application, pulling the front off to access it from the middle of the vias, it might
be a little obtrusive. Everyone who is servicing those is armed. I'm in the Country Club
Bank building right now, and the ATM in the drive-through there is serviced by two
guys. One has a gun; the other reloads it. They understand how to do it. They come at
random times, so it would be very difficult for a bank robber to anticipate that. Robbing
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an armored truck is more in the movies. To your comment, they only put smaller bills in.
I think 1t’s great that staff was willing to take it on.

Chairman Pateidl: Seeing no one else, I would entertain a motion.

A motion to close the Public Hearing was made by Strauss; seconded by Coleman.
Motion carried with a unanimous vote of 7-0. For: Hunter, Belzer, Hoyt, Strauss,
Coleman, Block, and Stevens.

Chairman Pateidl: Further discussion?

A motion to approve 98-18 - LEAWOOD DEVELOPMENT ORDINANCE
AMENDMENT TO SECTION 16-9-26(b), AUTOMATED BANK TELLER - NON-
ANCILLARY IN-WALL - Request for approval of an addition to the Leawood
Development Ordinance, pertaining to automated bank teller machines — non-
ancillary in-wall — striking the language, “shall be fully serviced from within the
interior of the building” was made by Block; seconded by Strauss.

Chairman Pateidl: I would have to defer to staff‘becausé that is a significant change.

Mr. Klein: Again, the reason we had that in there was to make sure that these are a little
more secure without having someone servieing it out in the open. I certainly understand.

Chairman Pateidl: Commissioner Block has a motion on the table, removing the
requirement that the ATM be serviced from inside the building. Is there a second?

Comm. Strauss: Ihad secondedit.

Chairman Pateidl: Thank ‘you. So everyone is clear, we are not taking a vote on the
definition as presented by the Planning Department but as modified by Commissioner
Block.

Motion carried with a vote of 5-0. For: Belzer, Strauss, Coleman, Block, and
Stevens. Opposed: Hunter and Hoyt.

CASE 99-18 — LEAWOOD DEVELOPMENT ORDINANCE AMENDMENT TO
SECTION 16-2.7, TABLE OF USES - Request for approval of an amendment to the

Leawood Development Ordinance, pertaining to changes to bank teller machines.
PUBLIC HEARING

Staff Presentation:
Assistant Director Mark Klein made the following presentation:

Mr, Klein; This is Case 99-18. As we discussed earlier, this adds the definitions to the
Table of Uses. We want to include those that are ancillary to bank or financial services
into every place we’ve seen bank and financial institutions allowed. They are shown as a
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planned use in each of those zoning districts. It would be the same process banks and
financial institutions have gone through in the past. I would also like to make a
correction. For the non-ancillary, in-wall ATMs, we would like to have it as a planned
use rather than a Special Use Permit; however, we would like to limit it to SD-CR
[Planned General Retail]. It would include such places as Town Center Plaza and, by
extension, MX-D. The MX-D District includes all the uses within the other zoning
districts with the exception of the BP District. This would mean it would be allowed in
places like Park Place and Mission Farms.

Chairman Pateidl: Any questions of the Planning Department? Seeing none, I’ll open the
Public Hearing.

Public Hearing

As no one was present to speak, a motion to close the Public Hearing was made by
Strauss; seconded by Belzer. Motion carried with a unanimous vote of 7-0. For:
Hunter, Belzer, Hoyt, Strauss, Coleman, Block, and Stevens.

Chairman Pateidl: Further discussion on Case 99-18? This places the definitions as
developed this evening into the Table of Uses. The chairwould entertain a motion.

A motion to approve CASE 99-18- LEAWOOD DEVELOPMENT ORDINANCE
AMENDMENT TO SECTION 16-2:7, TABLE OF USES - Request for approval of
an amendment to the Liéawood Development Ordinance, pertaining to changes to
bank teller machines — was made by Hayt; seconded by Belzer. Motion carried with
a unanimous vote of 7-0. For: Hunter, Belzer, Hoyt, Strauss, Coleman, Block, and
Stevens.

CASE 113-18 - LEAWOOD DEWMEWNT ORDINANCE AMENDMENT TO
SECTION 16-2.53, R-I (PLANNED SINGLE-FAMILY LOW-DENSITY
RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT) \(1\5\,000 SQ. FEET PER DWELLING) - Request for
approval of an amendment to the Leawood Development Ordinance, pertaining to
exceptions to side yard setbacks. PUBLIC HEARING

Mr. Klein: This inadvertently did not make it into the packet, so staff would like to

recommend that it be continued to the October 23™ meeting.

MEETING ADJOURNED
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