
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE 

WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 10, 2024 at 6:30 p.m. 

MISSION CITY HALL

6090 Woodson Street

Meeting In Person and Virtually via Zoom 

This meeting will be held in person at the time and date shown above. This meeting will also be available 

virtually via Zoom (https://zoom.us/join). Information will be posted, prior to the meeting, on how to join at 

https://www.missionks.org/calendar.aspx. Please contact the Administrative Offices, 913-676-8350, with 

any questions or concerns. 

PUBLIC COMMENTS 

PLANNING COMMISSION ACTION ITEMS 
(items will be included on the next legislative agenda for Council action) 

PUBLIC PRESENTATIONS / INFORMATIONAL ONLY 

ACTION ITEMS 

1. Acceptance of the December 13, 2023 Community Development Committee 
Minutes – Robyn Fulks (page 3)

Draft minutes of the December 13, 2023 Community Development Committee meeting 
are included for review and acceptance.

2. Total Electric Contract – Brent Morton (page 20)

The City owns and operates eight traffic signals and four pedestrian beacons. This traffic 
signal maintenance service contract establishes a preventative maintenance program, as 
well as on-call services for traffic signal maintenance and emergency repairs. Black & 
McDonald submitted the lowest and most responsive bid at an annual price of $48,162.78.

3. Public Works Consulting Contract – Katigon Consult, LLC – Laura Smith (page 
68)

During the recruitment process for a new Public Works Director, the City Administrator 
contracted work with Kati Horner Gonzalez dba Katigon Consult, LLC for the Johnson 
Drive/Metcalf bridge replacement project and the Johnson Drive (Lamar to Metcalf) Street 
rehabilitation project. The contractual services were intended to ensure these large-scale, 
time-sensitive projects would receive attention while the Director’s position was filled. Staff 
is now seeking an extension of the consulting contract in an amount not to exceed $20,000 
to continue progress and support the City throughout 2024. Consulting fees would be paid 
from the Public Works General Fund Budget.

https://zoom.us/join
https://www.missionks.org/calendar.aspx


 

 

 

4. MFAC Splashpad Refresh – Penn Almoney (page 80) 
 

The Mission Family Aquatic Center has an outdoor splashpad that is used daily during the 
summer swim season. The individual water features are maintained annually, but require 
a more comprehensive restoration/refresh every 10-15 years. Staff received a bid from 
the original manufacturer who was the only responsive bidder. Staff recommends approval 
of a contract with Splashtacular in an amount not to exceed $22,460 to be paid from Parks 
+ Recreation Sales Tax Fund. The splashpad restoration was approved as part of the 
2024 Parks + Recreation CIP budget. The work will be completed in early Spring in 
preparation for the 2024 outdoor pool season. 

 
5. MFAC Picnic Table Replacement – Penn Almoney (page 83) 

 
The Mission Family Aquatic Center picnic tables are needed to make the pool deck usable 
for visitors, rental groups and Mission events. Staff is recommending the purchase of 
twelve new picnic tables through Belson Outdoors for an amount not to exceed $20,000 
to be paid from the Parks + Recreation Sales Tax Fund. This replacement was approved 
as part of the 2024 Parks + Recreation CIP budget. Installation will be completed in Spring 
2024. 

 
 

6. Water Works Park Inspection Services – Penn Almoney (page 87) 
 
The Water Works Park Improvement Project is ready to proceed to construction. The 
scope and nature of the project will require additional third-party testing and inspection 
services beyond the administration services currently under contract. Staff recommends 
approval of a testing and inspection services contract with Terracon in an amount not to 
exceed $19,905. All documentation, observation, and required testing is included within 
the scope of services. These expenses were included in the overall construction budget 
within the 2024 Parks + Recreation CIP budget. 

 
 

    DISCUSSION ITEMS 

 

OTHER 

 

7. Department Updates - Laura Smith 

 
 
 
 

Lea Loudon, Chairperson 

Ben Chociej , Vice-Chairperson 

Mission City Hall, 6090 Woodson St 

913.676.8350 

 



 

City of Mission Item Number: 1. 

ACTION ITEM SUMMARY Date: January 10, 2024 

Administration  From: Robyn Fulks 
Action items require a vote to recommend the item to the full City Council for further action. 
 

 

Related Statute/City Ordinance: NA 

Line Item Code/Description: NA 

Available Budget: NA 

 

RE:  December 13, 2023 Community Development Committee minutes.  
  
RECOMMENDATION: Review and accept the December 13, 2023 minutes of the 
Community Development Committee. 
  
DETAILS: Minutes of the December 13, 2023 Community Development Committee 
meeting are presented for review and acceptance. At the committee meeting, if there 
are no objections or recommended corrections, the minutes will be considered accepted 
as presented. 
 
Draft minutes are linked to the City Council agenda packet so that the public may review 
the discussion from the committee meeting in advance of the Council action on any 
particular item. 
 
CFAA CONSIDERATIONS/IMPACTS: N/A  
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MINUTES OF THE MISSION COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE 

December 13, 2023 
  
The Mission Community Development Committee met at Mission City Hall and 

virtually via ZOOM on Wednesday, December 13, 2023. The following 

Committee members were present: Sollie Flora, Hillary Thomas, Ken Davis, Lea 

Loudon, Debbie Kring, Trent Boultinghouse, Mary Ryherd, and Ben Chociej. 

Councilmember Inman was absent. Councilmember Chociej called the meeting 

to order at 6:30 p.m. 

  
The following staff were present: City Administrator Laura Smith, Deputy City 

Administrator Emily Randel, City Clerk Robyn Fulks, Public Works 

Superintendent Brent Morton, Parks and Recreation Director Penn Almoney, 

Chief Dan Madden, and Deputy City Administrator Brian Scott. 

  
Public Comments 

  
Councilmember Chociej reminded the public they can participate via the chat 

feature on Zoom. All comments would be visible to the group. 

 

There were no public comments.  

  
  

Public Presentations/Informational Items 
 

There were no public presentations on the agenda.  

 

Planning Commission Items 

Adoption of the Tomorrow Together 2040 Mission Comprehensive 

Plan 

Deputy City Administrator Brian Scott presented to the Committee follow ups 

from the previous conversation surrounding the 2040 Mission Comprehensive 

Plan. The primary information requested through the most recent discussions 

were more examples of properties in Mission and how they fit into the 

proposed definitions for the future land use map. He provided a memo to the 

Committee with examples in Mission that met the different definitions of the 

future land use map proposed in the study and talked through several specific 

examples during the Committee meeting. He then asked for questions or 

additional discussion. 

 

Councilmember Davis asked if the recommendation by Staff was to modify the 
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Planning Commission’s recommendation to accept the amendments with the 

exception of once change in a definition of “Mixed Use Medium Density”. Mr. 

Scott confirmed that is correct, including keeping the mixed-use medium 

density definition, which the PC recommended changing and which Staff 

believes should not be changed. Councilmember Davis agreed and stated he 

is in agreement with the Staff’s decision to not make that change.  

 

Councilmember Boultinghouse expressed his gratitude to Mr. Scott for the 

picture examples as they were very helpful. 

 

Mr. Scott state that Staff’s intent is to bring the item to the City Council the 

following week for consideration. Mr. Scott asked if the Committee would like 

a representative from Confluence present next week. They Council didn’t feel 

it was necessary.  

 

Councilmember Davis stated he emailed the Chair and Vice Chair of the 

Committee, along with Mayor Flora, Mr. Scott and City Administrator Laura 

Smith. Councilmember Davis would like to have the consideration of a small 

parcel on page 21 of the future plan use map comparison. He explained that 

the parcel to the north of Andersen Park between Dearborn and Beverly 

Streets and was zoned as office in the current land use plan but high density 

residential in the proposed future land use plan. He wanted to discuss that 

several years a go there was a proposal for a high density building to be built 

there, partially on flood plain. That affected parking options for the proposed 

four-story apartment building. He believes that the now-proposed Milhaus site 

is planning for lower profile buildings that would be residential in nature. He 

believes that similar areas north of Johnson Drive are considered medium 

density. He would like that section be reduced to medium density rather than 

high-density residential as there was a lot of controversy at the time of that 

proposal. He asked Mr. Scott to speak about that previous project and the 

push back that surrounded it as many on the Council now were not elected 

officials at that time. 

 

Councilmember Chociej commented that the parcels to the north of the area 

Councilmember Davis is referencing are mixed-use medium density, which 

align with mixed-use high density to some degree, so it’s a bit confusing that 

they are sort of parallel. He agrees that there has been past pushback from 

the Community and that a discussion would be helpful.  
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Ms. Smith explained that Mr. Scott had a comparison to show that would help 

with that site. Ms. Smith also pointed out that the future land use map is not 

zoning, it is only identification of anticipated future land use. Currently the 

parcel Councilmember Davis is referencing is zoned MS2 which allows for 35 

dwelling units per acre under the current zoning codes. Staff does not intend 

to actively pursue rezoning any parcels. The Committee can change the 

definition, however it does not immediately impact the underlying zoning for 

a future project. She stated that the areas north of Johnson Drive are not 

rezoned either. She stated that rezoning was done at the 58/Nall project site 

to Downtown Neighborhood District which allows for up to 50 units per acre 

immediately across the street from single family residential. Staff feel like the 

park and creek create a natural barrier for the parcels Councilmember Davis 

is referencing. She then asked Mr. Scott to review his comparisons of the 

various projects proposed for those parcels over the last several years. She 

also explained that Staff have worked to be responsive to neighborhood 

concerns while working with developers on the parcel Councilmember Davis is 

concerned about. 

 

Mr. Scott reviewed his report, beginning with a view of the buildings on 

Martway in the parcel Councilmember Davis asked about. He then showed the 

buildings with more information about the lots, which combine to be 1.67 

acres and are zoned Mainstreet 2 (MS2). The zoning code allows for 3 stories 

and/or 45 feet. The minimum lot area per dwelling unit allowed per acre is 35 

under current zoning. Page 3 of the report showed a 5 story Martway building 

project that was proposed by Christian Arnold in 2016, but not approved by 

the PC. The proposal was a 5-story building with some retail and parking on 

the ground floor with four stories of residential units. The plan was denied in 

September of 2017 due to the number of stories of the building and number 

of units per acre. Neighbors to the south of the proposed site opposed the 

height of the building. Mr. Arnold came back in 2018 with a proposal for a four 

story building at 45 feet with 90 units or 54 units per acre. That was 

recommended by the PC for approval and was approved by the City Council, 

however the project was never built but could be built today. Mr. Arnold was 

not able to make the numbers work and has had the property on the market 

now for several years. 

 

Mr. Scott showed a perspective as if standing on Martway and Beverly Streets 

and looking east with a rendering of the buildings being proposed by Milhaus 

on that site. The buildings are three stories with 35 units per acre being 
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proposed. Mr. Scott also showed across the street a rendering of a four-story 

building at 54 feet (a 9’ deviation from current zoning) with about 210 units 

or 81 per acre (a deviation of about 46 units per acre). Mr. Scott noted that 

an open house earlier in the year there wasn’t strong opposition as long as 

the building on the south side of Martway was at three stories. Mr. Scott 

explained that the project would fit within the definitions of 12 or more 

dwelling units per acre. It would also fit into mixed-use medium density as it’s 

currently zoned right now. 

 

Mayor Flora thanked Mr. Scott and Ms. Smith for their explanations She stated 

she did not want the Committee to lose sight of the definitions for both 

medium and high density residential. She pointed out that, per the definition, 

medium density residential is really more intended for duplexes, triplexes and 

the like. She noted that none of the existing courtyard apartment complexes 

in the City are small enough to qualify for medium density residential, even 

the smaller apartment buildings in the downtown area. She believes that with 

Martway’s connections to transit and proximity to downtown identifying it for 

medium density is not appropriate. She believes high-density residential gives 

a big range and, even if rezoned, the City can work with a Developer, but she 

believes it makes more sense to have more density on the site.  

 

Councilmember Thomas asked Councilmember Davis to share more of his 

thoughts. She confirmed that he is asking for a mechanism that will allow for 

the building height restrictions to stay in place. She asked Ms. Smith if that is 

something that could be restricted if needed. Ms. Smith confirmed that the 

current zoning of the site is MS2, which limits building height to three stories 

or 35 dwelling units per acre. Anything above that would be a deviation that 

would have to be recommended by the Planning Commission and granted by 

the City Council Those checks and balances exist with the current zoning on 

that parcel. Ms. Smith echoed Mayor Flora’s thoughts about the MS2 zoning 

and the considerations of the area being a commercial corridor. She also 

referenced the finances of the size of that parcel and accomplishing something 

without assembling additional property makes it difficult to develop without 

deviation requests. She believes the current iteration of the project being 

proposed for that area checks a lot of boxes. 

 

Mayor Flora asked Ms. Smith to confirm that the three-story building of the 

proposed project would fall into the high density definition and Ms. Smith 

confirmed that is correct.  
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Councilmember Davis thanked Staff for the clarification and the explanation 

of the differences between zoning and future planning, and he accepts those 

explanations. He also appreciates that Staff is working with developers to keep 

the height of the property low. He withdraws his recommendation to change 

that area to medium density. Ms. Smith confirmed that Staff will always work 

to ensure projects align with the vision and goals for any area of the City. 

Councilmember Davis thanked Mr. Scott for his work, and Councilmember 

Chociej echoed that. Councilmember Chociej also stated that the Milhaus 

projects fit land use and zoning with very few objections. 

 

Councilmember Thomas offered that she has shared with the Mayor and others 

that, in a perfect world, this item wouldn’t be voted on in the same meeting 

as a transition of Council, however she understands the urgency to move the 

item forward. She feels lucky that the two incoming Councilmembers are very 

engaged with the process and will be well-versed as they prepare to vote next 

week. She thanked Mayor Flora and Ms. Smith for listening to her concerns. 

She also commented and asked Mr. Scott if the original PDP from 2018 could 

be built on and how long it was active for. Mr. Scott stated that PDPs now are 

approved by Ordinance to limit those to five years, however that was not done 

in 2018.  

 

Councilmember Chociej asked Mr. Scott if, procedurally, the vote next week 

would be a super-majority if they were not going to accept the 

recommendation form the PC and Mr. Scott confirmed it would be.  

 

Councilmember Kring asked if, based on the number of apartments being 

added and all were filled, do those complexes add to the number of residents 

in the city. She stated that it could, potentially, raise residency rates from 

around 9,000 to around 13,000 and Mr. Scott confirmed that is correct. 

 

 Final Plat – Popeye's on Johnson Drive – 6821 Johnson Drive 

 

Mr. Scott stated that the Developer has come back with a final development 

plan which was approved by the Planning Commission in November, along with 

a final plat which was recommended for approval by the City Council with a 7-

0 vote. The property was not platted before, so this is mostly a formality. With 
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the final plat, the right-of-way is being increased to match the width of the 

sidewalk to the east down to Barkley. Staff wanted to even that up and the 

Developer was gracious enough to provide that right-of-way to the City. 

 

There were no questions or comments from the Committee. 

 

Special Use Permit – Digital Billboard – 6650 W. 47th Street 

 

Mr. Scott’s final item from the Planning Commission was for consideration of 

a special use permit for a digital billboard sign along I 35 at 6650 W. 47th 

Street. Mr. Scott stated that the address should actually be 6650 W 47th 

Terrace. He explained that the site is located on the north side of I-35 where 

several parcels are half in Mission and half in Kansas City, KS. The property Is 

owned by Interstate Holdings, LLC. Interstate Holdings is a real estate 

investment company that specializes in acquiring and holding industrial, light 

manufacturing, freight distribution properties along major interstate corridors. 

The company is headquartered in Chicago, Il. The owners wish to lease part 

of the land for the installation of a digital billboard. Mr. Scott shared that 

billboards are allowed in Mission through the special use permit process. A 

special use permit must be approved by the City Council after 

recommendation by the Planning Commission. He reviewed the zoning code 

for special use permits, noting that billboards are allowed with a  permit in all 

districts except for residentially zoned districts. He also noted there are 

Federal regulations that hand power to regulate billboards to each State. 

Kansas does require that a billboard along an interstate highway be permitted 

from the State, and there are height requirements and, for digital billboards, 

how long the display can be on and how long can be taken to change the 

image.  

 

Mr. Scott shared that Staff reviewed the information and that the property is 

in a flood plain which could be an issue. Staff asked for a “no rise” letter, which 

stated that placing a structure like a billboard on the site would not provide 

issues with rising waters on adjacent properties and that letter was provided 

from the applicant’s engineer. The Planning Commission held a public hearing 

where no objections were raised, and it was approved by 7-0 for 

recommendation with a number of stipulations which are outlined fully in the 

Ordinance.  
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Councilmember Thomas asked if, because one of the stipulations regards 

abandonment, can the City take down the billboard if it becomes abandoned 

at any point and the special use permit is voided. Mr. Scott confirmed that is 

correct, Staff would ask the company to remove it first. If they did not,  Stff 

would then go through the Municipal Court for permission to have it removed 

and charged back to the property owner. He also stated the revocation of the 

Special Use Permit may be done by the Governing Body following a public 

hearing process. Councilmember Thomas then asked for more clarification on 

the direction of the billboard and the site location. She was thinking of 

residents of the Falls Apartments who are close to that area and the light 

pollution it could cause. She also asked for clarification of where billboards 

could go per special use permits and that they are only expressly disallowed 

in residential areas and the conversations surrounding pole signs several years 

ago. Mr. Scott acknowledged that they could be anywhere except residential 

areas if a special use permit were issued, and that pole signs are defined a bit 

differently in Mission’s sign code.  

 

Mayor Flora asked about the fourteen points of criteria required for 

consideration of a special use permit, as the way it reads to her is that the 

consideration should be given to pertinent criteria. She asked if all criteria 

have to support the application or is it a balance of the criteria. She sees under 

the staff report that Staff does not identify an economic need for use within 

the community, but criteria 13 and 14 specifically talk about the positive 

economic impact so she was wondering, if there’s no real financial benefit to 

the community, why it would be granted. Or should the criteria be all weighed 

together. Mr. Scott confirmed that a balance of the criteria is the best way to 

look at it. Mr. Scott shared that the City would receive a nominal amount of 

property tax but not enough to be a real benefit to the City or community. He 

believes it’s more about looking at the criteria in totality. Mayor Flora 

continued on to ask if a special use permit should always be a benefit to the 

city, or is it more about individual property use, or a balance of the two. Mr. 

Scott confirmed a balance of the two, but with weighing the two against each 

other. 

 

Councilmember Loudon asked if the content of the billboard ended up being 

objectionable, would the City have any say in that. Mr. Scott answered that 

the billboard cannot have anything obscene, but other than that the City 
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cannot regulate content of any sign per rulings by the Supreme Court.  

 

Councilmember Kring asked what the intent of having the digital billboard is 

by the property owner and Mr. Scott answered to lease it out to an advertising 

company for revenue. The billboard will have a series of advertisements that 

flash up. Councilmember Kring asked again to clarify that the City has no 

jurisdiction over what is on the billboard. Mr. Scott confirmed that the 

Supreme Court has clearly stated that sign ordinances cannot regulate 

content.  

 

Councilmember Thomas asked if there are any other billboards in Mission 

along the interstate and Mr. Scott confirmed there are not. She also asked if, 

by looking at the map, where the next closest billboard is. Mr. Scott stated 

that State regulations allow billboards only every 1,000 feet so there likely 

would be no room for anything else in Mission. Councilmember Thomas 

expressed her dislike of the idea of the billboard. 

 

Councilmember Chociej stated his main concern comes from a safety angle. 

He reviewed the staff report and federal highway report provided. He did some 

more research and found it does not seem like these are a good idea along a 

busy interstate. The report is a grouping of research done since the federal 

highway study that was included with the report went out. He expressed he is 

very uncomfortable with the idea of allowing the billboard. He also agrees with 

the concerns brought up by his fellow Committee members. He also believes 

does the use detirmentally affect nearby property consideration should be 

given more thought.  

 

Councilmember Kring asked Police Chief Dan Madden to weigh in on the 

conversation. He stated that there are similar billboards close to Mission and 

he does not know of any impacts had by the billboards to the safety of drivers 

on that stretch of the highway.  

 

Councilmember Boultinghouse stated his objections are centered around 

beautification and the aesthetic element. He believes there is so much 

advertising out there that adding more does not appeal to him.  

 

Councilmember Chociej stated that he believes there is enough research out 
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there that states the digital billboards are a bad idea. Ms. Smith stated that 

Councilmember Chociej’s research will be put into the following week’s packet 

for review. Councilmember Chociej thanked her for that and reviewed that a 

lot of the research in the study shows that the risk increases with higher 

speeds, more lane changes and more demanding conditions. He also stated 

that the study showed that young and elderly drivers were most prone to the 

distraction of digital billboards.  

 

Councilmember Thomas stated that she was more concerned about the 

aesthetic piece but now she has more concerns about the safety piece of it. 

She stated that that stretch of highway includes a complicated intersection 

and some challenging lane changes that would be burdened by more 

distractions. 

 

Mayor Flora echoed those thoughts as she sees no benefit to the City, only to 

the property owner, but there could be negatives for the community at large. 

 

Action Items 
 

Acceptance of the November 1, 2023 Community Development  
Committee Minutes 

  
Minutes of the November 1, 2023 Community Development Committee were 

provided to the Committee.  

  

Councilmember Davis pointed out a typographical error on page 6, paragraph 

2. City Clerk Robyn Fulks stated she would make that correction as noted. 

 

Councilmember Boultinghouse recommended this item be forwarded to the City 

Council for approval. All on the committee agreed, and this item will be on the 

consent agenda.  

  

Rock Creek Channel Preliminary Project Study Report 

(Woodson to Outlook) 

 

Public Works Superintendent Brent Morton introduced the item and mentioned 

that Brad Schleeter from Olsson was here this evening to provide a brief 

presentation. Mr. Morton noted that the County’s Stormwater Management 

Program (SMP) completed a watershed masterplan in 2022 looking at the 

watershed as a whole rather than on a city by city basis. That masterplan was 



10 / 
16 

 

 

used to complete focus areas for flooding, erosion, hydromodification and water 

quality. One was in Mission, between Woodson and Reeds Road, and it a 4.4 

out of 5 (5 being the highest) risk score for flooding. The County’s funding 

program requires a preliminary project study (PPS) be completed to apply for 

50% funding from the County for design and construction of any project. 

Council approved a task order with Olsson in September of 2022 to complete 

the PPS for submission. It has now been completed with four options for 

consideration. Staff recommends alternative three, lowering the creek channel 

from Woodson to Reeds, upsizing box culvert at Woodson and upsizing bridges 

at Reeds and Outlook as well. The bridge improvements, specifically, would be 

a huge benefit for the city as those two bridges faired the worse on the bridge 

inventory that Mr. Morton just received. Both are rated at a 6 which indicates 

needs, however there aren’t many funding help options for those bridges in a 

city the size of Mission, so getting those with the 50% funding from the County 

would be extremely helpful.  

 

Mr. Morton explained that estimated total project cost is $9,300,000.00 and is 

in the CIP for design 2025 and construction in 2026. Submitting the PPS is the 

first step to get on the County’s list for projects. The list is currently short which 

and he believes that gives Staff a good opportunity for the 2025/2026 timeline. 

Mr. Morton reviewed that this is just the project study to provide solutions 

before the project goes to design. 

 

Councilmember Kring asked if, as the project moves forward, will Mr. Morton 

share the rest of the bridge inventory. Mr. Morton assured her he will be 

bringing that back in January for review. 

  

Councilmember Davis asked if the Johnson Drive interceptor has ever had to be 

cleaned out. Mr. Morton answered that Staff has not had to clean it. It is 

inspected and upon last inspection there were no issues. He said it could happen 

if a large water main were to fail, but otherwise he wouldn’t see any issues in 

the future. Councilmember Davis also thanked Mr. Morton for making updates 

to the report that he had asked for. 

 

Councilmember Thomas asked about the choice of Staff for alternative three 

over alternative four as recommended in the study. Ms. Smith explained that 

the report had been updated prior to the meeting to with Olsson’s 

recommendation of alternative three. She noted that Mr. Schleeter will address 

that in his presentation. Ms. Smith stated that this process has been a learning 

experience for all parties, even the folks at the County. 
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Brad Schleeter from Olsson introduced himself and the PPS for the stretch of 

Rock Creek between Lamar and Nall. He noted that the study is preliminary, 

and the main point is to identify the risks in terms of flooding, and identify 

potential solutions with cost, and provide a recommendation to be approved by 

the County and funded before a project moves into the design phase.  

Mr. Schleeter began by giving some background on the project, showing a map 

from the County that illustrates the watershed approach with the county split 

into six areas with the hopes that projects would not be competing against other 

cities but rather by watershed organization representatives to help with vetting 

and prioritizing projects so that the best projects are brought forward. This is a 

new process for the County so there are kinks still being worked out. One 

change he emphasized from the old approach was the solutions had to address 

all of the flooding in order to be considered. This new process to hopefully 

capture larger projects are graded and scored based on risk reduction now. Mr. 

Schleeter next showed a map from the Watershed Master Plan that shows risk 

focus area for Watershed Area 1, which looked at risks in four different 

categories. This was one area with enough risks that put the area at number 

two on the list. Mr. Schleeter circled the study area for the Committee. He next 

showed the study figure that was developed by his team. The risk focus maps 

covered a larger area, with their project focused on the specific area of Rock 

Creek and addressing the risks in that area.  

 

Olsson began by analyzing the area which is the first step in the process. Some 

modeling was updated, which ended up being rather complicated. A recreation 

of the run off of the site was made, along with updates to the hydraulic model 

to show how the run off moves throughout the creek channel. Neither of those 

were up to date and usable. Mr. Schleeter reviewed the information used, and 

identified each marking on the map. His team looked at several things that 

could reduce risk, specifically in Rock Creek, such as upsizing culverts, widening 

channel, replacing the current channel with vegetated slopes, realigning the 

channel, lowering it, extending the interceptor at Johnson Drive to the west, 

and the potential for upstream detention. All were reviewed for what impact 

they could have and if they would move the needle as far as reducing risk. This 

figure represents the solutions identified to move forward as alternatives. Four 

alternatives were offered in this project. Alternative one is least effective and 

alternative four is most effective when evaluating only the risk reduction score. 

What Olsson and Staff learned from the County in a recent meeting was that 

risk reduction score and the cost-efficiency factor would both be considered in 

the County’s funding decisions. 
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Mr. Schleeter then described the solutions or alternatives which included: 

 

Alternative 1 – creating a uniform channel section. Currently the section has 

many different sections, this alternative would create a uniform channel section 

from Woodson to Reeds Road as a focus area. Lowering of the channel one to 

two feet in that area is also included along with upsized culverts. 

 

Alternative 2 – all of Alternative 1 plus the extension of the Johnson Drive 

interceptor from Lamar to Metcalf. Extending the interceptor line provides 

diversion of the flow that is going to the creek now and sending that 

downstream which helps with flow and reduce water levels.  

 

Alternative 3 – all of Alternative 1, plus both upsizing and lowering the culvert 

at Woodson and Martway. 

 

Alternative 4 – all of Alternative 3 plus the extension of the Johnson Drive 

interceptor from Lamar to Metcalf. 

 

Mr. Schleeter showed results figures from the report in hopes of showing the 

potential results overlaid over each other and the amount of risk reduction 

benefit for each alternative. He next pointed out channel bottom data lines in a 

graph that show lowering the channel in the area, with another focus on the 

Woodson culvert also being lowered. He noted that the benefit of the Johnon 

Drive interceptor, flow is moved to lower the flood profile. The two alternatives 

that don’t include extending the interceptor have higher profiles (alternatives 1 

and 3). The extension of the interceptor redirects a portion of the flow. He sees 

a reduction of 5-6’ in the 100-year water levels, which is a significant change. 

He finished up by showing tables of risk calculation and cost by alternative. He 

highlighted that the change in risk number is the main number for these 

purposes. That number is calculated by reviewing many pieces of input. Cost is 

divided by change in risk to determine if it’s cost efficient and finding the right 

balance. Very high costs or very low risk change will affect that rating. He 

believes that selecting an option with a lower cost-efficiency factor is the best 

way to present the project. 

 

Ms. Smith added that, after meeting with County staff and walking through the 

program and the PPS, Staff talked about what the County would be looking for. 

What Staff heard from them was that funding Alternative 4 would be harder for 

them to fund because of the lower cost-efficiency rating. She talked about the 
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interceptor and thinking about the next phase of Johnson Drive and evaluating 

whether extending that would be a good investment at a significant cost as part 

of the Johnson Drive Phase II project. The County had some hydroamidation 

concerns about extending the interceptor as well. Extending the interceptor only 

removed one house from the flood plain. Ms. Smith also noted that this is helpful 

with the Johson Drive Phase II project to check the interceptor as they move 

forward. Ms. Smith also shared that Staff met with the consultants for the 

Planning Sustainable Places Grant for the Rock Creek corridor and have talked 

through those options and understanding the limits of that project and how 

improvements can be made aesthetically. The timing is working out well with 

knowing the limits of the channel as they suggest implementation projects for 

that stretch. 

 

Councilmember Kring noted that it is hard to sell underground water 

improvements as those are not things that the community sees. She asked for 

help to ensure the public understands what’s going on as she feels that is a 

benefit to the choice made.  

 

Councilmember Thomas noted that, while she knows the design phase is a way 

off, she would love to see better engagement with that section of the channel 

for pedestrians and to have it greener and more walkable.  

 

Councilmember Loudon echoed Councilmember Thomas’s comments and would 

like a more natural look for the area. Ms. Smith stated that message has been 

heard very clearly. Although the channel requires a hardened solution, there 

are still many opportunities to beautify along the trail and to introduce green 

infrastructure projects, and more green space in genera.  

 

Mr. Scott shared that boards are out in the lobby about the Planning Sustainable 

Places project for review.   

 

Mayor Flora asked for a brief explanation from Mr. Schleeter of what green 

infrastructure is and why it may not work in this particular area.  

 

Mr. Schleeter replied that the main function of this section of the channel is for 

conveyance. Therefore, whatever done has to allow for that otherwise the root 

problem of flooding won’t be able to be addressed. Other things can be done, 

but channel capacity is the main driver for lowering the water surface. Opening 

up the channel and laying back the sides impact redevelopment, existing 

properties and anything slated to happen along that corridor. The slopes that 
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are concrete are very deep and that would widen the stretch of the channel. He 

believes that there would be very minimal water quality benefit to add green 

infrastructure tot his area. Grene infrastructure is better suited for small scale 

areas more so than an area like this one.  

 

Councilmember Loudon asked Mr. Schleeter to speak to the benefits of lowering 

the channel. He replied that the benefit is adding capacity by lowering the 

bottom level for more depth. The limitation is the bedrock in the southern part 

of the channel. Primary lowering is upstream of Outlook, which is right around 

the bedrock transition. Lowering is just above the rock layer.  

 

Councilmember Thomas stated that the Sustainability Commission recently 

discussed the idea of a sustainability lens to a project like this, which she 

believes is a great opportunity to think about sustainability when the project 

proceeds to the design phase and how to capture this investment is a green 

investment and is climate centric.  

 

Councilmember Davis recommended this item be forwarded to the City Council 

for approval. All on the committee agreed, and this item will be on the regular 

agenda. 

 

Councilmember Chociej confirmed that recommended taking Alternative 3 to 

present to the County for approval would be the recommendation and everyone 

agreed.  

 

Powell Community Center (PCC) North Bathrooms Remodel 
 

Parks + Recreation Director Penn Almoney presented to the Committee a 
contract for remodeling of the north bathrooms at the Powell Community 
Center. Mr. Almoney explained that the bathrooms were installed in 2004 during 

the expansion of the center. They sustain a lot of use and wear and tear. Floors, 
counters and dividers need replacement. The restrooms add value to the facility, 

and these would have a large impact on adding value. These changes along with 
the center’s strong brand identity will help drive rentals in the center. The 
project was part of the 2023 CIP for $35,000.00. The upgrades include metallic 

epoxy flooring which mimics marble, stone countertops, polymer dividers and 
industrial hingers. The touchless fixtures recently installed will remain in the 
restrooms. Mac General Contracting had the lowest and most responsive bid at 

$35,400.00. They have recently worked in other local community centers and 
can complete the work in a three-week window. Anticipated installation will be 
during spring break in March of 2024 and funds will come from the Parks + 

Recreation Sales Tax.  
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Councilmember Kring asked if that timing would interfere with increased use of 

the center during spring break. Mr. Almoney noted that they typically see lower 
attendance during the spring break time. Staff did discuss the timing, however 
they did not feel like doing the work during the annual two week August closure 

was appropriate due to timing, rental use numbers and desire to complete the 
project soon. 
 

Councilmember Davis recommended this item be forwarded to the City Council 

for approval. All on the committee agreed, and this item will be on the consent 

agenda. 

 
Powell Community Center (PCC) Steam Sauna Retiling 

 

Mr. Almoney’s final action item of the night was for consideration of retiling of 
the steam sauna at the community center. The current tile was installed in 1999 
and has been the most durable areas in the natatorium. Grout lines have been 

redone, however tile exposure is causing issues. Staff considered many factors 
when they chose the new tile. The lowest and most responsive bid was from 
Alex Tile and Floor for $12,960.00. The vendor has experience in residential and 

commercial settings. The vendor did not see any extra issues; however, he did 
add a buffer of $4,000.00 into his bid in case those issues arise. The work will 
be completed over six days in January.  

 
 

Councilmember Davis recommended this item be forwarded to the City Council 

for approval. All on the committee agreed, and this item will be on the consent 

agenda. 

 

CARS Agreement for the Roe Avenue (Johnson Drive to 63rd Street) 

2024 CARS Project 

 

Mr. Morton presented the 2024 CARS project, Roe Avenue between Johnson 

Drive and 63rd Street, which is a rehabilitation project. There will be asphalt 

treatment, spot curb and gutter replacement, an added sidewalk on the east 

side of Roe to connect with Johnson Drive, a new traffic signal with buyout from 

Evergy and upgraded features, pavement markings and corrugated metal pips 

through the County’s funding system for pipes. There is not a full overhaul so 

no stormwater will be torn up, but taking out potential problem pipes will 

happen. The interlocal signifies the County’s involvement with a 50% cost share, 

which the City does not always get. Because multiple cities are participating in 

this project the 50% cost share was available. Mr. Morton shared that the 
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project is with KDOT currently for traffic signal review and to review some right-

of-way issues. He is hoping to have the project out to bid at the first of the year 

and begin work in March of 2024.  

 

Councilmember Chociej commented that on behalf of some constituents, they 

would love to see sidewalks along the Gateway parcel taken care of, but he 

knows Staff concerns about that and it is not workable. He’s hopeful that the 

Gateway site is able to have a sidewalk installed soon. Ms. Smith agreed and 

stated that the sidewalk piece is identified in the bike/ped plan and Staff does 

want to see that piece installed when it can be.  

 

Councilmember Davis recommended this item be forwarded to the City Council 

for approval. All on the committee agreed, and this item will be on the regular 

agenda. 

    

Discussion Items 
 

There were no discussion items for the Committee.  

 

Department Updates 

 

There were no department updates for the Committee. 

 

 

Meeting Close 
  

There being no further business to come before the Committee, the meeting of 
the Community Development Committee adjourned at 8:11 p.m. 
  
  

Respectfully submitted, 

   
   
 

_______________________________________ 

Robyn L. Fulks, City Clerk 



 

City of Mission Item Number: 2. 

ACTION ITEM SUMMARY Date: January 10, 2024 

PUBLIC WORKS From: Brent Morton 
Action items require a vote to recommend the item to the full City Council for further action. 
 

 

Related Statute/City Ordinance: N/A 

Line Item Code/Description: 01-20-201-12 Traffic Signals 

Available Budget: $50,000 

 

RE: Traffic Signal Maintenance Services 
 
RECOMMENDATION: Approval of a traffic signal maintenance contract with Black & 
McDonald at an annual cost of $48,162.78.  
 
DETAILS: The City owns and operates eight traffic signals and four pedestrian 
beacons, and maintenance of these devices is provided through a third-party contractor. 
The traffic signal maintenance service contract establishes a preventative maintenance 
program, as well as on-call services for traffic signal maintenance and emergency 
repairs. The locations of the signals and beacons are identified below: 
 
Signals       Pedestrian Beacons 
 
Shawnee Mission Parkway/Roeland Drive  Johnson Drive/Beverly 
Shawnee Mission Parkway/Nall    Johnson Drive/Reeds 
Martway/Broadmoor     61st St/Broadmoor Street 
Johnson Drive/Broadmoor     56th St/Broadmoor Street 
Johnson Drive/Lamar 
Johnson Drive/Woodson 
Johnson Drive/Nall 
Foxridge Drive/Lamar Ave 
 
Work is performed on a monthly, quarterly, semi-annual, and annual basis with specific 
duties outlined in the contact documents. Reports are provided monthly to document all 
activities. The contract has an initial two-year term with two one-year renewal options. 
 
On December 4, 2023, bids were received for these services. There were two 
responsive bidders, with Black & McDonald. submitting the lowest and most responsive 
bid. The results are included in the table below. 
 
Bidder Unit Price 

Total Electric Contractors Inc. $13,530 quarterly  
$54,530 annually 

Black & McDonald $12,040.70 quarterly 
$48,162.78 annually 

 



 

City of Mission Item Number: 2. 

ACTION ITEM SUMMARY Date: January 10, 2024 

PUBLIC WORKS From: Brent Morton 
Action items require a vote to recommend the item to the full City Council for further action. 
 

 

Related Statute/City Ordinance: N/A 

Line Item Code/Description: 01-20-201-12 Traffic Signals 

Available Budget: $50,000 

 

This contract also provides pricing for supplemental services, which are outside the 
scope of the preventive maintenance services. These services are billed at set rates for 
labor and equipment. Materials are billed at direct material cost.   
 
Black & McDonald has been the City’s street light maintenance contractor for the past 
15 years and provide quality services. Staff recommends approval of a traffic signal 
maintenance contract with Black & McDonald at an annual cost of $48,162.78. 
 
 
CFAA CONSIDERATIONS/IMPACTS: This service provides assurance that all traffic 
signals and crosswalks are operating correctly for safe pedestrian travel throughout the 
City. 































































































 

City of Mission Item Number: 3. 

ACTION ITEM SUMMARY Date: January 10, 2024 

ADMINISTRATION From: Laura Smith 

Action items require a vote to recommend the item to full City Council for further action. 

 

 

Related Statute/City Ordinance: N/A 

Line Item Code/Description: 01-20-207-03 

Available Budget: $75,000 

 

RE: PW Consulting Services – Katigon Consult, LLC 

 
RECOMMENDATION: Approve a consulting services contract with Katigon Consult, 
LLC for continued support of the Johnson Drive/Metcalf bridge replacement project and 
the Johnson Drive (Lamar to Metcalf) street rehabilitation project in an amount not to 
exceed $20,000.  
 
DETAILS: During the recruitment process for a new Public Works Director, the City 
Administrator contracted work with Kati Horner Gonzalez dba Katigon Consult, LLC for 
the Johnson Drive/Metcalf bridge replacement project and the Johnson Drive (Lamar to 
Metcalf) Street rehabilitation project. The contractual services were intended to ensure 
these large-scale, time-sensitive projects would receive attention while the Director’s 
position was filled.  
 
Ms. Gonzalez has worked to date not only with Mission staff, but with KDOT, 
representatives from Overland Park, and the City’s on-call engineers at Olsson. Her 
work has primarily been focused on the KDOT bridge replacement project as it has the 
most immediate deadlines. Her knowledge and expertise has been invaluable during 
this interim period, and Staff is now seeking an extension of the consulting contract in 
an amount not to exceed $20,000 to continue progress and support the City throughout 
2024. An agreement, scope of services and fee schedule are included in the packet. 
An overview of Katigon Consult, LLC and Ms. Gonzalez’ experience has also been 
provided.  
 
Consulting fees would be paid from the Public Works General Fund Budget. 
 

CFAA CONSIDERATIONS/IMPACTS: Project specific consulting supplements the 

capabilities and capacity of full-time staff and the City’s on-call engineers to ensure that 

large-scale, time-sensitive projects are managed in a way that ensures the needs and 

interests of residents and visitors of all ages and abilities is taken into account in public 

infrastructure projects. 

 

 
 
 





 

AGREEMENT FOR PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 

THIS AGREEMENT is entered into between City of Mission, Kansas (hereinafter “CITY”) and 
KATIGON CONSULT, LLC (hereinafter “CONSULTANT”), for the following reasons: 

1. CITY desires to retain the CONSULTANT to provide certain services to CITY including, 
but not limited to civil engineering, design review services, evaluation of various technical 
documents, and general professional services associated with the ongoing development 
and management of Public Works projects; and, 

2. CONSULTANT represents it has the technical skill and expertise to perform such work 
for CITY; and, 

3. CONSULTANT is prepared to provide the services. In consideration of the promises 
contained in this Agreement, CITY and CONSULTANT agree as follows: 

 
ARTICLE 1 - EFFECTIVE DATE 

The effective date of this Agreement shall be the date the Agreement is signed by the City Administrator 
or his/her designee.  

ARTICLE 2 - SCOPE OF SERVICES 

CONSULTANT shall provide the Services described in Exhibit A (Scope of Services).  

ARTICLE 3 - COMPENSATION 

In return for the performance of the foregoing obligations, CITY shall pay CONSULTANT an estimated 
amount not to exceed $20,000.00, payable in accordance with Exhibit B – Schedule of Fees. CITY 
shall pay CONSULTANT for the performance of the services described in the Scope of Services. 
Payment shall be made for the performance of actual time of personnel performing the Services. 
Reimbursable expenses will be invoiced in accordance with Exhibit B - Schedule of Fees.  

Notwithstanding anything to the contrary in this Agreement, should the Services under this Agreement 
include products or services that are commercially priced by CONSULTANT, such amounts shall be 
invoiced to CITY in accordance with the Schedule of Fees offered by CONSULTANT and are not 
subject to audit on the basis of costs incurred. 

CONSULTANT shall periodically invoice CITY for Services rendered. Invoices shall be due and 
payable upon receipt. CITY shall give prompt written notice of any disputed amount and shall pay the 
remaining amount. Invoice amounts not paid within 30 days after receipt shall accrue interest at the 
rate of 1.5% per month (or the maximum rate permitted by law, if less), with payments applied first to 
accrued interest and then to unpaid principal. CITY shall pay CONSULTANT's reasonable attorneys' 
fees incurred in connection with any litigation instituted to recover invoice amounts. 

ARTICLE 4 • CITY'S RESPONSIBILITIES 

CITY shall be responsible for all matters described in Exhibit A – Scope of Services. In addition, CITY 
shall perform and provide the following in a timely manner so as not to delay the Services of 
CONSULTANT: 



 

(a) Place at CONSULTANT's disposal all available information pertinent to the Project, including 
previous reports, drawings, specifications, or any other data as may be reasonably required 
by CONSULTANT to perform its Services. 

(b) Give prompt written notice to CONSULTANT whenever CITY becomes aware of any 
development that affects the scope or timing of CONSULTANT's Services, or any defect in 
the Services of CONSULTANT. 

(c) Advise CONSULTANT of the identity and scope of services of any independent consultants 
retained by CITY to provide services in regard to the Project. 

CITY hereby represents that it owns the intellectual property rights in any plans, documents 
or other materials provided by CITY to CONSULTANT. CITY hereby grants CONSULTANT 
the right to use the intellectual property associated with plans, documents or other materials 
it owns or has the right to use for the limited purpose of performing the Services. CITY 
represents that CONSULTANT's use of such documents will not infringe upon any third 
parties' rights. CONSULTANT shall provide prompt, written notice to the City if 
CONSULTANT becomes aware of any errors, omissions or inconsistencies in any provided 
information/data. 

ARTICLE 5 • STANDARD OF CARE 

The same degree of care, skill, and diligence shall be exercised in the performance of the Services as 
is ordinarily possessed and exercised by a member of the same profession, currently practicing, under 
similar circumstances. No other warranty, express or implied, is included in this Agreement, drawing, 
specification, report, opinion, or other instrument of service, in any form or media, produced in 
connection with the Services. 

ARTICLE 6 • INDEMNIFICATION AND LIABILITY 

General. Having considered the potential liabilities that may exist during the performance of the 
Services, the relative benefits and risks of the Project, and CONSULTANT's fee for the Services, and 
in consideration of the promises contained in this Agreement, CITY and CONSULTANT agree to 
allocate and limit such liabilities in accordance with this Article. 

Indemnification. Consultant and the CITY mutually agree, to the fullest extent permitted by law, to 
indemnify and hold each other harmless from any and all damages, liabilities or costs, including 
reasonable attorneys' fees and defense costs, arising from their own negligent acts, errors or omissions 
in the performance of their services under this Agreement, to the extent that each party is responsible 
for such damages, liabilities or costs on a comparative basis of fault. 

Survival. The terms and conditions of this Article shall survive completion of the Services, or any 
termination of this Agreement. 

ARTICLE 7 - INSURANCE 

During the term of this Agreement, CONSULTANT shall maintain the following insurance: 

(a) General Liability Insurance, with a limit of $1,000,000 per occurrence and $2,000,000 
annual aggregate. 



 

(b) Automobile Liability Insurance (Owned and non-owned autos), with a combined single 
limit of $1,000,000 per occurrence. 

(c) Professional Liability Insurance, with a limit of $1,000,000 per claim and annual 
aggregate. 

CONSULTANT shall furnish CITY certificates of insurance which shall include a provision that such 
insurance shall not be canceled without at least thirty days' written notice to CITY. CITY shall be added 
as an additional insured under policies listed under (a) and (b) above.  

ARTICLE 8 - LIMITATIONS OF RESPONSIBILITY 

CONSULTANT shall not be responsible for: 

(a) Construction means, methods, techniques, sequences, procedures, or safety 
precautions and programs in connection with the Project; 

(b) The failure of any contractor, subcontractor, vendor, or other Project participant, not 
under contract to CONSULTANT, to fulfill contractual responsibilities to CITY or to 
comply with federal, state, or local laws, regulations, and codes, or 

(c) Procuring permits, certificates, and licenses required for any construction unless such 
procurement responsibilities are specifically assigned to CONSULTANT in a Task Order. 

ARTICLE 9 - REUSE OF DOCUMENTS 

All documents, including, but not limited to, reports, studies, plans, computations, memoranda 
documents, plans, drawings, and specifications or other papers or materials prepared by 
CONSULTANT as deliverables pursuant to the Scope of Services are instruments of service in respect 
to the Project. They are not intended or represented to be suitable for reuse by CITY or others on 
modifications or extensions of the Project or on any other project. Any reuse without prior written 
verification or adaptation by CONSULTANT for the specific purpose intended will be at CITY's sole risk 
and without liability or legal exposure to CONSULTANT. CITY shall indemnify and hold harmless 
CONSULTANT and its subconsultants against all judgments, losses, damages, injuries, and expenses, 
including reasonable attorneys' fees, arising out of or resulting from such reuse. Any verification or 
adaptation of documents will entitle CONSULTANT to additional compensation at rates to be agreed 
upon by CITY and CONSULTANT. 

ARTICLE 10 - OWNERSHIP OF DOCUMENTS AND INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY 

Except as otherwise provided herein, documents, drawings, and specifications prepared by 
CONSULTANT and furnished to CITY as part of the Services shall become the property of CITY; 
provided, however, that CONSULTANT shall have the unrestricted right to their use. CONSULTANT 
shall retain its copyright and ownership rights in its design, drawing details, specifications, databases, 
computer software, and other proprietary property. Intellectual property developed, utilized, or modified 
in the performance of the Services shall remain the property of CONSULTANT. 

ARTICLE 11 – INDEPENDENT CONSULTANT 
The CONSULTANT will act as an independent consultant in the performance of the services under 



 

this Agreement. Accordingly, the CONSULTANT shall be responsible for payment of all required 
business license fees and all taxes including Federal, State and local taxes arising from the 
CONSULTANT’s activities under the terms of the Agreement. 

ARTICLE 12 – CONFLICT OF INTEREST 
The CONSULTANT covenants that it presently has no personal or pecuniary interest and shall not 
acquire such interest, directly or indirectly, which could conflict in any material manner with the 
performance of services under this Agreement, including the submission of impartial reports and 
recommendations.  

ARTICLE 13 -TERMINATION AND SUSPENSION 

This Agreement may be terminated by either party upon written notice in the event of substantial failure 
by the other party to perform in accordance with the terms of this Agreement; provided, however, the 
nonperforming party shall have 14 calendar days from the receipt of the termination notice to cure or 
to submit a plan for cure acceptable to the other party. 

CITY may terminate or suspend performance of this Agreement for CITY's convenience upon written 
notice to CONSULTANT. CONSULTANT shall terminate or suspend performance of the Services on a 
schedule acceptable to CITY, and CITY shall pay CONSULTANT for all the Services performed. Upon 
restart of suspended Services, an equitable adjustment shall be made to CONSULTANT's 
compensation and the Project schedule. 

ARTICLE 14 - DELAY IN PERFORMANCE 

Neither CITY nor CONSULTANT shall be considered in default of this Agreement for delays in 
performance caused by circumstances beyond the reasonable control of the non-performing party. 
For purposes of this Agreement, such circumstances include, but are not limited to, abnormal weather 
conditions; floods; earthquakes; fire; epidemics; war, riots, and other civil disturbances; strikes, lockouts, 
work slowdowns, and other labor disturbances; sabotage; judicial restraint; and delay in or inability to 
procure permits, licenses, or authorizations from any local, state, or federal agency for any of the 
supplies, materials, accesses, or services required to be provided by either CITY or CONSULTANT 
under this Agreement or any Task Order. CONSULTANT shall be granted a reasonable extension of 
time for any delay in its performance caused by any such circumstances. 

Should such circumstances occur, the non-performing party shall, within a reasonable time of being 
prevented from performing, give written notice to the other party describing the circumstances 
preventing continued performance and the efforts being made to resume performance. 

ARTICLE 15 - NOTICES 

Any notice required by this Agreement shall be made in writing to the address specified below: 

CITY: Ms. Laura Smith, City of Mission, Kansas, 6090 Woodson, Mission, Kansas 66202. 

CONSULTANT: Ms. Kathryn Horner Gonzalez, Katigon Consult, LLC, 705B SE Melody Ln. #274 Lee’s 
Summit, MO 64063 

Nothing contained in this Article shall be construed to restrict the transmission of routine 
communications between representatives of CITY and CONSULTANT. 



 

ARTICLE 16 - DISPUTES 

In the event of a dispute between CITY and CONSULTANT arising out of or related to this Agreement, 
or any Task Order, the aggrieved party shall notify the other party of the dispute within a reasonable 
time after such dispute arises. If the parties cannot thereafter resolve the dispute, each party shall 
nominate a senior officer of its management to meet to resolve the dispute by direct negotiation or 
mediation. 

Should the parties themselves be unable to agree on a resolution of the dispute, then the parties shall 
appoint a third party who shall be a competent and impartial party and who shall be acceptable to each 
party, to mediate the dispute. Any third-party mediator shall be qualified to evaluate the performance of 
both of the parties. The third party shall meet to hear the dispute within ten (10) days of their selection 
and shall attempt to resolve the dispute within fifteen (15) days of first meeting. 

During the pendency of any dispute, the parties shall continue diligently to fulfill their respective 
obligations hereunder. 

ARTICLE 17 – EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY 

CONSULTANT hereby affirms its support of affirmative action and that it abides by the provisions of 
the “Equal Opportunity Clause” of Section 202 of Executive Order 11246 and other applicable laws 
and regulations. 

CONSULTANT affirms its policy to recruit and hire employees without regard to race, age, color, religion, 
sex, sexual preference/orientation, gender identify, familial status, marital status, citizen status, national 
origin or ancestry, presence of a disability or status as a Veteran of the Vietnam era or any other legally 
protected status. It is CONSULTANT’s policy to treat employees equally with respect to compensation, 
advancement, promotions, transfers and all other terms and conditions of employment. 

ARTICLE 18 - WAIVER 

A waiver by either CITY or CONSULTANT of any breach of this Agreement shall be in writing. Such a 
waiver shall not affect the waiving party's rights with respect to any other or further breach. 

ARTICLE 19 - SEVERABILITY 
The invalidity, illegality, or unenforceability of any provision of this Agreement or the occurrence of any 
event rendering any portion or provision of this Agreement void shall in no way affect the validity or 
enforceability of any other portion or provision of this Agreement. Any void provision shall be deemed 
severed from this Agreement, and the balance of this Agreement shall be construed and enforced as if 
it did not contain the particular portion or provision held to be void. The parties further agree to amend 
this Agreement to replace any stricken provision with a valid provision that comes as close as possible 
to the intent of the stricken provision. The provisions of this Article shall not prevent this entire 
Agreement from being void should a provision which is of the essence of this Agreement be determined 
void. 

ARTICLE 20 - INTEGRATION 
This Agreement, including ExhibitsA and B (incorporated by this reference) represents the entire and 
integrated agreement between CITY and CONSULTANT. It supersedes all prior and contemporaneous 
communications, representations, and agreements, whether oral or written, relating to the subject 



 

matter of this Agreement. 

ARTICLE 21 - SUCCESSORS AND ASSIGNS 

CITY and CONSULTANT each binds itself and its successors, executors, administrators, permitted 
assigns, legal representatives and, in the case of a partnership, its partners, to the other party to this 
Agreement and to the successors, executors, administrators, permitted assigns, legal representatives, 
and partners of such other party in respect to all provisions of this Agreement. 

ARTICLE 22 - ASSIGNMENT 

Neither CITY nor CONSULTANT shall assign any rights or duties under this Agreement without the 
prior written consent of the other party, which consent shall not be unreasonably withheld; provided, 
however, CONSULTANT may assign its rights to payment without CITY's consent. Unless otherwise 
stated in the written consent to an assignment, no assignment will release or discharge the 
assignor from any obligation under this Agreement. Nothing contained in this Article shall prevent 
CONSULTANT from engaging independent consultants, associates, and subcontractors to assist in the 
performance of the Services. 

ARTICLE 23 - NO THIRD PARTY RIGHTS 

The Services provided for in this Agreement are for the sole use and benefit of CITY and 
CONSULTANT. Nothing in this Agreement shall be construed to give any rights or benefits to anyone 
other than CITY and CONSULTANT. 
 
ARTICLE 24 - GOVERNING LAW 

This Agreement shall be governed by the laws of the State of Kansas. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, CITY and CONSULTANT have executed this Agreement. 

City of Mission, Kansas 
 

 
By: __________________________________ 
 
Name:_________________________________ 

 
Title:  ____________       ______________  Date: _____________________ 

 
   
Katigon Consult, LLC 
 

By: __________________________________ 
 
Name:_________________________________ 

 
Title:  ____________       ______________  Date: ___________________ 



 

Project Management Professional Services Katigon Consult 
City of Mission, Kansas T (816)715-0324 
PROJECT NO. 2302 KATI@KATIGON.COM  

 
EXHIBIT A: SCOPE OF WORK 

The following is a summary of work to be performed under the attached contract.  

GENERAL 

Work will be performed on an hourly basis plus expenses, not to exceed the amount as specified in the 
contract documents. Rates will be billed as specified in the Rate Sheet. Expenses will be submitted for 
reimbursement in accordance with the Schedule of Fees. 

TASK ONE: PROJECT MANAGEMENT –  METCALF BRIDGE 

Katigon Consult will provide Consulting Services related to Project Management of the Metcalf 
Bridge/Overpass at Johnson Drive Project, including: 

• Review and evaluate existing documentation and project information to familiarize Consultant 
with project. 

• Evaluate project components and alternatives and advise City on potential next steps and 
solutions. 

• Attend Project Coordination meetings with internal and external project stakeholders as City 
representative. 

• Represent City in external stakeholder and/or regional meetings. 
• Prepare written communications on behalf of the City. 
• Develop opinions of estimated costs intended for planning purposes.  

TASK TWO: PROJECT MANAGEMENT –  JOHNSON DRIVE REHABILITATION PROJECT  

Katigon Consult will provide Consulting Services related to Project Management of the Johnson Drive 
Rehabilitation Project, including: 

• Review and evaluate existing documentation and project information to familiarize Consultant 
with project. 

• Attend Project Coordination meetings with internal and external project stakeholders as City 
representative. 

• Represent City in external stakeholder and/or regional meetings. 
• Manage and coordinate activities performed by external Engineering Consultant. 
• Oversee and evaluate work product of external Engineering Consultant, make recommendation 

for accepted design alternatives and variances.  
• Coordinate with City staff regarding project and City needs. 

mailto:kati@katigon.com
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Project Management Professional Services Katigon Consult 
City of Mission, Kansas T (816)715-0324 
PROJECT NO. 2401 KATI@KATIGON.COM  

• Coordinate with City staff to obtain all necessary documentation and information for the 
preparation of plans and specifications. 

• Evaluate and respond to scope of work, schedules and scheduling requests, contracts, requests 
for information, and other documentation provided by the external Engineering Consultant. 

• Monitor project scope, schedule, and budget to ensure on-time, on-target, and on-budget 
delivery. 

• Identify opportunities for resources optimization. 
• Review project for codes and standards compliance. 
• Coordinate project with City capital improvements program.   
• Participate in public meetings, utility coordination meetings, stakeholder engagement, and other 

activities pertinent to carrying out the duties of the project. 

TASK THREE: SUPPLEMENTARY SERVICES 

To effectively carry out the services of Tasks 1 and 2, supplementary services may be necessary and may 
include the following*: 

• Prepare for, attend, and/or present at City Council meetings. 
• Review City policies, procedures, and programs. 
• Perform investigative research to gather background information on projects and related topics. 
• Evaluate funding opportunities and assist in developing applications and documentation.  
• Assist in preparation of necessary documentation and/or exhibits for meetings, applications, 

documentation, and permitting.  

Supplementary services will be mutually agreed upon by both parties, in writing, prior to the 
commencement of supplementary work. In some cases, supplementary services will require additional 
tasks to be amended to the contract.  

*this list is intended to illustrate the character and nature of supplementary services and not to be 
considered exhaustive of all supplementary services available.  

CITY RESPONSIBILITIES 

The following responsibilities will be retained by the City through the duration of the project: 

• Final approval of contracts, budgets, change orders, and amendments of contracts held by 
external Engineering Consultants 

• Site safety responsibilities 
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Project Management Professional Services Katigon Consult 
City of Mission, Kansas T (816)715-0324 
PROJECT NO. 2401 KATI@KATIGON.COM  

EXCLUSIONS: 

The following activities are not included in the Scope of Work of this project: 

• Provision of engineering design plan preparation services 
• Construction management services 
• At-Risk Construction Management or Design-Build services 
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EXHIBIT B – SCHEDULE OF FEES 

The following is a summary of rates to perform the contracted work:  

Classification Straight Time/Hour Overtime/Hour Holiday/Hour 

Professional Services $125.00 $187.50 $250.00 

 

DETAILS 

OVERTIME 

Overtime rates will be charged for hours worked more than 40 hours per week, Monday through Friday. 
Work required by client on Saturday or Sunday will be billed at the Overtime Rate. Work required by client 
on Federal Holidays will be billed at the Holiday Rate.  

TRAVEL 

Mileage: Standard Government Rate 

Airfares, Hotels, Vehicle Rentals: Billed at cost (as available, the following shall be utilized for domestic 
travel: fully refundable standard economy seating, standard vehicle rentals, and mid-tier lodging)  

Meals & Incidentals: Standard Government Rate (travel exceeding a two-hour one-way trip) 

MATERIALS 

Material purchase, including specialty printing, will be billed at cost.  

TOOLS, EQUIPMENT, & SOFTWARE 

Special tools, equipment, and/or software required to perform work will be billed at cost. 

INVOICING 

Invoicing will be performed in accordance with the terms and conditions of the accompanying contract. 

 

 

*THE ABOVE RATES WILL REMAIN IN EFFECT UNTIL DECEMBER 31, 2024, AT SUCH TIME RATES WILL BE SUBJECT TO 

AN INCREASE UP TO 5% PER YEAR. 

mailto:kati@katigon.com


 

City of Mission Item Number: 4. 

ACTION ITEM SUMMARY Date: January 10, 2024 

Parks + Recreation From: Penn Almoney 
Action items require a vote to recommend the item to the full City Council for further action. 
 

 

Related Statute/City Ordinance: N/A 

Line Item Code/Description: 45-90-805-09 

Available Budget: $25,000 

 

RE: Mission Family Aquatic Center (MFAC) Splashpad Refresh 
 
RECOMMENDATION: Approve a contract with Splashtacular in an amount not to 
exceed $22,460 to refresh the gel coat surfacing/painting on the splashpad accessories 
and small kiddie slide at the Mission Family Aquatic Center.  
 
DETAILS:  There are two splashpad accessories at the MFAC that are used for 
recreational swimming, rentals and events. They are original to the MFAC renovation in 
2014 and require periodic refreshing or replacement due to water, UV and chemical 
exposure. Depending on frequency of use and weather extremes, accessories may 
need replaced in 10-15 years as: 
 

• Fiberglass laminate loses areas of protective gel coat 
• Surface blistering or hairline cracks form 
• Weathering occurs due to exposure to UV and chemicals 

 
This will be the first gel coat renovation since the accessories were originally installed. 
The accessories have endured patron use and weather conditions well. There are a few 
deficiencies typical of amenities of this age, but nothing requiring enhanced 
refurbishment. Bids were solicited from three manufacturers, and the most responsive 
bid was from the original manufacturer, Splashtacular. The warranty offered by 
Splashtacular includes: 
 

• 1 year warranty on manufacturer defects and workmanship 
• Design and color to mirror original design elements 

 
The splashpad refresh project was approved in the 2024 Budget as part of the 2024-
2028 Parks + Recreation Capital Improvement Plan. The proposed scope of work is to 
have Splashtacular pick up the existing accessories, transport them to their location, 
repaint and Tenemec waterproof coat them and return them back onsite. 
 
Staff recommends approval of the contract with Splashtacular in an amount not to 
exceed $22,460 with funding from the Parks + Recreation Sales Tax Fund. Upon 
contract approval, the restoration work will be scheduled in early February and take 2-4 



 

City of Mission Item Number: 4. 

ACTION ITEM SUMMARY Date: January 10, 2024 

Parks + Recreation From: Penn Almoney 
Action items require a vote to recommend the item to the full City Council for further action. 
 

 

Related Statute/City Ordinance: N/A 

Line Item Code/Description: 45-90-805-09 

Available Budget: $25,000 

 

weeks for pick up, paint, waterproof and delivery. This will allow staff time to get them 
installed and tested prior to the opening of the Mission Family Aquatic Center’s for the 
2024 swim season.   
 
CFAA CONSIDERATIONS/IMPACTS: The city maintains its public amenities to meet 
the needs of residents of all ages and consider the safety of patrons accessing and 
enjoying the indoor aquatic slide. 



Sales Order
Date

1/4/24

SO No.

50324

Address

Mission, KS Parks & Rec
6200 Martway St.
Mission, KS 66202

P.O. No. Project

50324.Mission, KS

Signature

Total

Description Amount

Full recoat of spray features and toddler slide 22,460.00

_____________________________________

401 N East St
Paola, KS 66071 $22,460.00



 

City of Mission Item Number: 5. 

ACTION ITEM SUMMARY Date: January 10, 2024 

Parks + Recreation From: Penn Almoney 

Action items require a vote to recommend the item to full City Council for further action. 

 

 

Related Statute/City Ordinance: N/A 

Line Item Code/Description: 45-90-805-09 

Available Budget: $20,000 

 

RE: Mission Family Aquatic Center (MFAC) Picnic Table Replacement 
 

RECOMMENDATION: Approve the purchase of twelve picnic tables from Belson 
Outdoors as part of MFAC maintenance improvements in an amount not to exceed 
$20,000. 
 
DETAILS: Picnic tables are a critical element that help the pavilion/shelter come to life. 

It becomes a staging area for events and programs and serves as the gathering place 

for reunions and rental gatherings. It also becomes a covered respite from sunshine or 

inclement weather for pool patrons. Because of the anticipated uses, it is important to 

invest in pieces that can withstand the impact of both supervised and unsupervised 

use. Some of the existing picnic tables have rusted supports and cracked/missing PVC 

coating. 

 

Staff studied advances in manufacturing and sustainable inputs and considered the 

following when determining the picnic tables with the best long-term value for the 

MFAC: 

 

• Tables are heavy enough that they do not need to be bolted into place, creating 

ease of setup for multi-functional uses 

• Standard design/style that can easily be made ADA accessible  

• Relatively close design to existing picnic tables 

• 10-year warranty 

• Rated to 1,000 lbs 

 
Staff reached out to manufacturers of 4-foot circular steel tables with PVC coating and 
ensured that there were ADA accessible versions of the same table design. Staff 
received pricing from the list of manufacturers below: 
 

 Picnic Table Manufacturers 12 tables (price per 
each) 

Shipping Total 

Belson Outdoors $1,473.00 $1,009.57 $18,685.57 

Barco Products $1,898.85 $1,500.00 $24,286.20 

Kirby Built $1,498.85 $1,200.00 $19,186.20 



 

City of Mission Item Number: 5. 

ACTION ITEM SUMMARY Date: January 10, 2024 

Parks + Recreation From: Penn Almoney 

Action items require a vote to recommend the item to full City Council for further action. 

 

 

Related Statute/City Ordinance: N/A 

Line Item Code/Description: 45-90-805-09 

Available Budget: $20,000 

 

School Outfitters $1,610.99 $1,450.00 $20,781.88 

 

Based on a review and evaluation of the costs and specifications, staff recommends 

purchase of twelve picnic tables (10 standard and 2 ADA accessible) from Belson 

Outdoors in an amount not to exceed $20,000 to be paid from the Parks + Recreation 

Sales Tax Fund. The current pricing of $18,685.57 is based on shipping/handling rates 

as of the first week of January 2024.  Belson Outdoors told staff that those costs could 

escalate as more orders get processed in January. 

 

Manufacturing and delivery takes 4-6 weeks resulting in an anticipated arrival toward 

the end of March 2024. 

 

CFAA CONSIDERATIONS/IMPACTS: The project includes improvements to park 

amenities and sidewalks to promote mobility and provide infrastructure that maximizes 

use and safety for all users, including sidewalk/ADA ramp improvements. 



1/4/24, 4:22 PM Round Coated Steel Portable Tables | Expanded Metal | Belson Outdoors®

https://www.belson.com/Round-Coated-Steel-Portable-Tables-Expanded-Metal 1/3

1-800-323-5664
M-F 8:00am - 4:30pm CT

Home | About Us | Contact Us | FAQs | Site Map | Payments

Popular All-Steel Round Tables
These expanded metal picnic tables are perfect for
high-volume seating and dining areas—they are
also ideal for parks and recreational applications.
The tops and seats allow for good air flow so they
stay cooler in the summer and dry off quickly after
rainy weather.

Features

3/4" #9 Flattened Expanded Metal
2" Galvanized Tubing Frame with Powder-
Coat Finish
Optional In-ground or Surface Mount Kit

Protective thermoplastic coating on the tops and
seats provides exceptional UV protection that will
keep your tables looking good for years to come.
The Advantage Finish is one of the most durable
on the market, the Standard Finish is a premium
polyethylene comparable to other manufactures in
the industry. The 2"O.D. steel tube frames are
powder-coated available in matching colors to the
thermoplastic (polyethylene) finishes.

Matching Products

► QuickShip

All Models (Except Umbrellas & Umbrella Bases)
are a QuickShip solution, shipping within 5 Days
from the time of order. Read Full Terms.

Model TRD464-EA

Dimensions
4 Seat Models - 78"Dia. x 30"H

3 Seat Models - 78"L x 62"W x 30"H
2 Seat Models - 78"L x 46"W x 30"H

Accessories
For extra safeguarding, Surface Mount Clamps
and In-ground Mount Posts can be ordered to help
protect against undesired movement of the table.
The U-Brace bracket offers stabilizing pole support
for Umbrellas.

Up Against a Deadline? Ask About QuickShip Options—Popular Products, Right Away!

Round Coated Steel Portable Tables

Steel Benches
with Back

32 Gallon Steel
Trash Receptacles

https://www.belson.com/
https://www.belson.com/
https://www.belson.com/Contact-Us
https://www.belson.com/Contact-Us
https://www.belson.com/Contact-Us
https://www.belson.com/Contact-Us
https://www.belson.com/Contact-Us
https://www.belson.com/
https://www.belson.com/About-Us
https://www.belson.com/Contact-Us
https://www.belson.com/FAQs
https://www.belson.com/Sitemap
https://www.belson.com/Payment
javascript:closerlook('/Images/QuickShip-Terms-Products-MC-001-C.jpg','QuickShip Terms')
javascript:gallery('TRD464-EA')
javascript:gallery('TRD464-EA')
javascript:gallery('TRD464-EA')
https://www.belson.com/QuickShip-Products
https://www.belson.com/Coated-Steel-Benches-with-Back-Expanded-Metal
https://www.belson.com/Coated-Steel-32-Gallon-Trash-Receptacles-Expanded-Metal


1/4/24, 4:20 PM Belson Outdoors | Shopping Cart

https://www.belson.com/ShoppingCart/Items 1/1

627 Amersale Drive
Naperville, IL 60563
sales@belson.com

1-800-323-5664
1-630-897-8489
1-630-897-0573

Toll Free:
Phone:
Fax:

Shop for More  Recalculate  Empty Cart Get Quote  Secure Checkout

Model # Description Lbs Quantity Unit Price Unit Total

TRD464-EA

46" Round Top Picnic Table, Portable,
Expanded Metal - Advantage Coating
Choose Top/Seats Color
Choose Frame Color

244 12 $1,473.00 $17,676.00

Calculate Shipping Zip Code 66202

Calculate

 Phone Call Service

 Liftgate Service

After changing quantity, please click Recalculate below

Subtotal $17,676.00

 Tax Exempt / For

Resale

TBD

Shipping $1,009.57

Grand Total $18,685.57

https://www.belson.com/Round-Coated-Steel-Portable-Tables-Expanded-Metal


 

City of Mission Item Number: 6. 

ACTION ITEM SUMMARY Date: January 10, 2024 

Parks + Recreation From: Penn Almoney 
Action items require a vote to recommend the item to full City Council for further action. 
 

 

Related Statute/City Ordinance: N/A 

Line Item Code/Description: 45-90-805-09 

Available Budget: $25,000 

 

RE: Water Works Park Improvements Third-Party Testing and Inspection Services 
 

RECOMMENDATION: Approve a testing and inspection services agreement with 
Terracon for the 2024 Water Works Park Improvement Project in an amount not to 
exceed $19,905. 
 
DETAILS: The 2024 Water Works Park Improvement Project is ready to proceed to 
construction. The design contract with Stantec includes some construction 
administration services, but the scope and nature of the project requires additional 
third-party testing and inspection services.  
 
The success and longevity of a project is based on adherence to the plans and 
specifications and construction documents. Quality control and/or quality assurance is 
an essential part of any project. The testing to be performed under this contract is more 
specialized and outside the scope of the architect. The scope of services would 
include, but not necessarily be limited to: 
 

• Special Inspection and Testing for: 
o Earthwork, Laboratory Soil and Aggregate, Shallow Foundation Bearing 

Soil, Cast-in-Place Concrete Reinforcing Steel, Structural Masonry, Hot-
Mix Asphalt Paving and Observation, Post-Installed Anchor Installation 

• Technical consulting at client/contractor’s request 
• Preparation and review of project reports and invoices 
• Daily report identifying work in compliance with project specifications and report 

any non-conformances. 
• Communicate non-conformances with Project Manager immediately. 
• Utilize industry report tracking software for quick, accurate and consistent 

communication and searchable test results. 
• Maintain non-conformance logs. 
• Services performed on as-requested basis. 

 
Staff solicited proposals from four engineering firms and the proposal from Terracon 
was the only responsive proposal received. Staff recommends approval of a testing 
and inspection services contract for the Water Works Park Improvements Project with 
Terracon in an amount not to exceed $19,905. This amount is under the originally 
budgeted amount of $25,000 which was split into 2023 and 2024 CIP budget years. All 



 

City of Mission Item Number: 6. 

ACTION ITEM SUMMARY Date: January 10, 2024 

Parks + Recreation From: Penn Almoney 
Action items require a vote to recommend the item to full City Council for further action. 
 

 

Related Statute/City Ordinance: N/A 

Line Item Code/Description: 45-90-805-09 

Available Budget: $25,000 

 

documentation, observation, and required testing is included within the scope of 
services.  
 
The third-party testing and inspection services will be paid for from the 2024 Outdoor 
Parks budget (Parks + Recreation sales tax) identified in the Parks and Recreation 
Capital Improvement Plan. 
 
CFAA CONSIDERATIONS/IMPACTS: The project includes improvements to park 
amenities and sidewalks to promote mobility and provide infrastructure that maximizes 
use and safety for all users, including sidewalk/ADA ramp improvements. 
 
 
 
 
 



Terracon Consul tants,  Inc.     15620 West  113 th  Street     Lenexa,  Kansas 66219
P  [913]  492 7777     F  [913]  492 7443     www.terracon.com/kansas_city

November 27, 2023

City of Mission Kansas

6090 Woodson Street

Mission, KS  66202

Attn:  Ms.  Penn Almoney

P:  913.722.8210

E:  palmoney@missionks.org

Re: Proposal for Special Inspection and Testing Services

Water Works Park Improvements

5814 W 53rd Street

Mission, Kansas

Terracon Proposal No. P02231436

Dear Mr. Almoney:

Terracon Consultants, Inc. (Terracon) is pleased to submit this proposal to provide Special

Inspection and materials testing services for the above-referenced project. This proposal

summarizes our understanding of the project and presents our anticipated scope of services.  Our

fee schedule, an estimated cost for our services, and our Agreement for Services are also

included.

Terracon’s Incident and Injury-Free Culture

Employee safety is a core value of Terracon and we are committed to an Incident and Injury-Free

(IIF) workplace.  It is our personal and organizational commitment at all levels of the company to

everyone going home safe to their family every day.  All employees are expected to perform their

job assignments with safety as a primary objective.  Terracon dedicates the time, resources, and

equipment necessary for an IIF environment and no employee will be required to work in unsafe

conditions.



Proposal for Special Inspection and Testing Services
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November 27, 2023 ■ Terracon Proposal No. P02221436

Responsive ■ Resourceful ■ Reliable 2

1.0 PROJECT INFORMATION

Item Description

Project location The project site is located at 5814 W 53rd Street in Mission, Kansas.

Proposed structure
The project will include a new 600 sq. ft. shelter and 152 sq. ft. restroom at the

existing Water Works Park.

Building

construction

The proposed restroom will be a pre-engineerd masonry building supported on

footing foundations.The proposed shelter will be steel framed, supported on

pedestal foundations.

Grading/slopes Up to 2 feet of cut and 2 feet of fill will be required to develop final grades.

Pavements
Paved driveway and parking will be constructed on approximately 0.5 acres of

the site. We assume that pavements will consist of hot mix asphalt.

Referenced

information
Civil, structural, and architectural plans dated 09/28/2023.

2.0 SCOPE OF SERVICES

2.1 Field and Laboratory Services

Terracon will provide appropriately trained employees equipped to respond to the Special

Inspection and materials testing needs of this project as scheduled by the Client or your

designated representative.
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Responsive ■ Resourceful ■ Reliable 3

We understand the City of Mission, Kansas requires Special Inspection services in general

accordance with the 2017 International Building Code, Section 1704, for the following items:

Placement of Reinforced Concrete Testing of Reinforced Concrete
Placement of Reinforcing Steel Prestressing Concrete
Post-Tension Concrete Bolts installed in Concrete
Verification of Soils Excavation and Filling
Drilled Piers or Piles Earth Retaining Structure
Detention Basin Inspection of Precast Fabricator
Erection of Precast Concrete Structural Welding
High Strength Bolting Steel Frame Inspection
Inspection of Structural Steel Fabricator EIFS Insulation/Finish System
Inspection of Metal Building Fabricator Smoke Control System
Sprayed Fire Resistant Materials Structural Masonry
Seismic Resistance Post Installed Dowels/Anchors
Other:

Based on our review of the information provided above, we understand the scope of the as-

requested services includes:

 Earthwork Special Inspection and Testing

 Site grading fill placement

 Floor slab and pavement subgrade preparation

 Granular base placement

 Laboratory Soil and Aggregate Testing

 Standard Proctors

 Atterberg Limits

 Shallow Foundation Bearing Soil Special Inspection and Testing

 Excavations will be observed for cleanliness and geometry

 Excavation bottoms at select locations will be evaluated using manual sampling and

testing techniques to a maximum depth of about 3 feet below bearing level

 Foundation soil conditions will be compared to information contained in the geotechnical

report for this project to determine if suitable bearing conditions exist
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 Cast-in-Place Concrete Reinforcing Steel Special Inspection

 Bar type and grade, size, condition, lap length, cover, position, and securement

 NOTE:  For walls and columns taller than 5 feet, Terracon should be requested to inspect

the placement of reinforcing steel both prior to and after setting of formwork to allow for

proper viewing of steel and verification of clearances.

 Cast in-place anchor bolts

 Formwork for general shape, location, and dimensions

 Cast-in-Place Concrete Special Inspection, Field Testing and Laboratory Testing

 Perform temperature, slump, and air content testing and cast strength specimens

o We assume that strength specimens will be 4” x 8” cylinders and that sample pickups

will be performed only during normal business hours on Monday through Friday

unless directed otherwise. If pickups are requested outside of this timeframe,

special arrangements will need to be made and additional costs will apply.

 Review batch tickets in the field for use of required mix design and observe methods of

concrete placement and protection

 Laboratory testing

o Compressive strength of concrete

 Hot-Mix Asphalt Paving Observation and Testing

 Lay-down testing (temperature and compaction)

 Production material sampling (from project site)

 Post-Installed Anchor Installation Special Inspection

 Hole depth, diameter, and cleaning procedure

 Installation process for epoxy or mechanical anchors

 Anchor embedment depth

 Project Management

 Technical consulting at Client’s/Contractor’s request

 Supervision of laboratory and field services

 Preparation and review of project reports and invoices

If we have misunderstood any aspect of the proposed project, please advise us at once so we

can evaluate the scope of services and make any necessary adjustments prior to finalizing the

contract.  Once the project is underway, you can request additional services. We will confirm your

request by sending you a short supplemental agreement form that states the additional services,

making them part of the original agreement.
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2.2 Scheduling

Terracon’s services will be performed on an as-requested basis with scheduling by the Client or

the client’s designated representative.  Terracon will not be responsible for scheduling our

services and will not be responsible for tests or observations that are not performed due to failure

to schedule our services on the project.  Since our personnel will not be at the site on a resident

basis, it will be imperative that we be advised when work is in progress.  Services should be

scheduled a minimum of 24 hours in advance.  Scheduling personnel will be on an as-available

basis which may require changes in personnel assigned to the project.  For instances of short-

notice requests, personnel may have to be utilized which have a higher rate than those normally

assigned and this higher cost may be passed on to the client.

All requests for services should be submitted to the Lenexa, Kansas office at the following phone

number:  (913) 998-7474.  Services should not be scheduled through our field personnel.

We recommend the scope of work described in this proposal be provided to the person(s)

responsible for scheduling our services so they are aware of the services that are proposed.

2.3 Data Collection and Reporting

All field technicians are responsible to provide a daily report identifying what work was found to

be in compliance with the project specifications and drawings and report any non-conformances.

The field technicians are required to immediately communicate any non-conformances to the site

superintendent and our Project Manager.  Effective and timely communication is essential for

non-conforming items.  Our Project Manager will be responsible for reviewing each technician’s

reports, keeping non-conformance lists up-to-date, and communicating test results in a timely

manner.

To ensure our project manager and field personnel meet the goals we have set for report

turnaround, we have developed report tracking software to evaluate the status of any test result

or report within our system.  This allows us to achieve better communication, more consistency,

and faster turnaround of reporting on the project.  Data, observations, and other testing and

inspection information are easily entered into the system and reports are auto-generated allowing

for immediate availability of test results.

Terracon will maintain non-conformance logs and lists for all testing types performed by us. The

list will be maintained electronically in our database and can be updated and e-mailed or printed

at any time.
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2.3.1 CMELMS™ Management System

In order to provide our clients with real-time field and laboratory data management and reporting,

Terracon developed and maintains an automated application that we call CMELMS.  The acronym

stands for Construction Materials Engineering Laboratory Management System and is

utilized by construction materials engineering and testing operations in our offices.

CMELMS is a complete and comprehensive field and laboratory testing data and results

management system.  The application can manage an unlimited number of reports and data for

ease of reporting and documentation purposes.  Features in the application include accessing

and distributing test results and field observation reports by a push of a button.

CMELMS automates the delivery of our testing and inspection information and can be used

anywhere with an internet connection or through a wireless device.  Data (test results and

inspections) can be entered into the application right from the project site so that project managers

and engineering staff have real-time access to the field data.  Final Client Reports are produced

in the same application, which allows us to achieve better communication, more consistency, and

faster turnaround of reports on the project.

2.3.2 Report Turnaround Time

Our Project Managers and/or field technicians will report failing tests or non-conformance items

immediately to the designated parties and will typically have digitally-signed reports distributed by

the end of the next business day.  As stated, using our CMELMS software and our field reporting

and communication services and capabilities, the test results and inspection information is quickly

entered into the system and a report produced.  Non-deviation reports will typically be digitally

signed and distributed within 5 business days of service.  Laboratory test reports will typically be

digitally signed and distributed within 2 business days of the completion of each test.  Our reports

can be sent digitally via email, posted to our Client Document Website (CDW), or posted to a

designated ftp website.  Mailed copies are available for a fee.

3.0 COMPENSATION

Fees for services provided will be based on the attached Unit Rate Schedule.  These rates will

apply for the duration of the project.

Based on our review of the above-referenced information, our estimated cost to perform the

proposed scope of services is $19,905.  A breakdown of our cost is provided in the attached Cost

Estimate.  For the purposes of developing this estimate, the quantities were estimated based on

typical means and methods utilized by contractors/subcontractors in this area.
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It should be noted the Client will only be billed for the amount of service provided, i.e. Terracon

will not bill for the total budget if the total quantity is less than the budgeted quantity.  Please note

this is only a budget estimate and not a not-to-exceed price.  Many factors, including those out of

our control, such as weather and the contractor’s schedule, responses to requests for information,

and how often we are called to the site, will dictate the final fee for our services. Furthermore, all

costs associated with deviations, re-testing and re-inspections of failing items, on-site standby

time, overtime, and short notice premiums are not included in our estimated cost.

4.0 AUTHORIZATION

This proposal may be accepted by executing the attached Agreement for Services and returning

it along with this proposal to Terracon.  We reserve the right to withhold our reports until the signed

Agreement has been received by Terracon or payment is current.  This Agreement, including the

limitations it contains, shall constitute the exclusive terms, conditions and services to be

performed for this project.  This proposal is valid only if authorized within sixty days from the listed

proposal date.

We appreciate the opportunity to provide this proposal and look forward to working with you on

this project.  Please call the undersigned if you have any questions or would like to review this

proposal.

Sincerely,

Terracon Consultants, Inc.

Caleb R. Brewer Doug A. Waldeier, PE

Senior Staff Engineer Senior Engineer

Attachments: Unit Rate Schedule

Cost Estimate

Agreement for Services
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Rate Unit

Field Technician $95.00 hour*

Senior Field Technician / Special Inspector $105.00 hour*

Structural Steel Technician $125.00 hour*

Project Coordinator $90.00 hour

Project Manager/Engineer $150.00 hour

Senior Project Manager/Engineer $180.00 hour

Standard Proctor, Soil $160.00 each

Standard Proctor, Rock $180.00 each

Atterberg Limits (single point) $90.00 each

Compressive Strength of Concrete Cylinder (made by Terracon) $20.00 each

Compressive Strength of Concrete Cylinder (made by others) $25.00 each

Extraction/Gradation of Asphalt $225.00 each

Laboratory Bulk Density Specimens of Asphalt (set of 3) $205.00 each

Superpave Specimens by Gyratory (set of 2) $350.00 each

Maximum Theoretical Specific Gravity $120.00 each

Nuclear Density Gauge $50.00 day

Ultrasonic Gauge $75.00 day

Skidmore $75.00 day

Torque Wrench $50.00 day

Consumables

Vehicle Charge $40.00 trip

Compressive Strength Sample Pickup (incl. labor) $135.00 trip

You will be invoiced on a periodic basis for services actually performed as authorized or requested

by you or your designated representative.  Site visits will be billed portal to portal in 0.5 hour

increments.

FIELD EQUIPMENT/MATERIALS

Cost + 15%

TRIP CHARGE

*Overtime is defined as all hours in excess of eight (8) per day, outside of the normal hours of

7:00AM to 5:00PM Monday through Friday, and all hours worked on Saturdays, Sundays, and

holidays.  Overtime rates will be 1.5 times the hourly rate quoted (2 times the hourly rate for

Sundays and holidays).

Unit Rate Schedule

PERSONNEL

LABORATORY TESTING

-A three-hour minimum charge is applicable to all site visits.  The representative’s vehicle and

mileage are combined into a Trip Charge.

-Short notice requests for services (less than 24 hours in advance) may be billed at the rate that

corresponds to the level of personnel available at the time to perform the requested service.

Emergency requests for services (less than 3 business hours in advance) may include surcharges

of up to $100.00, in addition to the rate of the available personnel.

Responsive ■ Resourceful ■ Reliable



Proposal for Special Inspection and Testing Services

Water Works Park Improvements ■ Mission, Kansas

November 27, 2023 ■ Terracon Proposal No. P02231436

Service Type

No. of

Services

Hr(s)./

service Rate Unit Cost

Site Grading Fill Placement 2 3.00 $95.00 hour $570.00

Granular Base Placement 4 3.00 $95.00 hour $1,140.00

Subgrade Observation/Proofroll 4 3.00 $105.00 hour $1,260.00

Vehicle Charge 10 $40.00 visit $400.00

Nuclear Density Gauge 6 $50.00 day $300.00

$3,670.00

Standard Proctor, Soil 2 $160.00 each $320.00

Standard Proctor, Rock 1 $180.00 each $180.00

Atterberg Limits (single point) 2 $90.00 each $180.00

$680.00

Observation & Testing of Footing Excavations 4 3.00 $105.00 hour $1,260.00

Vehicle Charge 4 $40.00 visit $160.00

$1,420.00

Senior Field Technician / Special Inspector

Subtotal =

Field Technician

Trip Charge*

Field Equipment

Senior Field Technician / Special Inspector

COST ESTIMATE

Subtotal =

Estimated quantities are based on our review of the project plans, the provided scope, and our experience

with similar projects.

Estimated quantities are based on our review of the project plans, the provided scope, and our experience

with similar projects. One test per stockpiled or in-place source material to determine gradation of fill and

backfill material in accordance with ASTM C136/C136M. Perform tests for each type material or source of

material to determine the optimum moisture and laboratory maximum density values.

Estimated quantities are based on our review of the project plans and our experience with similar projects.

       Subtotal =

Trip Charge*

EARTHWORK OBSERVATION AND TESTING

LABORATORY SOIL / AGGREGATE TESTING

FOUNDATION EXCAVATION OBSERVATION AND TESTING

Responsive ■ Resourceful ■ Reliable



Proposal for Special Inspection and Testing Services

Water Works Park Improvements ■ Mission, Kansas

November 27, 2023 ■ Terracon Proposal No. P02231436

Service Type

No. of

Services

Hr(s)./

service Rate Unit Cost

COST ESTIMATE

Standard testing (temp, slump, air content, compressive/flexural strength samples)

  Footings 4 3.00 $95.00 hour $1,140.00

  Pavilion Slab on Grade 1 3.00 $95.00 hour $285.00

Vehicle Charge 5 $40.00 visit $200.00

Compressive Strength Sample Pickup (incl. labor) 4 $135.00 visit $540.00

Compressive Strength of Concrete Cylinder (made by

Terracon)
25 $20.00 test $500.00

$2,665.00

Standard testing (temp, slump, air content, compressive/flexural strength samples)

  Sidewalk 6 3.00 $95.00 hour $1,710.00

  Curb 2 3.00 $95.00 hour $570.00

Vehicle Charge 8 $40.00 visit $320.00

Compressive Strength Sample Pickup (incl. labor) 4 $135.00 visit $540.00

Compressive Strength of Concrete Cylinder (4" x 8",

made by Terracon)
40 $20.00 test $800.00

$3,940.00

Field Technician

Laboratory Testing

Estimated quantities are based on casting one set of 5 cylinders for the first 50 yards (or fraction thereof)

placed for each mix each day, with additional sets to be cast for every 50 cubic yards (or fraction thereof)

placed thereafter. Note ASTM C-31 requires 3 samples at 28 days to be averaged. It is assumed that

reinforcing steel observations will be the same day as their respective pours.

Subtotal =

Trip Charge*

PORTLAND CEMENT CONCRETE TESTING-SITE CONCRETE (PAVEMENTS, CURB, ETC)

Estimated quantities are based on casting one set of 5 cylinders for the first 100 yards (or fraction thereof)

placed for each mix each day, with additional sets to be cast for every 100 cubic yards (or fraction thereof)

placed thereafter. Note ASTM C-31 requires 3 samples at 28 days to be averaged.

Laboratory Testing

Field Technician

Subtotal =

Trip Charge*

PORTLAND CEMENT CONCRETE TESTING

Responsive ■ Resourceful ■ Reliable



Proposal for Special Inspection and Testing Services

Water Works Park Improvements ■ Mission, Kansas

November 27, 2023 ■ Terracon Proposal No. P02231436

Service Type

No. of

Services

Hr(s)./

service Rate Unit Cost

COST ESTIMATE

Visual Observation Welded Connectionsand/or

Testing of Bolted Connections
3 5.00 $125.00 hour $1,875.00

Vehicle Charge 3 $40.00 visit $120.00

$1,995.00

Vehicle Charge 3 $40.00 visit $120.00

Laboratory Testing

Maximum Theoretical Specific Gravity 1 $120.00 each $120.00

Laboratory Bulk Density Specimens of Asphalt (set of

3)
1 $205.00 each $205.00

Extraction/Gradation of Asphalt 1 $225.00 each $225.00

$1,525.00

Vehicle Charge 2 $40.00 visit $80.00

$710.00

Project Coordinator 6 $90.00 hour $540.00

Project Manager/Engineer 16 $150.00 hour $2,400.00

Senior Project Manager/Engineer 2 $180.00 hour $360.00

$3,300.00

STRUCTURAL STEEL OBSERVATION

Estimated quantities are based on our review of the project plans and our experience with similar projects.

3 hour3.00

Field Technician

Measure Temperature and Density, and Obtain Field

Samples
$95.00

$105.00 hour

Trip Charge*

ASPHALT TESTING AND OBSERVATION

POST INSTALLED ANCHORS OBSERVATION

PROJECT MANAGEMENT

2 3.00 $630.00

Subtotal =

Subtotal =

Senior Field Technician / Special Inspector

Observe Size, Placement and Installation Procedure

for Expansion/Adhesive Anchors

Project Administration

Estimated quantities are based on our review of the project plans and our experience with similar projects.

Estimated quantities are based on our review of the project plans and our experience with similar projects.

Structural Steel Technician

Estimated quantities are based on our review of the project plans and our experience with similar projects.

$855.00

Trip Charge*

Trip Charge*

Subtotal =

Subtotal =

Responsive ■ Resourceful ■ Reliable



Proposal for Special Inspection and Testing Services

Water Works Park Improvements ■ Mission, Kansas

November 27, 2023 ■ Terracon Proposal No. P02231436

Service Type

No. of

Services

Hr(s)./

service Rate Unit Cost

COST ESTIMATE

$19,905.00

ESTIMATED OBSERVATION AND TESTING FEE

It should be noted the client is billed only for the amount of service provided, i.e. Terracon will not bill for the

total Cost Estimate if the total quantities are less than the estimate.  The number of tests, trips, and hours on-

site are primarily controlled by the contractor’s schedule.  We recommend the contractor review our estimated

number of tests, trips, and duration of on-site time to determine if our estimate is compatible with their

production.  The estimated cost can then be revised if necessary.

*We anticipate providing multiple services during some trips; therefore, the quantity of services estimated may

not equal the quantity of trips estimated.

Responsive ■ Resourceful ■ Reliable
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AGREEMENT FOR SERVICES
This AGREEMENT is between City of Mission KS (“Client”) and Terracon Consultants, Inc. (“Consultant”) for Services to be provided by Consultant for

Client on the Water Works Park Improvements project (“Project”), as described in Consultant’s Proposal dated 11/27/2023 (“Proposal”), including but not

limited to the Project Information section, unless the Project is otherwise described in Exhibit A to this Agreement (which section or Exhibit is incorporated
into this Agreement).

1. Scope of Services. The scope of Consultant’s services is described in the Proposal, including but not limited to the Scope of Services section

(“Services”), unless Services are otherwise described in Exhibit B to this Agreement (which section or exhibit is incorporated into this Agreement).

Portions of the Services may be subcontracted. Consultant’s Services do not include the investigation or detection of, nor do recommendations in
Consultant’s reports address the presence or prevention of biological pollutants (e.g., mold, fungi, bacteria, viruses, or their byproducts) or occupant
safety issues, such as vulnerability to natural disasters, terrorism, or violence. If Services include purchase of software, Client will execute a separate

software license agreement. Consultant’s findings, opinions, and recommendations are based solely upon data and information obtained by and
furnished to Consultant at the time of the Services.

2. Acceptance/ Termination. Client agrees that execution of this Agreement is a material element of the consideration Consultant requires to

execute the Services, and if Services are initiated by Consultant prior to execution of this Agreement as an accommodation for Client at Client’s

request, both parties shall consider that commencement of Services constitutes formal acceptance of all terms and conditions of this Agreement.
Additional terms and conditions may be added or changed only by written amendment to this Agreement signed by both parties. In the event Client
uses a purchase order or other form to administer this Agreement, the use of such form shall be for convenience purposes only and any additional or

conflicting terms it contains are stricken. This Agreement shall not be assigned by either party without prior written consent of the other party.  Either
party may terminate this Agreement or the Services upon written notice to the other. In such case, Consultant shall be paid costs incurred and fees
earned to the date of termination plus reasonable costs of closing the Project.

3. Change Orders. Client may request changes to the scope of Services by altering or adding to the Services to be performed. If Client so requests,

Consultant will return to Client a statement (or supplemental proposal) of the change setting forth an adjustment to the Services and fees for the
requested changes. Following Client’s review, Client shall provide written acceptance. If Client does not follow these procedures, but instead directs,
authorizes, or permits Consultant to perform changed or additional work, the Services are changed accordingly and Consultant will be paid for this work

according to the fees stated or its current fee schedule. If project conditions change materially from those observed at the site or described to
Consultant at the time of proposal, Consultant is entitled to a change order equitably adjusting its Services and fee.

4. Compensation and Terms of Payment. Client shall pay compensation for the Services performed at the fees stated in the Proposal, including

but not limited to the Compensation section, unless fees are otherwise stated in Exhibit C to this Agreement (which section or Exhibit is incorporated

into this Agreement). If not stated in either, fees will be according to Consultant’s current fee schedule. Fee schedules are valid for the calendar year in
which they are issued. Fees do not include sales tax.  Client will pay applicable sales tax as required by law. Consultant may invoice Client at least
monthly and payment is due upon receipt of invoice. Client shall notify Consultant in writing, at the address below, within 15 days of the date of the

invoice if Client objects to any portion of the charges on the invoice, and shall promptly pay the undisputed portion. Client shall pay a finance fee of
1.5% per month, but not exceeding the maximum rate allowed by law, for all unpaid amounts 30 days or older. Client agrees to pay all collection-related
costs that Consultant incurs, including attorney fees. Consultant may suspend Services for lack of timely payment. It is the responsibility of Client to

determine whether federal, state, or local prevailing wage requirements apply and to notify Consultant if prevailing wages apply.  If it is later determined
that prevailing wages apply, and Consultant was not previously notified by Client, Client agrees to pay the prevailing wage from that point forward, as
well as a retroactive payment adjustment to bring previously paid amounts in line with prevailing wages.  Client also agrees to defend, indemnify, and

hold harmless Consultant from any alleged violations made by any governmental agency regulating prevailing wage activity for failing to pay prevailing
wages, including the payment of any fines or penalties.

5. Third Party Reliance. This Agreement and the Services provided are for Consultant and Client’s sole benefit and exclusive use with no third party

beneficiaries intended. Reliance upon the Services and any work product is limited to Client, and is not intended for third parties other than those who

have executed Consultant’s reliance agreement, subject to the prior approval of Consultant and Client.

6. LIMITATION OF LIABILITY. CLIENT AND CONSULTANT HAVE EVALUATED THE RISKS AND REWARDS ASSOCIATED WITH THIS

PROJECT, INCLUDING CONSULTANT’S FEE RELATIVE TO THE RISKS ASSUMED, AND AGREE TO ALLOCATE CERTAIN OF THE
ASSOCIATED RISKS.  TO THE FULLEST EXTENT PERMITTED BY LAW, THE TOTAL AGGREGATE LIABILITY OF CONSULTANT (AND ITS

RELATED CORPORATIONS AND EMPLOYEES) TO CLIENT AND THIRD PARTIES GRANTED RELIANCE IS LIMITED TO THE GREATER OF
$50,000 OR CONSULTANT'S FEE, FOR ANY AND ALL INJURIES, DAMAGES, CLAIMS, LOSSES, OR EXPENSES (INCLUDING ATTORNEY
AND EXPERT FEES) ARISING OUT OF CONSULTANT’S SERVICES OR THIS AGREEMENT.  PRIOR TO ACCEPTANCE OF THIS AGREEMENT

AND UPON WRITTEN REQUEST FROM CLIENT, CONSULTANT MAY NEGOTIATE A HIGHER LIMITATION FOR ADDITIONAL
CONSIDERATION IN THE FORM OF A SURCHARGE TO BE ADDED TO THE AMOUNT STATED IN THE COMPENSATION SECTION OF THE
PROPOSAL.  THIS LIMITATION SHALL APPLY REGARDLESS OF AVAILABLE PROFESSIONAL LIABILITY INSURANCE COVERAGE,

CAUSE(S), OR THE THEORY OF LIABILITY, INCLUDING NEGLIGENCE, INDEMNITY, OR OTHER RECOVERY.  THIS LIMITATION SHALL NOT
APPLY TO THE EXTENT THE DAMAGE IS PAID UNDER CONSULTANT’S COMMERCIAL GENERAL LIABILITY POLICY.

7. Indemnity/Statute of Limitations. Consultant and Client shall indemnify and hold harmless the other and their respective employees from and

against legal liability for claims, losses, damages, and expenses to the extent such claims, losses, damages, or expenses are legally determined to be

caused by their negligent acts, errors, or omissions. In the event such claims, losses, damages, or expenses are legally determined to be caused by the
joint or concurrent negligence of Consultant and Client, they shall be borne by each party in proportion to its own negligence under comparative fault
principles.   Neither party shall have a duty to defend the other party, and no duty to defend is hereby created by this indemnity provision and such duty

is explicitly waived under this Agreement.  Causes of action arising out of Consultant’s Services or this Agreement regardless of cause(s) or the theory
of liability, including negligence, indemnity or other recovery shall be deemed to have accrued and the applicable statute of limitations shall commence
to run not later than the date of Consultant’s substantial completion of Services on the project.

8. Warranty. Consultant will perform the Services in a manner consistent with that level of care and skill ordinarily exercised by members of the

profession currently practicing under similar conditions in the same locale. EXCEPT FOR THE STANDARD OF CARE PREVIOUSLY STATED,
CONSULTANT MAKES NO WARRANTIES OR GUARANTEES, EXPRESS OR IMPLIED, RELATING TO CONSULTANT’S SERVICES AND
CONSULTANT DISCLAIMS ANY IMPLIED WARRANTIES OR WARRANTIES IMPOSED BY LAW, INCLUDING WARRANTIES OF
MERCHANTABILITY AND FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR PURPOSE.

9. Insurance. Consultant represents that it now carries, and will continue to carry: (i) workers’ compensation insurance in accordance with the laws of

the states having jurisdiction over Consultant’s employees who are engaged in the Services, and employer’s liability insurance ($1,000,000); (ii)
commercial general liability insurance ($2,000,000 occ / $4,000,000 agg); (iii) automobile liability insurance ($2,000,000 B.I. and P.D. combined single
limit); (iv) umbrella liability ($5,000,000 occ / agg); and (v) professional liability insurance ($1,000,000 claim / agg). Certificates of insurance will be

provided upon request. Client and Consultant shall waive subrogation against the other party on all general liability and property coverage.
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10. CONSEQUENTIAL DAMAGES. NEITHER PARTY SHALL BE LIABLE TO THE OTHER FOR LOSS OF PROFITS OR REVENUE; LOSS OF

USE OR OPPORTUNITY; LOSS OF GOOD WILL; COST OF SUBSTITUTE FACILITIES, GOODS, OR SERVICES; COST OF CAPITAL; OR FOR
ANY SPECIAL, CONSEQUENTIAL, INDIRECT, PUNITIVE, OR EXEMPLARY DAMAGES.

11. Dispute Resolution. Client shall not be entitled to assert a Claim against Consultant based on any theory of professional negligence unless and

until Client has obtained the written opinion from a registered, independent, and reputable engineer, architect, or geologist that Consultant has violated

the standard of care applicable to Consultant’s performance of the Services. Client shall provide this opinion to Consultant and the parties shall
endeavor to resolve the dispute within 30 days, after which Client may pursue its remedies at law. This Agreement shall be governed by and construed
according to Kansas law.

12. Subsurface Explorations. Subsurface conditions throughout the site may vary from those depicted on logs of discrete borings, test pits, or other

exploratory services. Client understands Consultant’s layout of boring and test locations is approximate and that Consultant may deviate a reasonable
distance from those locations. Consultant will take reasonable precautions to reduce damage to the site when performing Services; however, Client
accepts that invasive services such as drilling or sampling may damage or alter the site. Site restoration is not provided unless specifically included in

the Services.

13. Testing and Observations. Client understands that testing and observation are discrete sampling procedures, and that such procedures indicate

conditions only at the depths, locations, and times the procedures were performed. Consultant will provide test results and opinions based on tests and
field observations only for the work tested. Client understands that testing and observation are not continuous or exhaustive, and are conducted to

reduce - not eliminate - project risk. Client shall cause all tests and inspections of the site, materials, and Services performed by Consultant to be timely
and properly scheduled in order for the Services to be performed in accordance with the plans, specifications, contract documents, and Consultant’s
recommendations. No claims for loss or damage or injury shall be brought against Consultant by Client or any third party unless all tests and

inspections have been so performed and Consultant’s recommendations have been followed. Unless otherwise stated in the Proposal, Client assumes
sole responsibility for determining whether the quantity and the nature of Services ordered by Client is adequate and sufficient for Client’s intended
purpose. Client is responsible (even if delegated to contractor) for requesting services, and notifying and scheduling Consultant so Consultant can

perform these Services. Consultant is not responsible for damages caused by Services not performed due to a failure to request or schedule
Consultant’s Services.  Consultant shall not be responsible for the quality and completeness of Client’s contractor’s work or their adherence to the
project documents, and Consultant’s performance of testing and observation services shall not relieve Client’s contractor in any way from its
responsibility for defects discovered in its work, or create a warranty or guarantee. Consultant will not supervise or direct the work performed by Client’s

contractor or its subcontractors and is not responsible for their means and methods. The extension of unit prices with quantities to establish a total
estimated cost does not guarantee a maximum cost to complete the Services. The quantities, when given, are estimates based on contract documents
and schedules made available at the time of the Proposal. Since schedule, performance, production, and charges are directed and/or controlled by

others, any quantity extensions must be considered as estimated and not a guarantee of maximum cost.

14. Sample Disposition, Affected Materials, and Indemnity. Samples are consumed in testing or disposed of upon completion of the testing

procedures (unless stated otherwise in the Services). Client shall furnish or cause to be furnished to Consultant all documents and information known
or available to Client that relate to the identity, location, quantity, nature, or characteristic of any hazardous waste, toxic, radioactive, or contaminated

materials (“Affected Materials”) at or near the site, and shall immediately transmit new, updated, or revised information as it becomes available. Client
agrees that Consultant is not responsible for the disposition of Affected Materials unless specifically provided in the Services, and that Client is
responsible for directing such disposition. In no event shall Consultant be required to sign a hazardous waste manifest or take title to any Affected

Materials. Client shall have the obligation to make all spill or release notifications to appropriate governmental agencies. The Client agrees that
Consultant neither created nor contributed to the creation or existence of any Affected Materials conditions at the site and Consultant shall not be responsible
for any claims, losses, or damages allegedly arising out of Consultant’s performance of Services hereunder, or for any claims against Consultant as a

generator, disposer, or arranger of Affected Materials under federal, state, or local law or ordinance.

15. Ownership of Documents. Work product, such as reports, logs, data, notes, or calculations, prepared by Consultant shall remain Consultant’s

property. Proprietary concepts, systems, and ideas developed during performance of the Services shall remain the sole property of Consultant. Files
shall be maintained in general accordance with Consultant’s document retention policies and practices.

16. Utilities. Unless otherwise stated in the Proposal, Client shall provide the location and/or arrange for the marking of private utilities and subterranean

structures. Consultant shall take reasonable precautions to avoid damage or injury to subterranean structures or utilities. Consultant shall not be
responsible for damage to subterranean structures or utilities that are not called to Consultant’s attention, are not correctly marked, including by a utility
locate service, or are incorrectly shown on the plans furnished to Consultant.

17. Site Access and Safety. Client shall secure all necessary site related approvals, permits, licenses, and consents necessary to commence and

complete the Services and will execute any necessary site access agreement.  Consultant will be responsible for supervision and site safety measures
for its own employees, but shall not be responsible for the supervision or health and safety precautions for any third parties, including Client’s
contractors, subcontractors, or other parties present at the site. In addition, Consultant retains the right to stop work without penalty at any time

Consultant believes it is in the best interests of Consultant’s employees or subcontractors to do so in order to reduce the risk of exposure to unsafe site
conditions. Client agrees it will respond quickly to all requests for information made by Consultant related to Consultant’s pre-task planning and risk
assessment processes.

Consultant: Terracon Consultants, Inc. Client: City of Mission KS

By: Date: 11/27/2023 By: Date:

Name/Title: Douglas A Waldeier / Senior Engineer Name/Title: Penn Almoney / Parks + Recreation Director
Address: 15620 W 113th St Address: 6200 Martway St

Lenexa, KS  66219-5102 Mission, KS  66202
Phone: (913) 492-7777 Fax: (913) 492-7443 Phone: (913) 722-8210 Fax:

Email: Doug.Waldeier@terracon.com Email: palmoney@missionks.org
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	Public Comments
	Public Presentations/Informational Items
	Action Items
	Rock Creek Channel Preliminary Project Study Report (Woodson to Outlook)
	Public Works Superintendent Brent Morton introduced the item and mentioned that Brad Schleeter from Olsson was here this evening to provide a brief presentation. Mr. Morton noted that the County’s Stormwater Management Program (SMP) completed a waters...
	Mr. Morton explained that estimated total project cost is $9,300,000.00 and is in the CIP for design 2025 and construction in 2026. Submitting the PPS is the first step to get on the County’s list for projects. The list is currently short which and he...
	Councilmember Kring asked if, as the project moves forward, will Mr. Morton share the rest of the bridge inventory. Mr. Morton assured her he will be bringing that back in January for review.
	Councilmember Davis asked if the Johnson Drive interceptor has ever had to be cleaned out. Mr. Morton answered that Staff has not had to clean it. It is inspected and upon last inspection there were no issues. He said it could happen if a large water ...
	Councilmember Thomas asked about the choice of Staff for alternative three over alternative four as recommended in the study. Ms. Smith explained that the report had been updated prior to the meeting to with Olsson’s recommendation of alternative thre...
	Brad Schleeter from Olsson introduced himself and the PPS for the stretch of Rock Creek between Lamar and Nall. He noted that the study is preliminary, and the main point is to identify the risks in terms of flooding, and identify potential solutions ...
	Mr. Schleeter began by giving some background on the project, showing a map from the County that illustrates the watershed approach with the county split into six areas with the hopes that projects would not be competing against other cities but rathe...
	Olsson began by analyzing the area which is the first step in the process. Some modeling was updated, which ended up being rather complicated. A recreation of the run off of the site was made, along with updates to the hydraulic model to show how the ...
	Mr. Schleeter then described the solutions or alternatives which included:
	Alternative 1 – creating a uniform channel section. Currently the section has many different sections, this alternative would create a uniform channel section from Woodson to Reeds Road as a focus area. Lowering of the channel one to two feet in that ...
	Alternative 2 – all of Alternative 1 plus the extension of the Johnson Drive interceptor from Lamar to Metcalf. Extending the interceptor line provides diversion of the flow that is going to the creek now and sending that downstream which helps with f...
	Alternative 3 – all of Alternative 1, plus both upsizing and lowering the culvert at Woodson and Martway.
	Alternative 4 – all of Alternative 3 plus the extension of the Johnson Drive interceptor from Lamar to Metcalf.
	Mr. Schleeter showed results figures from the report in hopes of showing the potential results overlaid over each other and the amount of risk reduction benefit for each alternative. He next pointed out channel bottom data lines in a graph that show l...
	Ms. Smith added that, after meeting with County staff and walking through the program and the PPS, Staff talked about what the County would be looking for. What Staff heard from them was that funding Alternative 4 would be harder for them to fund beca...
	Councilmember Kring noted that it is hard to sell underground water improvements as those are not things that the community sees. She asked for help to ensure the public understands what’s going on as she feels that is a benefit to the choice made.
	Councilmember Thomas noted that, while she knows the design phase is a way off, she would love to see better engagement with that section of the channel for pedestrians and to have it greener and more walkable.
	Councilmember Loudon echoed Councilmember Thomas’s comments and would like a more natural look for the area. Ms. Smith stated that message has been heard very clearly. Although the channel requires a hardened solution, there are still many opportuniti...
	Mr. Scott shared that boards are out in the lobby about the Planning Sustainable Places project for review.
	Mayor Flora asked for a brief explanation from Mr. Schleeter of what green infrastructure is and why it may not work in this particular area.
	Mr. Schleeter replied that the main function of this section of the channel is for conveyance. Therefore, whatever done has to allow for that otherwise the root problem of flooding won’t be able to be addressed. Other things can be done, but channel c...
	Councilmember Loudon asked Mr. Schleeter to speak to the benefits of lowering the channel. He replied that the benefit is adding capacity by lowering the bottom level for more depth. The limitation is the bedrock in the southern part of the channel. P...
	Councilmember Thomas stated that the Sustainability Commission recently discussed the idea of a sustainability lens to a project like this, which she believes is a great opportunity to think about sustainability when the project proceeds to the design...
	Councilmember Davis recommended this item be forwarded to the City Council for approval. All on the committee agreed, and this item will be on the regular agenda.
	Councilmember Chociej confirmed that recommended taking Alternative 3 to present to the County for approval would be the recommendation and everyone agreed.
	Councilmember Davis recommended this item be forwarded to the City Council for approval. All on the committee agreed, and this item will be on the consent agenda.
	Councilmember Davis recommended this item be forwarded to the City Council for approval. All on the committee agreed, and this item will be on the consent agenda.
	CARS Agreement for the Roe Avenue (Johnson Drive to 63rd Street) 2024 CARS Project
	Mr. Morton presented the 2024 CARS project, Roe Avenue between Johnson Drive and 63rd Street, which is a rehabilitation project. There will be asphalt treatment, spot curb and gutter replacement, an added sidewalk on the east side of Roe to connect wi...
	Councilmember Chociej commented that on behalf of some constituents, they would love to see sidewalks along the Gateway parcel taken care of, but he knows Staff concerns about that and it is not workable. He’s hopeful that the Gateway site is able to ...
	Councilmember Davis recommended this item be forwarded to the City Council for approval. All on the committee agreed, and this item will be on the regular agenda.
	Discussion Items
	Meeting Close
	There being no further business to come before the Committee, the meeting of the Community Development Committee adjourned at 8:11 p.m.
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