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BOARD OF ALDERMEN 
Regular Meeting Agenda 

CITY OF PARKVILLE, MISSOURI 
 Tuesday, July 19, 2016 7:00 pm 

City Hall Boardroom 
 

Next numbers:  Bill No.  2881 / Ord. No. 2851 
 

1. CALL TO ORDER 
A. Roll Call 
B. Pledge of Allegiance 

 
2. CITIZEN INPUT 
 
3. MAYOR’S REPORT 
 
4. CONSENT AGENDA 

A. Approve the minutes for the July 5, 2016, regular meeting 
B. Receive and file the June Municipal Court Report 
C. Receive and file the financial report for the month ending June 30, 2016 
D. Receive and file crime statistics from January through May 2016 
E. Maintenance agreement with Arbor Masters for tree trimming on-call services 
F. Adopt an ordinance approving the final plat of Lots 4-1 Through 4-3, Townhomes at the National – 2nd 

Plat – Case No. PZ16-11; applicant, Double Eagle Builders, LLC, owner 
G. Approve accounts payable from July 1 through July 15, 2016  

 
Please Note: All matters listed under “Consent Agenda” are considered to be routine by the Board of Aldermen and will be enacted 
upon under one motion without discussion. Any member of the Board of Aldermen may be allowed to request an item be pulled from 
the Consent Agenda for consideration under the regular agenda if debate and a separate motion are desired. Any member of the 
Board of Aldermen may be allowed to question or comment on an item on the Consent Agenda without a separate motion under the 
regular agenda. Items not removed from the Consent Agenda will stand approved upon motion made by any alderman, followed by 
a second and a roll call vote to “Approve the consent agenda and recommended motions for each item as presented.” 
 

5. NON-ACTION AGENDA 

A. Parkville Economic Development Council Update 
B. Platte County Economic Development Council Update 

 
6. ACTION AGENDA 

A. Receive and file the Parkville Mine Inspection Report from Kansas City Testing & Engineering, LLC 
(Administration) 

B. Consider a request from First Student, Inc. for parking and shuttle service (Administration) 
C. Adopt the Highway 45 Corridor Plan (Community Development) 
D. Adopt an ordinance to amend Parkville Municipal Code Chapter 365 to add Section 365.105 regarding 

driving a motor vehicle with a suspended or revoked driver’s license (Administration) 
 
 
 

 



 

General Agenda Notes: 
The agenda closed at noon on July 14, 2016. With the exception of emergencies or other urgent matters, any item requested after the 
agenda was closed will be placed on the next Board meeting agenda. Emergencies and urgent matters may be placed on an amended 
agenda only upon vote of the Board of Aldermen. The deadline to submit your name for Citizen Input is noon on July 19, 2016. 
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7. STAFF UPDATES ON ACTIVITIES 

A. Administration 
1. Parks Master Plan Update  

B. Community Development 
1. Friends of Parkville Animal Shelter 

C. Public Works 
1. Street Maintenance 

 
8. COMMITTEE REPORTS & MISCELLANEOUS ITEMS FROM THE BOARD 
 
9. ADJOURN 

 
 
 
 
 



MINUTES OF THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN REGULAR MEETING OF JULY 5, 2016 
Page 1 of 3  Draft until approved by the Board of Aldermen 

1. CALL TO ORDER 

A regular meeting of the Board of Aldermen was convened at 7:00 p.m. on Tuesday, July 5, 2016, at 
City Hall located at 8880 Clark Avenue, Parkville, and was called to order by Mayor Nanette K. 
Johnston. City Clerk Melissa McChesney called the roll as follows: 

Ward 1 Alderman Diane Driver   - present 
Ward 1 Alderman Tina Welch  - absent 
Ward 2 Alderman Jim Werner   - present  
Ward 2 Alderman Dave Rittman  - present 
Ward 3 Alderman Robert Lock   - present 
Ward 3 Alderman Douglas Wylie  - present 
Ward 4 Alderman Marc Sportsman - present  
Ward 4 Alderman Greg Plumb  - present 

A quorum of the Board of Aldermen was present.  

The following staff was also present: Lauren Palmer, City Administrator 
Kevin Chrisman, Police Chief 

Alysen Abel, Public Works Director 
Stephen Lachky, Community Development Director  

Tim Blakeslee, Assistant to the City Administrator 
Steve Berg, City Treasurer 
Steve Chinn, City Attorney 

Mayor Johnston led the Board in the Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag of the United States of 
America. 
 

2. CITIZEN INPUT 
 

3. MAYOR’S REPORT 

Mayor Johnston noted that City Hall would be closed on July 6 due to an air conditioner malfunction. 

A. Recognition for City Clerk Melissa McChesney for certification as a Missouri Registered 
City Clerk by the Missouri City Clerks and Finance Officers Association 

Mayor Johnston and City Administrator Lauren Palmer recognized the City Clerk Melissa 
McChesney for receiving the Missouri Registered City Clerk certification. 
 

B. Recognition for the Government Finance Officers Association Distinguished Budget Award 
for the 2016 Annual Budget 

Mayor Johnston presented the Distinguished Budget Award to City Administrator Lauren Palmer, 
City Treasurer Steve Berg and Assistant to the City Administrator Tim Blakeslee. Palmer also 
recognized Finance/Human Resources Director Matthew Chapman who was unable to attend. 

 
4. CONSENT AGENDA 

A. Approve the minutes for the June 21, 2016, regular meeting 
B. Receive and file the May sewer report 
C. Approve the second reading of an ordinance to amend Ordinance No. 2829 amending the 2016 

Operating Budget and 2016 – 2021 Capital Improvement Program for the Sewer Fund and 
Economic Development Fund 

D. Approve the revised agreement with Kansas City Power and Light for the Demand Response 
Incentive Program (formerly M-Power) for a one-year term 

E. Approve accounts payable from June 16-30, 2016 
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IT WAS MOVED BY ALDERMAN SPORTSMAN AND SECONDED BY ALDERMAN 
DRIVER TO APPROVE THE CONSENT AGENDA AND RECOMMENDED MOTION 
FOR EACH ITEM, AS PRESENTED. ALL AYES BY ROLL CALL VOTE: PLUMB, 
WYLIE, WERNER, DRIVER, RITTMAN, LOCK AND SPORTSMAN. MOTION PASSED 7-
0. 

 
5. ACTION AGENDA 

A. Approve the financial statements for the City of Parkville for the fiscal year ended 
December 31, 2015, as audited by Cochran Head Vick & Co., P.C. 

City Administrator Lauren Palmer introduced David Cochran and Michael Keenan, Cochran 
Head Vick & Co., P.C., who completed the 2015 audit. She noted that staff hoped to complete the 
audit in June but it was delayed due to last minute issues that needed to be resolved. She added 
that it was the first year working with the audit firm and they helped to identify issues that staff 
was able to work through. 

David Cochran thanked Palmer and the staff for their assistance with the audit and said he was 
proud that both parties learned something and it was a worthwhile endeavor. Michael Keenan 
presented an overview of the audit and said it was a positive experience. He also thanked staff for 
their assistance with the audit. 

IT WAS MOVED BY ALDERMAN SPORTSMAN AND SECONDED BY ALDERMAN 
DRIVER TO APPROVE THE AUDITED FINANCIAL STATEMENTS FOR THE FISCAL 
YEAR ENDED DECEMBER 31, 2015. ALL AYES; MOTION PASSED 7-0. 
  

B. Approve Resolution No. 16-011 supporting an application for the Missouri Moves Cost 
Share Program for state fiscal year 2017 transportation funding 

Community Development Director Stephen Lachky stated that the Missouri Department of 
Transportation (MoDOT) announced it was seeking transportation projects and a total of $20 
million was available in 2017. The application was due on July 29. Lachky added that MoDOT 
participated up to 50 percent of the total project for costs in addition to construction. In January 
2016, the Board adopted the Route 9 Corridor Study and in March approved Resolution No. 16-
004 supporting an application for a Mid-America Regional Council (MARC) Call for Projects for 
FFY 2020 funding for Highway 9 from Highway 45 to Clark Avenue for a total cost of $1.2 
million. Lachky noted that staff would receive the results of the grant award in September. Staff 
was encouraged by MoDOT to apply for the Missouri Moves Cost Share Program even though 
the City had applied for the MARC grant funding.  

Lachky provided an overview of the budget and noted that the proposed 9 Highway Corridor 
Community Improvement District would bring in estimated revenue of $73,500 annually. He 
added that the 50 percent local match provided by the Missouri Moves Cost Share Program 
funding was previously committed by Parkville through the MARC application and if the City did 
not receive the grant it could withdraw the application.  

The Board discussed the City’s portion of the costs through the various grant applications for the 
Highway 9 improvements and the costs related to the alternatives listed in the policy report. City 
Administrator Lauren Palmer provided an overview of the timing of when subsequent decisions 
could be made if the MoDOT grant was awarded. 

IT WAS MOVED BY ALDERMAN SPORTSMAN AND SECONDED BY ALDERMAN 
DRIVER TO APPROVE RESOLUTION NO. 16-011 SUPPORTING AN APPLICATION 
IN THE AMOUNT OF $3,484,000 FOR THE MISSOURI MOVES COST SHARE 
PROGRAM FOR FISCAL YEAR 2017 TRANSPORTATION FUNDING TO HELP FUND 
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENTS ALONG THE ROUTE 9 CORRIDOR. MOTION 
PASSED 6-1 (SPORTSMAN OPPOSED). 
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6. STAFF UPDATES ON ACTIVITIES 

A. Police Department 

Police Chief Kevin Chrisman provided a recap of the July 4th Celebration, noting that it was one 
of the largest crowds from 63rd Street to Main Street. He added there were a couple of ambulance 
calls and one minor verbal disturbance. Staff would review traffic options to improve traffic flow. 
Mayor Johnston thanked the police officers for their hard work at the event.  
 

B. Community Development 

Community Development Director Stephen Lachky stated that a Planning and Zoning 
Commission work session would be held on July 12 to discuss the Friends of Parkville Animal 
Shelter (FOPAS). The animal shelter had operated out of a residence since 2006 through a 
conditional use permit that they feel they have overgrown. Lachky noted that the zoning code did 
not have a mechanism to build a new structure. The work session would be held to discuss what 
was allowed under the City’s zoning code and what FOPAS would need to do for a new site plan 
or permanent structure at the same location, which would require a zoning code amendment. 

Lachky also provided an update on the Missouri American Water (MAW) treatment plant 
relocation, noting that staff contacted MAW who had decided to pursue the acquisition of 
adjacent property in unincorporated Platte County. MAW would need to annex the adjacent 
property into the city, which would require a public hearing. Lachky was waiting to hear from 
them about the timeline.  

 
7. COMMITTEE REPORTS AND MISCELLANEOUS ITEMS FROM THE BOARD 

Alderman Sportsman requested clarification on the location of the grain storage bins on property 
owned by Jenkins Family Farm LLC from an e-mail previously distributed to the Board of Aldermen 
by Community Development Director Stephen Lachky. Lachky responded that the location was a 
small portion of the property located on the north side of River Road.  

Sportsman also noted that Assistant to the City Administrator Tim Blakeslee manned the booth at 
Pocket Park on July 4 for the public to view the Parks Master Plan Update riverfront concepts. 
Blakeslee added that the online survey was open until July 31.  

 
8. ADJOURN 

Mayor Johnston declared the meeting adjourned at 8:20 p.m. 
 
The minutes for Tuesday, July 5, 2016, having been read and considered by the Board of Aldermen, and 
having been found to be correct as written, were approved on this the nineteenth day of July 2016. 
 
Submitted by:  
 
 
___________________________ 
City Clerk Melissa McChesney 
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General Fund (10)
Last Updated 06/16/2016

2012 2013 2014 2015 2015 2016 2016 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021
Actual Actual Actual Budget Actual Budget YTD Projected Projected Projected Projected Projected Projected

Beginning Fund Balance 320,089$            374,112$            738,327$            1,006,217$         1,137,653$         1,347,819$         1,514,022$         1,514,022$         1,009,174$           517,275$              224,558$              (81,232)$               (400,755)$             
Revenues

Taxes 1,913,138           1,966,167           2,066,998           2,076,100           2,132,142           2,159,187           1,676,999           2,175,701           2,202,371             2,246,418             2,291,347             2,337,173             2,383,917             
Licenses 44,846                 39,907                 47,824                 57,461                 59,563                 56,160                 48,775                 52,325                 56,723                   57,291                   57,865                   58,445                   59,031                   
Permits 171,051               210,575               331,390               264,000               256,201               263,415               107,455               195,015               206,531                 209,908                 213,352                 216,863                 220,761                 

Franchise Fees 832,470               865,901               901,327               851,000               828,215               874,000               364,281               874,000               891,330                 909,005                 927,032                 945,418                 964,171                 
Other Revenue 20,411                 28,280                 32,657                 31,200                 35,096                 35,261                 22,849                 35,901                 35,833                   36,416                   37,012                   37,620                   38,240                   
Court Revenue 325,275               257,910               269,935               261,000               225,128               250,000               106,073               225,000               253,750                 257,556                 261,420                 265,341                 269,321                 

Interest Income 26,155                 18,153                 6,626                   7,000                   7,623                   8,000                   4,380                   8,000                   8,160                     8,160                     8,160                     8,160                     8,323                     
Miscellanous Revenue 123,562               32,350                 39,848                 29,880                 60,460                 25,183                 28,034                 56,625                 37,383                   37,587                   38,839                   40,148                   41,515                   

Grant Revenue 225,511               4,594                   3,837                   -                            8,827                   1,500                   756                      1,500                   -                              -                              -                              -                              -                              
Transfers 651,000               1,027,876           582,680               346,500               348,251               343,530               171,765               293,530               340,601                 337,713                 334,867                 332,064                 329,305                 

Total - General Fund Revenues: 4,333,419        4,451,713        4,283,121        3,924,141        3,961,506        4,016,236        2,531,366        3,917,597        4,032,681          4,100,055          4,169,893          4,241,232          4,314,585          

Total Sources 4,653,509        4,825,825        5,021,449        4,930,358        5,099,160        5,364,055        4,045,387        5,431,619        5,041,855          4,617,330          4,394,451          4,160,000          3,913,829          

Expenditures
Administration 1,275,198           766,897               896,855               995,582               789,401               1,011,983           502,146               1,013,983           1,031,995             1,052,585             1,073,775             1,095,584             1,118,034             

Police 1,036,993           1,096,361           1,096,979           1,246,588           1,036,581           1,223,870           517,872               1,203,870           1,250,968             1,278,814             1,307,432             1,336,849             1,367,089             
Municipal Court 138,839               135,531               138,999               156,709               132,439               153,471               69,414                 153,471               156,366                 159,332                 162,372                 165,486                 168,678                 

Public Works 99,926                 102,708               145,444               185,922               172,372               215,770               82,624                 213,403               219,832                 223,989                 228,242                 232,595                 237,051                 
Community Development 262,111               258,083               249,809               289,400               267,231               316,393               119,795               293,562               323,098                 329,967                 337,005                 344,215                 351,605                 

Streets 600,367               674,175               340,633               382,729               356,757               399,656               191,527               399,656               409,318                 419,263                 429,499                 440,036                 450,885                 
Parks 250,508               251,594               281,741               352,079               319,765               356,007               152,255               353,281               362,732                 369,635                 376,721                 383,995                 391,465                 

Nature Sanctuary 17,258                 19,352                 27,156                 31,077                 29,834                 39,681                 9,801                   35,856                 40,033                   40,389                   40,749                   41,113                   41,481                   
Information Technology -                            45,884                 34,167                 40,324                 34,185                 43,974                 27,688                 43,974                 44,194                   44,415                   44,637                   44,860                   45,084                   

Public Information 30,638                 16,915                 15,450                 17,750                 15,357                 13,810                 2,950                   13,810                 13,879                   13,948                   14,018                   14,088                   14,159                   
Capital Outlay (CIP) -                            -                            118,562               356,175               149,139               351,035               96,441                 377,654               354,664                 142,934                 143,734                 144,434                 44,800                   

Transfers 567,558               720,000               538,000               277,500               282,077               317,500               158,750               319,925               317,500                 317,500                 317,500                 317,500                 317,500                 

Total - General Fund Expenditures: 4,279,396$      4,087,498$      3,883,795$      4,331,835$      3,585,138$      4,443,150$      1,931,262$      4,422,445$      4,524,580$        4,392,771$        4,475,683$        4,560,756$        4,547,830$        

Estimated Ending Balance (deficit) :  374,112$         738,327$         1,137,653$      598,523$         1,514,022$      920,905$         2,114,125$      1,009,174$      517,275$           224,558$           (81,232)$            (400,755)$          (634,001)$          



Emergency Reserve (50)
Last Updated 07/14/2016

2012 2013 2014 2015 2015 2016 2016 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021
Actual Actual Actual Budget Actual Budget YTD Projected Projected Projected Projected Projected Projected

Beginning Fund Balance 618,931$            724,989$            1,070,966$         1,387,966$         1,387,966$         1,269,842$         1,269,842$         1,269,842$         1,455,948$         1,285,541$           1,108,404$           926,094$              745,801$              
Revenues

Temporary Operating Levy -                            -                            -                            -                            15,364                 15,364                 15,364                 -                            -                              -                              -                              -                              
Transfer from Transportation Fund -                            -                            -                            -                            -                            -                            -                              -                              -                              -                              

Transfer from Sewer Fund -                            -                            -                            -                            -                            -                              -                              -                              -                              
Transfer from General Fund 106,058               450,000               317,000               60,000                 60,000                 317,500               158,750               317,500               274,818               267,438                 261,315                 267,007                 253,610                 

Emergency Reserve Revenues: 106,058           450,000           317,000           60,000              60,000              332,864           174,114           332,864           274,818           267,438              261,315              267,007              253,610              

Total Sources: 724,989           1,174,989        1,387,966        1,447,966        1,447,966        1,602,706        1,443,956        1,602,706        1,730,766        1,552,979          1,369,719          1,193,101          999,411              

Expenditures
Brush Creek Sewer NID -                            104,023               -                            -                            -                            142,665               144,310                 141,165                 143,253                 140,513                 
Brink Meyer Road NID -                            -                            178,124               146,758               73,994                 146,758               302,560               300,265                 302,460                 304,048                 305,088                 

Miscellaneous -                            -                            

Emergency Reserve Expenditures: -                         104,023           -                         -                         178,124           146,758           73,994              146,758           445,225           444,575              443,625              447,300              445,600              

Estimated Ending Balance (deficit) :  724,989           1,070,966        1,387,966        1,447,966        1,269,842        1,455,948        1,369,962        1,455,948        1,285,541        1,108,404          926,094              745,801              553,811              

TARGET (per reserve policy): 1,069,849              1,021,875              988,197                 1,082,959              896,284                 1,110,788              1,105,611              1,131,145              1,098,193                1,091,328                1,140,189                1,136,958                









































Sewer Fund (30)
Last Updated 07/14/2016

2012 2013 2014 2015 2015 2016 2016 2016 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021
Actual Actual Actual Budget Actual Budget Amended YTD Projected Projected Projected Projected Projected Projected

Beginning Fund Balance    493,616$            605,952$            516,873$            1,020,362$         1,104,409$         794,313$            797,784$            797,784$            797,784$            217,958$               234,506$               395,717$               325,607$               347,429$               
Revenues

Projected Rate Increase 3.00% 3.00% 3.00% 2.50% 2.50% 2.50% 3.00% 3.00% 3.00% 2.50% 0.00%
Sewer Charges 962,603               937,785               1,016,426           1,027,940           1,020,684           1,014,750           1,014,750           470,867               1,014,750           1,045,193              1,076,548              1,108,845              1,136,566              1,136,566              

Sewer Tap Fees 33,000                 30,000                 43,500                 30,000                 39,000                 36,000                 36,000                 16,500                 36,000                 36,540                   37,088                   37,644                   38,209                   38,782                   
Sewer Impact Fees 30,800                 28,000                 42,000                 28,000                 36,400                 33,600                 33,600                 15,400                 33,600                 34,104                   34,616                   35,135                   35,662                   36,197                   

MOAW Bill Collection Payment 715                       686                       562                       650                       643                       650                       650                       -                            650                       650                         650                         650                         650                         650                         
Grinder Pump Administrative Fee 4,620                   3,850                   4,620                   -                            4,620                   4,620                   4,620                   2,310                   4,620                   4,620                      4,620                      4,620                      4,620                      4,620                      

Interest Income 6,611                   5,872                   4,361                   4,400                   4,956                   4,800                   4,800                   2,369                   4,800                   4,872                      4,921                      4,970                      5,020                      5,070                      
 Transfer from Sewer CIP (33) -                            -                            294,984               -                            -                            -                            -                            -                              -                              -                              -                              -                              

Miscellaneous -                            16                         1,000                   200                       74                         200                       200                       10                         200                       203                         206                         209                         212                         215                         

Sewer Fund Revenues: 1,038,349        1,006,209        1,407,454        1,091,190        1,106,376        1,094,620        1,094,620        507,456            1,094,620        1,126,182          1,158,649          1,192,073          1,220,939          1,222,100          

Total Sources: 1,531,965        1,612,161        1,924,326        2,111,552        2,210,785        1,888,933        1,892,404        1,305,240        1,892,404        1,344,140          1,393,155          1,587,790          1,546,546          1,569,530          

Expenditures
Operating Expenses 453,316               449,989               462,065               519,812               494,544               520,116               538,596               245,927               537,893               529,780                 539,630                 549,669                 559,901                 570,330                 

Capital Expenses 18,146                 5,636                   59,988                 802,275               459,088               734,500               838,200               233,092               847,528               293,300                 168,000                 419,700                 348,500                 212,400                 
Debt Service 198,952               202,233               191,504               332,785               357,870               185,495               185,495               73,727                 185,495               180,953                 182,095                 182,947                 178,651                 179,311                 

Transfer to General Fund - Admin Fee 75,000                 100,000               100,000               101,500               101,500               103,530               103,530               43,138                 103,530               105,601                 107,713                 109,867                 112,064                 114,305                 
Other Transfers 180,600               337,431               -                            

Sewer Fund Expenditures: 926,014            1,095,288        813,557            1,756,372        1,413,001        1,543,641        1,665,821        595,884            1,674,446        1,109,634          997,438              1,262,183          1,199,116          1,076,347          

Estimated Working Capital (deficit) :  605,952            516,873            1,110,769        355,180            797,784            345,292            226,583            709,356            217,958            234,506              395,717              325,607              347,429              493,183              

TARGET* $331,031 $339,730 $332,020 $488,113 $481,796 $341,407 $346,027 $345,851 $339,798 $343,931 $347,831 $346,642 $350,470

* Target represents desired working capital of 90 days of operations in addition to the current fiscal year debt service payments as required by the Reserve Policy adopted December 3, 2013, by Resolution No. 12-01-13. 











Transportation Fund (40)
Last Updated 07/14/2016

2012 2013 2014 2015 2015 2016 2016 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021
Actual Actual Actual Budget Actual Budget YTD Projected Projected Projected Projected Projected Projected

Beginning Fund Balance 89,288$              190,187$            162,682$            318,954$            327,997$            217,699$            231,767$            231,767$            60,646$                 44,618$                 62,359$                 68,493$                 73,573$                 
Revenues

Parkville Special Road District 120,346               122,341               124,328               126,000               128,588               132,000               132,218               132,218               133,980                 135,990                 138,030                 138,030                 140,100                 
City Transportation Sales Tax 380,193               398,083               438,160               435,000               456,397               456,000               239,628               456,000               462,840                 469,783                 476,829                 476,829                 483,982                 

Motor Fuel Tax 141,412               140,867               143,352               141,000               146,671               144,000               71,056                 144,000               146,160                 148,352                 150,578                 150,578                 152,836                 
County Transportation Sales Tax 137,379               134,865               178,948               170,000               194,587               190,000               -                            190,000               192,850                 195,743                 198,679                 198,679                 201,659                 

Project Cost Share -                            18,125                 -                            2,300                   5,325                   -                            13,383                 5,432                     5,540                     5,651                     5,651                     5,764                     
Sale of Equipment 8,275                   11,500                 11,075                 7,500                   -                            7,500                   25,500                   5,000                     5,000                     5,000                     5,000                     

Refunds 80,250                 -                            -                            
MPR Safety Funds 4,300                   -                            
Leased Properties 6,470                   900                      -                            -                            -                            -                            -                              -                              -                              -                              -                              

Transportation Fund Revenues: 866,050           797,056           915,488           883,500           939,617           934,825           442,902           943,101           966,762              960,408              974,766              974,766              989,341              

Total Sources: 955,338           987,243           1,078,170        1,202,454        1,267,614        1,152,524        674,669           1,174,868        1,027,408          1,005,026          1,037,125          1,043,260          1,062,914          

Expenditures
Streets - Capital 196,151               88,560                 81,966                 502,500               455,696               488,000               255,762               537,257               356,000                 315,000                 340,000                 340,000                 340,000                 

Streets - Operating -                            313,207               353,000               335,150               386,000               141,728               388,365               391,790                 397,667                 403,632                 409,686                 415,832                 

Transfers 569,000               736,000               355,000               245,000               245,000               240,000               100,000               188,600               235,000                 230,000                 225,000                 220,000                 215,000                 

Transportation Fund Expenditures: 765,151           824,560           750,173           1,100,500        1,035,846        1,114,000        497,490           1,114,222        982,790              942,667              968,632              969,686              970,832              

Estimated Ending Balance (deficit) :  190,187           162,682           327,997           101,954           231,767           38,524              177,180           60,646              44,618                62,359                68,493                73,573                92,083                































RETURN A - MONTHLY RETURN OF OFFENSES KNOWN TO THE POLICE 

1 2 3 4 5 ' 
OFFENSES REPORTED NUMBER OF ACTUAL TOTAL OFFENSES 

(: 
UNFOUNDED, I.E .. NUMBER OF CLEARANCES CLASS!FICATION OF OFFENSES OR KNOWN TO POLICE FALSE OR BASELESS OFFENSE~COLUMN 2 CLEARED BY ARREST INVOLVING ONLY 

· .. 

> 
.. :.•• 

1. CRIMINAL HOMICIDE • a. MURDER AND NONNEGLIGENT HOMICIDE (score at· 
tempts as aggravated assault if homicide reported, 
submit Supplemental Hom!c!de Report 11 

b. MANSLAUGHTER BY NEGLIGENCE 11 
2. FORCIBLE RAPE TOTAL 

20 

a. Rape by Force ,2'1' 

b. Attempts to commit Forcible Rape ;2'2' 

3. ROBBERY TOTAL 
'-30 

a. Firearm :$1 

b. Knife or Cutting Instrument 3~-

c. Other Dangerous Weapon '3:f 

d. Strong-Arm (Hands, Fists, Feet, Etc.) j4' 

4. ASSAUL TTOTAL 
40 

a. Firearm 1~1 

b. Knife or Cutting Instrument A2'• 

c. Other Dangerous Weapon 4_3 

d. Hands, Fists, Feet, Etc. - Aggravated Injury 44 
e, Other Assaults - Simple, Not Aggravated ~45, 

5. BURGLARY TOTAL §0 

a. Forcible Entry 51 < 

b. UnlaWful Entry - No Force ?~~ 

c. Attempted Forcible Entry '.'5:3" 
;2<-

6. LARCENY· THEFT TOTAL 

( Except Motor Vehicle Theft) 

7. MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT TOTAL ,I' 
a. Autos 

,,, 
b. Trucks and Buses 7i~ 

c. Other Vehicles :_7:) 

GRAND TOTAL '!; 

January 2016 
Month and Year of Report 

-#.M 
~(111 Ul6 

Parkville, Missouri PD 
Agency and State 

Thia report g:anerated by CrimeStar®- Law Enforcement Records Syatem 

(INCUDING "UNFOUNDED' COMPLAINTS 
AND ATTEMPTS) 

16 

5 

11 

7 
5 

2 

30 

3 
1 
1 
1 

56 

Mo0830100 
Agency Identifier 

MINUS LUMN~ 
(INCLUDE ATTEMP S) 

~ 

l?J 
pf 

PJ 

16 

5 

11 

7 
5 

2 

30 

3 
1 
1 
1 

56 

Hubbell 

OR EXCEPTIONAL PERSONS UNDER 18 
MEANS 

(INCLUDES COL. 6) 
YEARS OF AGE 

(7J 

0 
I 

I 

II 

3 

.3¥ 

R> 

15 

4 

11 

1 

1 

15 

2 
1 
1 

33 

5700. 00 
Population 

July 11, 2016 
Date 

Detective Sergeant 

• Title 

1 

1 

3 

4 

Chief, Commissioner, Sheriff, or Superintendent 
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PROPERTY STOLEN BY CLASSIFICATION 

CLASSIFICATION ' NUMBER OF ACTUAL Monetary 
OFFENSES (COLUMN 4 Value of Property Stolen 

. " Return A) 

1. MURDER AND NONNEGLIGENT MANSLAUGHTER 

2. FORCIBLE RAPE .'2p_,_ 

3. ROBBERY 

(a) HIGHWAY (Streets, alleys, etc.) 

(b) COMMERCIAL HOUSE (except c, d and f) 32-

(c) GAS OR SERVICE STATION 33 

(d) CONVENIENCE STORE '3;f 
(e) RESIDENCE (anywhere on premises) 30.~ 

(f) BANK -3.6 

(g) MISCELLANEOUS Af~ 
TOTAL ROBBERY ~oi 

5. BURGLARY· BREAKING AND ENTERING 

1l (a) RESIDENCE (dwelling) 

(1) NIGHT (6 p.m. • 6 a.m. ) 

(2) DAY (6 a.m. - 6 p.m.) 520, 1 496 

(3) UNKNOWN 
_,. 2 19529 53 

(b) NON-RESIDENCE (store, office, etc,) 

(1) NIGHT (6 p.m. - 6 a.m.) 3 1139 

(2) DAY (6 a.m. - 6 p.m.) :·~s,. 

(3) UNKNOWN ::2:·:~ 1 2 '.56_: 

TOTAL BURGLARY ,_::;; 7 21166 50' 

6. LARCENY· THEFT (Except Motor Vehicle Theft ) 

(a) $200 AND OVER 12 41855 

(b) $50 TO $200 :.:~2-~· 4 458 

(c) UNDER$50 ;~ii. 14 242 

TOTAL LARCENY (Same as Item 6X) 60 30 42555 

7. MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT (Including Alleged Joy Riding) 3 3300 

GRAND TOTAL· ALL ITEMS 40 J./.O 67021 

AC:C!IIIQ~AI. A~AI YSI§ QE I t!BQENY aMC MQIQB l!j;l:llQI & I!:!EE.t 

::: 6X. NATURE OF LARCENIES UNDER ITEM 6 

(a) POCKET-PICKING 

(b) PURSE SNATCHING a2_;' 

(c) SHOPLIFTING 8_3- 20 Ir... 3558 

(~) FROM MOTOR VEHICLE (except e) :~4~ 5 3014 

(e) MOTOR VEHICLE PARTS AND ACCESSORIES ;_-~~: 

(f) BICYCLES -~~~; 1 350 

(g) FROM BUILDING (except c and h) --$_7:, 1 s- 2 

(h) FROM ANY COIN-OPERATED MACHINES (parking meters etc.) ~,aa·· 

(l) All OTHERS 
·,--:·,-

:~89-~ 3 35631 

TOTAL LARCENIES (Same as Item 6 ) .$:0:- 30 "f.I/ 42555 

7X. MOTOR VEHICLES RECOVERED 
·:.; p.,,;,.. 3y,t· 

(a) STOLEN LOCALLY AND RECOVERED LOCALLY 91 1 

(b) STOLEN LOCALLY AND RECOVERED BY ANOTHER JURISDICTION :.S2 /WM~ 
(c) TOTAL LOCALLY STOLEN MOTOR VEHICLES RECOVERED (a & b) -e-o::-' 1 

(d) STOLEN IN OTHER JURISDICTION AND RECOVERED LOCALLY 
-~3~ 

016 lb 



ITEM 4E 
For 07-19-16 

Board of Aldermen Meeting 
 

CITY OF PARKVILLE 
Policy Report 

 
Date:  July 12, 2016 
 

Prepared By: 
Alysen Abel 
Public Works Director 

Reviewed By: 
Tim Blakeslee 
Assistant to the City Administrator 
 

ISSUE: 
Approve a maintenance agreement with Arbor Masters for tree trimming on-call services 
 
BACKGROUND: 
There are numerous services that the Public Works staff needs on a routine and emergency 
basis throughout the year.  Tree trimming and tree removal is one of the services that is utilized 
by Public Works throughout the year, for both emergency storm cleanup and routine tree 
maintenance.  The intent is for the City to contract with one vendor that will provide priority 
services to the City during emergency and non-emergency situations.   
 
In 2015, the Public Works staff released a bid request for on-call tree trimming and tree removal 
services.  In July 2015, the Board approved a one-year maintenance agreement with Urban Tree 
Specialists.  Over the past year, Urban Tree Specialists has assisted the City with removal of 
approximately $30,000 of tree removal services. 
 
On June 2, 2016, the City released a bid request for on-call tree trimming services.  Three 
contractors responded to the bid request.  The bid form requested unit prices for removal of trees 
based on their sizes.  Other unit prices for labor and equipment were also requested in the bid 
form.  The detailed bid tabulation is included in Attachment 1. 
 
Attachment 2 includes a cost comparison of the three companies, using a hypothetical situation, 
using both the emergency and non-emergency pricing.  Based on the non-emergency pricing, 
Arbor Masters was the lowest bidder.  The City has used Arbor Masters in the past; the company 
provided adequate service.  The company is located in Shawnee, KS and has one Certified 
Arborist on staff, but is not on every job site.  In contrast, the current on-call provider, Urban Tree 
Specialists, has a Certified Arborist on every job site, though this was not a requirement in the 
bid documents. The bid request was for a two-year contract, but staff recommends contracting 
with Arbor Masters for a one-year term with an option for a one-year renewal. This will establish 
a one-year period to evaluate if Arbor Masters can meet service expectations rather than 
committing now for the full two-year term.  
 
Based on the emergency pricing, Custom Tree Care was the lowest bidder.  Custom Tree Care 
is headquartered in Topeka, Kansas.  The company’s service model involves subcontractors that 
serve over 90 separate contracts in 25 states.  Arbor Masters is one of the subcontractors listed 
in Custom Tree Care’s submittal.  Staff received less than glowing recommendations from other 
communities that have used Custom Tree Care.  References indicated that service was not 
consistent and the company was not very responsive.  Historically, the majority of work 
authorized under the on-call contract has been for non-emergency work.  Over the past year, the 
emergency costs represent only 16% of the total tree trimming costs.  For these reasons, staff 
does not recommend contracting with Custom Tree Care. 
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BUDGET IMPACT: 
There are tree trimming line items included in the General Fund (Parks and Nature Sanctuary 
divisions) and Transportation Fund.  Depending on the nature of the work being done, staff will 
use the proper budget item. 
 

ALTERNATIVES: 
1. Approve a one-year maintenance agreement with an optional one-year renewal with Arbor 

Masters. 
2. Provide other direction to staff to meet the desires of the Finance Committee.  
3. Postpone the item. 

 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 
Staff recommends the approval of the maintenance agreement with Arbor Masters for tree 
trimming on-call services. 
 
FINANCE COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: 
At the meeting on July 11, 2016, the Finance Committee, by a vote of 4-0, recommended that 
the Board of Aldermen approve a one-year maintenance agreement with an optional one-year 
renewal with Arbor Masters for tree trimming on-call services. 
 
POLICY: 
The Purchasing Policy, Resolution No. 10-02-14, requires the Board of Aldermen to approve all 
purchases above $10,000 upon recommendation of the Finance Committee. 
 
SUGGESTED MOTION: 
I move to approve a one-year maintenance agreement with an optional one-year renewal with 
Arbor Masters for tree trimming on-call services, with the unit prices listed in the agreement. 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 
1. Bid Tabulation 
2. Sample Project Cost Comparison 
3. Maintenance Agreement 



TREE TRIMMING, TREE REMOVAL AND LANDSCAPE SVCS. -      BID DATE - 06/30/2016 10:05 A.M.
ONE ADDENDUM ISSUED

ARBOR MASTERS URBAN TREE SPEC CUSTOM TREE CARE
BIDDER 1 BIDDER 2 BIDDER 3 NO BID NO BID

TREE REMOVAL-NON-EMERGENCY UNIT PRICE UNIT PRICE UNIT PRICE
(INCLUDES LABOR AND EQUIPMENT)
DBH 1-12 $160.00 $200.00 $150.00
DBH 13-24 $325.00 $425.00 $425.00
DBH 25-36 $695.00 $800.00 $800.00
DBH 37-48 $1,100.00 $1,500.00 $1,275.00
DBH 49-60 $1,850.00 $2,500.00 $1,600.00
Stump Removal per inch $95.00 $100.00 PER HR $4.75 PER INCH

                       or $4.00 PER INCH

TREE REMOVAL-EMERGENCY
(INCLUDES LABOR AND EQUIPMENT)
DBH 1-12 $275.00 $240.00 $200.00
DBH 13-24 $575.00 $510.00 $500.00
DBH 25-36 $875.00 $960.00 $900.00
DBH 37-48 $1,500.00 $1,800.00 $1,475.00
DBH 49-60 $2,100.00 $3,000.00 $2,000.00
Stump Removal per inch $150.00 $100.00 PER HR $5.75 PER INCH

                         or 4.00 PER Inch

TREE PRUNING/TRIM-NON-EMERG
(INCLUDES LABOR AND EQUIPMENT)
Bucket Truck $55.00 $35.00
1-Person Crew $110.00 $75.00 $40.00
2-Person Crew $160.00 $140.00 $80.00
3-Person Crew $230.00 $210.00 $160.00
4-Person Crew $315.00 $275.00 $240.00
Chipper Unit $25.00 $35.00 $30.00

TREE PRUNING/TRIM-EMERGENCY
(INCLUDES LABOR AND EQUIPMENT)
Bucket Truck $65.00 $45.00
1-Person Crew $135.00 $90.00 $50.00
2-Person Crew $195.00 $170.00 $100.00
3-Person Crew $265.00 $250.00 $190.00
4-Person Crew $350.00 $335.00 $275.00
Chipper Unit $50.00 $45.00 $40.00



On-Call Tree Trimming Comparison

Type of Removal Quantity Arbor Masters Urban Tree Specialists Custom Tree Care

DBH 1-12 6 160.00$            200.00$                            150.00$                   

DBH 13-24 8 325.00$            425.00$                            425.00$                   

DBH 25-36 3 695.00$            800.00$                            800.00$                   

DBH 37-48 2 1,100.00$         1,500.00$                         1,275.00$                

DBH 49-60 1 1,850.00$         2,500.00$                         1,600.00$                

2-person crew 8 160.00$            140.00$                            80.00$                      

Bucket Truck 8 40.00$               55.00$                               35.00$                      

Chipper Unit 8 25.00$               35.00$                               30.00$                      

11,720.00$       14,340.00$                       12,010.00$              

Type of Removal Quantity Arbor Masters Urban Tree Specialists Custom Tree Care

DBH 1-12 6 275.00$            240.00$                            200.00$                   

DBH 13-24 8 575.00$            510.00$                            500.00$                   

DBH 25-36 3 875.00$            960.00$                            900.00$                   

DBH 37-48 2 1,500.00$         1,800.00$                         1,475.00$                

DBH 49-60 1 2,100.00$         3,000.00$                         2,000.00$                

2-person crew 8 195.00$            170.00$                            100.00$                   

Bucket Truck 8 50.00$               65.00$                               45.00$                      

Chipper Unit 8 50.00$               45.00$                               40.00$                      

16,630.00$       17,240.00$                       14,330.00$              

Total

Total

Non-Emergency

Emergency
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SMALL CONSTRUCTION SERVICES AGREEMENT 
MAINTENANCE OR REPAIR PROJECT 

 THIS SERVICE AGREEMENT, entered into on this 19th day of July 2016, by and between the CITY 
OF PARKVILLE, MISSOURI (“City”) and ARBOR MASTERS TREE & LANDSCAPE (“Contractor”). 

 WHEREAS, the City seeks to hire Contractor to provide certain construction services as described 
in Exhibit "A" to this Agreement (the "Construction Services"); and 

 WHEREAS, the City has budgeted funds to acquire the services necessary to complete the 
Construction Services; and 

WHEREAS, Contractor has the necessary staff and qualifications to provide the Construction 
Services to the City.  

 NOW THEREFORE, IN CONSIDERATION of the mutual covenants and agreements set forth 
herein, the parties mutually agree as follows: 

I. SCOPE OF SERVICES 
A. The term “Construction Services” when used in this Agreement shall mean any and all 

labor, material, equipment, insurance, surety bonds or other thing of value that may be 
required by this Agreement including its exhibits. 

B. The City agrees to retain Contractor and Contractor agrees to perform and complete the 
Construction Services described in the Exhibit "A" – Scope of Work, attached hereto and 
incorporated by reference for a period of one (1) year from the date of this Agreement.  
After one year of service to the City, the City may choose to extend the service contract 
for an additional term of one (1) year, with the unit prices as outlined in Exhibit “A”. 

C. Service Provider represents it has all necessary skills, personnel, financial capacity, 
licenses, permits, knowledge, and certifications required to perform the Services 
described herein. 
 

II. COMPENSATION 
A. As consideration for providing the Construction Services, the City shall pay Contractor as 

set forth in Exhibit "A". 
B. Contractor shall submit its invoices to the City either at completion of the Project, or on 

such milestone or other interim terms as set forth on Exhibit "A".  Contractor's final 
invoice shall be accompanied by Waivers of Lien and Releases of Claim on the forms 
attached as Exhibit "B-2" to this Agreement, executed by Contractor, any all 
subcontractors with contract values of $5,000 or more, and notarized.  If partial 
payments are authorized on Exhibit "A", then Contractor shall submit partial lien 
waivers on the form attached as Exhibit "B-1." The City agrees to pay the balance of an 
approved invoice, or undisputed portions of a disputed invoice, within 30 days of the 
date of receipt by the City. In the event of a dispute, and prior to the invoice’s due date, 
City shall pay the undisputed portion of the invoice and notify Contractor of the nature 
of the dispute regarding the balance.  

C. Contractor shall maintain accounts and records, including personnel, property, and 
financial records, adequate to identify and account for all costs pertaining to the 
Agreement and such other records as may be deemed necessary by the City to assure 
proper accounting for all funds. These records will be made available for audit purposes 
to the City or any authorized representative, and will be retained for three years after 
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the expiration of this Agreement unless permission to destroy them is granted by the 
City. 

 
III. SCHEDULE 

A. Time is of the essence in performance of this Agreement. 
B. Unless otherwise directed by the City, Contractor shall commence performance of the 

Construction Services upon execution of this Agreement.  
C. Services shall be completed within the schedule set forth on Exhibit "A".  
D. Neither the City nor the Contractor shall be in default of the Agreement for delays in 

performance caused by circumstances beyond the reasonable control of the non-
performing party.  

E. If Exhibit "A" contains a provision for Liquidated Damages, it shall be because the 
parties have agreed that late completion of the Construction Services by Contractor 
would cause irreparable harm to the City, which harm is difficult to quantify; and that 
the parties have agreed that the amount stated in Exhibit "A" for Liquidated Damages is 
a fair approximation of the daily costs that the City would incur for late Substantial 
Completion of the work. 
 

IV. CHANGES 
A. The City reserves the right to issue Changes, both additive and deductive, to the Scope 

of Work at the City’s discretion. Contractor shall advise the City of additional costs and 
time delays, if any, resulting from such Changes, before Contractor performs the 
Changes. No adjustment to the Contract Time or Contract Price will be permitted unless 
Contractor has advised the City of the potential impact prior to commencing work on 
the Change, and the City either issues a Change Order which is agreed to by the parties, 
or the City directs the Contractor to proceed.   

B. Contractor shall provide Construction Services under this Agreement only upon written 
request of the City and only to the extent defined and required by the City. Any 
additional services or materials provided by the Contractor without the City’s prior 
written consent shall be at the Contractor's own risk, cost, and expense, and Contractor 
shall not make a claim for compensation from the City for such work.  
 

V. INDEMNIFICATION 
A. Contractor shall indemnify and hold harmless the City and its departments, elected 

officials, officers, employees and agents, from and against all liability, suits, actions, 
proceedings, judgments, claims, losses, damages, and injuries (including attorneys’ fees 
and other expenses of litigation, arbitration, mediation or appeal), which in whole or in 
part arise out of or have been connected with Contractor's negligence, error, omission, 
recklessness, or wrongful or criminal conduct in the performance of Construction 
Services, including performance by Contractor's employees and agents; or arising from 
any claim for libel, slander, defamation, copyright infringement, invasion of privacy, 
piracy and/or plagiarism related to any materials related to materials furnished by 
Contractor in the course of performance of the work, except to the extent that such 
claims arise from materials created or supplied by the City. 

B. Contractor's obligation to indemnify and hold harmless shall remain in effect and shall 
be binding on Contractor whether such injury shall accrue, or may be discovered, before 
or after termination of this Agreement.  
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VI. INSURANCE 
A. Contractor shall secure and maintain, at its expense, through the duration of this 

Agreement insurance as set forth on Exhibit "C." 
 

VII. ASSIGNMENT OF AND RESPONSIBILITY FOR PERSONNEL 
A. Contractor's assignment of personnel to perform the Services shall be subject to the 

City’s oversight and general guidance. The City reserves the right to request 
qualifications and/or reject service from any and all employees of the Contractor.  

B. Unless otherwise stated in Exhibit “A”, Contractor shall be represented by a 
Superintendent or Foreman authorized to give and receive all instruction and notices 
from and to the City at all times while performing Construction Services, and shall have 
on site a person who is fluent in all languages necessary to communicate instructions 
regarding the work and information regarding medical emergencies with Contractor's 
employees and subcontractors. 

C. All of the Construction Services required hereunder will be performed by the Contractor 
or under Contractor's supervision, and all personnel engaged in the work shall be fully 
qualified and shall be authorized or permitted under State and Local law to perform 
such services.  

D. None of the work or services covered by this Agreement shall be subcontracted without 
the prior written approval of the City. Any work or services subcontracted hereunder 
shall be specified by written contract or agreement and shall be subject to each 
provision of this Agreement including, but not limited to, indemnification, insurance and 
warranties.  

E. Contractor and all subcontractors with a contract value of $5,000 or more shall execute 
affidavits on the form attached as Exhibit "D", attesting to their compliance with RSMo. 
§ 285.530.5 concerning compliance with Missouri's Worker Eligibility requirements. 

F. Contractor and all subcontractors must require all on-site employees to complete the 
ten-hour construction training program required under Section 292.675 RSMo. unless 
they have previously completed the program and have documentation of having done 
so. Contractor shall execute the affidavit attached as Exhibit "E", attesting that it has 
provided OSHA safety training for its on-site employees. Contractor will forfeit a penalty 
to the City of $2,500 plus an additional $100 for each employee employed by Contractor 
or any subcontractor, for each calendar day, or portion thereof, such employee is 
employed without the required training. See Section 292.675 RSMo. 

G. No illegal drug or alcohol usage will be tolerated at the Site. All persons admitted to 
work on the Site will dress appropriately and avoid foul language. Music shall not be 
played at volume levels that would be objectionable to third-parties. Any worker found 
by the City to be violating these conduct requirements will be removed immediately.  
 

VIII. WARRANTY  
A. The Contractor warrants to the City that materials and equipment furnished under the 

Contract will be of good quality and new unless the Scope of Work documents require 
or permit otherwise. The Contractor further warrants that the work will conform to the 
requirements of the Scope of Work documents and will be free from defects, except for 
those inherent in the quality of the Work the Scope of Work documents require or 
permit. Work, materials, or equipment not conforming to these requirements may be 
considered defective. The Contractor’s warranty excludes remedy for damage or defect 
caused by abuse, alterations to the work not executed by the Contractor or its 
subcontractors or suppliers, improper or insufficient maintenance or improper 



 4 

 

 

operation. If required by the Owner, the Contractor shall furnish satisfactory evidence 
as to the kind and quality of materials and equipment.  The Contractor's warranties 
required by the Agreement (express and implied) shall remain in full force and effect 
even if a material or equipment item is required by the Owner to be manufactured by a 
specific entity, and no other equivalent product manufactured by any other entity is 
acceptable.  

B. The Contractor's warranty in Section IX.A. shall not be construed to replace, change or 
otherwise limit any statutory or common law warranty rights of the Owner, or any other 
Contract requirements.    

 
IX. OWNERSHIP OF WORK PRODUCT 

Contractor  agrees that any documents, materials and/or work products produced in 
whole or in part by or through it under this Agreement, any intellectual property rights 
of Contractor therein (collectively the "Works") are intended to be owned by the 
City.  Accordingly, Contractor hereby assigns and agrees to assign to the City all of it 
right title and interest in and to such Works. 

 
X. RELATIONSHIP OF THE PARTIES 

A. Contractor represents that it is an independent contractor and that no personnel 
performing any of the Construction Services shall be employees of or have any 
contractual relationship with the City. 

 
XI. NOTICES 

A. All notices required by this Agreement shall be in writing, and unless otherwise directed 
by this Agreement, shall be sent to the addresses as set forth in this Section: 

B. Notices sent by Contractor shall be sent to: 
City of Parkville 
Attn: City Administrator 
8880 Clark Ave. 
Parkville, MO 64152 

C. Notices sent by the City shall be sent to: 
   Arbor Masters Tree & Landscape 
   Attn:  Mark Cantrell 
   8250 Cole Parkway 
   Shawnee Mission, KS 66227 
 

XII. CORRECTION OF WORK 
The Contractor shall promptly correct work rejected by the City or failing to conform to the 
requirements of the Agreement, whether discovered before or after Substantial Completion 
and whether or not fabricated, installed or completed. Costs of correcting such rejected 
work, including additional testing and inspections, the cost of uncovering and replacement, 
and compensation for services and expenses of a designer made necessary thereby, shall be 
at the Contractor’s expense. If the Contractor fails to correct nonconforming Work within 
ten (10) days after receipt of written notice from the City, the City may correct it at 
Contractor's expense.  
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XIII. TERM AND TERMINATION 
A. The effective date of this Agreement shall be the date of execution, when the 

Agreement is signed by both parties.  
B. Notwithstanding anything to the contrary in this Agreement or exhibit, the City reserves 

the right and may elect to terminate this Agreement at any time, with or without cause, 
by giving at least ten (10) days’ written notice to the Contractor. The City shall 
compensate Contractor for the Construction Services that have been completed to the 
City’s satisfaction as of the date of termination. Contractor shall perform no activities 
other than reasonable wrap-up activities after receipt of notice of termination.  

C.   The City may terminate the Agreement for cause if the Contractor 
1.  refuses or fails to supply enough properly skilled workers or proper materials; 
2.  fails to make payment to Subcontractors for materials, equipment, services or 

labor in accordance with the respective agreements between the Contractor 
and the Subcontractors; 

3.  disregards applicable laws, statutes, ordinances, codes, rules and regulations, 
or lawful orders of a public authority;  

4.  or its Subcontractors or Sub-subcontractors causes a work stoppage due to any 
strike, picket, boycott or participates in any voluntary or involuntary cessation 
of Work; or 

5.  otherwise is guilty of substantial breach of a provision of the Agreement. 
 

  When any of the above reasons exist, the City may without prejudice to any other rights 
or remedies of the City and after giving the Contractor and the Contractor’s surety, if 
any, seven (7) days’ written notice, terminate the Agreement and may, subject to any 
prior rights of the surety, if any: 

 
1. Exclude the Contractor from the Project site and take possession of all 

materials, equipment, tools, and construction equipment and machinery 
thereon owned by the Contractor; 

2. Direct the work of subcontractors; and 
3. Finish the Work by whatever reasonable method the City may deem expedient. 

Upon written request of the Contractor, the City shall furnish to the Contractor 
a detailed accounting of the costs incurred by the City in finishing the Work. 

 
When the Owner terminates the Agreement for one of the reasons stated in Section 
XIV. A., the Contractor shall not be entitled to receive further payment until the Work is 
finished. 

 
If the unpaid balance of the Contract Price exceeds costs of finishing the Work, including 
compensation for the services and expenses of a designer, and legal, consultant and 
testing fees made necessary thereby, and other damages incurred by the City and not 
expressly waived, such excess shall be paid to the Contractor. If such costs and damages 
exceed the unpaid balance, the Contractor or its surety, if any, shall pay the difference 
to the City upon demand. The obligation for payment, if any, shall survive termination of 
the Agreement. 
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XIV. MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS 
A. Governing Law. This Agreement shall be governed and construed in accordance with the 

laws of the State of Missouri.  
B. Assignability. Contractor shall not assign any interest on this Agreement, and shall not 

transfer any interest in the same (whether by assignment or invitation), without the 
prior written consent of the City thereto. Provided, however, that the claims for money 
by Contractor from the City under this Agreement may be assigned to a bank, trust 
company, or other financial institution without such approval. Written notice of any 
such assignment or transfer shall be furnished promptly to the City. 

C. Media Announcements. Contractor shall not be authorized to make statements to the 
media or otherwise on behalf of the City without express direction and consent of the 
City 

D. Compliance with Local Laws. Contractor shall comply with all applicable laws, 
ordinances, and codes of the State of Missouri and local governments, and shall save 
the City harmless with respect to any damages arising from any tort done in performing 
any of the work embraced by this Agreement. 

E. Equal Employment Opportunity. During the performance of this Agreement, Contractor 
agrees as follows: 

i. Contractor will not discriminate against any employee or applicant for 
employment because of race, creed, color, national origin, religion, or sex. 
Service Provider will take affirmative action to ensure that applicants are 
employed, and that employees are treated during employment, without regard 
to their race, creed, color, national origin, religion, or sex. Such action shall 
include, but not be limited to, employment, upgrading, demotion, or transfer; 
recruitment or recruitment advertising; layoff or termination; rates of pay or 
other forms of compensation; and selection for training, including 
apprenticeship.  

ii. Contractor will, in all solicitation or advertisements for employees placed by or 
on behalf of Professional, state that all qualified applicants will receive 
consideration for employment without regard to race, creed, color, national 
origin, religion, or sex.  

iii. Contractor will cause the foregoing provisions to be inserted in all subcontracts 
for any work covered by this Agreement so that provisions will be binding upon 
each subcontractor, provided that the foregoing provisions shall not apply to 
contracts or subcontracts for standard commercial supplies or raw materials.  

F. Interest of Members of a City. No member of the governing body of the City and no 
other officer, employee, or agent of the City who exercises any functions or 
responsibilities in connection with the planning and carrying out of this Agreement, shall 
have any personal financial interest, direct or indirect, in this Agreement, and 
Contractor shall take appropriate steps to assure compliance.  

G. Interest of Contractor and Employees. Contractor covenants that he/she presently has 
no interest and shall not acquire interest, direct or indirect, in the study area or any 
parcels therein or any other interest which would conflict in any manner or degree with 
the performance of his/her services hereunder. Contractor further covenants that in the 
performance of this Agreement, no person having any such interest shall be employed.  

H. Entire Agreement. This Agreement represents the entire Agreement and understanding 
between the parties, and this Agreement supersedes any prior negotiations, proposals, 
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or agreements. Unless otherwise provided in this Agreement, any amendment to this 
Agreement shall be in writing and shall be signed by the City and Contractor, and 
attached hereto.  

I. Severability. If any part, term or provision of this Agreement, or any attachments or 
amendments hereto, is declared invalid, void, or enforceable, all remaining parts, terms, 
and provisions shall remain in full force and effect.  

J. Waiver. The failure of either party to require performance of this Agreement shall not 
affect such party’s right to enforce the same. A waiver by either party of any provision 
of breach of this Agreement shall be in writing. A written waiver shall not affect the 
waiving party’s rights with respect to any other provision or breach.   

K. Third Parties. The Services to be performed by the Contractor are intended solely for the 
benefit for the City. Nothing contained herein shall create a contractual relationship 
with, or any rights in favor of, any person or entity not a signatory to this Agreement.   

 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have caused this Agreement to be duly executed as of the 
date first above written. 

CITY OF PARKVILLE, MISSOURI 

 

By:  ______________________________ 
Nanette K. Johnston, Mayor 

ATTEST: 

 

By:  ______________________________ 
Melissa McChesney, City Clerk 

 

 

      ARBOR MASTERS TREE & LANDSCAPE 

 

By: ___________________________ 
 Mark Cantrell  
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Exhibit A 

SCOPE OF WORK AND PRICING AGREEMENT 
 

Contractor agrees to perform all the Work described in the Contract Documents, including all Addenda, 
for the prices presented below for each Section of the Work. In case of a discrepancy between the Unit 
Price and the Extension Figure, the Unit Price shall rule.   The service contract is for a one (1) year term.  
After one year of service to the City, the City may choose to extend the service contract for an additional 
term of one (1) year, with the unit prices as listed below. 
a. This Agreement allows the City to call on Contractor for assistance during emergency and non-

emergency work scenarios.  The situations will require different response times due to the severity 
and urgency of the work. 
1. Emergency – An emergency situation requires a response time within 4 hours for a condition 

that jeopardizes public safety; and with 24 hours for a condition that constitutes a public 
inconvenience. 

2. Non-emergency – A non-emergency situation requires a response time within 2 business days or 
a timeframe that is mutually agreed upon by both parties. 

NON-EMERGENCY 
TREE REMOVAL (INCLUDES LABOR AND EQUIPMENT)  

SCOPE OF WORK 
DBH=diameter at 5’ from the ground 

UNIT PRICE 

DBH 1 to 12 inches    $160.00 

DBH 13 to 24 inches    $325.00 

DBH 25 to 36 inches    $695.00 

DBH 37 to 48 inches $1,100.00 

DBH 49 to 60 inches $1,850.00 

Stump Removal      $95.00 

EMERGENCY 
TREE REMOVAL (INCLUDES LABOR AND EQUIPMENT)  

SCOPE OF WORK 
DBH=diameter at 5’ from the ground 

UNIT PRICE 

DBH 1 to 12 inches    $275.00 

DBH 13 to 24 inches    $575.00 

DBH 25 to 36 inches    $875.00 

DBH 37 to 48 inches $1,500.00 

DBH 49 to 60 inches $2,100.00 

Stump Removal    $150.00 
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NON-EMERGENCY 
TREE PRUNING/TRIMMING (INCLUDES LABOR AND EQUIPMENT)  

SCOPE OF WORK UNIT PRICE 

BUCKET TRUCK Include w/ Labor 

1-PERSON CREW  $110.00 

2-PERSON CREW $160.00 

3-PERSON CREW $230.00 

4-PERSON CREW $315.00 

CHIPPER UNIT   $25.00 

 
EMERGENCY 
TREE PRUNING/TRIMMING (INCLUDES LABOR AND EQUIPMENT)  

 

  

SCOPE OF WORK UNIT PRICE 

BUCKET TRUCK Include w/ Labor 

1-PERSON CREW  $135.00 

2-PERSON CREW $195.00 

3-PERSON CREW $265.00 

4-PERSON CREW $350.00 

CHIPPER UNIT   $50.00 



ITEM 4F 
For 07-14-16 

Board of Aldermen Meeting 
 

CITY OF PARKVILLE 
Policy Report 

 
Date:  Thursday, July 14, 2016 
 
Prepared By: 
Stephen Lachky 
Community Development Director 
 

Reviewed By: 
Melissa McChesney 
City Clerk 
 

ISSUE:   
Adopt an ordinance approving the final plat of Lots 4-1 Through 4-3, Townhomes at the National 
– 2nd Plat, a Subdivision in Parkville, Platte County, Missouri. Case No. PZ16-11; applicant, 
Double Eagle Builders, LLC, owner. 
 
BACKGROUND: 
The Townhomes at the National – 2nd Plat is located north of Lime Stone Road along Lime 
Stone Court and was approved by Ordinance No. 2766 on July 15, 2015 (Case No. PZ14-21) 
and created seven individual lots (See Attachment 2) for the development of townhomes. Since 
approval of the final plat, building permits were issued for the construction of townhome units on 
Lot 4. Double Eagle Builders, LLC, the owner of the lots, submitted application PZ16-11 
requesting approval of the final plat of Lots 4-1 through 4-3, Townhomes at the National – 2nd 
Plat (See Attachment 3), to create lots for the individual townhome units and area around each 
to be owned privately. The remainder of the lots — designated as Common Area — will be held 
and maintained by a common association as with the common areas for the rest of the 
Townhomes development. 
 
The application was reviewed against the City of Parkville’s Municipal Codes, including the 
subdivision regulations, the R-5 zoning district regulations, and the final plat at the National – 
2nd Plat. The proposed plat meets all applicable requirements and is consistent with previously 
approved plans and plats. 
 
No easements or rights-of-way have changed from the approval of the Townhomes at The 
National – 2nd Plat. The plat does not affect existing utilities and no new public improvements 
are required or proposed (all have previously been constructed and accepted). 
 
The applicant has stated that this item is time sensitive due to necessary closings and requests 
the Board approve both readings of the ordinance at the same meeting to expedite the 
application. Since the lots are platted and no changes to the external boundaries of the lot, 
easements or rights-of-way are proposed and the structures are already built, expediting the 
application as requested does not have any negative impact.   
 
BUDGET IMPACT:   
With the exception of application and permit fees and any incremental increases from real 
estate and personal property taxes, there is no budgetary impact.   
 
ALTERNATIVES: 
1. Approve the final plat by ordinance as submitted. 
2. Approve the final plat by ordinance subject to changes. 
3. Deny the final plat.    
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:   
Approval of the proposed final plat as submitted.   



ITEM 4F 
For 07-14-16 

Board of Aldermen Meeting 
 

POLICY:   
Per Parkville Municipal Code Section 505.030, all plats must be approved by the Board of 
Aldermen prior to recording. Per the conditions of approval of the Townhomes at the National – 
3rd Plat, the final to create individual townhome lots does not require Planning and Zoning 
Commission consideration and recommendation so long as no significant changes to the plat 
are proposed. The Board of Aldermen must approve two readings of the ordinance to become 
effective.  Rule 5, Agendas, of the Board’s adopted Rules of Order, states “The first reading of 
an ordinance will be read on the action agenda and the second and final reading will be read the 
next subsequent meeting on the consent agenda, unless the item is a time-sensitive matter in 
which it may be approved during the same meeting.” 
 
SUGGESTED MOTIONS:   
I move to approve Bill No. 2881, an ordinance approving the final plat of Lots 4-1 Through 4-3, 
Townhomes at the National – 2nd Plat, a Subdivision in Parkville, Platte County, Missouri, on 
first reading. 
 
I move to approve Bill No. 2881 on second reading by title only to become Ordinance No. ___. 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 
1. Ordinance 
2. Final Plat, Townhomes at the National – 2nd Plat (drawings prepared June 24, 2014) 
3. Final Plat, Lots 4-1 Through 4-3, Townhomes at the National – 2nd Plat, a Subdivision in 

Parkville, Platte County, Missouri. 
4. Application PZ16-11 



Ord. No. ____ Page 1 of 1 

BILL NO. 2881 ORDINANCE NO. ____ 
 
AN ORDINANCE APPROVING THE FINAL PLAT OF LOTS 4-1 THROUGH 4-3, 
TOWNHOMES AT THE NATIONAL – 2ND PLAT, A SUBDIVISION IN PARKVILLE, PLATTE 
COUNTY, MISSOURI 
 
WHEREAS, the Final Plat of the Townhomes at The National – 2nd Plat, showing only lots and 
not including individual buildings, was approved by Ordinance No. 2766 on July 15, 2015 (Case 
No. PZ14-21); and 
 
WHEREAS, since approval of the final plat, building permits were issued for construction of the 
townhome units, foundations were constructed on said units and the foundations have been 
surveyed; and 
 
WHEREAS, Double Eagle Builders, LLC, the owner of Lot 4, submitted application PZ16-11 
requesting approval of the Final Plat of Lots 4-1 through 4-3, Townhomes at the National – 2nd 
Plat, a Subdivision in Parkville, Platte County, Missouri, attached hereto and incorporated herein 
by reference as Exhibit A; and 
 
WHEREAS, the plats are submitted to further subdivide the lots to create individual townhome 
units and an area around each to be owned privately, as distinguished from the remainder of the 
lot, which will be held and maintained by a common association; and 
 
WHEREAS, no easements or rights-of-way have changed from the approval of the Townhomes 
at The National – 2nd Plat. 
 
BE IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN OF THE CITY OF PARKVILLE, 
MISSOURI, AS FOLLOWS: 
 
SECTION 1.  The Final Plat, Lots 4-1 Through 4-3, Townhomes at the National – 2nd Plat, a 
Subdivision in Parkville, Platte County, Missouri attached hereto and incorporated herein by 
reference as Exhibit A, is hereby approved. 
 
SECTION 2.  The City has previously accepted and agreed to maintain City improvements in 
easements and rights-of-way, which are designated on that plat. 
 
SECTION 3.  The applicant is hereby directed to have the plat recorded in the office of the 
Platte County Recorder of Deeds following execution and is responsible for paying all recording 
fees. 
 
SECTION 4.  This ordinance shall be effective immediately upon its passage and approval. 
 
PASSED and APPROVED this 19th day of July 2016. 
 
 

_______________________ 
Mayor Nanette K. Johnston 

ATTESTED: 
 
 
_________________________ 
City Clerk Melissa McChesney 











ITEM 4G 
For 07-19-16 

Board of Aldermen Meeting 
 

CITY OF PARKVILLE 
Policy Report 

 
Date:  Thursday July 15, 2016 
 

Prepared By: 
Emily Crook 
Billing Clerk 

Reviewed By: 
Tim Blakeslee 
Assistant to the City Administrator  
 

ISSUE: 
Approval of Accounts Payable Invoices, 1st of the Month Checks, Electronic Funds Transfer 
(EFT) Payments, Credit and Debit Card Processing Fees, and Payroll Expenditures from 
07/01/2016 through 07/15/2016. 
 
BACKGROUND: 
Attached are the statements of approved payments, per the City’s Purchasing Policy, for the 
period from July 1st, 2016 through July 15, 2016. All disbursements must be reviewed and 
approved by the Board of Aldermen prior to the release of city funds. 
 

BUDGET IMPACT: 
 
Accounts Payable $251,758.24 
Insurance Payments $0.00 
1st of the Month $2,350.00 
EFT Payments $906.30 
Processing Fees $587.15 
Payroll $54,726.57  

TOTAL $310,328.26 
 

ALTERNATIVES: 
1. Approve the release of funds. 
2. Deny the release of funds and provide further direction to City Administration.  
3. Deny any portion of the release of funds and provide further direction to City Administration.  

 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 
Staff recommends the release of funds as summarized in the attached statements.  
 

SUGGESTED MOTION: 
I move to appropriate $310,328.26 of city funds to pay salaries and accounts. 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 
1. Accounts Payable 
2. 1st of the Month 
3. EFT Payments 
4. Processing Fees 
5. Payroll 
6. Carquest Purchases 
7. Lowe’s Purchase 
8. Price Chopper Purchases 





































ITEM 6A 
For 07-19-16 

Board of Aldermen Meeting 
 

CITY OF PARKVILLE 
Policy Report 

 
Date:  Tuesday, July 5, 2016 
 

Prepared By: 
Lauren Palmer 
City Administrator 
 

Reviewed By: 
Alysen Abel 
Public Works Director 

ISSUE: 
Receive and file the Parkville Mine Inspection Report from Kansas City Testing & Engineering, 
LLC 
 
BACKGROUND: 
On September 17, 1980, the Board of Aldermen adopted Ordinance No. 803 which granted a 
conditional use permit (CUP) to Park College to permit limestone extractions and processing 
operations on campus. On March 17, 1981, Ordinance No. 803 was repealed by the adoption of 
Ordinance No. 827 which granted a revised CUP that is in effect today. Among other provisions, 
Ordinance No. 827 required the university to conduct mining operations, “in accordance with a 
Mine Development Plan which must be in accordance with the regulations of all state and federal 
mining regulator agencies.” The Mine Development Plan was last updated and accepted on 
November 7, 2000, by ordinance No. 1913.  
 
Both the CUP and the Mine Development Plan authorize the City to employ a qualified registered 
engineer to make unscheduled inspections and written reports as to the mine operator’s 
compliance with applicable regulations. Inspection procedures must comply with federal 
regulations regarding visitors in the mine. Such inspections may be made at least annually but 
not more than three (3) times during any one year. A review of records indicates that the City last 
conducted inspections in 2006 through a contract with Dressler Consulting Engineers. 
 
Last year the City responded to renewed complaints, primarily from residents in Riss Lake and 
the River Hills subdivision, about the impacts of mining operations. The City, in partnership with 
the mine operator Martin Marietta and Park University, conducted a series of neighborhood 
meetings to share information and hear concerns. During those meetings, the City committed to 
re-establish the regular mining inspections authorized by the various ordinances. On March 7, 
2016, the Finance Committee approved a professional services agreement with Kansas City 
Testing & Engineering, LLC (KCTE) for mining inspection services. The mine operator must 
reimburse the City for this service at a cost of not more than $1,500 per inspection.   
 
Steven M. Bruer is a senior geotechnical engineer and engineering geologist with KCTE who 
performed the inspections and analysis of the Parkville Mine. Mr. Bruer concluded that the mine 
is being operated by Martin Marietta in compliance with the CUP (see Attachment 1). He will 
summarize his analysis and present his findings at the board meeting on July 19, 2016. Staff 
recommends repeating the inspections process on an annual basis unless there is a significant 
change in operations that would warrant more frequent inspections (up to three times per year). 
Representatives from Martin Marietta are also invited to provide an update on ongoing efforts to 
mitigate impacts on the neighbors.  
 

BUDGET IMPACT: 
There is no budget impact associated with this action.  
 
 



ITEM 6A 
For 07-19-16 

Board of Aldermen Meeting 
 

ALTERNATIVES: 
1. Receive and file Parkville Mine Inspection Report from Kansas City Testing & Engineering, 

LLC. 
2. Do not receive and file the report; and direct staff and the consultant to perform additional 

inspections or analysis. 
3. Postpone the item. 

 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 
Staff recommends that the Board receive and file the Parkville Mine Inspection Report from 
Kansas City Testing & Engineering, LLC.  
 

POLICY: 
Staff recommends that the Board formally receive and file the report to provide a record of the 
inspection services and public review of the conclusions.  
 

SUGGESTED MOTION: 
I move to receive and file the Parkville Mine Inspection Report from Kansas City Testing & 
Engineering, LLC.  
 
ATTACHMENT: 
1. KCTE Report of Inspection – Parkville Mine – 6-24-16 
2. Mine Development Plan 
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June 24, 2016 

 
 
 
Ms. Lauren Palmer 
City Administrator 
City of Parkville, Missouri 
8880 Clark Avenue 
Parkville, Missouri 64152 
 
Re: Report of Inspection - Parkville Mine 
 Parkville, Missouri 
 KCTE Project No. G20-16-053 
  
Dear Ms. Palmer,  
 
Pursuant to your request, Kansas City Testing & Engineering LLC (KCTE) performed an 
inspection of the underground limestone mine (Parkville Mine) owned by Park University and 
operated by Martin-Marietta Materials, Inc. (Martin Marietta) and located in Parkville, Missouri.  
The inspection was conducted by a professional engineer/registered geologist licensed in the 
State of Missouri. A summary of our inspection is provided in the following sections of this 
report. 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
The City of Parkville, Missouri (City) granted a Conditional Use Permit (CUP) to Park University 
(City Ordinance No. 827) in September 1980 to permit limestone extraction and processing 
operations at the Parkville Mine (Mine).   
 
The Mine is operated by Martin Marietta Materials, Inc.  The CUP required that a Mine 
Development Plan be submitted by the mine operator.  The Mine operator is Martin Marietta 
Materials, Inc. A partial copy of the Mine Development Plan was provided to KCTE.  Some of 
the larger plans referenced in the Mine Development Plan were not provided to KCTE. 
 
The CUP provides the City the right to conduct inspections at any reasonable time during the 
business day or anytime if the event of an emergency to certify that the regulations in the CUP 
are being followed.     
 
The following sections provide a summary of KCTE’s inspection of the Mine based on the 
regulations in the CUP.  
 
 
SCOPE OF INSPECTION  
 
The scope of the Parkville Mine inspection performed by KCTE consisted of: 
 

 Review of City of Parkville, Missouri Ordinance Number 827 (Conditional Use Permit) 
granted March 17, 1981, 
 

 Review of the Mine Development Plan prepared by Martin Marietta Materials, Inc., 
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 Visual inspection of the limestone extraction process and processing operation, 

 
 Review of the blast vibration monitoring data from the period of January 1, 2015 to April 

25, 2016, 
 

 Visual inspection at the Riss Lake Dam seismograph station during a blast event, and 
 

 Preparation of this report. 
 
SUMMARY OF INSPECTION 
 
Review of Conditional Use Permit   
 
KCTE reviewed the CUP to become familiar with the requirements for operating the mine.  
Specific regulations for operation of the mine are presented in the CUP.  A copy of the CUP is 
presented in Attachment A. 
 
Review of the Mine Development Plan 
 
The Mine Development Plan was prepared by Martin Marietta Materials, Inc. as long-term plan 
that was not anticipated to change substantially from year to year.  Copies of individual updates 
to the Mine Development Plan are submitted under separate cover. 
 
The following sections of the Mine Development Plan were updated during this inspection: 
 

Section 2 – Topographic Site Plan 
 
No topographic plans were provided in the copy of the Mine Development Plan 
provided to KCTE.  All referenced topographic plans were requested from and 
provided by Martin Marietta. 

 
Section 3 – Proposed Mine Layout 
 

No figures were provided in the copy of the Mine Development Plan provided to 
KCTE.  All referenced figures were requested from and provided by Martin 
Marietta. 

 
Section 6 – Proposed Blasting Procedures 
 

Figure 4 – Proposed Drilling and Blasting Patterns was not provided in the Mine 
Development Plan provided to KCTE.  A copy of Figure 4 was requested from 
and provided by Martin Marietta. 

 
Section 8 – Mine Management Plan 
 

The names of individuals responsible for management and operation of mine and 
related operations were updated. 
 
 

 



   
 

1308 Adams Street I Kansas City, Kansas 66103 I 913.321.8100 I kctesting.com                                                                      Page 3 
 

Section 9 – Master Traffic Plan 
 

The name of the individual responsible for truck traffic complaints was updated. 
 
Section 11 – Pollution Abatement Plan 
 

The name of the individual responsible for the Pollution Abatement Plan was 
updated. 

 
Visual Inspection of the Limestone Extraction Process and Processing Operation 
 
A visual inspection was made by KCTE on Wednesday, May 11, 2016, of both the underground 
limestone extraction process and the above-ground processing operations.  Representatives of 
Martin Marietta provided unencumbered access to all areas of the underground and above-
ground operations.  The operations observed by KCTE appeared to be in compliance with the 
CUP. 
 
Review of Blast Vibration Monitoring Data 
 
Martin Marietta, Inc. provided all their vibration monitoring data collected from January 1, 2015 
through April 25, 2016.  The data was reviewed by KCTE to assess if any recorded vibration 
data had a peak particle velocity (PPV) greater than 1.55 inches per second in the soil at the 
ground surface.  The 1.55 inches per second is the locally accepted upper limit for PPVs. The 
highest PPV recorded was well below the 1.55 inches per second, measured at 0.070 inches 
per second.  The average PPV measured during this time period is 0.032 inches per second.  A 
copy of the PPV data is presented in Attachment B. 
 
Visual Observation at Riss Lake Dam During A Blast Event 
 
A visual observation was made by KCTE on Thursday, June 9, 2016, at the Riss Lake Dam 
seismograph station during an underground blast event.  Representatives of martin Marietta and 
their vibration monitoring consultant, Vibra-Tech, Inc. were also present.  The blast event did 
produce a physically noticeable ground movement at the surface near the seismograph station.  
The event lasted no longer than approximately 1 second. 
 
CONCLUSIONS 
 
Based on our reviewed and observations made during this inspection, it is KCTE’s professional 
opinion that the Parkville Mine is being operated by Martine Marietta in compliance with the 
CUP. 
 
LIMITATIONS 
 
This report has been prepared in accordance with generally accepted geological and 
geotechnical engineering practices used in this area at the time this report was written.  Our 
professional services were performed using that degree of care and skill ordinarily exercised, 
under similar circumstances, by reputable geological and geotechnical engineers practicing in 
this locality at this time.  No warranty, expressed or implied, is made. 
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******************************* 
 
KCTE appreciates the opportunity to be of service to you.  Should you have any questions, 
please contact me at (913) 321-8100. 
 
Sincerely, 
Kansas City Testing & Engineering, LLC 

 
  
Steven M. Bruer, R.G., P.E.    
Sr Geotechnical Engineer\Engineering Geologist  
Missouri Professional Engineer No. E-29050 
Missouri Registered Geologist No.  2008012100 

 

 
 

 
Attachments: A – Conditional Use Permit 
  B – Peak Particle Velocity Data (January 1, 2015 to April 25, 2016) 
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ATTACHMENT A 
 

Conditional Use Permit 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



BILL NO. /f2 7 ORDINANCE NO. I~/ 8 
I 

AN ORDINANCE ACCEPTING THE MINE DEVELOPMENT PLAN SUBMIITED UNDER THE 
PROVfSIONS OF THE CONDITIONAL USE PERMCT ISSUED TO PARK COLLEGE BY 
PARKVILLE ORDINANCE NO. 827. 

WHEREAS a Conditional Use Permit was issued by the Board of Alderman of the City of p ARKYILLE to 
the Board of Trustees of Park College by Ordinance No. 827 to pennit limestone extraction and processing 
operations on property more particularly described in Exhibit A to the Conditional Use Permit. 

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN OF THE CITY OF PARKVILLE, MISSOURI 
AS FOLLOWS: 

Section 1. The Conditiooal Use Permit ("CUP") issued under Ordinance No. 827 is in full force and effect 
and unmodified. 

Section 2. The 2000 Mine Development Plan prepared by Lalit Bhatnagar, P.E., CHMM, (the "2000 Mine 
Development Plan"), a copy of which is filed in the office of the City Administrator of the City of 
Parkville, Missouri (the ''City'') is hereby accepted as the Mine Development Plan in accordance with the 
provisions of the CUP. 

Section 3. For the purposes of Section 2.4 of the CUP, the Board of Trustees of Park University, its 
successors, licensees or lessees (any of the foregoing, the "Permittee"), as holder of the CUP, shall be 
deemed to have updated the 2000 Mine Development Plan annually in accordance with Ordinance 827 
provided that, at the time of application for a renewal of the mine operation license required by Parkville 
Ordinance No. 1262, the Permittee shall submit a letter to the City in whid:l. the Pennittee shall state that 
there has been no substantial or material change in the Mine Development Plan from the 2000 Mine 
Development Plan. In the event of a substantial or material change in the 2000 Mine Development Plan, 
the Permittee shall submit a new Mine Development Plan to the City prior to the renewal of the Hcense. 

Section 4. The 2000 Mine Development Plan is in accord with the regulations of all state and federal 
mining regulatory agencies. Nothing in the 2000 Mine Development Plan or the operatioos to be 
conducted by the Permittee on the property described in Exhibit A to the CUP (the "CUP Property'') shall 
be considered an addition or structural alteration to the CUP. 

Section 5. In accordance with the provisions of the CUP, the laws of Missouri and Ordinance No. 1262, 
the license for mine operations shall be renewed annually upon payment of the license fee, compliance with 
all other requirements of the Laws of Missouri and Ordinance 1262, and the submission to the City of the 
letter or Mine Development Plan required by this Ordinance. The Permittee or license applicant shall be 
notified in writing of any instance ofnon-compliance and shall be provided with sixty (60) days within 
which to remedy any instance of non-compliance without being foWld in violation of Ordinance No. 1262, 
Ordinance No. 827, or the CUP. 

Section 6. All mining operations to be conducted on the CUP Property shall be subject to periodic review 
by the City for the purpose of reviewing compliance with the 2000 Mine Development Plan and other 
applicable laws, rules and regulations governing operations; and, nothing in this Ordinance shall limit the 
City's ability to inspect the mining and mine operations conducted under the CUP in accordance with the 
provisions for inspection set forth in the CUP. 

Section 7. The Board of Aldermen acknowledges that the Board of Trustees for Park University remains 
the Permittee wider Ordinance No. 827. The operator of the mining operation, as shown in the Mine 
Development Plan has changed; and, subject to compliance with said Plan and with applicable ordinances, 
the Board of Aldermen authorizes the issuance of occupational licenses to said operator. 

ORD NO. 1f!3 Page I 



Section 8. To the extent of any conflict between the provisions of this Ordinance and the provisions of any 
other law or ordinance, the provisions of this Ordinance shall control. 

PASSEDthis 7~yof j)~ ,2000. 

APPROVED this 7 75.. day of ;!)~ ,2000. 
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ATTACHMENT B 
 

Peak Particle Velocity Data – January 1, 2015 to April 25, 2016 
 

  
 

   
 



MARTIN MARIETTA KANSAS CITY, LLC

  P. O. BOX 12111

  PARKVILLE, MISSOURI  64152

PARKVILLE, MISSOURI QUARRYJ

Riss Lake

Shot PPV Airblast

No. Date and Time In/Sec dB

1 1/2/15 5:16 PM 0.020 100
2 1/2/15 5:21 PM 0.030 100
3 1/2/15 5:22 PM 0.030 100
4 1/5/15 5:26 PM 0.040 100
5 1/6/15 5:15 PM 0.025 100
6 1/8/15 5:26 PM 0.035 100
7 1/8/15 5:28 PM 0.040 100
8 1/8/15 5:29 PM 0.030 100
9 1/9/15 5:18 PM 0.020 100
10 1/9/15 5:19 PM 0.020 100
11 1/9/15 5:26 PM 0.045 100
12 1/12/15 5:23 PM 0.040 100
13 1/12/15 5:25 PM 0.035 100
14 1/12/15 5:26 PM 0.040 100
15 1/13/15 5:23 PM 0.030 100
16 1/13/15 5:25 PM 0.035 100
17 1/14/15 5:12 PM 0.020 100
18 1/15/15 5:22 PM 0.055 100
19 1/15/15 5:24 PM 0.030 100
20 1/15/15 5:25 PM 0.035 100
21 1/15/15 5:27 PM 0.045 100
22 1/16/15 5:31 PM 0.020 100
23 1/19/15 5:27 PM 0.030 100
24 1/19/15 5:29 PM 0.030 100
25 1/20/15 5:20 PM 0.030 100
26 1/20/15 5:21 PM 0.040 100
27 1/20/15 5:23 PM 0.035 100
28 1/21/15 5:07 PM 0.045 100
29 1/22/15 5:17 PM 0.025 100
30 1/22/15 5:18 PM 0.025 100
31 1/22/15 5:20 PM 0.030 100
32 1/22/15 5:22 PM 0.035 100
33 1/22/15 5:40 PM 0.020 100

January 1, 2015 - April 25, 2016
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34 1/23/15 5:26 PM 0.030 100
35 1/23/15 5:27 PM 0.030 100
36 1/23/15 5:28 PM 0.035 100
37 1/23/15 5:30 PM 0.035 100
38 1/26/15 5:15 PM 0.020 100
39 1/26/15 5:20 PM 0.030 100
40 1/26/15 5:21 PM 0.030 100
41 1/26/15 5:22 PM 0.040 100
42 1/27/15 5:12 PM 0.035 100
43 1/27/15 5:14 PM 0.040 100
44 1/27/15 5:34 PM 0.020 100
45 1/28/15 5:03 PM 0.030 100
46 2/3/15 5:16 PM 0.025 100
47 2/3/15 5:18 PM 0.025 100
48 2/3/15 5:21 PM 0.030 100
49 2/3/15 5:23 PM 0.030 100
50 2/4/15 5:25 PM 0.020 100
51 2/4/15 5:27 PM 0.025 100
52 2/4/15 5:29 PM 0.030 100
53 2/4/15 5:31 PM 0.030 100
54 2/4/15 5:32 PM 0.025 100
55 2/4/15 5:33 PM 0.035 100
56 2/6/15 5:18 PM 0.030 100
57 2/6/15 5:20 PM 0.025 100
58 2/6/15 5:21 PM 0.020 100
59 2/9/15 5:21 PM 0.030 100
60 2/9/15 5:22 PM 0.040 100
61 2/9/15 5:24 PM 0.025 100
62 2/10/15 5:21 PM 0.025 100
63 2/10/15 5:23 PM 0.025 100
64 2/10/15 5:24 PM 0.060 100
65 2/10/15 5:27 PM 0.025 100
66 2/10/15 5:44 PM 0.020 100
67 2/11/15 5:21 PM 0.045 100
68 2/11/15 5:23 PM 0.035 100
69 2/11/15 5:28 PM 0.020 100
70 2/17/15 5:15 PM 0.050 100
71 2/17/15 5:17 PM 0.040 100
72 2/17/15 5:19 PM 0.030 100
73 2/17/15 5:24 PM 0.030 100
74 2/18/15 5:18 PM 0.025 100
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75 2/19/15 5:16 PM 0.030 100
76 2/19/15 5:18 PM 0.020 100
77 2/19/15 5:19 PM 0.020 100
78 2/20/15 5:23 PM 0.040 100
79 2/20/15 5:27 PM 0.020 100
80 2/25/15 5:19 PM 0.025 100
81 2/25/15 5:21 PM 0.025 100
82 3/2/15 5:15 PM 0.030 100
83 3/2/15 5:17 PM 0.025 100
84 3/3/15 5:17 PM 0.025 100
85 3/5/15 5:15 PM 0.040 100
86 3/5/15 5:16 PM 0.025 100
87 3/6/15 5:21 PM 0.045 100
88 3/6/15 5:22 PM 0.025 100
89 3/9/15 5:07 PM 0.025 100
90 3/10/15 5:10 PM 0.040 100
91 3/12/15 5:16 PM 0.030 100
92 3/12/15 5:17 PM 0.035 100
93 3/13/15 5:16 PM 0.025 100
94 3/16/15 5:07 PM 0.025 100
95 3/17/15 5:08 PM 0.040 100
96 3/18/15 5:11 PM 0.070 100
97 3/18/15 5:12 PM 0.045 100
98 3/20/15 5:16 PM 0.020 100
99 3/20/15 5:19 PM 0.030 100
100 3/23/15 5:18 PM 0.020 100
101 3/24/15 5:05 PM 0.030 100
102 3/24/15 5:06 PM 0.040 100
103 3/24/15 5:08 PM 0.040 100
104 3/24/15 5:25 PM 0.020 100
105 3/25/15 5:16 PM 0.060 100
106 4/1/15 5:13 PM 0.025 100
107 4/1/15 5:15 PM 0.020 100
108 4/1/15 5:19 PM 0.030 100
109 4/2/15 5:11 PM 0.035 100
110 4/9/15 5:12 PM 0.020 100
111 4/10/15 5:15 PM 0.035 100
112 4/10/15 5:16 PM 0.045 100
113 4/10/15 5:19 PM 0.020 100
114 4/13/15 5:14 PM 0.040 100
115 4/13/15 5:16 PM 0.040 100
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116 4/13/15 5:17 PM 0.030 100
117 4/13/15 5:18 PM 0.030 100
118 4/14/15 5:16 PM 0.030 100
119 4/16/15 5:17 PM 0.040 100
120 4/16/15 5:19 PM 0.025 100
121 4/17/15 5:18 PM 0.040 100
122 4/17/15 5:19 PM 0.040 100
123 4/21/15 5:15 PM 0.025 100
124 4/21/15 5:15 PM 0.030 100
125 4/23/15 5:11 PM 0.020 100
126 4/23/15 5:12 PM 0.035 100
127 4/23/15 5:13 PM 0.030 100
128 4/23/15 5:14 PM 0.030 100
129 4/23/15 5:15 PM 0.040 100
130 4/23/15 5:16 PM 0.030 100
131 4/23/15 5:17 PM 0.045 100
132 4/23/15 5:19 PM 0.030 100
133 4/23/15 5:20 PM 0.040 100
134 4/24/15 5:09 PM 0.035 100
135 4/27/15 5:11 PM 0.025 100
136 4/27/15 5:12 PM 0.035 100
137 4/27/15 5:27 PM 0.020 100
138 4/28/15 5:12 PM 0.030 100
139 4/28/15 5:13 PM 0.020 100
140 4/28/15 5:14 PM 0.030 100
141 4/29/15 5:21 PM 0.045 100
142 4/29/15 5:24 PM 0.025 100
143 4/30/15 5:12 PM 0.045 100
144 4/30/15 5:14 PM 0.035 100
145 4/30/15 5:15 PM 0.030 100
146 5/1/15 5:09 PM 0.035 100
147 5/4/15 5:15 PM 0.050 100
148 5/4/15 5:17 PM 0.030 100
149 5/4/15 5:18 PM 0.030 100
150 5/4/15 5:19 PM 0.030 100
151 5/4/15 5:20 PM 0.040 100
152 5/4/15 5:22 PM 0.030 100
153 5/5/15 5:18 PM 0.040 100
154 5/5/15 5:20 PM 0.025 100
155 5/5/15 5:21 PM 0.025 100
156 5/6/15 5:13 PM 0.025 100
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157 5/6/15 5:17 PM 0.030 100
158 5/6/15 5:36 PM 0.020 100
159 5/8/15 5:13 PM 0.030 100
160 5/8/15 5:15 PM 0.035 100
161 5/8/15 5:16 PM 0.025 100
162 5/11/15 5:15 PM 0.045 100
163 5/11/15 5:17 PM 0.020 100
164 5/11/15 5:17 PM 0.020 100
165 5/12/15 5:08 PM 0.020 100
166 5/12/15 5:11 PM 0.035 100
167 5/12/15 5:12 PM 0.050 100
168 5/12/15 5:14 PM 0.020 100
169 5/15/15 5:08 PM 0.050 100
170 5/15/15 5:09 PM 0.025 100
171 5/15/15 5:10 PM 0.030 100
172 5/15/15 5:11 PM 0.045 100
173 5/15/15 5:12 PM 0.025 100
174 5/18/15 5:13 PM 0.035 100
175 5/18/15 5:14 PM 0.025 100
176 5/18/15 5:15 PM 0.040 100
177 5/18/15 5:16 PM 0.020 100
178 5/19/15 5:16 PM 0.040 100
179 5/19/15 5:18 PM 0.030 100
180 5/19/15 5:20 PM 0.020 100
181 5/20/15 5:10 PM 0.030 100
182 5/20/15 5:12 PM 0.030 100
183 5/20/15 5:26 PM 0.025 100
184 5/26/15 5:15 PM 0.025 100
185 5/26/15 5:18 PM 0.020 100
186 5/28/15 5:21 PM 0.030 100
187 5/28/15 5:22 PM 0.025 100
188 5/28/15 5:23 PM 0.030 100
189 5/28/15 5:25 PM 0.035 100
190 5/29/15 5:20 PM 0.030 100
191 5/29/15 5:21 PM 0.025 100
192 5/29/15 5:22 PM 0.045 100
193 5/29/15 5:23 PM 0.025 100
194 5/29/15 5:25 PM 0.040 100
195 6/1/15 5:07 PM 0.025 100
196 6/1/15 5:08 PM 0.030 100
197 6/1/15 5:09 PM 0.035 100
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198 6/1/15 5:10 PM 0.025 100
199 6/2/15 5:44 PM 0.020 0
200 6/2/15 5:45 PM 0.030 0
201 6/2/15 5:48 PM 0.025 0
202 6/3/15 5:13 PM 0.025 0
203 6/3/15 5:14 PM 0.030 0
204 6/3/15 5:16 PM 0.045 100
205 6/3/15 5:31 PM 0.020 0
206 6/3/15 5:32 PM 0.020 0
207 6/5/15 5:20 PM 0.035 0
208 6/8/15 5:14 PM 0.030 0
209 6/8/15 5:15 PM 0.030 0
210 6/8/15 5:17 PM 0.025 0
211 6/8/15 5:18 PM 0.035 0
212 6/9/15 5:21 PM 0.020 0
213 6/10/15 5:24 PM 0.030 0
214 6/10/15 5:25 PM 0.045 100
215 6/10/15 5:45 PM 0.025 0
216 6/11/15 5:17 PM 0.030 0
217 6/11/15 5:18 PM 0.035 0
218 6/11/15 5:19 PM 0.025 0
219 6/11/15 5:21 PM 0.040 0
220 6/16/15 5:16 PM 0.020 0
221 6/16/15 5:31 PM 0.020 0
222 6/17/15 5:26 PM 0.030 0
223 6/17/15 5:27 PM 0.040 100
224 6/17/15 5:29 PM 0.040 0
225 6/17/15 5:30 PM 0.030 0
226 6/18/15 5:13 PM 0.040 0
227 6/18/15 5:14 PM 0.025 0
228 6/18/15 5:15 PM 0.025 0
229 6/18/15 5:16 PM 0.025 0
230 6/18/15 5:17 PM 0.035 0
231 6/18/15 5:20 PM 0.020 0
232 6/22/15 5:17 PM 0.045 100
233 6/23/15 5:07 PM 0.030 100
234 6/23/15 5:09 PM 0.025 0
235 6/23/15 5:11 PM 0.045 100
236 6/23/15 5:12 PM 0.030 0
237 6/25/15 5:19 PM 0.050 100
238 6/25/15 5:21 PM 0.045 0
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239 6/29/15 5:17 PM 0.030 0
240 6/29/15 5:18 PM 0.040 0
241 6/29/15 5:36 PM 0.020 0
242 7/1/15 5:15 PM 0.040 100
243 7/1/15 5:17 PM 0.030 0
244 7/1/15 5:18 PM 0.040 0
245 7/1/15 5:19 PM 0.020 0
246 7/1/15 5:21 PM 0.035 0
247 7/2/15 5:06 PM 0.035 0
248 7/2/15 5:08 PM 0.030 0
249 7/2/15 5:09 PM 0.030 0
250 7/10/15 5:30 PM 0.020 0
251 7/10/15 5:31 PM 0.025 0
252 7/10/15 5:33 PM 0.020 0
253 7/10/15 5:34 PM 0.025 0
254 7/10/15 5:37 PM 0.030 100
255 7/10/15 5:39 PM 0.030 100
256 7/10/15 5:39 PM 0.045 100
257 7/13/15 5:21 PM 0.025 0
258 7/13/15 5:23 PM 0.020 0
259 7/13/15 5:25 PM 0.025 0
260 7/13/15 5:25 PM 0.025 0
261 7/15/15 5:22 PM 0.030 0
262 7/15/15 5:23 PM 0.025 0
263 7/15/15 5:25 PM 0.030 0
264 7/17/15 5:13 PM 0.020 0
265 7/17/15 5:14 PM 0.020 0
266 7/17/15 5:15 PM 0.030 0
267 7/17/15 5:18 PM 0.030 0
268 7/17/15 5:19 PM 0.040 100
269 7/17/15 5:20 PM 0.040 0
270 7/20/15 5:14 PM 0.040 100
271 7/20/15 5:15 PM 0.030 0
272 7/20/15 5:16 PM 0.035 0
273 7/22/15 5:19 PM 0.040 0
274 7/22/15 5:21 PM 0.020 0
275 7/22/15 5:22 PM 0.020 0
276 7/23/15 5:21 PM 0.035 0
277 7/23/15 5:22 PM 0.040 0
278 7/28/15 5:21 PM 0.025 0
279 7/28/15 5:22 PM 0.030 0
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280 7/28/15 5:24 PM 0.035 0
281 7/29/15 5:15 PM 0.035 0
282 7/29/15 5:17 PM 0.040 0
283 7/29/15 5:18 PM 0.035 0
284 8/3/15 5:18 PM 0.030 0
285 8/3/15 5:19 PM 0.020 0
286 8/3/15 5:21 PM 0.040 0
287 8/3/15 5:22 PM 0.035 0
288 8/3/15 5:35 PM 0.020 0
289 8/4/15 5:05 PM 0.025 0
290 8/4/15 5:09 PM 0.040 0
291 8/4/15 5:10 PM 0.045 0
292 8/5/15 5:12 PM 0.040 0
293 8/6/15 5:19 PM 0.035 0
294 8/6/15 5:20 PM 0.035 0
295 8/6/15 5:21 PM 0.050 0
296 8/6/15 5:22 PM 0.040 0
297 8/6/15 5:23 PM 0.045 0
298 8/10/15 5:40 PM 0.020 0
299 8/10/15 5:51 PM 0.030 0
300 8/10/15 5:53 PM 0.050 100
301 8/11/15 5:16 PM 0.030 0
302 8/11/15 5:18 PM 0.040 0
303 8/11/15 5:19 PM 0.045 0
304 8/11/15 5:21 PM 0.040 0
305 8/11/15 5:22 PM 0.025 0
306 8/13/15 5:25 PM 0.020 0
307 8/13/15 5:26 PM 0.030 0
308 8/13/15 5:27 PM 0.035 0
309 8/13/15 5:29 PM 0.040 100
310 8/13/15 5:31 PM 0.045 100
311 8/17/15 5:08 PM 0.025 0
312 8/17/15 5:23 PM 0.020 0
313 8/17/15 5:26 PM 0.020 0
314 8/18/15 5:12 PM 0.030 0
315 8/18/15 5:14 PM 0.035 100
316 8/18/15 5:15 PM 0.040 100
317 8/18/15 5:17 PM 0.045 100
318 8/18/15 5:18 PM 0.060 100
319 8/19/15 5:07 PM 0.060 100
320 8/19/15 5:08 PM 0.035 0
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321 8/19/15 5:09 PM 0.035 0
322 8/21/15 5:14 PM 0.035 0
323 8/21/15 5:15 PM 0.035 0
324 8/21/15 5:16 PM 0.040 0
325 8/21/15 5:18 PM 0.050 100
326 8/25/15 5:19 PM 0.030 0
327 8/25/15 5:21 PM 0.030 0
328 8/25/15 5:22 PM 0.030 0
329 8/25/15 5:23 PM 0.045 0
330 8/25/15 5:25 PM 0.025 0
331 8/25/15 5:26 PM 0.035 0
332 8/26/15 5:23 PM 0.040 0
333 8/26/15 5:24 PM 0.025 0
334 8/26/15 5:25 PM 0.025 0
335 8/26/15 5:27 PM 0.055 100
336 8/27/15 5:18 PM 0.025 0
337 8/27/15 5:19 PM 0.025 0
338 8/27/15 5:20 PM 0.035 0
339 8/27/15 5:21 PM 0.035 0
340 8/28/15 5:20 PM 0.035 0
341 8/28/15 5:21 PM 0.025 0
342 8/31/15 5:07 PM 0.025 0
343 8/31/15 5:10 PM 0.045 0
344 8/31/15 5:12 PM 0.040 0
345 8/31/15 5:13 PM 0.040 0
346 8/31/15 5:14 PM 0.035 0
347 8/31/15 5:14 PM 0.030 0
348 9/1/15 5:19 PM 0.025 0
349 9/1/15 5:20 PM 0.035 0
350 9/3/15 5:15 PM 0.025 0
351 9/3/15 5:15 PM 0.020 0
352 9/3/15 5:16 PM 0.035 0
353 9/3/15 5:18 PM 0.045 0
354 9/3/15 5:21 PM 0.035 0
355 9/4/15 5:11 PM 0.030 0
356 9/4/15 5:12 PM 0.030 0
357 9/4/15 5:13 PM 0.030 0
358 9/4/15 5:14 PM 0.035 0
359 9/8/15 5:17 PM 0.020 0
360 9/9/15 5:16 PM 0.040 0
361 9/9/15 5:18 PM 0.050 100
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362 9/9/15 5:19 PM 0.040 100
363 9/11/15 5:09 PM 0.025 0
364 9/11/15 5:10 PM 0.020 0
365 9/11/15 5:11 PM 0.025 0
366 9/11/15 5:12 PM 0.020 0
367 9/11/15 5:13 PM 0.030 0
368 9/11/15 5:14 PM 0.030 0
369 9/11/15 5:15 PM 0.030 0
370 9/11/15 5:17 PM 0.045 100
371 9/11/15 5:17 PM 0.030 0
372 9/15/15 5:13 PM 0.020 0
373 9/15/15 5:16 PM 0.035 0
374 9/15/15 5:17 PM 0.035 0
375 9/16/15 5:19 PM 0.055 100
376 9/18/15 5:21 PM 0.050 0
377 9/18/15 5:22 PM 0.040 100
378 9/18/15 5:23 PM 0.035 0
379 9/18/15 5:24 PM 0.050 0
380 9/21/15 5:20 PM 0.030 0
381 9/21/15 5:21 PM 0.025 0
382 9/21/15 5:23 PM 0.030 0
383 9/22/15 5:15 PM 0.050 0
384 9/24/15 5:15 PM 0.030 0
385 9/24/15 5:16 PM 0.035 0
386 9/25/15 5:05 PM 0.020 0
387 9/25/15 5:06 PM 0.020 0
388 9/28/15 5:12 PM 0.040 0
389 9/28/15 5:15 PM 0.035 0
390 9/30/15 5:06 PM 0.055 100
391 9/30/15 5:08 PM 0.035 0
392 9/30/15 5:11 PM 0.025 0
393 9/30/15 5:12 PM 0.030 0
394 10/1/15 5:13 PM 0.035 0
395 10/1/15 5:15 PM 0.035 0
396 10/1/15 5:16 PM 0.030 0
397 10/2/15 5:16 PM 0.040 0
398 10/2/15 5:18 PM 0.045 100
399 10/2/15 5:19 PM 0.045 0
400 10/2/15 5:20 PM 0.040 0
401 10/2/15 5:22 PM 0.055 100
402 10/5/15 5:16 PM 0.030 0
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403 10/5/15 5:18 PM 0.040 0
404 10/5/15 5:19 PM 0.030 0
405 10/6/15 5:16 PM 0.050 100
406 10/6/15 5:17 PM 0.030 0
407 10/6/15 5:19 PM 0.035 0
408 10/6/15 5:19 PM 0.045 0
409 10/7/15 5:20 PM 0.030 0
410 10/7/15 5:22 PM 0.045 0
411 10/7/15 5:23 PM 0.040 0
412 10/7/15 5:25 PM 0.030 0
413 10/7/15 5:26 PM 0.040 0
414 10/8/15 5:14 PM 0.025 0
415 10/8/15 5:17 PM 0.020 0
416 10/8/15 5:17 PM 0.030 0
417 10/8/15 5:19 PM 0.035 100
418 10/9/15 5:08 PM 0.040 100
419 10/12/15 5:20 PM 0.045 100
420 10/12/15 5:21 PM 0.025 0
421 10/12/15 5:22 PM 0.025 0
422 10/12/15 5:23 PM 0.025 0
423 10/12/15 5:25 PM 0.040 0
424 10/13/15 5:12 PM 0.035 0
425 10/13/15 5:13 PM 0.030 0
426 10/14/15 5:12 PM 0.030 0
427 10/14/15 5:13 PM 0.030 0
428 10/14/15 5:14 PM 0.035 0
429 10/14/15 5:15 PM 0.035 0
430 10/14/15 5:16 PM 0.035 0
431 10/15/15 5:12 PM 0.035 0
432 10/15/15 5:14 PM 0.025 0
433 10/15/15 5:16 PM 0.025 0
434 10/16/15 5:12 PM 0.045 100
435 10/16/15 5:14 PM 0.025 0
436 10/16/15 5:16 PM 0.025 0
437 10/19/15 5:09 PM 0.050 0
438 10/19/15 5:10 PM 0.035 0
439 10/21/15 5:15 PM 0.035 0
440 10/21/15 5:17 PM 0.030 0
441 10/21/15 5:18 PM 0.025 0
442 10/21/15 5:19 PM 0.045 0
443 10/22/15 5:09 PM 0.035 0
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444 10/22/15 5:11 PM 0.060 0
445 10/26/15 5:12 PM 0.035 0
446 10/26/15 5:13 PM 0.055 0
447 10/26/15 5:14 PM 0.040 0
448 10/27/15 5:41 PM 0.040 0
449 10/27/15 5:42 PM 0.040 0
450 10/28/15 5:11 PM 0.045 100
451 10/28/15 5:12 PM 0.025 0
452 10/28/15 5:14 PM 0.025 0
453 10/28/15 5:28 PM 0.025 0
454 10/29/15 5:25 PM 0.025 0
455 10/29/15 5:26 PM 0.025 0
456 10/29/15 5:28 PM 0.030 0
457 10/30/15 5:12 PM 0.050 100
458 10/30/15 5:13 PM 0.035 0
459 10/30/15 5:15 PM 0.040 0
460 10/30/15 5:16 PM 0.030 0
461 11/2/15 5:27 PM 0.040 0
462 11/2/15 5:28 PM 0.030 0
463 11/2/15 5:29 PM 0.030 0
464 11/3/15 5:10 PM 0.050 100
465 11/3/15 5:11 PM 0.045 0
466 11/4/15 5:09 PM 0.020 0
467 11/4/15 5:11 PM 0.035 0
468 11/4/15 5:12 PM 0.030 0
469 11/5/15 5:12 PM 0.020 0
470 11/5/15 5:12 PM 0.030 0
471 11/5/15 5:14 PM 0.030 0
472 11/5/15 5:15 PM 0.040 0
473 11/5/15 5:16 PM 0.035 0
474 11/6/15 5:09 PM 0.030 0
475 11/9/15 5:11 PM 0.050 100
476 11/9/15 5:12 PM 0.040 0
477 11/9/15 5:13 PM 0.035 0
478 11/9/15 5:14 PM 0.040 0
479 11/9/15 5:15 PM 0.030 0
480 11/9/15 5:16 PM 0.030 100
481 11/10/15 5:09 PM 0.020 0
482 11/10/15 5:11 PM 0.030 0
483 11/10/15 5:12 PM 0.030 0
484 11/11/15 5:11 PM 0.020 0
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485 11/11/15 5:14 PM 0.040 100
486 11/11/15 5:16 PM 0.050 100
487 11/11/15 5:17 PM 0.025 110
488 11/12/15 5:10 PM 0.035 0
489 11/12/15 5:12 PM 0.030 100
490 11/12/15 5:14 PM 0.025 0
491 11/13/15 5:10 PM 0.045 100
492 11/13/15 5:11 PM 0.030 0
493 11/13/15 5:12 PM 0.035 0
494 11/16/15 5:10 PM 0.030 0
495 11/16/15 5:12 PM 0.020 0
496 11/16/15 5:13 PM 0.030 0
497 11/16/15 5:15 PM 0.030 0
498 11/17/15 5:11 PM 0.040 0
499 11/18/15 5:09 PM 0.025 0
500 11/18/15 5:11 PM 0.040 0
501 11/18/15 5:12 PM 0.030 0
502 11/20/15 5:09 PM 0.025 0
503 11/20/15 5:10 PM 0.030 0
504 11/20/15 5:11 PM 0.025 0
505 11/20/15 5:12 PM 0.040 0
506 11/20/15 5:13 PM 0.040 0
507 11/20/15 5:15 PM 0.030 0
508 11/23/15 5:09 PM 0.035 0
509 11/23/15 5:10 PM 0.025 0
510 11/23/15 5:11 PM 0.025 0
511 11/23/15 5:13 PM 0.030 0
512 11/23/15 5:14 PM 0.040 0
513 11/25/15 5:06 PM 0.025 0
514 11/25/15 5:07 PM 0.030 0
515 11/25/15 5:08 PM 0.020 0
516 11/25/15 5:09 PM 0.030 0
517 11/30/15 5:05 PM 0.020 0
518 11/30/15 5:09 PM 0.020 0
519 11/30/15 5:10 PM 0.030 0
520 11/30/15 5:11 PM 0.035 100
521 12/1/15 5:05 PM 0.035 0
522 12/1/15 5:06 PM 0.025 0
523 12/2/15 5:11 PM 0.020 0
524 12/2/15 5:13 PM 0.025 0
525 12/2/15 5:14 PM 0.035 0
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526 12/3/15 5:09 PM 0.020 0
527 12/3/15 5:10 PM 0.035 0
528 12/3/15 5:11 PM 0.040 0
529 12/3/15 5:12 PM 0.025 0
530 12/3/15 5:15 PM 0.030 0
531 12/4/15 5:09 PM 0.030 0
532 12/4/15 5:10 PM 0.040 0
533 12/4/15 5:12 PM 0.040 0
534 12/7/15 5:08 PM 0.025 0
535 12/7/15 5:09 PM 0.030 0
536 12/7/15 5:10 PM 0.045 100
537 12/7/15 5:12 PM 0.045 100
538 12/8/15 5:09 PM 0.035 0
539 12/8/15 5:11 PM 0.030 0
540 12/8/15 5:12 PM 0.025 0
541 12/9/15 5:07 PM 0.025 0
542 12/11/15 5:11 PM 0.020 0
543 12/11/15 5:12 PM 0.035 0
544 12/11/15 5:13 PM 0.025 0
545 12/11/15 5:14 PM 0.035 0
546 12/11/15 5:16 PM 0.025 0
547 12/14/15 5:08 PM 0.020 0
548 12/14/15 5:10 PM 0.025 0
549 12/14/15 5:13 PM 0.045 0
550 12/14/15 5:14 PM 0.040 0
551 12/15/15 5:01 PM 0.030 0
552 12/15/15 5:02 PM 0.030 0
553 12/15/15 5:03 PM 0.025 0
554 12/15/15 5:05 PM 0.025 0
555 12/16/15 5:11 PM 0.025 0
556 12/16/15 5:13 PM 0.035 0
557 12/16/15 5:14 PM 0.030 0
558 12/17/15 5:11 PM 0.030 0
559 12/17/15 5:13 PM 0.025 0
560 12/17/15 5:15 PM 0.025 0
561 12/17/15 5:16 PM 0.030 0
562 12/18/15 5:10 PM 0.020 0
563 12/18/15 5:11 PM 0.030 0
564 12/18/15 5:12 PM 0.040 0
565 12/18/15 5:14 PM 0.040 0
566 12/21/15 5:08 PM 0.020 0
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567 12/21/15 5:09 PM 0.025 0
568 12/21/15 5:12 PM 0.025 0
569 12/21/15 5:14 PM 0.025 0
570 12/22/15 5:08 PM 0.030 0
571 12/22/15 5:11 PM 0.020 0
572 12/22/15 5:12 PM 0.035 0
573 12/23/15 5:10 PM 0.025 0
574 12/23/15 5:11 PM 0.025 0
575 12/23/15 5:12 PM 0.050 0
576 12/23/15 5:14 PM 0.030 0
577 12/23/15 5:15 PM 0.030 100
578 1/2/16 5:11 PM 0.020 100
579 3/30/16 5:12 PM 0.020 0
580 3/31/16 5:14 PM 0.025 0
581 3/31/16 5:14 PM 0.025 0
582 3/31/16 5:16 PM 0.030 0
583 4/1/16 5:10 PM 0.020 0
584 4/5/16 5:23 PM 0.040 100
585 4/6/16 5:09 PM 0.040 100
586 4/6/16 5:11 PM 0.025 0
587 4/6/16 5:12 PM 0.040 100
588 4/7/16 5:11 PM 0.025 100
589 4/7/16 5:13 PM 0.025 0
590 4/7/16 5:13 PM 0.025 0
591 4/11/16 5:10 PM 0.035 100
592 4/12/16 5:20 PM 0.025 100
593 4/12/16 5:21 PM 0.025 0
594 4/12/16 5:23 PM 0.025 0
595 4/12/16 5:23 PM 0.040 0
596 4/13/16 5:11 PM 0.055 100
597 4/13/16 5:12 PM 0.020 0
598 4/13/16 5:13 PM 0.025 0
599 4/13/16 5:14 PM 0.025 0
600 4/15/16 5:08 PM 0.025 100
601 4/15/16 5:09 PM 0.025 0
602 4/15/16 5:10 PM 0.030 0
603 4/18/16 5:09 PM 0.030 100
604 4/18/16 5:10 PM 0.030 0
605 4/18/16 5:12 PM 0.030 0
606 4/18/16 5:13 PM 0.030 0
607 4/18/16 5:15 PM 0.045 100
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608 4/19/16 5:12 PM 0.025 100
609 4/19/16 5:14 PM 0.035 100
610 4/20/16 5:14 PM 0.030 100
611 4/21/16 5:11 PM 0.020 100
612 4/21/16 5:13 PM 0.035 100
613 4/21/16 5:14 PM 0.030 0
614 4/22/16 5:11 PM 0.030 100
615 4/22/16 5:13 PM 0.055 100
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ITEM 6B 
For 07-19-16 

Board of Aldermen Meeting 
 

 

CITY OF PARKVILLE 
Policy Report 

 
Date:  Monday, July 11, 2016 
 
Prepared By: 
Lauren Palmer  
City Administrator  

Reviewed By: 
Tim Blakeslee 
Assistant to the City Administrator 
 

ISSUE: 
Consider a request from First Student, Inc. for parking and shuttle service.  
 
BACKGROUND:  
City staff recently received a request from First Student, Inc. (6207 NW Bell Rd., Parkville, MO 
64152) for an off-site parking and shuttle service. The company has experienced considerable 
growth and outgrown its existing space for employee parking. The company has over 200 
employees at its Parkville location. The company requests permission to allow employees to 
park off-site in the public lot north of English Landing Park and south of the railroad tracks (near 
the farmers market). The company would shuttle employees to the location on Bell Rd. likely 
using a 20-foot passenger bus.   
 
The impact would be on weekdays only and the company would need about 20 stalls. The peak 
timeframes are 6:00 a.m. to 9:00 a.m. and 2:00 p.m. to 4:30 p.m. If the Board desires to 
accommodate the request, staff recommends utilizing the approximately 60-stall lot in Platte 
Landing Park near the end of Main Street across from Grigsby Field. A location map can be 
found in Attachment 1. This lot would have less demand during the requested times and would 
have a lower impact on customer parking for downtown merchants. The potential downside to 
this location is the limited access via the one-lane bridge over Rush Creek, although the bridge 
and roadway are designed to handle larger truck-trailer traffic to the boat ramp.  
  
Staff seeks direction from the Board of Aldermen regarding this request. The Board may choose 
to allow this use as public parking with no formal arrangement or regulation. The parking lots in 
question are general public lots that are not restricted for any particular use. Staff researched 
and determined that the only regulation that appears to apply is that vehicles may not be parked 
continuously for more than 72 hours (Municipal Code Section 355.025.A.2.). Although the lots 
are intended primarily to serve patrons of the downtown parks and merchants, this use is not 
specified in the Municipal Code. Staff does not monitor to ensure vehicles in the lots are 
affiliated with downtown amenities.  
 
On the other hand, this is essentially a request to utilize a public amenity to subsidize a private 
business by accommodating a private need that cannot be met on-site. Given that the use may 
conflict with other public objectives, such as convenient access for park patrons, the Board may 
choose to seek compensation through a formal use agreement. First Student stated it would be 
willing to enter into an agreement with compensation if requested. No dollar amounts have yet 
been discussed; staff would need time to research the fair market value for a service of this 
nature if directed by the Board of Aldermen. The proceeds could be deposited to the Parks 
Donations Fund to support other public parks needs and amenities. First Student requests a 
response soon in order to try the service this summer in anticipation of full implementation 
around August 1 to coincide with the beginning of the school year.  
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BUDGET IMPACT:  
The budget impact is contingent on the action taken by the Board of Aldermen. The Board may 
seek compensation from First Student to accommodate off-site parking in public lots. 
 
ALTERNATIVES:  

1. Allow the use to go unregulated.  
2. Allow the use to go unregulated on a temporary basis through September 16, 2016, 

(approximately 60 days) and re-evaluate the impacts at that time. 
3. Direct staff to negotiate a use agreement with appropriate compensation for the parking 

and shuttle service requested.  
4. Refer the request to the Community Land and Recreation Board (CLARB) for a 

recommendation.  
5. Direct staff to decline the request.  
6. Postpone the item.  

 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 
Staff seeks direction by consensus from the Board of Aldermen.  
 
POLICY: 
The Parkville Municipal Code limits parking in public stalls to no more than 72 continuous hours.  
Although the public lots south of the railroad tracks are intended primarily to serve patrons of the 
downtown parks and merchants, this use is not specified in the Municipal Code.  
 
SUGGESTED MOTION: 
I move to authorize staff to express to First Student the intent of the Board of Aldermen to: 
 

Option 1: 
Allow the use to go unregulated as public parking. 
 
Option 2: 
Allow the use to go unregulated on a temporary basis through September 16, 2016, and re-
evaluate the impacts at that time. 
 
Option 3: 
Negotiate a use agreement for the parking and shuttle service requested with appropriate 
compensation determined by staff through research of fair market value. 
 
Option 4: 
Refer the request to the Community Land & Recreation Board for a recommendation. 
 
Option 5: 
Decline the request. 

 
ATTACHMENT: 

1. Map 
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 CITY OF PARKVILLE 
Policy Report 

 
DATE:  Tuesday, July 12, 2016 
 
PREPARED BY: 
Stephen Lachky, AICP 
Community Development Director 
  

REVIEWED BY: 
Lauren Palmer 
City Administrator  
 

ISSUE: 
Adopt the Highway 45 Corridor Plan. 
 
BACKGROUND:  
Through prior planning efforts, the community identified the desire to improve the appearance of 
Highway 45 with a preference for a parkway or boulevard appearance as opposed to that of a 
state highway. The community also identified the desire to see consistency in the corridor 
regardless of jurisdiction. Accordingly, the City’s adopted master plan includes several related 
goals and objectives including: 
 
• Adopting a joint City / County corridor plan and joint development policies and standards; 
• Adopting design standards for development and highway improvements that create a 

“boulevard” character; 
• Addressing issues such as building placement, building design, streetscape, landscaping, 

and other elements consistent with the character and vision of Parkville; 
• Enhanced landscaping in the public right-of-way and on private property and integrating 

natural landscapes and buffers to retain the community’s natural appearance; and 
• Incorporating public and private streetscape and aesthetic improvements along key 

corridors like Highway 45. 
 
On November 6, 2012, the Board of Aldermen unanimously approved a memorandum of 
understanding for a joint City / County 45 Highway Corridor Plan. On May 7, 2013, the Board 
approved C/A Ordinance 438, authorizing an agreement with Platte County to jointly fund and 
administer the project and a contract with Gould Evans to provide consulting services on the 
project. The executed contract includes developing a vision for corridor improvements and clear 
and consistent public and private improvement standards. The project does not include 
revisiting land use projections which have already been adopted by the City and County. 
Rather, the plan contains design & aesthetic guidance and tools necessary for the City, County, 
developers and landowners to create a corridor that facilitates high-quality economic 
development, sensitive to the scale and character of the community. 
 
Per the approved contract, the project consisted of four phases: 

• Phase 1 - Corridor Assessment (task previously started) 
• Phase 2 – Development Framework 
• Phase 3 – Corridor Plan 
• Phase 4 – Strategic Implementation 

 
The final plan was supposed to be completed and adopted in 2014. However, due to conflicting 
schedules and other time commitments between the City and County beginning in 2013, the 
project was delayed two years longer than anticipated. In 2016, the consultant team completed 
its analysis and deliverables, the Steering Committee convened and reviewed the initial draft 
plan, and a public open house was held at the Platte County Community Center South YMCA 
on April 25, 2016. The consultant team has since incorporated comments and feedback from 
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the public open house, as well as final input from the 45 Highway Steering Committee, into the 
plan for adoption by the City of Parkville and Platte County. Platte County planning staff will 
present a plan update to the Platte County Commissioners on July 12, 2016, and seek a formal 
recommendation for adoption on August 9, 2016. 
 
The Highway 45 Corridor Plan is not a land use plan; rather, it’s a plan containing a vision 
strategy of high-quality character along Highway 45, and includes design guidance tools for the 
City, County, developers and landowners to implement as development occurs along the 
corridor in the future. The plan identifies “Natural”, “Active,” and “Transitional” segments along 
the corridor based on the existing natural environment, topography, development, uses and 
scale; and it provides corridor design guidance for each section, including: 

 
• Corridor Design   ●   Site Design 

- Streetscape        -   Orientation 
- Amenities         -   Scale 
- Connectivity        -   Landscape 
- Access         -   Parking 

     -   Signage 
     -   Design Details 
 

This information is helpful for the City, County, developers, and landowners; especially since it 
gives guidance related to location placement, buffers, setbacks and distances from right-of-way, 
landscape criteria, planting spacing requirements, height for pedestrian scale, appropriate 
materials, and provides illustrative concepts and imagery for each segment. The plan also 
addresses how improvements guided by the Highway 45 Corridor Plan will take time to 
implement, and provides different sources of funding and implementation that could be pursued. 
This includes, but is not limited to, annual requests within the City of Parkville’s Capital 
Improvement Program (CIP) process, creation of a corridor capital fund, community 
improvement / transportation development districts, public / private partnerships, and grant 
opportunities. Staff will consider improvements along Highway 45 to its future CIP. 
 
Once adopted, staff will use the Highway 45 Corridor Plan to determine design guidance & 
aesthetics conformity as development and redevelopment occurs along the Highway 45 
corridor. The plan will be available to developers and property owners to use as a tool for 
corridor design, site design, and developing conceptual plans. Staff will provide the plan as a 
resource during any pre-application conferences with developers, and utilize it during staff’s 
preliminary plan review and/or site plan review process for projects along Highway 45. By 
adopting the corridor plan, public improvements to Highway 45 can more easily facilitate higher 
quality economic development that is sensitive to the scale and character of the community. 
 
BUDGET IMPACT:  
The $40,000 project was funded jointly by the City and County ($20,000 each). These funds 
were obligated and paid to the County in 2013 in accordance with the adopted project 
agreement. With the exception of ancillary costs (e.g., printing copies of adopted plan), no 
additional budget impact is projected. 
 
ALTERNATIVES:  

1. Adopt the Highway 45 Corridor Plan. 
2. Adopt the Highway 45 Corridor Plan with modifications suggested by the Board of 

Aldermen. 
3. Reject the Highway 45 Corridor Plan, and refer specific issues back to the Steering 

Committee for further analysis. 
4. Postpone the item. 
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STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 
Adopt the Highway 45 Corridor Plan.  
 
POLICY: 
The project’s scope of services includes four phases and key tasks, including Phase 3 (Corridor 
Plan), Task 3-4 (Corridor Plan) – Based on discussion for the Initial Draft, a formal 
recommended plan will be presented. This plan will form the foundation for more specific 
implementation steps in Phase 4, and a public or stakeholder discussion on this draft will 
include prioritizing likely implementation strategies and approaches giving direction to 
successful integration of design and development concepts throughout the corridor. The 
consultant team completed the Initial Draft Plan deliverable (reviewed by the Steering 
Committee) and prepared the Corridor Plan deliverable for adoption by the Board of Aldermen. 
 
SUGGESTED MOTION: 
I move to adopt the Highway 45 Corridor Plan. 
 
ATTACHMENTS:  
1. Highway 45 Corridor Plan 
2. C/A Ordinance 438 (City/County agreement, contract with Gould Evans and project scope) 
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I N T R O D U C T I O N  

INTENT 
The Highway 45 Corridor represents a significant 
travel corridor and primary gateway to southern 
Platte County and Parkville, Missouri. The 
corridor is also a local and regional retail 
destination and economic generator. The 
corridor has seen significant investment recently, 
in both public and private investment, through 
roadway improvements and adjacent 
development within the corridor.  The Highway 
45 Corridor Plan represents an opportunity to 
capitalize on those recent investments, by guiding 
the design of future improvements, and 
strengthen the role of the corridor in the region. 
 
The plan will define the future design of the 
corridor amenities in conjunction with the recent 
and planned roadway improvements.  Similarly 
the plan will address development design in a 
manner that respects the value and character of 
the corridor created by the roadway design. The 
design guidance will provide the city, county, 
developers and landowners with the necessary 

tools to create a corridor that continues to define 
the region, as a connector, economic engine and 
gateway in southern Platte County and Parkville. 
 
PROCESS 
The Highway 45 Corridor Plan process focused 
on the length of corridor between Interstate 435 
on the west and Highway 9 on the east, reaching 
just outside each of those extents, and to those 
properties adjacent to the highway frontage 
(Figure #1). 
 
The planning process was defined by four 
primary tasks: 
 Corridor Assessment – an analysis of the 

previous improvements and studies 
addressing the roadway, public 
improvements and development design to 
create initial corridor concepts. 

 Development Framework – defines the 
development pattern and character for the 
corridor based on development scenarios. 

 Corridor Plan – defines the corridor vision 
and plan components, both public and 
private, that will create the future corridor. 

 Strategic Implementation – defines the 
actions and tools necessary, for public 
improvements and private development, to 
implement the vision stated.  

The process was led by a citizen’s advisory 
committee that helped to frame issues, identify 
potential solutions and define implementation 
measures. Additionally a public meeting was held 
to define the vision for the corridor and review 
the public improvements and development 
concepts prepared.  The plan has been adopted 
by the City of Parkville, MO and Platte County as 
the design policy for Highway 45. 

Figure 1: Highway 45 Corridor Plan Study Area 
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B A C K G R O U N D  

EXISTING PLANS 
City of Parkville Comprehensive Plan 
Highway 45 is a specific sub-area for study 
identified by the Parkville Comprehensive Plan.  
The plan sets the development policies for the 
corridor and identifies three development nodes 
for the corridor.   The land use identified for the 
corridor is a mix of commercial, office, 
office/business park, parks and open space, 
moderate density residential, mixed-use 
residential and mixed-use, from Highway 9 west 
to approximately Crooked Road.  The plan also 
identifies mixed-use, office/business park, mixed-
use residential, moderate density residential and 
parks and open space at the interchange of 
Highway 45 with Interstate 435. 
 
The development nodes on Highway 45 
identified by the plan include: 

 Crooked Road – mixed-use node 
surrounded by a variety of housing options; 

 Interstate 435 – opportunities for higher-
density, larger scale development including 

a blend of mixed-use, office/business park, 
mixed-use residential and moderate density 
residential uses clustered around the 
interchanges  

 
The policies for future improvements and 
development within the corridor include: 

 Preservation of the roadway capacity and 
safety; 

 Annexation of land for future urban 
development patterns; 

 A nodal development pattern for higher 
intensity commercial and residential 
development; 

 Adopt design standards for the roadway and 
development; 

 Integrate local and regional trail systems; 

 Retain the natural character of the 
community; and 

 Improve connectivity between Parkville and 
regional employment centers and services. 

  

Figure 2: Future Land Use Plan, Parkville 
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Platte County Comprehensive Plan 
The plan for Platte County recognizes the 
importance of the Highway 45 Corridor to the 
future growth of the County.  Future growth of the 
county and the Highway 45 Corridor will 
leverage several unique assets that are present in 
the county or are planned for the future.  As a 
fast-growing county on the urban fringe of the 
Kansas City metropolitan area, Platte County has 

identified several issues that will guide the 
continued growth and development of the 
county.  Those issues include the preservation of 
the natural character, provision of adequate 
infrastructure and the stewardship of limited 
natural resources. 
 
The county has identified the connectivity and 
accessibility, trail connections, residential and 

agricultural land uses and the topography as 
elements that will shape the future of the corridor. 
To ensure that future development of the corridor 
enhances the character of the corridor and the 
county goals have been prepared. Several of 
those goals are applicable to the Highway 45 
Corridor and include: 

 balancing the protection of property rights 
and protecting the health, safety and 
welfare of residents; 

 minimizing the impact of development to 
environmentally sensitive areas; 

 conservation of distinct natural features that 
contribute to the character of the 
community; 

 maintenance of the architectural and 
natural character of the county; 

 conserve distinctive man-made features 
that contribute to the character of the 
county; 

 protect and reuse valuable historic 
resources; 

Figure 3: Future Land Use, Platte County 
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 ensure that development improvements are 
sensitive to the historic context  of 
communities; 

 acknowledge  that an efficient and 
balanced transportation system supports a 
healthy economy and access; 

Additional guidance for the corridor is found in 
the County’s Comprehensive Plan through 
defined policy areas.  The policy areas defines 
specifics regarding future development within the 
county.  Three specific policy areas help to define 
the future development of the Highway 45 
Corridor, including 

 Neighborhoods – intended to protect 
established areas of development through 
context sensitive infill development, through: 
o Compatibility of density and scale, 
o Integration of existing development and 

natural features, and  
o Transitions between development 

densities through buffering and use of 
topography. 

 Corridor Preservation -  intended to protect 
and enhance the natural setting along 
roadways, through: 
o Preservation of natural topography, 

major tree stands and existing 
vegetation, 

o practical design and engineering to 
address current and future needs, 

o incorporation of green solutions for 
stormwater management, 

o incorporation of hiking / biking trails, 
o development of architectural standards, 

and  
o improved roadway function and safety. 

 Mixed Use Centers – intended to guide 
development of a Neighborhood Mixed Use 
node at Highway K and Highway 45.  
Policies include: 
o residential in character, 
o low-scale monument signage, 
o transitions between different densities, 

and  
o trail and sidewalk connections, 

Finally the plan makes recommendations for 
implementation of the goals and policies as 

applied to future development.  Those actions 
that would influence the development of the 
Highway 45 Corridor include: 

 adoption of countywide design guidelines, 

 identification of natural resources in areas 
proposed to be developed, 

 development of specific corridor 
preservation guidelines, and 

 consideration of intergovernmental 
agreements  to coordinate land use and 
infrastructure agreements 

 
The Comprehensive Plans for Parkville and Platte 
County provide the foundation for the 
preparation of this plan for Highway 45.  The 
direction provided by this plan will provide 
additional guidance for future development 
along the corridor in pursuit of the City and 
County vision for the corridor and communities. 
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CURRENT CONDITIONS 
Roadway Design 
Currently Highway 45 has been improved, within 
the study area from east of Highway 9 to a 
realigned Missouri K, on the west.  The improved 
section has been constructed with two travel 
lanes in each direction with protected (by a 
median) left turn lanes at primary intersections 
with cross-streets, as well as anticipated future 
access points.  Limited aesthetic or character 
improvements have been made to the corridor.  
Where a median is present, to divide the east and 
west bound travel lanes, it is planted with grass.   
 
Similarly, the two roundabouts in the corridor, at 
South National Drive and at Missouri K, are 
landscaped.  The National Drive Roundabout is 
planted with a variety of soft and hardscape   and 
is maintained by the National Golf Club.  The 
Highway K roundabout is planted with grass. The 
improved section of roadway also includes a 10 
foot wide, asphalt multi-use path along the south 
side, within the right-of-way.  The right-of way of 
the improvements varies throughout the corridor 
to accommodate the roadway and other 
improvements and respond to the topography of 
the area. An illustration of the current improved 

roadway section can be found in Figure 7 on 
Page 12 of this plan. 
 
Access 
Currently ingress and egress from Highway 45 to 
adjacent property is limited throughout most of 
the corridor.  Access in the eastern portion of the 
corridor between Crooked Road on the west and 
Highway 9 on the east, has been reestablished 
as development has occurred from side streets 
and streets internal to development. The central 
portion of the corridor that remains primarily 
single-family residential has many individual 
drive ways reaming to serve adjacent homes.  
The western end of the corridor, also primarily 
residential has fewer access points as residential 

neighborhoods are accessed from single 
entryways. 
 
Access to the corridor itself is good as it is served 
by I-435 on the west and I-29 on the east.  The 
corridor is also served by several state and local 
routes including State Highways 9 and K.  
 
Roadway Character  
Recent transportation improvements have been 
made with limited design enhancements to 
improve the character of the corridor. A grass 
median, boulevards strips adjacent to the 
roadway and a multi-use trail has improved the 
corridor.  However, the corridor still lacks 
streetscape and pedestrian / bicycle amenities. 
 

Current Corridor Conditions 
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Currently the roadway west of K Highway to I-
435, at west end of the corridor, remains an 
unimproved two-lane section.  Improvements are 
planned similar to recent improves, through this 
section of the corridor, completing the roadway 
upgrades from 9 Highway of the east to I-435 on 
the west. 
 
Development Character 
The current development character of the 
corridor changes across its length. The eastern 
portion of the corridor, generally between 
Highway 9 and Lakecrest Lane, is an active 
development character developed with 
commercial uses that provides services.  Moving 
west through the corridor a more green 
development character exists between the 
Lakecrest Lane and NW Crooked Road. This 
section of the Highway 45 Corridor, through the 
presence of the golf course provides a 
manicured, green development character 
through its open spaces. West of Crooked Road 
a natural, un-manicured development character 
exists, preserving much of the original character 
of the land. The natural setting takes precedence 
over that of development with the preservation of 

the trees, topography and viewsheds with less 
intensive development along the corridor. 
 
The visual quality of much of the corridor is 
defined by its visual clutter including utility poles, 
inconsistent signage and varied building quality. 
This if certainly true in the portions of the corridor 
east of Crooked Road in the more active section 
of the roadway. 
 
ANTICIPATED CHANGES 
The remainder of the unimproved corridor, from 
Highway K on the east to west of 435 on the west, 
is being designed for a cross-section similar to 
that of the improved Highway 45.  Because of the 
topography within this section of the corridor the 
right-of way will be varied to accommodate the 

roadway and other necessary improvements.  
The multi-use trail constructed with the previous 
improvements will continue throughout these 
improvements. Like the previous widening project 
this portion of the roadway will contain a 
roundabout, at Highway 45 and NW Brink Meyer 
Road. The section is currently in preliminary 
design and the widening should be under 
construction in 2016. 
 
Currently limited commercial development has 
occurred at the Highway 45 and Interstate 435 
interchange, it is anticipated in the future that 
additional commercial development will occur. 
Much of the land around the intersection lies 
within the City of Parkville City Limits and the 
Comprehensive Plan for the community identifies 

Current Corridor Conditions – Near Highway 9 
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the northwest and southeast corners of the 
interchange for future commercial development.  
Similarly, it identifies the southwest corner of the 
interchange for future office / business park 
development. The northeast corner is primarily in 
Platte County and identifies large-lot residential 
as the future land use policy, consistent with its 
current use.  Future commercial and office 
development will change the character of this 
area. As development occurs this area will 
become a major gateway to the corridor and the 
region. 
 
Development has been occurring throughout the 
corridor and continued development is expected. 
The impact of future development to the corridor 
and its design character will define the corridor 
for future generations.  The intent of this plan is 
to guide improvements to the corridor and 
development along the corridor to provide a 
quality experience that respects and enhances the 
different character of the corridor. 
 

Summary 
The current character of the corridor is defined by 
the following attributes: 

 natural, wooded, green setting on the 
western end of the corridor (west of Crooked 
Road) 

 manicured green space in the middle section 
of the corridor 

 active development pattern at the eastern 
section of the corridor  

 a lack of beautification & amenities 
o the generic roadway design lacks 

interest for users 

 no corridor identity 
o lack of cohesive design elements 

throughout the corridor 

 rolling topography adds to the natural 
character of the western portions of the 
corridor 

 visual clutter – power lines, signage, fencing, 
etc. 

These attributes define the user experience for 
local, daily users of the corridor and visitors to 
the area experiencing the corridor and 
communities for the first time. 

Current Corridor Conditions – Near Highway K 
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 C O R R I D O R  D E S I G N  

The Highway 45 corridor benefits from a 
widened roadway, between Highway 9 and 
Highway K, which has increased the capacity of 
the roadway and access to the region.  Those 
improvement are planned to be extended to the 
I-435 interchange at the west end of the corridor.  
The improvement to the corridor have been 
focused almost exclusively on capacity 
improvements to accommodate the automobile.  
The addition of a multi-use trail adjacent to the 
roadway provides a facility for bicyclists and 
pedestrians.   
 
The visual quality of the corridor has largely been 
ignored with the design and implementation of 
the transportation improvements.  The design of 
the corridor is an important factor in the use of 
the corridor, by all modes of transportation – 
automobile, pedestrian, cyclists and transit.  
Design has many benefits including, improved 
safety, improved wayfinding and accessibility, 
creates an identity and a more comfortable 
experience for users. 

This chapter will define those physical 
improvements to the corridor that enhance the 
visual quality, connectivity and accessibility and 
safety of the corridor. Improvements are 
intentionally defined for both the public realm, 
typically the extents of the right-of-way, and 
private development, in particular those 
properties immediately adjacent to the Highway 
45 corridor. Additionally, this chapter will identify 
the challenges with implementing enhancements 
to the corridor. 
 
DESIGN ELEMENTS 
Urban design is the stitching that holds our 
communities and places together.  To improve 
the character and comfort of the Highway 45 
Corridor design elements should be 
implemented for both the public portion and the 
private development that abuts the corridor.  
Applied correctly the design elements proposed 
can stitch together the Highway 45 Corridor as a 
cohesive route to support different places that 

serve the surrounding the communities.  
Similarly, design elements can provide a 
framework within which future individual actions, 
of improvements and development, can 
contribute to the character of the corridor over 
time. 
 
The design elements strive to create those places 
that people enjoy, whether they are active or 
passive spaces through further definition of the 
public realm and the quality and pattern of 
development. 
 
The design elements for the Highway 45 corridor 
include: 

Public Realm – this can easily be defined as the 
space that everyone uses, the public spaces 
including the rights-of-way as well as parks, 
plazas, civic spaces and other public spaces.   

Figure 4: Public Realm / Private Property  
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 Streetscape – includes soft elements like 
trees and plantings and hardscapes like 
plazas, specialty pavements that can create 
a comfortable environment for people use. 

 Amenities – the elements can include 
benches, bike racks, trash receptacles, 
lighting and other features the supplement 
the streetscape and encourage use of the 
area by pedestrians and cyclists. 

 Connectivity – facilities like the roadways, 
sidewalks, trails and crosswalks provide 
connectivity for automobiles, pedestrians 
and cyclists both locally and regionally. 

 Access – the public realm provides access to 
adjacent property and development through 
sidewalks, trails and driveways. 

 
Development Framework – this can be defined as 
the private realm or private property and the 
intent is to define how the pieces of a site and its 
development are designed and relate to the 
public realm. 

 Orientation – defines a developments 
relationship to the public realm through its 
placement on the land. 

 Scale – defines the size and mass of the 
building and relationship to other 
development.  

 Landscape – provides natural amenities that 
support the design of the development site 
and the building.  Landscape should 
complement the streetscape design. 

 Parking – defines the location, size and 
screening of parking within the development 
context. 

 Signage – the method of identifying a 
development or business, including any 
design elements that identify the corridor. 

 Design Details – defines the character and 
quality of development – topics can include 
the general style of architecture and building 
materials. 

While each of the elements defined, both for the 
public realm and private development, contribute 
to the character of the corridor and the quality of 
the user experience, their application should vary 
throughout the corridor to define and enhance 
the different characters present.  
 

Current Corridor Development 
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Figure 5: Existing Roadway Section & Plan 
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IMPLEMENTATION CHALLENGES 
The vision for the Highway 45 Corridor defines 
the fundamental design for future improvements. 
While the future design and development of the 
corridor address the desires of the community for 
connectedness, access and character, the 
implementation of that design comes with 
challenges.  In an age of limited resources, 
particularly those federal and state transportation 
resources, implementation of the vision for 
Highway 45 will take time.  It will be important to 
focus on the incremental improvements that can 
help obtain the greater vision.   
 
Funding 
The primary challenge for implementation of the 
corridor design is a lack of funding, but that 
single issue has larger consequences. Much of 
the funding for state and federal roadways, like 
Highway 45, comes from the Federal 
Government through past transportation bills 
and funding.  Today resources allocated for 
funding roadways, both the maintenance of 
existing routes and the construction of new or 
expanded routes, are severely limited.   
 
 

The greatest cost of implementation, is not only 
the initial construction cost, but the long-term 
maintenance cost of the roadway and 
improvements.  Maintenance is such an issue, 
that the long-term commitment and cost of 
upkeep, combined with shrinking local budgets is 
enough of a deterrent to keeping cities from 
building currently funded and future projects of 
all types. 
 

Ownership of Improvements 
In addition to the cost of improvement and 
maintenance, ownership of the improvements in 
the corridor is also an issue.  With ownership 
comes liability and maintenance costs, as 
previously discussed.  Although these issues are 
factors in deciding to pursue improvements, the 
root of these factors is financial, the needed 
funding necessary to maintain improvements and 
address liability matters.   
 

Corridor Design Improvements 
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Safety  
In addition to creating a visually appealing 
corridor, it must be safe for all users. The design 
speeds, expanse of rights-of-way, wide lane 
widths, and lack of visual cues within the right-of-
way encourage higher speeds than the posted 
speed limits.  These design elements increase 
risks for automobiles and non-motorized users of 
the right-of-way and adjacent trail system.  Many 
of the design elements proposed will improve the 
safety, function and appearance of the corridor. 
 
Implementation of the corridor improvements 
will take time.  As development within the 
corridor continues both public and private 
improvements identified in this plan should be 
implemented.  Additionally, sources of funding 
should be sought to support the implementation 
and maintenance of the public improvement. To 
ensure the completion of the improvements the 
following action are necessary. 

 An overlay district codifying the 
development design criteria should be 
adopted for the corridor. 

 Basic public improvements should be 
required with development. 

 Annual CIP budgeting processes should 
identify investments in the corridor for 
implementation of public improvements. 

 Funding for future improvements and 
maintenance of the public corridor 
improvements should be sought from local, 
state and federal source as well as other 
sources. 

Corridor Context 
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 C O R R I D O R  P L A N  

INTRODUCTION 
The future design of the Highway 45 corridor 
enhancements are rooted in the continuation and 
improvement of the existing character areas in 
the corridor.  To achieve this the corridor has 
been divided into segments (Figure 8) that allow 
specific design elements to shape the character 
of that segment. The application of the design 
elements, previously described will improve the 
character and quality of the corridor and its 
development.  
  
This chapter of the plan provides the details of 
the application of the design elements, defined in 
the previous chapter, to the Highway 45 
Corridor, in pursuit of the vision for the corridor. 
 

The plan for the corridor is broken into three 
sections: vision, corridor and place. The vision 
for the corridor defines the future state in which 
the corridor design and development are striving 
to attain. The corridor section focuses on the 
application of the design elements applied across 
the corridor the help to create a unified corridor 
design, within the different settings defined.  The 
places section applies specific design elements to 
areas within the corridor that deserve special 
attention to create unique places for the local 
residents and visitors to the corridor.   
 
  

Highway 45 Corridor 
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VISION 
Highway 45 is an important feature of southern 
Platte County through the connectivity and access 
it provides.  The corridor also provides a front 
door to the region as well as the City of Parkville. 
As the county and communities in the region 
continue to develop, the character and image of 
the corridor is being impacted.  The natural 
character of the area, including the natural 
vegetation and the rolling topography define this 
corridor and area of the metropolitan area.  The 
development of the corridor provides local living 
opportunities as well as goods and services.  The 
future balance of development and design 
character will most benefit the corridor and the 
area, physically and economically. 
 
 

Vision Statement: 
The Highway 45 Corr idor  wi l l  
phys ical l y,  social l y and economical l y 
connect  southern P lat te  County  
communit y  by balancing the prov is ion 
of  e f f ic ient  access ,  preservat ion of  the 
natural ,  scenic  character and 
encouraging qual i t y  development .  
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CORRIDOR  
Across the 5 mile section of Missouri Highway 45 
corridor, various development patterns and 
context exists.  These patterns and context define 
the experience of the corridor today, and will 
provide the basis for the design character in the 
future.  To adequately address the future design 
character of the corridor it has been segmented 
by its current character.  The segmentation of the 
corridor will allow the creation of unique settings 
and assist in defining the character of the 
corridor. 
 

While each of these segments will focus on a 
specific character the design consistency across 
the corridor is important. The use of common 
design themes, development scales and patterns 
and materials will help to create a unified 
character across the corridor and allow unique 
places within it. 
 

To support the design of the corridor and 
development character, three different segments 
types have been defined.  Each of these segments 
is respective of the existing character and of its 
location.  The segments also define the future 
corridor context desired and include, Natural, 
Active and Transition.  
 
  

Figure 6: Corridor Segments  
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Figure 7: Design Character 

Corridor Elements - Concept 

Site Design Elements - Concept 
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Natural 
The natural segments are defined by their existing 
natural character including the topography, 
forest, natural systems (watercourses and 
drainage ways) and prairie lands.  The future of 
the natural area will strive to protect the character 
and feel of the area defined by nature.   
 
One simple rule guides the development of 
natural places; what we build should not disturb 
the character of the area. 
 
The natural areas of the corridor area generally 
located between NW Brink Myer Road and 
Crooked Road and west of I-435.  The natural 
area defines much of the western portion of the 
corridor.  In the near future the roadway will be 
improved to a 4-lane divided roadway between 
MO-K and I-435 which will change the character 
of the area.  As this section of the corridor 
changes it is important that the natural character 
of the corridor is retained and where possible 
enhanced. Much of the existing development 
within this section of the corridor would fit the 
recommendations within this chapter for future 
development. 
 

Neighborhoods such as Timber Ridge, 
Countrywood and Thousand Oaks have limited 
impacts to the natural character of the corridor, 
including limited access, natural entry signage, 
limited visibility from the roadway and a 
landscaped highway frontage. Development that 
can achieve these limited impacts and address 
the design character elements identified in Figure 
9 are desired within this place type of the 
corridor.  

Figure 8: Natural Segments 
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Figure 9: Design Character - Natural 

Corridor Design - Concept 

Corridor Design - Concept 
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Figure 10: Corridor/Development Concept - Natural 

Green Buffer - Concept 

Corridor Design - Concept 
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Figure 10 provides an illustrative concept of 
development appropriate for the natural segment 
of the corridor.  Figure 12 provides an illustrative 
example of the corridor and development 
improvements appropriate within the natural 
corridor segment.  
 
This plan recognizes that there numerous ways 
that future improvements can meet the intent of 
these design standards.   
 
A key element of the natural segment is the 
Green Buffer that aligns with the corridor. The 
green buffer provides a green / natural setback 
from the corridor right-of-way in which 
development is restricted. Implementation of the 
green buffer is flexible by using a different type 
of buffer, depending on the setback provided by 
the development. The details and application of 
the buffer types can be found in Figure 11. 
 
 
  

Figure 11: Buffer Types - Natural Segment 
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Figure 12: Roadway Section & Plan - Natural 
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Active  
Active segments are designed to encourage 
activity and building the places that are currently 
providing interaction. Active segments will be 
developed to encourage human interaction by 
providing people scaled development patterns 
that provide civic spaces and good and services. 
Additionally, the development of the active 
segments assists in the preservation of the natural 
segments within the corridor. 
 
One simple rule guides the development of 
active places; what we build shapes the character 
of the area.  
 
The active areas defined within the Highway 45 
corridor bookend the study area.  The areas 
have been identified based on their existing 
development pattern and /or their location and 
context within the larger area. One existing 
active segment is located generally between 
Highway 9 and Lakecrest Lane. Much of this 
area is developed and serves as a commercial 
center for the corridor and the region. The 
Parkville Common is a good example of the 
type of development pattern and improvements 
that the active segments are aspiring to be. 

A second active segment is proposed around 
the intersection of the I-435 and Highway 45 on 
the west end of the corridor.  Development has 
started in this segment. As development of this 
segment continues it should strive to promote 
connected, walkable, quality development that 
adheres to the design criteria identified in Figure 
14.  

Figure 13: Active Segments 
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Figure 14: Design Character - Active 

Development Design - Concept 

Development Design - Concept 
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Figure 15 provides an illustrative concept of 
development appropriate for the active segment 
of the corridor.  Figure 18 provides an illustrative 
example of the corridor and development 
improvements appropriate within the active 
corridor segment.  
 
This plan recognizes that there numerous ways 
that future improvements can meet the intent of 
these design standards. 

Figure 15: Corridor/Development Concept - Active 
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Figure 16: Roadway Section and Plan - Active 
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Transition 
The transition segment incorporates both 
development and nature, including the 
topography, forests, natural systems and open 
spaces.  As development within the transition 
place type occurs nature should be a theme of 
the development pattern, including both natural 
and created green space. The character of the 
corridor should remain natural until development 
takes place.  This area should subtlety define the 
change from the natural segments of the corridor 
to the west and the active, destination segment at 
the east end of the corridor. 
 
One simple rule guides the development of 
transition places; the balance of development 
and nature will define the character of the area. 
 
The transition segment of the Highway 45 
Corridor is generally between Lakecrest Lane and 
Crooked Road (north of Highway 45). The area 
is currently a mix of developed and undeveloped 
properties with the largest development being the 
National Two Golf Course. The golf course 
introduces a man-made, manicured natural area 
to the corridor.  The introduction of this type of 
green space, in conjunction with the preservation 

of natural areas should define the future 
character of this segment. 
 
The roadway design for the transition segment 
should mirror that of the natural segment, and 
the development pattern is similar to that of the 
active segments.  The connection, both design 
and physical, between the streetscape and 
improved site landscape is an important 
character of the within the transitional section. 
 
 
 
  

Figure 17: Transition Segment 

Green Features 
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Figure 18 provides an illustrative concept of 
development appropriate for the transition 
segment of the corridor. The corridor and 
improvements appropriate within the transition 
are the same as in the natural corridor segment. 
The development improvements in the transition 
segment of the corridor should evolve to meet 
the pattern of development within the active 
corridor segments.  

Figure 18: Corridor / Development Concept - Transition 
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PLACE  
Places within the Highway 45 corridor are 
defined as those special locations that 
represent the design quality of the corridor.   
 
Two types of places have been identified; the 
Crossroads and the gateways.  Additionally, 
two types of gateways have been identified, 
community gateways that provide entry and 
regional identification for the corridor, and 
corridor gateways that provide corridor 
identification opportunities within the corridor. 
Each of the places contribute to the 
identification and design character of the 
corridor.  
 
 
 
  

Gateway Feature Civic Space 

Icon Feature Themed Development 
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Crossroads 
The intersection of Highway 45 and Missouri-K 
provides an opportunity to create a development 
center that serves the surrounding area within a 
natural setting.  The context and the design 
character of development should remain natural, 
but the pattern should be similar to that of a 
smaller-scale active center.  Future development 
in this area should seek to limit the impact on the 
visual aesthetic of the Highway 45 corridor, 
providing only hints of the adjacent development 
through breaks in the streetscape and landscape 
to reveal the country/small town architecture, 
signage and amenities. 
 
One simple rule guides the development of the 
crossroads; a village found in nature will serve 
the area, and enhance the natural character of 
the area. 
  

Figure 19: Crossroads Segment 
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Figure 20: Design Character - Crossroads  

Limited Development 

Adjacent Development Buffered 
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Figure 21 provides an illustrative concept of 
development appropriate for the crossroads 
segment of the corridor. The corridor and 
development improvements appropriate within 
the crossroads are the same as in the natural 
corridor segment.  
 
  

Figure 21: Corridor / Development Concept - Crossroads  
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Gateways 
Various places along the corridor provide an 
opportunity to identify the corridor and 
communities to users. The community gateways 
are an opportunity for Parkville and Platte County 
to identify themselves and their relationship to the 
corridor. These gateways are at the edges and 
entry points to the corridor, near Highway 9 and 
I-435.  The corridor gateways are opportunities 
within the corridor to provide a signature gesture 
that identifies the corridor. Improvements for 
either type of gateway can be in the form of art, 
public improvements, signage or the 
development pattern and character. Any gateway 
feature created should in keeping with the 
character of the underlying corridor segment. 
Similarly, there should be a consistency in the 
design of the gateways throughout the corridor, 
through the use of similar materials, shape or 
style. 
 

Figure 22: Gateway Locations 
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 I M P L E M E N T A T I O N  

The Highway 45 corridor is a valuable asset to 
Southern Platte County and the communities it 
serves, like Parkville. The benefits of the corridor 
include physical, social and economic. As the 
corridor continues to develop it is important to 
remember that all of these aspects are important 
and that the corridor will best provide for the area 
when they are in balance. 
 
It is also important to remember that the 
implementation of the improvements to the 
corridor will take time. The challenges to 
implementing the corridor vision including, 
funding, ownership and safety restrict rapid 
change to the corridor. However, it is time to 
focus on improvement of the Highway 45 
corridor as an undervalued asset in the region.  
The physical improvements to the corridor and 
adjacent development will provide the platform 
to generate community and regional value. 
 
To enhance the implementation potential of the 
plan recommendations the following items are 
activities to focus the community attention.  

Natural Segment Concept 

Active Segment Concept 
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CORRIDOR IMPROVEMENTS 
Improvements to the public portions of the 
corridor need to be proactive and collaborative 
to be successful. Thus, different sources of 
funding and implementation need to be pursued.   

Capital Improvements Programming (CIP) 
Corridor improvement projects, for 
implementation and maintenance, should be an 
annual request within the Platte County and City 
of Parkville CIP processes. Public funding should 
be packaged or leveraged to provide a greater 
impact with improvements to the corridor. 
 
Development Improvements 
Explore the creation of the Corridor Capital Fund 
that would provide necessary capital for the 
improvement and maintenance of the corridor. 
The necessary steps to create the account 
include: 

 Define a minimum specification for the 
capital improvement of the corridor – 
sidewalk, streetscape and amenities, etc. 

 Require development to build to the 
minimum standard or make a payment in 
lieu of construction that goes in to the capital 
fund for future projects. 

Street Tree List 
Establish a preferred tree list to identify suitable 
trees for street tree planting.  Use the Great Trees 
for the Kansas City Region as a resource. The 
resource is available at:   
gouldevans.com/treelists/GreatTrees.pdf 

 
Alternative Funding Sources 
In additional to traditional funding sources 
including local, state and federal government 
sources, non-traditional sources should be 
pursued for the implementation and long-term 
maintenance of improvements.  Sources could 
include: 

 Community Improvement / Transportation 
Development Districts – The creation of a 
taxing jurisdiction to dedicate funding to 
improvements and maintenance of the 
corridor improvements, should be 
investigated. 

 Public / Private Partnerships – Opportunities 
for public and private entities to support an 
improvement should be pursued. Either for 
implementation or long-term maintenance 

of the improvement, relationships should be 
forged to make implementation happen. 

 Grants – Money, in the form of grants or 
forgivable loans, from non-profit agencies 
that can assist in the implementation of 
improvements should be considered.  Where 
possible grant money should be leveraged to 
expand the impact of the money provided.   

Pursuit of these different methods of funding and 
improvements should not preclude the continued 
pursuit of traditional funding measures. 

http://www.gouldevans.com/treelists/GreatTrees.pdf
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DESIGN TOOLS 
Design tools will address future development 
adjacent to the corridor to ensure that it supports 
the public improvement and provides the quality 
and character that this plan prescribes.  When 
possible the design tools should be coordinated 
with the Corridor Improvements to maximize the 
impact of changes in the corridor.  

Design Overlay 
The intent of creating a design overlay is to guide 
the character and quality of development with the 
Highway 45 corridor. The overlay district would 
complement the use, size and site standards in 
the Platte County and Parkville zoning ordinances 
to implement the design guidance of this plan. 
The creation of a design overlay for the entire 
corridor would also provide consistent guidance 
for future development in both Platte County and 
Parkville. The City of Parkville is currently in the 
process of updating their zoning ordinance and 
the creation of this overlay district is anticipated 
as part of that project, and will be provided to 
Platte County for their use. 

Figure 23 identifies the topics and guidance to 
be addressed in the overlay district: 

Figure 23: Design Overlay Framework 



C/A BILL NO. 438 C/A ORDINANCE NO. 438 

AN ORDINANCE AUTHORIZING AN AGREEMENT BETWEEN PLATTE COUNTY, 
MISSOURI AND THE CITY OF PARKVILLE, MISSOURI FOR THE JOINT 
DEVELOPMENT OF A HIGHWAY 45 CORRIDOR PLAN AND AN AGREEMENT 
BETWEEN BOTH PARTIES AND GOULD EVANS ASSOCIATES, P.A. FOR 
CONSUL TING SERVICES ON SAID PROJECT. 

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN OF THE CITY OF PARKVILLE, 
MISSOURI, AS FOLLOWS: 

Section 1. The Mayor and Interim City Administrator are hereby authorized and 
directed to sign the Agreement Between the County of Platte and the City of Parkville 
for the Highway 45 Corridor Plan, attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference 
as Exhibit 1, for the joint development and funding of a Highway 45 Corridor Plan. 

Section 2. Per said Agreement the Board does hereby authorize the expense of 
$20,000 toward the cost of said plan and the commitment of staff time and resources 
as defined in the agreement. 

Section 3. The Mayor is hereby authorized and directed to sign the agreement for 
consulting services with Gould Evans Associates, P.A. for professional planning 
services for the Highway 45 Corridor Plan, attached hereto and incorporated herein by 
reference as Exhibit 2, and including the Scope of Services attached thereto and 
incorporated therein as Attachment A. 

Section 4. This ordinance shall be effective upon the execution of said agreements by 
all parties. 

PASSED and APPROVED this ih day of May 2013. 

,11\lll/IJ,, 
,,,,, CITY 1111

1 
,, • <(.. •••••••• 0.-<- '" .:::.':' A...'<':..... . ..... ...0 .............. 

't.i.... ·.-y-;. 
.::o/ PLATTE \'.Sl~ 
=....1i COUNTY ;1': 
'.:'"'-:MIS :<= · .. ,,1\ SOUR! /,f= ~ 

(). . ,._ ... 
ATTESTED~ ··... ./I»~ 

·',. ··· ........ ·· ,, 
. /' ,, 

I/, \\ 

'.'~11111', 
- (_ ~....-;?L .... .e:__--, :::> 

Assistant City Clerk Tracy L. Sisney 

C/A Ord. No. 438 



PLATTE COUNTY COMMISSION 
BEVERLEE ROPER JASON BROWN DUANE SOPER 

!ST DISTRICT COMMISSIONER PRESIDING COMMISSIONER 2ND DISTRICT COMMISSIONER 

COURT ORDER: 2013 -C0-220 

Department: Planning and Zoning Prepared by: Daniel Erickson 

Court Order Title: Highway 45 Corridor Agreement- Platte County/Parkville 

Description I Background I Rationale: 

This Agreement is between Platte County and the City of Parkville. The County and City, through the 
implementation of their respective Land Use Plans, outline the importance of corridor preservation 
along the Highway 45 corridor. The County and City seek to form a partnership with the purpose of 
completing a Corridor Plan to identify their common vision, goals and objectives, and standards for that 
portion of 45 Highway in the County and City. 

Budget Impact: __ _,,,O'--------

Robert H. Shaw, County Counselor 

Pursuant to Sections 50.660 and 55.160 RSMo., I certify that there is an unencumbered balance or 
anticipated revenue to be placed to the credit of the appropriation to which the foregoing expenditure is 
to be charged, and an unencumbered cash balance or anticipated revenue in the treasury to the credit 
of the fund from which payment is to be made, each sufficient to meet the obligation hereby incurred. 

( --t~ · · -<>l, eti µ~ 
K i Robinson, County AuditoF-.I 

APPROVED BY THE COUNTY COMMISSION OF PLATTE COUNTY, MISSOURI, ON 

THIS Lt~ 

Joan Harms 
County Clerk 

Court Order.doc 
Revised 01-03-13 

everlee Roper 
1st District Commissioner 

Duanesoper 
2nd District Commissioner 

415 Third Street, Rm 210 •Platte City, Missouri 64079 
Phone: (816) 858-2232 •Fax: (816) 858-3329 • www.co.platte.rno.us 

Platte County Clerk 
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AGREEMENT 
Between the 

County of Platte and the City of Parkville 
for the 

Highway 45 Corridor Plan 

Thi• Agreoonmt, '"""' ~d rnrered mto ilii~ doy of~ 2013, i• by oru! 

between Platte County, Missouri (County), a county of the first classification, and the City of 

Parkville, a municipal corporation (City); and 

WHEREAS, Highway 45 is a major thoroughfare extending across much of southern 

Platte County; and 

WHEREAS, Highway 45 traverses the City of Parkville and unincorporated portions of 

Platte County; and 

WHEREAS, the County and City, through the implementation of their respective Land 

Use Plans, outline the importance of corridor preservation along the Highway 45 corridor; and 

WHEREAS, the County and City seek to form a partnership with the purpose of 

completing a Corridor Plan; and 

WHEREAS, the County and City requested proposals from qualified individuals and 

firms to provide professional consulting services for the Corridor Plan and jointly evaluated 

consultants and selected Gould Evans to provide said services; and 

WHEREAS, a contract for service with Gould Evans shall be approved by separate 

action. 



NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the premises and of the agreements set forth 

hereinafter, the County and City agree as follows: 

1) The Corridor Plan & Management. 

a) Corridor Plan. The Corridor Plan shall be completed in accordance with a separately 

approved contract for service. 

b) Project Leaders. The County and City shall each designate a staff member to serve as 

Project Leader. The Project Leaders shall jointly be responsible for the Corridor Plan 

project oversight, management, reporting to their perspective Commissions and Boards 

and other related project coordination. 

c) Plan Adoption. It is the intent of the County and City to jointly adopt and implement the 

Corridor Plan upon project completion. Due to the differences in the County and City 

codes, ordinance and regulations, any adoption and implementation is expected to vary. 

2) Fund Management and Disbursements. 

a) Fund Management. The County shall act as the fiscal agent for the project and shall 

establish a separate fund dedicated as the Corridor Plan Project Fund. 

b) Fund disbursements. All invoices shall be reviewed against the contract for services 

and approved by the County and City prior to payment. The Project Leaders shall 

establish a process that ensures fund disbursements are made in a timely manner. 

c) Remaining Funds. Upon completion of the Corridor Plan and payment of all 

invoices, any remaining funds in the Corridor Plan fund shall be returned to the County 

and the City based on the percentage of contribution. 
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3) Commitment of Resources. 

a) From the County. The County will contribute TWENTY THOUSAND DOLLARS 

($20,000) to the Corridor Plan Project Fund for the preparations and completion of the 

Corridor Plan. 

b) From the City. The City will contribute TWENTY THOUSAND DOLLARS 

($20,000) to the Corridor Plan Project Fund for the preparations and completion of the 

Corridor Plan. The City will transfer TWENTY THOUSAND ($20,000) to the fund 

when any contract for services relating to the Corridor Plan project are approved. 

c) Additional Resources. The County and City agree to provide data, mapping, and staff 

resources needed to complete the Corridor Plan. 

4) General 

a) Nothing contained in this Agreement is intended to cause the County or City to be 

regarded as joint ventures, employees or agents of each other. 

b) The validity, legality and matters relating to the interpretation of this Agreement shall be 

governed by the laws of the State of Missouri. 

c) This Agreement shall remain in effect until amended or terminated by written agreement 

of the parties. 

d) Nothing contained in this Agreement is intended to confer personal liability upon any 

officer, director, employee or agent of either party. 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties herein have executed this Agreement as of the date first 

written above. 

Attest: ~~· {p. /3 

Joan &.ctunty Clerk 

A~~ 
Robert H. Shaw, County Counselor 

. City of Parkville,~ 

Sean Ackerson, Interim, City Administrator 
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PLATTE COUNTY COMMISSION 
BEVERLEE ROPER JASON BROWN DUANE SOPER 

!ST DISTRICT COMMISSIONER PRESIDING COMMISSIONER 2ND DISTRICT COMMISSIONER 

COURT ORDER: 2013 -C0-221 

Department: Planning and Zoning Prepared by: Daniel Erickson 

Court Order Title: Highway 45 Corridor Plan Consultant Services Agreement 

Description I Background I Rationale: 

This Agreement is between Platte County/Parkville and Gould Evans. Platte County/Parkville submitted 
a Request of Proposal in the winter of 2012 for consultant services to help develop a Highway 45 
Corridor Plan. The County and City, through the implementation of their respective Land Use Plans, 
outline the importance of corridor preservation along the Highway 45 corridor. Several firms were 
interviewed and Gould Evans was selected as meeting the needs for project. The maximum cost of this 
agreement is $40,000. The cost is being split 50/50 between Platte County and Parkville. Platte 
County's $20,000 portion obligated under this agreement is a budgeted item. 

Budget Impact: __ _,,$=4=0,~0=0=0 ____ _ 

Arn. ed as to form an~ty 

7--u~~ 
Robert H. Shaw, County Counselor 

Pursuant to Sections 50.660 and 55.160 RSMo., I certify that there is an unencumbered balance or 
anticipated revenue to be placed to the credit of the appropriation to which the foregoing expenditure is 
to be charged, and an unencumbered cash balance or anticipated revenue in the treasury to the credit 
of the fund from which payment is to be made, each sufficient to meet the obligation hereby incurred . 

. ·~ -rl-,.. wl-~ kti-l~ 
K. 1 ih Robinson, County Aud tor ' 

APPROVED BY THE COUNTY COMMISSION OF PLATTE COUNTY, MISSOURI, ON 

ATTEST: 

Joan l"larms 
County Clerk 

Court Order.doc 
Revised 01-03-13 

2 

everlee Roper 
1st District Commissione 

Duane Soper 
2nd District Commissioner 

415 Third Street, Rm 210 •Platte City, Missouri 64079 
Phone: (816) 858-2232 •Fax: (816) 858-3329 • www.co.platte.mo.us 

Platte County Clerk 
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THIS AGREEMENT made this_ day of May, 2013 by and between the Platte County and the City of 
Parkville ("Client") and Gould Evans Associates, P.A., a Missouri Professional Association 
("Consultant"). 

WITNESS ETH 

WHEREAS, the Client desires to engage the Consultant to render certain agreed upon professional 
planning services for Highway 45 Corridor Plan, and the Consultant is willing to provide such 
services, all upon the terms set forth below. 

NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of these premises, the parties hereto agree as follows: 

1. Scope of Services: The Consultant will undertake work assigned by Client relating to 
Attachment A: Scope of Services. 

2. Time and Performance: The Consultant's services shall commence upon execution of this 
Agreement by both parties. Once approved by the Client, the Consultant shall complete the 
tasks described in the Scope of Services within_ months from the date of execution of this 
Agreement, unless delayed by circumstances beyond Consultant's control. 

The Consultant will exercise reasonable skill, care and diligence in the performance of its 
services, and will carry out its responsibilities in accordance with the customarily accepted 
planning practices in Consultant's community. The Client shall be responsible for the timely 
delivery of data and support information requested by the Consultant in a manner that will 
' allow .the Consultant the ability to perform its services within the time frame noted above. 

Compensation: The Consultant shall be compensated, a fixed fee not-to-exceed Forty Thousand 
Dollars, including reimbursable expenses. Consultant will bill on a monthly basis of percentage 
of work completed by project phase, up to the maximum fees stated above. Consultant will not 
exceed the maximum fees stated above without written authorization from the Client. The fees 
shall be based on the task and fee schedule in Attachment B: Project Budget. 

3. Payment: The Client shall pay the amount due within 30 days after receipt of Consultant's 
invoice. lfthe invoice is not paid within 30 days, the Consultant may suspend services upon 
written notice to the Client. !fa portion of the Consultant's statement is disputed, the Client 
shall pay the undisputed portion by the due date. Interests on amounts due and unpaid shall 
accrue at the rate of 1.5% per month from date due until paid. In any action to recover payment 
due, Consultant shall be entitled to recover its attorney's fees costs. The Client shall advise the 
Consultant in writing of the basis for any disputed portions of the statement within 7 days of 
receipt of invoice. Undisputed portions of the invoice shall be timely paid by Client 
notwithstanding such disputed portions. 

4. Time and Expense Records: The Consultant shall keep and maintain time and expense records 
relating to the scope of services described above, together with supporting receipts, vouchers, 
and appropriate documentation. As necessary, these records and other appropriate 
documentation may be required to support invoices submitted to the Client. The Client shall 
have the right to examine such records as it deems necessary upon reasonable notice to the 
Consultant at Consultant's place of business during normal business hours. 
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5. Authorization of Changes: Any changes or additional tasks required for the performance of 
this Agreement and any compensation due for the provision of additional services shall only be 
authorized by the Client in writing, and the Consultant shall first request such changes in 
writing. The Consultant shall be compensated for any additional tasks so approved and 
authorized, based upon a fee determined by the Consultant and Client for such additional 
professional services. 

6. Liability: The Consultant agrees to indemnify and hold harmless the Client, its employees, 
officials, agents and representatives, from any and all losses of whatever kind to the extent 
caused by Consultant's negligent acts of failure to act in performance of this Agreement. To the 
extent allowed by law, the Client agrees to indemnify and hold harmless the Consultant, its staff 
and employees and affiliates from any and all losses of whatever kind to the extent caused by 
Client's negligent acts or failure to act in performance of this Agreement. 

7. Disputes /Termination: Each party may terminate this Agreement with ten (10) days' written 
notice to the other party. In the event of such termination, provided the consultant is not then 
in default under this Agreement, the Client shall pay the Consultant its compensation and 
expenses to and through the actual date of termination, upon documentation of those costs by 
written invoice to the Client. 

8. Ownership of Documents: Upon receipt of final payment by Consultant, all original final 
documents, studies or graphic materials, drawings, plans and digital files prepared by the 
Consultant shall be deemed property of the Client except as to confidential matters or trade 
secrets of the Consultant (ifidentified as such in writing by the Consultant), but only after the 
final payment by the Client for the same. The Consultant shall be permitted to retain copies, 
including reproducible copies, of the Consultant's drawings, specifications and other 
documents. The Client's right of ownership in all such documents shall not prohibit the 
Consultant from future utilization of design or planning drawings or concepts in the ordinary 
course of Consultant's business and the Client hereby grants the unrestricted permission to use 
all su'ch data contained in the Consultant's drawings, text and other documents. 

The Client shall prohibit any Contractor and its subcontractors or suppliers from utilizing the 
Consultant's drawings or other documents on other projects not authorized by the Client. In 
the case of any future reuse of the documents by the Client without Consultant's direct 
professional involvement, the Consultant's and Consultant's consultants' names shall be 
removed from all such documents and the Consultant shall not be liable to the Client in any 
manner whatsoever for their reuse. Due to the potential exposure to liability when reused, the 
Client agrees to indemnify and hold harmless the Consultant, Consultant's consultants, their 
agents, and employees, from and against any claims, damages, losses and expenses including, 
but not limited to, attorney's fees, arising out of or resulting from the Client's reuse of any such 
drawings or documents other than for use in this Project with Consultant's direct involvement, 
including any claims brought by any third-parties, and including any claims relating to the 
Consultant's or its consultants' negligent preparation of any such drawings or other documents. 
The Client's obligations under this paragraph shall survive any termination of this Agreement 
and shall be binding upon the Client's successors and assigns. 

9. Confidentiality of Findings: Any reports, information, date or intellectual property 
whatsoever given or prepared as assembled by the Consultant under this Agreement shall not 
be made available to any individual or organization by the Consultant without the prior written 
approval of the Client, except for those uses specified in Item 10, Public Relations. 
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10. Public Relations; Consultant shall have the right to retain and utilize copies of all work it 
produces on the Project for citation and dissemination in the Consultant's resume, brochures 
and other generally recognized forms of professional public relations. 

11. Extent of Agreement; This Agreement represents the entire and integrated agreement 
between the Client and Consultant and supersedes all prior negotiations, representations or 
agreement, either written or oral. This Agreement may be amended only by written instrument 
signed by both the Client and Consultant. 

12. Severability; Should any of the provisions of this Agreement be determined to violate any 
state law or City ordinance, that shall not affect the validity of the other terms of this Agreement 
and there shall be added to this Agreement a legal, valid or enforceable term or provision as 
similar as possible to the stricken provision. 

13 .. Applicable Law; Parties agree that Missouri law is controlling in interpreting this Agreement. 

14. Insurance; Consultant shall maintain, at its own expense, the following insurance with 
insurance companies reasonably acceptable to Client: 

(a) Professional Liability Insurance in the amount of five hundred thousand Dollars 
($500,000.00) (per claim and aggregate, with all coverage retroactive to the 
earlier of the date of this Agreement and the commencement of Consultant's 
services under this Agreement) covering personal injury, bodily injury and 
property damages to the extent caused by consultant's negligent acts, errors or 
omissions, which coverage shall be maintained for a period of three (3) years 
after the date of final payment under this Agreement. 

(b) Commercial General Liability Insurance, occurrence form, (including completed 
operations and broad-form contractual liability) in the amount of five hundred 
thousand Dollars ($500,000.00) combined single limit per occurrence and 
aggregate covering personal injury, bodily injury and property damage, which 
insurance shall name the Client as an additional insured. 

( c) Commercial Automobile Liability Insurance, including owned, hired and non
owned vehicles, ifany, in the amount five hundred thousand Dollars 
($500,000.00) covering bodily injury and property damage, which insurance 
shall name the Client as an additional insured. 

(d) Worker's Compensation Insurance, which shall fully comply with applicable law, 
and employer's liability insurance with limits of not less than one hundred 
thousand Dollars ($100,000.00) per accident/ $1 Million disease policy limit/ 
$1 Million disease each employee. Consultant shall provide a valid waiver 
executed by its workers compensation and employer's liability insurance carrier 
of any right of subrogation against Client or its employees for any injury to a 
covered employee working on Client's premises. 

Upon execution of this Agreement, Consulfilnt shall provide to Client Certificates of Insurance 
reflecting the required coverages at their request. The certificates shall specify the date when 
such insurance expires. Each policy and each Certificates oflnsurance shall provide that Client 
shall be given not less than thirty (30) days' written notice before cancellation, non-renewal of 
coverage of such insurance except for non-payment. A renewal certificate shall be furnished to 
Client prior to the expiration date of any coverage, and Consultant shall give Client written 
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notice of any reduction or other material modification in such insurance no later than thirty 
(30) days prior to such change. 

15. Assignment: Consultant shall not assign this Agreement or any part hereof, or the right to any 
payments to be received hereunder, without prior written consent of Client. However, 
Consultant may subcontract portions of the services the subconsultants without violating this 
provision. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties hereto have caused this Agreement to be executed as of the day 
and year first written above, 

Beverlee Roper 
1st District Commissioner 

Duan~r 
2nd District Commissioner 

·ne~ 

FOR: 
GOULD EVANS ASSOCI 

Name: Denni 

Signature: 

Title: Principal 

Date: ~1 f'? 
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design guidelines and regulatory strategies such as an overlay district or other strategic 

amendments to the city and county development regulations that are unique to this corridor 

and the different places within it. 

Timeframe 

• Weeks 16-20 
Deliverables: 

• Implementation Recommendations and Supporting Documents 

Project Schedule 

document review 
corridor tour (s ta ff ) 
co rridor concepts 
ph ase I corridor assess m e nt 

ph.\ se II d eve l opm<>nt fr.lm ewo tk 
development framework 
development analysis r st~ff 
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public realm 
development 
ph "se IV 

ttrat e gic imp l e m e ntation 
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ITEM 6D 
For 7-19-16 

Board of Aldermen Meeting 
 

CITY OF PARKVILLE 
Policy Report 

 
Date:  Monday, July 11, 2016 
 
Prepared By: 
Melissa McChesney 
City Clerk 
  

Reviewed By: 
Kevin L. Chrisman  
Chief of Police 

ISSUE: 
Adopt an ordinance to amend Parkville Municipal Code Chapter 365 to add Section 365.105 
Driving while License Suspended or Revoked regarding driving a motor vehicle with a 
suspended or revoked driver’s license.  

 
BACKGROUND: 
Parkville Municipal Code Chapter 365 includes provisions prohibiting the operation of a motor 
vehicle without a driver’s license but does not include provisions prohibiting the operation of a 
motor vehicle with a suspended or revoked license. While driving with a suspended or revoked 
license is not a minor traffic offense, the current Code treats it as such and should be updated. 
The addition of this section will allow the Municipal Court the ability to prosecute under the 
Driving While Suspended or Revoked provision as opposed to the current provision for driving 
without a valid driver’s license, thereby matching the appropriate penalty to the violation. This 
issue has come up several times in the past few months so staff requests that both readings be 
at the same meeting so the Municipal Court can begin charging accordingly. 
 
BUDGET IMPACT: 
There is no impact to the budget. 
 
ALTERNATIVES: 
1. Adopt the ordinance. 
2. Do not adopt the ordinance. 
3. Postpone the item. 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 
Staff recommends adopting an ordinance to amend Parkville Municipal Code Chapter 365 to 
add Section 365.105 regarding driving a motor vehicle with a suspended or revoked driver’s 
license. 
 
POLICY: 
The Board of Aldermen must approve all changes to the City’s Municipal Code by ordinance. 

 
SUGGESTED MOTION: 
I move to approve Bill No. 2882, an ordinance amending Parkville Municipal Code Chapter 365 
to add Section 365.105 regarding operating a motor vehicle with a suspended or revoked 
driver’s license, on first reading. 
 
I move to approve Bill No. 2882 on second reading by title only to become Ordinance No. ___. 

 
ATTACHMENT: 
1. Ordinance 



 
 

Ord. No. ____ Page 1 of 1 

BILL NO. 2882 ORDINANCE NO. ____ 
 
AN ORDINANCE AMENDING PARKVILLE MUNICIPAL CODE CHAPTER 365 ADDING SECTION 
365.105 REGARDING DRIVING WHILE LICENSE SUSPENDED OR REVOKED  
 
WHEREAS, the Parkville Municipal Code includes provisions in Chapter 365 prohibiting the 
operation of a motor vehicle without a driver’s license but does not include provisions prohibiting 
the operation of a motor vehicle with a suspended or revoked driver’s license; and 
 
WHEREAS, driving a motor vehicle while a license is suspended or revoked is not a minor traffic 
offense, but the current Parkville Municipal Code the Municipal Court treats the charge as a 
minor offense; and  
 
WHEREAS, the added provision will allow the Municipal Court the ability to prosecute under the 
Driving While License Suspended or Revoked provision as opposed to driving without a valid 
driver’s license provision. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN OF THE CITY OF 
PARKVILLE, MISSOURI, AS FOLLOWS: 
 
SECTION 1.  Parkville Municipal Code Chapter 365, Section 365.105 is newly created to read 
as follows:  
 
Section 365.105. Driving while license suspended or revoked. 
 

A person commits the offense of driving while suspended or revoked if such person 
operates a motor vehicle on a highway when such person’s license or driving privilege 
has been cancelled, suspended or revoked under the laws of this State, or any other 
State and acts with criminal negligence with respect to knowledge of the fact that such 
person’s driving privilege has been cancelled, suspended or revoked.  
 

SECTION 2. This ordinance shall be effective immediately upon its passage and approval. 
 
PASSED and APPROVED this 19th day of July 2016. 
 
 

________________________ 
Mayor Nanette K. Johnston 

 
ATTESTED: 
 
 
___________________________ 
City Clerk Melissa McChesney 
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