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Name Absent
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I. Call to Order/Roll Call
II. Revisions to September 26, 2022 Agenda
III. Approval of standing committee minutes from May 23, 2022
IV. Committee Agenda

https://us02web.zoom.us/j/84284722842?pwd=NEtab1NwazRzMGMzNHlxT1VhbVBTQT09
https://us02web.zoom.us/u/kekQ432oIV


  

Item No. 1 - ORDINANCE:  AMENDING SECTION 3-22 RELATING TO EMISSION 
OF ODORS
Synopsis: An Ordinance amending Section 3-22 of the Code of Ordinances relating to emission 
of odors, submitted by Jennifer Stewart, Environmental Health Manager.
Tracking #: 211960
 

  

Item No. 2 - ORDINANCE:  AMENDING SECTIONS 16-31, 16-32, AND 16-34 FOOD 
ESTABLISHMENT REGULATION AND LICENSING
Synopsis:  An ordinance amending Sections 16-31, 16-32 & 16-34 of the Code of Ordinances 
relating to food establishment regulation and licensing, submitted by Jennifer Stewart, 
Environmental Health Manager.
Tracking #:  211961
 

  

Item No. 3 – PROPOSAL:  KANSAS CITY REGIONAL ELECTRICAL VEHICLE (EV) 
STRATEGIC PLAN
Synopsis:  MARC is looking to leverage a portion of annual allocation to fund a regional 
electrical vehicle (EV) strategic plan.  The Unified Government has been asked to support this 
effort with a $5,000 contribution, submitted by Gunnar H. Hand, Director of Planning & Urban 
Design.
Tracking #: 211958
 
Item No. 4 – GRANT:  REGIONAL ELECTRIC VEHICLES AND INFRASTRUCTURE 
EXPANSION
Synopsis:  Authority to participate in Mid-America Regional Council (MARC) grant to 
encourage the use of electric vehicles (EV) in underserved communities across the region.  This 
grant requires matching funds of $15,000.  This is a retroactive grant request that was submitted 
by MARC in August 2022, submitted by Gunnar H. Hand, Director of Planning & Urban Design.
Tracking #: 211928
 

V. Public Agenda
VI. Adjourn



ADMINISTRATION AND HUMAN SERVICES
STANDING COMMITTEE MINUTES

Monday, May 23, 2022

The meeting of the Administration and Human Services Standing Committee was held on Monday, 

May 23, 2022, at 6:57 p.m., remotely via Zoom as well as on-site.  The following members were 

present:  Commissioner Markley, Chairman; Commissioners Kane, McKiernan (substituting for 

Commissioner Bynum); Johnson, and Ramirez.  Commissioner Bynum was absent.  The following 

officials were also in attendance:  Emerick Cross, Assistant County Administrator; Henry 

Couchman, Senior Counsel; James Bain, Assistant Counsel; Gunnar Hand, Director of Planning 

& Urban Design; Renee Ramirez, Director of Human Resources; Shakeva Christian, Manager, 

Human Resources; Wilba Miller, Director of Community Development; Stephanie Stauffer, 

Community Development Program Coordinator; Monica Sparks, Acting Unified Government 

Clerk; Tifani Portley and Terri Kimble, UG Clerk’s Office.

Chairman Markley said before I call this meeting to order, I want to announce that some 

committee members, staff, and public are attending remotely via Zoom as well as some on-site.

All participants joining by phone should mute their phones when not speaking to avoid 

background noise.  During this meeting, please make sure that you announce yourself by name 

and title every time you speak so the public that is observing knows who’s speaking.  This is 

critical given the number of remote participants and is current guidance from the Kansas Attorney 

General.

The public is allowed to participate by Zoom or submit comments by email prior to the 

meeting, and those comments will be included in the record of this meeting.  The public may also 

indicate their intent to provide remote public comment by contacting the Clerk’s Office by 5:00 

p.m. the Thursday before the meeting.  The public also will have an opportunity to provide brief 

comments either by telephone or via Zoom from the lobby of the Municipal Office Building.

Chairman Markley called the meeting to order and asked the Clerk to call the roll.  Roll call was 

taken and members were present as shown above.
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Chairman Markley said there's one change to the agenda this evening.  The update from the 

Municipal Court will be continued to our June meeting, so we won't hear that update here tonight.  

We'll hear it on June 27th.  I believe it's the evening.

Approval of standing committee minutes from January 24, 2022.  On motion of Commissioner 

Ramirez, seconded by Commissioner Johnson, the minutes were approved.  Roll call was 

taken and there were five "Ayes," Kane, Johnson, Ramirez, McKiernan, Markley.

Committee Agenda:

Item No. 1 – 211577…ORDINANCE:  AMENDING SEC. 27-593 FOR TELECOMMUNI-

CATIONS TOWERS ON STADIUM LIGHT POLES IN RESIDENTIAL ZONES

Synopsis: Amendment to Sec. 27-593, allowing telecommunications towers in residential zones 

by special use permit if they are integrated into stadium and athletic field light tower, submitted 

by Gunnar Hand, Director of Planning & Urban Design.

Gunnar Hand, Director of Planning & Urban Design, said before you tonight is a very small, 

quick edit to Chapter 27.  Proposed, it's related to the wireless telecommunications facilities 

ordinance which is within our Special Use Permit section.  It's one modification under stealth tower 

in residential zones effectively allowing in the future such stealth towers to happen on light poles, 

for instance, or other athletic facilities that are within or below 199 feet.

Chairman Markley asked, so these are on existing?  It would allow telecommunications stuff on 

already existing stuff.

Mr. Hand said it would allow it to go through the process where it was previously 

prohibited.  It would still need a special use permit.  There would still be oversight of these, but it 

would relate to all the codes, thereby allowed.  Again, this is only for stealth towers between 80 

and 199 feet.  That's the only change.

Commissioner Ramirez said thank you, Gunnar, for bringing this forward.  Please excuse me, 

you may have already answered this before, but why the change?
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Mr. Hand said there's two primary reasons.  One, when we started digging into the 

wireless telecommunications facility on Municode, we found out that they had an error, and they 

had not adopted or put down our code since 2016 amendment.  That's a technical error, so we 

were able to uncover that and get that posted.  That didn't mean we had to change anything.  It 

didn't mean anything that we'd done since 2016 had changed, but we were able to update all of it 

as a part of this process.  Not necessarily this action of this body.  So, that was important that we 

found that.

The second thing that I would add, most of the staff use Municode as opposed to encode 

to look at all the zoning codes.  That's one side of it.  All the public does as well.  The second 

thing is we had a specific request from the archdiocese to allow this.  There's a similar type of 

stealth facility at the Wyandotte County High School, excuse me, Wyandotte High School and 

that happened before this code went into effect in the early aughts, 2003 I believe it was.  Then 

we had this 2008 change to the wireless telecommunication facility and then we had the update 

in 2016.  So, the update in 2018 and 2016 prohibited those types of facilities.  Bishop Ward and 

the archdiocese would like to do a similar facility in their practice fields and game facilities in the 

Cathedral neighborhood.

Commissioner Ramirez said okay.  I think I understood.  Mr. Hand said they’re 

basically going get brand new lights for the Bishop Ward facility and while they're doing that, 

they'd like to co-locate a stealth tower on one of them.

Commissioner Ramirez said okay.  So, what does, excuse my ignorance.  I’m not very 

versed in communications.  What is co-locate mean?  Mr. Hand said co-locate means they're 

basically going to stick an antenna on top of a light pole.

Commissioner Ramirez said oh, okay.  Thank you.

Chairman Markley said I briefly did that for a living, co-location agreement.  Anyone else have 

questions on this item?  If not, I will entertain a motion.

Action: Commissioner Johnson made a motion, seconded by Commissioner Ramirez, 

to approve.  Roll call was taken and there were five “Ayes,” Kane, Johnson, 

Ramirez, McKiernan, Markley.
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Item No. 2 – 211240…ORDINANCE:  CONVERSION THERAPY PROHIBITION

Synopsis:  An ordinance adding Section 22-44 to the Code of the Unified Government of 

Wyandotte County/Kansas City, KS, establishing a prohibition on conversion therapy of minors, 

submitted by Christian Ramirez, District 3 Commissioner; and James Bain, Assistant Legal 

Counsel.  On January 24, 2022, the Administration and Human Services Standing Committee, 

chaired by Commissioner Markley, voted unanimously to approve, and forward to full 

commission.  This matter was returned to the standing committee for further discussion on 

February 10, 2022.

James Bain, Assistant Counsel, said this is the same ordinance you heard in January or February 

regarding conversion therapy.  The short highlights are it bans conversion therapy conducted by 

professionals, licensed psychiatrists, licensed counselors, performed on minors, are kind of the 

two bullet points.  The professional license, licensee, and being performed on minors.

Commissioner Ramirez said thank you, James.  I'd just like to also highlight additional 

information.  This does not bar, prohibit, or hinder any health care provider to provide any 

necessary medical or mental health care to a person who may be an LGBTQ plus youth who may 

be questioning, who has gender dysphoria.  This does not hinder that in any way, shape, or form.  

That health care provider may provide the affirmation, the exploration, the guidance, and the 

counseling that they may need to help them go through what they're going through.  What this 

ordinance does is it just specifically talks about the interventions that work to change a person's 

sexual orientation or gender expression.  When I gave the presentation in January, it is not a 

scientifically valid form of therapy or of any type of scientific medical⸺it has no validity.  Every 

major health organization in the United States has spoken out against it, and that it causes more 

harm than good.

I know a few commissioners had asked the question, does conversion therapy happen in 

Wyandotte County?  I’m not sure, but my thing is to be retroactive and to ensure that our 

community is open and safe for everybody.  The cities within the metro that have this are Kansas, 

City, Missouri, North Kansas City, Independence, Prairie Village, Roeland Park, and Lawrence, 

Kansas, has the same ordinance in place.  So, we are not the only ones.  We wouldn't be the “black 
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sheep” of the metro with this type of ordinance.  I hope that this is something that the committee 

passes.  Before, in January, it passed unanimously.  I hope that we see that this can move forward

Commissioner Kane said well, I’m the one that asked to come back so I could educate myself.  

It sounds like it would be terrible to have that done to your kid.  But the people I talked to said 

it's a solution looking for a problem.  I actually got an email from a constituent just a little while 

ago saying it's their kids.  I mean I understand a portion of what you're saying, but I don't know 

anywhere in Wyandotte County that⸺you're right.  There's two sides, there's six sides to this 

story.  I’m just not comfortable with it.

Chairman Markley asked, any other comments from the Commission?  Clerk, did we receive 

any comments from the public?  Ms. Portley said none were received.

Chairman Markley asked, is there anyone online or here present to speak on this item from the 

public?  No, okay.  There were none.  This is a voting item.  There are no additional comments 

or questions.  We would need a motion and a second to move forward.

Action: Commissioner Ramirez made a motion to approve.

Chairman Markley asked, I’m hearing none.  Is there no interest in this moving to the full 

commission for discussion?

Commissioner McKiernan said so, Commissioner Ramirez, every time I think I understand 

something I realize I don't.  Help me understand how the passage of this ban would materially 

impact lives in a positive way?  That's a really roundabout way of putting it.  But tell me how this 

ban would make a positive difference.

Commissioner Ramirez said it would make a positive difference because, me, being the 

only member of the LGBTQ group that serves on this Board, as far as I know, being who we are 

is already hard enough of the shame and the guilt of what comes along with it.  Conversion therapy 

amplifies that.  They use a lot of psychological and physical stimuli to associate that stimulus 

with your sexual orientation, and that just creates more of the guilt.  The more of who we are is 
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wrong and that's where it could make a difference.  They're knowing that their local government, 

their local community supports them and won't support a practice that furthers that shame and 

that guilt of who they are.

Commissioner McKiernan asked, so who is it generally, who seeks this therapy?  

Commissioner Ramirez said it is mainly minors.  At that point, it's them below 18.

Commissioner McKiernan asked, so do the minors seek the therapy or are the minors 

the subject of the therapy, and is it sought by parents? Commissioner Ramirez said it is minor 

subject to the therapy.

Commissioner McKiernan said okay.  By a parent or another adult?  Commissioner 

Ramirez said yes.  I completely understand the parents.  It's their choice; it's their child.  I just 

have reservations with that because it's been studied that children, youth, minors, LGBTQ minors 

who go through conversion therapy are two times more likely to think, to have the ideation of 

suicide, or to attempt suicide, compared to a non-LGBTQ youth.  They have higher levels of 

depression, anxiety, guilt.  And they will, majority of the time of⸺and there's been many reports 

and studies⸺they will practice self-destructive behavior because of the psychological warfare, 

you could say, that is happening within their head.  They're wanting to follow what they know 

they are, but they have someone else in their mind telling them that's not who they are, and they 

create stimuli, psychological and physical, to connect that “bad side,” and that you need to change 

from homosexuality to heterosexuality.

Commissioner McKiernan said I want to make it clear; I do not believe that this sort of therapy 

should be provided. I personally don't see a benefit in the provision of it.  Is it our place, as a local 

government, to tell a parent or other legal guardian what they can and cannot do within their 

family?  I’m not asking that as an argumentative question; I’m just wondering out loud.  What is 

our role in dictating at the guardian or family level?

Commissioner Ramirez said I would agree with you on that.  But, at the same time, I 

think there comes a time when the child's health and safety come into play.  It's the same thing 

for a child in need of case, who are children who are abused.  Local governments should we, or 

state governments for that matter, dictate to how a parent should reprimand their children?  But 

no, it comes to a point when the health and safety of the child comes into play.  Where I say there's 

a little leeway in that, because it's like, yes, you based on religion or what have you, you may do 
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what you want with your children; but if it's detrimental to your child's health and safety where 

they're having ideation of suicide, where else they might not have.  Or, they're having increased 

signs of depression, anxiety, and guilt then I think that opens the door for a local community to 

say we need to help and protect the children.  Even though I know it's parents’ choice, but I’m 

looking at the health and safety of the child first, of the minor.

Commissioner McKiernan said I appreciate the conversation and very much.  Appreciate 

allowing me to learn more about this.  Commissioner Ramirez said of course.

Chairman Markley said all right.  We have a motion on the table.  Do I hear a second?  All right, 

item will be tabled.

Action: Item was tabled.  Does not move forward due to lack of a second.

Item No. 3 – 211426…PROPOSAL:  DRAFT REMOTE WORKER POLICY

Synopsis:  Policy for remote work to be included in the Human Resources Guide, Section 2, 

Policy 2.20, submitted by J. Renee Ramirez, Director of Human Resources.  This item was 

previously heard by the standing committee on March 28, 2022. 

Shakeva Christian, Manager, Human Resources, said I’m here to present a draft of the Remote 

Work Policy.  If you will recall, we have presented to you before a Remote Work Policy that was 

approved, but we have brought it back for clarification on a few items that we wanted to spell out 

for you today.  We are clarifying the expectations of the employees and service delivery, 

addressing those more clearly in the policy this time.  But we also want to keep in mind the 
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workforce and ensure that we are still valuing our employees to provide a workplace that is 

flexible and recognizes work-life balance.

Just to go over the definitions.  The Remote Work Policy or the remote work is a type of flexible 

working arrangement that allows an employee to work from an alternative work location outside 

of a traditional work environment.  We also just want to point out this policy in no way modifies 

the Residency Policy.  So, although we would have employees working remotely, of course, they 

would still have to maintain their residence in Wyandotte County.

We also conducted, Unified Government Human Resources, as well as the Legal Department, did 

conduct research from other entities that have remote work policies.  We looked at the City of 

Kansas City, Missouri; Douglas County; Johnson County; Shawnee County; Sedgwick County; 

County of Santa Clara; City of Kent, Washington; and Thurston County, Washington; all of them.  

We also looked at whether they had policies pre-COVID or post-COVID.  Most of those entities 
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established their policies post-COVID and have maintained those policies since COVID.  In terms 

of number of days per week, most allow work one to five days per week.

Overview of the policy is that the employer does have a discretion to agree or to determine if an 

employee can work remotely.  It is not available for all classifications, so we will look at which 

classifications would be most appropriate.  The departments will submit a plan to the County 

Administrator prior to approval of the Remote Work Agreement, and then the Remote Work 

Agreement forms will be submitted to Human Resources once the signatures are obtained.  As 

far as the Remote Work Agreement in and of itself, the content of it is still in draft form, but we 

will have most of the expectations that are spelled out in the policy that will be a part of that 

Remote Work Agreement and then a space for the department to have their specific expectations 

in that policy or in that agreement.

There will be three types of remote work arrangements: regular remote work, episodic, and 

emergency proclamation.  Regular remote work is basically a set number of days per week where 
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employees would be able to work from home.  We were looking at two days per week.  I will say 

that there was some employee sessions that happened this afternoon, and we did receive feedback 

that employees would like more days allowed in that Remote Work Policy, so we have decided 

to add some language that says that the department head and the County Administrator could have 

the discretion to offer more, or look at case-by-case if they could determine if more is available 

based on that employee’s situation.  Those are set days per week.

There is episodic remote work.  This is just, for instance, whereas an employee can have 

special projects that they're working on.  Certain life events would potentially allow an employee 

to work from home, but they must have an approved Remote Work Agreement.  Life events could 

be things such as family member illness and, again, like certain projects.  We feel that this type 

of situation is better or helps with productivity.  There may be instances where an employee may 

totally be absent from work caring for a family member, but working remotely, they still would 

have some productivity when those life events occur.

Also, emergency proclamation would be those official emergency proclamations that 

would occur.  It would allow the Unified Government to have the continuity of operations, things 

such as facilities are shut down based on power outages, AC outages, and things of that nature 

that would allow us to continue to work, if necessary.

The next thing we want to look at is appropriateness for remote work.  Some of the things that 

we wanted to clarify, department heads would look at where their face-to-face communications 

are infrequent and then they may be able to work from home if that is the case.  We want to look 

at whether the work activities do not require confidential access to certain systems or systems 

such as ReGIS case and some other law enforcement types of systems that may not allow remote 
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work situation.  We also want to make sure that it does not impede the accomplishment of the 

employee's performance or the department's work.  Then also that customer is not or service 

delivery is not adversely impacted by working from home.  So, these are not all the circumstances 

that need to be reviewed, but they're just kind of a general guide that we want to make sure 

supervisors and departments are looking at and determining what is best when deciding who can 

work from home.  Those ideas, those individual characteristics are based on the type of position.

The next requirements are based on the employee themselves.  So, employee eligibility 

requirements are that they have to have satisfactory performance and complete the probationary 

period.  They cannot be in a performance improvement plan.  The employee is not designated as 

an excessive sick leave user.  They must also not have had discipline or serious documented 

performance issues or conduct deficiency within the last or preceding 12 months.  The supervisors 

who supervise those individuals that are not eligible for remote work would not be eligible to 

maintain a work remote work situation
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Once we decide who's eligible, which positions are eligible, which employees are eligible, there 

will be requirements of each employee.  They have to comply with all UG Human Resources 

Guide policies, all departmental rules, and any applicable memorandums of understanding or 

union contracts.  They must adhere to the policy in the terms of the Remote Work Agreement that 

they must sign prior to working from home.  We also want to make sure there are no in-person 

meetings taking place.  In-person meetings should not take place at an employee's home or 

supervisor's home.  We do that just for liability reasons.  Employees must ensure that personal 

disruptions are kept to a minimum.  Then, we want no other gainful employment while working 

from home.

Other requirements of employees while working remotely.  They are expected to be productive 

and available throughout their scheduled workday.  So that would mean they have to answer their 

phone calls or their telephones or return voicemails as soon as possible while working remotely.  

They do have to maintain on their Outlook calendars, make sure they're up-to-date and showing 

their status.  Technology can allow supervisors to view the employee's calendar, so they'll know 

if they're in the meeting, things of that nature.  They would be also expected to return to the office 

or regular worksite, if necessary.  If there's a case where you know they're working remotely and 

something has come up in the office, they could be required to come in.  No mileage or parking 

will be reimbursed while an employee is working remotely.
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Expenses, hardware, software and supplies.  The department shall provide the equipment and the 

cost of expenses approved by the department.  They'll be basically borne by the Unified 

Government or that department.  The employee must provide their functioning internet services 

and there would be no reimbursement by Unified Government.  Employees must adhere to all the 

department directives and the responsible use of IT.  We also want to make sure that the 

employees are aware that anything that's stored on their personal device that is UG business could 

be subject to disclosure based on disclosure requirements that we have.  Employees are prohibited 

from allowing non-UG employees to utilize their UG equipment.

Worker’s compensation and liability.  Essentially, we still would have worker’s compensation 

and liability policies that still apply to those working from home.  If it happens to be a Fire 

Department employee, they do have their own IOD, but it does have to be a bona fide work-

related injury.  If we have cases of that nature, we, of course, would have to evaluate those and 

determine if it is a bona fide work-related injury.  Employees will still be required to report those 

injuries to their supervisor as soon as possible, which is the standard practice for our regular work 
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comp claims.  Employees would be responsible for replacing their UG equipment that they're 

assigned to should they damage it beyond normal wear and tear.  And just so you know that we 

still would adhere to the Americans with Disabilities Act if we need to make a reasonable 

accommodation for working from home.  We will review those cases and the merits of those cases 

and making those accommodations for employees to work from home for ADA reasons.

Hours of work.  Employees may request that they, at any time, that their Remote Work Agreement 

be modified.  And the same thing for the employer.  We can, at any time, modify or change or 

terminate the Remote Work Agreement.  The department may reassess the employee's eligibility 

for continued remote work at any time, as well.  All of the work schedules must comply with 

FLSA and the UG policies concerning FLSA.  I know when employees are working from home, 

they may have the tendency to log-in maybe after hours.  We still are bound by the federal Fair 

Labor Standards Act and paying that employee overtime if they do that.  But we do want the 

employees to have pre-authorization to work overtime or compensatory time in doing that.  Then 

also, finally, employees may not engage in remote, in lieu of taking paid leave.  Examples would 

include leave for sick leave, FMLA, and vacation leave.
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So, provided that this policy passed today, we do have a projected timeline to hope to go to full 

commission on the 9th.  We would then, if approved, at that point have trainings for directors the 

week of June 17th.  We would hope to do a few Zoom calls to kind of spread it out a little bit more 

to more supervisors to inform them of the policies and make sure that everyone's on the same 

page.  We would then get, after that point, have the departments develop their opinions and submit 

to County Administration with a hopeful effective date of July 1st.  That's all I have.  If you have 

any questions.

Chairman Markley said it'll probably come as no surprise to anyone that I’m a big supporter of 

this work from home policy.  I think it is necessary for us to compete in the market.  I think it's 

important to our employees, and to letting them know how important their work was during 

COVID and how much we learned that we could accomplish with a work from home model.  I’ll 

tell you just briefly, anecdotally, I was on the drive over here and I was just thinking of my 

siblings, and my cousins, and our really close friends’ group, and pretty much, without exception, 

at least one of the two adults in every one of those households works from home.  Out of all the 

cousins, all the siblings, and all those close friends.  So, I think that's just evidence of how 

prevalent it is in the private market, and because that's who we're in competition for, for 

employees.  Because we know that competition is really stiff, I think it's really critical that we 

provide this benefit.

Commissioner Ramirez said thank you to HR for bringing this forward.  It’s come before us 

before, was passed, and yeah, was taken off without us knowing.  What's the difference between 

what was presented before and what is being presented now?  I’m going to be open, blunt, and 
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truthful.  We still don't know for what reasons why the original draft was taken off the agenda.  

No information has ever been provided to us, so I’m curious as to what's different from before 

and now.

Ms. Christian said largely we wanted to address that this policy would in no way impact 

the operations of the Unified Government.  We put more specific guidelines in there about their 

expectations that included some of the things such as making sure that they know that they have 

to answer their phones or return those phone calls as soon as possible.  That's more specific in the 

policy now.  The Outlook calendar, that type of thing is still in there.  We outlined the expectations 

more clearly and more succinctly than previously.  We also added some things with respect to 

ensuring that people are satisfactorily performing their jobs.  They have no disciplinary action 

within the last year with respect to their performance or any other misconduct.  We just wanted 

to spell those out a little more clearly that there are more specific guidelines that employees must 

follow to be able to work from home.

Commissioner Ramirez said to pick words carefully, I thank you for wanting to be 

succinct and specific, but I feel we're going a little too overboard on saying what an employee 

can and cannot do, kind of dictating their every move of what they can do at home on remote 

work.  I know Commissioner Markley; we've had this conversation about the remote work.  The 

best way to know that they're doing their job is if they're doing the work.  If they provide the 

deliverable to the director and the supervisor, and so that's why I was in full support of the first 

draft because it gave the directors and the administration and HR the flexibility to decide what 

was best for the particular employee of what their remote work should look like.  This is making 

a cookie-cutter plan for everybody.  Everyone's job isn't the same, and so that's my only concern 

is that yes, it's very succinct, and very explicit; but it's also, in my mind, very restrictive on an 

employee.  I’m just⸺that's my opinion of it.  I’m curious to hear what my fellow commissioners 

think, but this is what's being brought forward.  Again, we weren't told on what specifics needed 

to be changed.  So, I’m at the moment, I don't know how I’m going to vote yet on this.

Commissioner Kane said well, I kind of agree with Commissioner Ramirez.  We don't want to 

bind your employees.  I think, yeah, it works.  My daughter-in-law does it every Monday and 

every Friday.  I think this is a start to get it where we wanted it to go in the first place.  I think this 

is going to be a moving target because they're going to have to make modifications to make it 
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work for your systems because some will start at seven, some will start at eight.  I mean there's a 

whole bunch of variables.  But our original intent was to allow staff to allow their employees, as 

many as they could, or as many as they thought would work the best.

I’m sure you're going to do a couple of things.  You're going to bring some back in and 

you're going to let some go back out, because of the worktable whether it worked or whether it 

didn't work.  I want them to have the flexibility.  I also want us⸺nobody got more mad than I did 

that this was pulled off and we weren't told about it.  But I still think that we need to give them 

some sort of guidance to help their employees because they know what they need best.  I don't 

know.  The ones that are going to be in person, they're going to be in person.  I actually talked to 

one of the department heads and said they get more out of two or three of their employees when 

they're at home than they do here because they're like me, they go to the water cooler to talk about 

the game.  I think it's important that we give them the flexibility.  Move this on.  You'll probably 

have to make some modifications later on.  I guess it's in a form of a motion.

Action: Commissioner Kane made a motion.

Chairman Markley said I’m hearing a motion from Commissioner Kane, but I do have control 

and it looks like Johnson with comments.

Commissioner McKiernan said my wife worked from home three days a week, went onsite two 

days a week for 20 years, maybe.  When COVID hit, she was at home five days a week.  I think 

you can talk to her supervisor, and she got her work done.  She was productive at home.  I think 

that same opportunity exists here.  As Commissioner Markley said, I think we need to be 

adaptable.  This is the way the workplace is changing.  We need to get on board, or we run the 

risk of losing some employees who could otherwise do incredible work for our organization.

I agree with Commissioner Ramirez, I think that each individual employee, supervisor, 

department, whatever, should be able to establish what constitutes acceptable job performance.  

We should be able to find ways to track that job performance, that productivity, those deliverables, 

and so I don't think we should cut ourselves off from moving forward and making it work for the 

employees, and ultimately for our constituents, for our residents, who we will deliver services to 
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in an enhanced way.  We have to remember it's not just about us, it's about how we deliver services 

and I think this could enhance service delivery.

I do think, however, only UG equipment should be used at home.  One of the things there 

said you had to know that personal information was discoverable.  I don't think there should be.  

I think a work device should be a work device, end of discussion.

Ms. Christian said I agree.  Yes, I agree with that.  But I know that there are some 

instances where personal devices may be used for work.  I don't know if Misty could chime in on 

the discoverable, but yes.

Commissioner McKiernan said well, and it's not something we need to decide tonight 

but I have a bias that it should be work equipment used for work purposes only.  I mean that's 

how my wife did it.  Her computer came from her employer.  She used it for only one thing and 

that was her work.  Then when she wanted to do other things, she had her other devices which 

were personally owned.  I do think that, especially these days, we really need to beef up and 

adhere to all of the DOTS requirements for connecting to all of our electronic resources so that 

we maximize the safety of our data and our employees.  I thoroughly endorse moving in this 

direction.

Commissioner Johnson said I’m going to tell you the truth, Ms. Christian.  I don't know that I 

would want to apply for work from home based off what you just put before us because to me, 

this is not a flexible plan; this is a very inflexible plan in that for some reason, more language has 

been added to that which we received the first time.  So, I feel that this is more limiting to our 

employees that want to be able to do that.  I’m just trying to look through here.  I don't know that 

I caught it, but this is somewhere that they can only do this for like two weeks, or did I 

misunderstand?  Ms. Christian said it was two days per week.

Commissioner Johnson asked, they could not work remote no more than two days per 

week.  Ms. Christian said up to two days per week, yes.

Commissioner Johnson asked, for all departments, no matter what?  That to me is very 

inflexible.  Ms. Christian said we did add some language or looking at adding some language 

that there could potentially be some differing circumstances that would allow more than the two 

days per week, but that would have to have approval and review.
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Commissioner Johnson said okay, so we'll leave that as it is.  We're getting information 

that other cities have provided this.  The question that I have is, of those cities that you have 

looked at, relative to what you're proposing tonight, are those cities as restrictive as what appears 

to be to me as put before us now?

Ms. Christian said so Kansas City, Missouri, is one of the cities that does talk about their 

last performance review and no discipline within the last 12 months.  They do have more days 

per week that they can offer.  Like I mentioned, most of the entities that we surveyed allow up to 

five days per week, just depending on the department and the needs of that department.  But yes, 

there are some entities that do provide some restrictive language regarding who is eligible.

Commissioner Johnson said and regarding performance, I couldn't agree more.  I think 

that definitely needs to be part of that.  I assume that was part of what we approved earlier.

Ms. Christian said I think we're a little more explicit in the language now.  It was more 

than that they just had to have satisfactory performance, but we didn't have the 12-month rule 

regarding discipline in there.

Commissioner Johnson said I guess what I’m saying is that when you add more language 

to any document, it makes it more challenging to meet the standard that is being established.  To 

me, the spirit of what's being proposed to us seems to be more restrictive.  I have a problem with 

it because I was completely satisfied with what we approved to begin with.  I trust the confidence 

of ten qualified members of this Commission to know what is important.  To that end, if we had 

problems, we would have⸺one of us ten would have said something then as opposed to approving 

this unanimously.  I mean, we approved it unanimously is what I’m trying to get to; and I believe 

that if any of us ten had a problem with it, we would have stated this last time.  That's all for now.

Henry Couchman, Senior Council, said I’m the attorney who deals with employment stuff at 

the Unified Government.  I either write these policies or I revise them or review them or whatever.  

I was not here the first time around.  I had no involvement with the first draft, and I heard 

secondhand the circumstances that led to us having to come back here.  I did review this policy 

and I did revise it.  Some of the revisions, including the various eligibility requirements, were put 

in by HR.  Those come from Kansas City, Missouri's policy.  They are not just created out of 

whole cloth.
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I did put a few things in here that may sound restrictive but really aren't intended to be.  

For example, that the employer can require a time log of somebody working from home.  I put 

that in there specifically because of an instance in the Health Department in which an employee 

did not feel that she should have to do that even though her supervisor wanted her to.  It just seems 

to me that when you've got somebody working from home, it's not unreasonable to want them to 

at least provide information about what they're doing during the course of the day.  It's an option.  

It's not intended to be restrictive.  It's just an option for supervisors who believe that that would 

be desirable.

I think this is a workable policy.  It's not perfect.  The Administrator did a survey of all 

the employees at the Unified Government and there was quite a bit of feedback on this policy.  

The majority of employees approved of it, but there were some other comments that I thought 

were good.  I think the Administrator's intent is to come back and look at those and bring back 

changes, but at this point in time, we don't have anything in place.  I think the Administrator feels 

this is workable and I think it is workable.  It may sound restricted, but I don't think it is.

It emanates initially from the department head, who is going to make a recommendation 

about remote work to the Administrator.  I assume that that will be by job category.  The 

Administrator is going to look that plan over and approve it or not approve it.  Once it's approved, 

then it's up to the department head to move forward and implement it.  The relationships between 

the supervisors and employees will largely be dictated by who these employees are, and by the 

demands of the job, and by the natures of the supervisors.  So, we'll see.  I’m sure there will be 

changes down the line as experienced dictates.  But based on what I've seen of other policies and 

on having looked through this one and worked on it a fair amount, it is not perfect.  It is somewhat 

more restrictive.  There are specific requirements to be able to work from home out of Kansas 

City, Missouri's policy.  But overall, I think it is a workable policy.

One thing that the Administrator has asked to do is on the two days a week requirement, 

there was quite a bit of comment by employees on that, understandably, trying to find something 

that would be workable.  There are departments now including, I think, 311 that alternate.  They'll 

have a team there for a week onsite and then a team work remotely, and they'll switch off and 

switch off.  This policy needs to provide flexibility for that sort of arrangement.

So, the Administrator has asked to put in language that would allow the County 

Administrator the discretion to approve a department plan that allows employees to work 
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remotely more than two days a week, if the County Administrator determines that it would not 

adversely impact operations, customer service, and would be the best interest of the department 

in the Unified Government.  It's a work in progress but it's a start, and I think it's the basis for 

moving forward.  As a reviewer, and having not been here initially, I’d be coming from…

Commissioner Johnson said well, my assumption is that someone from Legal looked at 

the document when it was first presented to us.  Maybe it wasn't you.  It was somebody.  

Furthermore, I find it hard to believe that something was sent to us to consider that one, that Legal 

had not approved and/or the County Administrator not approved.  Why would something come 

before us that was not known or understood before?  How is it now that there's more restrictions 

that everybody's okay with but they, I believe, I don't understand that?

Mr. Couchman said, Commissioner, I believe HR thought that it would be better to have 

some requirements in the policy regarding eligibility as to who could and could not work 

remotely.  Those, they put in there, they drew them from the Kansas City, Missouri policy.  The 

remainder of the policy is very much like the policy that you've got before.  There are very few 

differences.  I did mention the one about supervisors being able to do a log, but in my opinion, 

it's very similar to the policy you have.

Commissioner Johnson said I guess I’ll just conclude by saying I wish you would have 

been able to be here the first time.  Mr. Couchman said I do too.

Commissioner Johnson said I can appreciate that.  Mr. Couchman said I understand 

your frustration.  There are differing views, as you know, about this matter, trying to get to a place 

where everybody can agree on this, and then we can move forward and see how it works out in 

practice and modify it as necessary.

Chairman Markley said I've got a couple of comments from other commissioners, but I’m going 

to cut myself in line because I’m going to say a little bit about what I think might be a good idea.  

I hear the concerns and I agree with all of them.  You guys know that, but I’m also concerned that 

if we continue to push this off, our employees are still waiting for their opportunity to work from 

home.  What I’d love to see, personally, is us approve this policy with the added language that 

gives supervisors flexibility on the number of days.  Then, I'd like for Human Resources to 

commit to coming back to us, and you guys can sort of name the timeline based on your rollout 

timeline, to report on how many requests were made and how many were accepted.  I think that 
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will give this committee a good idea of whether we feel like we're being flexible enough or 

whether we got 200 applications and we turned down half of them.  I still I think that would give 

us a good sort of feel for whether we were getting the flexibility that we wanted out of this policy 

or not.  So that's my recommendation.

Ms. Christian said just so I’m clear on what your request is.  Is it to not to roll out the 

policy but to go ahead and accept…

Chairman Markley said go ahead and roll it out, but then after we've started to see⸺after 

we started to implement it and we have all the applications in, and we have people working 

remotely, I'd like you to report back to us how many applications did we get, and how many did 

we accept, and how many did we turn down.  Make sense?  Ms. Christian said yes, thank you.

Commissioner Ramirez said I agree with Commissioner Markley.  I think at this⸺unfor-

tunately, at this point, we just have to swallow the pill that's been given to us.  It's something that 

happens often around here.  I've been long here enough, I’m open and blunt now.  I, as a member 

of the policymaking body, I make the request that HR does come back with revisions to the policy 

to give our⸺after it's been implemented for a period of time, reporting back to us.  But a request 

from a member of the policymaking body, that you come back with revisions to hopefully make 

it less restrictive and more adaptable to the director and to the department that would like a 

Remote Work Agreement.  That doesn't have to be part of the motion.  It doesn't have to be at all.  

It's just a request from me to HR.

Chairman Markley said I, long ago, had a motion from Commissioner Kane.  He may need to 

make updates to that motion if he is in agreement.  Then I will need a second to that motion.  

Commissioner Johnson said I’ll second it.

Action: Commissioner Johnson seconded the motion.

Chairman Markley asked, any comments from the public?  Clerk, anything received or anybody 

here in person or on Zoom?  Ms. Portley said there were no comments received.

Chairman Markley said we'll call on the motion, roll call. 
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Roll call was taken and there were five “Ayes,” Kane, Johnson, Ramirez, McKiernan, Markley.

Item No. 4 – 211576…PRESENTATION:  DRAFT 2022-2026 CONSOLIDATED PLAN 

AND ANALYSIS OF IMPEDIMENTS TO FAIR HOUSING CHOICE

Synopsis:  An overview presentation of the Draft 2022-2026 Consolidated Plan and 2022 

Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice (AI), submitted by Wilba Miller, Director of 

Community Development.

Wilba Miller, Director of Community Development, said it is time for our 2022 to 2026 five-

year plan.  I am going to turn it over to Stephanie Stauffer.  She is the Program Coordinator that 

has been working with our consultant doing the grants management portion, so I’ll just let her go.  

There will be a couple times when I’ll probably just interrupt and say something.

Stephanie Stauffer, Community Development Program Coordinator, said I’m going to just 

go through the Consolidated Plan Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice or the AI, 

that's kind of a lot.  They are 300 pages together so I’m going to try to be as brief as possible, but 

it is a lot of information.
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So, each of these planning processes are required for us to receive our grants from the U.S. 

Department of Housing and Urban Development.  That is Community Development Block 

Grants, Home Investment Partnership Program, and Emergency Solution Grants.  We have the 

five-year consolidated plan which outlines our needs assessments related to housing and 

community needs.  Outlines our priorities for the use of these HUD Grants, and also our five-year 

goals, and our first-year plan to start accomplishing those goals.  The Analysis of Impediments 

or the AI, explores whether everyone has a similar choice for housing regardless of the race, 

ethnicity, national origin, sex, religion, disability, or whether they have children.  We've been 

working with a consultant called Mosaic Community Planning in the process.

In the month of March, we did a community engagement process where we had a survey that 

went out.  We had 142 community survey participants.  We did stakeholder interviews with 30 

organizations.  We had 4 community workshops with 24 participants, and those workshops were 

held in English with Spanish translation.  Then we also had two targeted resident focus groups.
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So, with all that community engagement, we got a lot of feedback on what the community thought 

our community needs are.  With housing needs, there were help for homeowners to make home 

improvements, rehab of affordable rental housing or apartments, energy efficiency improvements.  

Public service needs.  The top ones were health and mental health services, childcare, substance 

abuse or crime prevention, and youth services or programs.  For homeless needs, we had 

transitional/permanent supportive housing programs, homelessness prevention, supportive 

services and case management.  For public facilities, folks were really worried about community 

centers, homeless centers, and community parks, gyms, and rec fields.  For public infrastructure, 

I think we know from the survey that folks are really concerned about streets and road 

improvements, and sidewalk improvement and expansion.  Then economic development needs, 

the one that rose to the top was redevelopment or demolition of blighted commercial properties.

The second part of the plan is the Needs Assessment.  So, that is us going through a pretty deep 

dive into all the local regional plans, available data.  We look at housing affordability, housing 

market, what our needs and gaps are for public services, and public facilities.  Some of those data 
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sources are the census, we look at data from the Appraiser's Office, we look at data for MARC.  

We pulled all the UG area master plans and plans from other UG departments like Parks.  Then 

we also pulled data from the Coalition and Homelessness in greater Kansas City.

After we looked through all that data, we came up with these priority needs and five-year goals.  

Those are improved housing access and quality, provide housing and services for people 

experiencing or at-ask of homelessness, provide other public services for low-moderate income 

households, improve public facilities infrastructure, support economic development, and also 

planning and administration.

So, here is our 2020 funding for the Annual Action Plan for 2022.  You can see here that 

unfortunately, CDBG took a hit this year so we're looking at about a difference of -7.3%, HOME 

had an 8.0% increase, and ESG had less than 1% decrease.  The negative change you're seeing in 

CDBG is in relation to the addition of Community Development earmarks that went into the 

federal budget.  HUD made up that difference by taking back from CDBG, but Kansas City, 

Kansas, was awarded some earmark projects, so I think at the end of the day we probably came 

out on top.
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Here is just a summary of our projects.  They're not really that much different from last year with 

the exception of the Area Master Plan activities, which are taking place of the NRSA activities.  

This is just a way to continue making those types of infrastructure improvements and public 

facility improvements like we did with City Park but broadening it from the NRSA area to 

activities that were identified in some of the area master plans.

This is HOME so we're going to be continuing our work working with CHDOs and subrecipients 

to develop new construction housing and rehab.

Ms. Miller said this is where I want to interrupt.  A lot of the commissioners will remember that 

we used to include a Chip Down Payment Assistance Program.  We haven't had a good application 

since we had to change our underwriting per HUD.  The last one was in 2019, so instead of just 

keep setting it aside, we would like to recommend that we just use the money to do another 

affordable housing unit or a couple of affordable housing units.  So mainly, that a HOME money 

would be used for people like CHWC, like Habitat, and other agencies that might come to us and 

want to do housing development.  As you can see, $952K is not very much.  Right now, when we 

allocate funds to our CHDOs and to our entitlements, we give them about $190K per unit.  So, 
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$952K is not going to go very far.  But, again, with Commission’s approval, I'd like to eliminate 

the down payment assistance.  I know a lot of the surrounding communities have too.

Ms. Stauffer said this is just our budget for ESG projects which the great majority of the funding 

goes out to subrecipients to carry out projects in community organizations, and then we keep 

7.5% to administer the grant.

That is kind of the consolidated plan and then we'll move on to the AI.

As a participating jurisdiction, a jurisdiction that receives HUD funding, the Unified Government 

is required to affirmatively further fair housing.  That’s not necessarily just Community 

Development, that's the UG, as an entity, is required to do that.  That means taking meaningful 

action to combat discrimination, overcome patterns of segregation, and then eliminate barriers 

that restrict opportunity for folks to have access to fair housing.  Those protected classes are race, 

color, religion, sex familial status, national origin, having a disability, or having a particular type 
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of disability.  It's important to say that we don't receive any special funding to meet this 

requirement, it's just something that we're required to do.

When we asked folks about fair housing, we asked, do you know what your fair housing rights 

are.  Only 50% of the community said yes, 34% said somewhat, and 15% said no.

But when we ask, do you know where to file a fair housing complaint, 50% of folks said that they 

don't know where to file a complaint.  I think we have identified that we have some work to do in 

educating folks on what their housing rights are.
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When we ask folks what the barriers to fair housing are, they said that they think that 

neighborhoods need revitalization and new investment and then the next top three are related to 

affordable housing.

We identified six impediments to our housing choice, and each of these impediments in the plan 

have action items to go with them.  The first one is low labor market engagement and limited 

incomes restrict housing choice and access to opportunity amongst protected classes.  Number 

two is the continued need for neighborhood investment.  Number three is housing options for 

persons with disability.  Number four is historical disinvestment in housing conditions 

disproportionately affects protected classes, historical redlining and those kinds of things.  The 

multifamily uses are severely restricted by both our policy and our implementation of the zoning 

code.  And that lack of strong networks limits ongoing progress towards fair housing goals.  That's 

kind of a summary of the AI.
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Our next steps are to publish these proposed drafts of these plans.  We're hoping to get those on 

the website by June 2nd, and then hold a community presentation at Livable Neighborhoods to let 

folks know⸺a deeper dive into it.  Then we'll accept comments online through July 5th, then hold 

a public hearing on July 14th, and then make any of our necessary changes, and hopefully have 

approval on July 28th.  We have to get it in to HUD by August 12th, so we don't lose our funding.

Ms. Miller said normally we talk about the budget.  We just got our budget numbers, what a week 

ago, so we're having to take the budget that we did show you here and make sure that it's input 

into the Budget Department and we will go along with the budget process.  Normally, we would 

be adopting everything at the same time, but like last year, the UG budget is going to be adopted 

much later than our submission date, so we want to get the plan in to HUD, get it approved, and 

we will be coming forward for budget, just like normal.

Chairman Markley said I will say it's frustrating with that down payment program.  But just in 

general, with a lot of these programs, that the red tape becomes so difficult that we can't provide 

the services we would like to, to our community.  It's not something we control, but it's frustrating 

anyway.  Commissioners, questions or comments?

Commissioner Johnson said a couple of questions.  I noticed that the administrative percentage 

changed from the CDBG projects to the HOME.  CDBG is 20%, the other…  Ms. Miller said is 

only 10%.

Commissioner Johnson said 10%.  That's not a standard number then?  Ms. Miller said 

yes, it is.  CDBG only allows 20%.  HOME only allows 10%.
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Commissioner Johnson said so those are requirements.  Ms. Miller said those are 

requirements, statutory requirements.  ESG only allows 7.5%.

Commissioner Johnson said I just want to make sure that wasn't coming from us.  Ms. 

Miller said no.

Commissioner Johnson said the area master plan activities of half a million.  Now, I 

know when we identified this, the NRSA years ago, five years ago, I guess at this point, time has 

gone by so fast, right?  There were others.  We did it by census tract.

Ms. Miller said yes, we did.  We went into partnership with the Department of Planning 

and KU College.  They looked at five census tracts at the time because we had to specify to HUD 

why that particular census tract.  We had, at that time, the median one.  We feel like there was 

some success with the parks and the NRSA area.  We spent quite a bit of money in City Park, 

Reagan Field, we're working on Clifton Park now.  But we didn't get to do the things that HUD 

had intended for us to do.  A lot of it was because of COVID-related.  We did code enforcement, 

we did Rock the Block with Habitat for Humanity in Kansas City, but we didn't bring up the 

diploma rate, the rate for school kids.  We didn't get to change the back taxes.  There were a lot 

of things that we were not allowed to do during that period of time.

So, when we were headed in this new direction, we decided that there were master plans 

out there for several neighborhoods that we could start addressing that wouldn't have to meet the 

same kind of requirements that had put to us.  We can pay for physical infrastructure 

improvements.  We can pay for some of the things without getting into that bind so to speak.  I 

mean, we had well intentions.

We've met with neighborhood residents many times, and we really wanted to accomplish 

something.  I think we did sort of stabilize the neighborhood.  I think a lot of the people feel very 

special because their parks are looking better and all of that.  But we're going to meet with the 

Planning Department and bring some ideas to you all about what it is we would like to address.

Commissioner Johnson said I can appreciate that.  I, of course, you know that was in 

District 4 where those⸺and so I’m certainly appreciative, and I hope that the community at-large 

in that area appreciates it as well.  Yeah, I’ll be interested to see the new direction and hearing 

from the Planning Department, so with that, thank you.
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Chairman Markley asked, any other questions or comments from the Commission?  Clerk, any 

comments from the public, or anyone online, or in person who'd like to comment?  Ms. Portley 

said, Commissioner, there were none received.

Chairman Markley said this is an item requiring a motion, I believe.

Action: Commissioner Johnson made a motion, seconded by Commissioner Ramirez, 

to approve as submitted.  Roll call was taken and there were five “Ayes,” Kane, 

Johnson, Ramirez, McKiernan, Markley.

Item No. 5 – 211579…MUNICIPAL COURT

Synopsis:  Department update on Municipal Court, submitted by Dominic Geniuk, Court 

Manager of Municipal Court.

Action: Per blue sheet, item will be heard at the June 27, 2022, meeting.

Public Agenda:

No items

Adjourn:

Chairman Markley adjourned the meeting at 8:06 p.m.
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ORDINANCE NO. 
 

AN ORDINANCE relating to Chapter 3, Air Pollution, amending Section 3-22 of the 
Unified Government Code.

WHEREAS, the Wyandotte County Health Department is responsible for 
monitoring air pollution and responding to possible violations of the Unified Government 
Code; and

WHEREAS, the specific instrument referenced in Sec. 3-22 of the Unified 
Government Code is no longer being manufactured; and

WHEREAS, the Wyandotte County Health Department and Kansas Department 
of Health and Environment have found a comparable instrument to measure odorous 
emissions.

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS OF THE UNIFIED 
GOVERNMENT OF WYANDOTTE COUNTY/KANSAS CITY, KANSAS:

Section 1. That Chapter 3, Air Pollution, Section 3-22, of the Code of 
Ordinances for the Unified Government of Wyandotte County/Kansas City, Kansas, be 
amended to read as follows:

Sec. 3-22.  Restriction of emission of odors.
(a) No person shall cause or permit odorous emissions so as to cause air pollution.

(b) An odor occurrence shall be deemed a violation when a complaint from one person 
or more is received and substantiated at the point of complaint within one business day 
by observations of the director or their designee. The director shall deem the complaint 
valid only if the director or their designee finds the occurrence of sufficient duration or 
frequency so that the director or their designee can make two measurements of 
olfactometerodor strength within a period of one hour, these measurements being 
separated by at least 15 minutes.

(c) Odor measurement shall be made with a Nasal Ranger Field Olfactometeror any 
other instrument, device, or technique designated by the director as producing 
equivalent results.

Section 2.  This ordinance shall take effect and be in full force from and after its 
passage, approval and publication in the publication of record for the Unified 
Government of Wyandotte County/Kansas City, Kansas.

PASSED BY THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS OF THE UNIFIED 
GOVERNMENT OF WYANDOTTE COUNTY/KANSAS CITY, KANSAS
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THIS ____ DAY OF ______________ 2022

_____________________________________
         Tyrone Garner, Mayor/CEO

Attest:

_______________________________
Unified Government Clerk

Approved as to Form:

_________________________________ 
Chief Counsel
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(Published  )

ORDINANCE NO. 
 

AN ORDINANCE relating to Chapter 3, Air Pollution, amending Section 3-22 of the 
Unified Government Code.

WHEREAS, the Wyandotte County Health Department is responsible for 
monitoring air pollution and responding to possible violations of the Unified Government 
Code; and

WHEREAS, the specific instrument referenced in Sec. 3-22 of the Unified 
Government Code is no longer being manufactured; and

WHEREAS, the Wyandotte County Health Department and Kansas Department 
of Health and Environment have found a comparable instrument to measure odorous 
emissions.

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS OF THE UNIFIED 
GOVERNMENT OF WYANDOTTE COUNTY/KANSAS CITY, KANSAS:

Section 1. That Chapter 3, Air Pollution, Section 3-22, of the Code of 
Ordinances for the Unified Government of Wyandotte County/Kansas City, Kansas, be 
amended to read as follows:

Sec. 3-22.  Restriction of emission of odors.
(a) No person shall cause or permit odorous emissions so as to cause air pollution.

(b) An odor occurrence shall be deemed a violation when a complaint from one person 
or more is received and substantiated at the point of complaint within one business day 
two hours by observations of the director or their designee. The director shall deem the 
complaint valid only if the director or their designee finds the occurrence of sufficient 
duration or frequency so that the director or their designee can make two measurements 
of olfactometerscentometer no. 2 odor strength within a period of one hour, these 
measurements being separated by at least 15 minutes.

(c) Odor measurement shall be made with a Nasal Ranger Field 
Olfactometerscentometer as manufactured by Barnebey-Cheney Company or any other 
instrument, device, or technique designated by the director as producing equivalent 
results.

Section 2.  This ordinance shall take effect and be in full force from and after its 
passage, approval and publication in the publication of record for the Unified 
Government of Wyandotte County/Kansas City, Kansas.
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PASSED BY THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS OF THE UNIFIED 
GOVERNMENT OF WYANDOTTE COUNTY/KANSAS CITY, KANSAS

THIS ____ DAY OF ______________ 2022

_____________________________________
         Tyrone Garner, Mayor/CEO

Attest:

_______________________________
Unified Government Clerk

Approved as to Form:

_________________________________ 
Chief Counsel



 
  

Staff Request for  
 Commission Action 

 Tracking No. 211961  

Full Commission Meeting Date:  
Committee: Administration & Human Services 
   
Date of Standing Committee Action: 9/26/22 
   (If none, please explain):   

  
Publication Required: No         

Date:   
 09/14/2022  

Contact Name:   
 Jennifer Stewart 

Contact Phone:   
 913-321-1445 

Contact Email:   
 jstewart@kckpd.org 

Department/Division:   
 Health Department 

Item Description:   
 An ordinance amending Section 16-31, 16-32 & 16-34 relating to food establishment regulation and licensing, submitted by Jennifer 
Stewart, Enviromental Health Manager. 
Action Requested:   
 For approval of the ordinance amending Section 16-31, 16-32 & 16-34 relating to food establishment regulation and licensing. 
Budget Impact: (if applicable) 
Amount:  
Source: 
     Included In Budget:  
     Other (explain):  
Attachments List:   
 Food Licensing ordinance 2.0 Clean, Food Licensing ordinance 2.0 Redline 
 



(Published ______________________)

ORDINANCE NO. ____________ 

AN ORDINANCE relating to Chapter 16, FOOD SERVICE AND FOOD SERVICE 
ESTABLISHMENTS, amending Section 16-31, 16-32 & 16-34 of the Unified Government 
Code.
. 

WHEREAS, retail food establishments measuring greater than 200 cubic feet and selling 
only prepackaged foods are required to be inspected and licensed by the Kansas Department of 
Agriculture annually; and

WHEREAS, there are 205 licensed retail food establishments in Wyandotte County; and

WHEREAS, the Kansas Department of Agriculture adopted the current Food Code in 
2012; and

WHEREAS, the Kansas Department of Agriculture inspects and licenses all food 
establishments annually under the 2012 Food Code; and

WHEREAS, the Kansas Department of Health and Environment revoked their food 
regulations in 2010. 

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS OF THE UNIFIED 
GOVERNMENT OF WYANDOTTE COUNTY/KANSAS CITY, KANSAS:

Section 1. That Chapter 16, Article II, of the Code of Ordinances of the Unified Government 
of Wyandotte County/Kansas City, Kansas, be and is hereby amended to read as follows:

Sec. 16-31. - 2012 Food Code adopted.

The Kansas Food Code, adopted in 2012, prepared, compiled and promulgated by the state 
department of agriculture, is adopted by reference.

Sec. 16-32. - State administrative regulations adopted.

The provisions of K.A.R.4-28-1 through 4-28-34, as they exist on the effective date of this 
Code, are adopted by reference as if set out in full in this article.

Sec. 16-34. - Permit Required.

All food establishments, as defined by the 2012 Food Code, located within Wyandotte County 
must obtain and maintain all Kansas Department of Agriculture required permits and licenses.  



Section 2. This ordinance shall take effect and be in full force upon its passage, approval, and 
publication in the official Unified Government newspaper.    

PASSED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE UNIFIED GOVERNMENT
OF WYANDOTTE COUNTY/KANSAS CITY, KANSAS,

THIS  DAY OF , 2022.

____________________________________
Tyrone Garner
Mayor/CEO

ATTEST:

____________________________________
Unified Government Clerk

Approved as to form:

Chief Counsel



(Published ______________________)

ORDINANCE NO. ____________ 

AN ORDINANCE relating to Chapter 16, FOOD SERVICE AND FOOD SERVICE 
ESTABLISHMENTS, amending Section 16-31, 16-32 & 16-34 of the Unified Government 
Code.
. 

WHEREAS, retail food establishments measuring greater than 200 cubic feet and selling 
only prepackaged foods are required to be inspected and licensed by the Kansas Department of 
Agriculture annually; and

WHEREAS, there are 205 licensed retail food establishments in Wyandotte County; and

WHEREAS, the Kansas Department of Agriculture adopted the current Food Code in 
2012; and

WHEREAS, the Kansas Department of Agriculture inspects and licenses all food 
establishments annually under the 2012 Food Code; and

WHEREAS, the Kansas Department of Health and Environment revoked their food 
regulations in 2010. 

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS OF THE UNIFIED 
GOVERNMENT OF WYANDOTTE COUNTY/KANSAS CITY, KANSAS:

Section 1. That Chapter 16, Article II, of the Code of Ordinances of the Unified Government 
of Wyandotte County/Kansas City, Kansas, be and is hereby amended to read as follows:

Sec. 16-31. - 1999 2012 Food Code adopted.

The Kansas Food Code, adopted in 20121999, prepared, compiled and promulgated by the 
state department of health and environmentof agriculture, is adopted by reference.

Sec. 16-32. - State administrative regulations adopted.

The provisions of K.A.R. 4-28-1 through 4-28-3428-36-101—28-36-108, as they exist on the 
effective date of this Code, are adopted by reference as if set out in full in this article.

Sec. 16-34. - Additional conditions of permit.Permit Required.

All food establishments, as defined by the 2012 Food Code, located within Wyandotte County 
must obtain and maintain all Kansas Department of Agriculture required permits and licenses.  
(a)  All applicants for a permit as required by chapter 8 of the 1999 Kansas Food Code shall 
pay an initial application fee. The amount of the fee shall be set by the county administrator.



(b)  The permit required by chapter 8 of the 1999 Kansas Food Code shall be renewed annually 
on or before January 1 of each year.

(c)  For the permit required by chapter 8 of the 1999 Kansas Food Code, every person 
operating a retail food store shall pay an annual permit fee in addition to the initial application 
fee. The amount of the fee shall be set by the county administratorA.

(d)  Application for the permit required by chapter 8 of the 1999 Kansas Food Code shall be 
made to the unified government public health department.

(e)  For the purpose of this section, the sale or serving of food in the same location less than 
seven days in any calendar year shall be construed as the occasional sale or serving of food and 
shall not require a permit.

Section 2. This ordinance shall take effect and be in full force upon its passage, approval, and 
publication in the official Unified Government newspaper.    

PASSED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE UNIFIED GOVERNMENT
OF WYANDOTTE COUNTY/KANSAS CITY, KANSAS,

THIS  DAY OF , 2022.

____________________________________
Tyrone Garner
Mayor/CEO

ATTEST:

____________________________________
Unified Government Clerk

Approved as to form:

Chief Counsel



 
  

Staff Request for  
 Commission Action 

 Tracking No. 211958  

Full Commission Meeting Date: 9/29/2022 
Committee: Administration & Human Services 
   
Date of Standing Committee Action:  
   (If none, please explain):   

  
Publication Required: No         

Date:   
 09/13/2022  

Contact Name:   
 Gunnar Hand 

Contact Phone:   
 5751 

Contact Email:   
 ghand@wycokck.org 

Department/Division:   
 Planning and Urban Design 

Item Description:   
 As a part of their annual funding allocation, the Mid-America Regional Council (MARC) is provided monies from the federal 
government for various planning activities. MARC is looking to leverage a portion of this annual allocation to fund a regional 
electrical vehicle (EV) strategic plan, which is an identified action plan item of the recently adopted goDOtte Countywide Strategic 
Mobility Plan and the Regional KC Climate Action Plan. The Unified Government has been asked to support this effort with a $5,000 
contribution to the local match fund being sought from all other municipalities within the MARC planning area. There is no deadline 
for this grant, but MARC would like to proceed with a Request for Proposals process by the end of 2022, submitted by Gunnar H. 
Hand, AICP, Director of Planning and Urban Design, 573-5751. 
Action Requested:   
  
Budget Impact: (if applicable) 
Amount:  
Source: 
     Included In Budget:  
     Other (explain):  
Attachments List:   
 MARC_Kansas City Regional EV Strategic Plan_SCOPE 
 



Kansas City Regional EV Strategic Plan – Draft Scope 

  
1. Steering Group Engagement – Coordinate with steering group to ensure engagement output 

meets the needs of future city and regional planning and funding activities.  

2. Assessment –Identify current conditions and future needs including the following:  

a. Review existing local and regional plans  
b. Coordination with local utilities on existing and future programs  
c. Collection of current local and regional EV data and assessment of existing conditions 
d. Identification of barriers to EV growth  
e. Local and regional EV growth projection  

 
3. Identification of Needs – utilize input from the assessment phase to quantify charging 

infrastructure needed to support increasing EV population as follows:  

a. Recommendation for city fleet charging infrastructure (including quantity and type)  
b. Identify opportunities for charging station co-usage with public (public charging access)  
c. Identify equity considerations for public charging  
d. Options for charging station operations/ management  
e. Utility/ grid analysis required to support charging infrastructure  

 
4. Public engagement 

a. Identification of barriers to and public need for EV adoption and EV infrastructure 

b. Public engagement targeting underserved communities 

5. Strategy & Recommendations – Summarize key next steps and define a phased approach to 
implementation of charging infrastructure plan including the following:  

a. Methods of eliminating barriers to EV and EV infrastructure growth  
b. Program and policy recommendations for supporting implementation 
c. Strategies for EV Adoption in Underserved Communities 
d. Identification of potential private sector partners  
e. Guidance on and prioritization of potential new charging station locations 
f. Funding guidance to identify potential formula, grant, incentive, or rebate programs 

available to cities and MARC. 
 

6. EV Strategic Plan Report  

a. Draft Plan - Coordination with the Steering Group to ensure the strategic plan addresses 
defined deliverables and presents information in digestible format  

b. Final Plan – Full plan will be provided once all final comments are received and incorporated  
 
 



 
  

Staff Request for  
 Commission Action 

 Tracking No. 211928  

Full Commission Meeting Date: 9/29/2022 
Committee: Administration & Human Services 
   
Date of Standing Committee Action:  
   (If none, please explain):   

  
Publication Required: No         

Date:   
 08/26/2022  

Contact Name:   
 Gunnar Hand 

Contact Phone:   
 5751 

Contact Email:   
 ghand@wycokck.org 

Department/Division:   
 Planning and Urban Design 

Item Description:   
 This grant seeks to encourage the use of electric vehicles (EV) in underserved communities across the Mid-America Regional 
Council’s (MARC) region by assisting with the purchase of EVs and EV charging infrastructure. The Unified Government has been 
asked by MARC to join this grant in order to develop a demonstration project(s) in Kansas City, Kansas, which is an identified action 
plan item of the recently adopted goDotte Countywide Strategic Mobility Plan and the Regional KC Climate Action Plan. If awarded 
to MARC, this grant would require an 80/20 local match for projects and is targeted to let in federal fiscal year 2026. The average 
cost for one (1) electric vehicle and one (1) installed charging station is approximately $75,000 ($15,000 local match). This is a 
retroactive grant request that was submitted by MARC in August 2022, submitted by Gunnar H. Hand, AICP, Director of Planning 
and Urban Design, 573-5751. 
Action Requested:   
  
Budget Impact: (if applicable) 
Amount:  
Source: 
     Included In Budget:  
     Other (explain):  
Attachments List:   
 2022 MARC EVSE Application 
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2022 Sub Allocated Funding Call
Sub-Allocated Preliminary Questionnaire

No. Question Answer

Pre-Application review

1 Project name Regional Electric Vehicles and EV Infrastructure Expansion

2 What type of agency is requesting this application? MPO

3 Sponsoring agency name Mid America Regional Council (MARC)

4.1 Primary project mode Other

4.2 Secondary project mode Other

5 Project type (This limits available funding sources) Other

6.1 Project description This project includes electric vehicles and charging station infrastructure to
expand the current regional fleet and network. This project will seek project
partners for implementation. This project application is based on approximately
6 small electric vehicles and 16 level 2 and 3 charging stations to be installed in
areas of the region where there are significant gaps in charging network today.
EVs and EV infrastructure will serve centers, mobility hubs, and corridors that
serve underserved and /or EJ communities and serve center, corridors, and
mobility hubs to the extent possible. The EV charging stations would be fully
accessible to the public. Electric vehicles may be for local government fleet
replacement or other public-use scenarios, including carshare.

6.5 Project length in miles 0.0

7 Is this project listed in Connected KC 2050
(https://marc2.org/tr_rtp/browseprojects.aspx)?

Yes

https://marc2.org/tr_rtp/browseprojects.aspx
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Sub-Allocated Preliminary Questionnaire

7.1 What is its Project Number
(https://marc2.org/tr_rtp/browseprojects.aspx):

1,289

8 Which Connected KC 2050 (https://connectedkc.org/) underlying
strategies
(https://connectedkc.org/strategies-list/") does the project
implement or advance?

Air quality

Equitable access to technology
Emergency preparedness

Mobility hubs

Public transportation

Electric Vehicles

Climate protection and resilience

Complete and Green Streets

More mode choices

Equitable investment

Data and Technology

Centers and corridors

8.1 List and describe how the project/program implements & advances
underlying strategies (https://connectedkc.org/strategies-list/") selected
in question 8.

Centers and corridors - Charging infrastructure will be located in centers and
along corridors, when practicable. Complete streets - The project supports the
vehicle component of complete streets, facilitating the transition of them to zero
vehicle emissions and reducing direct exposure to pollutants to bikers,
pedestrians, and transit users. Climate protection and resilience - See 8.6.
Data and technology - the project includes technology needed to support EVs
and provides data to both users and station owners. Air quality - project
facilitates transition to EVs, which have zero tailpipe emissions. Electric
vehicles – Expanding the EV charging network will directly facilitate and use
and viability of electric vehicles in KC. Emergency Preparedness -Keeps EVs
charged during natural disaster or other emergencies. Equitable access to
technology and investment – Currently, there are gaps in the EV charging
network. Investing to fill gaps in the network will make access to this
technology more equitable. Mobility hubs – This project will diversify available
alternatives to traditional transportation in the region’s mobility hubs. Mode
choice - Electric vehicles could be used to expand options for low-income
communities if used for carsharing. Public transportation – Expanding the
network will facilitate future utilization of electric alternatives in existing public
transit networks.

https://marc2.org/tr_rtp/browseprojects.aspx
https://connectedkc.org/
https://connectedkc.org/strategies-list/%22
https://connectedkc.org/strategies-list/%22
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Sub-Allocated Preliminary Questionnaire

8.2 Describe contemplated complete street elements (transit
accommodations, current and proposed type of bike/ped infrastructure,
green infrastructure, etc.), if applicable.

The project supports the vehicle component of complete streets, facilitating the
transition of them to zero tailpipe emissions and reducing direct exposure to
pollutants to bikers, pedestrians, transit riders and other users exposed to open
air.

8.3 The top contributing factors of fatal and serious injury crashes in the
region as described in the Destination Safe Together Toward Zero plan
(https://www.marc.org/sites/default/files/2022-
06/Destination_Safe_Together_Toward_Zero.pdf) include:
Aggressive/Speeding, Pedestrians, Impaired, Distracted, Intersections.
Does this project address an identified safety crash type as identified in
the Vision Zero Plan, or another safety topic?

No

8.4 Does this project or program implement specific strategies identified in
a Planning or Creating Sustainable Places (https://marc-
gis.maps.arcgis.com/apps/MapSeries/index.html?
appid=0a958d0637c14704b267d92d16104e54) plan? Please be
specific about which PSP/CSP plan is being advanced.

2021 - Countywide Mobility and TOD Strategy (UG Wyandotte Kansas City)

8.5 Describe strategies that advance the region's Clean Air Action Plan
(https://www.marc.org/environment/environment-plans/clean-air-action-
plan).

This project supports the CAAP by expanding electric vehicles and the EV
charging network and closing gaps in areas known to have limited access to
EV infrastructure; harnessing emerging technology and increasing equitable
access to transport options that produce fewer/no emissions. The added
charging stations will support mobility hub development; and, in line with the
plan’s ACES strategy, will serve to directly increase of the use of electric
vehicles in the region.

8.6 Describe strategies that advance the region's Climate Action Plan
(https://climateactionkc.com/plan).

This project supports the CAP by facilitating a transition to electric vehicles in
the region that will lower GHG emissions. Accessibility to affordable electric
vehicles is improving, but without a robust charging station network, KC
residents’ ability to take part in this transition will be limited. The project
supports the CAP equity goals by making overall investment of EV
infrastructure more equitable. Project supports adaptation by diversifying fleet
fuel sources and ensuring EVs have access to charging stations in the event of
natural disasters or other emergencies.

8.7 Describe additional conservation, restoration and watershed
connectivity efforts.

None.

https://www.marc.org/sites/default/files/2022-06/Destination_Safe_Together_Toward_Zero.pdf
https://marc-gis.maps.arcgis.com/apps/MapSeries/index.html?appid=0a958d0637c14704b267d92d16104e54
https://www.marc.org/environment/environment-plans/clean-air-action-plan
https://climateactionkc.com/plan
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Sub-Allocated Preliminary Questionnaire

8.8 Describe how your project/program includes adaptation efforts and
funding related to urban heat islands, flood and drought to protect
public and safety. Please also describe how do these efforts support
greater investments in transportation projects that address the needs
of disadvantaged populations and communities and ensure more
equitable outcomes.

Additional charging stations can help ensure EVs can continue to charge, in
cases where urban heat and other emergencies create displacement. EVs
produce about 20% less heat than conventionally-fueled vehicles which can aid
in mitigating urban heat. This project would support EV fleet expansion and
decreased ozone pre-cursor emissions that may produce ozone under greater
heat island intensity. Ground level ozone disproportionately impacts
disadvantaged communities as these communities have a higher prevalence of
diseases affecting the heart and lungs, which may worsen due to pollution.

9.1 Project total budget $750,000

9.2 Amount of federal funds requested $600,000

9.3 What percentage of the total funds is allocated towards bicyle and/or
pedestrian facilities and programs?

0%

13 Does this project have a geography that can be mapped? Yes

13.1 Please draw the boundaries of your proposed project's study area.
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Sub-Allocated Preliminary Questionnaire

Sub-Allocated General Questions

No. Question Answer









Unified Gov of Wyandotte Co, Missouri DNR, Esri, HERE, Garmin, SafeGraph, FAO, METI/NASA, USGS, EPA, NPS Powered by Esri

http://www.esri.com/
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Sub-Allocated General Questions

1 Is this project inclued in the current Transportation Improvement
Program (TIP) (https://www.marc.org/transportation/plans-and-
studies/transportation-improvement-program)?

No

2.01 State Regional (bistate)

3.01 County Wyandotte County , KS

Cass County, MO

Miami County , KS

Clay County, MO

Jackson County, MO

Johnson County , KS

Platte County, MO

Leavenworth County , KS

4.01 Municipality Harrisonville, MO

Gladstone, MO

Buckner, MO

Raymore, MO

Fontana, KS

Sugar Creek, MO

Gunn City, MO

Riverside, MO

Homestead Village, MO

Lone Jack, MO

Gardner, KS

North Kansas City, MO

Missouri City, MO

Lake Waukomis, MO

Oakview, MO

Lake Quivira, KS

Orrick, MO

Kearney, MO

East Lynne, MO

Pleasant Hill, MO

Platte City, MO

Tracy, MO

Mission Hills, KS


https://www.marc.org/transportation/plans-and-studies/transportation-improvement-program
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Sub-Allocated General Questions

Fleming, MO

Oakwood Park, MO

De Soto, KS

Levasy, MO

Tonganoxie, KS

Westwood, KS

Mission, KS

Lansing, KS

Drexel, MO

Smithville, MO

Henrietta, MO

Freeman, MO

Oaks (Village of Oaks), MO

Greenwood, MO

Hardin, MO

Ferrelview, MO

Grain Valley, MO

Avondale, MO

Lake Winnebago, MO

Birmingham, MO

Houston Lake, MO

Linwood, KS

Excelsior Springs, MO

Richmond, MO

Cleveland, MO

Kansas City, MO

Independence, MO

Dearborn, MO

Glenaire, MO

Blue Springs, MO

River Bend, MO

Mosby, MO

Garden City, MO

Roeland Park, KS

Oakwood, MO

Camden Point, MO

Oak Grove, MO

Farley, MO
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Sub-Allocated General Questions

Creighton, MO

Westwood Hills, KS

Randolph, MO

Merriam, KS

Claycomo, MO

Shawnee, KS

Loch Lloyd, MO

Edgerton, KS

Easton, KS

Weatherby Lake, MO

Strasburg, MO

Lenexa, KS

Wood Heights, MO
Edgerton, MO

Camden, MO

Pleasant Valley, MO

Ridgely, MO

Riverview Estates, MO

Kansas City, KS

Overland Park, KS

Parkville, MO

Crystal Lakes, MO

Spring Hill, KS

Northmoor, MO

Basehor, KS

Sibley, MO

Elmira, MO
Raytown, MO

Excelsior Estates, MO

Louisburg, KS

Lee's Summit, MO

Baldwin Park, MO

Edwardsville, KS

Leavenworth, KS

Peculiar, MO

Unity Village, MO

Lawson, MO

Fairway, KS
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Sub-Allocated General Questions

Archie, MO
Platte Woods, MO

Prairie Village, KS

Prathersville, MO

Weston, MO

Olathe, KS

Paola, KS

West Line, MO

Holt, MO

Osawatomie, KS

Bonner Springs, KS

Lake Annette, MO

Mission Woods, KS

Liberty, MO

Leawood, KS

Lake Tapawingo, MO

Grandview, MO

Lake Lotawana, MO

Iatan, MO

Belton, MO

5.1 Do you plan on partnering with another agency or organization to
implement this effort? (If yes, then you will need to click 'Add Project
Partner Agencies', fill out the partner contact information, and then
upload the partnership agreement)

Yes

5.2 Project Partners

Partner 1

Contact first name: Gunnar

Contact last name Hand

Agency Unified Government of Wyandotte County/Kansas City, KS.

Department Planning and Urban Design

Email ghand@wycokck.org



https://gis2.marc2.org/SubAllocated/print.html 10/18

Sub-Allocated General Questions

Phone number (913) 573-5750

Description Additional partnerships may be identified and involved in the implementation of
this project.

6 Funding Type (Limited by Project Type chosen on previous page) STP/STBG

CMAQ

7 Given the results of the preapplication assessment, has the scope of
the project been modified in any way compared to scope of work
proposed in preapplication questionnaire?

Yes

7.1 Please describe how has the scope has changed. The project now includes electric vehicles, in addition to EV charging
infrastructure.

8 Project Contact Karen Clawson
kclawson@marc.org
816-701-8255

9 Describe the purpose and need for this project The purpose of the project is to bring fleet electrification benefits to areas of the
region that are underserved by electric vehicle infrastructure. The electric
vehicles charging network is well developed in parts of the region where there
are significant regional employment centers and/or higher that regional average
household incomes. And because Evergy installed over a thousand chargers in
their Kansas City regional service territory, these areas have higher charging
station densities. Several areas of the region (outside Evergy service territory
and where lower-income communities exist) have a much lower density of
electric vehicles and electric vehicles chargers and do not enjoy the benefits of
this infrastructure, including decreased pollution. This project could be
implemented to support local government fleet transition with publicly
accessible charging infrastructure or a carshare project.

10 Federal Functional Classification Not Applicable

11 Other than, or in addition to ConnectedKC 2050, does this project
implement a multi-agency plan?

No

12 Is this project included in a local Capital Improvements Plan (CIP) or
equivalent?

No

13 At what stage is the project in the planning process? Conceptual Plan
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Sub-Allocated General Questions

14 Have the project plans been reviewed by the appropriate state DOT? No

15 Status of Right-of-Way acquisition Not started

16 Have project plans and/or ROW acquisitions been in accordance with
the appropriate LPA process manual?

Yes

17 Does this project promote other unique local goals and objectives not
identified in ConnectedKC 2050?

No

18 Please describe the transportation disadvantaged populations that will
or may be affected (positively or negatively) by this project. (MARC
defines transportation disadvantaged populations as low-income,
minority, older adults, disabled, persons living in zero-car households,
and/or veterans.)

Replacing ICE vehicles with electric vehicles (supported by EV charging
stations) would positively affect all segments of the population, including
transportation disadvantaged populations. Electric vehicles have zero tailpipe
emissions and help reduce pollution that disproportionately burdens low
income and minority communities. This project seeks to target its benefits
towards transportation disadvantaged/EJ populations by placing EV
infrastructure in these communities which could support a future electric vehicle
carshare program designed for low-income users. Carshare would provide
zero-car households with additional transportation options and greater
connectivity to opportunities (jobs, education, healthcare, etc.) throughout the
region.

19 Please describe relevant public engagement that led up to the
development of the proposed project, from comprehensive planning
level to conceptual project development. Please describe what public
engagement tools and strategies were employed, how you engaged
transportation disadvantaged populations, and how feedback received
from the public influenced the project.

Public engagement for this project supported the development of the
Connected KC 2050 (2020), Clean Air Action Plan (2018), and Kansas City
Regional Climate Action Plan (2021). With each of these planning efforts the
community and transportation stakeholders were widely engaged at multiple
points in the plans' development process, using both broad and targeted
engagement techniques. These techniques included regional surveys, public
meetings, focus groups, technical working groups, collaborative online
engagement, interviews, pop-up events, etc. Transportation disadvantaged
groups where engaged through community organizations with shorter reach
into these communities. Vehicle electrification was a widely accepted strategy
for reducing greenhouse gas emissions and ozone pre-cursor emissions for
these plans.
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Sub-Allocated General Questions

20 Please describe ongoing public engagement planned for this project,
including techniques and tools to be used for the general public and
those to be used for transportation disadvantaged populations.

A regional electric vehicle strategic plan is currently being conceptualized to
help prioritize investments in EV charging infrastructure. The plan will identify
strategies for making these investments equitable and support environmental
justice community in the region. Public engagement of these communities will
be critical. Public engagement techniques would be conducted in partnership
with trusted community organizations and could include pigging-backing at
neighborhood meetings, interviews, community meetings, etc. Further public
engagement for implementation of this project will help identify specific
infrastructure placement and develop programs.

21 Sustainable places, wherever they occur, are vibrant, efficient and
enduring. As a goal of CKC2050, placemaking should coordinate
transportation and land-use investment along the region’s corridors
and centers as a means to strengthen the quality of our region. Please
mark the sustainable places criteria (http://resource.sustainable-
kc.org/) that the project will address and/or enhance. (Check all that
apply)

Compact, Walkable Centers

21.1 Describe the relationship your project has with the criteria listed in
question 21.

EV infrastructure and EVs could support opportunities such as EV carsharing.
Carsharing supports compact walkable (and transit-oriented) centers by
providing a transportation alternative that can replace vehicle ownership.

22 Does this project directly serve a regionally identified activity center(s)?

Use this map (https://marc-
gis.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?
id=ed9509a789a44b4db669a9ba380d9c01) and turn on the
appropriate layer to view data. You may then need to zoom to where
your project is located.

Yes

22.1 If yes, what activity center hierarchical classification(s) does this
project serve?

High or Very High. While more exploration and partnerships will be developed
to determine exact locations, EV infrastructure should be co-located with high
levels of commercial activity and/or compact residential development.

http://resource.sustainable-kc.org/
https://marc-gis.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=ed9509a789a44b4db669a9ba380d9c01
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23 Does this project improve access to or from environmental justice
tracts?
Use this map (https://marc-
gis.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?
id=ed9509a789a44b4db669a9ba380d9c01) and turn on the
appropriate layer to view data. You may then need to zoom to where
your project is located.

Yes

23.1 If so, how? With carshare a potential application for EVs and charging infrastructure, and
locating sites in underserved/EJ areas, EJ tracts will have greater access to
other areas of the region. Electric vehicle infrastructure could help attract EV
owners from other areas to patron small businesses in these areas.

24 Does this project reduce greenhouse gas emissions and/or the use of
carbon based fuels?

Use this map (https://marc-
gis.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?
id=ed9509a789a44b4db669a9ba380d9c01) and turn on the
appropriate layer to view data. You may then need to zoom to where
your project is located.

Yes

24.1 If so, how? This project supports the GHG reduction and carbon based fuel use by
facilitating a transition to electric vehicles.. Accessibility to affordable electric
vehicles is improving, but without a robust charging station network, residents’
ability to take part in this transition will be limited. The project supports the
Climate Action Plan equity goals by making overall investment of EV
infrastructure more equitable.

25 Describe natural resource conservation and restoration measures to
be implemented along project corridor

n/a

26 Describe how natural resource conservation and restoration measures
link to other community and environmental assets at a watershed
scale:

n/a

27 Identify local land use or comprehensive plans that support or include
the project

Comprehensive plans to include electric vehicles and/or infrastructure include
Leavenworth's and Shawnee's plans. This project is also supported by KCMO's
draft Climate Protection and Resiliency Plan.

https://marc-gis.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=ed9509a789a44b4db669a9ba380d9c01
https://marc-gis.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=ed9509a789a44b4db669a9ba380d9c01
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Sub Allocated Outreach/Other

No. Question Answer

C7 - All Projects

1 Does this project specifically target diesel emissions? No

2 How many people/businesses/vehicles/other are targeted in the
project?

30000

3 What is the estimated number of people/businesses/other expected to
take action?

500

4 How many automobile trips are expected to be eliminated per day? 18

5 What is the average length of the trips eliminated? 11.5

6 If the project is an ongoing service or program, how many days per
week will it be in operation?

7

6.1 If not, how many days will the event or program last 7

7 What is your source for the above estimates or data? Please provide
details of your analysis

various studies

Project Life: The default project life for outreach and other projects vary. For carpool/vanpool vehicle purchases, the default is 8 years; for public education and
outreach programs the default is 5 years.

8 How long do you expect the air quality benefits of the project to
accrue?

8

8.1 If other than the default value, please explain n/a

Shared Ride/Vanpool Projects

9 What is the estimated percent of participants drawn from personal
automobiles, rather than from other carpools or vanpools?

0

If purchasing new vehicles to provide vanpool/carpool services:

10 How many new vehicles will be purchased? n/a
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11 What is the year, make and model of the vehicles to be purchased? n/a

12 How many carpool/vanpool riders are expected per new vehicle per
day?

n/a

Sub Allocated Other

No. Question Answer

1 S1 -Does this project have elements that will encourage non-motorized
travel?

No

2 Does this project improve a bicycle connection between complimentary
land uses?

No

3 Does this project improve a pedestrian connection between
complimentary land uses?

No

4 Does this project have elements that improve freight movement? No

5 Does this project implement or connect to MetroGreen
(https://www.marc.org/environment/natural-spaces/metrogreen)

Yes

5.1 If yes, please explain: High potential to connect to trails and bikeways that intersect with prime areas,
such as mobility hubs, where EV infrastructure could be located. These
connections will be sought in project development.

6 Will this project use strategies to reduce ozone-forming emissions? Yes

6.1 If so, how? Electric vehicles have zero tailpipe emissions.

7 Has a safety study or crash analysis been conducted at the project
location?

No

https://www.marc.org/environment/natural-spaces/metrogreen
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8 The top contributing factors of fatal and serious injury crashes in the
region as described in the Destination Safe Vision Zero Plan include:
Aggressive/Speeding, Pedestrians, Impaired, Distracted, Intersections.
Does this project address an identified safety crash type as identified in
the Destination Safe Vision Zero Plan
(https://www.marc.org/sites/default/files/2022-
06/Destination_Safe_Together_Toward_Zero.pdf), or another safety
topic? (Y/N)

No

8.2 If Education Program was selected, please explain. n/a

8.3 If Other was selected, please explain. This project combines electric vehicles and EV charging stations.

9 Are project elements part of an overall systematic safety strategy for
similar locations?

No

9.1 If project elements are part of an overall systematic safety strategy for
similar locations, please explain.

n/a

10 Lifespan of facility/asset (in years): 15

11 Current condition of the facility/asset: Excellent

12 Will the project reduce traffic congestion? No

13 Is the project part of the current Congestion Management Network
(https://www.marc.org/Transportation/Plans-Studies/Streets-
Highways/Congestion-Management-Process)?

No

Sub-Allocated Budget

No. Question Answer

Engineering Cost Estimate $0

Equipment Purchase Cost Estimate $0

https://www.marc.org/sites/default/files/2022-06/Destination_Safe_Together_Toward_Zero.pdf
https://www.marc.org/Transportation/Plans-Studies/Streets-Highways/Congestion-Management-Process
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Right-of-Way Cost Estimate $0

Other Cost Estimate $0

Utility Adjustment/Relocation Cost Estimate $0

Program Implementation/Construction (including Construction
Engineering/Inspection) Cost Estimate

$0

Contingency Cost Estimate $0

Total Estimated Project Cost $750,000

CMAQ $300,000

STBG $300,000

TAP $0

Matching Funds (minimum 20% match required) $150,000

Funding Year Requested 2026

Source of local match Source will likely include local government general funds or private
sponsorship.

If the project is proposed to receive less funding than requested, how can the
project be phased? How will the project scope proposed in this application
change?

Yes, the project can be scaled/phased by reducing the number of vehicles
and/or charging stations initially installed/purchased.

Other 100%



https://gis2.marc2.org/SubAllocated/print.html 18/18

Sub-Allocated Budget

In compliance with 23 CFR 450.326, MARC’s Transportation Improvement
Program must be financially constrained, meaning that programmed
expenditures will not exceed the projected amount of revenues reasonably
anticipated to be available for each year ofthe program.

Before submitting an application for a project for inclusion into the TIP, all
agencies must have sufficient, reasonably-available resources to provide the
matching funds required to complete the project. Your project submittal certifies
that your agency will have required non-federal matching funds available at the
time of federal fund obligation.

I certify my agency will have therequired non-federal matching funds
available at the time of federal fund obligation.

Yes

Sub Allocated File Upload Page

No. Question Answer

Supporting Documentation

Upload documentation:

1 Do you have a file to upload? No

2 Do you have a second file to upload? No

3 Do you have a third file to upload? No

4 Do you have a fourth file to upload? No
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