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From: Greg Blakely <greg blakely@yahoo.com> 

Sent: Tuesday, February 17, 2026 8:02:24 AM 

To: Stephanie Sullivan <ssulUvan@lenexa.com> 

Subject: Please support the West Lenexa Habitat for Humanity project 

Dear Ms. Sullivan, 

I am a Lenexa resident writing in support of the West Lenexa Habitat for Humanity project. 

Two points: 

1. I was very active in attempting to promote the approval of the special use permit to allow 

the Homeless Services Center at the Lenexa Days Inn site a couple of years ago and was 

extremely disappointed when the Planning Commission recommended against and 

ultimately the City Council voted it down. 

2. I have personal experience with Habitat for Humanity. During my professional career, I 

participated in the construction of a Habitat for Humanity home in Idaho Falls, ID, with the 

support of my employer. I am also an observer of the amazing work that former President 

Carter did to support the cause of Habitat for Humanity. 

In summary, I urge you and any others in positions of influence in Lenexa City government 

to please support the West Lenexa Habitat for Humanity project. 

Greg Blakely 

720-878-6474 mobile 

12327 W. 82nd Place 

Lenexa, KS 66215 
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From: Kathy Buelt <kbuelt03@gro_ail.com> 

Sent: Monday, February 16, 202610:09:14 PM 

To: Stephanie Sullivan <ssullivan@lenexa.com> 

Subject: Clear Creek Subdivision public comments 

I want the city council to understand they represent the residence of Lenexa and not 

HFH. Yes I agree that housing is expensive in Lenexa and selling land under value is not the 

solution to lowering taxes in the area. I think establishing substantially smaller home in the 

area of the newer developments surrounding the proposed site which the city encouraged 

over the last 1 0+ years, is wrong. There has been increased housing development in this 

area with house in excess of $600,000. It is unconscionable for the City Council to consider 

placing these small houses adjacent too houses that are substantially valued higher. 

There are may parcels of land available that would be a better location than taking away 

Parkland. If homes are built they must match the surrounding community of high quality. 

No other developer will choose to build on the other parcels once these small homes are 

built. 

Please listen to you constituents and do not approve this proposed change. 
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From: Angela Buzard <a11gela.buzard@gmail.com> 

Sent: Monday, February 16, 2026 9:32 AM 

To: Angela Buzard <angela.buzard@gmail.com> 

Subject: Clear Creek Subdivision Public Comment 

Good Morning Councilmembers, 

First, thank you for your service to our community. I appreciate the time that you dedicate 

to the community and know your role is not easy having to manage many competing 

priorities for the City. 

For the Clear Creek Subdivision item on tomorrow's agenda, I would like to share some 

comments for your consideration on this important item as it dramatically impacts our 

family and community. 

Our home backs up to this park property, and we did not choose that by accident. Several 

years ago, we visited Lake Lenexa for outdoor activities. It was such a positive experience 

that we began exploring more of West Lenexa. We found beautiful parks, open space, and 

neighborhoods with less density. We decided this was the place we wanted to raise our two 

children. 

Finding a home that backed up to parkland was the perfect location for our family. We use 

the trails daily, fish in the ponds, observe wildlife, and regularly meet and talk with 

neighbors in the park. It truly is an integral part of our community. 

We purchased our home prior to 2024, when this property was identified as City parkland in 

the City's Comprehensive Plan. Because it is City-owned, we assumed it would eventually 

be developed into a more built-out park, similar to other parks in Lenexa, not converted 

into a dense residential development. This process and the pending application are both 

surprising and concerning. 

I understand affordable housing is a real issue facing Johnson County and the City of 

Lenexa. I have volunteered with Habitat for Humanity and believe strongly in their mission. 

Affordable housing is important, and I support the use of public resources to assist in its 

development. I am also a public servant who personally benefited from being able to 

purchase an affordable modest home in our neighborhood. 

My concerns are not about affordable housingl]They are about this specific site 

selection and the loss ol1la significant community asset!] 
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This property is not simply an undeveloped site. It is a critical piece of green infrastructure. 

The City has invested substantial public funds to reduce flooding impacts to homes like 

ours. We appreciate the foresight and innovation in the property purchase and 

infrastructure investment. We are asking for that same creative foresight to be applied in 

determining the highest and best use ol7Jthe property again - one that benefits the 

entire community, not just a limited number ol7Jhomeownersl71 

Given the uniqueness of this land, the City is unlikely to have another opportunity to 

acquire property like this in the future. In contrast, opportunities for infill and greenfield 

home development will be available for years to come. The City could acquire and resell 

any number of other more appropriate sites for a Habitat neighborhood. 

We respectlfully ask that you deny this application and pause development to allow !fur 

meaninglful community engagement with Lenexa residents (not the non-Lenexa voices 

that have been a part of this application process). Given the project's impact and the 

significant public investment already made, broader engagement is both appropriate and 

necessary. That process should allow all perspectives to be shared and considered in 

determining the highest and best use of this property for the public good. 

If you choose to move the application forward, I would request that, at a minimum, you 

reduce the project's impact on the park through the following measures: 

• Reduce the development footprint within the park. Please limit development to the 

proposed 17 acres rather than reducing the park to approximately 40 acres. There is no 

need for all the land identified to be sold off and be developed for housing, whether by 

Habitat or another developer. 

• Reduce lot density. The proposed lot density does not align with adjacent neighborhoods 

and should be increased. The increase will also help to lessen the impact on the park 

experience. As proposed on the full land build out, the park experience is effectively 

reduced to walking on a trail behind private backyards. 

• Preserve trees and habitat. Please require a comprehensive tree survey and tree 

preservation plan. The mature tree lines - particularly along the north side and throughout 

the park- include old-growth trees that provide screening, wildlife habitat, and the natural 

character that defines this space. Any development should also incorporate adequate 

buffering and screening between existing homes and remaining park amenities. 

Thank you again for your service and for the opportunity to share our perspective on this 

important agenda item. While we were not part of the conversation that allowed for the 

park to be developed and the pending application, we sincerely hope to be included in the 
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conversations that determine the future of a park our family and many others value so 

deeply. 

Thank you, 

Nate and Angela Buzard 

24207 W. 86th Ter 

Lenexa, l<S 66227 
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From: Rob Carr <robcarr924@gmail.com> 

Date: February 16, 2026 at 1 :25:53 PM CST 

To: Craig Denny <cdenny@lenexa.com> 

Subject: Habitat Proposal 

Greetings Councilman Denny 

I've lived in Lenexa since 1998. (Country Hill) 

Grew up in Prairie Village 

Just a note to express my support for the Habitat proposal. 

Wishing you well 

Rob Carr 

913. 706.9469 
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From: Diane Collins <dianec0424@gmail.com> 

Sent: Monday, February 16, 2026 10:19:39 PM 

To: Stephanie Sullivan <ssullivan@lenexa.com> 

Subject: Please support affordable housing in Lenexa 

Dear Stephanie, 

I am a Lenexa resident and I wish to voice my support for the project to provide affordable 

housing. 

Housing affordability affects every income level, including the middle class. 

• Veterans and public servants should be able to live where they serve. 

• Seniors deserve the option to downsize without leaving their community. 

• Young families need access to starter homes. 

• Working families deserve stability, safety, and the chance to build a future. 

Stable housing leads to better health outcomes, stronger child development, and 

long-term family success. When we remove barriers to homeownership, families thrive. 

Thank you, 

Diane Collins 

Zip code 66215 
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From: Joe Connor <joeconnor0863@gmail.com> 

Date: February 16, 2026 at 10:38:23 AM CST 

To: Courtney Eiterich <ceiterich@lenexa.com> 

Subject: Habitat KC Application llbr Single Family Homes 

Councilmember Eiterich, 

I am writing to express my support for the single-family home development application at 

87th and Clare Road, submitted by Habitat for Humanity l<C. I am also a resident in the 

Creekside Woods neighborhood which is in your district. 

At this month's Planning Commission meeting, Scott McCullough provided an excellent 

overview of the site's history and effectively addressed the concerns raised by those 

opposing the application. I ask that you please consider the facts regarding this proposal 

rather than speculation or worst-case scenarios. 

Best regards, 

Joe Connor 
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Darci, 

I would be more than happy to take a call from you. 

You can call me Tuesday between 1 0am and 11 am if that works for you. 

Respectfully, 

Mark Charlton 

Councilmember, Ward 2 

City of Lenexa 

913. 706. 7576 

mcharlton@lenexa.comIwww.lenexa.com 

From: Darci <darciwku.96@gmail.com> 

Sent: Monday, February 2, 2026 9:34 AM 

To: Julie Sayers <jsayers@lenexa.com>; Courtney Eiterich <ceiterich@lenexa.com>; John 

Handley <jhandley@lenexa.com>; Bill Nicks <bnicks@lenexa.com>; Mark Charlton 

<mcharlton@lenexa.com>; Chelsea Williamson <cwilliamson@lenexa.com>; Avery Bell 

<abell@lenexa.com>; Craig Denny <cdenny@.lenexa.com>; Chris Herron 

<cherron@lenexa.com> 

Subject: Re: Clear Creek Trail/Centennial Park 

I am sending this follow up as I haven't received a response from anyone. Please let me 

know if I can setup time to meet with someone to address my questions? 

Sincerely, 

Darci Guerrein 

Sent from my iPhone 

On Jan 28, 2026, at 10:28 AM, Darci Guerrein <darciwku.96@gmail.com> wrote: 
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Dear Sirs/Madams: 

I am writing to each of you regarding the proposed rezoning and approval to allow Habitat 

for Humanity in western Lenexa. This land was originally acquired as part of the storm 

watershed initiative in Lenexa through taxpayer funded bonds. This means that the land 

has fully been paid by taxpayers and should continue to serve as protected land for wildlife 

and existing community members to enjoy. I have a lot of concern with the fact that 

despite the purchase of this land originally being positioned as a positive environmental 

win for the city, it is now being used to create a Community Land Trust (CLT). This CLT is 

just another layer of bureaucracy as the land will now be held by this trust and the 

supposed "owners" of the homes built on the land will lease the land. In the end, no one 

will own these homes except the CLT. It truly is smoke and mirrors to market this as being a 

means to affordable housing when in reality the "owners", if they sell, would only be 

provided a 25% interest in the home and 0% interest in the land. These are my questions 

that I would like answered by each of you: 

1. I'm VERY curious as to how the property taxes for these homes will be assessed? Does 

the "owner" only pay 25% of the taxes and the rest is forgiven? 

2. How are foreclosures to be handled with these types of homes? Is the loan provided 

directly to the "owner" or to the CLT? 

3. How does Habitat for Humanity vet the proposed "owners"? How are we ensured that 

this is a fair process and that legal citizenship is one of the prerequisites? 

4. There are a couple of articles and comments on articles that have alluded to the target 

"owners" being city employees. If this is the case, is this a taxable benefit for the city 

employees? Isn't it a conflict of interest for the city to be rezoning and redesignating land 

for the benefit of taxpayer funded employees? 

5. Why are there no incentives currently or any programs to incentivize current developers 

to build single family starter homes? 

6. The CLT -what is the proposed makeup of the board and what legal documents have 

been drafted thus far as to how the CLT will operate? I think it is premature to make any 

determination on rezoning or redesignating land without knowing how the new owners will 

operate the land legally. 
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7. The CLT - what is the price that is being offered for this land? And, more importantly if 

the land is being sold to the CLT, what is the taxpayer's return since bonds were utilized for 

the original purchase? 

8. Wildlife - this same city council just had over 40 acres of land cleared for a large 

apartment complex not far from where this land is. How are you now justifying another 17 

acres of wildlife displacement? 

9. New apartment complex - it is due to open soon, what is the confirmed occupancy rate 

for those units? If it isn't at 80% or greater, then do we really need a new form of "affordable 

housing"? 

I am sure I will have more questions based on your responses to the above. I am happy to 

discuss your answers via phone as well. 

https:/ /johnsoncou nt~ost.com/2026/01 /15/ha bitat-for-hu manity-lenexa-proposal-

277482/ 

Sincerely, 

Darci Guerrein 

Lenexa, KSs 
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From: I< H <karinne.r.h@gmail.com> 

Sent: Monday, February 16, 2026 6:15:47 PM 

To: Stephanie Sullivan <ssullivan@lenexa.com> 

Subject: Re:Meeting:Supporting those in need 

Hello to the Council and all listening, 

I am hoping that people will think of providing a future for our fellow humans that will give 

them a shelter from the storms of this unjust world. We can improve our community by 

supporting the building of some simple safe places and welcoming new neighbors. 

Thank you for thinking of others. 

l<arinne H. 
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From: Denise Halvorsen <dhweezy@gmail.com> 

Sent: Monday, February 16, 2026 8:20:33 PM 

To: Stephanie Sullivan <ssullivan@lenexa.com> 

Subject: Feb 17 meeting letter to council 

I am writing to express my concern and disapproval regarding the proposed Clear Creek 

subdivision and the planned changes to the existing park land. 

My home is located directly north of the proposed development, and my backyard would 

back up to the subdivision planned for HFH Homes. My family has deep roots in this 

neighborhood. I grew up here since 1973 before the area became part of Lenexa, when it 

was known as Monticello Township, and my father helped establish the local volunteer fire 

department. My mother still resides in the same home, and over 23 years ago my family 

chose to move back to this neighborhood so our children could grow up here as well. 

Prior to the park being developed, I contacted the City and spoke with the now council 

member Bill Nicks who was with the Parks Department to inquire about the future use of 

the land. At that time, I was told the area would remain a park, as Lenexa took pride in 

preserving green space. I was also assured that if any changes were ever made, 

landscaping and berms would be installed to protect neighboring properties and preserve 

views. 

I do not support the HFH neighborhood. If the proposed development proceeds, I 

respectfully ask that the City honor those prior assurances by installing appropriate 

landscaping and buffering to shield adjacent homes from future development. 

Thank you for your time and consideration. I appreciate the opportunity to share my 

concerns and hope they will be carefully reviewed as decisions are made regarding this 

property. 

Sincerely, 

Denise Halvorsen 

24409 W 86th terr 

Lenexa, KS 66227 
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From: Sara McAllister <slmcallister@outlook.com> 

Sent: Monday, February 16, 2026 2:00 PM 

To: Courtney Eiterich <ceiterich@lenexa.com>; John Handley <jhandley@lenexa.com> 

Subject: Fw: Clear Creek Subdivision 

Hello Courtney and John Michael, 

I am forwarding the letter I submitted before the February 2 Planning Commission 

meeting. 

I am in favor of the Habitat for Humanity project. Please vote to approve the rezoning 

request. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Sara McAllister 

From: Sara McAllister <mcgro@msn.com> 

Sent: Sunday, February 1, 2026 9:08 PM 

To: ssullivan@lenexa.com <ssullivan@lenexa.com> 

Subject: Clear Creek Subdivision 

My name is Sara McAllister and I live in Lenexa near the Clear Creek area. I support the 

proposed Habitat for Humanity development that is currently before the Planning 

Commission. My residence is in the Reserve subdivision. I have often visited the property 

under consideration for rezoning. I can walk or ride my bike to the east entrance of the 

property, and I absolutely love riding on the paved trail. 
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When I first learned that some of the property could be sold and developed for housing, I 

thought "how can they take away our park?" 

Since then, I have taken the time to review the facts and learn the history of the property. I 

understand now that I like so many, many other people incorrectly assumed that the entire 

area was a Lenexa city park. 

The history that is detailed in the Project Summary clearly documents that the entire area 

was never intended to all be parkland. I am disappointed in my fellow Lenexans who 

continue to insist that the city officials have done something under-handed. I don't 

understand why they are unwilling to accept that everything has been above board; and 

that our city officials have followed the same procedures they would follow for any other 

rezoning proposal. 

I support the sale of the land to Habitat for Humanity to construct affordable housing. 

Habitat for Humanity has a well established model for developing affordable housing 

through a Community Land Trust arrangement. Attainable housing is one of the biggest 

challenges facing Johnson County. The average sales price of homes in JoCo is over 

$500,000. This is out of reach for many first-time buyers. 

As detailed in the Project Summary, attainably priced housing was an agreed up,on vision in 

Lenexa's Vision 2040 Plan. For my fellow Lenexans who are so adamantly opposed to the 

rezoning, I would ask them "did you participate in the visioning process"? 

Thank you for your commitment to the future of Lenexa. I have complete confidence in the 

Planning Commission's expertise and ability to fairly evaluate projects. 

Sincerely, 

Sara McAllister 
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From: Shane Mcleroy <somcleroy@gmail.com> 

Sent: Tuesday, February 17, 2026 8:44:58 AM 

To: Stephanie Sullivan <ssullivan@lenexa.com> 

Subject: Habitat for Humanity Public Comment 

Hello. I am in support of the development detailed as Item 5 on the City Council Agenda, 

Consideration of rezoning and preliminary plan/plat known as Clear Creek Subdivision. 

I am proud to see my city taking a significant movement towards the building of affordable 

single family homes, for which I have seen countless members of the community 

repeatedly call for. With housing prices greatly outpacing wages, it's great to see the city 

take a serious interest in providing reasonable options for residents. I hope this trend 

continues, and we see more of these smaller footprint homes available in the near future. 

Furthermore, I am happy to see the city working with Habitat for Humanity to accomplish 

this project. They are a fantastic organization and as someone who will live a mile from this 

development, I look forward to volunteering my time to building these homes. 

Shane Mcleroy, 

25400 w 95th Lane, 

Lenexa, l<ansas, 

66227 
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From: Lil Pintar <luvtheseamom@gmail.com> 

Sent: Tuesday, February 17, 2026 7:42:45 AM 

To: Stephanie Sullivan <ssullivan@lenexa.com> 

Subject: comment for Council meeting, Feb 17,2026 

To: Members of the Lenexa Governing Body 

From: Liliane Pintar 

11911 West 101 Street, Lenexa, l<S 

17 February 2026 

I write in full support for the approval of items 5 & 6 on the published Agenda for Tuesday, 

17 February 2026, by the Lenexa Governing Body. 

As a 40-year resident of Lenexa, I am thrilled to see my City take actions that look forward 

and move to making a difference for our young families and our community's future. This 

action begins to fill both immediate and future needs. You can enable the legacy gift of 

Hope ... the time for change is NOW. 

The Planning Commission & staff have submitted extensive research from the history of the 

property's purchase to today's proposals & Lenexa's Vision Plans. Thank you for your 

excellent work! 

Forty years ago, as a single parent of 2 preschoolers, public school educator, renting, I 

would have pitched a tent at the old City Hall next to Na-Nex-Se's statue, to be first in line 

to apply for the opportunity to participate in this type of Habitat Project. Housing 

affordability affects us all. It can provide the chance to build a future of stability, safety, as 

we each learn and accumulate experiences. 

With gratitude for your public service and consideration, 

Liliane 
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From: gay ramsey <gnramsey@gmail.com> 

Sent: Monday, February 16, 2026 4:46 PM 

To: Chelsea Williamson <cwilliamson@lenexa.com> 

Subject: Affordable Housing 

I urge you to vote for the Habitat for Humanity proposal that would bring 50 affordable, 

income-restricted single-17amily homes to West Lenexa near the future Centennial Park. 

This is a rare opportunity to expand attainable housing for the people who make our 

community strong-veterans, teachers, nurses, public servants, young families, and 

seniors who want to stay in the city they love. 

Housing affordability affects every income level, including the middle class. 

• Veterans and public servants should be able to live where they serve. 

• Seniors deserve the option to downsize without leaving their community. 

• Young families need access to starter homes. 

• Working families deserve stability, safety, and the chance to build a future. 

• We know that stable housing leads to better health outcomes, stronger child development, 

and long-term family success. When we remove barriers to homeownership, families 

thrive. 

Thanks for your support. 

Gay Ramsey 

8141 Widmer 
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From: scottdroby@everestkc.net <scottdroby@everestkc.net> 

Sent: Monday, February 16, 2026 2:42 PM 

To: Stephanie Sullivan <ssullivan@lenexa.com> 

Subject: Stephanie: Clear Creek Subdivision Project 

Hi Stephanie. I just wanted to say that as a Lenexa resident for over 30 years, and as a 

supporter and donor to Habitat for Humanity, I'm pleased that Lenexa is stepping up to 

make this project a reality. While I know that some residents may not be excited about it, I 

ask everyone to reflect for a moment on this question: What would Jesus do? Would he 

support the future homeowners or suggest they find somewhere else (omg anywhere else!) 

to live? 

Thanks 

Scott Roby 913.488.3768 
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From: John Rose <jdrose1943@hotmail.com> 

Sent: Thursday, February 12, 2026 8:33 PM 

To: Chelsea Williamson <cwilliamson@lenexa.com>; Avery Bell <abell@lenexa.com>; Bill 

Nicks <bnicks@lenexa.com>; John Handley <jhandley@lenexa.com> 

Subject: Homes for senior citizens in Lenexa 

You face a rough night this Tuesday with the housing proposal in western Lenexa off Clare 

Road. As a one of the 24% of the seniors in Lenexa, I have a terrible time finding small 

ranch homes approximately 1,500 square feet with 2 bedrooms, 2 bathrooms, 2 car garage, 

etc., on a small lot (5 - 6 per acre). These type homes are in high demand and are not being 

built in Lenexa. Please vote FOR the proposal on Tuesday night. 

Thank you. 

John Rose 

Sent from my iPad 
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The City of Lenexa: Leaders in the delivery of exceptional public service. 

From: Phil Simon <philjsimon@gmail.com> 

Sent: Sunday, February 15, 2026 8:47 PM 

To: Stephanie Sullivan <ssullivan@lenexa.com> 

Subject: Fwd: FOLLOW UP: Request to Deny Rezoning for Clare Road Habitat for Humanity 

Development 

Ms. Sullivan, 

I would also like to make this entire email chain (with attachments) public record for the 

Lenexa City Council meeting on February 17, 2026. Please let me know if you have any 

questions or need anything else. 

Than I< you, 

Phil Simon 

8760 Greeley St 

Lenexa, l<S 66227 

---------- Forwarded message ---------

From: Phil Simon <philjsimon@gmail.com> 

Date: Thu, Jan 22, 2026 at 7:15 AM 

Subject: Fwd: FOLLOW UP: Request to Deny Rezoning for Clare Road Habitat for Humanity 

Development 

To: <ssullivan@lenexa.com> 

Good morning Ms. Sullivan, 
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I would like to make this entire email chain (with attachments) public record for the 

Planning Commission meeting on February 2, 2026. Please let me know if you have any 

questions or need anything else. 

Thank you, 

Phil Simon 

8760 Greeley St. 

Lenexa, KS 66227 

---------- Forwarded message---------

From: Phil Simon <_philjsimon@gmail.com> 

Date: Fri, Jan 16, 2026 at 4:20 PM 

Subject: Fwd: FOLLOW UP: Request to Deny Rezoning for Clare Road Habitat for Humanity 

Development 

To: <ceiterich@lenexa.com>, John Handley <jhandley@lenexa.com>, 

<bnicks@lenexa.com>, Mark Charlton <mcharlton@lenexa.com>, Chelsea Williamson 

<cwilliamson@lenexa.com>, Avery Bell <abell@lenexa.com>, <cdeno_y_@lenexa.com>, 

<ch_erron@lenexa.com> 

Good afternoon Council Members, 

I hope you all have had a chance to see the KSHB 41 story that aired yesterday at 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?app=desktop&v=9fxdGoWDKyk. I have further concerns 

that I would like to note pertaining to the false narrative that Mayor Julie Sayers and City 

Manager Beccy Yocham are portraying to the public. The reporter questioned Ms. Yocham 

on the email I previously referenced that was obtained from an open records request where 

Ms. Yocham asks for special treatment from Ms. Lindsay Hicks and her organization 

, (Habitat for Humanity) in the form of "small bumps in scoring when it comes to qualifying 

for a home", and the "setting aside a small number of units that our qualifying employees 

could have a right of first refusal on." Instead of addressing this questionable behavior, Ms. 

Yocham stated in the television interview that "I don't understand what's controversial 

about having the people who protect and serve and maintain this community having the 

opportunity to live in the community." This is a similar response I received from Ms. Sayers 

to the email I sent you all on January 5, 2026. Instead of addressing the emails, she 
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deflected my concerns of questionable ethical behavior and stated that "I personally take 

no issue with the idea that the City's police officers, firefighters, or roads/parks 

maintenance teams could potentially be considered with the pool of applicants who could 

be eligible for purchasing housing with this project. My question to you would be: do these 

foll<s who serve and maintain our community not meet your standards for doing things 'the 

right way by putting the time and resources into getting an education, acquiring a good job, 

and saving hard-earned money to live in this area?' My respectful response to Ms. Sayers 

was "I certainly believe our local police officers and firefighters/paramedics have done 

things 'the right way by putting the time and resources into getting an education, acquiring 

a good job, and saving hard-earned money to live in this area.' However, please correct me 

if I'm wrong, but I doubt they would qualify for the Habitat for Humanity income 

requirements given the Lenexa public safety plan I found on the City of Lenexa website 

(attached for your reference). Given the salary ranges for these individuals, they probably 

already live in the Timbers at Clear Creek subdivision or surrounding subdivisions.'' Ms. 

Sayers did not address my statement. 

It is clear to me that Ms. Yocham and Ms. Sayers are falsely playing the patriotic card to 

avoid addressing the questionable unethical behavior and this needs to stop. Do City of 

Lenexa officials think police and EMT personnel deserve to earn wages so low that they 

must qualify for this low income housing, or do they just not fully understand the Habitat 

for Humanity model they have been working on behind closed doors for months? As I 

already alluded to, previous emails obtained through open records requests show that City 

of Lenexa officials know this proposed project will not be popular with much of the public 

so they and Habitat for Humanity have been manipulating the release of information to the 

public as Ms. Yocum tells Ms. Hicks "One thing to keep in mind is that we have a city 

election on November 4, with 4 councilmembers up for election." To give you an update, as 

of right now the "Is YOUR Park Next - Save the Clear Creek Wetland in Lenexa, l<S" on line 

petition has 1,41 O signatures. 

Ms. Sayers also stated in her response to my January 5, 2026, that "A lack of understanding 

of that process does not constitute a lack of transparency." I question whether the City of 

Lenexa fully understands the process as they failed to follow the planning commission 

process by neglecting to post required public notice signs in time, or failed to properly 

coach Habitat for Humanity on this oneJ;] Either way, hopefully you have seen that this 

error has given concerned residents/taxpayers (detractors as City of Lenexa officials dub 
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us) time to seek the truth and facts through open records requests. There is still more to 

come and I look forward to becoming an even more engaged resident, voter, and taxpayer. 

I again respectfully request that you reject this proposed Habitat for Humanity project. 

Represent the residents of Lenexa as you were elected to do, and not the special interests 

being given taxpayer dollars. Thank you again for your time and consideration. 

Sincerely, 

Phil Simon 

8760 Greeley St. 

Lenexa, l<S 66227 

---------- Forwarded message---------

From: Julie Sayers <jsayers@lenexa.com> 

Date: Tue, Jan 6, 2026 at 1 :46 PM 

Subject: Re: FOLLOW UP: Request to Deny Rezoning for Clare Road Habitat for Humanity 

Development 

To: Phil Simon <philjsimon@gmail.com> 

While I appreciate that offer, any comments or information shared would be in violation of 

federal law as it would not be available to the broader public, and state law as discussion 

occurring there would not be available to all members of the planning commission &/or 

governing body. 

The next communication you can expect from the City is the release of the meeting packet 

by the end of the day on January 29th, prior to the Planning Commission meeting. 

It will be posted to the website here: 

https://www.lenexa.com/Government/Agendas-Minutes 
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Julie Sayers 

Mayor 

City of Lenexa 

913.477.7567 

jsayers@lenexa.comIwww.lenexa.com 

The City of Lenexa: Leaders in the delivery of exceptional public service 

From: Phil Simon <philjsimon@gmail.com> 

Sent: Tuesday, January 6, 2026 1 :07 PM 

To: Julie Sayers <jsayers@lenexa.com> 

Subject: Re: FOLLOW UP: Request to Deny Rezoning for Clare Road Habitat for Humanity 

Development 

Good afternoon Ms. Sayers, 

Over lunch I spoke with our HOA Advisory Board Member Dan Wilkus. I don't want to be a 

hypocrite concerning transparency and I want all the facts and evidence made available to 

everyone to make an informed decision. Dan said if you would like to join our private 

website, you are more than welcome too and he will approve you. It is called Neighbors 

against HFH Lenexa (87th and Clare). 

Thank you, 

Phil Simon 

8760 Greeley St. 

Lenexa, l<S 66227 
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On Tue, Jan 6, 2026 at 10:03 AM Julie Sayers <jsayers@lenexa.com> wrote: 

Mr. Simon, 

It would be unlawful to state a position on any project before it comes before the Council. 

The nature of my reply today is to directly address the implications that we have seen from 

you and your neighbors, sometimes in a private Face book group that we cannot access, 

that the project is being handled unfairly or exists a lack or professionalism or integrity by 

our staff. 

Thank you for understanding. 

JS 

Julie Sayers 

Mayor 

City of Lenexa 

913.4 77. 7567 

jsayers@lenexa.comIwww.lenexa.com 

The City of Lenexa: Leaders in the delivery of exceptional public service 

From: Phil Simon <philjsimon@gmail.com> 

Sent: Tuesday, January 6, 2026 9:09 AM 

To: Julie Sayers <jsayers@lenexa.com> 
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Subject: Re: FOLLOW UP: Request to Deny Rezoning for Clare Road Habitat for Humanity 

Development 

Good morning Ms. Sayers, 

Thank you for taking time to respond to my email. It is apparent your mind is already made 

up on this project, so I will not bother you anymore. But to answer your question, I certainly 

believe our local police officers and firefighters/paramedics have done things "the right 

way by putting the time and resources into getting an education, acquiring a good job, and 

saving hard-earned money to live in this area." However, please correct me if I'm wrong, but 

I doubt they would qualify for the Habitat for Humanity income requirements given the 

Lenexa public safety plan I found on the City of Lenexa website (attached for your 

reference). Given the salary ranges for these individuals, they probably already live in the 

Timbers at Clear Creek subdivision or surrounding subdivisions. 

I have taken great pride and am passionate about helping l<ansas consumers who have 

been harmed by financial institutions (many low income citizens) in my 17-year career. As I 

alluded to in my initial email, I do not hate Habitat for Humanity. They do great work, I just 

think that it should be done through private donations and volunteer work. 

Have a good day, 

Phil Simon 

8760 Greeley St. 

Lenexa, l<S 66227 

On Tue, Jan 6, 2026 at 8:01 AM Julie Sayers <jsayers@lenexa.com> wrote: 

Good morning Mr. Simon, 
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Every project application in the City of Lenexa, whether it be a housing development, retail 

center, industrial complex, medical building or gas station undergoes an internal staff 

review by our legal, planning and executive teams in order to evaluate its feasibility within 

the city's Comprehensive Plan and development criteria before the application is made 

public. That staff review becomes part of the public record when the application is formally 

submitted to the Planning Commission, and with it, a professional evaluation is written for 

both the Planning Commission and Governing Body to review in their public due process 

proceedings. A lack of understanding of that process does not constitute a lack of 

transparency. And as Councilmember Williamson has detailed for you, in the case of 

Habitat for Humanity, the applicant has gone above and beyond what is legally required in 

terms of notice to and engagement with the public regarding their project. 

Furthermore, Beccy Yocham is a 30-year veteran of the City's legal, community 

development and executive management teams and is well aware of her legal and ethical 

responsibilities when it comes to evaluating projects for formal review. I personally take no 

issue with the idea that the City's police officers, firefighters, or roads/parks maintenance 

teams could potentially be considered with the pool of applicants who could be eligible for 

purchasing housing with this project. My question to you would be: do these folks who 

serve and maintain our community not meet your standards for doing things "the right way 

by putting the time and resources into getting an education, acquiring a good job, and 

saving hard-earned money to live in this area?" 

Finally, had you participated in the 2021, 2023, or 2025 municipal elections in Lenexa since 

you have owned your property, you might also have the context that many of our residents 

have been very vocal with their desire for the city to entertain development of multiple 

types and scales of housing, including attainable I workforce single family homes. This has 

been discussed in every public forum in those last three elections and clearly identified as 

a problem that needs to be addressed in all Johnson County communities. 

Your objections to this project have been noted, and will be one of many factors considered 

in evaluating whether or not the project is approved. 

Julie Sayers 
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Mayor 

City of Lenexa 

913.477.7567 

jsayers@lenexa.comIwww.lenexa.com 

The City of Lenexa: Leaders in the delivery of exceptional public service 

From: Phil Simon <philjsimon@gmail.com> 

Sent: Monday, January 5, 2026 5:31 PM 

To: Julie Sayers <jsayers@lenexa.com>; Courtney Eiterich <ceiterich@lenexa.com>; John 

Handley <jhandley@lenexa.com>; Bill Nicks <bnicks@lenexa.com>; Mark Charlton 

<mcharlton@lenexa.com>; Chelsea Williamson <cwilliamson@lenexa.com>; Avery Bell 

<abell@lenexa.com>; Craig Denny <cdenny@lenexa.com>; Chris Herron 

<cherron@lenexa.com>; Stephanie Sullivan <ssullivan@lenexa.com> 

Subject: FOLLOW UP: Request to Deny Rezoning for Clare Road Habitat for Humanity 

Development 

Good evening, 

I wanted to follow up on my previous email sent on December 17, 2025, to City of Lenexa 

(City) officials and Council Members after additional information was made public through 

open records requests by one of the residents in my subdivision, the Timbers at Clear 

Creek. Several City officials and Council Members responded to my initial email, which I 

appreciate, assuring me the process for the proposed Habitat for Humanity (HFH) project 

has been transparent. However, after reviewing the correspondence (attached) from the 

open records requests between City Manager Beccy Yocham and Habitat KC Lindsay 

Hicks, my suspicions were correct that this project has NOT been transparent and I and 

other residents are appalled with the behavior of several City officials. 

The earliest emails that were obtained are from May 22, 2025, when Beccy Yocham 

(City Manager), Todd Pelham (Deputy City Manager), Mike Nolan (Assistant City Manager), 

Scott McCullough (Community Development Director), and Sean McLaughlin (City 

Attorney) talk openly about how they can help Lenexa employees benefit from this land 

development with Lindsay Hicks (Habitat KC). Specifically, Ms. Yocham asks for special 

treatment from Ms. Hicks and her organization in the form of "small bumps in scoring when 
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it comes to qualifying for a home", and the "setting aside a small number of units that our 

qualifying employees could have a right of first refusal on." 

In the October 23, 2025, email from Beccy Yocham she states, "We want to avoid -to 

the extent we can - anything that would lead detractors from thinking this is prejudged in 

any way". This email shows the true nature of Ms. Yocham and the other City employees 

helping to make this deal because they know that their actions are borderline unethical. 

Furthermore, Ms. Yocham states to Ms. Hicks that "One thing to keep in mind is that we 

have a city election on November 4, with 4 councilmembers up for election." That 

statement shows that Ms. Yocham knows this proposed project will not be popular with 

voters, but she continues to push her own personal/political agenda and later coaches Ms. 

Hicks by stating "I know you have experience and lessons learned from the Olathe project 

that informs your plan here and I certainly don't want to derail that." 

o Per the City of Lenexa's Employee Code of Ethics, Interest in a Transaction, "a city 

employee shall not handle, facilitate, or participate in a City business-related transaction 

with a person or business which has offered or promised the employee a future job, gift, or 

business investment." Moreover, in the same policy under Special Treatment, "No city 

employee may grant any consideration, treatment, or advantage to any citizen beyond that 

which is available to every other citizen." 

o Ms. Yocham is not only accepting these special treatments, but she's also actively 

soliciting for them. It was noted by a resident that Ms. Yocham was Board President of 

United Community Services through 2023, which works very closely with both HFH and 

Johnson County. If Ms. Yocham is such an advocate for HFH over the residents of Lenexa 

that pay her salary, she should resign from the City and go to work for them. Lenexa 

residents and taxpayers deserve so much better; a City Manager that works for them, not 

against them and instead advocates for special interests. 

I again respectfully request that the City reject this proposed Habitat for Humanity project. 

Over 1,000 signatures on the "Is YOUR Park Next - Save the Clear Creek Wetland in Lenexa, 

KS" online petition have been gathered. Unlike BeccyYocham, please remember that we 

are taxpayers and voters, not "detractors." Represent the residents of Lenexa as you were 

elected to do, and not the special interests being given taxpayer dollars. Thank you again 

for your time and consideration. 

Sincerely, 

Phil Simon 

8760 Greeley St. 

Lenexa, KS 66227 
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From: Phil Simon <phiUsimon@gmail.com> 

Sent: Sunday, February 15, 2026 4:18 PM 

To: Courtney Eiterich <ceiterich@lenexa.com>; John Handley <Lhandley@lenexa.com>; Bill 

Nicks <bnicks@lenexa.com>; Mark Charlton <mcharlton@lenexa.com>; Avery Bell 

<abell@lenexa.com>; Craig Denny <cdenny@lenexa.com>; Chris Herron 

<cherron@lenexa.com>; Chelsea Williamson <cwilliamson@lenexa.com> 

Cc: Stephanie Sullivan <ssullivan@lenexa.com> 

Subject: Contract Between City of Lenexa and HFH Referencing Park Land 

Good afternoon Council Members, 

I attended the Public Hearing for the rezoning and preliminary plat/plan known as Clear 

Creek Subdivision that was held at the February 2, 2026, Planning Commission meeting. I 

unfortunately got there late and was not able to register to speak at that meeting. I have, 

however, registered in advance to speak at the City of Lenexa Council Meeting on Tuesday, 

February 17, 2026, and will voice my opposition to the Habitat for Humanity project at the 

proposed Clear Creek Subdivision site. 

I have previously voiced my opposition of this proposed project to you by emails and I 

attended the meeting with Council Member Eiterich and Council Member Handley at the 

Johnson County Library on January 21, 2026. Throughout this entire process there has been 

a clear lack of transparency that I have brought to your attention. I have yet another from a 

post by a fellow resident in one of the surrounding neighborhoods that cannot be ignored. 

At the February 2, 2026, Planning Commission meeting, City of Lenexa officials repeatedly 

stated that the proposed site was no longer park land and hinged their whole argument to 

justify the sale of the property to Habitat for Humanity on this lie, but yet in the contract 

(attached) between the City of Lenexa, Kansas and Habitat for Humanity Kansas City it 

states "WHEREAS, in accordance with K.S.A. 12-1301 et seq., the City published notice of 

the proposed exchange of the City owned park land; and ... " This is just another example of 

the lies and manipulation of information being spread by the City of Lenexa government 

officials. Please be the voice of your Lenexa constituents on Tuesday, February 17, 2026, 

and vote NO on this proposed project. Be the checks and balances against the 

ignorance and arrogance of City of Lenexa government officials, and ignore the noise from 

political organizations outside of Lenexa who mascarade under the veil of our Lord and call 

us homeowners and taxpayers of Lenexa closet racists and residents with silver spoons 

born in our mouths. 

City of Lenexa - Public Comments for Clear Creek Subdivision (RZ26-01, PT26-01P) 
(Comments received between 8:00 AM on 02/13/2026 and 10:00 AM on 02/17/2026)

Page 31of 265



Thank you again for your time and consideration, 

Phil Simon 

8760 Greeley St 

Lenexa, KS 66227 

The contract is out. The official, executed agreement between the City of Lenexa and 

Habitat for Humanity. 

And in black and white, within the legal contract itself, the property is identified as park land 

for sale. 

For months, residents were told the opposite and made to feel like they were the wrong 

ones to question this transaction. 

- The Mayor publicly stated it was not parkland in multiple emails, and on the petition page. 

- The City Manager said in a TV interview with KSHB 41 that it was not parkland. 

- City staff stood before the Planning Commission and dismissed concerns, insisting it was 

not parkland. 

Yet the binding legal contractsays it is. 

This is not a misunderstanding. 

This is not "interpretation." 

This is not nuance. 

Elected officials and senior staff repeatedly made categorical public statements that are 

contradicted by their own executed contract, that is not a minor discrepancy. That is a 

credibility crisis. 

Either leadership did not know how the land was legally characterized when they spoke to 

the public - which signals alarming incompetence - or they did know and chose to say 

something else. 

Residents even raised concerns directly with the City Attorney about potential 

misrepresentation and the inconsistency between public statements and legal documents. 

That email went unanswered. 

This isn't oversight. This is deliberate misrepresentation, a calculated disconnect between 

what officials say and what the law says. City Hall has misled its residents, ignored 

repeated warnings, and failed to act responsibly. They owe answers, corrections, and 

accountability. Anything less is not leadership. It's betrayal. Pure and simple. 

Attachments - 4 
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KANSAS REAL ESTATE CONTRACT 

THIS CONTRACT is made this __ day of _____ , 2026, by and 
between CITY OF LENEXA, KANSAS, a municipal corporation, hereinafter "CITY" and 
HABITAT FOR HUMANITY OF KANSAS CITY, a Missouri corporation, hereinafter 
referred to as "BUYER" , City and Buyer may be r.ollectively referred to herein as the 
"Parties". 

WHEREAS, City is the owner of property located east of and adjacent to Clare 
Road at approximately 86th Street (' Clear Creek Land") in the City of Lenexa. Johnson 
County, Kansas; and 

WHEREAS, Buyer proposed to develop a single family home development 
("Project") on a portion of the Clear Creek Land and desires to acquire approximately 
16.8453 acres from the City; and 

A 12- 130 et se(l , tlw C ty fi ttl>i ~ll1cd n1J: u ? 
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WHEREAS, City and Buyer desire to make this exchange subject to the terms 
and conditions set forth herein. 

NOW, THEREFORE the Parties agree as follows: 

1. PROPERTY: City hereby agrees to sell lo Buyer and Buyer agrees lo 
purchase the following described real estate together with all improvements 
thereon r.ontaining approximately 16,8453 acres (the "Property"), legally 
described to wit : 

SEE ATTACHED EXHIBIT A 

2. PURCHASE PRICE: The purchase price for the Property is S49,000 per 
acre for a total price of EIGHT HUNDRED TWENTY-FIVE THOUSAND FOUR 
HUNDRED NINETEEN and 70/100 dollars ($825,419.70) (the "Purchase Prico"), 
which Buyer agrees to pay in certified funds or wire transrer at the Closing , 

3. EFFECTIVE DATE: This Contract shall be effective as of the date and 
lime of execution by the last party to sign this contract as shown on the signature 
page ("Effective Date"), 

4. PRORATIONS: City shall pay all installments of special assessments , if any, 
and general taxes for the years prior to the current calendar year for the property 
It is conveying. Special assessment installments and general taxes for the 
current calendar year shall be pro-rated bel\veen City and Buyer as of the 
Closing Date. If the amount of such taxes cannot be ascertained, pro-ration shall 

1 
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Julie Sayers's response 

lulie Say:ers 

Lenexa City M ayor 

Jan4,2026 

The future City park and the existing City•stormwater & trail facilities in this vicinity will remain under city ownership and public use and are not impacted 
by the proposed rezoning. The attached map depicts the property proposed for rezoning in red and the City's future park and existing wetland and trail 
facilities in blue. 

I have no further comment, as this is a pending application which is still under review and will come before the Lenexa City Council for a decision in the near 
future. 

Julie Sayers 
Mayor 
City of Lenexa 
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Wed. Feb 4, 11:00 PM (8 da,;s ago) * @) ~ 

to smdaugh!in, Julie. cherron. Courtney, John, Bill, mcharltcn,. Chelsea. abell, Craig, bee: krista.tatsch!, bee: Laura, bee: Dan. bee: Mike ,.. 

Dear Mr. Mclaughlin, 

I am writing to flag what I believe is a serious ethical concern involving public representations by the City of Lenexa regarding a 17-acre parcel (Clear Creek Wetlands, May 12th, 2015) currently proposed for sale and rezoning. 

Elected officials and city staff have repeatedly and unequivocally stated in public forums that this land is not parkland. This assertion has been made by city staff, the Mayor, City Councilmembers, and the Planning Commission, and is now being treated as 

settled fact 

That position is not supported by the City's own legal record. 

When the City formally listed this property for sale in 2015, the Legal Record identified the parcel as parkland. That designation appears in an officially published, legally operative document and has not been rescinded, corrected, or formally disavowed in the 
record. Nonetheless, current officials continue to deny the parkland classification without acknowledging or reconciling this contradiction. 

This creates a material disconnect between the City's legal documentation and its public statements. From an ethical and governance standpoint, the continued repetition of a narrative that conflicts with the City's own record raises concerns regarding candor, 
transparency, and the integrity of the public decision-making process. 

At minimum, this appears to present an obligation for the City to disclose and explain the inconsistency. At worst, residents are being asked to rely on representations that are directly contradicted by the City's own legally published documents. 

I am seeking your assessment of whether this conduct raises ethical or legal concerns under Kansas law, municipal ethics standards, or land-use jurisprudence, particularly where official statements appear to contradict the City's documented legal position. 

Please notify me of any findings, recommendations, or actions that result from your review of this matter. 

Thank you for your consideration . ..... 
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from: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

r­
oovern,ng Body members: 

B@ccy Yocham 
Tue~day, December 9, 2025 12:02 f>M 
Govemli-;g Body 
Scott McCul!ou9h; Sean McLaughlin 
Habitat for H1.m1onity e1T1ails 

By now, you are likely awarn that Habitat has formally submitted their proposal to dovelop 50 single­
fomily homes in the vicinitY of 8705 Clnro under lt\e project name Clear Creek Subdivision. I see that 
emails from tho public rogarding the proposed project are starting to como In and It appears that them is 
a common misconception that we are selling our parkland for this development. Staff Is responding to 
these emails as follows, in order to correct this misconception: 

''Thank you for your email. The proposed Habitat project is a private single-family home development 
project which ls proposed tor land that has bean for sale by the City for several years. The future City park 
and the existing City stormwater & trail facilities in the vicinity will remain under city ownership and 
public use and are not Impacted by the Habitat proposal. Your email will be included in the Planning 
Commission's pocket for the January 5, 2026 meeting whoo the rezoning and plal applications an.:i 
scheduled to be consldornd by the Planning Commission. 

There is information about Habitat's project on their website 11erf1, In addition, please note that Habitat is 
holding an infot1m1tional meeting about the project today, December 9 from 4•6PM, and the information 
regarding the meeting can be round lwrn," 

As you l<now, when an email comes to all Governing Body members, it is Mayor Sayers: prnctlce to 
rospond to the person, acknowledging receipt, <1nd to forward the email on tor the public record, thornby 
rulioving tho rost of you from the need to do so. If you gel emails which are onlY. addressed to you, you 
may do the same and forward ttlem to pulJlic:rrxaJrd(i:illo111%-1.com. 

I think it is appropriate for Governing Body members to corrnct the misconception about sale of City 
parkland in your responses, If you are 50 Inclined. Lastly, just a rnminder that you will only be asked to 
approve tho sale of City properly ii you first approve the proposed rezoning and plan/plat. 

Plense let me know if you have any questions. As always, no roply alls, please. 

Boccy 

.... __ ..... ...,.., ...... ,.. .... .,. .... "" .. "" .. ,. ...... ,..,., .. .,, .. ,,.,.,, .. .., ...... .,,,_ .... --.... - ..... ,.._ .. ___ .. ____________ "'..,_ 

Beccy Yocham 
City Manager 
City of Lenexa 
913.477.7718 
byClchmn@lenexo.com I www.tenex,u:om 
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City of Lenexa Public Safety Pay Plan 
Sworn Fire Pay Grades 

Job Title Grade Minimum Maximum 

Firefighter FD-1 $55,080 $82,820 

Hourly Rate $18.86 $28.36 

Master Firefighter FD-2 $69,537 $87,789 

Hourly Rate $23.81 $30.06 
Fire Medic FD-3 $76,500 $97,329 

Hourly Rate $26.20 $33.33 
Fire Lieutenant FD-4 $79,560 $100,784 

Hourly Rate $27.24 $34.51 
Fire Captain FD-5 $86,700 $109,829 

Hourly Rate $29.69 $37.61 
Battalion Chief FD-6 $109,650 $143,068 

Assistant Chief FD-7 $117,300 $153,050 

Deputy Chief FD-8 $124,950 $163,031 
These numbers may not calculate exactly due to rounding. 

Sworn Police Pay Grades 
Job Title Grade Minimum Maximum 

Police Officer Recruit* PD-la $60,150 $60,150 

Hourly Rate $28.92 $28.92 
Police Officer** PD-lb $66,013 $94,132 

Hourly Rate $31.74 $45.26 

Master Police Officer PD-2 $79,049 $101,853 

Hourly Rate $38.00 $48.97 
Corporal PD-3 $87,483 $105,944 

Hourly Rate $42.06 - $50.93 
Sergeant PD-4 $97,911 $123,730 

Hourly Rate $47.07 $59.49 
Captain PD-5 $114,612 $144,835 

Major PD-6 $136,123 $155,601 

Deputy Chief PD-7 $145,818 $166,683 
These numbers may not calculate exactly due to rounding. 

*Salary and rank for duration of Police Academy 
**Salary and rank upon successful completion of Police Academy 

Effective August 1, 2025 Public Safety Pay Plan Pagel of! 
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From: jandcsmith <jandcsmith58@gmail.com> 

Sent: Monday, February 16, 2026 7:33:34 PM 

To: Stephanie Sullivan <ssullivan@lenexa.com> 

Cc: 'Craig Denny' <craigkdenny@gmail.com> 

Subject: Our support for Habitat for Humanity proposal that would bring 50 affordable, 

Income-restricted single-family home to West Lenexa 

We are writing to inform you of our support for the Habitat for Humanity proposal that 

would bring 50 affordable, income-restricted single-llamily homes to West Lenexa in the 

near future to Centennial Park. 

This is a rare opportunity to expand attainable housing for the people who make our 

community strong-veterans, teachers, nurses, public servants, young families, and 

seniors who want to stay in the city they love. 

Sincerely, 

John and Connie Smith 

8919 Cottonwood Apt 1 

Lenexa, KS 66215 
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From: Emil Wepprich <weppriche@gmail.com> 

Sent: Saturday, February 14, 2026 11 :23 AM 

To: Bill Nicks <bnicks@lenexa.com>; Mark Charlton <mcharlton@lenexa.com> 

Subject: Approval of a preliminary plan/plat for Clear Creek Subdivision 

Bill, Mark: 

As a resident of Canyon Creek by the Lake, I understand that some neighbors have 

expressed concerns about property values, traffic congestion, and the potential loss of 

park land. While these concerns deserve consideration, the Planning Commission's 

unanimous approval of Clear Creek Subdivision indicates that the proposal aligns with 

Lenexa's planning standards and long-term vision. 

To me, the central issue is straightforward. Both nationally and locally, we face a growing 

need for attainable housing options for working families. Lenexa has an opportunity to be 

part of the solution. Organizations like Habitat for Humanity have a strong track record of 

creating stable, affordable homeownership opportunities that strengthen communities 

rather than diminish them. 

Approving this proposal reflects thoughtful leadership and a commitment to ensuring that 

Lenexa remains a community V'.lhere families of varying incomes can live, work, and 

contribute. I respectfully ask you to support this project and fulfill your civic responsibility 

to serve the broader good of our city and citizens .. 

Emil Wepprich 

9711 Redbird St 

913-638-7441 
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From: Eric Werly <eric.werly@gmail.com> 

Date: February 16, 2026 at 8:04:39 AM CST 

To: Julie Sayers <jsayers@lenexa.com>, Courtney Eiterich <ceiterich@lenexa.com>, John 

Handley <jhandley@lenexa.com>, Bill Nicks <bnicks@lenexa.com>, Mark Charlton 

<mcharlton@lenexa.com>, Chelsea Williamson <cwilliamson@lenexa.com>, Avery Bell 

<abell@lenexa.com>, Craig Denny <cdenny@lenexa.com>, Chris Herron 

<cherron@lenexa.com> 

Subject: Clear Creek- Habitat 17.br Humanity 

Hello, 

I wanted to express my concern on two matters related to the Clear Creek affordable 

housing project. I am opposed to this project, but not because I care about affordable 

housing or parkland. I care about ethics and government accountability. 

My two concerns: 

1) The city manager (Beccy Yocham) requested favorable treatment for city employees 

(email dated May 22, 2025). This is unethical. Many people need this housing, not just city 

employees. It is wrong to request a 'right of first refusal' for city employees. 

2) The land is being sold under market value. I live on 3/4 of an acre near a Lenexa park. I 

purchased my lot for $169k in 2019. Many other lots in my neighborhood sell for 

$200k+. This land would sell for more in a true arm's length transaction. This is a lack of 

fiscal accountability. 

Thank you, 

Eric Werly 
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From: Christina Wallace <christinawallace.dpt@gmail.com> 

Sent: Tuesday, February 17, 2026 8:32:54 AM 

To: Stephanie Sullivan <ssullivan@lenexa.com> 

Cc: Dan Wilkus <Danwilkus@gmail.com>; Jeff Cheek <defenseteacher@gmail.com>; 

l<evin Cauley <kcauley174@outlook.com>;Michelle Burns <michelle@burnslawkc.com>; 

Chris Herron <cherron@lenexa.com>; Craig Denny <cdenny@lenexa.com>; Avery Bell 

<abell@lenexa.com>; Chelsea Williamson <cwilliamson@lenexa.com>; Mark Charlton 

<mcharlton@lenexa.com>; Bill Nicks <bnicks@lenexa.com>; John Handley 

<jhandley@lenexa.com>; Courtney Eiterich <ceiterich@lenexa.com>; Julie Sayers 

<jsayers@lenexa.com> 

Subject: Submission for Public Record - Rezoning Application Clear Creek Wetlands 

Hi Stephanie, 

Please accept the attached Google Drive document for inclusion in the official public 

record regarding the pending rezoning and land disposition application for the Clear Creek 

Wetlands/ proposed Clear Creek subdivision. 

This submission outlines substantive, procedural, fiduciary, and ethical deficiencies 

reflected in the current record, including deviations from the City's RFP framework, 

valuation concerns, preferential treatment issues, open meetings concerns, notice 

defects, and incomplete records production. These matters are supported by 

documentation already provided or referenced within the memo. The documentation is not 

exhaustive. 

The purpose of this submission is to ensure these issues are clearly preserved in the record 

prior to any vote, for purposes of full Council consideration and potential judicial review. 

Thank you for your attention to this matter. 

Respectfully, 

Christina Wallace 

Iii City Council Document - FINAL.pdf 
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Mayor Sayers and Members of the Lenexa City Council, 

This letter is submitted for inclusion in the administrative record in connection with the 
pending rezoning and development application concerning the subject property of the Clear 
Creek Wetlands I proposed Clear Creek Subdivision. We respectfully request that the City 
Council deny the application and maintain the property in its long-represented status as 
parkland and open space. 

The Planning Commission packet and staff recommendation contain multiple substantive 
legal errors under Kansas zoning law, as well as significant procedural and ethical deficiencies. 
These defects are not minor or discretionary; they go to the core of whether the Council may 
lawfully approve the application based on the existing record. When rezoning functions in a 
quasi-judicial capacity, the Council must ensure that its decision is supported by substantial 
competent evidence, reflects proper application of the Golden Criteria, and strictly complies with 
statutory notice and procedural safeguards. The present record does not meet that standard. 

As documented in the materials submitted, staff's analysis fails to properly apply 
numerous required Golden Criteria, including neighborhood character, zoning and use of nearby 
properties, suitability of the subject property, detrimental effects on nearby property, community 
facility impacts, vacancy as zoned, and the required balancing of public health, safety, and 
welfare against hardship to the applicant. In each instance, the Planning Commission packet 
relies on conclusory assertions, selective characterization of facts, internally inconsistent 
reasoning, or deferral of required findings rather than substantial evidence grounded in the 
record. 

The record further reflects that the property's long-standing classification and public 
representation as parkland and open space were not meaningfully reconciled with the proposed 
rezoning. The subject property was City-owned for an extended period, actively used for 
stormwater management and buffering purposes, and consistently depicted in adopted plans 
and official publications as future parkland or open space. Vacancy resulting from deliberate 
municipal planning decisions cannot, as a matter of law, be repurposed as evidence of zoning 
unsuitability or hardship. 

In addition to substantive Golden Criteria deficiencies, the record reflects serious 
procedural and fiduciary concerns: 

Deviation from the 2018 RFP and Below-Benchmark Sale Pricing: 
The City publicly issued a 2018 Request for Proposal establishing minimum pricing and 

development parameters for this property. The current transaction materially departs from that 
framework without documented competitive reissuance or transparent justification. The 
proposed per-acre sale price is below previously advertised benchmarks despite general market 

. appreciation and the presence of premium amenities such as trail infrastructure and park 
adjacency. Municipal governing bodies act as fiduciaries of public assets. Disposition of public 
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land under materially altered terms, without articulated findings supporting fair market value and 
public benefit offset, raises substantial legal vulnerability. 

Preferential Treatment/ Quid Pro Quo Concerns: 
The record reflects that City Manager Beccy Yocham proposed or endorsed a process 

granting City employees first right of refusal and preferential scoring for lots within the proposed 
development. Because the City owns the property and is facilitating its transfer, this creates the 
appearance of private benefit flowing from public land. Even absent unlawful intent, such 
circumstances raise conflict-of-interest concerns and may support claims of arbitrary or 
preferential treatment. 

Private Meetings and Serial Communications (KOMA Concerns): 
The record documents private meetings between City leadership and the developer at 

an out-of-city location during business hours, along with serial communications occurring prior 
to public hearings. While certain meetings may have been "technically" noticed, the documented 
intent to avoid public participation and the "hub-and-spoke" pattern of communications raise 
significant appearance-of-bias concerns. 

Notice and Procedural Defects: 
Untimely signage posting, questions regarding certified notice following continuance, 

and reliance on a 2015 Legal Record publication for a present land disposition collectively raise 
statutory compliance concerns. Strict compliance with notice requirements is mandatory in 
zoning and public land sale proceedings. Additionally, systemic public notice limitations following 
the City's 2019 newspaper exemption further compound concerns regarding whether notice was 
reasonably calculated to inform affected residents. 

KORA Deficiencies: 
Multiple open records requests remain incomplete or lacking certification of 

comprehensive search. The Council cannot responsibly evaluate surplus determinations, 
valuation methodology, acquisition restrictions, or fiduciary compliance without full production of 
responsive records. Proceeding without curing these deficiencies materially increases exposure 
to injunctive relief under K.S.A. 45-222. 

Public Opposition: 
A 100% statutory protest petition from property owners within the protest radius, 

combined with substantial broader community opposition, constitutes significant evidentiary 
weight under the Golden Criteria. Failure to meaningfully address that level of opposition in 
written findings risks rendering any approval arbitrary. 

Approval of the rezoning would permanently eliminate open space, buffering, stormwater 
functionality, and reliance-based expectations. Once zoning, plats, infrastructure installation, 
and land conveyance occur, these harms are irreversible. Courts evaluating injunctive relief 
consider irreparable harm, likelihood of success on the merits, balance of equities, and public 
interest. The cumulative record deficiencies materially strengthen each of those factors. 
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For these reasons, any Council approval based on the current Planning Commission 
packet would be arbitrary, unsupported by substantial evidence, procedurally vulnerable, and 
subject to judicial challenge. I therefore respectfully request that the City Council deny the 
rezoning application and preserve the subject property in its long-represented use as parkland 
and open space. 

This objection is submitted to preserve for the administrative record a 
substantial-though not exhaustive-account of the substantive, procedural, fiduciary, and 
ethical deficiencies identified to date, together with their supporting documentation. These 
include, without limitation, deviations from the City's published RFP framework, 
below-benchmark valuation concerns, preferential treatment issues, open meetings concerns, 
statutory notice defects, and incomplete records production. 

The purpose of this submission is to ensure that these matters are clearly documented 
and preserved for purposes of judicial review and, if necessary, injunctive relief. 

Respectfully submitted, 
Daniel Wilkus, Jeff Cheek, Christina Wallace, and Kevin Cauley 
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Section 1 : Golden Criteria 

Golden Criteria: The Character of the Neighborhood 

Staff's Assertion Regarding Neighborhood Character 

City staff asserts in the Planning Commission packet that the subject property is located 
within a "suburban residential" area and that the proposed rezoning is therefore 
consistent with the surrounding neighborhood character, as stated in the Planning 
Commission packet. 

Why This Assertion Fails as a Matter of Law 

A. Staff Defines "Neighborhood Character" Selectively and Improperly 

Staff's characterization of the surrounding neighborhood relies on a selective and 
incomplete definition of adjacent land uses. 

To the east and south, the subject property directly abuts City-owned stormwater and 
green space land that is reserved for a future park, as acknowledged in the Planning 
Commission packet. This land is not residential in character, density, or function. 

To the north, the adjoining residential lots are approximately one acre in size (R-1) and 
were developed under county zoning standards, reflecting a substantially lower density 
and different development pattern than that proposed under the rezoning. 

To the west, The Timber at Clear Creek neighborhood is an RP-1 development with the 
First Plat extending south down past the Timber's pool as a Dwelling Class B and 
located directly across the street from the proposed development (see staff incorrect 
portrayal below). In addition, the Timbers at Clear Creek Declaration of Restrictions, 
filed with the Register of Deeds of Johnson County, Kansas, on April 25, 2007, limits all 
Plats in the Timbers at Clear Creek to Dwelling Class B. Thus, if staff had accurately 
depicted the Dwelling Classifications in the Timbers at Clear Creek which is located 
directly across the street from the proposed development, they should have required the 
applicant to propose no less than a Dwelling Class C. 
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D 
D Subdivision 

Boundaries 

■ Various Classes (F, G, H) 

Despite these facts, staff's analysis ignores the dominant and most impactful adjacent 
land uses, The Timbers plat was inaccurate in the Planning Commission packet and at 
the presentation and did not correctly identify the Dwelling Class size. Instead it was 
altered in a way that supports the Dwelling Class that is desired and not the Dwelling 
Class tliat would be required. The staff analysis focuses narrowly on a preferred subset 
of prope~ies that support the conclusion it seeks to reach. For more than a decade, the 
subject property has functioned as open space and a buffer between existing residential 
development and public land. It has not functioned as an infill residential development. 

Under established land-use principles, a governing body may not define "neighborhood 
character" by excluding the largest or most influential surrounding land uses when those 
uses contradict the proposed classification. Doing so renders the analysis incomplete 
and legally defective. These misrepresentations were brought up to the Planning 
Commission in multiple statements by residents. 

B. Open Space and Buffer Land Are Not "Suburban Residential" by 
Function or Law 
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Kansas zoning law recognizes neighborhood character based on functional use and 
established conditions, not merely zoning labels or conclusory assertions. 

A property that has been publicly represented, planned, and relied upon as parkland or 
open space for an extended period cannot be reclassified as "suburban residential" by 
staff assertion alone, without a reasoned explanation grounded in factual findings. 
Long-standing functional use as open space and buffer land is materially distinct from 
suburban residential use in terms of density, impact, and community expectation. 

By disregarding the subject property's historical use, representation in official plans, and 
buffering function, staff's conclusion lacks a rational connection between the facts in the 
record and the classification applied. 

C. Legal Vulnerability: Arbitrary and Capricious Decision-Making 

Because staff's analysis: 

• selectively defines the neighborhood, 

• ignores dominant adjacent land uses, 

• disregards the property's long-standing functional use, and 

• relies on conclusory labels rather than factual findings, the resulting classification 
of the area as "suburban residential" is vulnerable to challenge as arbitrary and 
capricious. Such decision-making fails to meet the legal standard required for 
zoning actions under Kansas law and undermines the validity of the rezoning 
recommendation. 
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Golden Criteria: The Zoning and Use of Nearby Property 
including Deviations 

Staff's Assertion Regarding Zoning 

City staff asserts that the proposed rezoning is consistent with surrounding development 
because nearby properties are zoned RP-1 and R-1, as stated in the Planning 
Commission packet. 

Why This Assertion Fails as a Matter of Law 

A. Zoning Classifications Alone Are Not Dispositive Under Kansas Law 

Kansas courts have consistently held that zoning classifications, standing alone, are 
insufficient to establish compatibility. Proper analysis requires examination of the actual 
use, intensity, and density of nearby properties, as well as the manner in which 
proposed development transitions between existing uses. 

To the north of the subject property, Clear Creek Estates consists of low-density, 
estate-style residential development characterized by large lots and limited housing 
intensity. While such properties may carry an R-1 or similar residential zoning label, their 
functional use and density are materially distinct from the proposal at issue. 

The proposed rezoning would permit approximately fifty compact residential lots, 
accompanied by multiple deviations from standard development requirements. This level 
of intensity and density is not comparable to the surrounding estate-style development, 
despite sharing a generalized residential zoning designation. 

By relying on zoning labels without analyzing functional use, lot size, development 
pattern, or density transition, staff fails to conduct the analysis required under Kansas 
zoning law. 
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Notably, The section of Jhe Timbers (see above) directly across the street is an example 
of what 17 acres of land looks like in this area. This section of The Timbers is 35 houses 
on 17 acres . Recently in December 2025, The Enclave at Twin Creeks (see below) was 
approved. This development is just north at 83rd/Clare Rd. This development's plat has 
50 houses on 33.6 acres which affirms the city of Lenexa's commitment to keeping this 
section of the city at similar densities to its surrounding neighborhoods. 
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B. Clare Road Is Treated Inconsistently to Support a Predetermined 
Conclusion 

Staff's compatibility analysis relies on an internally inconsistent treatment of Clare Road. 

In some portions of the Planning Commission packet, Clare Road is treated as a 
meaningful boundary or divider between neighborhoods when doing so supports staff's 
conclusion. In other instances, Clare Road is treated as a connector that eliminates 
meaningful distinction between development patterns on either side. 

This inconsistent characterization undermines the credibility of the analysis. A roadway 
cannot simultaneously function as both a separating boundary and an integrating 
connector depending solely on which interpretation favors approval of the rezoning. 
Such internal contradictions indicate result-driven reasoning rather than objective 
land-use analysis. 

C. Legal Vulnerability: Unsupported Conclusions and Failure to Analyze 
Intensity 

Because staff's analysis: 

• relies primarily on zoning labels rather than actual use, 

• fails to analyze development intensity and density transitions, 

• disregards the estate-style nature of nearby development, and 

• employs inconsistent reasoning regarding physical boundaries, 

The conclusion that the proposed rezoning is compatible with nearby properties is 
unsupported by the record. This constitutes a failure to apply the required legal criteria 
and exposes the rezoning recommendation to challenge as arbitrary, capricious, and 
unsupported by substantial evidence. 
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Staff's Assertion Regarding Deviations and D~velopment 
Standards 

City staff asserts that any deviations requested for the proposed development are 
reasonable and do not undermine the project's overall compliance with the Unified 
Development Code (UDC), as documented in the Planning Commission packet. 

Why This Assertion Fails as a Matter of Law 

A. Deviations Are Extensive and Inconsistent with Standard Criteria 

The proposed development requests multiple deviations from standard development 
regulations, including but not limited to lot size, setbacks, buffering, and infrastructure 
requirements. Staff treats these deviations as routine or minor, without providing a 
detailed justification demonstrating that each deviation: 

• Maintains compatibility with surrounding land uses; 

• Preserves safety, drainage, and public welfare; or 

• Aligns with the purpose and intent of the UDC. 

Kansas courts have repeatedly held that zoning deviations must be reasonably 
justified and supported by the record. Simply labeling deviations as "acceptable" 
without analysis fails this standard and exposes the approval to challenge. It is 
misleading to call a development RP-1 yet use RP-3 measurements (See Figure below 
for deviations requested) 

TABLE 5: REQUESTED DEVIATIONS 

Deviation UDC Requirement Proposed Difference 

Front Yard setback 30' l 25' 5' 
(all lots) 

Lot Width 
70 feet 62 feet (narrowest) Up to 8 feet (Lots 2-38, 40-42, 44-46, and 48-49) 

Lot Area 8,000 SF 7,560 SF 440 SF 
(Lots 10-15 and 30-37) 

B. Contradiction Between Deviations and Neighborhood Character 

Several deviations directly conflict with previously asserted neighborhood compatibility 
claims. For example: 
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• Reduced setbacks and smaller lot sizes undermine the claimed suburban 
character; 

• Elimination of buffers contradicts staff's prior assertions regarding the need to 
maintain open space; 

• Infrastructure concessions indicate that the site may not be fully suitable for the 
intended density. 

A legally consistent evaluation cannot simultaneously assert both that the site fits the 
existing neighborhood and that it requires multiple deviations to make development 
feasible. 

C. Legal Vulnerability: Unsupported and Arbitrary Conclusions 

By approving or recommending multiple deviations without detailed, evidence-based 
justifications, staff fails to demonstrate compliance with the UDC in a rational and legally 
defensible manner. This creates a clear vulnerability to legal challenge as: 

• An arbitrary and capricious application of development standards; and 

• An unsupported conclusion lacking substantial evidence in the record. 
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Golden Criteria: The suitability of the subject property for the 
uses to which it has been restricted: 

Staff's Assertion Regarding Suitability 

City staff asserts that the subject property's current AG zoning functions as a "holding 
district" and that the land is therefore better suited for residential development, as stated 
in the Planning Commission packet. 

Why This Assertion Fails as a Matter of Law 

A. Characterizing AG Zoning as a "Holding District" Is Not Supported by 
the UDC 

The Unified Development Code does not define AG zoning as a "holding district." That 
characterization is a staff-created construct, not a codified zoning standard adopted by 
ordinance. 

Zoning decisions must be grounded in the criteria and definitions formally adopted by the 
governing body. Courts do not defer to informal or invented standards that appear 
nowhere in the applicable zoning code. When staff relies on terminology or 
classifications not contained in the UDC, the resulting recommendation lacks a lawful 
foundation. 

Absent express language in the UDC designating AG zoning as a temporary or 
placeholder classification, staff's assertion carries no legal weight and cannot support a 
finding that the property is inherently unsuitable for its current zoning designation. 

B. Acknowledged Physical Constraints Undermine the Claim of Suitability 

Staff's own analysis acknowledges that the subject property is encumbered by significant 
physical and functional constraints, including: 

• An overhead power line easement; 

• Existing stormwater infrastructure; 

• Proximity to regional detention facilities; and 

• A long-standing buffering function between adjacent land uses, as documented in 
the Planning Commission packet. 
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Rather than undermining the rezoning request, staff uses these constraints to justify 
multiple deviations from standard development requirements. This reasoning is legally 
inconsistent. 

A property burdened by substantial physical limitations cannot simultaneously be 
characterized as "better suited" or "ideal" for residential development while also requiring 
extraordinary departures from established standards to make the development feasible. 

C. Legal Vulnerability: Internally Inconsistent and Arbitrary Reasoning 

Staff's analysis advances two incompatible positions: 

1. That the site is suitable and appropriate for residential development; and 

2. That the site is so constrained that it necessitates significant deviations from 
standard development regulations. 

These positions cannot coexist without a reasoned explanation reconciling the 
contradiction. The failure to do so renders the suitability finding unsupported by 
substantial evidence. 

When a zoning recommendation relies on internally inconsistent reasoning, it reflects 
arbitrary and capricious decision-making rather than a rational application of adopted 
criteria. As a result, staff's conclusion regarding the suitability of the subject property is 
legally vulnerable and insufficient to support the proposed rezoning. 
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Golden Criteria: Extent to which removal of the restrictions will 
detrimentally affect nearby property: 

Staff's Assertion Regarding Detrimental Impacts 

City staff asserts that the proposed rezoning will have no detrimental effects on 
surrounding properties, as documented in the Planning Commission packet. 

Why This Assertion Fails as a Matter of Law 

A. Lack of Evidentiary Analysis 

Staff's conclusion rests on assertion alone, without any supporting studies or analysis. 
The record contains no: 

• Property value impact study; 

• Safety or traffic impact analysis; 

• Stormwater or downstream drainage study; or 

• Evaluation of the loss of parkland or open space functions. 

Kansas courts have consistently held that failure to consider credible evidence or 
relevant factors can constitute procedural bias or arbitrary decision-making. Ignoring 
well-documented public concerns and failing to conduct objective analyses is not a 
neutral exercise of discretion-it reflects a predetermined conclusion. 

B. Removal of Open Space Buffers Constitutes a Recognized Detrimental 
Impact 

Courts recognize the elimination of long-standing open space buffers as a legitimate 
detrimental effect on surrounding properties, particularly when: 

• The buffer is on City-owned land that has been publicly maintained; and 

• The property has been represented in official plans and public materials as 
parkland or open space for an extended period.This can be seen in the 
2012-2024 Comprehensive Park Plan, portrayal in Lenexa Town Talk (March 
2025) and in the creation of the trail, trail head and monument that would have to 
be removed for this development. 
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By disregarding the functional and historical role of the subject property as a buffer 
between existing residential areas and public land, staff's analysis understates the 
potential impacts on both the immediate neighborhood and the broader community. 

C. Legal Vulnerability: Unsupported Conclusion and Procedural Bias 

Staff's conclusion that the proposed development will have no detrimental effects is 
unsupported by evidence and ignores widely documented community concerns 
(Please see public comments for Planning Commission Packet, City Council Packet and 
Petition Signatures). This failure to objectively analyze impacts creates a clear 
vulnerability for legal challenge, as it constitutes both an unsupported conclusion and 
evidence of procedural bias in the decision-making process. 

City of Lenexa - Public Comments for Clear Creek Subdivision (RZ26-01, PT26-01P) 
(Comments received between 8:00 AM on 02/13/2026 and 10:00 AM on 02/17/2026)

Page 57of 265



Golden Criteria: Length of time subject property has remained 
vacant as zoned: 

Staff's Assertion 

City staff treats the length of time the subject property has remained vacant as a neutral 
or supportive factor favoring rezoning, suggesting that vacancy may indicate zoning 
unsuitability or other limiting conditions, as reflected in the Planning Commission packet. 

Why This Assertion Fails as a Matter of Law 

A. Applicable Legal Standard Under Kansas Zoning Law 

Under Kansas zoning law, the length of time property has remained vacant as zoned is a 
factual consideration, not a presumption. Its purpose is to assist a governing body in 
determining whether existing zoning has proven unsuitable due to market failure or 
practical infeasibility. 

The criterion is not dispositive and may not be applied mechanically. Courts consistently 
distinguish between: 

• Market-driven vacancy, which may indicate zoning unsuitability; and 

• Intentional or planned non-development, which does not. 

Where vacancy results from deliberate public planning decisions, governmental 
ownership, or reserved public use, reliance on vacancy as justification for rezoning is 
legally improper. 

B. Undisputed Facts in the Administrative Record 

The administrative record establishes the following facts without dispute: 

• The subject property was owned by the City of Lenexa for an extended period; 

• The property was actively used for stormwater management and functioned as 
open space; 

• The property was identified in adopted City plans and materials as future 
parkland or open space;(2012-2024 Comprehensive Park Plan, Lenexa TownTalk 
March 2025) 
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• The City did not market the property in an active or transparent way for private 
development under its existing zoning during the period of vacancy; and 

• The Planning Commission packet identifies no failed development proposals, 
market infeasibility studies, or evidence that AG zoning prevented reasonable 
use. 

These facts conclusively establish that the property's vacancy resulted from intentional 
municipal planning, not market rejection of the zoning classification. 

C. Failure to Identify the Actual Cause of Vacancy 

The Planning Commission packet fails to make any factual finding regarding why the 
property remained vacant. 

Instead, it lists hypothetical causes of vacancy typically applicable to privately owned 
land-such as financing limitations, market conditions, or lack of services-while 
ignoring the documented and controlling cause in this case: deliberate City ownership 
and planned public use. 

Vacancy resulting from: 

• Municipal ownership, 

• Stormwater infrastructure use, and 

• Long-term public planning designation 
cannot, as a matter of law, be treated as evidence that existing zoning is 
unsuitable. 

By failing to identify the true cause of vacancy, the packet deprives the governing body 
of the factual findings necessary to lawfully apply this Golden Criterion. 

D. Improper Burden Shifting 

The Planning Commission packet implicitly treats the duration of vacancy as weighing in 
favor of rezoning without requiring the applicant or staff to demonstrate that: 

• Development under the existing zoning was attempted; or 

• Existing zoning prevented reasonable economic use of the property. 

This constitutes improper burden shifting. 
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Kansas law places the burden on the proponent of rezoning to demonstrate that 
conditions have changed or that existing zoning has become unreasonable. Vacancy 
alone-particularly vacancy caused by public planning decisions-does not satisfy that 
burden. 

E. Arbitrary Application of the Golden Criterion 

By applying a private-market vacancy framework to publicly owned, planned open 
space, the Planning Commission packet applies this Golden Criterion in a manner that 
is: 

• Internally inconsistent; 

• Unsupported by substantial evidence; and 

• Detached from the actual facts in the record. 

A governing body may not rely on generalized planning theory where the factual record 
establishes a materially different context. Such application renders any reliance on this 
criterion arbitrary and capricious. 

F. Legal Vulnerability 

Because the Planning Commission packet fails to: 

• Identify the true cause of vacancy; 

• Distinguish intentional public non-development from market failure; and 

• Provide substantial evidence that existing zoning is unsuitable, 
any Council finding relying on this Golden Criterion would lack evidentiary 
support and would be legally vulnerable. 

This deficiency supports injunctive relief because: 

• The error is procedural and substantive, not discretionary; 

• The harm from rezoning and development is irreparable once plats and 
infrastructure are approved; and 

• The public interest favors adherence to lawful zoning procedures and 
preservation of adopted plans. 
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Where a property's non-development results from deliberate municipal planning 
decisions and public ownership, the length of time the property has remained vacant 
cannot lawfully be relied upon as evidence that existing zoning is unsuitable. 

The Planning Commission packet's treatment of vacancy fails to meet the evidentiary 
and analytical standards required under Kansas zoning law. Any approval premised on 
this analysis would therefore be arbitrary, unsupported by substantial evidence, and 
subject to injunctive relief. 
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Golden Criteria: Relative gain to the public health, safety and 
welfare as compared to the loss in value or the hardship imposed 
upon the applicant: 

Staff's Assertion Regarding Relative gain to the public health, 
safety and welfare as compared to the loss in value or the 
hardship imposed upon the applicant: 

City staff asserts that the proposed rezoning advances public health, safety, and welfare 
interests and that any hardship imposed by existing zoning justifies approval of the 
rezoning, as reflected in the Planning Commission packet. 

Why This Assertion Fails as a Matter of Law 

A. Governing Legal Principle Under Kansas Zoning Law 

The protection of public health, safety, and welfare is the foundational purpose of zoning 
regulation. When evaluating a rezoning request, a governing body must weigh the 
actual hardship imposed by existing zoning against the actual gain to public 
health, safety, and welfare resulting from the rezoning. 

This Golden Criterion does not authorize rezoning based on generalized public policy 
objectives. Rather, it requires a fact-specific determination that: 

• Existing zoning imposes a concrete, zoning-related hardship on the applicant; 
and 

• The proposed rezoning materially advances health, safety, or welfare interests 
that cannot be achieved under the current zoning. 

Absent a demonstrated hardship, the balancing analysis collapses as a matter of law. 

B. Absence of Any Zoning-Imposed Hardship 

The administrative record fails to identify any hardship imposed by the existing zoning 
classification. 

Specifically, the Planning Commission packet does not demonstrate that: 

• Development was attempted and denied under the current zoning; 
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• Existing zoning prevents reasonable economic use of the property; 

• The applicant has suffered regulatory deprivation or loss of vested rights; or 

• Any hardship was imposed involuntarily by governmental action. 

To the contrary, the undisputed facts establish that: 

• The subject property was City-owned for an extended period; 

• The City intentionally held the land for public planning purposes, including 
stormwater management and future open space; and 

• The rezoning request arises from a City-initiated sale and development 
arrangement. 

Where the applicant has not been burdened by existing zoning, no legally cognizable 
hardship exists. 

C. Self-Created Conditions Cannot Support Rezoning 

Hardship that is self-created or voluntarily assumed carries no legal weight in zoning 
analysis. 

Here, the conditions cited to justify rezoning arise from: 

• Municipal ownership; 

• Deliberate non-development; and 

• Public planning decisions made by the City itself. 

A municipality may not manufacture hardship by reserving land for public use and then 
asserting that rezoning is necessary to extract greater economic value upon sale. Courts 
consistently reject such circular reasoning as arbitrary and unlawful. 

D. Improper Substitution of Generalized "Public Benefit" for Zoning-Based 
Welfare 

The Planning Commission packet relies on generalized assertions of public benefit, 
including housing objectives, to justify rezoning. However, this Golden Criterion is not 
satisfied by broad policy preferences or aspirational goals. 
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The legally relevant inquiry is whether the rezoning: 

• Mitigates an existing threat to public health or safety; 

• Resolves zoning-created incompatibilities; or 

• Addresses infrastructure or welfare deficiencies attributable to the current zoning 
classification. 

The packet identifies no such zoning-based deficiency. Instead, it substitutes generalized 
policy goals for the legally required zoning analysis, which is improper and legally 
insufficient. 

E. Failure to Weigh Losses to the Public 

A lawful balancing analysis must consider both sides of the equation. While the Planning 
Commission packet identifies speculative or generalized gains, it fails to evaluate 
documented public losses, including: 

• Loss of publicly relied-upon open space and buffer land; 

• Loss of stormwater management and environmental functionality; 

• Increased safety, access, and infrastructure strain; and 

• Erosion of reliance interests created by adopted plans and official City 
publications. 

Ignoring these losses renders the purported balancing analysis one-sided and 
unsupported by substantial evidence. 

F. Arbitrary and Capricious Application of the Golden Criterion 

By: 

• Assuming hardship without evidence; 

• Relying on self-created conditions; 

• Substituting policy preferences for zoning necessity; and 
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• Failing to weigh public losses the Planning Commission packet applies this 
Golden Criterion in a manner that is arbitrary, capricious, and contrary to law. A 
governing body may not lawfully rely on such an analysis to approve rezoning. 

G. Legal Vulnerability 

This deficiency independently supports injunctive relief because: 

• Likelihood of Success: Approval based on a nonexistent hardship and 
unsupported balancing analysis lacks substantial evidence; 

• Irreparable Harm: Rezoning and development permanently eliminate open 
space, buffering, and reliance-based expectations; 

• Balance of Equities: No hardship exists to justify immediate development, while 
the public bears irreversible loss; and 

• Public Interest: The public interest favors adherence to zoning law, procedural 
integrity, and protection against arbitrary land-use decisions. 

Where no zoning-imposed hardship exists, and where the asserted public benefit is 
unrelated to zoning-based health, safety, or welfare concerns, reliance on this Golden 
Criterion is legally insufficient. 

The Planning Commission packet's treatment of this criterion fails to meet the 
evidentiary and analytical standards required under Kansas zoning law. Any rezoning 
approved on this basis would therefore be arbitrary, unsupported by substantial 
evidence, and subject to injunctive relief. 
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Golden Criteria: Conformance of the requested change to the 
adopted or recognized Comprehensive Plan: 

Staff's Assertion Regarding the Comprehensive Plan and Official 
Plans 

City staff asserts that the proposed rezoning is consistent with the City's Comprehensive 
Plan and other official planning documents, as presented in the Planning Commission 
packet. 

Why This Assertion Fails as a Matter of Law 

A. Misalignment Between Plan Designations and Proposed Use 

Staff's conclusion relies on a selective reading of plan designations. While the 
Comprehensive Plan may label surrounding areas as residential in general terms, it also 
reflects: 

• Specific park and open space designations for the subject property; 

• Planned buffering and transition areas between differing density zones; and 

• Long-standing community expectations for functional open space. 

The proposed rezoning directly conflicts with these established plan elements by 
converting land intended for public use or buffering into high-density residential 
development. Under Kansas law, mere alignment with general residential zoning is 
insufficient to satisfy comprehensive plan consistency requirements if the actual use 
contradicts explicit plan designations. 

B. Reliance on Staff Interpretation Rather than Objective Standards 

Staff appears to create a narrative of compliance based on selective interpretation of 
plan language rather than objective, codified criteria. Courts routinely hold that zoning 
decisions must be grounded in the actual language and purpose of the plan, not in 
staff-constructed narratives designed to justify a desired outcome. 

By treating the Comprehensive Plan as a flexible suggestion rather than a guiding legal 
framework, staff's analysis fails to meet the standard required for legally defensible 
zoning decisions. 

C. Legal Vulnerability: Arbitrary and Capricious Evaluation 
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Because staff: 

• Ignores explicit plan elements designating the property for open space or 
buffering; 

• Focuses selectively on generalized residential labels to support the rezoning; and 

• Relies on subjective interpretation rather than codified plan standards, 

The conclusion that the rezoning is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan is arbitrary 
and capricious. This creates a clear legal vulnerability to challenge, as zoning decisions 
must demonstrate a rational connection between plan goals and proposed development. 
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Golden Criteria: Impact of the proposed development on 
community facilities: 

Staff's Assertion Regarding the Proposed Development on 
Community Facilities: 

City staff asserts that existing and planned community facilities are adequate to serve 
the proposed development and that no adverse impacts to public facilities are 
anticipated, as reflected in the Planning Commission packet. 

Why This Assertion Fails as a Matter of Law 

A. Governing Legal Standard for Community Facilities Impacts 

When evaluating the impact of a proposed development on community facilities, a 
governing body must base its findings on substantial, factual evidence, not conclusory 
assurances. The record must demonstrate that existing or planned facilities can 
accommodate the proposed development without compromising public health, safety, or 
welfare. 

At a minimum, the administrative record must include analysis addressing: 

• Availability and capacity of water and sewer systems; 

• Roadway capacity, access, and emergency response impacts; 

• Ability of police, fire, parks, libraries, and schools to serve increased demand; 
and 

• Reference to objective standards, adopted service levels, or engineering criteria 
used to reach these conclusions. 

General statements of adequacy, or deferral of analysis to later stages, are legally 
insufficient. 

B. Absence of Factual Capacity Analysis in the Planning Commission 
Packet 

Although the Planning Commission packet asserts that community facilities can 
accommodate the proposed development, it fails to provide any quantitative or 
standards-based analysis supporting that conclusion. 

City of Lenexa - Public Comments for Clear Creek Subdivision (RZ26-01, PT26-01P) 
(Comments received between 8:00 AM on 02/13/2026 and 10:00 AM on 02/17/2026)

Page 68of 265



Specifically, the packet does not include: 

• Water or sewer capacity calculations; 

• Fire flow testing or hydrant spacing analysis; 

• Roadway level-of-service analysis or trip generation data tied to adopted 
standards; 

• Emergency response time analysis for police or fire; or 

• Parks, library, or school capacity metrics measured against adopted service 
thresholds. 

Without such data, the findings rest on assumption rather than evidence. 

C. Improper Deferral of Critical Analysis to Later Review Stages 

The Planning Commission packet repeatedly defers analysis of fundamental facility 
impacts to later stages, including: 

• Engineering review; 

• Plat approval; and 

• Building permit or site plan review. 

This deferral is legally improper at the rezoning and preliminary plan stage. 

Kansas zoning law requires that core suitability and capacity determinations be made 
when land-use intensity is established. Once rezoning and preliminary plans are 
approved, subsequent review stages cannot cure foundational deficiencies in the record. 
Courts consistently reject post hoc rationalizations of zoning approvals. 

D. Failure to Analyze Cumulative Impacts 

Even if individual facility extensions might appear feasible in isolation, the Planning 
Commission packet fails to evaluate cumulative impacts, including: 

• Increased emergency response demand resulting from added density; 

• Combined traffic, access, and service loads; and 
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• Loss of open space and park capacity resulting from conversion of publicly 
owned land. 

Cumulative impact analysis is particularly critical where: 

• Density is increased; 

• Multiple deviations are requested; and 

• The site previously served a buffering or infrastructure function. 

The absence of cumulative analysis renders the facility impact findings incomplete and 
unreliable. 

E. Lack of Referenced Standards Undermines the Findings 

This Golden Criterion requires reference to the standards used to make capacity 
determinations. The Planning Commission packet does not identify: 

• Adopted water and sewer capacity standards; 

• Fire protection service area benchmarks; 

• Roadway level-of-service thresholds; 

• Park acreage-per-resident standards; or 

• School capacity planning criteria. 

Without identifying the standards applied, the governing body cannot meaningfully 
evaluate whether community facilities can accommodate the proposed development. 
This omission alone renders the findings legally deficient. 

F. Public Safety Impacts May Not Be Presumed 

Public safety impacts-particularly fire access, emergency ingress and egress, and 
response times-may not be presumed adequate based on generalized compliance 
statements. 

Where increased density and constrained access are present, affirmative evidence is 
required. The administrative record contains no such evidence. Failure to substantiate 
public safety capacity constitutes a material defect in the zoning approval process. 
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G. Arbitrary and Capricious Application of the Golden Criterion 

By relying on: 

• General assurances, 

• Deferred analysis, 

• Absence of identified standards, and 

• Lack of cumulative impact evaluation the Planning Commission packet applies 
this Golden Criterion in a manner that is arbitrary, capricious, and unsupported by 
substantial evidence. A governing body may not lawfully rely on such analysis. 

H. Legal Vulnerability 

This deficiency independently supports injunctive relief because: 

• Likelihood of Success: Approval without documented facility capacity analysis 
violates the evidentiary requirements of zoning law; 

• Irreparable Harm: Once development proceeds, infrastructure strain and public 
safety risks cannot be undone; 

• Balance of Equities: The applicant suffers no hardship from delay, while the 
public bears permanent risk; and 

• Public Interest: The public interest favors ensuring infrastructure and 
emergency services are demonstrably adequate before increasing land-use 
intensity. 

The Planning Commission packet fails to provide factual, standards-based analysis 
demonstrating that community facilities can accommodate the proposed development. 
By deferring critical capacity determinations and relying on conclusory assertions, the 
packet does not satisfy the Golden Criterion governing community facility impacts. 

Any rezoning or preliminary plan approval based on this record would therefore be 
unsupported by substantial evidence and subject to injunctive relief. 
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Golden Criteria: Opposition or support of neighborhood 
residents: 

Public opposition is not a political metric. It is a legally recognized evidentiary factor that 
must be weighed and analyzed in the record. 

1. 100% Statutory Protest Petition 

A valid protest petition was filed by property owners within the statutory protest radius. 

The petition reflects 100% participation among eligible property owners within that radius 
and triggered the statutory supermajority vote requirement. 

Under the Golden Criteria, the extent and concentration of opposition among 
immediately affected property owners is highly probative. Those within the protest radius 
are presumed to have the greatest stake in: 

• Neighborhood character, 

• Property value impact, 

• Traffic and environmental consequences, 

• Direct use and enjoyment of adjacent land. 

Unanimous protest from the statutorily defined impact area constitutes extraordinary 
opposition under Golden. 

Failure to meaningfully address that level of opposition in findings risks rendering the 
decision arbitrary. 

2. Broader Community Opposition 

In addition to the statutory protest petition, approximately 1,900 individuals signed a 
public petition opposing: 

• The development; 

• The removal of park infrastructure; 

• The conversion of publicly represented parkland. 
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While broader public petitions do not alter voting thresholds, Golden expressly requires 
evaluation of "the extent of opposition." 

The scale of opposition beyond the protest radius demonstrates that this proposal affects 
not only adjacent property owners, but the broader community's reliance on the property 
as parkland. 

When opposition extends beyond the immediate neighborhood and reaches 
community-wide concern, the Golden analysis must reflect that scope. 

3. Requirement for Substantive Findings 

Under Kansas case law, a governing body must do more than acknowledge opposition. 
It must demonstrate that opposition was: 

• Considered, 

• Evaluated against the other Golden factors, 

• Weighed in a reasoned and articulated mann~r. 

If the record merely notes opposition without substantive evaluation, courts may find the 
Golden analysis incomplete. 

Where opposition is unanimous within the protest area and substantial beyond it, failure 
to articulate why such opposition does not outweigh asserted public benefits may 
constitute arbitrary or capricious action. 

4. Intersection With Park Representation and Procedural Defects 

The documented opposition is not occurring in isolation. It arises in the context of: 

• A property represented as parkland for over a decade; 

• Physical park infrastructure installed by the City; 

• Procedural notice irregularities; 

• Incomplete public records production. 

Golden requires holistic analysis. When overwhelming opposition is coupled with 
procedural irregularities and longstanding park designation, the governing body must 
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provide particularly careful justification for departure from existing use and community 
expectation. 

5. Legal Significance for Judicial Review 

In judicial review of rezoning decisions, courts examine whether the governing body: 

• Properly applied the Golden Criteria; 

• Considered neighborhood opposition; 

• Made findings supported by substantial competent evidence. 

A 100% protest petition combined with 1,880 additional signatures constitutes 
substantial evidence of opposition. 

If the final decision fails to meaningfully address this factor, likelihood of success on the 
merits in an injunctive action increases. 
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Section 2: Additional Concerns 

Procedural Violations 

1. FAILURE TO TIMELY POST REQUIRED PUBLIC NOTICE 
SIGNAGE ON THE SUBJECT PROPERTY 

I. Background 

Local zoning procedures require that public notice signage be posted on or adjacent to 
the subject property within a specified time period prior to the public hearing. 

In this matter, the required public notice sign was not placed on the property within the 
mandated timeframe prior to the originally scheduled hearing date. The hearing was 
subsequently continued. 

The failure to timely post the required signage constitutes a procedural defect 
independent of any mailing or publication issues. 

II. Purpose of On-Site Notice Requirements 

On-site signage serves a distinct statutory and due process function separate from 
certified mail or newspaper publication. 

The purpose of physical signage is to: 

• Provide visible notice to neighboring residents and passersby; 

• Inform individuals who may not receive mailed notice; 

• Allow meaningful time for residents to investigate, organize, and participate; 

• Ensure transparency in land use proceedings. 

Timeliness is essential. Late posting undermines the effectiveness of notice. 

Ill. Legal Significance of Untimely Posting 

Notice requirements in zoning matters are mandatory procedural safeguards. 

Failure to post signage within the required timeframe: 

City of Lenexa - Public Comments for Clear Creek Subdivision (RZ26-01, PT26-01P) 
(Comments received between 8:00 AM on 02/13/2026 and 10:00 AM on 02/17/2026)

Page 75of 265



• Deprives affected residents of full statutory notice; 

• Compresses the time available for review and preparation; 

• Undermines the validity of the originally scheduled hearing. 

Continuing the hearing does not automatically cure the defect unless all notice 
requirements are reissued in full compliance with statutory timing provisions. 

If signage was not posted in compliance with required advance notice periods prior to 
the continued hearing date, the defect remains operative. 

IV. Requirement for Strict Compliance 

Kansas courts reviewing zoning actions evaluate whether procedural requirements were 
strictly followed. 

Substantial compliance is not sufficient where statutory notice requirements are explicit 
and time-based. 

The City bears the burden of d~monstrating: 

• The exact date signage was installed; 

• That posting occurred within the mandated timeframe; 

• That signage remained visible and compliant throughout the notice period. 

Absent documented proof of compliance, the procedural validity of the hearing is subject 
to challenge. 

V. Required Corrective Measures 

Prior to any vote, the Council should: 

1. Produce documentation establishing the date of sign installation; 

2. Confirm compliance with all timing requirements for the continued hearing; 

3. Re-issue and re-post notice if any timing deficiency is identified. 
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Proceeding without curing this defect materially increases litigation risk and may 
jeopardize the defensibility of any final action. 
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2. FAILURE TO PROVIDE REQUIRED PUBLIC NOTICE 
FOLLOWING HEARING CONTINUANCE 

An applicant's rezoning review in Lenexa was continued because the applicant had not 
met the 14-day sign posting requirement on the property. Questions arise as to whether 
additional mailed notice to property owners within 200 feet was required for the 
rescheduled hearing. 

Legal Framework: 

• Kansas law (K.S.A. 12-757) requires mailed notice to property owners within the 
statutory radius (typically 200 feet) at least 20 days before a public hearing. 

• Lenexa's Unified Development Code mirrors this requirement and adds a 14-day 
posting rule for the property. 

• When a hearing is continued, the necessity for new mailed notices depends on 
whether the new hearing date is set publicly during the Planning Commission 
meeting. 

Definition of "New Date Set Publicly": 

For a continued hearing to be considered publicly set, all three conditions must be 
satisfied: 

1. The Planning Commission opened the agenda item during the meeting; 

2. The Commission verbally announced the new date and time on the record; 
and 

3. The continuance is reflected in the official minutes of the meeting. 

Procedural Deficiency: 

• If any of the above conditions are not met - for example, if the hearing was 
never opened, if the continuance date was announced only via staff report, email, 
or website update, or if the minutes do not document the date - the new hearing 
is treated as a new hearing under Kansas law. 
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• In such cases, mailed notice to property owners within 200 feet is legally 
required to satisfy statutory and municipal notice requirements. 

• Failure to send new notices in these circumstances creates a procedural defect 
that can render any subsequent action arbitrary and capricious, as affected 
property owners may be deprived of their statutory opportunity to be heard. 

Legal and Record Implications: 

• Approval of the rezoning without proper notice could be challenged as 
procedurally invalid, undermining the legitimacy of the decision. 

• Courts reviewing zoning actions consistently enforce notice requirements strictly, 
particularly when continued hearings are involved, to ensure full opportunity for 
affected property owners to participate. 

• The administrative record should explicitly document whether the continuance 
was made on the record and whether new notices were sent, to preserve 
transparency and compliance with Kansas law. 

Record Recommendation: This procedural issue should be formally noted in the 
administrative record and in any objection to the Council, as it creates: 

- A legal vulnerability in the rezoning approval process; 

Grounds for challenge or injunctive relief if affected property owners were not 
properly notified; and 

- Support for the argument that the City must adhere strictly to both statutory and 
UDC notice requirements to protect public participation and due process 
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3. RELIANCE ON A 2015 LEGAL RECORD NOTICE FOR A 
CURRENT SALE 

I. Background 

The City has previously published a "Notice of Proposed Sale of Parkland" in The Legal 
Record dated May 12, 2015, pursuant to K.S.A. 12-1301. That notice stated that: 

• The City was considering sale of a portion of approximately 126.9 acres; 

• The City anticipated selling up to 2/3 of such property; 

• The specific amount and location of the portion to be sold was contingent upon 
future approval of a concept plan; 

• Details could be obtained from the City Attorney's office. 

There has been no new Legal Record publication issued in connection with the current 
proposed sale. 

II. Statutory Notice Requirements 

K.S.A. 12-1301 governs municipal disposition of park property and requires public notice 
of proposed sale. 

Statutory notice requirements are not satisfied by: 

• General or indefinite notices; 

• Notices lacking specific parcel identification; 

• Notices contingent on unspecified future plans; 

• Notices issued a decade prior to final action. 

Public notice must meaningfully inform citizens of: 

• The property proposed for sale, 

• The specific portion involved, 
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• The timing of the proposed action, 

• The nature of the transaction under consideration. 

Ill. Deficiencies in the 2015 Notice as Applied to the Present Sale 

The 2015 notice is procedurally defective as applied to the current proposed transaction for 
several reasons: 

1. Lack of Specificity 

The notice does not identify: 

• A metes-and-bounds description, 

• A parcel number, 

• A legally defined portion, 

• A fixed acreage amount. . 

Instead, it references a potential sale of "up to 2/3" of approximately 126.9 acres, 
contingent on future approval of a concept plan. 

Such language is inherently indefinite and does not provide legally sufficient notice for a 
specific sale occurring years later. 

2. Contingent and Conceptual Nature 

The notice explicitly states that the specific amount and location were contingent upon 
future approvals. 

A contingent conceptual notice cannot serve as permanent authorization for any future 
sale configuration. 

If the City is now pursuing a defined, specific development proposal, the notice must 
correspond to that defined proposal. 

3. Passage of Time 

The notice was published in 2015. 
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The current proposed transaction occurs approximately a decade later. 

Courts evaluating statutory notice compliance consider whether notice is reasonably 
calculated to inform affected residents of the specific action being taken. 

A decade-old notice cannot reasonably serve as notice of a materially distinct present 
transaction 

4. Absence of New Publication 

There has been no new Legal Record publication identifying: 

• The specific portion proposed for sale; 

• The current development configuration; 

• The present terms of disposition; 

• Any updated conditions or restrictions. 

If the City proceeds without issuing a new, specific notice, the procedural validity of the 
sale is subject to challenge. 

IV. Legal Significance 

If the City relies solely on the 2015 notice to satisfy K.S.A. 12-1301 requirements, the 
following procedural concerns arise: 

• The notice was indefinite and contingent; 

• It did not identify the specific property configuration now under consideration; 

• It did not inform residents of the present transaction; 

• It cannot reasonably be deemed effective notice for a materially distinct action 
taken years later. 

Failure to provide legally sufficient notice prior to disposition of park property may render 
subsequent action: 
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• Voidable; 

• Subject to injunctive relief; 

• Vulnerable to judicial invalidation. 

V. Request for Clarification Before Vote 

Before any vote on the proposed sale, the Council should: 

1. Identify the specific statutory authority being relied upon; 

2. Clarify whether it contends the 2015 publication satisfies present notice 
requirements; 

3. Issue a new, legally sufficient notice if the current proposal differs in acreage, 
configuration, or development scope. 

Proceeding without curing this defect materially increases litigation risk. 
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Ethical Errors 

1. Potential Quid Pro Quo Regarding City-Owned Land 

According to documented communications and public reports, City Manager Beccy 
Yocham proposed or endorsed a process in which city employees would receive first 
right of refusal and preferential scoring for the purchase or allocation of lots in the 
proposed development on the subject property. This is particularly significant because: 

1. The City owns the property and is responsible for its sale. 

2. The property is being conveyed to a nonprofit developer, which is then allegedly 
instructed to prioritize City employees over the general public. 

3. This effectively creates a private benefit to municipal employees at the 
expense of equitable public access to City-owned land. 

Legal and Ethical Implications: 

• Conflict of Interest/ Self-Dealing: City officials appear to be creating a 
mechanism for personal benefit from public assets, which may violate 
municipal ethics rules or state statutes regarding the disposal of public property. 

• Procedural Fairness: Preferential treatment of employees undermines 
transparency and fairness in the allocation of publicly owned resources. 

• Public Trust: This arrangement could erode public confidence in City 
governance, particularly when coupled with the Planning Commission packet's 
procedural irregularities. 

• Substantive Law Risk: Courts scrutinize zoning and land disposition decisions 
when a public official stands to gain indirectly from a land-use action. If 
challenged, this could support a claim of arbitrary or capricious 
decision-making, or even improper governmental self-dealing. 

Record Recommendation: This issue should be explicitly flagged in the 

administrative record and in any formal objection submitted to the Council. It strengthens 
arguments for: 

- Denying rezoning or development approvals; 
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Preserving the land in its long-represented status as park/open space; and 

Highlighting procedural and ethical deficiencies in staff and Planning Commission 
recommendations. 
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2. Procedural Fairness/ Private Meetings and Lack of Public 
Access (KOMA) 

The Governing Body fundamentally undermined the Kansas Open Meetings Act 
(KOMA) by facilitating a private, two-hour deliberative session between the Mayor, City 
Council, and the developer at an out-of-city location during the workday-a strategic 
choice that effectively evaded public scrutiny. This lack of transparency was 
compounded by a six-month cycle of serial communications funneled through the City 
Manager, which elected officials used to build a non-public consensus and advocate for 
the developer's interests. By intentionally bypassing public oversight and prioritizing 
private-door negotiations, the Mayor and Council have compromised procedural 
fairness and tainted the integrity of the rezoning process with a pervasive appearance of 
impropriety. 

Legal and Ethical Implications: 

• Transparency and Fair Process: Allowing one-on-one meetings with a private 
developer while declining engagement with the general public undermines 
transparency and the principles of fair notice and participation in municipal 
land-use decisions. It also potentially violates the law as outlined in KOMA 
warning against an entire governing body or a majority meeting separately over 
the same public business in essence forming a consensus. 

• Procedural Bias: Selective access to decision-makers creates an appearance 
that private parties are privileged over the broader community, raising procedural 
fairness concerns that can render Council findings arbitrary or capricious. 

• Public Trust: Residents reasonably rely on equitable access to public officials 
during active land-use reviews. Denying such access while meeting privately with 
a single stakeholder erodes public confidence in the integrity of the process. 

• Record Integrity: Courts reviewing municipal land-use decisions give weight to 
whether all interested parties had a meaningful opportunity to be heard. Evidence 
of selective meetings can support a challenge to any Council action taken without 
adequate public engagement. 

Record Recommendation: This procedural concern should be explicitly 
documented in the administrative record and in any formal objection submitted to the 
Council. It strengthens arguments for: 

• Denying rezoning or development approvals; 
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• Preserving the land in its long-represented status as park/open space; and 

• Highlighting procedural and ethical deficiencies in staff and Council conduct 
during the review process. 
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3. CONCERNS REGARDING MAYORAL COMMUNICATION AND 
ETHICAL APPEARANCE 

The correspondence between the Mayor and a Lenexa resident (see in additional 
supporting document section) concerning the proposed Habitat for Humanity 
development raises additional governance concerns relevant to Council deliberation and 
public confidence in the process. 

This section does not allege unlawful conduct. Rather, it addresses ethical appearance, 
neutrality, and due process considerations that bear directly on the integrity of Council 
action. 

1. Statements Suggesting Predisposition 

In written communications, the Mayor characterized resident objections as "implications" 
of unfairness or lack of professionalism and indicated that such concerns were being 
directly addressed. 

While elected officials are entitled to respond to constituents, quasi-judicial land use 
decisions require neutrality until a matter is formally presented and deliberated in a 
public proceeding. 

Kansas courts have recognized that rezoning and land use determinations often function 
in a quasi-judicial capacity. In such contexts, decision-makers must avoid the 
appearance of having predetermined an outcome prior to hearing evidence. 

Public statements that appear dismissive of concerns or that frame opposition as 
improper may create an appearance that the outcome has been informally evaluated 
before formal proceedings. 

2. Commentary on Resident Participation and Elections 

The Mayor's correspondence referenced whether the resident had participated in prior 
municipal elections and suggested broader political context for housing policy decisions. 

While civic participation is encouraged, tying individual objections to electoral 
participation risks creating an appearance that input is weighted based on political 
alignment rather than on the merits of the land use considerations at issue. 

Council decisions must be based on applicable statutory criteria, Comprehensive Plan 
standards, and evidentiary record - not on perceptions of political support or opposition. 

3. Ethical Implications of Public Official Advocacy 
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The communications reference City leadership perspectives on affordable housing policy 
and describe support for expanding workforce housing. 

Policy advocacy is distinct from adjudicating a specific development application. 

Where a governing body member expresses strong policy support in advance of formal 
hearings on a specific project, it may raise questions regarding: 

• Impartial application of zoning criteria 

• Objective evaluation of evidence presented at public hearings 

• The integrity of the quasi-judicial process 

Even where no legal bias exists, the appearance of bias can undermine public trust and 
may be raised in judicial review proceedings. 

4. Importance of Maintaining Neutrality Prior to Final Action 

To preserve the integrity of the record and ensure defensibility of any final decision, it is 
critical that: 

• All Council members refrain from statements suggesting predetermined 
outcomes; 

• All deliberations occur within the formal public record; 

• All relevant documents are disclosed prior to vote; 

• Public input is evaluated on its merits, irrespective of political context. 

City of Lenexa - Public Comments for Clear Creek Subdivision (RZ26-01, PT26-01P) 
(Comments received between 8:00 AM on 02/13/2026 and 10:00 AM on 02/17/2026)

Page 89of 265



4. MISREPRESENTATION OF THE SUBJECT PROPERTY AS 
PARKLAND IN OFFICIAL PLANNING AND PUBLIC MATERIALS 

I. Comprehensive Park Plan Classification (2012-2024) 

The subject property was identified and depicted as City parkland in the City of Lenexa's 
Comprehensive Park Plan spanning 2012 through 2024. 

At no time during that period was the plan amended or publicly revised to reclassify the 
property. 

The Comprehensive Park Plan remained publicly available throughout that period and 
functioned as an official planning document representing the City's park inventory, future 
park development, and preservation commitments. 

Residents reviewing official planning materials would reasonably conclude that the 
property was designated parkland. 

The City did not issue a public correction, amendment, or reclassification prior to 
initiating disposition efforts. 

II. Physical Improvements Reinforcing Park Representation 

The City undertook physical improvements on the property consistent with park 
development, including: 

• Construction of a public trail exceeding 500 feet; 

• Installation of a trailhead; 

• Installation of a monument; 

• Planting of trees; 

• Placement of benches. 

These improvements were visible, permanent, and consistent with recreational park 
infrastructure. 

Such investments reinforce a public representation that the land was intended to 
function as parkland. 

Removal of these features would require: 
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• Uprooting trees, 

• Removing trail segments, 

• Altering or demolishing the trailhead, 

• Removing installed monuments and park furnishings. 

The City's actions were not temporary placeholders. They were park-style improvements 
consistent with long-term recreational use. 

Ill. Use of Park Imagery in Public Sales Tax Promotion 

In March 2025, the City's official publication, Lenexa TownTalk, utilized park imagery in 
connection with promotion of the 3/8th-cent sales tax initiative described as supporting 
development of Centennial Park, acquisition of parkland, and preservation of nature. 

When the City uses park imagery in official publications to promote tax initiatives related 
to park development and preservation, it reinforces public perception that the subject 
land is part of that park system. 

If the same land is then proposed for private development without prior reclassification or 
public clarification, the issue becomes one of governmental consistency and public 
reliance. 

IV. Prior Official Publications Identifying the Property as Parkland 

The 2015 Legal Record publication described the property as parkland pursuant to 
K.S.A. 12-1301. 

V. Public Reliance and Reasonable Expectation 

The cumulative effect of: 

• Inclusion in the Comprehensive Park Plan (2012-2024), 

• Physical park-style improvements, 

• Official publications labeling the property parkland, 

• Use of park imagery in tax promotion materials, 
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created a reasonable public expectation that the property was dedicated parkland 
intended for preservation and recreational use. 

When government representations induce reasonable reliance, courts consider whether 
subsequent contrary action without transparent reclassification undermines procedural 
fairness. 

VI. Legal and Equitable Significance 

If the City represented the property as parkland for over a decade through: 

• Official planning documents, 

• Physical infrastructure, 

• Public communications, 

• Statutory notice publications, 

and did not amend or publicly reclassify the land prior to initiating development 
proceedings, the issue becomes one of: 

• Procedural fairness, 

• Public trust, 

• Potential estoppal considerations, 

• Arbitrary and capricious reclassification. 

Courts reviewing injunctive relief may consider whether the public was materially misled 
regarding the status of public property prior to its proposed disposition. 

VII. Request for Clarification 

Before any vote, the Council should: 

1. Clarify whether the property remains classified as parkland under current 
planning documents; 

2. Identify when and how any reclassification occurred; 
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3. Explain why no Comprehensive Park Plan amendment was issued prior to 
development proceedings; 

4. Disclose how the property was represented in materials promoting the 3/Bth-cent 
sales tax initiative. 

Proceeding without addressing these inconsistencies materially increases exposure to 
judicial challenge. 
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5. FAILURE TO RESPOND TO DOCUMENTED RESIDENT 
CONCERNS 

I. Background 

A group of concerned residents has submitted written communications to the City raising 
substantive concerns regarding: 

• Park classification inconsistencies; 

• Golden Criteria analysis; 

• Ethical and neutrality issues; 

• Public opposition documentation. 

The City's last substantive response to this group occurred on January 11, 2026. 

Since that date, no further responses have been provided despite continued written 
inquiries raising legitimate and legally material concerns. 

II. Relevance to Procedural Fairness 

While municipalities are not required to respond to every inquiry, when a governing body 
is engaged in a quasi-judicial land use process, it must ensure: 

• That material objections are addressed in the record; 

• That procedural defects are acknowledged and corrected; 

• That residents have a meaningful opportunity to participate. 

Silence in the face of documented statutory and procedural concerns raises questions 
regarding whether those concerns are being evaluated or disregarded. 

If the record reflects unanswered legal objections prior to final action, it may support an 
inference that procedural safeguards were not fully considered. Specifically, ethical 
concerns were brought up to the City Attorney and went unanswered. 

Ill. Impact on Golden Criteria and Public Welfare Analysis 
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The Golden Criteria require evaluation of: 

• Neighborhood character; 

• Detrimental impact; 

• Public welfare; 

• Extent of opposition. 

When residents raise detailed, documented objections grounded in statutory compliance 
and planning standards, those objections become part of the evidentiary record. 

Failure to engage or respond risks leaving the record incomplete. 

A decision rendered without addressing material written objections may be challenged 
as lacking substantial competent evidence. 

IV. Legal Significance 

If the City proceeds to vote while: 

• Material legal objections remain unanswered; 

• Notice defects remain unresolved; 

• Records remain incomplete; 

the resulting action may be subject to challenge as procedurally deficient. 

While failure to respond to emails alone is not unlawful, failure to address substantive 
procedural objections before final action may contribute to a finding that the decision 
was arbitrary or that due process concerns exist. 
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6. SYSTEMIC PUBLIC NOTICE DEFICIENCIES ARISING FROM 
2019 NEWSPAPER EXEMPTION 

I. Statutory Newspaper Notice Requirement 

Under Kansas law, cities typically must designate an "official city newspaper" to publish 
legal and public notices in a newspaper of general circulation, ensuring broad 
community awareness of land-use decisions, hearings, and statutory processes. 

In November 2019, the City of Lenexa adopted a charter ordinance exempting itself from 
the statutory requirement to publish official notices in a qualifying newspaper of general 
circulation. 

City leaders at that time stated that the reason for the exemption was difficulty identifying 
qualifying newspapers, but they also emphasized the "flexibility" the exemption provided 
to publish notices in other ways, including potentially on the City's website. 

II. Failure to Replace Newspaper Notice with an Effective Alternative 

The 2019 exemption was presented to residents as a temporary fix while the City worked 
to identify better communication methods. Despite this, seven years later, no meaningful, 
accessible, and broadly circulated alternative notice mechanism has been established. 

Instead, major public notices-including those required for land use decisions, 
rezonings, and disposition of City land-have been published exclusively in The Legal 
Record, a specialized legal publication not reasonably accessed by the average Lenexa 
resident. The Legal Record is typically subscription-based and primarily read by 
attorneys rather than the general public, meaning that legal notices may go unnoticed by 
those most affected. 

This approach satisfies minimal technical publication requirements but fails to ensure 
that notice is reasonably calculated to reach the public. 

Ill. Transparency vs. Meaningful Notice 

Legal notice is not merely a formality; it is intended to put affected residents on actual or 
constructive notice of government action that affects their rights or interests. Courts 
evaluating notice requirements look to whether the method used was reasonably 
calculated to inform the public, not just whether a technical box was checked. 

While home-rule authority may allow cities to alter how they publish official business, the 
practical effect here is that many residents remain unaware of significant land decisions 
until late in the process or after key behind-the-scenes negotiations have occurred. 
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The consequence is a notice structure that is: 

• Technically compliant under a self-granted exemption; 

• Functionally inaccessible to most residents; and 

• Practically ineffective at informing the community of substantive land use actions. 

That disconnect undermines transparency and meaningful public participation. 

IV. Impact on Current Land Use Proceedings 

This systemic notice issue directly affects the present matter. Many residents report 
receiving no meaningful notice of rezoning hearings, Council agenda items, or land 
disposition proposals until well after substantive discussions have taken place. 

When land that was historically depicted as parkland is repurposed or sold without 
accessible notice, the public's ability to participate meaningfully in the process is 
significantly impaired. This is especially true where: 

• Statutory notice windows are narrow; 

• Notice is published only in a niche legal publication; 

• No supplemental outreach (e.g., email, mailed notice, direct alerts) is required. 

Given that substantive notice is a prerequisite for due process and lawful land use 
decisions, the extended failure to create an effective replacement notification system 
weighs heavily in assessing procedural fairness. 

V. Legal Significance for Judicial Review 

In reviewing zoning and land use decisions, courts consider whether notice was legally 
sufficient and reasonably calculated to inform affected parties. Where notice is confined 
to a publication read by a small subset of professionals rather than the general resident 
population, a court may find that notice was inadequate in substance-even if technically 
compliant. 

When this systemic notice deficiency is considered together with other procedural 
shortcomings in the record (sign posting errors, certified mail gaps, reliance on historic 
notices), it establishes a pattern that may be understood as: 
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• Insufficient public notice in fact, and 

• Not reasonably calculated to inform affected residents. 

Both concepts matter for injunctive review because inadequate notice independently 
supports a showing that the process was flawed and not consistent with statutory and 
constitutional notice standards. 

VI. Request for Corrective Action 

Before any vote on the proposed rezoning or land sale, the Council should: 

1. Explain what alternative public notice mechanisms are in place since the 2019 
exemption; 

2. Provide evidence that notice is reaching a meaningful portion of affected 
residents; 

3. Consider supplemental notice mechanisms (e.g., mail, community newspapers, 
digital alerts) that ensure broader awareness; 

4. Clarify the legal justification for relying solely on The Legal Record and similar 
outlets. 

Failing to address this long-standing transparency issue will continue to generate 
procedural vulnerabilities and weaken public trust in land use governance. 
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7. APPEARANCE OF BIAS AND IMPROPER COORDINATION 
WITH APPLICANT 

I. Forwarding of Resident Communications to the Applicant 

The record reflects that City officials forwarded resident concerns directly to Habitat for 
Humanity representatives and sought the developer's assistance in formulating 
responses. 

For example: 

• A councilmember requested detailed communication information from Habitat in 
order to "help with communication" to residents. 

• Staff asked Habitat to provide expanded outreach descriptions so that 
councilmembers could respond to concerned constituents. 

• Resident complaints submitted to City officials were transmitted to Habitat 
representatives for response preparation. 

While collaboration between staff and applicants is common in administrative 
processing, the forwarding of resident objections to the applicant - coupled with 
requests for messaging assistance - creates the appearance that: 

1. The City is coordinating narrative responses with the developer; 

2. The developer is being given advance access to resident objections; 

3. Elected officials are relying on applicant-generated materials to address public 
concerns. 

In a quasi-judicial zoning context, this dynamic raises neutrality concerns. 
Decision-makers must evaluate objections independently, not collaborate with the 
applicant in crafting responses. 

II. Councilmember Engagement With Applicant on Messaging 

The communications also show councilmembers requesting meetings with Habitat 
representatives specifically to "understand all of the details to help with communication." 

The Mayor requested additional demographic and human-interest framing information to 
address resident questions and indicated comfort proceeding based on 
applicant-provided materials. 
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This pattern reflects more than routine informational exchange. It reflects: 

• Active coordination on public messaging; 

• Reliance on applicant-generated framing of issues; 

• Potential pre-hearing alignment. 

While policy discussions are permissible, rezoning decisions function in a quasi-judicial 
capacity under Kansas law. In such settings: 

• Decision-makers must avoid even the appearance of predisposition; 

• Communications should occur within the public record; 

• All parties must have equal access to decision-makers. 

When councilmembers collaborate with one party regarding how to address opposition, it 
creates structural imbalance in the process. 

Ill. Unequal Access and Procedural Fairness Concerns 

The record demonstrates: 

• Private meetings between City leadership and Habitat; 

• Ongoing coordination regarding outreach strategy; 

• Forwarding of resident emails to the applicant; 

• Strategic communication planning before public hearings. 

Meanwhile, residents raising statutory and planning objections report unanswered 
communications after January 11, 2026. 

This asymmetry - open access to decision-makers for the applicant, silence toward 
objecting residents - strengthens an appearance of bias argument. 

Courts reviewing zoning decisions consider whether the process: 
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• Was open and evenhanded; 

• Allowed meaningful participation; 

• Avoided favoritism; 

• Preserved neutrality of the governing body. 

Even absent proof of unlawful intent, the appearance of coordinated advocacy with one 
side can support a finding of arbitrary or capricious action. 
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8. PRE-HEARING STAFF REBUTTALS AND APPEARANCE OF 
PREJUDGMENT 

{Planning Commission Packet- "Clarification of Common Public Concerns" Section) 

The Planning Commission packet distributed prior to the first public hearing contains a 
section titled "Clarification of Common Public Concerns." Within this section, City staff 
proactively addresses and attempts to refute anticipated objections regarding: 

• Park land versus development area 

• Wetlands and stormwater facilities 

• Affordable housing and zoning classification 

• Property values 

• Land purchase and development fees 

• Public process and notice 

• Technical studies 

This section was published before the Planning Commission conducted its first public 
hearing and before residents were afforded an opportunity to formally present testimony 
into the record. 

I. Procedural Significance 

Under Kansas law, rezoning and preliminary plan approvals function in a quasi-judicial 
capacity. While staff may provide technical analysis, the governing body must: 

• Maintain neutrality until evidence is presented, 

• Evaluate testimony in an open hearing, 

• Make findings based on the evidentiary record developed at that hearing. 

When staff preemptively publishes rebuttals to anticipated public concerns before those 
concerns are formally presented in a hearing setting, the process shifts from neutral 
technical review to advocacy. 
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The packet does not merely outline zoning standards. It frames specific public objections 
and then counters them. For example: 

• The "Park Land Versus Development Area" section attempts to narrow the scope 
of park classification and pre-empt arguments regarding public reliance. 

• The "Property Values" section dismisses valuation concerns categorically without 
presenting empirical study. 

• The "Public Process and Notice" section asserts compliance in conclusory terms 
despite documented notice disputes. 

• The "Technical Studies" section assures adequacy without incorporating 
supporting data or referenced standards in the packet excerpt provided. 

These are not neutral recitations of code provisions; they are structured responses to 
opposition before opposition was heard. 

II. Appearance of Predetermined Outcome 

Publishing structured rebuttals in advance of the first public hearing creates at minimum 
an appearance that staff has already weighed and rejected resident concerns prior to 
hearing sworn public testimony. 

Kansas courts reviewing zoning decisions examine whether: 

• The decision-maker considered all relevant factors, 

• The administrative record was developed through an open process, 

• The action was free from arbitrary or capricious reasoning, 

• The proceeding maintained procedural fairness. 

When a staff report pre-frames objections and supplies counter-arguments before 
testimony occurs, it risks signaling that: 

• The concerns are viewed as obstacles to overcome rather than evidence to 
evaluate, 

• The outcome has been substantively shaped prior to public participation, 

City of Lenexa - Public Comments for Clear Creek Subdivision (RZ26-01, PT26-01P) 
(Comments received between 8:00 AM on 02/13/2026 and 10:00 AM on 02/17/2026)

Page 103of 265



• The hearing serves as procedural formality rather than deliberative process. 

Even if no actual bias exists, the appearance of prejudgment is legally significant in 
quasi-judicial proceedings. 

Ill. Distinction Between Technical Review and Advocacy 

A planning staff report typically includes: 

• Zoning classification analysis 

• Comprehensive plan consistency review 

• Infrastructure capacity findings 

• Code compliance assessment 

The inclusion of a dedicated "Clarification of Common Public Concerns" 
section-structured as a rebuttal document-extends beyond neutral technical 
evaluation. 

The language does not simply apply adopted criteria. It anticipates and answers 
arguments that had not yet been formally introduced into the hearing record. 

This distinction matters because: 

• Staff serves as advisor to the Planning Commission. 

• The Planning Commission relies on staff's objectivity. 

• When staff adopts an advocacy posture, the advisory neutrality expected in 
quasi-judicial proceedings may be compromised. 
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9. MATERIAL DEVIATION FROM THE 2018 CLEAR CREEK 
REQUEST FOR PROPOSAL AND BELOW-MARKET DISPOSITION 
OF PUBLIC LAND 

I. The Current Transaction Does Not Conform to the City's 2018 RFP 
Framework 

In 2018, the City of Lenexa issued a formal Request for Proposal (RFP) for 
approximately 53.8 acres of City-owned land at Clear Creek. 

The RFP established: 

• A minimum total purchase price of $2,599,000 

• A per-acre listing price of approximately $55,000 per acre 

• A cohesive, multi-pod residential development concept 

• Evaluation based on developer qualifications, financial capability, and alignment 
with the City's concept plan 

• Integration with recreational and environmental amenities 

The RFP contemplated a comprehensive development consistent with a master-planned 
vision. 

The current transaction materially departs from that publicly issued framework in multiple 
ways: 

1. Single-Parcel Disposition Instead of Comprehensive Development 
Rather than implementing the integrated multi-pod development described in the 

RFP, the City is permitting the purchase of a single parcel for a limited affordable 
housing development. 

2. Change in Development Character 
The RFP contemplated a high-quality residential subdivision aligned with the 
City's broader development vision. The present proposal involves a community 
land trust affordable housing model not described in the 2018 solicitation. 

3. Abandonment of Competitive RFP Structure 
There is no indication that a new RFP was issued reflecting the altered scope, 
parcel configuration, or development intent. 
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When a municipality publicly issues an RFP establishing minimum pricing and 
development expectations, it may not materially alter the structure of the transaction 
without transparent findings and justification. Failure to reconcile the current transaction 
with the original solicitation framework raises concerns under arbitrary and capricious 
review standards. 

II. Valuation Timeline and Market Inconsistency 

The City's valuation history reveals the following: 

• 2018 Appraisal: $38,280 per acre 

• 2018 RFP Listing Price: $55,000 per acre 

• 2025 Updated Appraisal: $43,000 per acre 

• Proposed Sale Price to Habitat: $49,000 per acre 

Between 2018 and 2025, the updated appraisal reflects only a modest increase of 
approximately $4,720 per acre over seven years. 

During that same period, residential land values in Johnson County increased 
substantially. Numerous nearby parcels have sold at materially higher per-acre values -
including properties with fewer amenities. 

Yet this parcel, which includes: 

• Trail infrastructure 

• Proximity to future park development 

• Water and pond features 

• Recreational adjacency 

was appraised in 2025 at only $43,000 per acre and is being sold for $49,000 per acre 
- below the 2018 RFP benchmark. 

Ill. Apparent Omission of Amenity Premium 

A proper land valuation should account for: 
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• Park adjacency 

• Trail connectivity 

• Water frontage 

• Natural amenities 

• Recreational proximity 

These features command premium pricing in residential land markets. 

If the 2025 appraisal did not fully incorporate these premium characteristics, the 
valuation may understate highest-and-best-use value. The absence of documented 
analysis explaining why these features did not materially increase value strengthens the 
concern that the land is being transferred below market reality. 

IV. Fiduciary Responsibility and Public Asset Stewardship 

Municipal governing bodies act as fiduciaries of taxpayer-owned assets. 

When: 

• The City previously advertised the land at $55,000 per acre, 

• The market has generally appreciated, 

• The property contains premium amenities, 

• No new competitive RFP was issued, 

• The sale price is set at $49,000 per acre, 

the Council must demonstrate: 

1. That $49,000 per acre reflects current fair market value; 

2. That an independent appraisal supports that conclusion; 

3. That amenity premiums were fully evaluated; 

4. That the deviation from the 2018 RFP minimum price is justified; 
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5. That the public benefit offsets any financial discount. 

Absent such findings, the transaction may be characterized as: 

• Arbitrary and capricious; 

• Unsupported by substantial evidence; 

• A failure to maximize public asset value; 

• A breach of fiduciary duty to taxpayers. 

Maintaining the 2018 minimum price per acre in 2025-2026, without documented 
updated appraisal analysis, raises fiduciary concerns. 

If the City is disposing of land at a price materially below fair market value, it must 
demonstrate: 

• A current, independent appraisal 

• A rational basis for any discount 

• Clear findings that public benefit offsets the reduction in value 

• Compliance with statutory surplus and disposition requirements 

Absent such documentation, the transaction raises: 

• Fiduciary duty concerns 

• Potential unlawful gift of public funds issues 

• Failure to maximize public asset value 

• Unequal treatment of prospective purchasers 

• Departure from publicly advertised minimum pricing 

Municipal governing bodies are obligated to act as fiduciaries of public assets. 
Disposition of land at or below a seven-year-old minimum price - without public re-bid, 
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updated RFP issuance, or contemporary valuation - may be characterized as arbitrary, 
unreasonable, or lacking substantial competent evidence. 

Ill. Legal Implications for Judicial Review 

Courts reviewing municipal land transactions examine: 

• Whether statutory procedures were followed 

• Whether the governing body complied with its own published RFP criteria 

• Whether the action is supported by substantial evidence 

• Whether public assets are being transferred without adequate justification 

Here, the record raises material questions regarding: 

• Whether the City is following the structure of its own RFP 

• Whether the transaction complies with competitive fairness principles 

• Whether updated market valuation has been obtained 

• Whether the public is receiving fair consideration for public land 

If the City materially alters the development type, parcel structure, and pricing model 
from what was publicly advertised in 2018 without issuing a new RFP or providing 
documented justification, the action may be vulnerable to challenge as: 

• Arbitrary and capricious 

• Unsupported by substantial evidence 

• Procedurally irregular 

• Inconsistent with fiduciary obligations 

Because land disposition is irreversible once conveyed, failure to correct these 
deficiencies prior to vote may support injunctive relief to preserve the status quo. 
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10. DEVIATION FROM THE CITY'S 2018 RFP PROCESS AND UNEQUAL 
TREATMENT OF PROPOSERS 

I. Background 

In 2018, the City of Lenexa issued a formal Request for Proposal (RFP) for the Clear 
Creek property. The RFP established: 

• A minimum purchase price of $2,959,000 for approximately 53.8 acres 
(approximately $55,000 per acre). 

• A requirement that the developer purchase all development areas at closing. 

• Clear expectations regarding development scope, infrastructure responsibility, 
stormwater cost participation, and evaluation criteria. 

• A structured proposal process with submission deadlines, required financial 
documentation, and defined evaluation standards. 

The RFP expressly reserved to the City the right to evaluate proposals based on defined 
criteria and indicated that the City would seek to select the proposal that best served the 
public interest while recouping its investment. 

The record reflects that at least two other development entities - identified here as (D1) 
and (D2) - engaged with the City under the RFP framework and submitted or discussed 
development concepts consistent with the City's published offering. 

II. Habitat for Humanity Not Held to RFP Requirements 

Unlike (D1) and (D2), Habitat for Humanity appears not to be required to comply with the 
material terms of the 2018 RFP. Specifically: 

1 . Parcel Scope Deviation 
The RFP contemplated development of approximately 53.8 acres in coordinated 
pods consistent with the City's concept plan. 
Habitat is being permitted to purchase only a single parcel, rather than the full 

development area contemplated in the RFP. 

2. Minimum Price Deviation 
The RFP established a minimum purchase price of $2,959,000. 
The current transaction reflects an effective price of approximately $49,000 per 
acre, below the RFP listing price and inconsistent with the minimum structure 
originally published. 
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3. Process Deviation 
The RFP required formal submission materials, financial documentation, 

development qualifications, and compliance with stated proposal elements. 
The administrative record reflects negotiations and project evolution occurring 
outside the structured RFP framework, without documented competitive 
reissuance or reopening of the RFP to other developers under modified terms. 

4. Subsidy Considerations 
Communications indicate discussion of RHID/TIF eligibility and other potential 
public financing mechanisms. The RFP did not guarantee such incentives, nor is 
there evidence that (D1) or (D2) were offered equivalent flexibility under revised 
economic assumptions. 

Ill. Unequal Treatment and Legal Implications 

Municipal land disposition must comply with principles of: 

• Fair dealing and equal treatment of proposers 

• Consistency with published solicitation terms 

• Protection of taxpayer value 

• Avoidance of arbitrary or preferential treatment 

When a municipality issues an RFP establishing minimum price, acreage expectations, 
and development parameters, it creates a framework of public representation. While the 
City reserves discretion in selecting proposals, it may not: 

• Materially alter the economic terms for one proposer without reopening 
competition; 

• Reduce scope and pricing requirements without transparent justification; 

• Provide structural flexibility to one entity that was not equally available to others 
who engaged under the published RFP terms. 

If Habitat is permitted to: 

• Purchase less acreage than contemplated, 
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• Pay below the previously published minimum structure, 

• Receive consideration outside the competitive RFP framework, 

while (01) and (02) were required to conform to the RFP's stated terms, the appearance 
arises that the City has selectively modified its requirements for a preferred developer. 

Even absent unlawful intent, such differential treatment creates a legally 
cognizable appearance of arbitrary and preferential decision-making. 
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KORA Violations 

(Please see the full KORA requests with dates submitted and received in the Additional 
Figures/Emails section) 

FORMAL NOTICE OF MATERIAL KORA DEFICIENCIES 

I. PURPOSE 

This section is to formally notify the Mayor and City Council of material omissions and 
systemic procedural concerns in the City's responses to three Kansas Open Records Act 
(KORA) requests regarding: 

• Acquisition of the Clear Creek Wetlands I adjacent property 

• Management and use of the property 

• Financial investment and funding 

• Marketing efforts and negotiations 

• Proposed sale or transfer 

This notice is submitted to: 

1. Ensure the governing body is fully informed; 

2. Provide the City an opportunity to cure deficiencies; 

3. Preserve the public record; 

4. Prevent action based on incomplete disclosures. 

II. MATERIAL RECORDS NOT PRODUCED 

Despite three separate KORA requests, the following categories of records have not 
been produced or have been produced incompletely. 

A. Property Acquisition & Funding Records 

Not produced: 
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• Ballot language for any voter-approved funding 

• Property Acquisition Documents were not produced until the second KORA 

request although being requested on the first KORA request. 

• Donation agreements or grant agreements 

• Covenants, stipulations, or restrictions tied to acquisition 

• Any requirements for how the property must be used, managed, or preserved 

These records are fundamental to determining whether the property may lawfully be sold 
and under what conditions. 

B. Deed Restrictions, Easements & Legal Constraints 

Not produced: 

• Conservation easements 

• Land-use covenants 

• Federal, state, or county land-use requirements 

• Documents identifying legal stipulations governing sale 

• Records demonstrating compliance with those stipulations 

If the property is subject to restrictions, Council must understand them before any vote. 

C. Property Use, Management & Public Investment 

Not produced: 

• Timeline of management since acquisition 

• Official plans, feasibility studies, or surplus evaluations 

• Records of public inv~stment 

• Cost-benefit analyses 

• Fiscal impact statements 
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The public is entitled to know how taxpayer funds have been invested in this property 
before disposition. 

D. Appraisals & Financial Valuation 

Not produced: 

• Broker opinions of value 

• Internal financial evaluations 

• Documentation supporting the asking price 

These omissions directly affect fiduciary responsibility to taxpayers. 

E. Marketing & Developer Communications 

Not produced: 

• Communications with other developers. We were provided documentation 
outside of what should have come from the KORA request by other developers. 

• Communications with real estate agents or brokers 

• Listings, or solicitations 

• Internal memoranda discussing marketing strategies 

• Letters of intent 

• Draft agreements or memoranda of understanding 

• Council or staff reports referencing marketing efforts 

If no such records exist, that must be affirmatively certified. 

F. Public Process & Community Notification 

Not produced: 
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• Records demonstrating public notification of this particular sale. The only Legal 
Record produced was from 2015 with an unspecified amount of land to be sold. 

• Community feedback 

• Meeting documentation 

• Presentation materials 

• Environmental or traffic studies 

• Impact analyses 

Council should not proceed without documented evidence of meaningful public process. 

Ill. SYSTEMIC DEFICIENCIES IN THE CITY'S KORA PROCESS 

The City's own correspondence regarding these requests raises additional structural 
concerns regarding compliance. 

1. Decentralized, Self-Managed Search Model 

The City indicated that individual employees identify and produce their own responsive 
records. 

No centralized IT search protocol, custodian certification, or verification process has 
been described. 

KORA requires a good faith effort to locate responsive records. A decentralized 
self-identification model without documented verification risks incomplete production and 
inconsistent compliance. 

2. Conditioning Production on Search Method and Cost Escalation 

The City represented that a system-wide email search would: 

• Dramatically increase volume, 

• Significantly increase costs, 
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• Extend timelines. 

While actual costs may be charged under K.S.A. 45-219, production cannot be 
structured in a way that discourages comprehensive retrieval of responsive records. 

Where email communications are plainly responsive, the agency must conduct a search 
reasonably calculated to uncover them. 

3. Indefinite Timelines and Workload-Based Delay 

Statements such as: 

• "KORA does not require that I put all other business on hold," 

• "I need to get a sense of volume," 

• "The timeline may change significantly," 

do not satisfy the statutory requirement under K.S.A. 45-218(d) to provide records or 
state when they will be available within three business days. 

Administrative workload is not a lawful basis for open-ended delay. 

4. Absence of Exemption Citations or Privilege Log 

No privilege log has been provided. 

No specific statutory exemptions have been cited for omitted categories. 

K.S.A. 45-218(d) requires that if access is denied, the specific provision of law relied 
upon must be identified. 

Failure to do so constitutes constructive denial. 

5. Constructive Narrowing & Processing Pauses 

Processing was paused during clarification discussions. 

While dialogue is appropriate, record production cannot be conditioned upon resolving 
procedural disagreements or integrity concerns. 
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IV. IMPACT ON COUNCIL DECISION-MAKING 

The Council cannot responsibly evaluate: 

• Surplus determinations 

• Sale pricing 

• Compliance with acquisition restrictions 

• Environmental impacts 

• Fiduciary obligations 

without full disclosure of the above categories. 

Proceeding without complete production exposes the City to: 

• Injunctive relief under K.S.A. 45-222 

• Civil penalties 

• Attorney fee awards 

• Judicial invalidation of action 

~-FORMAL DEMAND TO CURE 

Before any vote on sale or transfer of this property, the City must: 

1. Conduct a centralized, documented, good-faith search across all departments; 

2. Produce all responsive non-exempt records; 

3. Provide a privilege log for any withheld materials; 

4. Certify in writing that the search was reasonably calculated to uncover all 
responsive records. 
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VI. NOTICE OF RECORD PRESERVATION 

All records related to: 

• Acquisition 

• Valuation 

• Marketing 

• Negotiations 

• Internal deliberations 

• Communications with developers 

• Email communications involving relevant search terms 

must be preserved. 

Destruction or alteration of records after notice may constitute spoliation of evidence. 

VII. CONCLUSION 

This memorandum is submitted in good faith to ensure transparency, lawful governance, 
and protection of public trust. 

If full compliance is not achieved prior to final action on this property, all rights to seek 
declaratory and injunctive relief under K.S.A. 45-222 are expressly reserved. 

City of Lenexa - Public Comments for Clear Creek Subdivision (RZ26-01, PT26-01P) 
(Comments received between 8:00 AM on 02/13/2026 and 10:00 AM on 02/17/2026)

Page 119of 265



KOMA Violations 

This details a months-long process in which city officials, including the City Manager, 
Mayor, and City Council, engaged in private negotiations and consensus-building with a 
private developer (Habitat for Humanity) regarding the sale and rezoning of public 
parkland. We believe the integrity of the local democratic process has been 
compromised through "hub-and-spoke" serial communications and meetings designed to 
·exclude public participation. 

May 22, 2025, City Manager Beccy Yocham (Yocham) engaged in private negotiations 
with Habitat for Humanity (HFH) CEO Lindsay Hicks (Hicks), stating in writing that 
"discussions I have had so far [with leadership] have gone well" and proposing private 
"deals" such as employee ''bumps" for city staff-matters of public business that should 
have been discussed in an open forum. (See Exhibit A) 

July 15, 2025, a meeting was organized by Yocham and Hicks at a private church 
building in Olathe, KS. Yocham invited the "entire Governing Body and Management 
Team" of approximately 22 people. This meeting was held between 3:00 pm and 5:00 
pm on a workday at a location outside the city limits of Lenexa. (See Exhibit C) 

The City Manager explicitly acknowledged the "Open Meeting" requirement but took 
steps to ensure the public remained uninformed. In a July 14, 2025, email, Yocham 
stated: "We did list it on our weekly meeting list so it is technically an open public 
meeting but I c(o not expect anyone from the public to attend. I will be sure to tell you if 
anyone is there that isn't one of our team." This demonstrates an intent to circumvent the 
spirit of KOMA by creating a "technical" listing while actively facilitating public absence. 
(See Exhibit B) 

Interactive communication confirmed that the Mayor and Council attended this private 
session to discuss the project. On July 16, 2025, Yocham confirmed the success of the 
meeting and directed the developer to "start moving a plan through our process." (See 
Exhibit D) 

Evidence suggests a "hub-and-spoke" model of serial communication as defined by 
K.S.A. 75-4318(f). In an October 23, 2025, email, Yocham discussed "workshopping" 
the project description with the Mayor and Council to ensure they were not "caught off 
guard" by "detractors." By acting as a central conduit to build a consensus outside of a 
noticed public forum, the City Manager effectively facilitated a meeting of the minds on a 
matter requiring binding action. (See Exhibit E) 

We believe the City of Lenexa violated K.S.A. 75-4318 based on the following: 
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1. Constructive Exclusion: By holding a meeting at a private, out-of-city location 
and explicitly stating an expectation that the public would not attend, the City 
failed to provide a truly "open" meeting as required by law. 

2. Serial Communications: The City Manager acted as a liaison to build a 
consensus among a majority of the governing body outside of public view. This 
interactive exchange on matters relating to the function of the body 
(sale/rezoning of land) constitutes a meeting under KOMA. 

3. Pre-judgment of Public Business: Private "workshopping" with the Council 
months before public hearings suggests that a majority of the body reached an 
agreement before the public was ever afforded the right to participate. 

INDEX OF ATTACHMENTS 

Exhibit Document Description Key Evidence 

A Email (May 22, 2025) Yocham discusses "well-received" private talks and 
employee "bumps." 

B Email (July 14, 2025) Yocham: "Technically an open meeting but I do not 
expect anyone ... to attend." 

C Calendar Invite (July 15, Invitation to "Entire Governing Body" for 2-hour private 
2025) tour in Olathe. 

D Email (July 16, 2025) Confirmation that Council/Mayor attended and plan is 
"moving forward." 

E Email (Oct 23, 2025) "Workshopping" the project with Council to avoid 
"detractors." 

F HFH Postcard (Dec 4, First notification received by any residents. 
2025) 
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G City Notice (Dec 15, Official Notice of Public Hearing. 
2025) 

H Protest Petition (Feb 2, 100% rejection by the 16 closest impacted neighbors. 
2026) 

I Email (Oct 26, 2025) Mayor and Yocham: Additional Serial Communication 
\ example 

Overview of Additional Concerns We believe the attached email correspondence between 
City Manager Beccy Yocham and Habitat for Humanity representatives demonstrates a pattern 
of "serial communications" designed to bypass public scrutiny. The records suggest an effort to 
reach a consensus and "sweeten" a real estate deal with private benefits for city employees 
before the matter was ever brought to a public forum. 

1. Evidence of Serial Communications and Polling In an email dated May 22, 2025, 
Ms. Yocham assured HFH that "the few discussions I have had so far have gone well." 
This indicates that substantive deliberations regarding a city land sale were occurring 
behind closed doors. Furthermore, Ms. Yocham proposed "bumps" or "right of first 
refusal" for City of Lenexa employees to qualify for these homes-a specific policy 
proposal that she notes arose from these private discussions. 

This suggests that Ms. Yocham was polling the Mayor and Council members individually 
to build a majority consensus, a practice that mirrors the "hub-and-spoke" model of serial 
communications cautioned against in KOMA guidance. 

2. Intentional Circumvention of Public Knowledge The correspondence reveals a 
strategic effort to shield this project fr.om the public until after the November 4, 2025, 
election. On October 23, 2025, Ms. Yocham explicitly referenced the upcoming election 
of four council members as a reason to manage the timing of the project's 
announcement. 

Of particular concern is the intentional effort to avoid the appearance of "prejudgment." 
Ms. Yocham writes: 

"We want to avoid - to the extent we can - anything that would lead 
detractors from thinking this is prejudged in any way. " 
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Despite this stated desire to avoid the appearance of prejudgment, the emails show that 
the "workshopping" of the website and the coordination of the "announcement" were 
already occurring. This implies the deal was effectively decided in private, depriving 
citizens of their right to provide meaningful input at a time when their voices would have 
carried the most weight. 

3. Acknowledgement of Potential Violations Notably, the exchange from HFH on 
October 23, 2025, acknowledges the legal risk, stating they might need to "check with 
Beccy to avoid serial meeting issues that would cause an Open Meeting violation." This 
confirms that the parties involved were aware that their collaborative "outreach list" and 
private "workshopping"were bordering on, or crossing into, illegal deliberation. 

Overview Conclusion These records show that City leadership engaged in substantive 
negotiations, offered potential employee benefits as part of a land deal, and strategically 
delayed public disclosure to influence election outcomes. We request a formal review to 
determine if these private "discussions" constitute a violation of the Kansas Open Meetings Act 

MAIN CONCLUSION 

The residents of Lenexa rely on the protections afforded by the Kansas Open Meetings Act to 
ensure that public business is conducted in the light of day. The timeline and evidence 
presented here suggest a concerted effort to bypass these protections by: 

1. Holding "technically" open meetings in private locations with the express hope that the 
public would not attend. 

2. Conducting serial communications through City Staff to build a consensus outside of 
public view. 

3. Pre-negotiating terms and "vibe-checking" the project with elected officials months 
before any public notice was issued. 
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From: Courtney Eiterich <ceiterich@lenexa.com> 
Sent: Monday, December 22, 2025 2:59 PM 
To: Katie Killen <l<killen@habitatkc.org> 
Cc: Beccy Yocham <byocham@lenexa.com>; Scott McCullough 
<smccullough@lenexa.com>; Anna Van Brunt 
<avanbrunt@habitatkc.org>; Lindsay Hicks <lhicks@habitatkc.org> 
Subject: Re: Offer from Habitat KC to answer questions 

Katie, 
When would be a good time to meet? I want to make sure I 
understand all of the details to help with communication. 

Courtney Eiterich 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Anna, 

Yes, that should bo fine. 

Thanks for getting back to me. 

Respectfully, 

Mark Chartton 
Couoolmember, Ward 2 
City of Leooxa 
913.706.7576 
!lli:Ml.~9L°l@lenexa coo1 I VIWW.l',l'.[loxa.com 

Mark Charlton 
Thursday, January 8, 2026 12:56 PM 
Anna Van Brunt; Katie Killen 
Beccy Yocham; Scott McCullough; Lindsay Hicks 
RE: Offer from Habitat KC to answer questions 

From: Anna Van Brunt <avanbrunt@habitatkc.org> 
Sent: Thursday, January 8, 2026 12:53 PM 
To: Mark Charlton <mcharlton@lenexa.com>; Katie Killen <kkillen@habitatkc.org> 
Cc: Beccy Yocham <byocham@lenexa.com>; Scott McCullough <smccullough@lenexa.com>; Lindsay Hicks 
<lhicks@habltatkc.org> 
Subject: Re: Offer from Habitat KC to answer questions 

CAUTION: This emall originated from outside of the organization. Do not click llnks or open attachments unless you recognize the 
sender and know the content Is safe. 

Councilmember Charlton, 

Thank you for reaching out! Does next Thursday, January 1 s•h at 2:30 work for you to meet with Lindsay 
and Katie at our Pathway at Heritage Park site in Olathe? 

Best, 

Anna Van Brunt 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Chris Herron 
Thursday, January 8, 2026 2:38 AM 
Katie Killen 

Cc: 
Subject: 

8eccy Yocham; Scott McCullough; Anna Van Brunt; Lindsay Hicks 
Re; Offer from Habitat KC to answer questions 

Good morning, Katie. 

I would like to arrange a meeting with you and relevant HFH staff to learn more about the proposed 
project in Lenexa. Please call me at 561-729-8650 to set a date and time. 

Chris 

Get OutlooklorlOS 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Bill Nkks 
Wednesday, December 31, 2025 6:29 AM 
Lindsay Hicks 
Re: Offer from Habitat KC to answer questions 

Thank you,Lindsay ................ Happy New Year. See you in a couple of weeks ...... Bill, 913-424-9228 

Get QulliiokJor lOS 

From: Lindsay Hicks <lhlcks@habitatkc.org> 
Sent: Tuesday, December 30, 2025 11:03:55 AM 
To: Bill Nicks <bnlcl<s@lenexa.com> 
Subject: Re: Offer from Habitat KC to answer questions 

-
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click link~ or open attachments unless you re<:ognlze the 
sender and know the content is safe. 

Good morning, 
I Just sent you a calendar Invite for this. We will meet at 1423 E Linwood Blvd. Kansas City, MO 64109. 

Thanks! 
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Lindsay: 

Thanks for reaching out and for the update. Can you share the list of people you are already planning to 
reach out to? I think that would be a helpful starting point for me. I plan to speak with the Mayor about 
this in the next few days to get her Input on the list and will get bacl< to you with any additions thereafter. 
(One thing to keep In mind is that we have a city election on November 4, with 4 councilmembers up for 
election .) 

Do you envision that the in-person event the weel< of November 1 o would be a project "announcement" 
of sorts or just an educational opportunity to learn more about Habitat? 

I would appreciate seeing the website before it goes live as well if that would be possible. Because this 
project Involves purchasing property from the City, I thin!< it is best ifwe workshop the way that is 
described carefully and that the Council is made aware of the website and what is says before it goes 
live. I do not want them to be caught off guard by anything. I'm also thinking through the timing of making 
the website information public and whether it is a good idea before the project is submitted to the City? 
And perhaps tile verbiage you have planned for the website will help me to get comfortable with that. We 
want to avoid -to the extent we can - anything that would lead detractors from thinking this is prejudged 
In anyway. I know you have experience and lessons learned from the Olathe project that informs your 
plan here and I certainly don't want to derail that. Can you provide any more insight into the timing of 
this? 

Thanks. 

Beccy 

Beccy Yocham 
City Manager 
City of Lenexa 
913.477.7718 
byocham@lenexa.com I www.lenexa.com 
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From: Lindsay Hicks <lhicks@habitatkc.org> 
Sent: Friday, October 24, 2025 2:38 PM 
To: Beccy Yocham <byocham@lenexa.com> 
Cc: Katie KIiien <kkillen@habitatkc.org>; Mike Nolan <mnolan@lenexa.com>; Scott McCullough 
<smccullough@lenexa.com>; Sean McLaughlin <smclaughlin@lenexa.com> 
Subject: Re: Habitat KC • Clear Creek Update 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the 
sender and know the content Is safe. 

Hi Beccy, 
• Thanks for your feedback and questions. Our internal team reflected on them as well as a few other 
things and have made some shifts and changes. To answer your questions: 

1. Here is the outreach list we have as of now. Please let us know your thoughts/feedback: 
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2. 

Superintendent of De Soto Public Schools 

Rod rock Development 

Former Mayor Mike Boehm 

Paul Snider 

Lenexa Chamber 

Joelle Hoye 

Parl<s Advisory Board, Chair 

HOA Presidents of communities In proximity 

City Council• might checl< with Beccy to avoid serial meeting issues that would cause a Open 
Meeting violation 

Representative Adam Turi< 

Senator Mike Thompson 

St. James Leadership 

3. We decided to not have the November 1 o meeting and will instead offer that information at a 
separate event after the gallery walk. At that event we will cover information about our program, 
qualifications, the Land Trust model, etc. 

4. Our intent with the website was to have that up if we were having the November 1 O education 
session more or less just focusing on FAQs and our work in Johnson County to date. However, 
now that we are not having that we will just leave our site as is and plan on launching a web page 
when we formally submit our application. 

We would greatly appreciate a collaborative approach to this and all communications. If you have 
availability, could we schedule sometime to discuss these items over the next weel< or two? 

Have a great weekend! 
Lindsay 
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From: Lindsay Hicks <lhicks@habitatkc.org> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 16, 2025 10:31 AM 
To: Beccy Yocham <byocham@lenexa.com> 
Subject: Re: Thank you 

CAUTION: This emall originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the 
sender and know the content Is safe. 

Hi Beccy, 

2 

We so enjoyed meeting with the Lenexa team, council members and mayor yesterday. I wanted to follow 
up and see what next steps should be. Again, thank you for coordinating! 

Lindsay 

From: Beccy Yocham <byocham@lenexa.com> 
Sent: Monday, July 14, 2025 6:10 PM 
To: Lindsay Hicks <lhicks@habltatkc.org> 
Subject: Re: Thank you ' 

Sorry for the slow reply. We did list it on our weekly meeting list so It is technically an open public 
meeting but I do not expect anyone from the public to attend. I will be sure to tell you If anyone is there 
that Isn't one of our team. 
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On Jul 9, 2025, at 1 :28 PM, Lindsay Hicks <lhicks@habjtatkc.org> wrote: 

CAU rl ON: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless 
you recognize the sender and know the content Is safe. 

Wow - great turnout! Very exciting! 

To confirm, are you all holding this as an open meeting? I Just want to make sure we are 
fully prepared. As you know, lessons were learned with Olathe. -

Thanks! 
Lindsay 

From: Beccy Yocham <byocham@lenexa.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 9, 2025 11:53 AM 
To: Lindsay Hicks <lhlcks@habitatkc.org> 
Subject: Re: Thank you 

Sounds good, Lindsay. We are looking forward to It. I have Invited our entire Governing 
Body and Management Team, which Is a total of approximately 22 people. The majority 
have Indicated they plan to attend, but I will send a reminder and ask them to let me know 
if their status has changed and let you l<now if there Is material change In that number. 
Thanks. -Beccy 

Beccy Yocham 
City Manager 
Cltv of Lenexa 
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On Jul 9, 2025, at 9:24 AM, Lindsay Hicks <lhlcks@habitatkc.org> wrote: 

3 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not cllc:k links or open 
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content Is !>afe. 

Hi Beccyl 
Thanks so much for your email. Yes, we are all set for nextTuesday1 July 15 at 
the Olathe Pathways project at 15885 S Lackman Rd., Olathe, KS 66062. 
There is plenty of parking on site for your group. 

I will have packets compared - similar to those that we handed out at our last 
meeting. At this time, I do not have any homework for you all. However, I was 
wondering if you could let me know who you anticipate being there so we can 
plan accordingly. 

We are very excited to host you all on site! 

Lindsay 
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Subject: 
Location: 

Start: 
End: 
Show Time As: 

Recurrence: 

Meeting Status: 

Organizer: 

Visit Habitat for Humanity Pathways at Heritage Park Project 
15885 Black Bob Rd, Olathe, KS 

Tue 7/15/2025 3:00 PM 
Tue 7/15/2025 5:00 PM 
Tentative 

(none) 

Not yet responded 

Beccy Yocham 

Governing Body Members: We have been Invited to visit and tour the Habitat Olathe Pathway's project to 
learn more about it and their housing model. We will meet at the Pathway Community Christian Church 
building, now owned by Habitat at 15885 S. Blacl< Bob Road. In the meantime, I have linked to the 
website for that project which has some more information, including FAQs about the community land 
trust model and Habitat's home buyer requirements: 

https://habitatkc.org/patbwaY.=at=heLitagfr::P.filkl 

Please let me know if you have any questions. -Beccy 
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From: Lindsay Hicks <lhicks@babitatkc.org> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 16, 2025 10:31 AM 
To: Beccy Yocham <bvocham@lenexa .com> 
Subject: Re: Thank you 

UTION This email orlslnated from outside of the ors1nl11tlon. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recosnlze the 
sender and know the content Is safe. 

HI Beccy, 

2 

We so enjoyed meeting with the Lenexa team, council members and mayor yesterday. I wanted to follow 
up and see what next steps should be. Again, thank you for coordinating! 

Lindsay 

From: Beccy Yocham <bvocham@lenexa,com> 
Sent: Monday, July 14, 2025 6:10 PM 
To: Lindsay Hicks <lhicks@ habitatkc.org> 
Subject: Re: Thank you 

Sorry for the slow reply. We did list It on our weekly meeting list so it Is technically an open public 
meeting but I do not expect anyone from the public to attend. I will be sure to tell you If anyone Is there 
that Isn't one of our team. 

Sent from my IPhone 
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From: Beccy Yocham <byocham@lene)(a .com> 
Sent: Friday, July 18, 2025 2:39 PM 
To: Lindsay Hicks <lhlcks@habltatkc.org> 
Cc: Scott McCullough <smccullough@lenexa.com >; Sean McLaughlin <smclaughlln@lenexa.com> 
Subject: RE: Thank you 

HI Lindsay: 

I think everyone on the team enjoyed the tour and Informational session and was Impressed with the 
Pathways project. Thank you for your hospitality. I think the next step would be to start movl11g a plan 
through our process. In the meantime, we're going to get our appraisal updated on the property- not 
necessarily because we Intend to change the asking price, but to help the Council with understanding 
the current value as compared to what we paid for the property many years ago. 

If a meeting to discuss process would be valuable, we can certainly get one scheduled. I am going to be 
out of the office for a couple of weeks starting 7/26, but If you'd like to meet while I'm gone, you could 
meet with Scott on planning matters and our City Attorney, Sean McLaughlin can attend to discuss 
contractual matters. 

Thanks and have a great weekend. 

Beccy 

Beccy Yocham 
City Manager 
City of Lenexa 
913.477.7718 
bvoch m@lene,c 
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Section 3: Additional Figures/Emails/Media/Information 

1. The Golden Criteria 

Trail Realignment 
- There is discrepancy based on the plats and figures that some 

show the trail being moved and others show it unaffected. 
Additionally, emails are unclear on who is responsible for paying 
for a trail realignment. 

From: Scott McCullough 
Sent: Thursday, November 20, 2025 1:24 PM 
To: Logan Wagler <lwagler@lenexa.com>; Steve Schooley <sschooley@lenexa.com> 
Cc: David Dalecky <ddalecky@lenexa.com>; Tim Collins <tcollins@lenexa.com>; Stephanie Sullivan 
<ssullivan@lenexa.com> 
Subject: RE: Clear Creek project - Habitat for Humanity 

I do like the idea of being truly separate from an owner/maintenance standpoint. Given 
Logan prefers realignment and there are no great concerns of others either way, let's go in 
that direction. Dave - please follow up with Phelps and Lindsay at Habitat with the 
direction. We'll need to figure out timing and who pays for realignment later. Thanl<s. 

Scott McCullough, AICP 
Community Development Director 
City of Lenexa 
Phone: 913.477.7532 I Fax: 913.477.7730 
smccu llo ugb@lenfilfil&QID I btlpsl/1www.tenexa.com/H ome 
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Scott McCullough, AICP 
Community Development Director 
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PRELIMINARY PLAN/PLAT REVIEW 

The applicant proposes development of a single-family residential neighborhood initially submitted as Clear 
Creek Subdivision but now known as Highlands at Clear Creek. The subject site is located near the southeast 
corner of 86 th Terrace and Clare Road. The site is currently undeveloped land owned by the City. The site is 
adjacent to the Clear Creek Wetlands regional stormwater facility and a future City park (Centennial Park). The 
plat contains 50 lots and 3 tracts on 16.73 acres of land. The tracts will be used for neighborhood amenities and 
a fence and landscape buffer (along Clare Road). The tracts are to be owned and maintained by a Homeowners 
Association which, in this case, will be the Community Land Trust. 

The applicant requests deviations from the UDC for a 5-foot reduction of the front yard setback of all lots, lot 
width reduction from 70 feet to 62 feet for 45 of the 50 lots, and for lot area reduction from 8,000 SF to 7,560 SF 
for 14 of the 50 lots. The deviation requests are described in detail later in this Staff Report. 

\ 
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ACC ESS, TRA FFIC , AND PARKING 
Tho nolghborhood galns acc;:iss rrom tho oxlstln,g stroot network rrom ono access point onto Claro Road. A now 
public local stroot oxtonds Into tho neighborhood, and now focal stroots drculato through tho nolghborhood, then 
connoct to tho street that lntorsocts Claro Road. Two local streets ond [n cul-do-sacs on tho oastorly sldo or tho 
neighborhood, arid a ' horsoshoo" (or "eyobrow") street ts on the westerly side. Streat access Is limi ted to adjacent 
dovolopmont duo to tho Clear Creek stream channol that crosses through tho Clty-ownod property. 

The proposod lo,;al street connocting to Claro Road wil l cross an existing City park tra[I, which wil l bo roallgnod 
at tho doYelopor's oxpenso to shift the crossing to a stn:iol lntorsoctlon. Tho proposed roallgnmenl will movo a 
portion or tho !tall farther so uth from the roar yard llnu of soma of tho lots. Tho now trall alignment Is conceptually 
shown on tho preliminary plat at1CI In Exhibit 11. Tho details of tho roallgnmont wi ll bo coordinated with Publ[c 
lmpro•;omont Plan submittal. • 
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New troll connections will be constructed from the lnlerlor of lho nolghbo1hood lo tho existing City tra il network. 
Orto conmicllon will oxti:md southe1ly and connect to an existing trail o lhe south side of the neighborhood and 
the second connection will extend easterly, through tho private amenity tract, and conr1ect to the existing trail on 
the east side of the noighborhoC>d . Tho neighborhood wi ll also Include public sidewalks, which will link to the new 
trail connections. 

Lenexa t / (~¼ 
K A N S A S IIJJIJli/l/ 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
STAFF REVIEW COMMENTS 

APPLICATION#: PT26-01 P 

Clear Creek Subdivision 

Address: 8705 CLARE RD, LENEXA. KS, 66227 
Document Fflen•me: PrellmlnaryPfat_2025-11-24.pdf 
Plans Submitted On: 11/24/2025 

REVIEWER CONTACT INFORMATION 

The following City oflenexa staff members reviewed the project plans. 

RmewerName Reviewer Email 

Steve Schooley sschooley@lenexa.com 

Tlm Collins tcolllns~lenexa.com 

David Daleckv ddaleckv@lenexa.com 

STAFF REVIEW COMMENTS 

Project fype: Preliminary Plat (PC) 
Project Description: Single Family SubdiYlslon ot 87th and Clare Road 
sr.itt Commehts completed: 1V08/202S 

Reviewer PhoM 

913-477-7662 

913-477-7731 

913-477-7715 

The following staff review comments must be addressed before moving to the next step In the approval process. 

GENERAL COMMENTS 

MARKUPS FOR THIS DOCUMENT OR PLAN 

ComrnentlD Corrections 
NNded 

Pap Ref Dep•rtment • Reviewer Review Comment 

1 Yes 1 Enginetring • Steve Schooley Will need one-way sit"' around the cul-de-sac 
Island In cul-de•sac s all remain as RN/with maintenance to bt provided by HOA 

2 Yes 1 Engineering• Steve Schooley Approrcriate trail modifications will be needed to connect existing trail to the north to 
the re ocated trail south of 87th Terrace, and the angled part of the trail shall be 
removed. 

3 Yes 1 Engineering• Steve Schooley Prohibit parking on 87th terrace bttween Clare and 88th Street 
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Lack of Appropriate Studies 
- The traffic study is one of the most documented studies from 

our KORA request that is not being completed for this project. In 
addition, we know that they will not be doing an environment 
review based on KORA documents received and relying on 
Habitat for Humanity to do so after the fact. Multiple stormwater 
questions arose during planning of this plat but no studies were 
conducted. 

i o; Drwg IJbbr.11, Jr. -c. = 1, .. 1=1 =~""'-"'""""""i"'-'·· P d 1.ivn m.: ... ; 1in1 Colli s -::t (111 o~@ nr-K~ ,MIJ.l> 
Sul:JJe,t: RE: Clear Creek 

No, that Is am! t he nati\'B portion. The standa rd d. ch i-s much fart her north of 861 Terrace. 

From! Oaug tlJlbeti, Jr' . <:dc1LiH~Jbb~n@·1~l1(:lf1~1~1n1,iirrn•rimt.cmn:,. 
S llt: Th1Jm i ;11r, t;<uvcmbc-r W, 202-5 10: 10 A ,1 
To: Tam Jacobs ,1 jarnbs@le-nex co.ni:-.: Tim coll · 1s -: trn lllns • ler,~~ . ·cm:.­
swbj t?ct. RE: Cf •,ir CrL'l!k 

<M l l!"} tJ ,~ olr)1~11 or w n ,1t~~ rr<l f)) (1111':.' 1. (11 tilt:" Cofl!. nlZ-. l iOfi D{, POl { Ii( . Iii ,:; orn1 I atl tt (r1rrie n1n1nle!-S )'Ql l ·.: 11 11.? t l-.e 

~~11cler ~11d r.11~T,... \he tur,l':r1l ·, ,ttl>!!. 
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Tim Collins 

Front. 
Sent 
To: 
subJN:t: 

Uoug UbiMer\ Jr. ~ dc,ugubbi!n@phelp51.! J1[JI _eri ng.rnm, 
ur~day, t~ ovem'b!!r 20, 2-025 I 1:(15 M,1 

Tom Jaco'b:I: Tlr,i cc '1s 
RE: Q • r Crcd: 

CAUTJO l : n , err..>~ m i;: at i!d frc.m cul:<kl i, c~ thr· arsnnlnhon. [la nc.l elide links or cprn ~tt;.r ,-nt, rrn lr<!. "I'"" rrcoffnl:w 1111, 
snndr.r .anel know th,• ,;nn1('nt Is ~ h! . 

I lied, I l1ave another qu,estlot11'eques1 . C(l Jld ','( )IJ Sotltl ll]fl II ! ltlk It) I 11n ~\ S, [l.[ill l !; ffrr Glnro Fl:i)M'l , !";fl WO ,;::rn 
nnal)•.1;,1} 1.!HJ d(rwrwtroam .sf!.lrnm frorn ihl:; :site,· 

Do· Ubben, Jr., P.E. 

Phelps En11rneerln,, IM, 
12'70 r~. Wtnchester I Olatlle, .KS lif/illlil 
[!IB ~ 39l-11!;.!i- Olfirx! I (9J3) 5¥l"'S8{';(i - !>irrx: t 

W 't' hfn&DfJelpseor;lneerfup;,com 

From: DouJJ Ubben, t r. 
Se11t: Thrmday, r~o'lember 20, l<'l25 10:46 AM 
To: Taro /acol .. ' <: (j(l,l:XJ!1.!®lt.:nr::rat.~orri>; 'Tim QJ: lin.~· -<:t~ollins6>lr:- r, w•.tom::-, 
Subj n: lfi.E: C il r Crc-(!k 

sorry, 0111! ouui, q ui!~t1011. Do ~•ou ~now if t,h .m's n11 ea~enien, (Wi, 1I1Is ctrnr1r1 el'I n yirig m ,1 et,i,mifle wi-,era we 
cmn :,~,1 ltm b,mk nf iho k,1 u. 

D011& Ubben, Jr., P.E. 

Phelps Englnel)rlns, •~e. 
J 270 r~. w ·nche.s-ler J ol~llte, KS 06061 
(~1j) ,N.l-1:1 , " - Offir,r, I (~1-~) ~t.3?. -"1-:l)!i - [>irN;t 

la 

From: Oou,!I IJbbe11, , r, 
Set1l: lhur!o<la-y, rlO\/E!lil licF 20, 202510:20Afll 
To: 1fom hcnb:,' <ij;1n1h~@f<1nr'.i\o1,rnm>; Tim (:c]U im -< t~r;, lj ins@lrm,;,x;, .rom> 
Subject: I\E; Clear Creek 

Tll:inkt: for '"''mi rrnlng. 

DOUJ'Ubl!en, Jr ,, P,[, 
Phelps Engineering, In~. 
1270 N. Wlridte~ter I o latlte, KS &li06i 
(913) J93-l.155 - office I (913) 538-53D6 - Direct 
dolrf!ub1Jen@pl,efp$englnetrin;uom 

Fr'omi Tom J m~"' <l,j:1rnl1s@I 11C~or.c0f11> 

Sont: hum li!Y, No~-ember w, 2025 10:-15 MIi 
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Tlrn Coliins 

IFratn: 
St-nt! 
ifo; 

1;!1;ij111r;;I; 

Doug Lrbbet\. Jr . .:.rwjJJyul.i~ l!fi~•pl cl11~1-r!f1 'n _rh ~rnm. 
Wetlr't~~cla1, 6'io~rr1l,t!r 5, 202:5 4:D.2 PM 
nm C1;11iini; 
RF: ar~r Cmnl-r "iul ii; inn • S1nrJ11\\c)'!I"r 

("1\tJTI014 T11I~ r-01.11 11r ~~tr irnm n~•~ W• nl q~"' mi~nl,~11nn no nol di llnk cir npc·.n ~I t.1rhm h I lr1!. •1 011 rrr:qcniw Lne-
1 nler 11r,:l km:.r .... b·,~ tOnl-t!lll b IUfl! . 

....=;;.....,_ 

l)Q,u11, UbbQt'I, Jr., P,E, 
Ph p E11-1rtn ring, Inc. 
:£270 tt 1/,'lnche-5ter I Olathe, !KS 66D61 
lSHJ 393·1:l!iS-OUi e I (!H3).5-36·!i~O(,- lreet 

b llfill)eed:ne;,com 

from: Tlm Collms -: tcolllns@le :ra,corn> 
S9tl Wf!cl1'1i!:,cl&·1·, Na1Jet'lltier 5, 2:025 4:DD PiM 
To; DQlJB- •Ji.Jber., Jr, <dmJS'!! ,t.i~,t~pllitllp J glM:i:!!rlJii!,O:Jr'Jl;>­
subJe<it: RE: Ow?ar Cree'k S\Jbc!Jv lslDll • Stormw.rter 

Doug, 

I ca rn:H aefinitlv~LyyGt, t::iut I Du!lifrtl(J t~10 cws • to o mo1 t ';tom'l1\rtitor mail'IDgemenl will be prcrwd,ecl in the 
City's adjacent f:aci liti es, with an in-lieu per a ore (Ge re-quired i its stead. As thi:s wmk.s , mugft • o pr·"l­
a,pp process, I should be abletoverll~• that mo,re firm I~•. 

Tim 

From: 0mm ti bt:?n, Jr, , ~ " DSi!IJ&in nin l@? , r□CTP 
Set'lt: Wei.lneY.lay, r, ovember 5,202.5, 8:5.:li /\iM 
Toi Tilli C.□ lll mH; -J-rl>lllri$® l1. n ~ Ka.4':f - • > 
.Subject: -C lear Creek Sul!dl'ti,Slon • S'toirmwate-r 

AUTIO : rh11 rm~II D in;il(!d fmm 011l!;idr. n,f thr· or~niz,don. IJo nCII chtk lmks or open :rlli!cl·rnenll unle1~ voo feLt..inlte tfte 
nrt mr.-.w th~ nm; ,t ·-; ~air•. 

We cummtiy have a pnH1ppllcatl roqu0aQ 111 rev ew tor this :sin file tamil~· subdfvision r;it e.!t'· snd Chuo, blJt I 1•ic !i 
111antlt1i;: 'to gei a Jump o 11 P. stormw.ater If I •r.t.'tllld. wm ~ou pro•; lde me v1i1fl the atormwlllter 1,raatment 
·,o • t•ironw·11.::; rur !tri::l m.,tc:ol tJ{ll11g uec1Wtl1tl fnn, tho city? 100111) t . ~ f)On[l-Or r _gl P.il wP.<151a nd on the c y p op r ty 
p rovide detentlo or trestmie11t ..-.a u0 th 'i\\(J are Bbla to u~e'/ 
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From: Scott McCullough <smccullough@lenexa.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 20, 2025 4:38 PM 
To: Lindsay Hicks <lhlcks@habitatkc.org>; Beccy Yocham <byocham@lenexa.com> 
Subject: RE: FAQs 

Lindsay, 
We will certainly review/add to the FAQs. A traffic study will not be required for the project. What Is your 
expectation/deadline for receiving comments on the FAQ? 

Scott McCullough, AICP 
Community Development Director 
City of Lenexa 
Phone: 913.477.7532 I Fax: 913.477.7730 
smccullough@lenexa.com I bilgs:Uwww.lenexa.comLl:Jome 

The City of Lenexa: leaders in the delivery of exceptional public service. 

Road. 

20. Will this proJoo~ lnoroaso traffic onoe the homes are built? commonlod [LH10J: Wlll n1td toconllrm atth, pro-

The new neighborhood will connect to Clere Road, on arterial street that connects 83'd Street to •PP meoUna how
th

' YW•nt 
th

'• one addreHtd 
II 

welt. 
I, , Commt nlld [SM11R10J: Vu, Claro Road Is doslcnI d 

Prairie Star Parkway. r s with any development, the 60 new homes will lncreeae local treflic, but th~ to accept this n,w trafllc, I olforodit, to hoW to fr•m• 

f oad network has adequate capacity to accept tho vehicle trips created, and planned this, Tho nolod loft turn lane ls planned to be , mptoyed 

Improvements to Clere Road, such as e southbound lert turn lane Into tho subdivision, will help nu tyurou city project. Thu tru ll, wtdeenoulh, th' 
turn lane Just n1 ■d1 to be alrlpt d on tho alrool. 

maintain safety end accessibility fQr all users.~ --------------~ -, Comm,nt,d [TGURIOJ: Tho aubdMolonwlll &t norato 

21, Why wos this location choaen? upto500trlpI por day, oolwoutdromove tho •smell 
numb1r'" l1na:u•&•. Th• atnlanc: ■ l bOVI It 11 uu■, lhl t 
lh■ ■ddltlonal lrlp■ will be ■ ■m■U perc■nt■t• of th■ 
overall tr■ fflo on Clara Rd. 

From: Tim Collins <tcolllns@lenexa.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 20, 2025 4:35 PM 
To: Doug Ubben, Jr. <dougubben@phelpsenglneering.com> 
Cc: Scott McCullough <smccullough@lenexa.com>; David Dalecky <ddalecky@lenexa.com> 
Subject: Clare Road Follow-up 

Doug, 

Just following up from our meeting the other day regarding the question on a traffic study requirement. I 
did discuss further with Traffic, and what I told you in the meeting is correct/appropriate. 

We will nru require a traffic study for this project. 

Thanl<you, 

Tim 

Timothy J Collins, P.E. 
Engineering & Construcllon Services Administrator 
City of Lenexa J Engineering Division 
(913) 477-7731 (dltecl) I (913) 477-7730 (fax) 
tcollins@lenexa.com I www.lenexa.com 

The City of Lenexa: Leaders in the delivery of exceptional public service. 
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Landscaping 
- Originally no landscaping was present on the plat. It was flagged 

to be added but only along the portion bordering Clare. 
- Our request that was not taken into consideration: Request the 

following landscape buffers be incorporated into the 
development plan: 

• Type 3 landscape buffer for lots facing Clare Road 
• Type 2 landscape buffer for lots facing Clear Creek 

Wetlands Park when the lots are adjacent to the public 
trail, to protect trail users, preserve the park character, 
and provide appropriate separation between private 
residential uses and public recreational space 

In addition, lots adjacent to existing homes along W. 86th 
Terrace should include a landscape buffer designed to protect 
the mature tree line along the north side of the property. This 
area contains numerous old-growth trees that provide 
screening, environmental value, and neighborhood character. 

Request that the applicant be required to submit a tree survey 
and tree preservation plan. The current fencing approach would 
introduce gaps every 50-60 feet, fragmenting the tree line and 
diminishing its effectiveness as a buffer. Preservation of these 
trees should be prioritized. 
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MARKUPS FOR THIS DOCUMENT OR PLAN 

Comment ID Corrections Page Ref 
NHded 

10 Yes L110 

11 Yes l110 

15 Yes L110 

Comm•ntlD Corrections Page Ref 
NHded 

16 Yes L110 

Department• Reviewer 

Planning• David Dalecky 

Planning • David Dalecky 

Planning • David Dalecky 

Department• Reviewer 

Planning • David Dalecky 

Rrtlew Comment 

Show a general layout of the proposed pnvate park. 
This Is 10 demonstrate the expectation for the use. 
For Instance, will this space have off street parking? 
Will there be climbors, play equlpmen~ etc.? 

Per Section 4-2-E-4 of the UDC, shrubs and trees are required in the fence and 
landscape buffer. 
Provide a table to show the required landscape materials per 100 feet and what Is 
proposed. 

This diagram does not show lot lines. 
Revise to show all lot and tract lines. 

12/08/2025 I PT26-01P 

Review Comment 

If existing trees are proposed to count toward the landscape buffer requirement, 
make this note In the prolect narrative. . 

_,.._._,.._.,_ -----.. --
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Deviations: 

- To be consistent with RP-1 standards in the Lenexa UDC: 
Applying RP-3-style lot dimensions to a development labeled 
RP-1 effectively increases density and intensity beyond what the 
surrounding neighborhoods were built to expect. If a 
development is to be classified as RP-1, it should be required to 
meet the primary dimensional standards of RP-1, not those of a 
higher-density zoning district. 

Re: Deviation Request 
Clear Creek Subdivision 
Preliminary Plat 
PT25-__ / PEI #251132 

David, 

Habitat for Humanity of Kansas City is applying for a preliminary plat and rezoning In order to 
develop a planned single family subdivision in the area of 871h and Clare. The property is 
currently zoned AG. The proposed zoning for the property is RP-1. With the application for the 
rezoning and preliminary plat, the developer Is requesting five deviations from the Lenexa 
requirements. They are as follows: 

Deviation #1 
This deviation request is to a reduction In the minimum lot width from 70 feet to 62 feet at the 
front building line for all lots In the RP-1 zoning. This deviation Is to section 4-1-B-F of the 
unified development ordinance. 

Deviation #2 
This deviation request is to a reduction in the minimum front yard setback from 30 feet to 25 
feet. This deviation Is to section 4-1-B-F of the unified development ordinance. 

Deviation #3 
This deviation request Is to a reduction in the minimum lot size from 8,000 square feet to 7,500 
square feet. This deviation is to section 4-1-B-F of the unified development ordinance. 

:::;, me know If you have any further questions. Thank you. 

Do~U~{/t 
Page 1 / 1 - 0_. + 
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DEVIATIONS 

The applicant requests a deviation from Section 4-1-B-6-F of the UDC for reduced front yard setback, reduced 
lot width, and reduced lot area for some or all lots. The Planning Commission has the authority lo approve 
deviations provided the criteria from Section 4-1-B-27-G-4 of the UDC are met. 

Deviations for various aspects of lot size are often considered and approved for neighborhoods in Lenexa. 
Alternatives to the standard dimensions stated in the UDC allow for development of sites that have limitations 
due to more significant terrain variations, stream corridors, and utility easements. These, and other, site 
conditions necessitate some flexibility in the development of the site . Encumbrances such as new streets, trail 
connections, and (new and existing) utility easements impose limitations of space for standard size lots in a 
neighborhood. Implementing reasonable deviations for the development of single-family neighborhoods allows 
for safe and appropriate street alignments and the practical and efficient development of land. Most, if not all, 
neighborhoods which have developed in the past 10 years have requested, and were granted, deviations for 
setback reductions and reduced minimum lot dimensions. 

The deviations proposed for the Clear Creek Subdivision are shown on Exhibit 20 using colored dots to reflect 
the requested deviation(s) for each lot. 

., 

·o·l6"L76.71" 

Over Head Power line 
Utility Easement 
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Section 2: Procedural Violations: 

From: 
$(In•: 
To: 
Cc: 
SubjtKt: 

Srntt Mi:Cullc;ugh 
Tmi~l&1)',, Di'U?rr1b£r 23. 2:02~ 2~)8 PM 
L~idi.ii}' !lkk~. 0009 Ubl:l;;:'O. Jr. 
Stcphunk! $ul!i'ialfl 
RC: F',Ol!l&',,ecl Clesi!!f creek SuooN;sion 

Scott Mc:Cullough,AIOP 
Conm,unit:, Do•mlopmont Di,octor 
ci'1y or Lonoxa 
PhMo: ~13,477,753:2 Fnx: 913.477.7730 
srnt,[UHOlJk!I u)",)t/'f!j):~,:t (:1n1H 11, fp.:,;h\l,.,,~l1NJ~!";l(!Xn. l:(at 1fIHi:1nt I: 

from! Litld~11•; Hii>::fu ,:t1,1c.t~habl1atkc,or~:> 
Sent: Tatl'W,i'il', Di!tl"tnbtH 23, 2025 UO PM 
To: Scon Mc().1llotJgh <~mo:ullo11,gli~let1exa.(i::,m-;.; oou:g Ubl;.en, Jr . .:dot1gubben@ip~lp').(lnQiJ11!Niii11g.ton;;,. 
t<: StephanlE' Sullivan ;;i;w:tr1.lln,@kin11'Kt1.carrt,> 
soo;ec,: Rec: Proposed Ck!at Cree:!,; Sub<lzvls:ion 

Cl\lITIOII, 1t.l~ arnall originated from Dul!ild'l' ol ,t--.e ot~lziltliai (){, (l<;)t <li(k link, Oil o:;,p;>I\ ~!t;lthm,HJts urik·n ~•ou rEJ:otr.h.te l11~ 
~fl!idf.-r ard 1-fflO'N 1tfue c~tent ¾li iiifl!'. ' 

Scott, 
Doug fill ad mo in this momir,\fi; about tM eMnge ot cioto:s. We will ma11a for.vard with Feb1uory 2nd. 

H1.anks, 
Lind-say 

lind:say Hit;ki;; 
Pll!l:!ldeot fllid CEO 
HobiMt for Hu ilrn11i1y of Ka,,s.l!!J; CIW 
lJ1ioks.@habita11i:c,or& 
913.475.9466 

Fr·oou Si:on McCullo~h (SfYicqdlq11thJ!i!'lllu.,i,:a,rnni;,, 
$!1'nttTl)e~1Jy, ™°t::('fi\ber 23, 2025125.2.<16 PM: 
To; lirNh~V Mi<k~ ;;.fu_kl.;i@'.ll.t.l,!'j~J!ht;iJg>; Doug Ubben, Jr. 
C/4: St~ph,J,n,k! SI.Pill!vafl -t11MlJ1¥i!!l.@ll'rl4JllM.2J.!l> 
SubjKi: illl: Ptupos.ed Cle.Jr Cre<!.'k S{1bdlvl-;lon 

Lifll!I!li'ry llOd DtHJg, 
Plot1t{! c;;Onfirrii llil~l <:Oil~il111i1tg thi, 4lf>j)li<:t1tiair1 l1.:1 lhi! Feb1uary 2, 2026, Ploi!n~ Commh,slon moo1ine cloto \\IOth 

for y,c;,ur toam. If so, the Jan 6 PC (lgo,ru:ltJ will 1l,(}l<11he c<:.11tll1uance 1111d we vtlll prcwkle 11 now 1>iltfi iO you at tho 
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app1op11!!1e time, ilm 0111,01 nollcos appoi;,r to ht•vl) tl<'Jen m,nu 11iit t'.:<l<, 11n,I will st8!1d Md de, not Med to bo 
redone. Th&nl: you. 

Scolt Mr.::-Culioue,h, IJCP 
Community (l,:,volopm<11'11 !ll1,rn10r 
C,-r; ol Lenexa 
Pt11:111e: 91,3.477.75321 fll):: 913.477.7730 
s1nccull<:v;eli@l<11wxa.c:mn I h111i~:.l/11,w1v.t,J,1fJM1.e-0m/Homll 

lhe City al Lonexa: Load ors In tho oolivory ol {)XC'1p1iorni1 public wrvict>, 

•·•••Ollll,ll!BI MOS$il,j!O•·•" 

Fmm: Sr;oll McCulli,ugh 
simt: lunsdoy, O-Ocomoot 23, 20W 10:13 AM 
la: lltldsny Hicks <ll1icks@ht1bi1atk!:LOfjf'-·; Doug tJbb(tn, Jr.<dl)UtJJ:bl;cn@)phlllJ)~li;:Jnoorlng.com:­
S\lb]li!C:I: FW: Prnpo9<Jtl Clo1111 Crc,111( Subdrvlston 

ll11<lSJliY I}[ Doug. 
Ple;;,~e cnll to diS.C<l1'lS Ut&S, TMnk you. 013-477-7532. 

f-cot! McCuilousJ,, AICP 
Co1rnm1,ii1•( Devulopmont [)irnciin 
Cit)' of L~nexa 
Pl'>Ollf): 913.477.75321 Fax: 913.477.7730 
~mcc,1l.!oug,t>;i,i>lonc~v,.t<1m I t111p3:f/w.w1.tonro:a.commomo 

..... Qrighi;'ll Mu1iS<'l!i<'.! ""' 
from: Olin Wil~us •donl',i-H:u~@Jl;,ni,il.conP 
Sont: Mondr,y, Decambor :U, 202~ 11 :$3 PM 
To: Scott McCullough "'SrlJCCLlllO\l&IJ@•:one,;i,,com>; Stmphanlu Sulll'li1r1 •::,sulllvan@tc11!}:,~.com~ 
S11bj,1c1: P10l)O$<'ld CIOilf Creel: Subdi'IIBi-Ofl 

CAUlJON: Thia om ail orifint}too from out5.i!fo of lho:i ()fga11i1at1,111. D,> rJ(II cl•c~: links or opon llttM:hmor,ts unloss 
you rncognlzo the sender ond knew 1110 conlOnt Is ~fo. 

Scott am1 Sleplranlo, 11s you nm 0·11!)fQ lho .ip1>lh:;,mt i~ t!;!$p<Jll$i1Jle for tm!lting s.11/.fls, furnished t;y tho Ciiy, 14 du% 
prior to th0 l'lantilng Commission mooting, on Ow property to be llllt>nod. n,,, $ign!i !!p,1-fumid this ov,nnlng on tho 
land ptoposi!d moo ro2011E!d. Mowovor, postilg tho signs this r.woni11g only glv11,i th•~ public 13 days' notice priOf to 
1h11 pub1ic; her11i11g tlil'lt w,tl rnkc ptnco nt IIHJ l"U,nnlng Commission oo l.nnu.aJY 5, 2026. In Sor;t Ion 4•:l·A· I, 
ptHu:r,raph !! ol lhO City ol Lonr,~,, llJ\ifir:,d Cod;:, ii Is cl<latly stetiHi that • . .1n the compu1111son ol 1hm, IOT p11bli(: 
lt!!mi11g notice, balll tho rils1 day (doy of ih,1 
mlv&rtlsen,01111 and th13 laat day (<lo:,• of lho heorin&J slwl.\ bu c;,c!udod. B1J51?,,;I rm lhl~ dfllin,Hon, tho h,st doy of 
Jl(>$tk1g y,a:;; 
1212<'12025 Mid Or<, Lo;;t drlll' if! the, dll'f of tho hearing. 0\/05/2026. 
Whiw bolh ol lh@SC! dEJIO:< !lf!l (J;((;ll>{!{1d, tho pLlb'.IC:i.s 001:( roe:oiving 13 d.n~·s r,otlce p,r,or to H>U J:hl~lc hmirillf! rm 
rezcmill!J lhe land 81 57111 Street und Gltiru, Tlic-rofllrn, ll0$1Xl 011 \Ill} fillHJ!fl <>I thr: i1!)plican1 to posi nallc!! of 1'1>0 
,n,l)li<: heo1lr111 at leas.1 14 day,q1110H0 um public htmrine,, lroqoost tho opplictml's 11ppth::a1io11 lllHh1enwd 
intlJfllfJi<Jlo tlli!l lh1: planned public hoatln~ on thla motto/ bo clol.:Jy,od 1!:HI lati,r {!lite i:JlJ'(Q1>tl )JHIJJIII\I 5, 202tl. The 
cummt public 1101icc po,iod h1 nlm11<ty ovo, two lodernt hollaa1>s wit-Oro m0t1y pooplo rn11y be 1i,ut o1 to\WI iilml rnray 

not be o:Naro of !ho prop<i-sod rc-zooing of this lund. E0<:h ond l'lvl\!l')'lU!Y 01 tho publrc notico period is mi!ii;;~I. Ono 
loss day or ns0tlco. moy ~eop rnornbors of tha pubLic from 1mending. I Wils •11r,1ld1ig t11rough too p.!lfl< 1000 todw/ rwld 
lil-01 S:tlW!ffll poople WllO \',/fJJC oot llWClf(! 01 tl18 prepos-ed rezoning llOO proJotl, ltmi li!ltJJl(I to fc,J,tow tll-e Unl!,ed 
Coda ,mli pro'lid,u lhO pr(11)-0r MIICI'! M~ put thl'! publie at sli,:nlfltnnt <llsad'o'Ilfll!li,:O lo clmllent:o lhi:l p,opow<l 
rcrnnln;. 

Doniel It W11hrn, P,E. 
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HOTICE Of PUBLIC HEARING 

VIA CERTIFIED MAIURETURN RECEIPT 

RE: Clttar Cree4( SubcUvhilton IRZ26,04, PT26...01 P) 
Loca1f!on: 8705 Clate Road 
Pli!!M~ c~Jf;slon Meellng 03te: January 5, 2026 

Notiice I~ hert'!"b:;' gh.'en tha11he Lenexa Planning CommlHlon will hoki a Poblk: Hearing 
,egardlng the above,,e{erenced piroje<:t or1 Mornliay, Jamuuy 6, 20iro al 7:00 p.m. or as 
:i.oon as. Cini be heard, i!lt the Cornrnuolty Forum within Lenexa Cfty Hall. lc11:;:aCed !31 17101 
W. 81'11 Stre~t Parkway, L(l:rll!t>:8, K&i'lHt;, AH memt.mrs or the ~ubilc are lnvi•ei:J ,o :;iUend 
the Public He.iring and prO".r1dili 1/i!titte,i :tndro, Ofal l&:s11mony. C,on,nieilltf. em111i~ to 
nlamb~r1@k':!n~n:a.com prior co 12'.00 p.m. 0.1 M(liflday, JanWl!ry 6, 2026 ,;.ri41 be sent to 
thtt Planning COOll'Tiissian prior ta ttil!I mMtiulQ thal ~venliig, 

At said hearing all nlereist,ed parties wil be heard regarding a r~ues.t to fetone pmp(!rty 
from the AG, Agricultural District to the RP-1, Pll.,mned RaiiidenUal (low ~n~ity} District. 
The ,ubjecl property is loc~!,ed a1 8705 Clare Road in Lem?:r.a, Kam,.ar.. 

~ !\. inclyg§'adQn lhe nexe page I 

fl1e- full applltatlon iimd eomi}lete liegal de'Serif>tion are 3"vailable for in-spec1ion be,tw!;H;!n 
the hat1ts of IJ:OO tun. a!!ld 5:00 p.m., t..ktoo1y ou·ouoh Fdd1y, at ltie office of CQmmunify 
Development bca413d at 171i01 W. 67fl1 St,eet P,!Uk'#'litY, Lene:.:,, KMs.as, Addii1ional 
information will be published ffl the P~Mil!ig COlllli'liMion Mt!ie1irig Paek<rl, whk:h ~ be 
a'iailable onrifle by end or day Thursday, December 31, 20:25 at IM following wet.page: 

htlps Jlwww .lenieim.comJGm.iemme11!1Agenda~-Mim11,;ri 

Plannlflg appb1ions. are ~metimes continued to subsequan1 meeting dah:1~;, If you hfl'it!I 
que,qr0ns. aoout thl~ proJe-et or Uie Pktnniflg C~s1on meeting, please conlac! tlht'!! 
Prosec:1 Ptain-i,er, Oavid Osler::ky, at 913-477-7715orddalei!::kv@len"i!~a.ci:;i,m 

ni ~ appllcalk.11!'1 was fl~ by Doug lJbl)(l!ri of Phelps e ngi11eerd1!9. agent tor City of Lenexa, 
ov101:u· of rncor(t 
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NOTICE 
il'O MAil NOTIEICATmN LETTERS & 1'0 POST N011f'IFICATION .SIGN 

DATE: • ecember 6, 2025 

TO: 

IRE. Cini!' Cm, . k Subdlwl Ion (RUG-04, PT:26JJ11PJ 
Looatir;Jfl; 8705 Cl;1re Road . 
Pli'.lnnlng CCN!llmls-slbn Meeting 1Da1:e: J - -Uafi.,15, 2□~ 

ROOurREo NOII ftCAJIQN LETTER MAILING: ' 
1, is the appl tant':s reg.ponr&lbillly !Lo 1mell a Cfflillfled lett~.r wilh 111ehmi roe • lo~ ti1ot!Uca1ion 
ro I property owners loca1ed ¥.liltl- 200 feel of lhe p rneter of lhe subj:eci: prop -Fly 
tie In consldereid for landl u:se octten by 'the City. he .~p _ -_ _ IT!'l!lst obtain a llsUng o,f 
p~rty owners and addresses alongi ,,•ilh a buffer :P within .200 feet of ttte su~ 
property. lhese i em& are ava=l • a rr:om lhe Johnson County Rt:oo((.ls and Tax 
Aflmi ,--• ration. Rleas& aUO't'I' sulific1ent lime to Obtain '!ho lnformatloo, 

Tl'iaE!f!l lette-rs 11um be, pi;,stmruked at teaat 2JD de,ar dlar--, n6o:t to the F'1l::rnnh1191 Cammi&-· n 
mwtin9, date {lflat including '!be date or· the mell[pg or ·the heari, tlatu),. 8.Med on th!:! 
proj,&e1ed Plann· g Comml$stoTI rne,eting ,r;f ate, I Rats must ed on or befor: 
,ond 'i, ee mber 15, 202. . A samp'.lo Notltim.'1,lon 1-efler Is in..ciudad at ti W'ld ,or this 

packet. Bnall ost . l'fl'c ir maili ncliftca1ioo • de Decernoo 
~. 

B§QYIBEQ tfOT[flCATIO.N S[Gl'U~OSl:ING.: 
U Is als,o Uli appllcam•s respoosibl 1:,, ~o place e noiil:ie;atic.1 sl on Che eubj~d property 
being comldered foI land use 1:1cii011 by 1h City at least ·14 d@ya prlei to thE1 PUmn ng 
Com , • loml n ting. S d lgn mu,t remain 0111 1111£1 property umll a declij•□n OJil ·the 
ap lcattoo has: been made. The ~pllcanc. sh..111 re100w and • • Jl9SA Of o,e sign foffo\ mg 
tlTrB Go•Jel'lil i'r>J Bod~••s d'e~lslon Ofil lhe project. 

The Cl~y will pml/lde Che 519111 and i1' will be .aYaileilile ror plcl«!lp a\ City Hal on llooda.y, 
Oec:ember 151-ii dt!f'.12:.0IJ.pm. Th appllcmlt rmus, affix 1he .sign to a sta'k! or past 
poalfl□n It 'l.rhete lit can be s .en rr,om a publfc 1>ireet. Sigr1{!ii} Muld be no doe,'er than 12 
feet t'rom a siJre.et wrb ar IPB'i'Eira».mt and. T lgn must be polihtd on or b foll 
r. ooda:,r, ID m r 221 2025. 

BEQUIRm~UBMIJJAL EQU .. QW1NO MAILING &EJSTINQ; 
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After •he ireqYlred mallililg and .sign f)Dii;lfr~ Is 0011 letie, fhe :applicam must .. ubmlt ·bfrte 
klll□wing do -flonts to ilhe Commrunlb/ 0evi·· opmen,t o • ~rtment via ema t□ Glotila 
Lam~r1 at glambert@lertie;,:1,u:on by ~he endl of the di~ Monday, D m r 2 , 2025. 
Feiluli'e lo 1Pro~,.,id oil ' ., In 0m1a11cm e~ fha, time, requested ma)' ace55I1efe a one-month 
c-.ontlnu . n Qf _ appllceti□n. 

1. A oapy or the Nmificatian Latter, 
.2. A I t or [PrD f. . • y owners at ·blr,e IN01iflcati:ofl L-et was malf.ed 'k!i; 
8. Th.e 2t0' buffer map; 
"11. Ce11ified miall rcoolp{s. (green re1um cards),; 
6,. A photo ~ the posted oolificetion s1_- (s.); a11d 
16,. A aig · t1 aoo notnrl~ed i\fflda•,it □flegal N:ofilrn'.:alion (see IJ)lilfr,e 3), 

RECOMMENDED Nl:IGHBQRHOQP MEElilNG~ 
It ts sta"ong y reoommendedl ithat applican~ IM>lci a net,hborhood meeM,g witn surrou • In9 
proper1y O\'i\l'lere:, homes ,assodial.itms, ondlor nel'ghb.Qrhaad groups pri lo • ny req "red 
l="ub'llc Hearing ar 1P.r1:1liminary plan s • 111ml to 'the Lenexa PIBI ningi Coom1ls~kin. The 
purpose of the ne~hboohOC<I moc-1Ing Is to In· Offl1 nerg'h'b□rs abOUI lhe pm}ect answer 
que~1iom- .em.di ·work to r:rov.olop, a 1Jc1i\1e and coop · a'l.ivo rela~loosmp with trne 
neighbo.ring1 property ovme'f:5. he Imeane cf na!ifttaiio.n ~or eho· pub lie lnfor1ma ·on rnMtifilg 
n,ey b by Wlt.er or emall lbu~ 5h□uld r;o.1 be sent In ii.he .sarne en'r.'elo.-,pe, a.e. ihB ra l~d 
certified mall no ncatlon described a'bO'iilB, 

Ploooo Iba• ad·~~sacl 1hat rt ~u ,cllnlc ·8 not lo have the- fl;!!l:OOlr'riBl'ided ne~hbomood 
me.eUng, 'i applicahtlfi nit1)' b.c d Jilyer:I lby the Pie ing1 Carnmission or (;Qveming 
Body, if in emli'lm bod(s.Judg11 • Flt, :imcih a meeting would bEi be'JlOl'icial. 

l1f you op . ~:o hoM a m:ilg.hbeftitood mee•lng, please [Provmi lho rree~mg In om,aU□ni to HM· 
Plann asslgfl&ll IO your pro:i,ec1_. 

Glori' l mb.e:rt 
Scmlor AdtJ"unfstrnNve As&.~,;1"l 
City o . Ille~ I Communi y Dei••Of.qpn nt 
Glambert@leneJCa.c.om 
(91:3) n-n'J.9 

D1vJd Oaleicky 
PhltJOOf /) • 
City o.f L:e1118J{BI I C1irn11wni.y Offl.r6l~memt 

led;Y@lenslticl. oorg 
913-477-7715 
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Section 3: Ethics Violations 
- Quid Pro Quo 

From: Beccy Yocham <byocham@lenexa.com> 
Sent: Thursday, May 22, 2025 3:42 PM 
To: Lindsay Hicks <lhicks@habitatkc.org> 
Subject: Re: Thank you 

Lindsay: 

Thanks for the meeting and for your interest in developing in Lenexa. I appreciated learning more about 
the proposed project. I will be In touch after I've had the opportunity to discuss the concept with a few 
other members of our team. The few discussions I have had so far have gone well. 

A couple of questions have arisen since we met: 

1. What is the County's role as mentioned in the proposal? 
2. This might not be possible, but what Is your reaction to the idea of establishing a way that we 
could allow City of Lenexa employees to benefit from this opportunity? It could take a number of forms -
from just marketing your programs specifically to our employees, to giving them a small "bump" in 
scoring when it comes to qualifying for a home, to setting aside a small number of units that our 
qualifying employees could have a right of first refusal on to purchase and probably other ways we 
haven't thought of. Have you ever seen anything like this done and do you have any thoughts on the 
concept? 

I appreciate your thoughts when you have time. Thanks again. 
2 
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From: Lindsay Hicks <lhicks@habltatkc.org> 
Sent: Thursday, May 22, 2025 5:57 PM 
To: Beccy Yocham <byocham@lenexa.com> 
Subject: Re: Thank you 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the 
sender and know the content Is safe. 

Hi Beccy, 
First, I am noticing I spelled your name wrong In my Initial email - so sorry about that! 

To answer your questions: 

1. They are a funding source as they afforded us dollars for acquisition, and we would ask them to 
fund vertical construction as well. 

2. Great idea! Of course, with funding sources we will need to make sure there are not any 
limitations - although some of these homes will be built with private dollars which eliminates the 
complication. We could do marketing, information sessions, have a housing counselor assigned 
to support your employees, etc. 

Hope this helps. Let me know If you need anything else. 

Lindsay 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Scott McCullough <smccullough@lenexa.com> 
Friday, May 23, 2025 2:24 PM 
Beccy Yocham; Sean Mclaughlin; Mike Nolan; Todd Pelham 
RE: Thank you 

That would be great! Here is how TTH In Lawrence does 1bings. The Info down the page shows the amount of 
reduced price and other things to fill out how such a program works. 

Scott McCullough, AICP 
Community Development Director 
City of Lenexa 
Phone: 913.477.7532 I Fax: 913.477.7730 
smccullough@lenexa.com i littps://www.lenexa.com/Home 

The City of Lenexa: Leaders in the delivery of exceptional public service. 

From: Beccy Yocham <;byocham@lenexa.com> 
Sent: Friday, May 23, 2025 12:18 PM 
To: Scott McCullough <smccullough@lenexa.com>; Sean Mclaughlin <smclaughlin@lenexa.com>; Mike Nolan 
<mnolan@lenexa.com>; Todd Pelham <tpelham@lenexa.com> 
Subject: Fw: Thank you 

FYI. I asl<ed Habitat about how our employees could potentially benefit and her answer Is below. 

Beccy Yocham 
Page 1 / 14 - ~ + 

City Manager 
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- Procedural Fairness/Private Meetings and Lack of Public 
Access/ Appearance of Bias And Improper Coordination 
With Applicant/ Forwarding Resident Feedback to Applicant 

From: Beccy Yocham <byocham@lenexa.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, June 4, 2025 4:57:27 PM 
To: Lindsay Hicks <lhlcks@habitatkc.gm> 
Subject: RE: Thank you 

Lindsay: 

1hank you for your reply to my questions. f thought I responded when you 
replied, but I'm not find ing that, so I might have failed to do that. My 
apologies. 

I've had the opportunity to visit informally with our team ar:id we'd like to 
continue to explore this opportunity with Habitat. I believe when we met, we 
discussed that an opportunity for our governing body to see and learn more 
about your Olathe project might be a good first step and if that makes sense 
to you, tfien we'd like to move forward with getting that scheduled. Please let 
me l<now if this still makes sense to you and we can go from there. 

Thanks! 

Beccy 

Beccy Yocham 
Olly Ma.nagor 
City ol Lonox:.i 
913A77.77 18 
byneh m@lene•a.com I www.lQnoxo,com 

6 

TIie City of l ene;ra: LerJdctS in tho d 'ivo,y of oxcoptlonal public fi.eMCe 
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From: Lindsay Hicks <!hjcks@habit tkc,org> 
Sent: Thursday, June 5, 2025 9:38 AM 
To: Beccy Yocham <bvoch m@lenexa.com> 
Subject: Re: Thank you 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open 
attachments un less you recognize the sonder and know th content is safo. 

Thanks Beccy! Let's do July 15 at 3pm. I am out ot the town the 1st. 

From: Beccy Yocham <byo ham@lenexa.com> 
Sent: Thursday, June 5, 2025 8:55 AM 
To: Lindsay Hicks <lhlcks@habltatkc.org> 
Subject: RE: Thank you 

Could we do the afternoon of July 1 or July 15? Say 3:00 or 4:00? We have 
Council meetings at 7:00 both nights so we'd need to be done by 6:00 et the 
latest to give them time to travel, etc. 

Beccy Yocham 
Clty Manager 
0 11)' OI L no~!I 
913,4n.n1a 
byoeham@lenexa com I nnia.m.~xa~.cl<l<o~m 

Th c,~y Of LiirtllXll: LO(J(/QtS Jn th o r;J . V y ol o~c pt/ontJ / (Wb.f!:: StJMcO 
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From: Beccy Yocham <byocham@lenexa.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, July 8, 2025 6:00 PM 
To: Lindsay Hicks <lhlck.s@habltatkc.org> 
Subject: RE: Thank you 

Hi Lindsay: 

Just checking in to confirm that we are still on for next Tuesday, July 15 for a 
visit to your Olathe project? I have us scheduled for 3:00 at the Pathway 
Community Christian Church building, now owned by Habitat at 15885 S. 
Black Bob Road. Correct? 

I also previously provided the following llnl< to the website for the project 
which has some more information, including FAQs about the community 
land trust model and Habitat's home buyer requirements: 

Are there any other instructions I should provide to the team for next week? 
Any other homeworl< or resources you want me to share with the team ahead 
of the meeting? 

We are looking forward to the visit. Thanks! 

Beccy 

Beccy Yocham 
City Manaoor 
City of Lerle~a 
913.477.7718 
tlveshan1@tom,xo com I www,1 rwt•o mm 

4 
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On Jul 9, 2025, at 9:24 AM, Lindsay Hicks <lhicks@habjtatkc.org> wrote: 

3 

AUTION: This email originated rrom outside of the organization. Do not click links or open 
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content Is safe. 

Hi Beccyl 
Thanks so much for your email. Yes, we are all set for next Tuesday, July 15 at 
the Olathe Pathways project at 15885 S Lackman Rd., Olathe, KS 66062. 
There is plenty of parking on site for your group. 

I will have packets compared - similar to those that we handed out at our last 
meeting. At this time, I do not have any homework for you all. However, I was 
wondering if you could let me know who you anticipate being there so we can 
plan accordingly. 

We are very excited to host you all on site! 

Lindsay 
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On Jul 9, 2025, at 1 :28 PM, Lindsay Hicks <lhicks@habitatkc.ge~ wrote: 

AUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not dick links or open attachments unless 
'{OU recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

Wow • great turnout! Very exciting! 
_.; 

To confirm, are you all holding this as an open meeting? I just want to make sure we are 
fully prepared. As you know, lessons were learned with Olathe. -

Thanks! 
Lindsay 

From: Beccy Yocham <byocham@lenexa.corn> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 9, 2025 11:53 AM 
To: Lindsay Hicks <lhlcks@h bltatkc.ru:g> 
Subject: Re: Thank you 

Sounds good, Lindsay. We are lool<lngforward to it. I have invited our entire Governing 
Body and Management Team, which is a total of approximately 22 people, The majority 
have indicated they plan to attend, but I will send a reminder and asl< them to let me know 
if their status has changed and let you know If there is material change in that number. 
Thanks. -Beccy 

Beccy Yocham 
City Manager 
City of Lenexa 
913.477.7718 (direct) 
byocham@lenexa.com 
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Subject: . 
Location: 

Start: 
End: 
Show Time As: 

Recurrence: 

Meeting Status: 

Organizer: 

Visit Habitat for Humanity Pathways at Heritage Park Project 
15885 Black Bob Rd, Olathe, KS 

Tue 7/15/2025 3:00 PM 
Tue 7/15/2025 5:00 PM 
Tentative 

(none) 

Not yet responded 

Beccy Yocham 

Governing Body Members: We have been invited to visit and tour the Habitat Olathe Pathway's project to 
learn more about it and their housing model. We will meet at the Pathway Community Christian Church 
building, now owned by Habitat at 15885 S. Black Bob Road. In the meantime, I have linked to the 
website for that project which has some more information, including FAQs about the community land 
trust model and Habitat's home buyer requirements: 

.111.tQs://habitatkc.orgLpathway-at-heritaga::J2filkL 

Please let me know If you have any questions. -Beccy 

From: Beccy Yocham <byocham@lenexa.com> 
Sent: Friday, July 18, 2025 2:39 PM 
To: Lindsay Hicks <Jhicks@habitatkc.org> 
Cc: Scott McCullough <smccullough@lenexa.com>; Sean Mclaughlin <smdaughlin@lenex .com> 
Subject: RE: Thank you 

HI Lindsay: 

I thlnl< everyone on the team enjoyed the tour and informational session and was impressed with the 
Pathways project. Thank you for your hospitality. I think the next step would be to start moving a plan 
through our process. In the meantime, we're going to get our appraisal updated on the property - not 
necessarily because we Intend to change the asking price, but to help the Council with understanding 
the current value as compared to what we paid for the property many years ago. 

If a meeting to discuss process would be valuable, we can certainly get one scheduled. I am going to be 
out of the office for a couple of weeks starting 7/26, but if you'd _like to meet while I'm gone, you could 
meet with Scott on planning matters and our City Attorney, Sean McLaughlin can attend to discuss 
contractual matters. 

Thanks and have a great weekend. 

Beccy 
--------------------
Beccy Yocham 
ClryManager 
City ol l.eneia 
013.477,7718 
bvochnm@lenex:o,opm I moUl!ll~li!l!!I 

City of Lenexa - Public Comments for Clear Creek Subdivision (RZ26-01, PT26-01P) 
(Comments received between 8:00 AM on 02/13/2026 and 10:00 AM on 02/17/2026)

Page 162of 265



From: Beccy Yocham <byocham@lenaxa.com> 
sent: Tuesday, December 9, 2025 9:06 AM 
To: Lindsay Hitks <lhicks@habjtatkc.org>; Ka tie KIiien <kkillen@habitatkc,orn> 
SubJcct: Sdl(!dule of public meetings 

Good morn Ins, Llndsay & Katie: 

Can you provide us w rth an updated schedule of all public meetings that you havo planned and who is 
being Invited? I see the Gallery Walk listed on the website for ton ight - is this the only meeting? How was 
this meeting advertisod? 

As you Ctin Imagine, we ore stortlng to get a lot of emails on the project, including one requesting that the 
City hOld an infom,ation;:il meeting, I'd rather point the residents to your meetings - and cons ider 
whether we want somoone there-than have our own, but I'm still thinking that through. Did Olathe have 
any City meetings other than the PC and GB? (I know Olathe did not own the land and that Is probab ly the 
biggest difference, but just checking.) 

i hanks for your help. 

Beccy 

Beccy Yocham 
Clry t,11lllilQ~t 
Clry c-1 L<lnux~ 
013.477.7718 
b011Xh,1m®lqnq;,:0,c9m I 'f!YIW loooxe,.og111 
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From: Linds.~y Hicks <lhicks@habitatkc,org> 
Sent: Tuesday, December 9, 2025 11 :10 AM 
To: lleccy Yocharn <byocham@len@xa.com>; Ki'lt io KIiien <:kki llen@habitatkc.org> 
Subject: Re: Schedule of public meeth)£s 

CAUTION : This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click linl<s or open at1achmen1s unit>~~ Voll recoenllC the 
~ .. ndt-r ~od ~now tire ontenl " ,~r.,. 

HI Beccy, 
The updated meetings are as follows: 
Decembers 
4•6pm 
Gallery Walk 
Resurrection Church• West 
24000 WValley Pkwy, Olathe, KS 66061 
* Currently hfive 32 people signed up to attend 

Coffee and Connections event out at Olathe Pathway, which is a presentation on Habitat's program and 
an opportunity to tour a Habitat home. The information for that is: 
December12 
8:30-10ilm 
Tour a Habitat l<C Home 
Pathways at Heritage Parle 
15885 South Black Bob Road Olathe, KS 66062 

Post cord invltotlons were sent out to 118 residents that made up of 14 residences within 200 fl and 43 
within 500 ft. An email was sent to HOA presidents that live In close neighborhoods as well that are 
outside of the 200/50011 range, 

Olatho did not hold any mootings othor thon PC and GB. If you would like to send someone tonight, 
please lot me know. I think tho biggest question we ore seeing from residents is ob out the park. Is them 

2 

specific messaging you would like us to share? Wa are just focusing on the RFP from years ago and 
sharing our version of Parcel A from it. • 

Let me know if you wont to hop on a call to discuss onything further. 

Thanks Beccy! 
Lindsay 
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From: Beccy Yocham <byocham@lenexa.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, December 9, 2025 11:51:09 AM 
To: Lindsay Hicks <lhicks@habitatkc.org>; Katie Killen <kkillen@habitatkc.org> 
Subject: RE: Schedule of public meetings 

Thanks Lindsay. We will not have anyone at the meeting tonight. And we won't be hosting any 
informational meetings either. The main misconception that we are trying to clear up is that we are 
selling parkland for the project. We have included this sentence in our emails to residents and would ask 
that you reinforce this message tonight and in future meetings: 

"The future City park and the existing City stormwater & trail facilities in the vicinity will remain under city 
ownership and public use and are not impacted by the Habitat proposal." 

Thanks for the additional information about notification for your upcoming meetings. I'm not sure I'm 
following the math In this sentence: "Post card Invitations were sent out to 118 residents that made up of 
14 residences within 200 ft and 43 within 500 ft." As 43+14 does not equal 118, so who are the other 61 

that got postcards? Sorry for the tlcky-tacl<y questions, I just know I will get asked. 

Thanks again. 

Beccy 
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From: 
S.nl: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Governing Body members: 

B0eq• Yocham 
Tuesday, December 9, 2025 1202 PM 
Governing El-Ody 
Scott McCllllough; Sean Mt:Laughlill 
Habitat for Humanity emails 

By now, you are likely aware that Habitat has formally submllled theh proposal to develop 50 single­
family homes in the vicinity of 8705 Claro under the project name Clear Creek Subdivision. I see that 
emails from tho public regarding the proposed project are starting to come in and It appears that there is 
tt common misconception that we are selling our parkland for this development. Staff Is responding to 
these emails as follows, in order to correct this misconception: 

"Thank you for your email, Tho proposed Habitat project is o private single-family home development 
project which ls proposed tor land that has been for sate by the City for several years. The future City park 
and the existing City storrnWAter & trail facilities in the vicinity wilt remain under city ownership and 
public use and are not lmr>acted by the Habitat proposal. Your email will be included in the Planning 
Commission's packet for the January 5, 2026 meeting when tho rezoning and plat applications are 
scheduled to be considered by tho Planning Commission. 

There is information about Habitat's project on thoirwebsite here:, In addition, please note that Habitat is 
holding an informational meeting about the project today, December 9 from 4•6PM, and the information 
regarding the meeting can be round llorn," 

As you know, when an email comes to all Governing Body members, it is Mayor Sayers' practice to 
respond to the person, acknowledging receipt, and to forward the email on tor the public record, thereby 
rnlioving tho rost of you from the need lo do so. If you get emails which are only addressed to you, yf)u 
may do the same and forward them to publicwc;orcl(Llll,:nox,1.eoIn. 

I think it is appropriate for Governing Body members to corrnct the misconception about sale of City 
parkland in your responses, if you are so lticlined. Lastly, just a reminder that you will only be asked to 
approve tho solo of City property ii you first approve the proposed rezoning ond plan/plat. 

Please let me know if you have any questions. As always, no roply alls, please. 

Boccy 

Baccy Yocham 
City Manager 
City of Lenexa 
913.477.7718 
!:iyocham@lenexo.com I www.lenexo.com 
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From: 
Sent! 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Lindsay: 

Bt:>ccy Yocham <byocham@lenexa.co n; :,. 

Thursda~•. October 23, 2025 3:42 PM 
Lilld$ay H lcks 
Kalie Killen; Mike Nolan; Scott McCullough; Soon Mcl oughlin 
ll.8 Habitat KC - Clear Creek Update 

Thanks for roaching out and for the update. Can you share the list of people you are already planning to 
reoch out to? I think thot would be a helpful starting point for me. I plan to speak with the Mayor about 
thl5 in the next few days to got her input on the list and will get back to you with any additions thereafter. 
(One thing to keep in mind is that we have a city election on November 4, with 4 cout,cilmembers up for 
election.) 

Do you onvlsion that the In-person event the week of November 10 would be a project ''announcement'' 
of sorts or just an educational opportunity to learn more about Habitat? 

I would appreciate seeing the website before It goes livo as well If tl1l'lt wou.ld bo possible. Because this 
project Involves purchasing property from the City, I thin I< it Is best if we workshop the way that is 
described carefully and that the Council is made aware of the website and what is says before it goes 
live. I do not want them to be caught off guard by anything. I'm also thin Icing through the timing of making 
the website information public and whether it is a good idea before the project Is submitted to the City? 
And perhaps the verbiage you have planned for the website will help me to get comfortable with that. We 
want to ovoid -to the extent we can - anything that would lead detractors from thinl<ing this is prejudged 
In anyway. I know you have experience and lessons learned from the Olathe project that informs your 
plan here and I certainly don't want to derail that. Can you provide any more insight into the timing of 
this? 

Thenl<S. 

Beccy 

Beccy Vocham 
Oiy Manngor 
Cl!)' oi Ultt~ Kil 
91:i.477.7711i 
byoc ,n@lilrni>;a.com I www.fonoKfKi"m 
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Fro1m Beccy Yochun ~.!!bl'li!l.ua!!!iJl.laJS.l.~WIW' 
Sent:: n1ursday, October 2J, 2025 3:42 PM 
To: l h1ll1a'( Hicks ~lhir-t.~ ha~il•lkc.or ~ 
Ct: Ka •. Kil len <kklilen@habi1atk .OrJV-; Mike tlola,1 <mnolan@ler~xa.cqm:.; Scott ,lcCullough 
-<unc ullough@lenexa.com>; Sean Mclau&t1lin <s11 cla l!m :, 
Su:bfefl: lli:! ttabilat KC. Clear Cr eek Up,dale 

Lindsay: 

Thank~ tor ram,hing out and fertile update. Con you sharo iho liu lof people you arc ahomfy 
planning to reach out to? I thin'< that would be a helpful stilr ting point far f'liii, I plon 10 

speak with the Mayor ab.-0utthls In the next few days to get her input on the list and Viill gill 
back to y<>u with any additions thereafte r. (One thin[1 to keep in mind iHhet we ha~•a a cit\' 
election on November 4, with 4 councllmembara up for election.) 

Do you Bll\llslon that the ln-pernon event the week of November 10 would bee project 
"announcement" of sorts or f ust an ed uca anal opportunity to learn more about Habitat? 

I VIQUl<I epprecl~te seeing the website oofore II goes tiva as well If that \\'ould be posallJle. 
B.ecause thla profect Involves purcha:Sl ng property from the City, I think It fg bast if we 
wnrl(shop thewaythal )g (!ascribed c~refullyand th,111 the Council Is made aware of the 
wehslte B!ld what IR snys bAlore It goe~ llvA. I do not want them tobe c,mght off guard by 
11nyt11lng, l'111 0lS0 lhlilklllil tlH0U,!!ll tile tlnilns (r( ,n~t lng tlmwobslto lnlormatlon public and 
w11et11er It 10 agoou laeo before too 11rnJe<:l Is sutm1itted lo tlleC,ty? And pertiops the 
YOrtllage vou have planne<I ro, t11e welJslte will l1elp me lo get comtortabhJ wt111 that. We 
W~lll to OV0i(J - to tl10 oxlent 'II() can • (lll'1•thinR that WOUlCI lead detractors fro.n1 lhlnklng 
tllls Is prnJu cJeo cJ ill aJY,J W(IY, I lmow you 11:wo o:,;portence and l1,s.110ns le~rr1ed frnm tha 
Ollllfle 11r0Jocl llwt hH◊flllS Yollr Plilll tl ero (l(l (J I cortnlnly (foll'I w,, r, t lo darn ll thnt. C:m you 
prn•;fde any morn ln~il!lll lnlu the lir11 ln.;1or ll,ls? 

Boccy 

B~r;,gy V~ h;un 
c1r1 &.1M1'.!0• 
Cl?/ ct Lenrrxa 
~1~417.7716 
b!i'1Xht"ll 9M>:a CPIJ I WfttN MOCZA "ffl 

City of Lenexa - Public Comments for Clear Creek Subdivision (RZ26-01, PT26-01P) 
(Comments received between 8:00 AM on 02/13/2026 and 10:00 AM on 02/17/2026)

Page 168of 265



From, Lind$~'( Hk k1; <lhlrl;s@babltartc< oor,­
Scnt, frida)', Ottob<Jr 2~, 202S 2:38 f•,1,1 
To; ll'accy Yocham , t,,'.(lrl\amll!) foora com:• 
cc, K~tlc kll l<Jn <.tklllen@!Mblratkc.ore,: Mike tlolan <mnolan@leow .com~; soon MeCuJklu~h 
<<m<rnl 1ph@IP""!'il.CQID>: -Sean MctaUP,hlln <5(J1(faypllljn@l!tl)W,COttJ> 
SubJHt: fie; Habitat KC· clear creek update 

U.UTIOU Tl"rS 1:'0 II Odi;,r~I I hu1nouhhl" of l11e orie,m1te-lior1. Do rol ddc lmlc; ~ Of Cf:M'n nllJchrr,f"flh unlcn 
~'OU rf<()e n. ze 11\i!' !,:e 11~ dlld ktlfJA' 1h'! tonh!II( i, '·' ' " 

HI B~ccy, 
1hank~ ror yourreedback oncl Questions. our lmornol toam runeornd or1 ttrijrn as well as u 
fewolher things on<I 11aYe mode somo Sl\lf!s and etranees, TO answer>•tJur questions: 

1. Here Is the ov troach Ugt wo twvo as of now, P1oaso let us know your 
thougil1!)/f~ (tl}i)Ck: 

1. 

Super1111en(lent or Do soto Public School~ 

Rodrock De\•alopment 

Fo rrnerM~or Mike 1Jout1111 

Paul Snider 

~enexa Chamber 

Joollo HO'fO 

~arks l\dv!soryB01ircl, Ctw lr 

HOA Ptosldantsof com munities In proxlm.lty-

City Co unc ,1 • might c hec~ wHh Deocy to avol<l serial meotlr►l! issuos lt1at woutd c~ uso a o po 
Meeting Ylolatlon 

RCl)ru~clilativu Adam Turk 

Senator Mike Thompson 

St, Jmnos Loactorship 

1. We docidod to not have the November 10 meeting aJ]d wm Instead Offer that 
information at o aeporete o'/ent ofter the gallery Vtilll( . At that e\'ont wo will t o','Of 
information al>outour program, qualifications , tho Lend Trust model, ate, 

1. Our intent with the website was to have that up if wevrere hlll/ing the Nowr11b{•r 10 
education session more or lass just focusing on FAQs and our work In Johnson 
County to date. HC'o'l'ever, now that vre are not having that V.'e will just leave out Sito 
as is and plan on launc,hlfl& o wob page when we formally submit our application. 

We would greatlyapprect11ta 11 collabor11tlve approach to this and all 
c:ommunlcatlons. If you h:we aw1llnblllty, could we set edute sometime to discuss 
th ese Items over tho nelctw.eek or two? 

Have e great wee kenc11 
l11<.1say 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Julie Sayers 
Sunday, October 26, 2025 2:50 PM 
Beccy Yocham 
RE: H.ibitat KC • Cleor Creek Update 

The only other party that I can think of to meet with (other than the Chairman who had heard about the 
project and expressed Interest) would be representatlve(s) of the MARC housing team. 

Julie Sayers 
Mayor 
City or Lenexa 
1)13.477.7567 

ir.avers@looexa com I www,lo:nua,oom 
Tho City of LeollJla: LeadetS /11 /1,e delivery o/ exceptlanat public seN/ce 

From: Beccy Yocham <byocham@lenexa.com> 
Sent: Friday, October 24, 2025 2:58 PM 
To: Julle Sayers <Jsayers@lenexa.com> 
Subject: FW: Habitat KC · Clear Creek Update 

Julie: I asked the Habitat folks a few questions, including who was already on their outreach list and here 
are the answers. You can read the whole conversation from the bottom up. 

!"would like to speak with you about this when you have time, but it doesn't have to be today. I know 
you're probably wiped out, behind at work and/or too tired to thin I< about this. 

We'll be in Tampa for ICMA starting tomorrow, back Wednesday late morning. I could talk from Tampa 
sometime Monday or Tuesday, Wednesday afternoon when I'm bac l< or if all else fails, next Friday. 
Thanks. 

Beccy Yocham 
City ~11119er 
City of Lonol(II 
!113.477.7718 
bvochem®lenexa.com I )WrN,!eoo5e,com 

The City ol l a11a a: Loaders In the dcNVIY}' ol oxcttp/1,;mnf public; sorvfco 
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From: Lindsay Hicks <lhicks@habitatkc.org> 
Sent: Thursday, November 20, 2025 3:06 PM 
To: Beccy Yocham <byocham@lenexa.com> 
Cc: Scott McCullough <smccullough@lenexa.com> 
Subject: FAQs 

CAUTION. This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not dick llnks or open attachments unless you reco1nlze the 
sender and know the content Is safe. 

HI Beccy and Scotti 

One of the Items we discussed was your opportunity to review the FAQs Info we will be putting on the 
website. Please see the attached draft and let me know your thoughts/feedback/edits. 

I know Tim was going to get back on the traffic question. Just let me know where that lands. 

Thankyoul 
Lindsay 
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From: Lindsay Hicks <lhlcks@habltatkc.org> 
Sent: Friday, November 21, 2025 9:48 AM 
To: Scott McCullough <smccullough@lenexa.com>; Beccy Yocham <byocham@lenexa.com> 
Subject: Re: FAQs 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the 
sender and know the content Is safe. 

Thanks, Scotti If possible, the first week of December. 

Lindsay 

From: Scott McCullough <smccullough@lenexa.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 20, 2025 4:38 PM 
To: Lindsay Hicks <lhicks@habltatkc.org>; Beccy Yocham <byocham@lenexa.com> 
Subject: RE: FAQs 

Lindsay, 
We will certainly review/add to the FAQs. A traffic study will not be required for the project. What Is your 
expectation/deadline for receiving comments on the FAQ? 

Scott McCullough, AICP 
Community Development Director 
City of Lenexa 
Phone: 913.477.75321 Fax: 913.477.7730 
s ccullough@lenexa .com Ibllps:/Lwww.lenexa.com/Home 

The City of Lenexa: Leaders In the delivery of exceptional public service. 
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From: Scott McCullough <smccullough@lenexa.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, December 2, 2025 3:40 PM 
To: Lindsay Hicks <lhlcks@habltatkc.org>; Beccy Yocham <byocham@lenexa.com> 
Subject: RE: FAQs 

HI Lindsay, 
Below Is a link to City staff edits, comments, and questions. I left it raw without refining any edits- make 
sure you view In "All Markup"view to see comments to the side. Happy to jump on a call or Teams mtg to 
discuss any of them. The link should provide anyone with rights to view and edit so you can forward It to 
others If needed. Let me know of any questions. Thanks for letting us review this! 

~ Runnjng FAQ- Lenexa City Comments.docx 

Scott McCullough, AICP 
Community Development Director 
City of L1=mexa 
Phone: 913.477. 7532 I Fax: 913.477.7730 
smccullough@lenexa.com I https://www.lenexa.coml.l::l.rune. 
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From: 
Sent: 

To: 
Subject: 

Lindsay Hicks <lhicks@habitatkc.org> 
Tuesday, December 2, 2025 4:59 PM 
Scott McCullough; Beccy Yocham 
Re: FAQs 

AUTION: This emall originated from outside of the organization. Do not cllck links or open attachments unless you recognize the 
sender and know the content Is safe. 

Thank you both and your team! 

I don't think I need to hop on a call. These changes all make sense to me - I addressed some questions, 
added In language regarding renting, and cleaned everything up. I am not sure how to add the original 
concept map on the website FAQ but will have marketing take a look. We definitely can have It In the 
printed FAQs for the Gallery Walk and Coffee Connections meetings. 

Website link Is as follows: bttps·//habjtatkc.org/lenexa-homes/ Let me know If you have any changes 
on this. Of course, the FAQs will be updated based on your suggested changes/comments from today. 
The website will be updated frequently as we receive additional questions that we feel are of value to 
add. 

Gallery Boards and the Post Card mailings are completed. Doug Is working on the certified letter as 
required by December 15. • 

I have had a lot of great meetings pertaining to the project. Overall, people seem to be happy about this 
approach to affordable housing in the community. Something of note - Dr. Gibson mentioned that the 
three schools these homes filter into are up for expansions with the Bond money they earned. He thinks 
this project demonstrates the need to prioritize them. 

I can't thank you both enough for the extra support and set of eyes on this project. We appreciate It! 

Lindsay 
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1, What la Habitat for Humanity? 

Habitat for Humanity Is a nonprofit organization that partners with famltlcs and volunteers to build 

111fordoblo homos and help families achieve strength, sleblllty, end self,rellance through shelter. 

2. Whero 11 this neighborhood located? 

This GO-home Habllat neighborhood Is located at 91'1 Street ond Clore Rood. 

Tho Property surrounds the City's award -winning Cleur Croek Stormwoter Detention project, which 

was completed In the spring ol 2017 end arrers e 1.6 acre recreotionul pond, regional In-stream 

Wetland basins, stream corridor enhunccmonts and on extensive troll sys tom foulUrlng ovor one 

mile of paved recreatlonal~ral~ 

lmmodlotoly odjocont to the Property to the south le an approximately 40 +/· acre future City perk 

site, which, when combined with the Clearcreek Improvements, wilt provide unporeneted 

recreetlonat nmenltles to the residents al the area. The community Is being developed with 

sustainability, sofoty, and n strongsansifol communlly In mind. 

3. How many homeawlllbe~ull"7'----------------------~ 
A total of 60 for sole ho mas will be constructed In phases, yplcally over 6-~ ears, de endln on 

funding, volunteer evalleblllty, and wealher conditions. 

4. Who can op ply for• Habitat hOme? 

Appllonnta mull meet Habitat'• three main criteria: 

• Noad for housing (o,g., currently living In unellordable, overcrowded, or unsafe condition a) 
• Ability to pay an affordable mortgage 

• Willingness to partner (oompletlng partner hours and homeowner education) 

6, What are "partner hours"? 

Portner hours refers to the time future homeowners Invest by helping build their own homo and the 

homes at their neighbors, attending financial literacy or home maintenance workshops, and 

partlclpotlng In community ootivltles, Typlcolly, homeowners contribute 100+ hours. 

8. How much wilt a Habitat homo co1t? 

Hobltol homos aro owner-occupied ond ore sold 01 cost, with no nrtordoblo, zero- or low-Interest 

mortgage underwritten by Habl\at lor Humanity. Monthly payments ere bosed on the homeowner's 

Income end ere designed lo be no more thon 30% of their gross monthly Income lo ensure 

olfordablUty. 

7, Wilt all those homos bo Habitat homos? 

Cm1111 11• 11 lu l (SM I J: Tlil -: b Imm th • RI r 1h •1•1v l L•\•t:j 111 I 

j ml~hl hr lp \', dh l rv1ri!n,: lhi) r rof)--1 11,•, 

Comm1nt1d (SM2I: Should •ownor-occupled" b1 
lnc1ud1d. C1n own11111n1 our their homo II In tho 11nd 
uu, t? M1yb■ thtrl 1houtd b1 I Hplrt ll qulllk>n about 
• bllltyto ttnl7 

Comm1nl1d (MN4J: It lhlt truly lhl llmolromo? 

Comm■ntod (GU5R4I: V11, with lnrru lructuro ond 
r drol ·n,. 
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Habitat KC Is portnorlngwlth two locol builders to develop tho neighborhood. The homos wilt be 

ownor-occuplod ond purohosod through o mix of 1rodltlonol market loons and Hobi!OI KC provided 

affordable loons. All homes will be Included In the tend , ,us~, 

0. Are these going to be , tngle-famlly~ omea~? __________________ _ 
·--._ 

Tho homes will bo slnglo-fomlly, dotochod homos ond will rongo from 1,400-2,400 squoro loot. All 

homes will Include o garage, 

9 .. Will there be new lnfrutructura like 9Idawatkt and etreett111hte added? 

Yes, new sidewalks and streetlights wilt be Installed. The subdivision wilt meet oil City of Lenexa 

standards for platting ond developing the property. 

10. Wilt thoaa homaa affect my property value? 

Homes In a community tend trust cannot Ile used for an appraisal comparison for real estate 

transactions outside of the community land trust, This dovetopmontwlll not Impact nearby homo 

values. 

11. Wlllthe homeowner• be re9pon,lble for property taxes? 

Yes, homeowners will be responsible for property taxes. All property texes end lnsurenoe payments 

nr11 escrowed and paid through Habitat KC Just as they ere with o conventional mortgage. 

13, Are homeowner■ able to rent out tholr home■? 

The Homeowner shall not eublease, eell, or otherwise convey any of Homeowner'e rights under the 

Ground Lease, for any period of time, without the p1lor written permission ol the Land Trust, which 

permission Is subject to the Lond Trust's sole discretion In oil respect. 

p4. Are th• homu en•l'IIY••tflclent or 1ueteln1bl•? 

Vesl Habitat prioritizes energy-efficient materials and design, such os proper Insulation, Energy 

c 111 111 e;t1 c tl I S~,16) : Duu 11l1L• 111J... l l1r111 t 1rnt lni"'!l ·r,mfl .. -, 

W • u ld nll lwm.!C , 1.:\••J II lll il ki<l-1.JtC. lF> I .:' , lt i,-1 ,!{f 111 11 11y 

\'.', 11 h n 11 11, 11liH1.l 

Commented (SM7J: Llnd11y-you mlCht not, the c■r eco 
and lill of C■r1ir;e hue. 

Star-ratod 11ppUonces, end efficient HVAC ayatama, reducing utility coats for fomlllea ~-----' --- comm1nt1d (MNIJ: I think this 1, 1,11111111,nt thon 

15. Whet Is a community land trust (CLT)? 

Community land trusts (CL Ts) aro nonprofit organizations governed by o board or CLT residents, 

community residents, and public representatives that provide lasting community assets and 

shored equity homeownership opportunities for families snd communities, CL Ts develop rural and 

urban egrlcullure projects, commercial spaces to serve locol communities, affordable rental and 

cooporollve housing projects, and conserve land for urban green spaces. However, the heort of 

their work Is the crcn llon of homos that remain pormenenlly offordoble, providing successful 

homeownership opportunities for generations of lower-Income families. 

Thero ere over 225 community land trusts In the United States. A typical community land trust for 

effordable housing works liko this: 

aomt of tho QUHlfon, below, M1ybo n11d to look 11 tho 
crdor thty 1pp11r. 
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• A family or Individual purchases o house that sits on land owned by the community lond 

trust. 
~ 

• Tho purchoso prlco Is moro offordoblo bocauso tho homoownor Is only buying tho houso, 

not the land. 

• TIie homeowners lease the land rrom the community land trust In a long-term (often 99. 

year), renewable lease. 

• Tho homoownors egroe to soil the homo at o rostrlctod price to koep It errordoble In 

perpetuity, but they may be oblo to reallzo oppreclatlon from lmprovornents thoy moko 

while they live In tho house, 

16. Is o Community Land Trust tho 1amo thing as o Land Bank? 

No. A land bank Is a public organization created to acquire, menage, and re purpose vacant land 

ond obondonod ortox-dellnquent properties. These ore typlcollyoperoted by o municipality. 

17, r, a Community ~and Truat the ume as o Hou, lngTruat Fund? 

No. A housing trust fund Is a public rund created ror the purpose of supporting errordoblo housing 

through now construction, preservation, or subsidies. These ere usually created and run by n 
munlclpollly. 

18. How will homo own era build equity II It 11 capped ot 25%? 

Community land trust homeow11ers rocolve 100% of their equity back, Just Ilk• In a market roto 

homo. The difference Is In the morket appreciation. Instead of being able to retain 100% of the 

morkot opproclotlon of tho homo, thoy ratoln 25% ol tho morkat opproclatlon. Tho remaining 76% or 

market appreciation stays with the homo to keep tho price ortordablo for tho n•~t buyer. 

19. How will thl1 project 1lf acttralffc during Jconatruollon"-------------~ 

As with ony new neighborhood being built, there can be an Increase In traffic while construction Is 

underway. Howovor, no stroots In this neighborhood will connect to or through another 

neighborhood, so tremc should be confined to Habitat KC'S cohstructlon site accessed 11am Clan, 

Road. 

20, Will this project Increase lralllc onoe the homea are built? 

.-· Comm,nt,d [SMtJ: ~Tim o, .. n T)m Collin• (i>Nlck 
Nen•@COdyWilbera@Stevd Schooley pltlH flYIIW 
th1 qu111Ion 17 ■nd 18 trafflo Iupon1et (and olhert} for 
tht Ht blltt prolt ct. Thi• FAQ wilt co on tht lr wtbl llt . 
Th■nkt, 

Commtnltd ILH10J: Will nN d to conn,m at lht Pit • 

/ 

■pp ni11tlnih<nvthoyw1nt !hit on• lddruted HWlll, 
Tho now neighborhood will connect to Cloro Rood, on artorlol strMt tho! connects 83'" Street to 

,. ~ Comm■nttd [SM 11 R 1 OJ: VO, Cl■ rl ROid ISdui•n•d 
Prairie Ster Parkway. f"" with any development, the 60 now homes will Increase lo cat traffic, but the f 10 acc,pl !hit n, w llllflo , I orr, r • dill lo Mw to 1r1m• 
road network has adequate copoclty to eooepl tho vehicle trips created, end planned 1h11. Tho nol■d loft lurn l■n• I• pl■ nn ■d to b• •m~roy,,d 
Improvements to Clore Road, such ea a southbound left turn lane Into the aubdlvlalon, will help ) ne,tyu , " • cltyproJoct, 111• •tr- ■t 10 wld■ ■nouah, lh ■ 
melntoln safety end accoaslbllltyfQr all uaeraJ turn l1n1 Jut t n11d1 to b1 , 1rlp411don lh• , tr111, 

comm■nt■d (TG1ZR 1 OJ: Tilt oubdMolon will 1■neraI1 

21 , Whywaa thl1 location ohoHn? up to 600 trlp1 par day, 10 I would r1mov1 th• •1m1U 
number• I1nau•••· Th• 11ntence aboy,a It 11 I rue, 1h11 
lhl 1ddttlon1l lllp■ wftl bt I 1m1ll p.re■nt■a■ of th■ 
Ol'Wrlll (raffle on CIIII Rd. 
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One on One Meetings with Council 

From: 
Sent 
To: 
SubJed: 

Beccy Yocham 
Wednesday, November 12, 2025 5:05 PM 
Week In Review 
For 11/14 WIR 

Habitat for Humanity KC has submitted a pre-application to develop approximately 50 single-family 
homes on property owned by the City near the northeast quadrant of 91 st Street and Clare Road. As 
discussed at the meeting held at Habitat's Pathway at Heritage Parl< project rn Olathe In July 2025, the 
project Is anticipated to Include a mix of market-rate and affordable homes utilizing a community land 
trust model. A formal application for preliminary plat and rezoning (to RP-1) is expected to be filed In late­
November for consideration by the Planning Commission and City Council in January. 

If, and only if, this project is approved by the City, Habitat would purchase approximately 16.8 acres of 
property from the City for the new neighborhood. A 2025 appraisal of the land valued it at approximately 
$43,000 per acre. The City's purchase price for the land In 2000 was approximately $44,000 per acre. 
Habitat has agreed to a purchase price for the land of $49,000 per acre. 

Habitat is planning significant community education and outreach regarding the proposed project - to 
Include one-on-one meetings with key community stakeholders, open houses, and a project webpage on 
the Habitat website- all or which will begin later this month. City councilmembers are included on the 
list of community stakeholders that Habitat staff anticipates speaking with, in one-on-one meetings, 
about the project. As such, you should expect to be contacted by Habitat requesting such a meeting, 
which you may accept or decline as you wish. 

For comparison, below is the City's 2018 concept plan for the property, which we unsuccessfully offered 
tor sale via an RFP process in 2018. Habitat would purchase the property designated as area A on the 
concept plan, but their plan would include 17 fewer tots than the City's 2018 concept plan. If you have 
any questions about the project, please contact Beccy. 

Subjec1: 
i.o(Atloll: 

Start: 
End: 
Show Tln1e A,: 

Ra<=urranco-: 

Coonclirrl'.'mb,,1 Ch~rltoo m)(i H~b,,i1 KC 
158BS Blatk F.ob Rd, Ola\h;;, KS 

r~.i 1I1sI2026 no J>M 
Tr<! 1/l~/2026 J;J,; PM 
fel't131iv'? 

lAITTIOfL Thts en\¼! orf8_if'U:1ed ftom 0Uhidc e1 the 0'1'11.lr'li.tdUOt\ 0¢ n-01 (11(.k: lh\h Of ~n attxhments tmlcss '(OU rctqf;r'lill! the 
1or41or arA l:now Iha oonlmt I, ufo. 

rromc 
Sent: 
To: 
Subjed: 

!hrk ChMlton 
Th1mday, J~f'I.Jil"/ 8, 2026 I '33 PM 
Allfla Van Bn.<it 
Accepte<f: ((),Jm:~T.,m!il'r Charlto,, a1•,d H11J;~.11 KC 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subjact. 

A1111a, 

ninn~g ror gol!it>g bar.k 10 me. 

Mark Clwlton 
llu)rsd,,y, /~!11)3,Y a. 2026 12:56 PM 
Anrld Viln 6r""1t Kati,> Killen 
Bcccy )';:,:hall', ScoU Mc(ullo1J9h; lir.Jsay Hit,; 
RE: Offer from Habitat K( to amv,'H q.1;;,tlor.s 

ru,m: Ann~ v~11 llwnt qv~1'1J.-unt@h.1bitatkc orv 
Sent: Th1.1mlay, farw~ry S, 2026 12:53 PM 
To: M~rk Cllarlton ~mcharlton((oler,e,a.com>; Katie K>ffi<ln <kkille1\@lb.i1bil.tlk.org> 
Cc: Bew; Yocham <byocham@!<!ne~.ccm>; S✓-011 McCutb11gh <~mmi!liH1gh@!enexa,rnm>; Unds:.y Hkh 
<!hi<l<,@habilbtkc.o,g> 
SubJett: ~: Offer frorn Habitat KC to amw~r q'!le1tl:Jm 

~

l\llflOfi: n,,s ~rfl,.!!! o,,gi,,M,;,; Iron, uYl\lde of lit., oig,m;,•ticn. Oo no! ,;l',,;'• 11nh or~ att:v.hrnee,n unle« y,:.;1 r;;<Q!!nl1~ ,~,. 
ct Jnd knO"N the content 11- s.tfr. ----·- ·--~----------------

Councllmembel Charlton, 

TMnk you fo; reachlng out! Does next Thursday, January 15" nt 2:30 wo1k for yotJ to moot with liMsay 
and Kt1tie at our Pathway at Heritage Park site in 01atl10? 

Best, 

Anno Van Brunt 

From: Mark Chart1on <mdml10'1@1t'1>~x3.f.l:WP 
St-nt: Thu11d•y. lan1;ar( 8, 2026 12:311 l'M 
To: !:~tie k<llno 4kllJ;,o@habitat~C,Q(JP 
(c: lleccy Ymh.¼m <!t.J.Q{!Jdlll.@ll'llcrx,1 (Qm>; StlJU 1,kCullolJP,ti '-il!l.tt!ll!O.\,,Sh(!l)J~r,exa.(Uli>; At,n.a VJli lhw11 
~1!'fAfll,r1111t@J1,ibila\!K.w1Vi llnds.y~ ff!{ks <lh1:th@h,1bi14tkco1ii, 
Stmjett ~•: Olfo, from f!,Jbitat ~C to ilnsw~r qu,:,Uiiliu 

I would liko to mt)(!! With you ~lid di:;.C11Ss lho f}!Oject Off Clare 811d pos:slb'.y I0LII tho Olh<!r Olotho projraet. 

I w~, prnlly uwomp-0d 1110 lost low monHrn v,11h my ow11 e1,1npan:(s pro/<icls u<HI my ~ttlodulo in now Ol}Otl for the 
111o~lport, 

Mark Charltim 
C1J1Jn;i!trl:!ntbtr. W;ird ~ 
c,,oHtl'<l>-11 
913100 7176 
1/J-f.tlh:Jl:itt:Uvro,,:»,t (-Jill I 'M'NN}i;:?fJ.J!.Xl.SD!"J 
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s@nt: Thurs.day, oca•;~-b~-18~20252:35 11M 
To: Mark ChJirltan <ntrli;ultan@IP&Xll£2!JP 
Ctt Oe'<;ty Yocham •~@H'Deamrn>; Scott McCulLooglt ,amu11llaugh@IPne>a.ronP•; Anna v~n Brunt 
<,rl'.i!!Jbr1rnttillh~hlW~Ulli!>: Uflcl~y Hltk, <il'Jkkiiil':L~bil,ll•A ,orv.~ 
S1.1b)Mt: Offer from Hablut KC co •mwer queit.ioni 

r(AIJHON: lhh, ffil,Jil qrigtnat·~ frOffl OLJH~ of 1i"H'l -Ofg.flf1l1.11iof1. Do ~,~;tick" 11;;·5,· Of (J~j ~uach~~~~-;1e,u V~I~ fNC,grtll(l ltl() 

~Md.n ;tl",d know tftt1 (Oi\lCtlt ,~ S3fo, 
" ---

GoM r.llomoon, Courtcllmember Charllan, 

I 1i1Jpo you aro doing wen and enjoying the 110Ucl11y $Oason. Wo itJSt wa111ed to f04low up on our off<ir lrorn 
mid-Na~s1111Je1 to meet wlt11 '/OU about our propOMHI projact. Now th.at the application is in, and wo tmvo 
had public Information OIJPOflllliillM, wo aro happy to answer any questions you might now llave, 

I llavo copied Anna Van Brunt our Focus Communities Coordlomor on this <HtWil, ond sho can 110lp 
schedule a time I! this is of Interest. 

You hallo liKoly soon this information, but just in case, n,ero Is our dedicated webpage obout the 
proposi'!d project: https://habita1kc.crgltoncx11•h<lmost 

Thllnkyou and f1lM! 11wont1orlul~nd to Um youf, 
•Kotio 

fsmhlhtg .1 •-:,rn~s Llty r,m1mu11H}' 
•,Nhnt! r'tfl}'-tme has .J :s,dc, dl!ccnl 
,MH1 J:ff111'd,1bl1! 1il.'A.t" (1) {,lil hnw-0 

Kalle Killen sM/rl[!f/l"'2rs 
f);f eclc,r of Advrn,acy and con1111uriity 
Ccilabornllcn 
816•924·!-0fl~ X 10!>3 

[illl.',,;I r,~1 _ _. h-EIJil;dfti;t:.Ollj 

"'Noto I will be otrl of off/co for some holielny time of/from 110011 Dtiaomb;,r f!ll/1,Deccmbor 211111• 0 

Su!Jjed:: 
Location: 

Statt 
End: 
Show Tln1e As: 

Ofgilflb:er. 

Co•Jlit!membet (l\!;ftor, aoo Habitat KC 
I !.SB~ Black Bob Rd. Ota1h<>, KS 

TIY.t 1/15/20262 30 PM 
Thu 1/15/2026 3:15 PM 
Tcntltivt' 

CAlfllOII: Th~ row-I oo,iinaled r,om oollide of the Oll;l"liZalion. ()<) Ml ti:k !mk, tef opNI dlt.J<httie"1, unl<"« \'<lU ff(O€nl2¢ the 
<Mid~ and blow tho contf!lt I< uf•. 
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From: 
Soni: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subje<l: 

Arma Van Brun1 <av.;~b1uf1l@hlibit~t~c Or\p 
llrur,day, jlinll"'Y 8 .. 2026 12:S3 PM 
Mark Cf1j1Jr.01\ Khti.e Ki!k>r, 
6,x(y Y<XMm; Scott MLCuf!<1<Jglr Li111Jsay Hicks 
R~: Otte, from !➔ab '.JI KC W &11:IW()f q•J~tions 

~

f.i\LJHON: Thi; crnall originated from out,ld<" ol !h<' ori•'111;,l101'1 Do n,;,1 di:k links« op~n att.>ehnlffill un!fl! )'-Ou m:ognl1,i, lho 
s.n(ll;r Jfl<J know tlH> «:>l!tenl Is 
---------- ------ ,_ ,,~,~~----

Councilrno1r1bar Charlton, 

n1on~ you for roa~hlng out! Ooos noxt Thursdoy, Jonumy 15'" ot 2:30 work tor you to meet with Limls11y 
ond Katia at our Pathwoy ot Heritage Pork site in Olathe? 

Beat, 

Arllltl WH) Brunt 

'1ff Habitat 
~ for Humanity• 

o4 Katils Qty 
BuihJi111; ,1 t,;,l~'JS .. J,; City fof,1m1u11ty 

wit-rte l!\'•.!V)'Ht'·-l! 11.J~ it ~..lft\ ~ku•n1 
Jud -1tfordab!a• p2;1t."f' to ,.1tl home 

A1m11 Van Brunt sJW!/Jw.r/r.",s 
F□ t:ri:!l Comr'l'runlt!os Coordlnntor 
fll6 !)24,f(l{I-O ~ 1054 
luiJilJ1tl1t·.or~; 

From: Marl, Charrto11 ~rn~har11Qn(ijlle11exa.rnm, 
&ent: ThursdiY;, Jam1ar)' 8, 202611:38 PM 
To: Kali.:, KIiien <kk,tlOn@habllatkc.org> 
Ct: OeW( Yuctun\ <byo£IN,m@ler..xa.com>; Scott Mct11llough <1min1ikH1gl1@le1~x.uom>; A,111a Vall llwnl 
qvanbrnnl@hat.,il~tkc.crrg>; Lindsay Hkt.., <lhlcksi;Dllslibilatkc.01g> 
5'Jblect: RE: Offer from lfabltat KC to an~wer que1tion, 

K,,u,_, enll Anno, 

I would like to ln<i<ll with you (}00 CiSCUSS the projoct off Cl11ro and po~HltH)' !Ollf !ho o!hor Ol~lM 1>rojeeL 

I wns pretty swomptH! tlln lust fcwmorllh5 •Mith my"""" comp,1ny's prnjiJ.cls ond my stlledole is now op,orr lor tho 
lilOSI part. 

Pt<urw litl mo hiaw v.-llM works for ~•our schedule nnclloc1Hio11 to meor? 

Haspm:lfullf 

Mark Ch~rltr;,n 
Coo"'..;~4rW, ~1 '2 
Cl:'Jd~•* 
01J. 705 7576 
ITFB!Jrp7:i'¢i"i'¾'t":!_!:~~ I :6~~.±'!".'.'l~ l,X;flJ 
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rrom: ~Alie i:;r,m dlilleii@l>abltalkorli:> 
Sent: Thur~IAy, Detembet ti!, 2025 2!3S PM 
To: Mark Ch.arlion <1T,CluJllan@)le1wxa.,0111, 
Cc: ~ccy Yocham <byocham@l<>no1,>,m111>; Srn!l McCui1wJRit <lfll{(ull,wgh~lene~a.com>; /U111a Van 8nml 
<avaooront@haol1atl:c.org>; Undsav Hlrh <lhlck,Q1>habltalk{\18> 
Subjetl: Offer ltom Hallilat KC to arw.wr qu~stion~ 

fAUllOtl. Hi,;-; {lffUH Ctig.Jriit<C'd ffomoutsi-de oJ the- C~Pi..Jnlt.Ukm. nor'!~ (t,d(I( Ytk~ (J( tf)rf'I att:t<hmf'nt. tmles-s )'<JU rN~l1r. rhe 

se,\di!I ar4 Ir.OW tM <<'ll!<fft 1:1 soh:. 
·-------------------------

Good afternoon, Councilmor11.tio1 CMrllon, 

I hope ~•ou oro doing wotl nno enjoying the holiday season. We iust wonted to touow up on our offer from 
niid•NO'iornllor to moot witll you 11oout our propoE£d projoct. Now that tho application Is In, 11ncl we 1w•1e 
had public information opportunllios, we ,lJO haPPl' to nnswor any qLIDations you might oow Mvo, 

I hovo copied Atma Von Brunt our Focus Communities Coordinotor on this iHnoil, and shO can hatp 
sclwdule II timo if this is of lntorost. 

You tuwe likely seen this lnformalion, but just in case, hare is our dcdicillod wobpage about tho 
proposM prnje-cl: h1tps;//11abltatkc,orgl!enexa•l1ome~/ 

lMnk you and ha'le a v,·ondorlul tJnd to tho yenr, 
¥atle 

1fftHabitat II for Hull!llnlt)'" 
of~O!y 

P.11cllli1~,1 l{,111.~.l!< City ftH¼'Htllill\1.)' 
'"'lrrn~ ,~vt£\'11:1t• li.1'> ..1 :i,tfr•, di:-t;.1'nl 

.rnd :iffonfohlt! pl.ire to c,1U hon-,,i• 

Katie Kilklt1 shc/J-,or/);tJrs 
U-recto, of Advocncy mid Conm1<1mly 
C1)1:11b:)1 nllr.Al 

1!16 024-t0'.1£ X 10~cJ 
h 1!1il;1U,v .111q 
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r,om: 
kilt: 
To: 
Cc: 
Stlbjett: 

JoM l/<1rid1;,,; 
!oday, Decen,bct 19. 202S 802 AM 
Kati~ Killet, 
Li11<htty Hitk<, Arrn3 Vail Bruni, Be<ty V1Xl"rn: Smtt MtC1,lkl11gh 
Rt:-: H.ibttat oHei to tin'i\\"'Ei <fU~tOO!, 

I apo\oglze for g11-0sting here-my weer.: catching up horn travel last weak hasn't been nexiblo. Sirico tho 
11ollday$ opproacl1, I'll reach O\lt If I hB\IQ any speclhc qUO$hons, miller than building ganeml know\Mgo. 
TMnr.: you lot your 01!01 lost W<Hlk ond fo!low-ups this wao~! 

John Michael 

JOh'1 Mlchoot HaMtey 
Lcmom Cit'{ Council I W.ord 1 
iMnd!oy@lcnom.com I 78$.844.3314 

From: Katie ~Hien <idWe11@l1abitalkc.org, 
So,nt: lhurv.fay, 0..rnmbnr 18, 202S 2:42 PM 
To: .lollT! Hi11dlqy <jha~l!<Jy@!<Jn~u.com> 
C.ci th,dsay Klcl(s <lhlch@~bltatko-rg>; /inr,a Van l>runl <av;rnbrnnlf!h~bltillkc (l<f.>; 8Cc(cy •~O{h~m 
<byod,am@ler1~•"·co111>; S<:oll M<Cui1011gh <S1t1cwllo1,~h@lenexd.WFf1> 
Subje,tt: P.e: H,bH•I ,:,/fer lo •nw,~r 11u.,.,tim11 

fJ\IJl«ll-l: Tr¥S ~mJII 01lginl1M !rt.'11 o;.,t'1'Je o! 1tw-0rgan1,.ti¢n. oo Ml !lid, hnli or o~ei'I M1~<hm~nls vnloss you r«lliJ11if the 
!ct-ndi:t ..wu.1 ~,KJw t~ t011tcrll i~ 1Jfo. 

Good afternoon, Councl!member Handley, 

Wo justwllnto<l to loltow up on Olis mosS/ll!O to see 11 ~•ou W04lJlci s1ltl ll~o Ml opportunity to 11111<:wlth us 
Ollotll me 11rojoct f1r\d any quoslioos you might llavo. I k11ow 1110 <latos Anno orrorod lrnw passed.$01ust 
want 10 extend the offer to semi out sorno new ones If this is still ol interest 

Thank you ond hiwo o wonderful encl to tho yeor. 
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rmm: Ann,a v.o Brunt <.¥,a111J;-1rm@tiabltatlcors> 

Sent: Wcd11~1<l~y, C>c(Cmbcr 10, 2025 S:JS AM 
To: )01111 fl.ir.dlev ~Jhandlc•;@lcncxa com> 
Cc: Unds,ay !licks <li,icks@habltatlc.orc>; K.¼He Klll~o <kl<illen@hallllath.org> 
Subj~tt: I«,; 1-1,abltM oliet 10 M1lwer f!treltiOrti 

Councllmomber Handley, 

Approcloto you roaching out! I Mvo s-0mo limos b<llow thot work tor LlmJsay and/or K.atlo. Any of these 
should work for •;irtunl or in-parson, so lot us know whol you prolar. 

Tliu,sday. Oecernber 11'1 at 3 p111 
Tuosdoy, OC<;ombot 16"'at 2 pm 
Thursday, Docembor 18" at 1 pm 

!lost, 

Anna Van Brunt 

l!ui~dinµ. i1 K.1n5:21 City rnmrnunity 
,vh1•1 t.~ t'Vtir;·mw 11,1 i ,1.,,•f1.\ tktt!IM 

;1ml M'lon:1.lbk 1>1;1or (1J t .JU he-:'llt' 

Anna V11n Brunt .s1,,,/1m,/lu11~ 
f ;-..cu~ Ccefrvnunitk!s. Coo1d,na10, 
816-9:24-10% X 1054 
hahH.iilli:r,mcu 

From: John llandl<!y <Jl,arttfley@llerw,a.com~ 
Senu Tue!.<l.ay, 0E'l"t?l'1bet 9, 2025 2:46 PM 
Ta: Kalie till km < kkillcn@h.,bilaO.t.0rg> 
Cc: Arm.a V•I> llnlfll <a•1anlrnm1fjl-habita1k<l1g>; tlnd,ay HkkJ <llrkb@hal1i1atkc.org> 

Sobfern Re: Habrtal offer to answer qr,e,tloni 

Apologies for leaving this bo-I appmoioto 1ho ouuonch i!nd normally Hlfraln from nwohngwith 
applica11t1s once their applicati-0n ls In. HO".vovor, I was unable to join Um p10•,ious evMt you all held for 
Council, ond vtork tnwol is Iirevemin& mo from tills week's events. 

Would you all haYe Ume in ma nel(t couple ol weeks to Mtp provido an ovomow of the model and 
projoc1? II Yo\l throw some days and limes out. rm hllppy to snag one to, tl viTtual or in person mooting. 

Thanks, 
John Mlchllel 

John M!chMl Handloy 
Lenaxn City Council I Ward 1 
Jhon<lley(i"jllenexn.com I 785.844.l314 
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From, Kalt<' Killen <kkillen@habllatkc.org~ 
Sent, T~und~y, Ni.wrmll<'r ll, 2025 9:12 AJ~ 
To: John flandley <ii1•ndl9y@l~lt<lxa.«>rn> 
C<: Anna Van llru11t ,:ava~br1;11l~h:,bltattr.org>; Umlsa·r flk<h <lhltki!ilh;L,1.'llkt.<Jrg, 
SubJttt: HabUU off~, Iii a11,wer qt;esllor,~ 

I CJ\lJ11<m: lhlo; GtTI:dl or1RT;;.;d tro_;-_ o~isi,;Ju o4 lht> IJt'Ban,ntJvi. Oo not tit~i tht\s. ,,, OlJ.(!O -:lt1act10,erM unless. 'f''lJ r«oan_l_H' the­

s.-er111,N a® knO'A' the conlt:!flt h saft" 
" -·--·-·· ·-------------------

Good morning, Councilmornbor Handloy, 

I hopoyou aro cloing woll. As llcccy has shared, we are getting closer to subniittln~an application !his fat! 
for a projoct In Lorioxo. NJ ll folloW•Uf) to tho convorniitlon at Olathe Pathways, we are happy to sot up o 
limo with you to unswo r quostions. c1n<I Wik WiH1 you moro ol1out wMt wo iuo planning. We knovr.'Ve h~vo 
sevemt processas to got through but wunted to rrmko sum you hlltl tho oppo,tunlty to lndrvldualty talk 
1'11\hllS, 

I havo copiod Arma Van Brunt our FOCU8 Commu,1IOos Cootdlnoto1 on this e-111,111. Sho will bo 
ooor<;linaling mos I of !ho outreach wo do for this work. Sho is happy to sot up a time tor you to meet with 
Lindsay 01 mo In the coming weeks. 

Thank you, 

From: 
S.nl: 
To: 
Subje<t: 

Sub)i,ct: 
l1K,1llofll 

Start; 
End: 
ShowTlmeA1: 

Org1mlzen 

Cou1lnr.y lilcrkh 
fue-sdly,. Di)cembc, 23, 2025 12.52 PM 
Anna Van Bnmt 
A<cep:l'd: cour..:ifm~mber Elterkh ~M 1-'~blm ~c 

Cc,mr-mber !i1~K:h ood fiJ!l,tat Kt 
l('r,ec,~ f'ubtk M~•~et (8'/~0 Pefll(II,!' Ii\ Len-!'>a, KS 66119, Ullited States) 

foe tU30/2025 11:45 AM 
Tue tl/30/2025 12:30 PM 
te~1.1ive 

(ooncJ 

fl\lJTION, Tll'5 tt11all C<iJ:inatcd from 0<;111<1,; or 11,,; or&Mlt..ii,;,;, Dt> Mt th1k links c, ¢pen anacho1~n1< ur11,..;; you retllt!nlte IN> 
l~ft(/(,1 ill'l'J kll<TN th~ (oolelll i; 1M-e, 
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rrom: 
Senl: 
To: 

c:ct1.erleh@~1•.e.-lJ.l<:1n 
hJe'..doy. Dc..:cmb~ 2J. 202S I0.06 IIM 
Arn,a v~o IJ,unl 

Sullject Re,; Ofl(•r l11)11i H,lllim KC 10 .ln91i~I q1re-11ion1 

Perteet. 

on Doc 23, 2025, ul 9:42 AM, Anna Von Brtmt <ovanbrur1t@lrntJltatkc.or1p wrote: 

mm out,;.Jdp, ol 1hn organlu11c-n. oa not dtd linU. or ope 

Wondorfoll Is Public Mart.et ulrlght? 

nOut~noi, •!pl)J:1.J 1 c, .~1:~::. 

U11H1l, flit, n: ►:,111q-; City rmn1n1111ity 
·,1.'h't"re t:VL'IJ'Hltl' ha::, a .kl~t•. dt•rt•11t 
Jntl .,lkirclabk p!.u-r totJl1 J11:-mc. 

<Outlook·f0COIJIJ0k 1,png:, 

<Outlook i11s1a1,rmn .png:c­

<Ou!luok-lJr\Utlod-1,JlrlJ!> 

An1111 Van Brunt s,rl{}//tot//wrs 
Focus C.:.-i•,1hJrtil¼ls C0<.'>tdll\11or 
61G·924·!000 x 10,i-4 
tJ,tl,'11!~~.!!.H 
~oi,uook-gtxt53dct.pr1g~ 

ffom: tou<tney rn~kh <celter,{h@lene~a.com> 
Sl!flt: Tuesdat(, DccemllN 23, 2025 9:41 AM 
To: Ar,M VJri Bruni <av .. nb<~nt@hilbiMtkc.org> 
SubJQ{\l lk Offur from ll~bitat KC to an~wer qv~~!km1 

Oil Dec 23, 2025, al 8:56 AM, AnM Van Brunt "'OYllflllftJ11l@habllalkc.org~ 
wrorn: 

f Allf~1N: TN,~- c,lglnaic,;i frcm oi.,tsldq ol llw c,c;,n1u11011, 00 001 (~ hnls QI 0F"'1 
i,t1ad,111en111;1111!>$ 'IU'\l <Moi;<,lie th<' H•nc\t~ afld kn,:,« the <M1<•11 11 Jafo. 

Councilmombm Eitorich, 

Howwoutd ne~t Tuesday, 12/30 at 1 l:45work for you? 

Anna 

<OIJHOOK·012Si0kb.png> 

Btdldhlt J. J'...u1~,s City rnrnrnunti;y 
wh1•ft" t',Y.-f}1fN1e h2,s a ufo, d1;ccnl 
:11td ;1ffr,nJ,1hle pl.llt.1 lo f,lJl l!a:Jnh:>. 
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frani: Courtney £il;,1ich q~ile1ithf31ene>:ii.corn> 
Sent: Mond.ay, Ol!<eern1"'t 22, 2025 6:26 J>M 
To: Anna Vall P.,u,i! <a'llanb,unt@lt.ibitalkc.a,g> 
SubJoo: Ae: Off~r from H•bltal KC to ;,r,.w,,r quel!kln; 

You don't often get email from ceiterid1@lenexa,om, L~il.ffi.~.ti:li:.isJrn®J!~Jll 
h dep.:mds on whon it I~. I 'm oft work until Jonunry 5, 

On Dec 22. 2025, at 3:16 PM, Anna Van Bruni 
<1wanbrvnt@ihabltatkc.01g> wrote: 

CAIJllotl; ihh ('fll>ll 011\!ln•t~d f,0111 oul!idi' of Ii'<' Ol.,;M1i1111ian. Dot!<)[ {lid, 
liilki t)f Ofl("'l"t Jitt.Jch~nts urr:~·ss you rn-tC•tnlzc- th,c, K"ndfi' and t:.OO'N the 
wn,ett1is.uf1:<, 

Councilmembor Eitorich, 

Thl!Oks forroaching out! I em wmlting on finclingo tima nnd will 
~et bock to yol1 soon with some options. Would you pr!lfer 10 
moet with lind:;.11y mid Kati1' virtuatly o, in pe1son'f 

Best, 

Annu Van Bmm 

<Outlook-wlribn52,Img> 

Bu1hLi11~ ,1 f"utJ1~1¼ CiW lllllllmHthy 

v,tll'ft." ('\'C!.i}'O:W tu;. ,1 t~t!v, d1•t('1:t 

;lltd .lfford,1hh• pfon:• ttl f,lll hnmE'-

•:Outlook Unti11ed· 1.pnf.> 

Aooa Van Brtml slie/1>1r1/1>e1s 
Focus Canmu11J!l1?S C-001d11ator 
!ll6·924• IOOO ,: 10=,4 
~1-1Jiii,'11k1 ,u1q 

s0u1Ioo,-suhm:tt.pn,1> 

FrQfl\: CourtnflV El!erich <ceitmlth@lc,u:.,21.(olil> 
~nt: Monmv, P«:cm!wr n, 1025 2:~9 PM 
To: Katie Kllleo <kkilk>n@hablta1~corr.~ 
Ct: Btccy Vochi¼!l1 <l:,ycd1a,n@le11eKa.com>; Sco\l M<:tollough 
~!Jn('t1,itk>uglt@h_!J1("xa.ton1·,.; AnllJJ Vat, B1m11 

-:~vanblllllt@h.;lbltalkorg>; llndsa·f I-lid, <lhicks€i\l1ab:t.tkt.afg> 
Subject: Re: Ofter from tt.abltal t.t to anmer question~ 

Katie, 
WI1onwoul<l be a good lime to meet? I want to rnako su,o I 
tu.derstOfld an of the dotalLq to help with comrnuni-calion. 

Courtnay Eito1lch 
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On Dec 18, 2025, (l\ 2:35 PM, KtW0 Klllon 
<kkilton@-habitotkc.org> wrote: 

Goo(! afternoon, Councilmember Eitarlch, 

I hopa ~·ou are doing woll iHid onjoyiofl tho 
holi(lay season. Wo just wontocl to follow up on 
out offer 1,om mld•Novcn1ber to meet wi1h you 
about our proposed project Now that lho 
opplicotion is in, nnd wo hove had public 
Informal ion opportunitios, we mo h.appy to 
iinsvror a1.-yquestlons you 111igllt now have. 

I lmvo copied Ann,1 Win llrvnt our Focos 
Co1111nunl1ios Coordinator on !hi$ e-mail, and 
stte can help schedule a limo i! this is ot interest. 

You have likely seen this informaMrl, but just irY 
case, here 1s our dedicated wobpage about the 
moposed projoct: 11111rn:/Jh::ibitat~c.orr/lonexo­
homtls/ 

Thnnk you and havo o wonderful ond to tho yam. 
•Kalle 

~uU<lmn il K,tn~-H City C!'.lllHUlmit}' 

wl1i!rt' ot'i.'t'IJWR' 11,t'i ~1.,Mt-1
, lkt•:.'Ht 

J<llri ,1Jk1n:L1bll' p\nx• ¥.u i.:,1U h1mll· 

<Outtook-lucalmok i.pnfl> 
Katie Killen ~I11,1I,,,,;M,s 
IJ11 .:,~:to; of NJ-.•oc[icy and Commur•1y 
('-rf.:-11-ibmaliqn 
8 ll:,.(124 • \{)()(I X l{J53 
l!,tl)!t,>t~I~1;.1,!!I 

<Ollllook·rl,~~'S'J21d.png> 
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from! 
Sent! 
To: 
Cc: 
Subjr,e:t: 

Avery 8~1 
H,irs<lzt, O,,,remrA•f 18, 202S 3,0,1 PM 
J:!a,t;~ Kd:"11 
lind!,Y)' flkh; Mn,i V,i1i B11mt: U('((:,' Yc,cham; Srnu l'.'A:0Jliovgh 
R,•. ft~bital KC Proje-<t in le'n~:.,1 

I !(really opprnclate 1118 orrer, illll thnnkfullyyour site has mrmy details listed so I do not rout I! is 
necessary atthis time. 
I wlsh you 1m(f tho Hobilatfor Humanity of Kansas City Toan; II happy llollday season. 

Thank you, 

Avotyllall 
City Council Mornbur I Wmd 3 
c,1y of lencx,, 
c,ty 11011: 9-13.477.7550 
AbeH@tenexo.com I v,ww,1enttx1u:om 

From: K•U• klllen <kkiNen@habil~tkc.org:. 
Sent: ih11rsday, D,e~i,mbcr 18, 202S 2:38 PM 
To: Avery Bell <alw.ll~lenex,1,com> 
Cc: lin,hay liit~5 <lhkks@habitiltkc.o,g>; Mn~ Van 0nmt -<avanhrnni@habftalkt.arg>; Bew1 'l'{l(ham 
<byo,:laml§¼lcne..-.a.rn111>; S.:otl McCullolf&h <smccv!lougli@leno.,:;i,com> 
S11bJ«t1 Rr: H•bl1Jl KC Pior,,tt In Li;n.-xa 

(/\1.l f i(lfl: Tith ~mall o•lglnat~,j from 01,Wdc of 1h• orG•nlt•lk"1, Do not dick links or oµon otUtlii"ol!t1!1 1;nl{-11 \'W r,-,:c,;;n11n tho 
wndt1 .ind know th;, <«Mm 11 sal", 

Oood afternoon, Councitnwmbor Boll, 

Wo jU$1 WilnWd to follO'N up Bild see ii yov would like to schodulo a limo with us to MSWOI any Questions. 
Anna, wM sOlit Iha origl110l (Hnoil, I$ copied here and can help coonlinate a limo if !his is of intoiest. 

T h;:ink you and IIBve a wonderful end to the yoar. 

-Katie 
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from: A11na Van Brunt <avar1bu,1rll@habit,1tkc.org> 
Sent: Wednesday, Oecemb<!r 10, 202S 1:43 PM 
To: abe1l@lencxa.com -=abell@lcnexa.com> 
Cc: Und,av Hltk$ <lhlcks@habltntkc.org:•; Katie Killen <kklllen@habltatkc.urg> 
Subjett: Habitat KC Pruj~tt In t.moxa 

Councilmomoor Boll, 

I hope ~•ou are doing wot! and having a nice holida;• season so fur! Hobllul for Humonity of Kansas City 
(Habit,1t KC) lltl$ sulJmlHcd plons an(t !l rewnlngappticntion to the City for u 50•homo projoct ot 87" and 
Clam Road {you con view tho pmjccl we!J~ito here). It Is curtently planned that the project will go to the 
Planning Comi11i&&ion on January 5th and if it 11dv1mces from them, It will 08 on tho City Council agumlo 
Ji'lr)UflfY 201h, Since you were not on H,0 City Council yet when wo firnl $poke with other members about 
this project, wo wnl'IIM to off or you M oppo1tu11ity to sil down with our toam and answer any questions 
you rnay have. Please lot rno know if you mo itW:m~tod and I con oHer some times wo am a•,oilablo to 
connect. 

Loo~ing torwa,d to tum ring from you, /lllCI don't hesltale lo reach out if you have any quosticns! 

Anna Van B1unt 

.. Habitat 
' fer H11manlty" 

ofKallsasOty 

Bmhlh1g ,t K.J:11:-.,l!-. Ci1Y n:'kl1r:1lH1ity 

v,ltrn' 1.~v.:·tyc.111! lui;, ;i 'i-llh', decent 
,111d ,11ff11nl..1hh~ 11l,11,·1: 10 r.t'll hnnr1• 

Anna Vnn Brunt stw1/f11N/lw1,i 
ft)('..{L-'i Coiniw1u110k·?. r-~x;.u.F11~·1tt>t 

1)1(H)24 • 1006 x 1054 
h•lhH;i!JiJ.:,(U]J 

From: Cli,;ls,;a Willlatris.u,1 <twi~iim~!!l"-'ne,;1.corn:. 
~nl: Suntl;1y, (lt'<~rnbf."r 21, 202S 9:$5 At.I 
To: K,11 k! ~ilte11 <U:ille11~hJ'bilatkc.ore> 
Ct: B<;tty Yuchani <byocham!;ilene,.a.com>; Scc,tt McCullough qmcrnttough~lcnfr~~.coni>; Anna Van 8runt 
<avanhrunl@hal:H.tlkt'.org>; lirrds:iv ltich <lfricks@habi!atku,rg, 
Sublect: RI'; Offer from Hilbi1at l(C to ••w""'' quel!i<Jm 

Go-Od morning Kolio! 
Good to talk with you agoin! 

I havo had somo rosldonts om all racanlly questioning tho apptrcatl□n process, 11nd moro specmcoUy thO 
co,mnurilcatlon ond comnnmity ongogomont w,th this project. 

Can you go into nioro detail on whot HforH did In notifying, spea~ing, rnailors, open housos, otc with/to 
tho 5lJHOlttlOlng noigliborhoods loading up to your apptication with the City? 

I would like to hrwo all tho facts und dotnils t>elorn I ruspond to nw tosldonls. thanks so much! 

Chelsea Wllllamson 
City Council Member I Ward 3 
City of lcnex,J 

City Hall: 9H 477 7550 
Phone: 913 ,OJ09Q';l 

Cwilllam~oMOlenexa.,;orn I \'Mw.k[1g,ita,rnn1 

TIN' City of Lenexa: Leaders i11 the dclfrc,y of txceptional pub{/( lr.'r ;i'w. 
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From: Katie Killen <kl;Hfen@h~bit~tkt.01g> 
Sen!: Thursday, December 18, 2025 2:34 PM 
To: Chel~ea Williamson <cwllllamson@lenexa.com> 
'" BCWI' Yocham <byoeh~m()}lenel<;'l.fOni>; SCott M<C11llough <~mccullough@lene~a.com>; Anna Van Bnmt 
<ava11bnJnt@h.tbll.i1kora>; Lindsay flicks <lhick~69habimkuHg> 
Subject: Offer from Habi1al KC lo mw.-,.cr <1u~stlo11S 

fAlfflON; T~ ('fJ'"411 nrlgltu1td from OUl!idn nf tho org_an.,J:aHon., 0.:, net did; linh or cpfl'1 iUJcfont•nu t;iTh.!S.S. you f('{(@ll~ thP 
<en<lN and k1ww 11\e rnnrnnt I~ ~Jfe, 

Good oftomoon, CouncHmornbor W11Uamson, 

I tlopo you 1110 doing welt amt enjoying tho holiday aoa~on. Wo just wanlod to follow up on our ulfor lrom 
mid-November to rtlOttl Wilh you about Olli f)IOl)OS(l(l projGGI, Now 1hlll the applic;;ition jg in, and WO huvu 
had public infornmlion oppo1tur1ilies, we mu llapp~• to 011$\~(" ony questio11s you might now lrnvo. 

I have copied Anna Van B1u11t our Focus Communities Coordinator on this e-mail, and sho cnn help 
SCh-O(IUIO tl lil110 It !his is Of lntornr,t, 

You have likely seen this Information, 001 just in case, hers is om dedicatlld webpogo about tho 
proposod wojnct: hllps://llabltatkc.01gllenexa•homes/ 

Thank you and have o Y,'orltforful ond IO the yct11, 
•Katie 

1ffHabltat 
'- for Humanity" 

ofKanwsOly 

Bud,Jil'i~ ,l K.u1s.1s 01)' (i:ef01-t'JhHl1)1 

v,hl't•.: e\-CT")'1J<1u.· ht1s ,1 :,.3J1!,d1'((•n1 
-tilld rlffnnbhli.• pl,m• lo c1)l hnrnt• 

Kalle Killen &Jw/he1/hc•1s 
l)iff,cteit cl Ad,oc11<:y 11,1d Gu1\!n1111ily 

C(1tlI1bor ;'tlh:,n 

81(Hl2•H006 x 1053 
h.1l1Ji.)llir,11t;J. 
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From: 
Setnl: 
To: 
~ 
S11bje,1, 

Kat'<' Ki~,, <ll;ill~n@hs>bnatk< <rg> 
Thllr~rt,,/, 0'1'umb11r Ill, ;N;JS 7·34 Pl.1 
Cra¼J D'fnny 
e.,myVwh,i,1,; Scott McC1llml!,h. A!ill,i Von B1unt lind,~y Hi(k> 
Oflcr 11= Habitat KC to anmw qu<>itions 

I CAUTION: This email orlgmatfld from outside c•f the org~nlzatioo. Do no1 ckk links c,r open, att;1chm(:nh unJC'}i ycu rCtt.)£nllt tF4.'i 

-~i'l ~d kflO-A' I~ CCfltMliS sare. ------------

Good a1wrntmn, councilmemoor Dor1<ly, 

I hope you are doing wel( 1md 011Joyi11g 1ho holidny so,rnon. WQ just wanted to toltow up on our offer lrom 
rnid •Novemlrnr to meet with you aoout our pro(}Ose(l projoct. Now that me amJ11cation is in, and we ha'la 
had public information opportunitios, wo aro happ;i to 11nsl'rur ony questions you t11iglH now 110•10. 

I ha•,e COflled Anna Van Brunt our Focus Communities Coordin!llor on this e-mail, orn:J sho can holp 
schm1uto o MiO if this is of intorM!. 

You have likely seen tnis Information, llut just in case, here is our d€dicowd wohpot:o ril:lout tho 
l)fO[}OS(ld P!Olect: lltll)S!llhnblllllkc.orgflenoxa-home5/ 

Thank you and have a won-0e1lul ond to thO yliar. 
-Katie 

1'ftHabitat 
\ for Humnlty• 

ofK.1-0,y 

H11U1Jill{;:! ,i K.u1i.H City fotlWH1t1lty' 
wh.~n~ cvcr,,•mw h.1:,:; .a :liah•, drcc1,t 
,111d .1ffnrd,1blt• plue to c.1U hl)nlt'. 

Katie Killen sJti-l/le1/11,Hs 
Oueclcr of Advocacy aro Commun1ly 
C0'.1&00<1111011 
816·9N·Hl00 x. 1053 
h,ibtr.101.A: oPJ 

fro111, 

Sant: 
Chris HNm~ 

To: 
SubjKt: 

Stibjttt: 
Lacatlo,,: 

Start: 
End: 
Show Time At: 

RKU<11'flce: 

fr'da,, Ji<n~1a,y9, 2◊26 1(1:18 MA 
An11a Van Srur.1 
l¼c•p!ed: t<~Jn,,tmember He1ro11 and Habi1a: KC 

Co"'1dln,er11ilN HNrt¥1 M1d Habl!J! KC 
Ma;r1 Coif;;;; & Chornl.Y.e IBM!l SM1,a fe Tlbil DI, Lene,J, KS 6621S, United Sl,ll115) 

ltru 1/1 ~/2020 I UD AM 
Ho, 1/l 5/2026 12 15 PM 
TenUlr.'I' 

ArtfiA V,lli Btm1! 

mUltOH: This ernd of/f.lnatcd ftom ouhlde c-f the- org:.u,ilatkm. Oo not cfi<:k i:ik?. « open att.xhr1'reflts unlc·u )'OU te<~lllJ the 
w.ndH and kllO'N thi? cor.t«it lS sj'jfo 
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r,om: 
Smt: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subj1,ct: 

K-ltie Kit,en <l'il~n@h11biiJtk(.Of'J:S 
lhursd?,', O'c',emt>er 18, MJS ;>·~•I f>M 
C11ri< Herroo 
B;;Hy VocltJm, Swll Mc(u•l:xigt·, Ar;nJ 1/c>,n P.n.m1; I frnd,"}' I ii,;.., 
Of!er from Habit~! KC to J'lS\\'N qut>1tkms 

Go-0d ottomoon, Counc,tmomoor Herron, 

I hope you om doingwoll nnd urtjoying the holiday SOMOn, Wo jus1 wanted to follow up on ourortor lrom 
m,cHlovembor to moot with you about our proposed project. Now ttmt 1110 oppllcotion is In, and we havo 
twd public intomwtlon opportonili<ls. W<l are happy to answm any questions you mig11t n-0w hovo. 

I have copied Anna Van Brunt our Focus Communities Coordinator on thia e-mail, and sho can holr> 
~chedt1le 1;1 lill1e If this is of interest. 

You hovo likoly SMr) this lrifo1m~tlon, btit jt,$1 In case, here is our dedicated webpogo aboul the 
proposed projecl: h!lp$://habl!,ilkC.OrJ1Jli!l\tlXll·llOJllOflf 

TMnkyou ood have o wonderful end to the year, 
-Kalie 

'1ftHabltat 
\ for H1nna111ty• 

ol~Oty 

Bull1llri:t'1,1 Klin;;;,n Cityn:unmtmlty 
whr.•rr- l''t't:·1yo11l' h,h .,, !1dl1,drtt1r'II 
~111d ,.1;ffonL1tili! plat'r to (,1!t lllln1(• 

Kalie Kllle11 shl.•/),t,r/fn:r.1; 
f)f·oc:tai cf Advot:,;.1ay ftnd C-Ctll:tlldl'1it)1 

Co1'.ttbori1U.(;<1 
816-l}]M-100€. X 10&3 
l••~h11:J.a!~J},(lJfl 
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Ftom: 
Sont: 
l'o: 
Cc: 
Sul>Jt<t: 

Good morning, 1:atic, 

Cliri:s lie ran 
Thursd~y. iam,aiy 8, 2026 2:JB /\IA 
Kat'eKillCI\ 
13,(>t(y YO( l\!lnl ; S<ott t,kCullouo•~ Anno Von 0r~ t LirtdSOy 1r k~ 
Re: OHer (1qm l fabitat 1:c to onrw~ qu~fons 

I would liko 10 arr ange ll meeting wi th y1;1u ancJ rela•,ant HFH staff t1;1 leacn n,1;1re obout tll.Q proposed 
project In Lsnex.i. Please call me Ill 661 • 72941650 to sot a doto ancJ l imo. 

Chris 

Get Ou tli;,,0_kJfillO_S 

FrOffl: Kati!! KIiien <k.k.i llcn@Mblt~tkc.oqp· 
SMI: ThU U\111'(, D,ec.cmb~t IS, zois 2:33:30 PM 
To; Chris H rror• <,ha,ron@lon!:Xil,tom> 
Cc: Bcccv Votl!Jm -<IJ,1ocham@1e1te.xa.com>; Srn tl Md:ullor,gh <$mcwllouctr@le11e,a.mm>; Arma v~,1 n,unt 
•~anbrunt ~ h~bit&tk.c.otg>; lirid.1ny ll it k; <lhi~~~h,,hilntk,.org> 
SubJ~ct, Ol for from lbbit~I KC to a,w,, r qun tlon, 

(.j\ /JTIOII : 11,1, email or lclnJlCd fr om OUIII~.- of t~.e oreanlmlon. Do l'Ol ( li(k linl<i or 01)'!0 m u h11ffl ll UfllNS yoo ff«lerl tc tho 
1c1ldN and l;llO't\' ,,~ coolCnl h sofc.. 

Gooo aflernoon, Co1.mclt111e111be1 t-ferron, 

I ~ope you ~re <loiniJ wen oFld cnJoyine, t110 t1olitlayscaao11 . Wojust IVMtocJ to 1oltow up on our off or from 
mi(I-Novombili to li1001 v,1th you llMUI Otlf ll iOl)OSEicl prOjilcl . Nowtllal 1110 Eipp1ica1ion is hi, and V/0 Mvo 
tied public in!ormatlQn opportunities, we are happy to answer any questions you ml~ht now have. 

I lla'.'o cop'od Anno Von Brunt our Focus Co1wnun itios coordi natoi oo this o-moit, aod stio ca n llclp 
schMule e 1i111e if this Is or lritilre!it. 

vou h[IVO ll l<cl1• &0011 {his lnformotlon, IJllt Just In C090, horo Is Ollf OC(lfcotod w~ bposo llbO UI tho 
proposod projoct: hl\P~:/lMl>ltt1l kc•,or!!ftc 11oxu•liomusr 

Thank you and hovo a wonderful end to th e year. 
-Katie 

SubJ~<I: 
t.oc~tloo: 

Start: 
End: 
Show Tlmt A.s: 

RG(Uftilh(♦: 

Otg.tnlz"r. 

~l,lbita t Toor 

1423 E Lir1wood Blvd (1423 E Linwt1od Bh-d, 1:,i11~1 City, Mis,gv~ 64 11Y.l, Vnifoo Stdt~s.l 

lr>o 1/13/2026 2.()0 PM 
Tm: 1/13/2026 3.00 PM 
Unt~tive 

(nQM} 

CAIJTTON: Thi, em~II or~ lnotcd from c<JLJldc of the Orv,'lltal.lorr_ I>(, " " ' ~ll(k llrJk1 or 0Pl'fl 1tt~d1mcna unlesl '/l>U rl'<Ct!l'III~ the 
!ffldtr ~nd blow U1@co11tm t Is ••f•. 
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Frgm; 

S..111: 
To: 
Cc: 
S11bJecC: 

Bill N ck, 
Tue;day, Deternbc, 23, 2025 4.31 AM 
LiwJ>11y 11,:ks; K.iiV<! Killcri. l,$t-Ol)'~(❖}lg1iMif.com 

11;,;,~y Yed,am; s.:cu M<Cullougli; Anoa Va" Brooi 
R(~: Offer fr('.HT1 tiitbit.Jt KC to .1nw,e1 qae-'\lit)1','$ 

Yes. 2:00warks fine tor me ....... .,, ..... where should I mMI you? Thookyou. flill 913,424•9228 

From: Lind,a•t llkb •·lhlth@habilatkca,g> 
Sent: Mond~y, Oe<embl'r n, 202S 12:10:17 PM 
To: Bill Ni<ks <b11lch@'llene:,·a.com>; Kat,~1 Kllren <k~4len@h;,blt,tkc.org>; hi'itoryl<t@g11'1,,il.et;>m <hl<torykc@gmail.mm> 
Ce: Be«y Yacham <IY,ocham@len~~~-cr,111>; Smit McCullough <smcwllo1J1:h@fon~•a.com>; Anr,.a V~n Rnmt 
<•v~nbrunt@h~b:l•tkc.\lrg> 
S.,bject: R<J: 0ffor from l!,Jl>itat ~C to an,wer qun,tion, 

(J\um,11, Thi, eMail orij:¼l~ted hom om,lcl;; or the orr,,1;nlutkm, Po n,;,t clitk links or IJ!'{ln anochrr,,.,t1 un¼" you roCOf.nhc the 
sender and t.ncw the conlt'lll h tiifC' 

Hello Councltmember Nicks, 
TMnk you for rnaclllng out in reg11ro to our l)roject! It looks like the nflomoon of January 13" iswide open. 
We would Ila Mppy to moct oM show you somo of our other projects we have been working on. Would 1-
2 be okay? 

From; a111 Nods <bnkl11ilf>r111•xMom> 
Srot: s~tom!av, fJcrnmlier 20, 2025 1;03 AM 
To: Kalle r.,!len <kklllen@habltatko-rp; hlstorykc@gmall com <hl~torykc@glT!i'lil.co111> 
Ct! Bew1 Yocham ,1:t,'<Xl1am@lenexa.mr11>; Scott M<Culloi,gh <smccullour,h@lenaek~ coo;,; Anna V~o 8rnol 
<Js•.1nhrn111 lailubit,llkc.oig>; Lio,d~ay HILU <lhlck~l§lllahit.alkc.oig> 
$11bJv<I: Re; Offer from Habitat KC to ,m,wer qu~stlon. 

Tl\ank you, Kotlo, Good morning ar,rf Yes, l'o like to meet, And I'd like tor yoo or your co-workers to take 
mo to somo othor subdivisions that ~•ou hovo dovoloped and somo Hol:llrnt home8. I've wen Ifie Olathe 
project earlier. I'd like to soe linishad and mature projects. Since I am mostly rntifod rny Jan 7,8,9, 13 am 
1reo all day. Thank you for the offor. Merry Christnms and Happ~• Holidays. Bill 913-424-9228 

Got OU!loilx lot iOS 
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qva11bru,n@hatit;,tkc org>; lin<ls~v Hkk~ <ll>i,;k1@hal1i1•tkt.orc> 
Sooje<t: Of for from Habitat KC to answN qul.'stions 

CAUl tort: 1hii. cm-alt origln,:it~d ftotn ouuld-c or {ft,!> eirt-&llit,Hivn, Do not ell{;, lin\s ct ctX•n iJU ~dunenh un~u you recOi:nlte tht1 

sit'ndH ,11Y.i i:ocw th"' ccnlPnt Li iafe-. 

Good 111wmooo, Councilmembe, Nicks, 

I hope you am doing well and onjoying tho Mlidlly soar.on. Wo just wonted to follow up on our offor lrom 
mid-Novemlier to meat with you about om proposed 11roj1'ct Now that Olo 1ll)f)liCll1iOO Is In, and we lmva 
had public intormotioo opportunities, wa are happy to answer anyqu,is!ions ~•au might now have. 

I hove copied Anna Van Brunt om Focus Commuriitlos Cootdinator on this ll•mail, and she can help 
schod1Jlo a tfmo It this Is of Interest. 

You have liki!ly soon this lnlom1otion, blll fuse in coso, horn Is our dedicated 111ebpage about the 

proposed project: https:/thabitatkc.011Vlcncxa•hon1os/ 

Thank yc;u and ht!\10 I.IWOrldetful Ol'ld to lhe ~•o(ll. 
-Katie 

1ftHabitat 
' for Hmanlty• 

\!l~Oty 
~mlith".t',:? ,1 K.1ni;J5: Cityc.-x111mu11£t;· 
wh1·n~ eve1)11m1~ ILH a Lafo, dccl!nl 
1;ml Mfufll,)bil' pJ;1n,1 r~'I l'-tll ltnu\1\ 

From: 
Sem: 
To: 
Subj~c,: 

Katie KJ/hm <;./1<>/ltlif//1,rrs 
(!½fectot (ff Ad11(X::i>r~Y and f',.c..'f1M1'mnily 
CoHaboraUon 
816·9-24-1(196 ~ 1053 
JMhii,1lhLIIIK 

Bill Nr(ks 
Wedr,e,d,1y, D<s:emb~r 31. 202~ 629/iM 
Lind,ay Hich 
RJ;: C'.Fff r,m, Habit~t KC to arwwe, quc,stic,ns 

Thank you,Llndsny ................ Happy Now Year. Seo yoo In a couple of weeks ...... Bitl, 913·424.9228 

Got Outlook ror iOS 

from: llnds..y Hikh <lhlcks@hablta!l.c.01g> 
Svnt: Tuoway, De,emb,r,, 30, 2025 11:03:5'> AM 
To: 8"1 Nicks <bnlckt@l~m,u.tonr> 
Soojtm R~: Otli1, from Habltal ~C to aflsw1?1 questions 

Good mornir1g, 
ljust sent you a colonder invite for this. Wowitt meet at 1423 E Linwood Bl~d. Kon.sil~ City, MO 64109. 

Thanks! 

from: Bill Nicks <brolch@fi;,01,xn.«rm> 
Soni: TU(Hday, Detinnbur 23, 2025 4:30 AM 
To: LlndYy llith <lhltks@h~bltatk1>rg>; ~atre KIiien <U.<lleo@habltalkorg;; hiitarykt@gmail.com 
<lri11<1ry!ic~m~ll.com> 

Ct: ~Wf Yocham <byocl1-am@lene,,Hom>; Scr,tt McCullough <!li1<(ul'o11gl1t,:•lu<1e>:.1,com>; Anna Van Bnint 
<.wanbru11t@habitatkc.org> 
Subject: Re: Offer from Habitat KC to answer quest!oos 

You don't often get email from bnkks@lenexa com. learn why this i;; impo1J11nt 
Yes. 2:00works filio for ma ............... where should I meet you? Thi!nk you. mu 913·42.t-9228 

Get Oulloox lor iOS 
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From: linrh•V Hltk$ <lhi(kl@h,ibil~lkorE> 
Sem: l,food3V, [l,?,:,nm!Jer 22, 202512:10:17 PM 
To: Bill Nids <b<1lcks@leri,exa.c0efn>; ~tie Kiff.en <kkil!ell@l,abita1ku1rg>; hi1lorykc@g=i1.com ~hlsto,ykc@gmalt com> 
Cc Be<<V Yocl;am •:by0<ll.¼m@lcr'Hlx.l.w11»; Scott Mi:Cul~ugh ~1m{{U1iough@fone,~.com>; Anna v~,1 Brunt 
<avanbrunt@hablta1kc.org> 
Subjl!'tt: Re: omu from Habitat K.C to M"wer q,,e,hon~ 

CJ\1Jll074. Ttils email i:11,s;;,1at-c-d ftl}r:i ouhide of th<-organiution. Do rr0t dick link~ or npl'fl a1t,uhnW'rtl). 111~5 yov tNctt.niM thl' 
~td'-tt .itltl kntrrt Heie t'.tttUefll h :\aft'. 

Hello Couoollmembor Nicks, 

Thank you lor roochlng o-ut In regard to our project! It looks Uko 1ho afternoon of Januar,' 13'' is wide open. 
Wo wo-uld !)@ happy to mc,nt end shmv you some of ou1 othor projects we have been working on. 1Nootd 1-
2 llo okay? 

Thanks! 

From: lli' Nicki <bnkk~@len~•:;i.com> 
Sent: Salurday, [ll!'rnmbcr 20, 2025 7 .OS AM 
To: Kiltie K,llen <Hllf.?n@habllatkt.org>; hl,toryl,@gma~.oom <hlitorykc@g111ai1.co!'n" 
C<: Beccy YocltMrt <lr1'«Mm@lq141•a.rom~; Scott Mc(tJllough <~mctulloui;h@f,.!>l'xa.c.om>; Anna V.m llrvnt 
<avanbfl1nt@l1~ll0!ijl!t<.org>; llmhay H,<k.s <lhlch~l1<1bitatkt,org> 
SubJ«t: Re; Oller from Babita! r.c to atmvet que:1Uo111 

ihonlo: you, Kmio. Good morning and Ye&, I'd like to m-001. And I'd like tor you o, your co-workers to take 
rrw1 to some ollior subdivisions that you ha~o dewilopod And ilomt! Habitat homes. I've seen the Olathe 
project earlier. l'<l!iko to seo finished ond mature projects. Since I nm mostly retired my Jan 7,8,9, 13 aro 
free alt day, lhank you for tho omH. Merry Christmas an<l Happy Holidays. Bill 913•424•9228 

Got Oullook for iOS 

from: Katie K~len •~klllen@habltatl.c.otg> 
Sent: Tll,1mliy, Oe{enib;:t 18, 2025 l:M;S3 PM 
To: !Iii 14'tis < bnick5@!enel:il,com> 
Cc; 0.-ccy Yoch;im <byocham~lena;,_~.eo111>; 5<011 McCullough <.1mcc11i$ough@lcnex~.com:•: Ann~ Van enmt 
<avanlmmt@habltattc.org>; Lindsay Ulch <lhick,@ha!:titillko<g> 
Subject: Offer from f!,11J.itat KC to ,uw,,,.,, qu~ilioos 

I tWIIGN: Ilks tmall o,lgil~t~f,o,;~;,;;~i<f~;~·c,g.•nizatkm. Do not d,d hnls·;; ~~ aH,J(ilrr,;,nt, vnhm ~'OU f«V€fll!e the 
ien<ler Md kn.:,w 11'1" c,:.,11en1 I< wle. 
- -
Goo<l altomoan, Councilmember Nicks, 

I hopo you aie d-0lng well or,o enjoying tho holiday s1rnson. We just wanted ta follow up on out offer from 
mid •November to maol with you about our proposed p1oje<:t. Now thnt 1ho i'il)J)liCalioll is in, and wo htwo 
had public information apportunitle~. we are happy to onswcr Myq-uostiOtiS you might now have. 

I ha11e copied Anna Van Brum 01.1r Focus Communities Coordinator 011 tlvs e-maU, ond sllO can llolp 
schedule a limo if this Is or inte10s1. 

Yau have like(y seen this lnform,,tlon, bot j,m In case, Mm Is oor dedicated webp11ga about 1110 
proposed project: https://1101liHiH:c,01gfie111iXa·homt!sl 

ThMk you Md have a wonderful end to the year. 
·Kiltie 

from: 
~tll: 
To: 
Subject: 

Bill Nkks 
Wediwi<l,r;, l};,(;,ml;,;•r 31, 2025 ~:28 AM 
tind~ayfli<k~ 
/l{cept..,;J: H,1!Jitat Tour 
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From: 
Stnt: 
To: 
Cc 
Subj.icl: 

lw1d1.:iy Hie~, dlllch@llabitatwf.Of[)> 
ft"1a'/, D<'f~mber 26, 2025 1133 AM 
AJlie Saye:1s; Katie KirJen 
B<'(cy Yodl<'lm: 5rntt McCull:;,.19I\ Arnlii V.lri Bruni 
Re~ Offot from 11,;ba.)t K( to lift.SW-er quc,!;tr.:}11~ 

t'/\IHIOH: mi, eri'1Jlil (•l\!.ifliltf,d rron, OlJt!ldi> ol thi' Olg~nll-!cliM, l)o Ml (,>:k ltnk, C< c.i1rn al!J<M1Pf"l1< uni«< ,'-OU re,;ognl1e u,,­
rende-1 amd lnow-the content ti sarec. 

Thank you, Mayor Sayers. We will be prepared with this lnformalion. Ir there is anything else you Mod, 
ptoaso rooch out. 

Lindsay 

Lindsay Hicks 
Prosldolll and CEO 
Habitat for Humanity of Karrnns City 
Lhlcks@habiUltkc.org 
913.475.9466 

from: lt,lir, S•ven <j1a1yersl§)lenexa.tom.> 
Sent; Friday, De(ember 26, 202S 10:30:59 AM 
To: Katie Kll~n <~j,;,llen~Mb,tatkc org> 
Cc: fleecy Yocham ~byocham ~leM:.a.com>; S<:011 McCullo~h <1n·.ccu!lough@le11~xa.cc,n1>; linds.ay Hicks 
slhltkH..i)l"lbitJ!kt.()rg>; Anna v.-n 6tt;111 <~vMbll.Jn1@1"1bil~tkt.orB,> 
Subjc(ll RE; orrer from Habil~t KC lo al\S\\'<!F (ltJCStions 

Good morning l<utio, 

I have reed through Iha website aoo feel comfo1tablo that batwoon it, the information sharnd at our initit1I 
meeting, and tne lnfom1a1lon that wilt be share-din the meeting packet~. I will have sufficient context for 
the p10tect and an additional meeting will not be neces$~ry. 

Howi,-ver, one Uilng I hat has been coming up frequently in the emails we've received from rosidm1ls is tho 
question of who will be able to purchase these homes, in addition to the criteria you Ust publicly, ~ease 
bo prepMO(I to SIIMO more lnf(Hllllltlon llll-OUt tho (l4;mogn1 phlcs of rosldclllS ol prior 
dovotopmoms: tworago slzo 01 Mmlllos, occupouonstwori.;torco sectors, 01c. 111a1 will llolfl 
Councilmembers and neighborn understand a little l:!eller the human aide of the p!Ojecl, 

Ihonkyou, 
JS 
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Forwarding Resident Feedback to Applicant 

from: 
S11111: 
To: 
Cc: 
SubJIKt: 

Llnd,s; lliLlS <lhid_.;/2N1dl!i,1>11«.org, 
n,rr~J,,y, o.x.,rnl><•r 18. 202511:14 AM 
StcU M<:Cllf!augl, Kali~ KYl<"n 
Anna \f,1n 811.ml 

Re•; Out1N1.h ,cl,wJI~ 

CI\UTIDN: n~ ~•niJ mig.ln•t~ frt•'ll Qlll!lrl,1' or tht• c,~4r,lr,tl:m. [){) Ml ,,,,:1, llnh or "11"'" .>ll,l<hmen(i ""'"" VCc\l le<t,l;fllte the 
iendN J4l(S •IXIW the c,:,nl~•t ls ufo. 

wm do, thonk you. 

Lindsay Hicks 
Prosldent ond CEO 
HObnt)l fOr Humanity o, KAMM City 
lhlcks@ha1J.1rntkc.org 
913.475.9466 

Ftom: s,ott M<Co/toijglt <smtlul!ough@leM"3.co01:• 
S<int: ThurW,.y, Oewmii<;,r 18, 2025 9:12:12 AM 
To: Kalie KIiien <lll:llluMjlhabilatkorg>; lirwhay Hitks <ini(kSl@habil,llk{.org;,, 
Cc: Al\lla Van ilrn111 qvan4Jrnnt@lrabltatkc.org> 
Stlbfect: RL Outreach schedule 

Thank you both for the info. I recommend re-engaging Council Mombar Charlton given he didn't rospood 
but desires a discussion. Thanks, 

Scott McCulloogh,AlCP 
Cornmvnity Devo:.,pmenl Oir,x:!01 
Ci1y of Lonoxa 
Phonl.l: !113.477.75321 Fa:.: 9!3,.Q77.7730 
~.mft:Ht.louf,!hii'lr•1111).i.fl.f:Ont I h1tps:l/'fNN1.{r:nciH.r:i:,niflionw 

the City of Lenexa: Leaders /11 the delrve1y ot e~cept/onal public service. 

from: t:.;,Ue 1:Jllrrn ~kkil~n@h~bit~lkt.,:,rg> 
$1rnl: We<ln,i,sday, Oecer11be111, 2025 2:19 PM 
To: li~d1,1y Hicks <tlildcs@habltatl.c.ortp; ~olt Mccuilough <smcculiough,@lcnec,:~.com> 
Cc: Anna Van lkunt .eavar1l11u;,1@lrabi!Atkc.or1;> 
Sub¼ucl: Re: Owtri,ach 1d1t>d11le 

CAUTION• lMs c1,1;H orit,itl!IO}I/ from out,r,~ of tr-0 org.k\lMUon. Do 11¢1 die.le 11nt, or - WA<hrne-nt, 11nl«• you recognize lnc 
Sfa.nder Artd IJiow the rnflt~l "sale. 

I would just ode! wo also mol with Rap. Ho~·e nrv.:l lmvo mada save ml ottornpts with Sun, Thompson il!HI 
flcp. Tutk • wo 8re working thmup;h anothr,1 nvomm lo try nncl got thosn nmntings. 

frorm Scott McCu'!ough <snicw!Z,oirp_~@!en~•-MPtlP 
Sc11t: Wednesday, Oe<emMr 17, i02S 11:16 AM 
To: tmdsay tllcks <!!!!Lck;@hal)i!Jll,J;_-i>JA> 
Sttbt11<ll Outreilth 1<:l1erfak-

H1 Lindsay, 
I cim't soom to loc~te th<: sehodute ot outfoach yoo plonned, bl.JI wonted lo convey that City 
Couocitmumbor M,Hk Climlwn asked obout wh<lt1101 o l'.Hi(H)fl-ono rnootln11 wotild oecur with hllll. Coutd 
you send that schedule and lei me ~now where }'Oll are at In II please? Thanks. 

Seem MeCulloogh, AICP 
Communl1y Devet.opmcm Dlreernr 
City <)1 LcrnJxa 
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ffOIU: 

Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

lin<l!ay Hd~ < ll>dSlE'•l11tbit~lkco1g, 
Mr,ndst, Oe<en1!,,e1 15, 2025 8:43 Ml 
Srnl! W.t'.Cullougli; Ouug Ubli<?ll, J<. 
Re. ltJibit.i\l ftll hllfMllit,• <Ie•,eropme,11 

Lf\lillOtl: ilJl1 Qmall -01!;;;,nalNl !,om ou!iltle or the o,~nlU!IM. [)o Ml (lie~ lillk! O< Oj,{:11 illl1Kltt11,:1',H union ~'OU r«ognlzo the 
S<iidet ar-;.J ln,)W !It<' «mtent 1, ofo. 

Thank you, Scou. I trnve 1eceiVed. 

From: 5-foll McCullough <1mcwllou,gh@le,m,-,a com> 
Sent: Monday, Dernmbl!r 15, 2025 8:17 AM 
To: llr,Bay ll;d.s~lhieks@'hJbi1atkc.org>; Dollg Ubb<-n, /r, <1t,;111gubl1cn@plwlp"'r1gl1tefrti1',g.com> 
Subject: FW: H,1biUt for t1L,manlty cteYel.:lprM!M 

Scott McCullough, AICP 
Com1111ml!y D(rv~l(1pnw,11 Dlioctor 
CIIV ot lonoxa 
PhOne: 913.477,7532 J FM: 913,,n, 7730 
!Hncurllmr,ihr{:Jl1!1lllftd.com I MtrJ'J://1*Ni•.',1,t-:.t~1u,-.~1 ,;c,~f"l.fl1ornu 

Tile City of Lenexo: lei;,ders in the de/JVery of oxceptiona( public scrvi.r;e. 

from: John lforn;II~ <jhandley@llenexa.com:> 
Sent: Sunday, O~remb(,r 14, lOlS l:B PM 
To: Public Record <f>Utllkrecord@lenex~.rnm~ 
Subjc<t: Fw: Habit3t for hu,-,untty development 

/-OM MICl1M1 Hanc,oy 
Lenexa City Cotm<:il I Woid l 
,h;1mJ!o1•(,i•l0.nom.com I 18S.8.t4.3314 

FrOfT'i: Crziig JonJ,i.n <q;tifJ.if,rtf"'1nhJ ~!:iJ~ll)iJ;'i {ctrn> 
sent: Wcdr1~1ctav, Oecemb-er 10, 2025 9:47 AM 
To~ John H.)Odf-:y <jh,11uHt:y:§}~Js•ne!,.SU v1~p· 
Subject: H~bltal for hvmani!y d(.'l'P.!,o~n~nt 

l.
(AlJfl[)'4: fhk ;.~J 011thllli?d ffCtT)-001\:Hff~ of the- OtQ.df\'lMl-Oi\ D{t flOl rl:!d; brih Of~ t1tt~krr11mts. unliw.- '{'OU rf'{~gnlre tht~ ·­
sender and lrrow the content is. s,tfo. ~+ - ---·------------·-

Mr. Handley, We twva concerns regmding the µark land being sold to possible Hablltll ro, hti'rnonily 
Homos. TIHiso oro 1/0fY smaH homos fourteen hundred square feet lnctudin& too basement. This is only 

I 

going lo lowor our prope1lyw1lue & llkotyilring moro crimo to thls aroa, I M110 livect in thi9 h-0n111 since 
l>elote lenexa annoxod this area. Would you like this in your bockyord? ThO trnltic on eighty lhlrd street 
is'atreMy a bad issue. There aro o lol more homes going up to tho wost to odd to this problem. Wo hnvo 
au thoso nowor 5chools adding to the laxes going higher, With myself nncl many otho,s In tho nroa 1etlrncl 
on a li:xed i11con10 wo need to Mve our loxes a1 n fixed rnlc to help eos,J mo to:< burden. Thoso now 
hOrne owners would nol o•,en po~• full wxe:,; since they won't be thll lMd ovmers. TMn tho land trust 
claims thoy will police me property upkoep, These homeownBrs will likoly be ve,y trashy JHOportles in o 
vory shtnt Mio. This neocts to be voted clown to put a stop to tills. 

TMro Is otso A sp'lledingissue on Cloro roa<l, t did see an underco1101 officer 11.irtnlng radar a fewwccks 
back but not when It wns in hell")' use this noe-ds lO l)o done more lrequen\ly, T11is 1m1k Is heavily used 
now it still has some b03tllifut wildlife but this will be cMsod owa',' by Len;;xa's grliOd to do•;elop the 
land, what a shamo. 

Sincorcly Crnig 
Jordan 
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From: 
S.n!: 
To: 
SOO)tct: 

Lirv1~.'iy Hd:i <rt1kks.~1IJ!il~alki otg> 
Tl1ur,day, Detentb..'< 16. 2025 1223 PM 
S<ott t,kCulk-ugh 
Re. llf!I j11opo1e-d ck-velopment In Ler.exa 

f t1i.UllOtL fhh t:>IMH 01lgl1ilted frotn OtJl\lde 6f the OtCiHli't.&ti:¢:tt Do Ml di<k links. or Of,)?fi -t1\t,J(!1Wlt'J1t-.: untm.\ ',Coll re<c,grJze tht.! 
~•Jnd~r ;md lr,ow Um conter4 ls. ufo. 

Received 111is Mich. Thank you! 

From: Srnu McCu!kn1e.h <~1nteolk',ugh~lenr,,.,.rnrn> 
Sent: ihu11day, ~cemt>er 18, 2025 8:17 AM 
To: L¼1dsav ltlcks <lhlcks@habllatkcorg>; Ooug Ubt-'!n, Ir. ~,;!r,ug<Jbbijn@'!r.helps,,nglnee,1,1g.wn1:• 
Subject: fW: !if.II p-mposed dt!',e!!opment In lene~a 

Scott McCullough, AICP 
Com1r1unity DC\'C toprnont l)lfoctor 
City of ton~m 
ft1-0nn: 913.417, '.1532 I Fax: !ll 3A77, 7130 
:ll'llt!CU!Juui.!hf;}ki110>:n.t:orn I flt1ps:/NiWr't lone,:r1.cnn1lf f.tn1Jr: 

TIie City of Lene:,:1;1; leMJers in the deliva,y of rm:c,prian11l public smvice, 

From: Stcp'1~nie S1Jlllv.1n q,u11i•1an@lcm,xa.com~ 
Sent: Tuo:tsda"(, l>ec~mb<'r 16, 1025 7:49 PM 
To: Publi! Record <11ub1lcrecord@·len,;;,:.},co01> 
Subj;,ct: Fw: tlrH jl(oposed developmeill ,,, le~xa 

Stephank! S!Jlllv.,11, AICI' 
f>,lannin,g Maoogt'f 

com,mrnlty Dl!Yetoi,ment Department 
Oty ol lenelt3, Kan1au 
17101 W. 87" Stro,,I P,1r~w,1y, l~r>!'Xa, KS 66219 
.s~.1{t1iviln@~D!'."t•)1!'2fl1 I 913>477•7712 I w\vv,.r(,•nl!~.t.Lo1n 

from: l!J.lf.2.U.@w.JJ1.£9ll! <!,!nrlU@m1~iL~i:@> 
~nt: Tu,z,Y.f,y;, Dcc.,;mber 16, 2◊2S 6:14 PM 
To: StephMI~ Sulli,•an <ssulllvaof;!ilen~•HOl•P 
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Ct: St;(fldllth,1 za:,l'S Rovn <~iifNO\l~Mik~>J~!~BL'E~~lL(QI))> 
S~bJKt: flffi prol)(»ed development in tenet.ii 

('J\IJTKJN: n,,, ;,n,lil o,Jthl.l!M rro,n ouun.'11! Ol llW! OfP,MrlU!iGdl, l)O 11¢1 {il{k 1,,h o, Cj)en m,dun,nt, enltti )'OU rP{Qf)lil~ the 
:-.en~~ ,1nd knO'N ll"'lr. content 11, safe. 

Grcatln1s Phmnln1 Marui1or Sullivan, 

We me residents ol the developmont - The Timbers ilt Clear Crook - OM waotoel to wrlto ll short note 
oxprnsslng our concerns over an apparent pmposed development by Habitat for HtU-Nillity Kansas City 
Oil Cimo Rood, locotM In tho bMUIIM Cl(!M Ccook pork that so many of us enjoy, 

Wo rnspacttutly request that tho City Council dolay or dony rezoning and tancl•USO approval tor tho 
proposed 50-home Hnllltnt for Humanity (HFH) cle~elopment on Clare Road until tull trnnspuroocv, 
lmJHl-tt 1mt1ly:iis, ond rnconingfut community engagement Ms occuired. Our concerns inclu-do, but mo 
not limitod lo, many ol tho bolow cha\lengus. 

1. Lack of public engage11ien1, discussion or trnnspnrency for such a high lrnpucl project to Ollf 

nolghborho-Od., 

2. Laci: of studitis to support chango in zOiling or land-u~o. No stu(lies on traffic, sctl-Oola, e111er15ericy 
access or stormwator 111111111ge111enl has been releasod, so assuming thoso haven't llappened. 

3. Lack of public transportation would soom p1obt<m1Mic for a ct-evelopment mat services a tO'.vor 
Income threshotd and surrounding roadways don'! soom 10 h,Ml IM fnl111str11.:1ura to support public 
tral\Sf)Oltlltlon lnCfOll$Q$. 

4. Propoaod HFH davelopment woutd romovo, lntoaupt existing trolls, and pnrr.: land trequented by 
hundreds ol homeowners in this mao. 

5. Currently, the funding appHwal aoo project management seoms to have occurred with01Jt appro1irlate 
neighborhood notico ond transpilrm1cy, 

There are s,:wernl oth-er issues to dts.:uss as well, including proposed sale price or the HHI 
<!llv<Jlopm0r1t. 

Ma\•lng forward with this proposal would rof)rur.um il slF:nifieflnl, negative Impact to the quality oflilo so 
mnny sough! v,hen they built, bought and moved to this area. This f)Ork hatl IHiuri a c,)merstone element 
olllfo in tho Timborn, 11nC1 whllQ we rccognlie that at some point, the city niighl look to dovelop this 
section of the peuk, as valuabto tax pa~'-Ort, In Lonexa our llop-0 ls ttiat ii wout(I be done with rno,e 
tmnsparoncy, thoughtfulness t□'Mard curre:r\t rnsloonts Md o•,ernll con101unlty Impact Oren what seelllll 
to llO Mp1Jening now. 

Wo'ro rospoctlulty asking tile City te 10co11slC1or onv Icon to move forward with this, unht at e niinimum 
many of tho quastiona posod nbovo h-0ve bean onswowd Md ocldrossod spocilicnHy. We lo•Ja living In 
LoMxa (moved horo flom PHX In 2022 and spocilicnlly picked this toc!llion In patl bocouso ol the park) 
and would hope that we con conlintJO to call this area our hom-0. 

Thank you 101 y·our conslderotlon, 

Scott & Samantha Rovn 
Creeley Street 
The Timbers at Clear Creek 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
StlbjKt: 

Llr<lsay Hids •: lh;(kS~ hJbitalk<:mg > 
Thu,sday·, ile<em~,:,r 1$. w;,s 1:411 PM 
Scotl Mccullo1,-9h 
Re: Habital lor hm1~11·1y deve•oprMnt 

CAUTION, Tl'.iS ~mall c,iginate-d from out!lde o! In~ C<ff,Jt'1IM,:,n, Do ,.,t <lick linis or opfo •H><hm,.,,t, unl<m yc<1 '"""ll"lze the 
~endN ..½nd know lh(1 (i:tflt6'11 t;; S-lff'. 

Sorry• hit reply instead of forward. Plea so disregard. 

rro,n: l11;:Jsay Hi,k5 <lhkk!,@llldbltath.org:, 
Sent, Tlarr!.tfay, De<:~mbcr 18, 2025 1:47 PM 
To: S,;otl t.l{C\lllough <$ni<:cullot'i!h~lc11ex;J .. Ca<'ll> 

SIJl>fe<I: Fw: Habllil for hllfOanllv dnv~lopment 

From: Srn11 M{Cullounh <im{wllov1:ht!Pl~P"'~"-rnm> 
Sent: Mooda-f, Dernmbt!, 15, 2025 8:17 AM 
To: Ur'HlYy Hitlo <lhid:s@l,obilat,corg,; D<J.tig Ubben, Jt. qfour,ubbt!n@pheli;5enr,i,ie,ning.com~ 
S41bf,t!,t: FW: Habitat for humani!y d"'"'laprt!<!rtt 

Scott McCullough, AICP 
Cornrntmily 0Bvolopn1-0n1 llir<J<:lor 
City ol Lo11oxa 
Phono: 913.d77.7532 I Fn:.: 913,477.7730 
:11rn:rum1u.~h(;-iJit)ltt!XHX0!1\ I hlltt~,://\\",•Nl.lt:1H~.t.lJ.( rn11fl 11JIJtl! 

The Clly of Lemm1: Le,1ders in !he clel1Very of exceptionol public service. 

from: .lolH1 ltaodl~ <jhil~y@le~xa.,om> 
$0111: Sunday, Oem11b<!r 14, 20251:23 l'M 
To: Public Re,ord <publiuccord!i!~ll!M;a,com> 
Si>lljuc1: Fw: tla~l1,lt lot htnmlllty devl!IOjlll'tent 

Jotlri MiCIHlOI Handtoy 
lanexa City Council I Ward 1 
jlmndley:,,,Jonc~a.corn 1785.844.3314 

From: Craig Jordi111 ~q::11tw;•ftf~!'~!tt(!P}lJ11".-111 ~u!n:5 

Sel\l: Wedne1day, De<en,bl!r IO, 2025 9:47 AM 

To: John Handley <1,,.,n,ll(•yfalm1•.<,1,1,rnP 

Subject: Hafatat for lwmanlty development 

(AIJl IQN: TN1 ,:,n,Jil or1£i1'3!«l from Ot;IAA or 111,0 ,;,rg-'ltil,li,;,n. no 11(11 (IKk link1 <:,: OP~I\ ~11,,d"llllf)lJ unlt-11 }'<lU rerogni,e the 
;endN .;c~ kf<)W 1'1-0 cOOtNl1 l5 s.:ifo. 

Mr. Handley, Wo hovo concerns rogarding tho pnrk land boing sold to possiblo Habitat for humtinity 
Homes. These are ve1y amail homes fourteen hundred &qusre feet including the bnsomont. This Is only 
going to tovror our proportyvaluo & tlt.ely bd11g morn c1ime to Olis area, I have U•Jed In this home ainco 
before lemi:o:a EIJ\11oxad this arM, Would you liko 1111s in your backyard? Tho lrntlie on eighty third street 
is already a bad Issue. There are a lot mora homes going up to the wost to add to this ptoblom. We have 
au those ll(!Y,'er schools adding to the taxes going higher, With myself and many others ,n tho aroa rotired 
on i'l lixod lncomo we neod to have our tllxos llt a Uxod rnte to hetp ease the tax burden. These new 
homo owns,s would not l'.t\'81\ pay tuH taxos slnco thoy worn bo th<l land owners. Then tha t:md trust 
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From: 
Smt: 
To: 

Li1•,hay lfi,h <ij1kks1Phabitatkc.org> 
Mond,ly, OcCc1'1'lll!i 22, 2025 11 :56 AM 
Seott 11.cCulloLgh: dou9ubben@phelpsm9i1~1,ng.rnm 

Sub)m: Re: (ali(el!n Reg.01~i11g Pl◊jX>Sl!d liabltat for fium,Jnity lx-',·elopnwn1 ffn 1»P,,)'N­
Owrrt!d Li!nd 83rtl. A,td Cfa,,·,, Rd 

r CJ\IJ! ION: Tit!, nn;;l! orlgin.-1~ fr,,;,, outl!de c4 u,~·;;,.;;,;"1J<>f1. Do Ml ch(l( hrl!ls ;r - olt~;.;.;;;..lltl unl<.·;, ~n,J rR:tlj!l'Jle the 
L~.efttlet ano know U1~ cor.tN,l Is 14fo. ----- - --- --•----- ""'_, __ _ 
Receiwd the ones from 1ooay. TMnk.s! 

from: Swtt McCullough <srnm;i!o11&h@ltlm•x~.,om> 
Sent: Monday, Oe<ember 22. 2025 11:29 AM 
To: u,,~,s~v lli<k~ <lltltks@Mbil,tke.orp; douguboon@ph!!fpsen~•n~ering.rorn <dougubbcn@phcl;!Jsengin\'uring.com> 
S\JbJec:t: fW; Conrn,ns Ae-gardil"I!: Prop:,;f!'d Hat~l~l f-01 Humanity Dc•,~lopm~nl on T.xpr1'{(!t·OWn>!'d l3ri!l 8lnl. And 
Claim Rd. 

Scott McCullottgh, AICP 
C<.Mr'lf\lUlllty CMwitopmcmt Oircc'.or 
C"ii·t o1 LOfl(1~,a 

Mroo;i:tl13.d77,i532 I fax: 913 . .177,7730 
~Atl f:(;UH{}tJJ,tl 1-:-~ML-nt'Jo:n.<;n111 If ,1,1 p!i'.1/i.vivw.!r.mv :.JJ ,i:.omI1 'fornr:: 

TIie City of Lenexa: lMdtifS Ill Ille <le/iveryof oxc;optianal p-ubl/c service. 

fmm: !11li,:- S,;yl)t.\ <Jsi;y,;rs@',erll!M.con1► 
Sent: Momfoy, Dec~mbct 22, 2025 11:06 AM 
To: Pub1k Record <p;,~l<rl'<md@lene..a.com> 
SulJiccl: Fwd: C:Orw:ems Regarding l'ro1io1<?d Habitat for Hum~110W Ol>v~k,11<11cr1t oi, Ta,pl!yet-OWn~d land 83rd. Arid 
0.Jlrn Rd. 

Sent from rny if>Mno. 

Ftom: Mike l<cndnU <kcmlo\f.[,[,04l•,.•1.1hno.corn> 
Onto: DocemlJer 22, 2025 nt 10:58:,16 AM CST 
To: Julio Sa~iuts -=:j~:ay(m1m:"h}i1oxa.cmn> 
Ce: Courtney Eitorich <1;1:it,,1,d1i•lfm,,o,a,com>, Johll Mandlo~• <1t1,,ndl.u,~•ctur11,xr,.,;n111> 
Subject: Concerns Regording Proposed H11bh11t for Humonily Development on 
Taxpayer-owned Land 83.rd. And Claire Rd, 
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Dear r..fayor Sayers and Council members C Eiterich, J I landley. 

I am writing as a resident of Lenexa to express my strung concerns regarding 
the proposal lo place a I lahitat for I lumanity neighborhood on laxpaycr­
owncd land within our city. 

First and foremost, the land being consideretl scrws as an important wildlife 
and natural 11rca. This space provides habitat for native species, suppo1'1s local 
ecosystems, assists with stormwater absorption, and contributes to the 
environmental character and quality of life that residents value in Lenexa. 
Once developed, this land cannot he restored to i1s original ecological 
function. Preserving green space is in1:rcnsingly impo11ant as our city 
continues to g1·ow, and sacrificing publicly owned nmuml land lc,r permancnl 
development sets a concerning precedent. 

Additionally, taxpayer land should be managed in a way that brnelils the 
entire communily and aligns with long-tenn planning goals. Using public 
land tor a single-purpose n:sidcntinl development limits future options such 
as conservation, recreation, flood mitigation, or infrastructure needs that 111ay 
serve a broader population. 

There are also public safety and infrastructure concerns Ihm should be 
carefully considered. Numerous cities lmvc experienced iucrnased demands 
on police, lire, and emergency services following high-density or subsidized 
housing developments, especially when they nre introduced into arc-us not 
originally designed to support them. While no group of residents should be 
unfi1irly characterized, data from similar developments across lhc country 
shows 1hal rnpid residential expansion can corrclalc with increased calls for 
service and strain on ,nunicipal resources if not properly planned aud funded. 
Lenexa should 1101 take on additional long•tcm1 costs or risks without clear, 
independent impact studies. 

Furthermore, I his type of development could negatively al1ccl nearby 
pmperty values, tramc patterns, and neighborhond cohesion. Rcsidc111s who 

chose to live near preserved land did so with the reasonable expectation that 
it would remain undeveloped. Altering that undcrstnnding erodes public trui;t 
and discourages folurc community supp01·1 for city initiative:;. 

I fully supprni efforts to a,ldress housing nffordahility, but such projects 
should be placed on appropriately zoned land, fonded 11nd maintained without 
sacrilidng protected natural spaces or shilling long-tcnn costs onto 
taxpayers. There arc more suitable locations and altemativc approach1.-s that 
would better align with Lenexa 's strategic vision and commitment to 
responsible growth. 
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I respectfully urge you um! lhe City Council to oppose this proposal and lo 
prioritize the preservation oftt1x1mye1·-owncd lam.I, l'nvironmcntul 
stewardship, public safety, and fiscal responsibility. Decisions of this 
magnitude should refkd the long-term interests of Lenexa residents, not 
short-term development pressures. 

Please he advised that if this proposal moves forward 11s currently presented, 
I, along with other concerned residents, am prcp:m:d 10 pursue legal action 
against the City of Lenexa to protect taxpayer interests, environmental 
resmu·ccs, and established land-use expectations. This is not a !>IC)> I take 
lightly, but one I am willing to consider should nil other avenues he 
exhausted. 

·11iank you for your 1imc ,md consideralion. I appreciate your service to our 
community and trust thal these concerns will he given serious and thoughtful 
review. 

Sincerely, 

Michael J. Kendall 
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- Concerns Regarding Mayoral Communications and Ethical 
Appearance 

FOLLOW UP: Request to Deny Rezoning for Clare Road Habitat for Humanity 
Development 
5messages 

Phll Simon <phljslmon@gmai.com> Mon, Jan 5, 2026 at 5;31 PM 
To: Julie Sayers <jsayers@lenexa.com>, oeiterlch@lenexa.com, John Handley<jharu:lley@lenexa.com>, 
bnlcks@lenexa.com, mchariton@lenexa.oom, Che! sita WUI lamson <GWI liamson@I enexa.oom>, Avery Bel I 
<abell@lenexa.com>, cdenny@I enexa.oom, cht!m:m@Ienexa.com, ssul llvan@I enexa.oom 

Good evening, 

I wanted to follow up on my previous email sent on December 17, 2025, to City of Lenexa (City) 
officials and Council Members after additional information was made public through open records 
requests by one of the residents in my subdivision, the limbers at aear Creek. Several City 
officials and Council Members responded to my initial emal, which I appreciate, assuring me the 
process for the proposed Habitat for Humanity (HFH) project has been transparent. However, after 
reviewing the correspondence (attached) from the open records requests between City Manager 
Beccy Yocham and Habitat KC Lindsay Hicks, my suspicions were correct that this project has 
NOT been transparent and I and other residents are appalled with the behavior of several City 
officials. 

• The earliest emails that were obtained are from May 22, 2025, when Beccy Yocham (City 
Manager), Todd Pelham (Deputy City Manager), Mike Nolan (Assistant City Manager), Scott 
McCullough (Community Development Director), and Sean McLaughlin (City Attorney) talk 
openly about how they can help Lenexa employees benefit from this land development with 
Lindsay Hicks (Habitat KC). Specifically, Ms. Yocham asks for special treatment from Ms. Hicks 
and her organization in the form of "small bumps in sooring when it oomes 1o qualifying for a 
home", and the "setting aside a small number of units that our qualifying employees could have 
a right of first refusal on." 

• In the October 23, 2025, email from Beccy Yocham she states, 'We want to avoid- to the 
extent we can - anything that would lead detractors from thinking this is prejudged in any way". 
This email shows the true nature of Ms. Yocham and the other City employees helping 1o make 
this deal because they know that their actions are borderline unethical. Furthermore, Ms. 
Yocham states to Ms. Hicks that "One thing to keep in mind is that we have a city election on 
November 4, with 4 oouncilmembers up for election." That statement shows that Ms. Yocham 
knows this proposed project will not be popular with voters, but she oontinues 1o push her own 
personalfpolitical agenda and later coaches Ms. Hicks by stating "I know you have experience 
and lessons learned from the Olathe project that informs your plan here and I certainly don't 
want to derail that." 

o Per the City of Lenexa's Employee Code of Ethics, Interest in a Transaction, "a city 
employee shall not handle, facilitate, or participate in a City business-related transaction 
with a person or business which has offered or promised the employee a future job, gift, 
or business investment." Moreover, in the same policy under Special Treatment, "No city 
employee may grant any consideration, treatment, or advantage 1o any citizen beyond 
that which is available 1o every other citizen." 
o Ms. Yocham is not only accepting these special treatments, but she's also actively 
soliciting for them. It was noted by a resident that Ms. Yocham was Board President of 
United Community Services through 2023, which works very dosely with both HFH and 
Johnson County. If Ms. Yocham is such an advocate for HFH over the residents of 
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Lenexa that pay her salary, she should resign from the City and go to work for them. 
Lenexa residents and taxpayers deserve so much better, a City Manager that works for 
them, not against them and instead advocates for special interests. 

I again respectfully request that the City reject this propOsed Habitat for Humanity project. Over 
1,000 signatures qn the "Is YOUR Park Next- Save the Clear Creek Wetland in Lenexa, KS" 
online petition have been gathered. Unlike Beccy Yocham, please remember that we are taxpayers 
and voters, not "detractors." Represent the residents of Lenexa as you were elected to do, and not 
the special interests being given taxpayer dollars. Thank you again for your time and consideration. 

Sincerely, 

Phil Simon 
8760 Greeley St. 
Lenexa, KS 66227 
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JtJle Sayers <jsayers@lenexa.com> 
To: Phi Simon <phlljslmon@gmal.com> 

Good morning Mr. Simon, 

Tue, Jan 6, 2026 at 8:01 A~ 

Every project applicatlon In the City of Lenexa, whether It be a housing development, retail center, Industrial complex, 
medical building or gas station undergoes an Internal staff review by our legal, planning and executive teams In order to 
evaluate Its feaslblllty within the city's Comprehensive Plan and development criteria before the appllcatlon Is made 
public. Thet staff review becomes part of the public record when the appllcatlon Is formaly submitted to the Planning 
Commission, and with It, a professional evaluation Is written for both the Planning Commission and Governing Body to 
review In their public due process proceedings. A lack of understanding of that process does not constitute a lack of 
transparency. And as Councllmember WIiiamson hes detailed for you, In the case of Habitat for Humanity, the ap~lcant 
has gone above and beyond what Is legally required In terms of notice to and engagement with the public regarding their 
project. 

Furthermore, Beccy Yocham Is a 30-year veteran of the City's legal, community development and executive management 
teams and Is well aware of her legal and ethical responslbllitles when It comes to evaluating projects for formal review. I 
personally take no Issue with the Idea thet the City's police officers, firefighters, or roads/parks maintenance teams could 
potentlaly be considered with the pool of applicants who cotJd be ellglble for purchasing housing with this project. My 
question to you would be: do these folks who serve and maintain our community not meet your standards for doing things 
"the right way by putting the time and resources Into getting an education, acquiring a good Job, and saving hard-earned 
money to live In this area?· 

Finally, had you participated In the 2021, 2023, or 2025 municipal elections In Lenexa since you have owned your 
property, you might also have the context that many of our residents have been very vocal with their desire for the city to 
entertain development of multl~e types and scales of housing, Including attainable I v.orkforce slngle famlly homes. This 
has been discussed In every public forum In those last three elections and clearly Identified as a prol:fem that needs to be 
addressed In all Johnson County communities. 

Your objections to this project have been noted, and will be one of many factors considered In evaluating whether or not 
the project Is approved. 

Julie Sayers 

Mayor 

City of Lenexa 

913.477.7567 
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Phil Simon <phljslmon@gmai,com> 
To: Julie $ay01S <jsayers@lenexa.oom> 

Good momi"9 Ms. Sayers, 

Tue, Jan 6, 2026 at 9:09 AM 

Thank you for taking time to respond to my emai, It Is apparent your mind Is al rea<ly ma<le up on this projecl, so I wil not 
bother you anymore. But to answer your question, I oertalnl y bel leve our I ocal pol loe offloeni and flreflghterslparamedlos 
have done thmgs "the right way by J)I.Jttlng the time and resources Into getting an education, acqulri"9 a good job, and 
saving hani-eamed money to I Ive In this anta." However, pl ease correct me If rm wrong, but I doubt they would qua! ify for 
the Habitat for Humanity Income requirements givon the Lenexa public safety plan I found on tho City of Lenexa website 
(attached for your reference). Given the salary ranges for these Individuals, they probably already I Ive In the llmbenl at 
Clear Creek subdMslon or surrounding subdivisions. 

I have taken great pride and am passionate aboot helping Kansas consumers who have been harmed by financial 
Institutions (many low Income citizens) In my 17-year career. As I alluded to In my Initial emal, I do not hate Habitat for 
Humanlt~ They do great wod<, I Just think that It should be done through private donations and volunteer wod<. 

Have a good day, 

Phi Simon 
8760Gl'liM!leySt. 
Lenexa, KS 66227 

IQualad l «>:t hi:ldM ] 

~ putlllc-saf•ty-pay-plan.pdf 
44K 

Juli. Sayers <jsayers@lenexa.oom> 
To: Phi Simon <phijslmon@gmal.com> 

Mr.Simon, 

Tue, Jan 6, 2026 at 10:03AM 

It would be unlawful to state a position on any project before it comes before the Council. The nature of my 
reply today Is to directly address the Implications that we have seen from you and your neighbors, 

htlJl!!'/fmall.gcx,gl11-.commall/u/on~ ~171SeOSc&~-pl&.seardlaall&J>fl'r~tv~ rS24033152408833-09'2~pl"""g-a:r2624~25199200... S.6 

1o6i26, 11:12AM Gma/1- FOUOWUP: ~ loDe,y Rezt;JfllngfQfClweRoad Habaat fQflbn!Wtj D!l'velopmenl 

sometimes In a private Facebook group that we cannot access, that the project Is being handled unfairly or 
exists a lack or professionalism or Integrity by our staff. 

Thank you for understanding. 
JS 

J~le Sayers 
Mll)'OI 

City C>f leneXII! 
$13. 477. 75&7 

t,~eoexac:oml ww,, lenexac:om 
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- Misrepresentation Of The Subject Property As Parkland In 
Official Planning and Public Materials 
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MAP LEGEND: 
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From pickleboll to playgrounds, the top 
recreation priorities identified through 
Lenexo's 2024 Porks & Recreation 
Mosler Pion would help meet the needs 
of o brood range of interests, ages and 
abilities. If renewed in this spring's moil 
ballot election, Lenexo's 3/8-Cent Soles 
lox could provide funding to make these 
ideas o reality. 

More than 1,000 Lenexa residents 
weighed in on future opportunities 
through lhe Moster Pion process. The 
priorities that emerged would enhance 
existing parks and creole new places lo 
ploy, be active and enjoy nature. 

Sales tax funding could support 
reinvestment and maintenance of 
existing parks, including : 

• Continued investment in the 
Playground Replacement Program. 
Playgrounds need lo be replaced 
routinely to ensure they're safe. 

• Updating or adding park shelters, 
restrooms and lighting. 

• Reconstruction, expansion or 
improvement of sport courts. 

As the community grows, developing new parkland is a high priority. 
Lenexa hos set o goal to have a pork within o l 0-minute walk for every 
resident. The City hos about 184 acres of undeveloped parkland. The 
renewed Soles lox could help Lenexa: 

, • Purchase more parkland for future needs. 

• Develop Centennial Pork, o 40-acre pork around the Clear Creek 
Wetlands !pictured). 

• Master pion and build new parks on undeveloped parkland. The Porks 
& Recreation Moster Plan suggests new pork development that hos a 
low environmental impact and incorporates passive opportunities like 
trails while preserving native landscape, habitats and greenspace. 

The Parks & Recreation Master Plan recommends new amenities including: 

• Off~eosh dog porkls). • Splash pad/sproygrounds. 

• Inclusive playground features. • Additional plckleboll courts. 

• All-wheel pump track and single- • Fitness park with a variety of 
track mountain bike course. exercise stations. 
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Julie Sayers's response 

0 ~v.w 
Lenexa Ci ty Mayo, 

Jan4, 2026 

The future City park and the existing City stonnwater & trail facilities in this vicinity will remain under city ownership and public use and arc not Impacted 
b}r the proposed re.zoning. The attached map depicts the property proposed for rezoning in red and the City's future park and existing wetland and trail 
facililles in blue. 

I have no further comment,as this ls a pending application which Is stlll under review and \\;II come before the Lenexa City Council for a decision In the near 
£uture. 

Julie Sayers 
Mayor 
City of Lenexa 

A Picture Is Worth A 1,000 Words 

Julie Sayers <Jsa1ers@lenexa.com• 
To: Christina Wa:Jiee <Christi~-alac1.dpt@oma:I com• 

Oood anunoon Ms. Watlaco, 

Sun. Jan 11, 2026 &112:-45 PM 

All undeve!Oped park land, lndu!Jlno CenleMla~ Is oullned ii our Parks and Recreadoo Master Plan, v.Nch had an eAtenslve update n 2023. This publ c doOJment cooespgnds w4h tl\e 1esponst ... ,.. p,ovkfed 10 the recent 
c:hangt.org pttifon wlh Ult altad'ltd map lndicatilg tht booodafies ofllt pait andv,'iltlands. whkh do not ilclui!t lht proposed deve:IOQmtnl area. 

http1JIW...w.1tnexa.com/Oov1mmenVPliru•Stud)ts/Parks•Reue1tion-Pl1ns-Studies 

The trall fl ltle photo, future Cly pa1k and tne e.rJs lino Cty stounwaler tatililles wtl remain Wlde, Cit'( O-M1en;h!p and pubbe use and aie not tnpacted tr/ this proposal. They a,e high lighted n blue on the attached map t« clarlfy. 

Your em1II "Ill bt Included in the Pfannlng corm,1.ss1on·s pad;et for lhe ~;_when lht rfl.onilQ and pl1I •~plt,l ons ,re !dledtied to be co,•ukfe..fd tr/ lhe Ptamr'lg Commbslon. 

Think YOU. 

JS 
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Failure To Respond To Documented Resident Concerns 
The last noted response from the city regarding our 
complaints was on January 11th, 2025. Here are a couple 
examples of many unanswered emails. 

Christina Wallace <christinawalfacc.dpt@gmail.com> Wed, Feb 4, 11:00 PM (12 d:1ysago) 

to smdaughlin, Julie, cherron. Courtney, Johf\ Dilt mchartton, Chelsea, a belt Craig. bee: krista. tatschl bee: Laura, bee: Dan. bee: Mike .,. 

Dear Mr. Mclaughlin, 

* 

t am writing lo flag what I believe is a serious ethical concern involving public representations by the City of Lenexa regarding a 17-ac.re parcel (Oear Creek WeUands, May 12th, 2015) rurrently proposed for sale and 
rezoning. 

Elected officials and city staff have repeatedly and unequivocally stated in public forums that this land is not parktand. This assertion has been made by city staff, the Mayor, City Councitmembers, and the Planning 
Commission, and is now being treated as settled fact. 

That position is not supported by the City's ovm legal record. 

\.Vhen the City formally listed this property for sale in 2015, the Legat Record identified the parcel as parkland. That designation appears in an officia lly published, legally operative dOCl.lment and has not been rescinded, 
corrected, or formally disavowed in the record Nonelheless, current officials continue lo deny the parkland dassification without acknowledging or reconciling this contradiction. 

This creates a material disconnect bet\'..-een the City's legal documentation and its public statements. From an ethical and governance standpoint, the continued repetition of a narrative that conflicts with the City's o-.vn record 
raises concerns regarding candor, transparency, and the integrity of the public decision.making process. 

At minimum, this appears to present an obfigation for the City to disdose and explain the inconsistency. At wors~ residents are being asked to rety on representations that are directly contradicted by the City's own legally 
published documents. 

I am seeking your assessment of v,tlc:ther this conduct raises ethical or legal concerns under Kansas law, municipal ethics standards, or land-use jurisprudence, particularly where official statements appear to contradict the 
City's documented legal position. 

PJease notify me of any findings, recommendations, or actions that resu.tt from your review of this matter. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Respectfully, 
Christina Wallace 

Da n Wil kus 
to smdaughtin. Bill a bell, cherron. cm11iam~on. Mark, Courtnc-y, Craig, John. jsaye-rs. bee: me -.-

Wed, Feb 4, 11:46PM (12 days ago) 

* 
Sean, has or will the City of LffleXa pubfish notice of the sale ofpa11dand to Habitat for Humanity in accordance\Wh K.S.A 12-1301? If the City already published a notice, when did it do so? If not, when is the city plaMing 
to do so? Is the City relying on !he 2015 public notice to cover this sale? 

Thanks, 

Daniel R Wilkus, P.E. 
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----- Forwarded message-----
From: Dan Wilkus <danwilkus@gmail.com> 
Date: Sat, Jan 17, 2026 at 3:15 PM 
Subject: RFP Bidding Process for Centennial Park/Proposed Habitat For Humanity Development at 8705 Clare Street 
To: <.byocham@lenexa.com>, Jennifer Martin <jmartin@lenexa.com> 
CC: <krista.tatschl@hearst.com>, Craig Denny <cdenny@lenexa_com>, <abell@lenexa.com>, <jhandley:@lenexa.com>, Courtney 
Eiterich <ceiterich@lenexa.com>, Bill Nicks <bnicks@lenexa.com>, <jfil!y:ers@lenexa.com>, <cwilliamson@lenexa.com>, 
<cherron@lenexa.com>, Mark Charlton <mchar1ton@lenexa.com> 

Beccy and Jennifer, if the City refuses the will of the people of Lenexa to keep the entire Clear Creek Wetlands as a public park, as a 
citizen of Lenexa, Kansas, I am hereby requesting the proposal prepared and submitted for the purchase a portion of the Clear Creek 
Wetlands, by Habitat for Humanity of Kansas City, entitled "City of Lenexa - Clear Creek Acquisition Proposal" hereinafter referred to 
as the "Habitat proposal" be considered "non responsive" since it does not meet the conditions or specifications contained in the 2018 
Request for Proposal (RFP) for the purchase of this property. A copy of the Habitat proposal is attached to this email. In addition, all 
potential bidders should be placing bids on the proposed property utilizing the same specific criteria to allow for a fair :;ind equitable 

bid process. 

Why should the RFP Submitted By: Habitat for Humanity: Be Considered Non ResP-onsive? 

The "Clear Creek Residential Housing Development Request for Proposals Lenexa, Kansas" hereinafter referred to as the "RFP" was 
issued in 2018 and is the only RFP ever issued for this proposed development. A copy of the RFP was sent in a separate email due 
to email size limitations. The RFP contains the following "Conditions Governing the Sale of the Property" beginning on page 16: 

Condition A. Offer 
" Proposer must offer to purchase the entire Property in cash at closing ... . No proposer shall be permitted to submit an offer for less 

than the entire Property." The entire property is 53.8 acres, not 16.8 acres as contained in the Habitat proposal. 

Condition B. Purchase Price 

"The minimum purchase price for the Property is $2,959,000." 

The RFP also requires the development "which will be served by future 91st Street" to "be primarily funded by the adjacent property 
owners". The Habitat proposal does not include the costs or an agreement for the establishment of a benefit district to fund 
construction of 91st Street iriduding a bridge to span Clear Creek. By allowing Habitat to potentially purchase only 16.8 acres of the 
53.8 acres for sale with no requirement to establish a benefit district for 91st saddles the remaining portions of the property with the 

cost of completing 91st Street. This will make the remaining property less desirable for other potential developers. It will already be 
difficult enough to find a developer that will want to invest in the remaining two parcels since they will be located adjacent to this low 

income government subsidized housing development. 
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The RFP reiterates the goals and objectives of the City "that the property be developed as a high quality residential development 
which relates and complements the adjacent City amenities and stormwater features." The Habitat Proposal will neither be of high 
quality construction nor complement the surrounding park amenities. The City also envisions the development to a "included 
maintenance-provided product (preferred)". 

This is by no means an exhaustive list of noncompliant items, as I am sure there are many other specific criteria the Habitat proposal 
fails to address. 

Therefore, since the Habitat proposal does not meet specific conditions of the RFP or the vision of the City for the development of this 
property, the Habitat proposal must be classified as "non responsive" and be rejected from further consideration. 

Have There Been Other Develof;!ers Interested In This Prof;!e!jy.1.. 

The City of Lenexa continues to act like this property has just been sitting around for sale since 2018 with no interest from any 

developer until the Habitat proposal landed in their laps. This is the farthest thing from the truth. In fact, as recently as March 2024, 
one year prior to when the City started working with Habitat to develop only a portion of this land, a developer worked in good faith 
with the City to propose a housing development on the entire 53.8 acres (all three parcels). The developer did not receive the keys to 
the City like Habitat did and was run through the wringer eventually deciding to give up due to the cost prohibitive requests placed on 
him by the City. lnterestly enough, the attached email and preliminary plat plan (attachments "2023-3-14_P2023-068 CP" and 2023-
068 RE_ Clear Creek Plan - Email 1 ") were not provided by the City as part of our Kansas Open Records Request (KORA) we made 
to the City which requested all emails related to this property. The developer emailed them to me as an example of someone who 
was interested in developing this property. This could merrily be an oversight or someone may have wanted to keep this information 
from the public including us. We will continue to dig until we find the answer to this question and if the City is hiding 
other developer inquiries from us. 

In November 2025, another developer approached the City regarding developing the entire property with a vision similar to the 
Prairie Village, Kansas development Meadow Brook Park. Meadow Brook Park is an incredible upscale development and would 
compliment the surrounding neighborhoods. This email inquiry was obtained through our KORA request and is attached as 
"November 2025 Developer Inquiry' The public record is incomplete and it is unknown whether or not this inquiry was pursued by the 
City. If it was not, then why not? 

Should All Potential Bidders on this Prof;!!_Jjy Be Bidding Based on the Same Criteria? 

All potential bidders should be placing bids on the Clear Creek property based on the same set of criteria, however, as demonstrated 
in the Attachment entitled "P2023-068 RE_ Clear Creek Plan - Email 1", Scott McCullough stated to the developer that the City would 
be willing to keep the discussion going and that the starting point for the City is contained in the Clear Creek RRP as follows: 
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'1. The minimum purchase price for the 53.8-acre property is $2,959,000. The purchase price must be paid at closing and the 
developer must purchase all of the development areas. 
2. The development will be required to pay a fee-in-lieu·of construction of stonmvater facilities in the amount of $7,000/acre, but 
avoids paying excise taxes of over $9,000/acre on the 17 acres that house the regional facilities. 
3. lntemal, local streets and storm drainage facilities within the subdivision will be the responsibility of the Developer. In addition to 
Clare Road, which is already in place, the development will be served by future 91st Street, a minor collector, which must be primarily 
funded by the adjacent development property The City is willing to consider the establishment of a special benefit district ("SBD") 
tofinance and construct 91st Street and will agree to participate in such SBD at 20% of/he total cost. 

The City has significant investment in the land and area and will be looking to recoup those costs, so I wanted you to have these 
numbers as you start to look at the pro-forma. Happy to review the development opportunities from your perspective.• 

As you can see this is a far cry from the starting point for Habitat for Humanity and the City reiterated their desire to recoup all the 
costs for this land. This developer is being held to the specific criteria in the RFP and Habitat is not, thus the reason the Habitat 
proposal is non responsive to the RFP and should be discounted. As a member of the public, you have to question why has the City's 
position changed so quickly over the span of a few months by requiring one developer to meet the strict requirements of the RFP 
while another gets to determine their own set of criteria. Why is the City placing their thumb on the scale to benefit one citizen over 
another? 

Under Kansas principles for public procurement, all selection criteria and their relative importance should be shared with all 
prospective bidders. If the city changed the scope (e.g., from requiring the purchase of 53.8 acres to allowing 16.8 acres) for one 
bidder but not all, this has the appearance of a potential violation of the requirement for a "competitively neutral and 
nondiscriminatory" process. 

To recap, the Habitat proposal should be classified as non response and eliminated from future consideration. All bidders on the 
property must be required to follow the same specific criteria in their proposals. The City should be working aggressively with all 
potential developers to develop a housing development that the entire neighboring community could be proud of. 

Thanks for your consideration of this matter. 

Daniel R. Wilkus, P.E. 
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- Systemic Public Notice Deficiencies Arising From 2019 
Newspaper Exemptions 

Johnson County Post article: Lenexa exempting itself from 
state law requirement for official city newspapers 

The city of Lenexa no longer has The Olathe News as an official city newspaper for publishing 
legal notices. City leaders have agreed to exempt Lenexa from KS.A 64-101, the state law 
regarding official city newspapers. And The Johnson County Legal Record is now the only 
official publication for Lenexa's public notices. 

In 1997, the city had passed a charter ordinance exempting itself from the state law so it could 
designate multiple newspapers by resolution. At that time, The Johnson County Legal Record 
and The Olathe Daily News (renamed The Olathe News in 2009) became Lenexa's official 
newspapers. 

Since then, The Kansas City Star has acquired The Olathe News, and now the publication no 
longer meets state law requirements because the Star is published out of state. To be considered 
an official city newspaper of Lenexa, a publication must be circulated on a regular basis and 
must be published in Johnson County, or at least in the state of Kansas. 

City Attorney Cindy Harmison said that, as a result, Lenexa is having difficulty finding 
newspapers that meet the statutory qualifications. (Digital publications, such as the Shawnee 
Mission Post, don't qualify under state law because they are not printed.) 
Additionally, because The Johnson County Legal Record only publishes on Tuesdays, and city 
council meetings take place on Tuesdays, the timing doesn't seem to fit with providing adequate 

' and timely notice for residents, Harmison said. 

To make the official change, the city is required to pass a charter ordinance exempting itself 
from the state law. Harmison said this process will take several months. Exemption from state 
law gives the city the flexibility to establish an official city newspaper by regular ordinance, if 
city leaders decide to do so, she added. 

The Lenexa governing body on Nov. 19 unanimously approved adopting a resolution that 
designates The Johnson County Legal Record as the city's only official city newspaper. The 
governing body also unanimously approved passage of the charter ordinance exempting Lenexa 
from KSA 64-101 in its entirety and repealing a related charter ordinance on the issue. 
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Passage of a charter ordinance requires an affirmative vote of two-thirds of the governing body, 
followed by publication for two consecutive weeks and a period of 60 days to allow for a petition 
and referendum. 

If no one files a valid petition in that time period, the charter ordinance becomes effective on the 
61st day after the last publication, or sometime in early February. 

In the meantime, city staff is working to find better ways to communicate legal and public 
notices on the city's website. The city's legislative platform is also advocating for changes at the 
state level that would allow the city website to become an official publication. 

Rep. Tom Cox said legislators have discussed - but not debated - "moving away from this 
antiquated model" of publishing public notices. 

"There's been bills introduced over the last few years that would essentially modernize it, saying 
anything that's required for publication could be done digitally as well as print, so either one 
would count," Cox said, adding that legislators tend to oppose these types of bills because rural 
communities push against it. "They have local papers, and the local papers say 'this could kill us; 
this could put us out of business. This is where we get a lot of our revenue."' 

Cox said the issue is likely to come up again in the upcoming legislative session. 
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Material Deviations From The 2018 Clear Creek RFP and 
Below Market Disposition Of Public Land 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 
Attachments: 

Beccy Yocham <byocham@lenexa.com> 
Tuesday, September 18, 2018 1:52 PM 
Eric Wade; Sean Mclaughlin; Tim Green 
Magi Tilton; Mike Nolan 
FW: Clear Creek Surplus Land Appraisal 
Clear Creek Surplus Land Appraisal.pdf 

Attached Is John Moser's appraisal of the Clear Creek surplus property. I haven't read the full appraisal yet, but frankly, 
I'm shocked by his number - he appraises It at $2,050,000, which Is about .87 /sf. The entire City ownership of 120+ 
acres was appraised in 2014 at $4.45M, or .805/sf. With all of the amenities we have added, the stormwater facilities 
which are provided and the much smaller parcel, I would have expected a much higher number and I've already reached 
out to John for further explanation. 

Beccy Yocham 
Director of Community Development 
City of Lenexa 
913.477.7718 (direct) I 913.477.7630(fnx) 
byocham@lenexa.com I www.lenexa.com 

The City of Lenexa: Leaders In the delivery of exceptional public service 
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September 17, 2018 

Ms. Beccy Yocham 
Director of Community Development 
City of Lenexa 
17101 West 87th Street Parkway 
Lenexa, Kansas 66219 

Dear Ms. Yocham: 

The appraisal you requested Is enclosed. Subject to limiting conditions, it estimates the market value 
of a: 

53.8 acre tract 
of Vacant Land 

Northeast Quadrant of 
91•1 Street and Clare Road 

Lenexa, Kansas 

This appraisal is in compliance with the Uniform Standards of Professional Appraisal Practice. The 
legal interest is tee simple estate. The market value estimate, as of September 1, 2018, is 
$2,050,000. 

Your attention is directed to the following report which outlines my analyses and valuation 
conclusions. 

Thank you for the opportunity lo be of service. 

Sincerely, 

fj'-
John W. Moser, MAI, SRA 
President 
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Value Conclusions 

Land Value Current Market Value As Is Fee Simple 08/08/2025 

Sincerely, 

Keller Craig & Associates, LLC 

Katy Clagett 

State Certified General, KS No. G-5068 

kclagett@kellercralg.com 

Matt Speer, MAI 

State General Certified, 1(5 No. G-2925 

mspeer@kellercralg.com 

.. 
$2,310,000 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 
Attachments: 

Lindsay: 

Beccy Yocham 
Monday, November 10, 2025 2:27 PM 
Lindsay Hicks 
Sean Mclaughlin 
Appraisal of City Property 
Approisal 91st and Clare Rd (Clear Creek).PDF 

As promised, here is the recent appraisal we had done on our Clear Creek land. The appraisal valued the 
entirety or the City land at $2,310,000 or Just under $43,000/acre. As you know, our asking price In the 
RFP was $55,000/acre, which I believe Is the number you have been carrying In your proforma. 

After evaluating a variety of information, including our purchase price (which was greater than 
$43,000/acre) and other costs In the ground, other recent land sales in the area and the appraisal 
document, we are comfortable offering the property to Habitat at $49,000/acre. This lower land price 
also acknowledges that your plan yields a lower lot count than the City's concept plan. 

Please confirm that this purchase price is acceptable at your earliest convenience. Thanks, 

Beccy 

Beccy Yocham 
City Manager 
City of Lenexa 
913.477.7718 
byocham@tenexa.com Iwww..ienexa.com 

The City of Lenexa: Leaders in the delivery of exceptional public service 

City of Lenexa - Public Comments for Clear Creek Subdivision (RZ26-01, PT26-01P) 
(Comments received between 8:00 AM on 02/13/2026 and 10:00 AM on 02/17/2026)

Page 226of 265



To: Oeccy Vochan, <hvo r lrnm @IP 11Pxil.roni>; Mi11e Nolan <mnol;1 11 ( IP111,x.i.rn111>; Sco lt McCullouch 
<.srncrn llough (iillu I u•:<;1 .con 1> 

Subject: Habitat Land 

All , 

1 have attached the update appraisal for Clear Creole Land. We appra ised 53.8 acres this summer and the 
land value Is $2,310,000 up from $2,050,000 in 2018. 

This translates to $42,936.80/acre. Tho plat provided shows 16.8543 ocres for the habitat land meaning 
the purchase price would be $723,669.71 . 

Before I send the appraisal over to Habitat, I wanted to send this to you to make suro wo aro good with 

this. 

Thanks, 

Soan L. McLaughlin 
Cl!yAIIQJllC'f 
Clly of Lo,.,.,a I Legal OoporlRKlc 
913.~77.7624 J &I 47?.7Cil9 la• 
WUAM~J.i.l.Ll!Jil:lQ,ll9,M~ll!. I )',~l(l'd0JLQJ(0 CJ>Jlt 

TIJtJ City of Lenexa: Leader.sin IM delivery or exceptional p1Jbiic se1vk:e. 

On Apr 2, 2025, at 12:04 PM, Scott McCullough <smccullough@lenexa.com> wrote: 

We met with HH and Tommy Bicklmer today about HH's desire to develop a 40-50 lot, potentially 
mixed Income SFR sub using the community land trust (CLT) model. They are Interested In two sites 
- City's Clear Creek Wetlands (Area A) and 40 acres at 83rd and Mize east of the Desoto school site. 

They received several sources of funds for Pathways In Olathe (see attached) and will have an ask 
of Lenexa should they proceed related to Incentives. I told them to my knowledge we have no CLT 
developments In the city so we would consider any type of support as we learn more about the 
costs, gap they have, etc. City support such as cost of Clear Creek land, waiving of fees, etc. was 
mentioned. I said since the RFP was released the discussion around attainable housing has 
amplified and we would be willing to continue the discussion. I said the next step If to submit a low­
cost plan ofwhattheywould like for Area A. 

I can report more at eco devo. This could be pretty cool if done right! 

Scott McCullough, AICP 
Community Development Director 
City of Lenexa 
Phone: 913.477. 7532 I Fax: 913.477 .7730 
smccunough@lenexa.com I https://www.Lenexa.com/Home 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

B0ccy, 

Sean Mclaughlin 
Tuesday, November 4, 2025 4:39 PM 
Mike Nolan; Beccy Yocham; Scott McCullough 
RE: liabitat lal'\d 

The City acquired the property (approximately 99.72 acres} on September 15, 2006 for $4,387,680.00. 
($44K/ocre) 

Sean L M<:urnghlln 
Cily/1.!!omoy 
Gil)' oll.t!tt@<.11 I L'-'!la! Dopi!l1111!!11I 
913.477-7624 11113.477. 76JJJ flll( 

i;.mclnughlifllfiHano;(.iLcoin I www,JerHtxa CltJ!l 

The CHy of Lenexa. Leaders In lht1 delivery of exceptional public se,v/ce. 

From: Milie Nolan <mnolan@lenexa.rom> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 4, 2025 4:35 PM 
To: Beccy Yocham <byocham@lenexa.com>; Sean Mclaughlin •:~rndaughlin@lenexa.com>; Scott McCullough 
<smccullough@lenexa.com> 
Subject: Re: Habitat Land 

They put In $924k !or the land ($55/ac). See p.5 attai;hed. 

•MN 

From: fleecy Yocharn cb•fu-thc1rn@lt,!n;;,x;c1.c_9m> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 4, 2025 16:30 
To: Sean Mclaughlin <,111,l,111,d1h11~:.[1-_I11"._>:~\<01n>; Mike Nolan <11111nktnfi!J!i•J}!'~>; Scott Mc;Culfough 
<',11H:t ullmwl}@te.•J"~a.roff1> 
Subject: RE: Habitat Land 

Our asking price was $55k/acre in the RFP. And I feet like she had approximately $9001< in her original 
proforma that she shared with us for land price, 

Do you remombur or can you put your hands on what we paid without too much difficulty? 

13oocy Yocham 
Qty!Aanag..-
Clfy ol l.@f\QkQ 

9!3477.7718 
bJoi:;ru:iir&:l!lJJir,,:11,~l!l I .,,,_Ji;1J11:ia <;pl!) 
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A Developer reached out in November 2025 but conversations did not 
not continue to explore a more full RFP offer 

To: 

Wt1cn it rnim,, .. 

Beccy Yochem 
Cit>· Manag-ar 1 

Cit~• of Lene,:a 
91 3,,f ?1,?i 18 

B-r-i:,;:~, 'r'•:xl"ltlrn 
Wcd'nr.i :I i:!;(, November ,, L'e 11 :17 AM 
Miki!' Nalan; iTo:Jd P~ h~rn; Sg,-:i11 M,:; nu)1lin.: S,;olt ,i::Oullou~h 
f\Ji : Cle3r Cr!!~ ll:t:•· I tial P'r□jcd 

b·©obamca.1,gnexa oom I 1/tttu',tene:r:a.com 

F,rum t / t1@x: 11-w ~10 

5ect'l t; '1/Ve-c:lnef.lday, NO\•e obeJ" 5, :2025 10:~7 AM 
Toi B+ec:oy Y,ocMm 
Su bJC'!~l:: Ctoor Crot1): Ru.:;idl3!fitla P'r{IJEi:Gt 

CAUTlON: This email originated rrom outs.Ide o the argon 110110n . D.:1 not r::l lr:k link~ Of opo atrnch mm11 !l 
un1aas you re-co "11..Ze U"'le sender ;;i . knov,· t.he ,;ont(!r'I( i~; uh~. 

E! ~r;•l -
1 hope )'OU h.id a aroEJ t .s'l.lmmcr EJnd you are •enja~·ing felt 
I Fe i;,;1:ntfy· lil'~\tj ,i,"l,\ 1od ~ m 2.018 RFP for C!sa r Cree~ Ra s. ldenti'i1:1l project B nd wanted t□ disc fl~ whether 
mlE:hi i::au~11f)i .es a □ Ei • di date for e RH II!), progran focual ng: on smaller- lot, for..;gale slnJ.!)e-faml~y lic,mes. 
From our riiMtiti,:! wi t h Korb bac.k rn Apr! . m'.,' in1.pra.sala,n was tlls t Cl1~1 Staff is open to, !R,H I r □r lhe rig_ht 
p rojc ot, cme that is substantial in :,icsle end of era: public benefit, I beii w e lllhis p oject h1;1a UlJEt pQten~I ll:o 
rrmt.rt th,usc. orirtorfan1imila1 to MaEJ owb -oo • Park in Prairie Vlll~g'EL 

I apprec:iata your thoughts. aind fe:edba.e:lc on la. P.artloularl,• hO\\I you vlaw I e pro_lect's allgnn erit with 
RHIID sr,dlorlil f e ligilbility requiremalflltE and -8 11}' next e.t Etpa } 'ou•d reco1nr11ecnd .. 

All:'..X. HIJIWB 

Flir••trn Be·nd la111d Co, 
;,9.5,,111 o.3. rnm 
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Section 4: KORA 

Below are the exact KORA requests submitted to the city with the 
date submitted and received back. 

Yellow - Portion that was not answered, received, or addressed 
Green - Special Discussion Point, was an authorized removal 

Request 1: (submitted 12/10, received back 12/24) 
I am requesting access to all records related to the acquisition, management, valuation, and 

proposed sale of the City-owned property located adjacent to Clear Creek Wetlands/Future 

Centennial Park/Proposed Clear Creek Subdivision in Lenexa, Kansas. Specifically, I request the 

following information and supporting documentation: 

1. Property Acquisition History The date the City of Lenexa acquired the property. How the 

property was acquired (purchase, donation, eminent domain, land swap, etc.). If purchased: The 

purchase price. The source of funds used (e.g., general fund, bond issuance, dedicated sales 

tax, voter-approved bond election, grants, etc.). Any ballot language or public referendum 

materials, if applicable. If donated: Any donor agreements, covenants, stipulations, or 

restrictions tied to the donation. Any requirements for how the property must be used, managed, 
or preserved. 

2. Agreements, Covenants, and Restrictions Any deed restrictions, conservation easements, 

land-use covenants, or limitations on development tied to the property. Any federal, state, or 
county requirements affecting land use. Any zoning designations, overlays, or planned use 

restrictions currently governing the property. 

3. Property Use and Management Since Acquisition: A timeline of how the property has been 

managed or utilized since the City acquired it. Any official plans, studies, or proposals involving 

the property (e.g., parks planning documents, master plans, feasibility studies, surplus property 

evaluations). Records of any improvements, maintenance, or public investments made on the 
property. 

4. Current Sale or Transfer of the Property When the property was first listed as available for 

sale or declared surplus. How long it has been actively marketed or considered for disposition. 

The asking price or valuation the City has established. Any appraisals (current or past 10 years), 

broker opinions of value, or internal assessments used to justify the asking price. All 

correspondence, proposals, or negotiations with the current potential land developer or any 
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other interested buyers. Any staff reports, City Council agenda packets, minutes, or internal 
memos related to the proposed sale. 

5. Public Process and Community Impact Records showing how the public was notified or 
included in discussions regarding the potential sale. Any community feedback, public 
comments, or neighborhood meeting notes regarding the land disposition. Any environmental, 
traffic, or community impact studies related to the property or proposed development. 

6. Maps, Surveys, and Legal Descriptions The most recent legal description, parcel number, and 
boundary survey. Any utility easements or rights-of-way crossing the property. Any 
environmental assessments (Phase 1/11) or soil reports. 

7. Financial and Administrative Records Any cost-benefit analyses, fiscal impact statements, or 
internal financial evaluations relating to selling the property. All contracts, draft agreements, 
letters of intent, or memoranda of understanding connected to the potential sale. 

Request 2: {Submited 12/27, received back 1/12) 
This request is intended to supplement a prior KORA request and seeks records that were not 

previously provided. 

1. Land Acquisition Records - Please provide all records relating to the City of Lenexa's 
acquisition of the Clear Creek Subdivision / Clear Creek Wetlands property, including but not 

limited to: 

- The date(s) the City acquired the property 
- The method of acquisition (e.g., purchase, donation, transfer, condemnation, etc.) 
- The source(s) of funds used for the acquisition (including city funds, grants, bonds, or other 

public or private funding sources) 
- Any donor agreements, grant agreements, contracts, deeds, covenants, restrictions, 
conservation easements, or other documents that include stipulations, conditions, or limitations 
on the use or sale of the property 

2. Marketing and Efforts to Sell the Property - Please provide all records {WE DID NOT RECEIVE 
OTHER DEVELOPERS) demonstrating how the City has actively marketed or attempted to sell 
the property since the City's notice in or around 2015 that the property was available for sale. 
This includes, but is not limited to: 

- Listings, advertisements, requests for proposals (RFPs), or solicitations 
- Communications with real estate agents, brokers, developers, or potential buyers 
- Internal communications, memoranda, or reports discussing marketing strategies or efforts 
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• 

- Council agendas, minutes, or staff reports referencing efforts to market or sell the property 

3. Legal Requirements and Stipulations Related to Sale - The Legal Record section indicates that 
the property is subject to stipulations or conditions related to its sale. Please provide: 

- All documents identifying or describing these stipulations or conditions 
- Records demonstrating how the City has complied with or satisfied each requirement 
necessary to lawfully sell the property 
- Any legal opinions, staff. analyses, or correspondence addressing the City's authority to sell the 
property and compliance with applicable restrictions 

If any portion of this request is denied, please cite the specific statutory exemption relied upon . 
If records exist in electronic format, I request they be provided electronically. 

Please advise of any anticipated costs prior to fulfilling this request. 

Request 3: (submitted 1/21, received 2/4) 
I am requesting access to and copies of the following public records held by the City of Lenexa: 

For the time period December 15, 2025 through January 21, 2026: 

1. All internal communications related to the Clear Creek Wetland, the subject property, and/or 
Habitat for Humanity, including but not limited to: Emails, Text messages, Instant messages or 
chat platform communications (e.g., Teams, Slack), Memoranda, Internal correspondence, and 

Attachments This request includes communications between City staff, City leadership, elected 
officials, consultants, legal counsel, any third parties acting on behalf of the City and the 

applicant for development for the proposed Clear Creek Subdivision. 

2. All meeting-related records concerning discussions of the Clear Creek Wetland, the subject 
property, and/or Habitat for Humanity, including: Meeting requests or calendar invitations, 

Agendas, Lists of attendees, identifying whether !=lttendance was in person or virtual, Meeting 
dates and duration/length of meetings, Meeting notes, summaries, minutes, or follow-up 
documentation, Any presentation materials or documents shared during these meetings 
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If any records are withheld or redacted, please identify the specific statutory exemption under 
KORA relied upon for each withholding or redaction. Additionally, please provide the TOTAL 
NUMBER of documents that were partially or fully redacted in response to this request. If 
clarification is needed to facilitate a timely response, please contact me so the request may be 

refined promptly. 

Below is the .email exchange with a city attorney responsible for 
fulfilling KORA requests. These exchanges raised questions 
regarding the integrity of the process . 

• MacKenzie Harvison 
to me• · 

Hello, Christina -

Thu, Jan 22, 9:34 AM * 

Looking through this request, I just wanted to provide an update for moving forward. I doubt (but honestly do not know for sure) that 

there will be much to provide for your first two (date dependent) requests, but it will require me to poll a number of individuals for 

responsive records, so there will be staff charges associated with this. Because of the number of people involved, I suspect this piece 

of it will cost approximately$100 even if there are little to no records. If there are a number of records, the cost will go up from there. 

Please confirm you are agreeable to these fees (and as always, we will provide the time breakdown and will only charge the actual 

costs). 

On the second request (about the financial aspects of the wetlands) I honestly have no idea whether this will be an easy and quick 

search for records (maybe Finance has it all bundled), or if this will take significant time (it could stretch over multiple years, there 

could be multiple departments involved, etc.). Our CFO is 000 today so I cannot pick his brain on how to approach this, but will do 

so tomorrow when he is back in the office. I will then provide you and update on what I think these fees will look like. 

That all work? Let me know on the first issue and we'll go from there. Thanks! 

MacKenzie 

MacKenzie C. Harvison 

Deputy City Attorney 

City of Lenexa I Legal Department 

913.477.7628 

mharvison@lenexa.com I www.lenexa.com 

The City of Lenexa: Leaders in the delivery of exceptional public service. 
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• Christina Wallace <christinawallace.dpt@gmail.com> 

to MacKenzie • 

Good Afternoon MacKenzie, 

Thu, Jan 22, 1:42 PM * 
Thank you for your reply. Before we proceed, I would like to better understand the City's internal process for handling Kansas Open Records Act 

(KORA) requests. 

Your email appears to suggest that individual City employees or departments are responsible for identifying and producing their own records to a 

KORA request, rather than there being a centralized or standardized process. If that is the case, I have concerns, particularly given how my 
previous two KORA requests have been handled. 

If individual departments or individuals are responsible for fulfilling their own portions of a request, what safeguards are in place to ensure the 

integrity of the process? Specifically, how does the City ensure that records are not altered, deleted, or inadvertently omitted, and that legal 
obligations under KORA are met consistently across departments? 

In multiple instances, I have received documents from individuals outside the City that should have been included in my earlier requests. 
Additionally, I have had to follow up directly with you regarding records that were omitted without explanatio11 but produced when specifically asked 

about. As recently as this week, I met with a City Council member who referenced a document that I was never provided, despite it appearing to 
fall squarely within the scope of my prior requests. 

Given these issues, I would appreciate clarification on how the City ensures the completeness and accuracy of its KORA responses. How are 

records identified, collected, reviewed, and produced, and how does the City confirm that all responsive records have been included? Is there a 
certification, checklist, or other verification method used to confirm departmental compliance and document searches performed? I would have 
assumed that a city the size of Lenexa would have an established process and sufficient IT or records management support to centrally retrieve 

responsive documents for legal review, rather than relying solely on individual employees to self-identify materials. 

I would also appreciate clarification on how the City defines and applies attorney-client privilege in the context of KORA requests, including what 
standards or documentation are used to support that determination. This information will help ensure a clear and shared understanding of the 

scope and completeness of the City's responses moving forward. 

Thank you in advance for helping clarify this process better! 

Christina Wallace 
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• 

• 

MacKenzie Harvison 
to me.,,, 

Hi Christina-

Jan 26, 2026, 2:04 PM * 
I just wanted to provide you an update on this. I am swamped on some other projects and thoughtfully answering all of these questions will take 

me some time. I'll get to this as quickly as I'm possible, but it still may be a few days. 

Based on your instructions, we'll hold off on any processing of your open record request 57-2026. 

Thanks! MacKenzie 

MacKenzie C. Harvison 
'oeputy City Attorney 

City of Lenexa I Legal Department 
913.477. 7628 

mharvison@lenexa.com I www.lenexa.com 

The City of Lenexa: Leaders in the delivery of exceptional public service . 

Christina Wallace_ <christinawa llace.dpt@gmail.com, 

to MacKenzie • 

Hi MacKenzie, 

Thank you for your reply. 

Jan 26, 2026, 8:17 PM 

* 

Please proceed with processing the KORA request according to the original limeline. I am authorizing the removal of item #3 (regarding funding for 

the wetland grass) from this request. I continue to expect full responses to items #1 and #2, including the requested lime-bound information. 

I am agreeable to the estimated cost provided. Please let me know the anticipated turnaround time for fulfilling the remaining portions of this 

request. 

~ 

Additionally, to be clear, any conversations regarding the integrity of KORA data pulls-both historically and currently-should proceed in parallel 

and should not delay or condition the processing or production of records responsive to this request. 

Thank you, 

Christina 
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• 

• 

MacKenzie Harvison 
tome ,.. 

Christina-

Jan 27, 2026, 11:21 AM * 

I'll begin working on items 1 and 2 as requested. To be equally clear, I only paused the production because you directed me to do so. 

As I mentioned, I have a full plate at work. I will beg!n compiling the records and will work diligently on this as I can and as I do on every single 

request, but I also cannot just put all other city business on hold to respond to your request immediately. KORA does not require that. I need to get 

a sense of how many records there are and then I will provide an estimated date of production. 

MacKenzie C. Harvison 

Deputy City Attorney 

City of Lenexa I Legal Department 

913.4 77. 7628 

mharvison@lenexa com I www.lenexa.com 
The City of Lenexa: Leaders in the delivery of exceptional public service . 

MacKenzie Harvison 
to me,. 

Christina-

Tue, Jan 27, 2:39 PM * 

Update: I expect to have the records to me from staff by EOD Friday and will begin review first thing Monday. My hope is that it wouldn't take more than 2 
days to turn those around. 

That said, one issue you raised in your questions about how open records are handled will need to be addressed now because the above timeline may 
change significantly as a result of what you want. IT can run email searches if that is how you would like it to happen. I want to be upfront that IT email 
searches by their nature compile every email in the entire City email system (over 600 email addresses) that has a given search term in it It can't limit only 
internal emails. Search terms like "Clear Creek" or 'wetlands' or Habitat for Human~y" or ' HFH' would be much more common than you would assume and 
would show up in all of our city functions. Add on to that the fact that hundreds of emails have been sent to all of the GB members from the public about this 
project. The search will pull every single one of these, even duplicates - so there will be a huge number of records to review that will incur staff time and 
there will likely be a very small number comparative to the number of responses that is actually unique or responsive. For example, when there are common 
search terms we will often get hundreds, if not thousands of emails back on a search and 40 are relevant. That is just the nature of an email system that 
large. 

Based on your previous emails it appears you no longer trust City employees to honestly provide their records and if that is the case, I am happy to go this 
route. If you want to draft some search terms I will have IT run the search. But please understand that the likelihood of things is that it will take a great deal 
longer to review and produce everything (realistically weeks), and it will be a great deal more expensive. Additionally, there will still be an employee (me) who 
will be reviewing the emails from IT and providing what is appropriate under KORA. There is no way around all human involvement on this process. 

Staff are compiling records for me for the time being, but please confirm for me how you would like this to proceed. I work every single day for your city to 
ensure transparency, so I have no feelings either way if you want IT to run the email search. Just know that there are differences in either route. 

Thanks, and I ,look forward to your further direction. 
MacKenzie 

MacKenzie C. Harvison 

Deputy City Attorney 

City of Lenexa I Legal Department 

913.477.7628 

mharvison@lenexa.com I wwwtenexa.oom 

The City of Lenexa: Leaders in the delivery of exceptional public service. 
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e 

• 

Christina Wallace <C hristinawatlace.dpt@gmail.com> 

lo MacKenzie ... 

Hi MacKenzie, 

Thank you ror both of your replies. I wanted to take a step back for a moment to darify my intent and rationale. 

\'led, Jan 28. 1:21 PM * 

First, I want to start tr/ saying that I appreciate the work you have done on these KORA requests. It has been a pleasure WOOOng with you over the past month, and I do understand the depth, complexity, and seriousness 
that these requests entail. That effort has not gone unnoticed and I do understand that this is only a small facet of your job. 

Second, I understand your point regarding lhe inherent 'human· element of the KORA process and the reality that it cannot be entirely eliminated. I do want lo trust the City and the integrity of this process. At lhe same time, I 
am acutely aware that this project has become increasingly charged as we move doser to Planning Commission and City Council. 

I do not question your ability or commitment to handle this process with integrity. My concern is more structural in nature - specrfically, whether it is realistic to ensure that a// employees pulling responsive documents Y,ill 
exercise that same level of care in an emotionally and politically charged case. My concern is not about intent, but about risk and process. 

I appreciate your clarity regarding ff.based pulls and would fike to move forward with a combination of one IT-based pull and empk)yee..generated responses. Specifically, I am requesting an IT pull for correspondence 
between Habitat for Humanity and the City of Lenexa in the specified time frame. Given the narrow scope, I anticipate this would be a much smaller and more manageable volume of records for an IT pull. 

t.ty thought on this is that this IT pull could function as an internal audit mechanism. As you revie\.,. the documents employee5 serf.select and submit, the Habitat for Humanity I Crty correspondence should appear within 
those productions. This wouk:f p(ovide a measurable way to ensure completeness and integrity in the overall response. Please let me know your thoughts on this? 

Lastly, I know this project represents only a small portion of w'ho you are as a person. VVhen everything se!Ues and this is all finished, I'd Jove lhe opportunity lo meet you at the Public Market and buy you a coffee as a thank• 
you. 

Thanks again, 

Christina 

MacKenzie Harvison 
tome• 

Hello, Christina -

Jan 29, 2026, 10.02AM * 

Okay, subject to your agreement, I'm going to have IT run an email search for "any and all emails lo or rrom the domain ·~g· from December 15, 2025 through January 21, 2026." I think this is belier than running 
incfividual habitat email addresses from habitat as I may not be a-,,•,are of every person we've corl\'ersed ,•,ith. Then I'll prol/K1e you that production along with the self-managed production for your comparison. This 
agreeable? 

I have a few peop(e's documents already and I'll get working on reviev.ing them and probabfy do a rolling production again since I have some unexpected dO\mtime in my schedule today. Another issue, though· I do 
anticipate the production will exceed the estimate I gave you. I didn't anticipate the volume of documents there would be since I'm not involved on the project. Based on the first few individuals time records I actually suspect 
it'll be doser to $500 when it is all said and done. Of course I'll p<0vide a breakdcr.•m on the costs. But please let me know ASAP if that is a problem so we can work that oul 

Again, I appreciate your darification on things. I actual I'/ care very rTKJch about the City of Lenexa, my job, and about doing it with integrity. I have absolutely zero invotvement Of "stake" in this project so I'm just not involved 
whatsoever in the politically and emotionalty charged position it has taken on. I am just doing my job as I would on even the mos! mundane of requests. In addition to your emails, I have heard that slatements have been 
made lo various council members about ITT/ performance and a perception that I am stalling production and/or withholding documents, which just honestly couldn't be further from the truth I know that al limes that just 
comes with working fOf a governmental entity. But, well, those moments still sud( (1f I can use that term). 

All that said, we don't need to continue discussing those issues - I know we both have other things on our plate. Just know that I will continue doing ITT/ best fOf you on these requests, as I do for everyone. Please let me 
kn01,v if the search terms are accepta~e and I'll gel that going . .Additionally, please confirm that the higher cos ls will be okay. Thanks, and have a good day. 
MacKenzie 

MacKenzie C. Harvison 

Deputy City Attorney 

City of Lenexa I Legal Department 
913.477.7628 

mllfilYifilm@~ I M'N/.lenexa con1 

MacKenzie Harvison Jann, 2026. 1.58 PM * 
IT ran the ~arch and thtt'e are about 600 emails. I suspect many {if not mo!.1) are dupicates of,'iht:n an emait goes lo a large group of people. I am happy lo pun th@Se 600 emails and review lhem. \ \\U take me 1-2 hoors 
probatt/, bot if the stars align and it ismosUydt4l'icales, i1wou!dtake me probably less lhanan hoUf, With IT time, low end of this distinctpoductJoowlll be about S75, highendw:11 beStSO l et me know If you want meto 
pnx:ttd. Thanks 

Of note, the cost ended up being over $150. 
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Section 5: Media Interviews 

KSHB: 
Lenexa residents oppose housing plan on land used as park 

Lenexa residents question plan to build affordable housing on 
park land 

KMBC 
Habitat for Humanity proposal leaves Lenexa neighbors worried 

Habitat project takes another step forward, but some Lenexa 
neighbors question transparency 

KCMO Talk Radio 
Kevin Kietzman Uncanceled 11-30-26 
Facebook 

City of Lenexa - Public Comments for Clear Creek Subdivision (RZ26-01, PT26-01P) 
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Page 238of 265



From: Dan Wilkus <danwilkus@gmail.com> 

Sent: Friday, February 13, 2026 12:21 PM 

To: Bill Nicks <bnicks@lenexa.com>; Christina Wallace 

<christinawallace.dpt@gmail.com> 

Subject: Additional Information 

Bill, thanks again for visiting with me this morning. I just wanted to follow up on a few 

items. 

Housing Categories 

As I mentioned the houses located across the street from the proposed development 

would fall into the A and B minimum first floor square footage classification. 

8744 Greeley St - 1 and 1 /2 story- 1,527 ft"2 (main floor) - B classification 

8761 Greeley St -1 and 1/2 Story- 1,830 ft"2 (main floor) -A Classification 

8769 Greeley St - 2 Story - 1,161 ft"2 (main floor) - B Classification 

Source: Johnson County Online Property Tax/appraisal information 

From the Lenexa Uniform Development Code: 

For 1 and 1 /2 story homes the min main floor area is 1,650 ft"2 - A Classification; 1,400 ft"2 

- B classification 

For 2 story homes the min main floor area is 1,250 ft"2 - A Classification; 1,050 ft"2 - B 

Classification 

I have also attached a copy of the Timbers at Clear Creek Declaration of Restricitions which 

were register with the Johnson County Register of Deeds. Paragraph 4 restricts the homes 

sizes to a B Classification. As I mentioned, Scott McCullough failed to accurately outlilne 

the First Plat of the Timbers at Clear Creek. If he would have done it properly the orange "B" 
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classification would extend along Clare Road north to 83 Street and south to just to east of 

the Timbers pool which is across the street from the proposed development. 

Clearly based on the existing home classification, the restrictions already in place on all 

homes built in the Timbers at Clear Creek and the misrepresentation of the true extent of 

the B classification for the Timbers First Plat, the proposed development should be 

required to be at least a "C" classification, not "D" as recommended by the Planning 

Commission. 

Also attached is the notice for the sale of Parkland for a mysterious 2/3 of 126 acres 

located somewhere on this large parcel of parkland. Is it located on the east side, the 

south side, etc.? What specifically is being sold? I have no idea. Now that the specifics 

are available and 11 years have past since this posting, a new posting should have been 

made for the sale. 

I forgot to mention during our discussion, there is very little vegetative buffer zone being 

propos~d along the walk path and along Clare Rd. 

This whole project is like trying to fit a square peg into a much smaller round hole. 

Thanks, 

Dan. 

ATTACHMENT 
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4839 MERRIAM DR 

OVERLAND PAAK, KS 81203 
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PROPOSALS FOR CONFERENCE CENTER.AUDIO VISµAL UPGRADE 
SYLVESTER POWELL, JR, COMMUNITY CENTER 

CITY OF MISSION, KANSAS 

JUNK 

Tlla Cl~ olMlulon, Kanou It accap~no propoul, rram ~••llllad vond011 ro provlda upgrados lo 
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flaqoo .. , fr, Ptopoul CM bl dolllli .. dtd ilJ.illll.llillwJJw!mu.rug UndOI Iha Yll:>AI( lab 811110 11'1> or Iha 
p•~•. Opon Oldt. 

Soolod 1ubmlll1l1 mu,1 ba rocolvod ti/ 5:00 p.m. CST on Ftld,y, Juno 111h, 2015. Subrnlll•ls ,hould 
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Mlulon Clly Holl 
Alln. Marth• Sumroll 

IOtO Wood1on 
Minion, KS 11202 
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REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS 
Flr11 pubffahtd In Thi Ltoal n,c:ord, Tu•~t:~ t~r~:\3glfi,, KANSAS 

REQUEST FDR PAOPOSAl8 
DAIIKIIIQ SERVICES 

:,ik':!r::1u:~•.r~:br~~~ ~rrtMor.,.r,~.f:~~;.'l:!b2•l10IG~ by U11 City of Leawood, Kons11 al lhl 

~~.~~~~'R1/~~:u~o~::r~!V~~02:~~:~.~.~o!~~,~~c'a~~,~~=\Y{!:::~1:r'a~'nltr,ltawood 

Th ■ City rtservH the dghl lo rtJKl any or all RFP•, and towa,Vo ony lntormolilhts or luogul11ilios lhor°'n. 

In occord11nu wilh voiktus fed11ot and s1111 civil rlghl1 ltgl1!0Uon, Iha Clly ol Leawood don not dlsc1fmlm1I• 
1g1ln1I lndlv:duol1 rtg1tdltH or race, tlhn'clty, cofor, Hllolon, gander, n1tfon1I orfoln, 1gt1 marital 1t1lu1, mtdlcol 
condl1ton or dl11blrity. 

G/19 
Oabul Ha1per, CMO, Cfl)' Cl11k 

IIOTIOE OF PUDllO HEAAINQ 
fhl publl1h1d In Tho legal R1t0<d, Tu•~1:rrttiJMg1Jo HEARINO 

OF THE CITY Of lftlEXA, KANSAS 

Tho cityol Ltnu o, K1n1D1 ~h• •cky1, wll conducl a pubflo ht&lfng at 7:00 p.in. oros soon lht1oaller as 
lht m1Ut1 ffll)' b1 hHld on Tu■sd■y, Junt 2,2015, al lh■ Cl~ Ho'I,, 12J50\Y, 8711 Sl111I Parkway, L■ool~ Konu,, 

::x~~~~~:~:~fi~'K~s~~~;.~~~ ;.J!!:fJ;1
• 

011h~W:J~~1,~nh~ :::~":J.a;, :P•m:;~f ~t"!;o,i~~ 
principal 1mounl of lndu1trfol ,ov1nu1 bond■ W.'!tiondt1 In ltcOfdll'ICe wi1h K,SW. 12•17◄0 to 12•1740da 
hclu,11.•11 a■ nmondtd. Th• proc11d1 of th• Bonds wll be u1td 10 par. lho co,1 of ocqulrlng, conslrucllng 1n 
equlpphg ■ Ion buldlng, oppro>tlm1!1ty 380 unit, mvlll-fomlty co1M1 11c 11 devolor◄m•nl wilh om1n:t1u, lnchJdlog 

~~•J ~!~~•~,t>t,1~~~!':~l~~:~!• ::~.:~:.';,~l:C~i.'°Th~;:ct~ 'fJ:b~T.:,•~ :::lnO'~~iU~~: trA~:; 
111111lgn1 (th, "T11n1nl1, Applicatfon rorlh11x1mptlon wilb1 condttt;n,d on ag1um1nl by th• T1n1nt lo mokt 

f ::11l~r~t~~;.1::,,~ 'uix:,·.~1~1
'h ~D~~~~t~!j.:f r.rt~.~: h"~t~'!~t~~;,;:~n:JbiW 1'2~i}i;~ 

lht Bond■ ind 1111 lnltrHI lhrreon:lr not be• d1btorg1n1ull obtigatlon or th, Cily, lh• ■lolo ol Konsu or ■ nr 
munlclpol corpo,1llon thtrtof, ■ nd n1llh11 lht Bond■ nor th, lnlirHl lh111on 1ro poy1bt1 In ■ny m1nn1r f1om lax 
IIYIOUH of 00)' kind Of ChllDCllf. 

0lOOM1rt~1y 
Mlulon, KS 00202 

lhomtttiio tnd pubfic h11rlno wil b ■ optn lo lht puW-c. lnltllSlld m1mb11t of lhl publ'OIIII lnvilld 
lo ollend lho htotlno ond wm h•v• 011 opp0f1unlty lo up,111 lhtfrvf1w1 wilh '"C'cl lo lh, 1x1mpllon, \Yrl\lon 

f~:r~::,,~~!::~f~!°o~,,,,r,mt,lfg,~~N~f,~~0Ji~•tt'::'!~:v~n~~~tv,;'t~~~~Q~1l'~~: 
Bt~~oM,d~:,~o~,~~:ue:';o.~rc~'!ii~?>~h• oxtmptfon may b1 obttlnod In tdvonce or lhl h11nng lrom lht City'I 

1!119 

(Ot3) m -0210 
ch001L'tlc~huusccm111lonk1.o,n Oolad: Moy 19, 2015 

5119 

L 

' r 
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THBLEOALRl!CORD• MAY 12.Wl!i PAOl!l 

JOHNSON COUNTY PUBLIC NOTICES 
IIOTICI TO BIDDERS 

Fir&\ publl1hotJ In lh1 ltgol Ricord, ~~do~ ~~Jf.AA':;~ARK. KANSI\S 

NOTICE 10 BIOOEffS 

Stoltd bid• for 801 Park lmorav1m1nl1 ,<r11bt rtct lvtd l?-J lhe Cllyol Ovculond Pa,k. Ko.rnu at \ht olfkool 

t~~~I~ Cl~~I~~~~~~.,:. ~;~1:::d~~~ ~~·::~~:,~:d•r;~~:~i~2C~~n~W~~i~~:~r·H~.wruri 
~• pubtk: f)' opined 1nd r11d aklud, At'('/ b!d fKtlvltd antr lht d11Ton1led cklsfng Um• w;1l bt rolurntd 
unopentd, 

All bkh a hall bo 1ubmllttd In 111l1d 1nvolope1 addrt1111d to th1Cil)' Clt1k af Ov1rtand P11k. Kon1111 end m11k.ct 
;,8~~.ri~t1roon 11 00 10 0 '"Copltaol n9-1peclr,c~';'J~~documen1;;Ra'~~:;41onttact 
• Con\10010,. d111tfng Iha cont,■ ct docum,nt■ kH UH n p1tp1rtng bfd ■ may obtah ■ HI of auch dGCum1n11 
from Pork1 R1Met1 DIPOdrotnt at 11021 H1nlt Gkttl 

~~"J~t, ($ 00 00 l ,~hk:h ■ mounl ls nol 11fund1bl1, 

u.:1~:~1:e~~i:n~~~~~h!~{~~~!~~~~~••~~:,'o~1~•,~~:''i.~~r~10~~::=· 
bid docum1nl1 and oth., con\tlc\ dooum1nl1 rrom eny olhtr 1ource{1) mfty r11ult fn ob11Pning fncompitla ana 
lnaccorrila lnrOfmoUon. Oblolnlng lhoH dooUmMlt fJUm ony Hutti olhtf \han UutcU)' lrom tho 1ou,ce ll1ltd 
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THE TIMBERS AT CLEAR CREEK 
DECLARATION OF RESTRICTIONS 

THIS DECLARATION is made as of the ! t ~ day of March, 2007, by The Timbers, 
L.L.C., a Kansas limited liability company ("Developer"). 

WITNESSETH: 

WHEREAS, Developel' has executed and filed with tl1e Register of Deeds of Johnson 
County, Kansas four plats of the subdivision known as ''The Timbers at Clear Creek'', which plat 
includes the following described lots and tracts: 

Lots 1 through S6, and Tracts A, B, C, D, E and F, THE TIMBERS 
AT CLEAR CREEK. FJRST PLAT, a subdivision in the City of 
Lenexa, Johnson County, Kansas. 

Tracts G and H, THE TIMBERS AT CLEAR CREEK, SECOND 
PLAT, a subdivision in the City of Lenexa, Johnson County, 
Kansas. 

Lots 57 through 133, and Tracts 11 1 and K, THE TIMBERS AT 
CLEAR CREEK, THIRD PLAT, a subdivision in the City of 
Lenex:a, Johnson County, Kansas. 

Tract L, THE TIMBERS AT CLEAR CREEK, FOURTH PLAT, a 
subdivision in the City of Lenexa, Johnson County1 Kansas. 

WHEREAS, Developer, as the developer of the above-described property, desires to place 
certain restrictions on such lots to preserve and enhance the value, desirability and attractiveness 
of the development and improvements constructed thereon and to keep the use thereof consistent 
with the intent of the Developer, and all of said restrictions shall be for the use and benefit of 
Developer and its future grantees, successors and assigns; 

263444.l 
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NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the premises contained herein, Developer, for 
itself and for its successors and assigns. and for its future grantees, hereby agrees and declares 
that the above-described lots shall be, and they hereby are, restricted as to their use and otherwise 
in the manner hereinafter set forth. 

apply: 
1. DefinJtions. For purposes of this Declaration, the following definitions shall 

(a) "Approving Party'' means (i) prior to the recording of the Certificate of 
Substantial Completion, the Developer (or its designees from time to time) and (ii) 
subsequent to the recording of the Certificate of Substantial Completion, the Board (or 
with respect to Exterior Structures and other matters assigned to it, the Architectural 
Committee). 

(b) "Architectural _Committee" means: (i) prior to the Tumover Date, the 
Developer (or its designees from time to time); and (ii) on and after the Turnover Date, a 
committee comprised of at least three members of the Homes Association, all of whom 
shall be appointed by and serve at the pleasure of the Board (subject to the provisions of 
Section 15 below). 

(c) "Board" means the Board of Directors of the Homes Association. 

(d) "Certificate of Substantial Completion" means a certificate executed, 
acknowledged and recorded by the Developer with the Recording Office stating that all of 
the Lots in the Subdivision (as then contemplated by the Developer) have been sold by 
the Developer and the residences to be constructed thereon are substantially completed; 
provided, however, that the Developer may execute and record a Certificate of Substantial 
Completion or similar instn.iment in lieu thereof in Developer's absolute discretion at any 
earlier time and for any limited purpose hereunder. The execution or recording of a 
Certlflcate of Substantial Completion shall not, by itself, constitute an assignment of any 
of the Developer's rights to the Homes Association or any other person or entity. 

(e) "City" means the City of Lenexa, Kansas. 

(f) ''Common Areas" means (i) the Green Areas (but, with respect to each 
tract, only until such time as the City may become the owner of such tract), (ii) any 
entrances, monuments, berms, street islands, and other similar ornamental areas and 
related utilities, lights, sprinkler systems and landscaping constructed or installed by or 
for the Developer or the Homes Association at or near the entrance of any street or along 
any street, and any easements related thereto, in or to the Subdivision, including, without 
limitation, Tract F of The Timbers at Clear Creek, First Plat, (iii) all landscape easements 
that may be granted to the Developer and/or the Homes Association, and (iv) all other 
similar areas and places, together with all improvements thereon and thereto, the use, 
benefit or enjoyment of which is intended for all of the owners within the Subdivision. 
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(g) ''Declaration" means this instrument, as the same may be amended, 
supplemented or modified from time to time. 

(h) ''Developer" means The Timbers, L.L,C., a Kansas limited liability 
company, and its successors and assigns, 

(i) 11Exterior Structure'' means any structure erected or maintained or 
proposed to be erected or maintained on a Lot other than the main residential structure or 
any structural component thereof, and shall include, without limitation, any deck, gazebo, 
greenhouse, doghouse, outbuilding, fence, patio wall, rock wall, landscape wall, privacy 
screen, boundary wall, bridge, patio enclosure, sport court, tennis court, paddle tennis 
court, swimming pool, hot tub, pond, basketball goal, flag pole, antennae, swingset, 
jungle gym, trampoline, sand box., playhouse, treehouse, batting cage, or other 
recreational or play structure, and all exterior sculptures, statuary, fountains; and similar 
yard decor. 

G) "Green Areas" means Tracts A, B. C, D and E of The Timbers at Clear 
Creek, First Plat, Tracts G and Hof The Timbers at Clear Creek, Second Plat, Tracts I, J 
and K. of The Timbers at Clear Creek Third Plat and Tract L of the Timbers of Clear 
Creek, Fourth Plat and all similar areas that may be platted in the Subdivision as a tract 
and not for use as a residential lot (as they may be subsequently replatted and/or 
configured), 

(k) "Homes Association" means the Kansas not~for-profit corporation to be 
formed by or for the Developer for the purpose of servi1\g as the homes association for the 
Subdivision. 

(1) "Lot" means any lot as shown as a separate lot on any recorded plat of all 
or part of the Subdivision; provided, however, that if an Owner, other than the Developer, 
owns adjacent lots (or parts thereof) upon which only one residence has been, is being, or 
will be erected, then such adjacent property under common ownership shall be deemed to 
constitute only one "Lot." 

(m) "Owner" means the record owner(s) of title to any Lot, including the 
Developer, and for purposes of all obligations of the Owner hereunder, shall include, 
where appropriate, all family members and tenants of such Owner and all of their guests 
and Invitees. 

(n) ''Recording Office11 means the Office of Register of Deeds of Johnson 
County, Kansas. 

(o} "Stream Corridor" means the stream and adjacent land that constitute part 
of Tracts J and K of The Timbers at Clear Creek, Thfrd Plati and set aside as a ''stream 
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corridor'', in accordance with the City ordinances, and all similar areas as may be 
specified by Developer in an amendment or supplement to this Declaration. 

(p) "Subdivision'' means all of the above•described Lots in The timbers at 
Clear Creek, First Plat and Third Plat, all Common Areas, and all additional property 
which hereafter may be made subject to this Declaration in the manner provided herein. 

(q) "Turnover Date" means the earlier of: (i) the date ns of which 90% of all 
of the Lots in the Subdivision (as then contemplated by the Developer) have been sold by 
the Developer and the residences have been constructed thereon, or (ii) the date the 
Developer, in its absolute discretion, selects as the Turnover Date for all or any specific 
portion of this Declaration. 

2, Use of Land. Except as otherwise expressly provided herein, none of the Lots 
may be improved, used or occupied for other than single family, private residential purposes. No 
trailer, outbuilding or Exterior Structure shall at any time be used for human habitation, 
temporarily or pennanently; nor shall any residence of a temporary character be erected, moved 
onto or maintained upon any of the Lots or any Common Areas or be used for human habitation; 
provided, however, that the Developer or others (including, without limitation, builders and real 
estate brokerage companies) authorized by tbe Developer shall have the right to use trailers or 
temporary buildings or structures or any residence or any building that is part of the Common 
Areas for model, office, sales or storage purposes during the development and build out of the 
Subdivision. 

3, Bµjlding Material Requirements. 

(i:1) Exterior walls of all residences and all appurtenances thereto sha11 be of 
stucco, stucco board, brick, stone, wood shingles, batt siding, board and batt siding, wood 
paneling, masonite or wood lap siding, plate glass1 glass blocks, wood trim, or any other 
materials specifically approved by the Developer in writing. Concrete blocks shall not be 
pennitted as an exterior finished surface. All windows and exterior doors shall be 
constructed of glass, wood, metal or vinyl clad, fiberglass, or any other materials 
specifically approved by the Developer in writing. No windows or exterior doors may be 
silver or other similar finish, Roofs of residences shall be covered with wood shingles, 
wood shakes, concrete tiles, clay tiles, state, or high quality composition shingles, all of 
the specific types, colors, styles, dimensions and other: aesthetic factors specifically 
approved by the Developer in writing. Notwithstanding the foregoing provisions of this 
Section 3 requiring or prohibiting specific building materfads or products, any building 
materials or products that 1nay be or come into general or acceptable usage for dwelling 
construction of comparable quality and style in the area1 as determined by the Approving 
Party in its absolute discretion, shall be acceptable upon written approval by the 
Approving Party in its absolute discretion. In the event the City or other government 
agency with jurisdiction and authority requires specific building materials not authorized 
above or requires that Owners have additional choices of building materials not 
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authorized above, the Approving Party shall have the right, in its absolute discretion, to 
establish and. regulate in writing the specific types, colors and other aesthetic features of 
such new or additional building materials, 

(b) All applicable exterior components (excluding roofs, brick, stone, and 
similar components) shall be covered with a workmanlike finish of paint or stain. No 
residence or Exterior Structure shall stand with its exterior in any unfinished condition for 
longer thtm five months after commencement of construction. All exterior basement 
foundations and walls which are exposed in excess of 12 inches above final grade shall be 
painted the same color as the residence or shall be covered with siding compatible with 
the structure. 

(c) No air conditioning apparatus or unsightly projection shall be attached to 
or located on the front of any residence. No window air conditioning or heating units 
shall be permitted. 

(d) All driveways and sidewalks shall be concrete, patterned concrete, 
bomanite, interlocking pavers, brick or other pem1anent stone finishes. Crushed gravel, 
asphalt and natural driveways and sidewalks along the street or from the driveway to the 
front door are prohibited. No driveway shall be constructed in a manner as to permit 
access to a street across a rear property line. 

(e) 
permitted. 

All residences shall have at least a two-car garage. No car ports are 

(t) The Developer, in its discretion, may allow variances from the foregoing 
r_equiretnents of this Section 3. 

4. Minimum Fjoor Area. No residence shall be constructed upon any Lot unless it 
has a total finished floor area of at least 2,000 square feet for any one story residence; 2,400 sq. 
ft. for any two story residence with a minimum of 1,0S0 sq. ft. on the first floor; 2,400 sq. ft. for 
any one and one half story residence with a minimum of 1,400 sq. ft. on tl1e first floor; 2,000 sq. 
ft, for a reverse one and one half story with minimum of 1,400 sq. ft. on the mah1 floor, The 
Developer, in its absolute discretion, may allow val.'iances from the minimum square footage 
requirement. 

5. Approval of Plans: Post-Construction Changes: Grading; Erosion Control. 

(a) Notwithstanding compliance with the provisions of Sections 3 and 4 
above, no residence or Exterior Structure may be erected upon or moved onto any Lot 
unless and until the building plans, specifications, exterior materials, location, elevations, 
plot plan, lot grading plan, general landscaping plan, and exterior color scheme (all as and 
when may be required by the Developer for each particular stage of construction) have 
been submitted to and approved in writing by the Developer or, in the case of Exterior 
Structures to the extent pl'ovided in Section 8 below, tlle Architectural Committee, in each 
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case as to architectural consistency and other aesthetic factors. No change or alteration in 
such building plans, specifications, exterior materials, location, elevations, lot grading 
plans, general landscaping plans or exterior color scheme shall be made unless and until 
such change or alteration hns been submitted to and approved in writing by the Developer 
or the Architectural Committee, as the case may be. 

(b) Following the completion of construction of any residence or Exterior 
Structure, no significant landscaping change, significant exterior color change or exterior 
addition or alteration shall be made thereto unless and until the change, addition or 
alteration has been sllbmitted to and approved in writing by the Architecrural Committee. 
All replacements of all or any portion of a completed structure because of age, casualty 
loss or other reason, including, without limitation; roofs and siding, shall be of the same 
materials, location and elevation as the original structure unless and until the changes 

. thereto have been submitted to and approved in writing by the Architectural Committee. 

(c) All final grading of each Lot shall be completed by the Owner in 
connection with construction of the residence and shall be in accordance with any master 
grading plan approved by the City, any related grading plan furnished by the Developer 
for the development phase containing the Lot and any specific site grading plan for the 
Lot approved by or for the Developer. No landscaping, berms, fences or other structures 
shall be il'IStalled or maintained that impede the flow of surface water. Water from sump 
pumps shall be drained away from adjacent residences (actual and future). No changes in 
the final grading of any Lot shall be made by or for the Owner without the prior written 
approval of the Approving Party and, if necessary, the City. The Developer shall have no 
liability or responsibility to any builder, Owner or other party for the failure of a builder 
or Owner to final grade or maintain any Lot in accordance with the master grading plan or 
any approved lot grading plan or for the Developer not requiring a lot grading plan or 
compliance therewith or for the quality or composition of any soil or subsurface material. 
The Developer does not represent or guarantee to any Owner or other person that any 
grading plan for the Lots which the Developer or any engineer or other party may approve 
or supply shall be sufficient or adequate or that the Lots will drain properly or to any 
Owner's or other person's satisfaction, 

(d) During the construction of the residence and improvements on such Lot 
and until the Lot is completely established with grasa, the Owner, at its expense, shall 
install and properly maintain hay bales, silt fencing and such other erosion and silt control 
devices as are necessary to prevent stonnwater runoff from the Lot depositing silt or other 
debris onto ndjacent Lots, Common Areas and streets, In connection therewith, the 
Owner shall comply with all Federal, state and local governmental laws, regulations and 
requirements, with all applicable pennits, and with all requirements imposed by the 
Developer, including, without limitation, preparation ofinspection reports, and the Owner 
shalt be responsible for any and all governmental fines and assessments that may be 
levied or assessed as a result of a failure of the Owner to so comply. 
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(e) All site preparation, including, but not limited to, tree removal, excavation, 
grading, rock excavation/removal, 11auling, and piering, etc., shall be at the sole expense 
of the Owner or builder. All removed trees and excavated rock, etc,, shall be removed 
ftom the Subdivision and shall not be spoiled within the Subdivision, except as expressly 
approved by the Developer. All excess dirt shall be spoiled within the Subdivision or 
other location as directed by the Developer and no dirt shall be n,"lnoved from the 
Subdivision, except as expressly approved by the Developer. 

(t) All building plans and plot plans shall be designed to minimize the 
removal of existing trees, 

(g) Approval of plans or specifications by the Developer or any other 
Approving Party is not, and shall not be deemed to be, a representation or warranty that 
such plans or specifications comply with good enfineering/architectural practices or any 
governmental requirements. 

(h)- Each Owner acknowledges that neither the sale of a Lot by the Developer 
to a particular builder nor tbe inclusion of a particular builder on a list of builders 
building in the area or on a list of approved builders constitutes a representation, 
endorsement or guaranty by the Developer or any real estate broker/salesperson of the 
financial stability, qualifications, work or any other matter relating to such builder. 
Neither the Developer nor any real estate broker/salesperson guarantees or warrants the 
obligations or construction by any builder. 

6. Set Backs. No residence, or any part thereof (exclusive of porches, porticoes, 
stoops, balconies, bay and other windows, eaves, chimneys and other similar projections), or 
Exterior Structure, or any part thereo~ shalt be nearer the street line than the building set back 
lines shown on the recorded plat for such Lot; provided, however, that the Approving Party shall 
have (i) the right to decrease, in its discretion, the set back lines for a specific Lot, to the extent 
they are greater than the minimum set backs required by the City, by filing an appropriate 
instrument in writing in the Recording Office and (ii) the right to incrense, in its discretion, the 
setback lines for a specific Lot(s). 

7. Comme1,cement and Completion of Construction. Unless the foUowing time 
periods are expressly extended by the Developer in writing, construction of the residence on a 
Lot shall be commenced (meaning digging of the foundation) within three months following the 
date of delivery of a deed from the Developer to the first purchaser of such Lot and shall be 
cornpleted within nine months after such construction commencement. In the event such 
construction is not commenced within such three month period (or extension thereof, if any), the 
Developer shall have, prior to commencement of construction, the right (but not the obligation) 
to repurchase such Lot from the Owner, free and clear of all mortgages, mechanic's liens and 
similar liens, for an amount equal to 90% of the sale price of the Lot from the Developer to the 
first purchaser thereof. If such repurchase right is exercised by the Developer, the Owner of the 
Lot in violation of this construction commencement provision shall not be entitled to 
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reimbursement for tax.es, insurance, interest or other expenses paid or incurred by or for such 
Owner and all taxes and installments of special assessments shall be prorated between Developer 
and the Owner as of the closing of the repurchase by Developer. • 

8. Exterior Stnlctures. 

(a) No Exterior Structure shall be erected upon, moved onto or maintained 
upon any Lot except (i) strictly in accordance with and pursuant to the prior written 
approval of the Architectt.mll Committee as to the applicable building plans, 
specifications, exterior materials, location, elevations, lot grading plans, landscaping 
plans and exterior color scheme and (ii) in compliance with the additional specific 
restrictions set forth in subsection (b) below or elsewhere in this Declaration, 
Notwitl1standing the foregoing sentence, the approval of the Architectural Committee 
shall not be required for (I) any Exterior Structure erected by or at the request of the 
Developer or (11) any Exterior Structure that (A) has been specifically approved by the 
Developer prior to the issuance of a temporary or pennane11t certificate of occupancy as 
part of the residential construction plans approved by the Developer and (B) bas been 
built in accordance with such approved plans. Compliance with the specific requirements 
or restrictions set forth in subsection (b) below or elsewhere in this Declaration shall not 
automatically entitle an Owner to install or maintain any specific Exterior Structures, and 
the Approving Party, in its discretion, shall always have the right to additionally regulate, 
prohibit, condition or otherwise restrict any Exterior Structure notwithstanding such 
otheiwise compliance. 

(b) 
(i) All fence and privacy screen plans must be approved by tl1e 

Approving Party and (where required) the City prior to installation. No fence 
shall be installed without a pennit from the City (where required) and compliance 
with all applicable laws and codes, Only wood or wrought iron (or similar) fences 
or privacy screens in the specific styles, materials 'and colors approved by the 
Developer shall be permitted on the Lots. All fences, retaining walls and privacy 
screens shall be ornamental and shall not disfigure the property or the 
neighborhood or interfere with drainage. All fences and privacy screens shall be 
constructed with a ·finished side facing outward, No chain link, wire or similar 
fence shall be pennitted. Unless and until otheiwise specifically approved in 
writing by the Approving Party, (A) no fence or privacy screen shall exceed five 
feet in height, (B) no fence or privacy screen shall be constructed or maintained 
on any Lot nearer to the front street than the rear corners (as determined by the 
Approving Party) of the residence, (C) no fence shall be constructed or maintained 
on any Lot more than one foot from the property line of the Lot, except to the 
extent necessary for such fence to abut the residence and except for fences around 
swimming pools, bot tubs and patio areas, (0) all fences (except for fences around 
swimming pools, hot tubs and patio areas) must be joined to or abutting any 
previously existing fences on adjacent Lots, (E) all perimeter fences shall be stair-
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stepped to follow the grade of the Lot, and (F) no wood fence shnll be painted or 
stained any color. 

(ii) All basketbllll goals shall be pennanently installed (except as 
provided below), free standing and not attached to the residence. All backboards 
shall be transparent and all poles shall be black or a neutral color. There shall be 
only one basketball goal per Lot. The Board shall have the right to establish 
reasonable rules regarding the hours of use of basketball goals and any such rules 
shall be binding upon alt of the Lots and the Owners. Portable basketball goals 
shall be pennitted only if stored in the garage at night. 

(iii) All recreational or play structures must be approved in advance by 
the Approving Party and (if allowed) (A) shall be made of materials approved in 
writing by the Approving Party, (B) (other than basketball goals) shall be located 
behind the rear comers (as detennined by the Approving Party) of the residence 
and (C) (other than basketball goals) shall be located at least 10 feet from each 
side boundary and 10 feet frorn the rear boundary of the Lot, 

(iv) No aboveground type swimming pools shall be pennitted. All 
swimming pools shall be fenced and all hot tubs shall be fenced or otherwise 
adequately screened, all in accordance with City requirements and the other 
provisions of the Declaration. All pools and hot tubs shall be kept clean ai1d 

maintained in operable condition at all times. 

(v) All outside dog houses shall be located in the back yard in the patio 
area, shall be _painted or stained (where appropriate) the same color of the 
residence, and shall have roofs that are the same as the residence. 

(vi) The following Exterior Structures shall be prohibited on the Lots: 
animal runs,· tr_ampolines, tennis courts, sport courts, tree houses, batting cages, 
detached greenhouses and other detached outbuildings. 

(vii) No Exterior Structure that is prohibited under Section 9 below 
shall be permitted under this Section 8. 

(c) 1'30 fence, wall or other Exterior Structure installed by or for the Developer 
or Homes Association anywhere in the Subdivision may be removed or altered by nny 
Owner or other person without the prior written consent of the Approving Party, 

9, Buildings or Uses Other Th;m for Resjdential Purposes: Noxious Activities; 
Miscellaneous. 

(a) Except as otherwise provided in Section 2 above, no residence or Exterior 
Structure, or any portion thereof, shall ever be placed, erected or used for business, 
professional, trade or commercial purposes on any Lot; provided, however, that this 
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restriction shall not prevent an Owner or occupant from maintaining an office area or 
operating a home-business occupation in his residence in accordance with the applicable 
ordinances of the Ciey so long as the residential character of the area is maintained. 

{b) No illegal, noxious or offensive activity shall be ca.med on with respect to 
any Lot~ nor shall any trash, ashes or other refuse be thrown, placed or dumped upon any 
Lot or Common Area; nor shall anything be done which muy be or become an annoyance 
or a nuisance to the Subdivision, or any part thereof. 

(c) Each Owner shall properly maintain his Lot in a neat, clean and orderly 
fashion. The exterior portions of the residence and all Exterior Structures on the Lot 
(including, without limitation, any fence that may have been installed by or for the 
Developer) shall be kept and maintained by the Owner in good condition and repair at all 
times. Each residence exterior shall be repainted by the Owner every five years or less, as 
needed. Any exterior color change must be approved in advance in accordance with 
Section S(b). 

(d) Unlicensed or inoperative motor vehicles are prohibited, except in an 
enclosed garage. 

( e) Overnight parking of motor vehicles, boat or other trailers, or similar 
apparatus of any type or character in public streets, Common Areas or vacant lots is 
prohibited. Motor vehicles shall be parked overnight in garages or on paved driveways 
only, Except as provided in subsection (g) below, no vehicle (other than an operable 
passenger automobile, passenger van or small truck), commercial truck or van, bus, boat, 
jet-ski, trailer, camper, mobile home, or similar apparatus shall be left or stored overnight 
on any Lot, except in an enclosed garage. 

(f) Trucks or commercial vehicles with gross vehicle weight of 12,000 pounds 
or over llfe prohibited in the Subdivision except during such limited time as such truck or 
vehicle is actually being used in the Subdivision during nonnal working hours for its 
specific purpose. 

(g) Recreational motor vehicles of any type or character are prohibited except: 

(i) When stored in an enclosed garage; 

(ii) When temporarily parked on the driveway for the purpose of 
loading and unloading (maximum of one overnight every 14 days); or 

(iii) With prior written approval of the Approving Party. 

(h) No television, radio, citi:ze11s' band, short wave or other antenna, satellite 
dish (in excess of 39 inches in diameter as provided below), solnr panel, clothes line or 
pole, or other unsightly projection shall be attached to the exterior of any residence or 
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erected in any yard. Should any pan or all of the restriction set forth in the preceding 
sentence be unenforceable because it violates a statute or the First Amendment or auy 
other provision of the United States Constitution, the Approving Party shall have the right 
to establish rules and regulations regarding the location, size, landscaping and other 
aesthetic aspects of such projections so as to reasonably control the impact of such 
projections on the Subdivision, and all parts thereof, and any such rules and regulations 
shall be binding upon all of the Lots. Notwithstanding any provision in this Declaration 
to the contrary, small satellite dishes (ma.ximum 39 inches in diameter) may be installed, 
with the prior written consent and in accordance with the requirements of the Approving 
Party, so as to render the installMion as inoffensive as possible to other Owners. 

. (i) 'No artificial flowers, trees or other vegetation shall be pennitted on the 
exterior of any residence or in the yard. Sculptures, bird baths, fountains, yard art, and 
similar decorative objects are allowed on the exterior of the residence or in the yard only 
with the specific written approval of the Approving Party. 

(j) Exterior holiday lights shall be p~itted only between November 15 and 
January 31. Except for such holiday lights, all exterior lighting shall be white (clear) and 
not colored. 

(k) No garage sales, sample sales, estate sales or similar activities shall be 
held within the Subdivision without the prior written consent of the Hornes Association. 

(1) No spenker1 horn, whistle, siren, bell or other sound device shall be 
located, installed or maintained upon the exterior of any residence or in any yard, except 
intercoms, devices used exclusively for security purposes, and stereo speakers used in 
accordance with any rules specified by the Board. 

(m) All residential service utilities shall be underground, except with the 
approval of the Developer. 

(n) In the event of vandalism, fire, windstorm or other damage, no residence 
or Exterior Structure shall be permitted by the Owner to remain in damaged condition for 
longer than three months (except with the specific written consent of the Approving 
Party). 

(o) No shedr barn, detached garage or other storage facility shall be erected 
upon, moved onto or maintained upon any Lot. 

(p) No outside fuel storage tanks of any kind shall be permitted (ex.cept 
standard propane tanks for outdoor grills), 
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(q) Except for signs erected by or for the Developer or Hs approved real estate 
brokerage company for the Subdivision, no sign, advertisement or billboard may be 
erected or maintained on any Lot, except that: 

(i) One sign not more than three feet high and/or three feet wide may 
be maintained offering the residence for sale. For newly constructed homes 
offered for sale, only a real estate brokerage company sign (which may include a 
rider identifying the builder), and not also a separate sign for the builder, may be 
used if a real estate brokerage company is involved. 

(ii) One garage sale sign not more than three feet high and/or three feet 
wide is permitted on the Lot when a permitted garage sale is being held, provided 
such signs are erected in accordance with City code and are installed no more than 
two hours before the start of the sale and are removed within two hours after the 
close of the sale. 

(iii) One political sign per candidate or issue .not more than three feet 
high or three feet wide is permitted on the Lot for up to three weeh before the 
election but must be removed within 24 hours after the election. 

No signs offering a residence for lease or rent shall be allowed in the Subdivision, Prior 
to the filing of the Certificate of Substantial Completion, no sign offering a residence for 

. sale shall be allowed in the Subdivision (other than signs of the Developer-approved 
realtor for the Subdivision). Without limiting the foregoing, no sign shall be permitted 
which (A) describes the condition of the residence or the Lot, (B) describes, maligns, or 
refers to the reputation) character or building practices of the Developer, any builder, or 
any other Owner, or (C) discourages or othetwise impacts or attempts to impact a party's 
decision to acquire a Lot or residence in the Subdivision. In the event of a violation of 
the foregoing provisions, the Developer and/or the Homes Association shall be entitled to 
remove any such offending sign, and in so doing, shall not be subjected to any liability for 
trespass, violation of constitutional or other rights, or otherwise. If these limitations on 
the use of signs, or any part thereof, are determined to be unlawful, the Board shall have 
the right to regulate the use of signs in a manner not in violation of law. 

(r) No sign (other than community marketing signs approved by the 
Developer) .!ihatl be placed or maintained in any Common Area without the approval of 
the Approving Party. 

(s) No tra.!ih, refuse, or garbage can or receptacle (other than construction 
dumpsters during construction) shall be placed on any Lot outside a residence, except 
after sundown of the day before or upon the day for regularly scheduled trash collection 
and except for grass bags placed in the back or side yard pending regularly scheduled 
trash collection, 
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(t) Oarage doors shall remain closed at all times except when necessary for 
ingress and egress. 

(u) No residence or part thereof shall be rented or used for transient or hotel 
purposes, which are defined as: (i) rental of less than three months duration or under 
which occupants are provided customary hotel services such as room service for food and 
beverages, maid service, and similar services; or (ii) rental to roomers or boarders, (i.e., 
rental to one or more persons of a portion of a residence only). No lease may be of less 
than an entire residence,· Each lease shall be in writing, shall require that the temmt and 
other occupants acknowledge the existence of this Declaration and agree to comply with 
all provisions of this Declaration, shall provide that the lease shall be subject in all 
respects to the provisions of this Declaration and to the rules and regulations promulgated 
from time to lime by the Board, and shall provide that the failure by the tenant to comply 
with the terms of this Declaration or such rules and regulations shall be a default under 
the lease. In the event a tenant fails to comply with the terms of this Declaration or such 
rules and regulations, the Owner shall, if so directed by the Board, terminate the lease and 
evict the tenant. Prior to the commencement of the tenn of a lease, the Owner slH1ll notify 
the Board, in writing, of the name or names of the tenant or tenants and the time during 
which the Jease term shall be in effect. Notwitl1standing the existence of a lease, the 
Owner shall remain liable for all obligations under this Declaration with respect to the 
Lot and the improvements thereon and the uae thereof and the Con1mon Areas, and the 
Owner shall cause the rented property to be maintained to the same general condition and 
standards as then prevailing for the Owner-occupied residences in the Subdivision. 

(v) Each of the Developer and the Homes Association may enforce the 
foregoing restrictions and other provisions of this Declaration by establishing, levying 
and collecting fines and other enforcement charges, having vehicles, trailers or other 
apparatus towed away at the Owner's expense, or taking such other lawful actions as the 
Developer or the Homes Association, in its sole discretion, deems appropriate. 

l 0. Animals. No animals of any kind shall be raised, bred, kept or maintained on any 
Lot except that dogs, cats and other common household pets may be raised, bred, kept or 
maintained so long as (a) they are not raised, bred, kept or maintained for commercial purposes, 
(b) they do not constitute a nuisance and (c) the City ordinances and other applicable laws are 
satisfied. All pets shall be confined to the Lot of the Owner except when on a leash controlled by 
a responsible person. Owners shall immediately clean up after their pets on all streets, Common 
Areas and Lots owned by others. 

11. Stream Book Outer Zone Area. Notwithstanding any other provision of this 
Declaration to the contrary, to the extent any Lot contains any part of the stream bank outer zone, 
as shown on a plat or otherwise as designated by the City, the Owner of the Lot may improve 
such area only in accordance with tl,e applicable ordinances of the City and shall use and 
maintain such area in accordance with such applicable ordinances. 
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12. 1,awns. Landscaping agd Gardens, Within 60 days after the issuance of any 
pennanent or temporary certificate of occupancy for the residence, all lawns, including all areas 
between the residence and any adjacent street, regardless of the existence and location of any 
fence, monument, boundary wall. berm, sidewalk or right-of-way line, shall be fully sodded and 
shall remain fully sodded at all times thereafter; provided, however, that the Owner of a Lot may 
leave a portion of the Lot as a natural area with the express written permission of the Approving 
Party. No lawn on a Lot shall be planted with zoysia or buffalo grass. 

Within 60 days after the issuance of any pennnnent or temporary certificate of occupancy 
for the residence, the Owner thereof shall landscape the Lot to the same standards as that 
generally prevailing throughout the Subdivision (which shall include, but not be limited to, a 
minimum expenditure of S2,000.00 on foundation plantings in tbe front yard, plus at least one 
hardwood tree of two inch or more caliper in the :front yard (in addition to any trees planted by 
the Developer or the City)). All landscaping shall be installed in accordance with the landscaping 
plans approved by the Developer and shall be maintained by the Owner in good condition at all 
times. 

To the extent any of the foregoing items are not completed prior to occupancy, the Owner 
shall escrow funds1 in an amount (if any) and manner detennined by the Developer, to assure 
such installation when weather pennits. 

All vegetable gardens shall be located behind the rear comers of the residence (as 
detennined by the Approving Party) and at least five feet away from the boundary of the Lot. No 
vegetable garden(s) shall exceed 100 square feet in size on any Lot, except with the prior written 
consent of the Approving Party. 

Each Owner shall keep the lawn of the Lot in good condition at all times and uniformly 
mowed and clipped with a length of grass not to exceed four inches and reasonably free from 
weeds. 

TI1e Developer shall have the right (but not the obligation) to install one or more trees on 
each Lot. The type(s) and Jocation(s) of tree(s) and timing of plantirtg shall be selected by the 
Developer in its absolute discretion. The City may also install one or more trees on each Lot. 
Each Owner shall properly water, maintain and replace all trees and landscaping on the Owner's 
Lot (including any trees planted by or for the Developer or the City), 

13, Easements for Public Utilities; Drainage; Maintenance. The Developer shall 
have, and does hereby reserve, the right to locate, erect, construct, maintain and use, or authorize 
the location, erection, construction, maintenance and use of, drains, pipelines, sanitary and storm 
sewers, gas and water lines, electric and telephone lines, television cables and other utilities, and 
to give or grant tights-of-way or easements therefor, over, under, upon and through all easements 
and rights-of-way of record or shown on any recorded plat of the Subdivision or any Common 
Area. All utility easements and rights~of~way shall inure to the benefit of all utility companies, 
governmental authorities, the Developer and the Homes Association, for purposes of installing, 
maintaining or moving any utility lines or services and shall inure to the benefit of the Developer, 
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all Owners and the Homes Association as a cross easement for utility line service and 
maintenance. 

The Developer shall have and does hereby reserve for itself and its successors and assigns 
and the Homes Association and its successors and assigns an easement over and through all 
unimproved portions of each Lot in the Subdivision for the purpose of perfonning the powers 
and duties of the Homes Association and maintaining any Common Area. The Developer shall 
have the right to execute and record, at any time1 an easeme11t with respect to specific areas 
utilized as provided above. 

The Developer and the Homes Association, through its authorized representative(s), may 
at any reasonable time enter any Lot, without being deemed guilty of trespass, for the purpose of 
inspecting the Lot and any improvements thereon to ascertain any compliance or noncompliance 
with the requirements and terms of this Declll.fation and/or any plans approved hereunder. 

The Developer and the builder of the residence on the Lot shall have reasonable access to 
each Lot for the purpose of inspecting and maintaining erosion control devices until final 
stabilization of the full Lot is achieved by sodding and landscaping. No Owner shall prevent or 
inhibit the Developer's or the builder's reasonable access for such purpose, and no Owner shall 
remove or damage any erosion control devices installed by the Developer or the builder. Each 
Owner shall notify the builder and the Developer of any damage to such erosion control devices. 

rn the event any easement rights granted in this Section are exercised with respect to any 
Lot, the party so exercising such easement rights shall exercise the same in a reasonable manner 
so as to minimize all adverse effects on the Owners and shall promptly repair any damages to 
such Lot resulting from the exercise of such easement rights and restore the Lot to as near the 
original condition as possible. 

No water from any roof, downspout, sump pump, perimeter basement drnin or surface 
drainage shall be placed in or connected to any $anitary sewer line. 

14. Common Areas. 

(a) The Developer shall have the right (but not the obligation) to provide 
Common Areas for the use and benefit of the Subdivision. The size, location, nature and 
extent of improvements and landscaping in the Common Areas, and all other aspects of 
the Common Areas that are provided by the Developer, shall be determined by the 
Developer in its absolute discretion. 

(b) The Developer and its successors, assigns, and grantees, the Owners; and 
the Hoines Association shall have the right and easement of enjoyment in and to all of the 
,conmton Areas, but only for the intended and permitted use of such Common Areas. 
Such right and easement in fuvor of the Owners shall be appurtenant to; and shall 
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automatically pass with, the title to each Lot. All such rights and easements shall be 
subject to the rights of any governmental authority or any utility therein or thereto. 

(c) Any ownership by the Homes Association of any Common Area and the 
right and easement of enjoyment of the Owners in the Subdivision as to any Common 
Afea shall be subject to the right of the Develope1· to convey sewage, water, drainage, 
pipeline, maintenance, electric, telephone, television and other utility easements over, 
under, upon and through such Common Area1 as provided in Section 13 above, 

(d) Na Owner shall improve, destroy or otherwise alter any Common Area 
without the express written consent of the Approving Party. 

(e) Owners of Lots adjacent or nearby the Common Areas shall prevent 
erosion and pollutant discharges and runoff onto the Common Areas. 

(t) The following mles, regulations and resttictions shall apply to the use of 
the OreenAreas: 

(i) No automobiles, motorcycles, all-terrain vehicles, or other 
motoriied vehicles or apparatus of any kind shall be allowed in the Green Areas 
except for parking in any designated parking lots and except for mowing and 
otherwise maintaining the Green Area. 

(ii) No refuse, trash or debris shall be discarded or discharged in or 
about the GrecnArellS [except in designated trash bins). 

(iii) Access to tbe Green Areas shall be confined to designated areas, 
except that Owners of Lots adjacent to the Green Areas may have access to the 
area from their respective Lots (where applicable). 

(g) Each of the Developer and the Homes Association shall have reasonable 
access through Lots adjacent to the Common Areas for the purposes of maintenance and 
improvement thereof, but any party exercising such right shall be responsible for 
repairing any damage caused by it to adjacent Lots in connection with the use of such 
access right. 

(h) The Stream Corridor may be used and maintained only as allowed under 
the applicable City's ordinances. 

(i) The Developer and the Homes Association shall have the right from time 
to time to make, alter, revoke and enforce additional rules, regulations and restiictions 
pertaining to the use of any Common Area. 

(j) The Developer, in its discretion, shall have the right to reconfigure and/or 
replat all or any part of the Subdivision then owned by it, including, without limitation, to 
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make part of a Common Area tract a part of a Lot, and vice versa. In 11ddition1 each of the 
Developer and the Homes Association shall have the right to transfer to the City (but only 
with the City's consent) title to or easements over all or any part of the Common Areas so 
that such become public areas maintained by the City. 

15. Architectural Committee. 

(a) No more than two members of the Board shall serve on the Architectural 
Committee at any time. The positions on the Architectural Committee may be divided by 
the Board into two classes with staggered two-year terms. The foregoing provisions of 
this subsection (n) shall not apply until the Turnover Date, Until the Turnover Date, the 
Developer or its designees shall be the Architectural Committee. 

(b) The Architectural Committee shall meet as necessary to consider 
applications with respect to any Exterior Structures that require the approval of the 
Architectural Committee as provided in Section 8 above and to consider any other matters 
within the authority of the Architectural Committee as provided in this Declaration. The 
Architectural Committee may specify a fonn of application that must be used by 
applicants. A majority of the members of the Architectural Committee shall constitute a 
quorum for the transaction of business at a meeting and evezy act or decision made by a 
majority of the members present at a meeting at which a quorum is present shall be 
regarded as the act or decision of the Architectural Committee. 

(c) At each meeting, the Architectural Committee shall consider and act upon 
wiitten and complete applications that have been submitted to it for approval in 
·accordance with this Oeclaration. In making its decisions, the Architectural Committee 
may consider any and all aspects and factors that the individual members of the 
Architectural Committee, in their discretion, determine to be appropriate to establish and 
maintain the quality. character and aesthetics of the Subdivision, including, without 
limitation, the building plans, specifications, exterior color scheme, exterior materials, 
location, elevation, lot grading plans, landscaping plans and use of any proposed Exterior 
Structure, All decisions of the Architectural Committee shall be in writing and delivered 
to the applicant. who shall be responsible for keeping the same. The Architectural 
Committee may establish in advance and change from time to time certain procedural and 
substantive guidelines und conditions that it intends to follow in making its decisions. 
Any written application complete with all required drawings and other infonnation that is 
not acted upon by the Architectural Committee within 25 days after the date on which. it is 
filed shall be deemed to have been approved. 

(d) After the Turnover Date, any applicant or other person who is dissatisfied 
with a decision of the Architectural Committee shall have the right to appeal such 
decision to the Board provided such appeal is filed in writing with a member of the Board 
within 30 days after the date the Architectural Committee renders its written decision. ln 
making its decisions, the Board may consider any and all aspects and factors that the 
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individual n1embers of the Board, In their discretion, detennin.e to be appropriate to 
establish and maintain the quality, character and aesthetics of the Subdivision, including, 
without limitation, the building plans, specifications, exterior color scheme, exterior 
materials, location, elevation, lot grading plans, landscaping plans and U!ie of any 
proposed Exterior Structure. Any decision rendered by the Board on appeal of a decision 
of the Architectural Committee shall be final and conclusively binding on all parties and 
shall be deemed to be the decision of the Architectural Committee for all purposes under 
this Declaration. The Board from time to time may adopt, amend and revoke rules and 
regulations respecting appeals of decisions of the Architectural Committee, including, 
without limitation, requiring payment to the Homes Association of a reasonable fee by the 
appealing party. 

16. No Liability for Approval or Oisa~proval; Indemnification. 

(a) Neither the Developer, the Homes Association, nor any of their officers, 
directors, managers, representatives or agents, nor any member of the Architectural 
Committee or the Board {or any committee thereot) shall be personally liable to any 
person for any approval, disapproval or failure to approve any matter submitted for 
approval, for the adoption, amendment or revocation of any rules, regulations, restrictions 
or guidelines or for the enforcement of or failure to enforce any of the restrictions 
contained in this Declaration or any other declaration or any such rules, regulations, 
restrictions or guidelines. 

(b) If any Owner commences a lawsuit or files a counterclaim or crossclaim 
against the Hoines Association, the Board, l:he Architectural Committee, or any Individual 
member, director, officer or employee thereof, and such Owner fails to prevail in such 
lawsuit, counterclaim or crossclaim, the Homes Association, the Board, or individual 
sued by such Owner shall be entitled to recover from such Owner all litigation expenses 
incurred in defending such lawsuit, counterclaim or crossclaim, including reasonable 
attorneys' fees. Such recovery right shall constitute a lien against the Owner's Lot and 
shall be enforceable against such Lot. 

(c) To the fullest extent permitted by law, the Homes Association shall 
i11dem11ify each officer and director of the Homes Association, each member of the 
Architectural Committee, and the Developer (to the extent a claim may be brought 
against the Developer by reason of its appointment, removal of or control over, or failure 
to control, any such other persons) (each, an ''Indemnified Party") against all expenses 
and liabilities, including, without limitntion, attoineys, fees, :reasonably incurred by or 
imposed upon the Indemnified Party in connection with any action or proceeding, or any 
settlement thereof, to which the Indemnified Party may be a party or in which the 
Indemnified Party may become involved by reason of serving or having served in such 
capacity (or, in the case of the Developer, by reason of having appointed, removed or 
controlled or failed to control any officer or director of the Association), provided the 
fndemnified Party did not act, fail to act or refuse ta act with fraudulent or criminal intent 

18 

P. 19 

1111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111 
20070425•00011~69 S4/i!S/2007 
P. ,e of ll1 03:49:55 PM 
l!;,giuar al Deed& Y2£l070017794 
JO CO KS ~K:200704 PG:008469 

City of Lenexa - Public Comments for Clear Creek Subdivision (RZ26-01, PT26-01P) 
(Comments received between 8:00 AM on 02/13/2026 and 10:00 AM on 02/17/2026)

Page 260of 265



( 

FAX NO. 80428 

in the performance of the Indemnified Party's duties. The foregoing rights of 
indemnification s}Jall be in addition to and not exclusive of all other rights to which any 
Indemnified Party may be entitled at law or otherwise. 

17. Potential View Obstruction. No Owner has any right to an unobstructed view 
beyond the boundaries of the Owner's Lot. No Owner shall be entitled to prevent the 
construction or location of any structure, trees, landscaping or other item 011 any other part of the 
Subdivision, where otherwise permitted by this Declaration, because such structure, trees, 
landscaping or other item obstructs any view from the affected Lot. 

18. ~.OvLiobJllty for Powqr Lines, By acceptance of a deed to a Lot, all Owners 
acknowledge that there are above-ground high voltage electric transmission lines located in 
or near the Subdivision. ERch Owner, for himself, the members of his family, his guests, 
tenants, and invitees, acknowledges nnd accepts nil health, safety and other risks and 
hazards associated therewith. The Developer and the Homes Association shall have no 
liability or responsibility to any Owner or ather party with respect to such electrical lines. 

19. No Liability ~or Gas Lines, By acceptRnce of a deed to a Lot, all Owners 
acknowledge tbat there are underground gas Unes and related improvements locatPd in or 
near the Subdivision, Each Owner, for himself, the members of his family, his guests, 
tenants, and invitees, acknowledges and accepts all health, safety and Qther risk$ and 
ha2:ards associated therewith. The Developer and the Home$ Association shall have no 
liability or responsibility to any Owner or other party with respect to such gas Imes and 
related improvements. 

20. No Liability for Swimming Pool or Plax1'round Equipment. By 11cceptancc of 
a deed tQ a Lot, nll Owners acknowledge and accept the inh~rent risks and hazards 
(whether foreseeable or not) associl\ted with use of any swimming pool and any dMng 
board and/or slide and any playground equipment that mny be installed as part of the 
Common Areas. The Developer and the Homes Association and the officers, directors, 
managers, representatives, and agents of the Devclllper and the Homes Association shall 
have no liability or responsibility to any Owner or other party with respect to such inherent 
risks and hazards. Each Owner, for himself, the members of bis family, his guests and 

. invitees, shnll be deemed to have released and agreed never to make II claim against the 
Developer, the Homes Association and/or any officer, director, manager, representative or 
ttgent of the Developer or the Homes Association for any personal injury or death that may 
be suffered or incurred by any of such releasing parties in connection with use of the 
swimming pool area or 11ny playground area, and each of them shall be deemed to have 
waived any and all claim$ and causes of action that any of them may ever have against any 
of ~uch released parties with respect thereto, 

21. Covenants Running with Land; Enforcement; Waivers. The agreements, 
restrictions, reservations and other provisions herein set forth are, and shall be, covenants 
running with the land and shall be binding upon all subsequent grantees of all patts of the 
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Subdivision. The Developer, and its successors, assigns and grantees, and all parties claiming by, 
through or under them, shall confonn to and observe such agreements, restrictions, reservations 
and other provisions; provided, however, that neither the Developer, the Homes Association nor 
any other person or entity shall be obligated to enforce any such agreements, restrictions, 
reservations or other provisions. By accepting a deed to any of the Lots, each future grantee of 
any of the Lots shall be deemed to have personally consented and agreed to the agreements, 
restrictions and reservations set forth herein as applied to the Lot owned by such Owner. No 
agreement, restriction, reservation or other provision herein set forth shall be personally binding 
upon any Owner except with respect to breaches thereof committed or allowed to continue during 
his ownership; provided, however, that (i) the immediate grantee from the builder of the 
residence on a Lot shall be personally responsible for breaches committed during such builder's 
ownership of such Lot and (ii) an Owner shall be personally responsible for any breach 
committed by any prior Owner of the Lot to the extent notice of such breach was filed of record, 
as provided in the third paragraph of this Section, prior to the transfer of ownership. 

The Developer, the Homes Association and each Owner shall have the right (but not the 
obligation) to sue for and obtain an injunction, prohibitive or mandaLoxy, to prevent the breach of, 
or to enforce tho observance of, the agreements, restrictions, reservations and other provisions set 
forth in this Declaration, in addition to pursuing an action at law for damages. To the maximum 
extent permitted by law, if the Developer or the Homes Association files such court action and is 
successful in obtaining a judgment or consent decree in such court action or otherwise obtllining 
compliance by the breaching party, the Developer and/or Homes Association shall be entitled to 
receive from the breaching party, as part of the judgment or decree or any dismissal or settlement, 
the actual legal fees, costs and expenses incurred by the Developer and/or Homes Association 
with respect to such action. 

Whenever the Developer or the Board detennines that a violation of this Declaration has 
occurred and is continuing with respect to a Lot, the Developer or the Homes Association may 
file with the Recording Office a certificate setting forth public notice of the nature of the breach . 
and the Lot involved. 

No delay or failure by any person or entity to exercise any of its rights or remedies with 
respect to a violation of thi!i Declaration shall impair any of such rights or remedies; nor shall any 
such delay or failure be construed as a waiver of that or any other violation. 

In addition to the specific provisions of this Declaration that allow the Developer to make 
certain decisions or give permission for certain matters, the Developer or the Homes Association 
(acting through the Board) may, under special situations or circumstances as determined by it, 
allow variances or waivers of the requirements or tenns set forth in this Declaration. Any such 
variation or waiver so granted by the Developer or the Homes Association shall not constitute a 
waiver of such requirement or term in any other situation or under nny other circumstances. 

No waiver of any violation shall be effective unless in writing and signed and delivered 
by the person or entity entitled to give such waiver, and no such waiver shall extend to or affect 
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• any other violation or situation, whether or not similar to the waived violation. No waiver by one 
person or entity shall affect any rights or remedies that any other person or entity may have; 
provided, however, that a duly authorized, executed and delivered waiver by the Homes 
Association, acting upon a decision of the Board, respecting a specific violation or potential 
violation of this Declaration with respect to a specific Lot shall constitute and be deemed as a. 
waiver by all other persons and entities (other than tbe Developer) of such violation or potential 
violation. 

22. Assignment of Developer's Righ,ts. The Developer shall have the right and 
authority, by written agreem(,,'llt made expressly for that purpose, to assign, convey and transfer to 
any person(.s) or entity, all or any part of the rights, benefits, powers, reservations, privileges, 
duties and responsibilities herein reserved by or granted to the Developer, and upon such 
assignment the assignee shall then for all purposes be the Developer hereunder with respect to 
the assigned rights, benefits> powers, reservations, privileges, duties and responsibilities. Such 
assignee and its successors and assigns shall have the right and authority to furthel' assign1 
convey, transfer and set over the nghts1 benefits, powers, reservations, privileges, duties, and 
re.~ponsibilities of the Developer hereunder. 

23. Release or Modification of Restrictions, 

(a) The provisions of this Declaration shall remain in full force and effect 
until December 31, 2037, and shall automatically be continued thereafter for successive 
periods of five years each; provided, however, that the Owners of at least a majority of the 
Lots within the Subdivision as then constituted may release the Subdivision from all or 
part of such provisions~ of December 31, 2037, or at the expiration of any extension 
period, by executing (in one or more counterparts), acknowledging and recording in the 
Recording Office an appropriate agreement in writing for such purpose, at least one year 
prior to December 31, 2037, or to a subsequent expiration date, whichever is applicable. 
The provisions of this Declaration also may be amended, modified or terminated, in 
whole or in part, at any time by a duly acknowledged and recorded written agreement (in 
one or more counterparts) signed by (i) the Owners of at least 60% of the Lots within the 
Subdivision as then constituted and (ii) if prior to the recording of the Certificate of 
Substantial Completion, the Developer, or if after the recording of the Certificate of 
Substantial Completion, the Homes Association under express authority and action of the 
Board. After the recording of the Certificate of Substantial Completion or with the 
Developer's written consent, this Declaration also may be amended, modified or 
tenninated, in whole or in part, at any time by a duly acknowledged and recorded written 
instrument executed by the Homes Association after the proposed amendment, 
modification or termination has been first approved by the affinnative vote of 75% or 
more of the full number of directors on the Board of the Homes Association and then 
approved at a duly held meeting of the members of the Homes Association (called in 
whole or in part for that purpose) by the affirmative vote of Owners owning at least 60% 
of the Lots. 
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(b) Anything set forth in this Sectio11 to the contrary notwithstanding, the 
Developer shall have the absolute, unilnteral right, power and authority to modify, revise, 
amend, change or add to any of the tenns and provisions of this Declaration, as from time 
to time amended or supplemented, by executing, acknowledging and recording ln the 
Recording Office a written instrument for such purpose, if (i) any of the Veteran's 
Administration, the Federal Housing Administration, the federal National Mortgage 
Association, the Federal Home Loan Mortgage Corporation or any successor or similar 
agencies thereto shall require such action as a condition precedent to tho approval by such 
agency of the Subdivision, or any part of the Subdivision or any Lot in the Subdivision, 
for federally•npproved mortgage financing purposes under applicable programs, laws and 
regulations, (ii) the City requires such action as a condition to approval by the City of 
some matter relating to the developtnent of the Subdivision, (iii) a typographical or 
factual error or omission needs to be corrected in the opinion of the Developer, or (Iv) 
such action is appropriate, in Developer's discretio"-t in connection with a replat of all or 
any part of the Subdivision. No such amendment by the Developer shall require the 
consent of any Owner or the Homes Association, 

(c) If the rule against perpetuities or any rule against restraints on alienation or 
similar restriction is applicable to any right, restriction or other provision of this 
Declaration, such right, restriction or other provision shall tenninate (if not earlier 
terminated) upon lapse of 20 years after the death of the last survivor of the individual(s) 
signing this Declaration on behalf of the Developer and the now-living children and 
grandchildren of the individual(s) signing this Declaration on behalf of the Developer as 
of the date of such execution, 

24. Extension of Subdivision. The Developer shall have, and expressly reserves, the 
right, from time to time, to add to the existing Subdivision and to the operation of the provisions 
of this Declaration othei: adjacent or nearby lands (without reference to any tract, street. park or 
right.of•way) by executing, acknowledging and recording in the Recording Office a written 
instrument subjecting such land to all of the provisions hereof as though such land had been 
originally described herein and subjected to the provisions hereof; provided, however, that such 
declaration or agreement may contain such deletions, additions and modifications of the 
provisions of this Declaration applicable solely to such additional property as may be necessary 
or desirable as solely determined by the Developer in its discretion, 

25. SeverabHit;x. Invalidation of any of the provisions set forth herein, or any part 
thereof, by an order, judgment or decree of any court, or otherwise, shall not invalidate or affect 
any of the other provisions or parts. 

26. Governing Law. This Declaration shall be governed by and construed in 
accordance with the laws of Kansas. 

27. Grandfather of Existing Residences. !he following Lots are already improved 
wilh residences and related improvements: Lots 3, 5, 6, 7, 8, 11, 12, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 25,261 
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27, 28, 29, 31, 32, 34, 35, 41, 43, 44, 46, 47, 50, 54, SS and 56, The Timbers at Clear Creek, First 
Plat. To the extent any now existing improvement on either such Lot violates any restriction or 
requirement set forth in this o~claratio11, such violating improvement shall be grandfathered from 
such provisions of rhls Declaration so long as the violating improvement continues to exist and is 
maintained in good condition and repair. 

28. Release of Lots. As of the date of the recording of this Declaration, Developer 
does not own or control the following Lots (the "Non-Owned Lots"): 

Lots 3, 11, l 2; 19, 25, 26, 32, 44 and 46, The Timbers at Clear 
Creek, First Plat 

In the event the Owner of a Non-Owned Lot fails to execute and record a Consent form 
1,ubjecting such Owner's Lot to the provisions of this Declaration and the related Homes 
Association Declaration, Developer shall execute and record an instrument releasing such Lot 
from this Declaration, in which case such released Non-Owned Lot shall not be bound or 
benefited by this Declaration. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Developer has caused this Declaration to be duly executed 
the day and year first written above. 

THE DEVELOPER: 

TiiE TIMBERS, L.L.C. 

By:*Mb:. f Weber.Member 

STATE OF KANSAS ) 
) ss. 

(;;OUNTY OF JOHNSON ) 

This instrument was acknowledged before me on March J.3_. 2007 by Mark Weber, as 
a Member of The Timbers, L.L.C., a Kamms limited liabiJity company. 

&w-vts~. 
Yorary Public in ond for saldounty and 

State • 

[SEAL) Print Name:S::h1&-1 Q)e. K,... ~ ~ r,-..~ 
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City of Lenexa - Public Comments for Clear Creek Subdivision (RZ26-01, PT26-01P) 
(Comments received between 8:00 AM on 02/13/2026 and 10:00 AM on 02/17/2026)
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