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A. CALL TO ORDER 
A meeting of the Planning Commission of Johnson County, Kansas, was convened at 5:46 p.m. 
on Tuesday, December 8, 2020, and was called to order by Chris Iliff, Chairman, with the following 
members present and participating; to-wit: Jason Meier, Pete Oppermann, Roger Mason, 
Roxanne Morse, and Randy Hutchins. Mark Huggins, Dennis Bollin and Henry Deters joined the 
meeting late. Absent were: George Lund, Dave Johns and James Neece. Also present were 
Karen Miller, Sean Pendley and Jay Leipzig, Johnson County Planning Department. 
Chairman Iliff: I don’t think we have a quorum, but I can go ahead and commence the meeting 
with the reading of the virtual meeting statement. I don’t believe there’s any item that we need to 
vote on at the beginning, so we will just proceed on, and as people come in, we will note their 
presence. The virtual meeting statement:  
To reduce the spread of COVID-19, this meeting will be conducted online using Zoom Webinar. 
The board members will not be physically present in the board meeting room. 

If you are using Zoom, you may participate in the meeting using your computer, phone or other 
electronic device. If you e-mailed the Planning department in advance of this evening’s meeting 
and signed up to speak at the public hearing cases, your name will be called by the moderator in 
the order received. If you are unable to sign up in advance and you would like to speak, then prior 
to the start of the agenda item that you want to speak on, click the “raise hand” function in the 
Zoom app. By phone, you may raise your hand by dialing *9.  

All speakers will be limited to three minutes, unless the Chair designates a different time period 
in order to accommodate all the speakers desiring to speak. When your name is called by the 
moderator, your microphone will be unmuted. Please state your name and address for the record, 
followed by you comments. With respect to all board members and presenters, please state your 
name every time you begin talking, so the notes can be transcribed accurately for the record. This 
is a public hearing. We are presenting live and recording the meeting. Thank you.    
[Comm. Mason joined the meeting]  
B.  APPROVAL OF AGENDA – Approved as printed. 
C. CONSIDER MINUTES OF PREVIOUS PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING 
Chairman Iliff: Are there any objections, omissions, deletions, corrections of the minutes of the 
last meeting, which was September 22, 2020? [None]  
Motion by Comm. Oppermann, seconded by Comm. Hutchins, to approve the minutes of the 
September 22, 2020, Planning Commission meeting. Motion passed unanimously.  

D. PUBLIC COMMENTS  
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Chairman Iliff: Before we go into the Public Comments section, I am going to use the Chairman’s 
prerogative to take just a moment to express our appreciation for our liaison to the Planning 
Commission, Mr. Jim Allen. Commissioner Allen has been with us for some time. He has been a 
faithful attender of these meetings. He takes our concerns and puts them before the Commission. 
We have appreciated Jim’s attendance here for a long time, and we are just acknowledging also 
that, as Jim transfers out, off of the Commission, he does it in a kind of glorious way, in that you 
just simply didn’t run again. That’s the best way to go out that can possibly happen. We appreciate 
all you have done for us and your attendance at the meetings. You’ve got a million meetings to 
go to as a County Commissioner, and this is just one more, so we want to express our 
appreciation. I think we do have a plaque that we are going to give to you, but it will probably be 
given to you a little bit later, at the next time that we are able to get together.  
Commissioner Allen: Thank you. I’ve enjoyed being part of this process, and I’m very impressed 
with the professionalism and how much time and in-depth you go on the various issues that you 
address in the County. It’s these types of boards that, frankly, make Johnson County the success 
that it has. I know in your case, the long time that you’ve served, and other members on this 
board. Chris has served for a long period of time. It does make a difference. Again, without strong 
volunteerism, the County, again, would not be near as successful, so thank you for what you guys 
do, and continue to do it. Appreciate it very much.  
Chairman Iliff: Thank you, Commissioner Allen. I want to echo your comments that I do think that 
it is the strong volunteer boards that bring an awful lot to this county. It brings oversight. It brings 
public participation, and it allows just ordinary citizens to have a voice in the most important things 
that go on within our county government, so thank you very much.  
Mr. Leipzig: I just want to show, if I can, the certificate for Commissioner Allen.  
Commissioner Allen: Thank you, Jay.  
Mr. Leipzig: It’s going to be formally given to you, I believe, when they have a more formal 
reception, I think, on January 7th, I believe. I don’t know if that date has been officially determined, 
but you will see this again. I just wanted to show this to the Commission, and also I wanted to just 
thank you for your work and attention to detail and your service and council to me the last year, 
as the liaison, and before that as a commissioner. I greatly appreciate it, sir. Thank you very much.  
Commissioner Allen: Thank you, Jay.  
Chairman Iliff: All right. Thank you very much. We will now move to the Public Comments section 
of our meeting. Is there any member of the public who is here that would like to speak to any of 
the items on the agenda before the Planning Commission? I didn’t think so.  
Ms. Davis: We do have a phone number under attendees, but I want to say it’s Dennis. I’m going 
to unmute. I think it’s Dennis or Hank.  
Chairman Iliff: No one is raising their hand, looking to speak. Is that right?  
Ms. Davis: Correct.  
Chairman Iliff: We will dispense, then, with the Public Comments section, since there doesn’t 
appear to be any member of the public that wants to speak here.  
 
 
E. STREET CONSTRUCTION AND STORM DRAINAGE STANDARDS  
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Chairman Iliff: I think in our packets this month we each received both the 2006 edition with the 
corrections and additions and deletions, and the 2020 edition that has been provided to us. We 
have Mr. Pietig here this evening to talk to us. Brian, are you the one that’s designated to address 
this issue?  
Mr. Pietig: Geoff Vohs and myself will. Mostly Geoff. He does the work. I’ll start us off, though.  
Chairman Iliff: All right, fine. Thank you very much. Please do.  
Mr. Pietig: Brian Pietig, I’m with Public Works. Tonight, Geoff Vohs and myself – Geoff is our 
Engineering Manager – we’re going to go through our Street Construction and Storm Drainage 
Standards for Subdivisions. You might remember Norm Bowers and Jim Pilley back in ’88 put the 
first set together. It’s this green version, and prior to that they were just building…These are the 
standards that are used when you construct a subdivision road. They’re not for the arterial streets, 
where we will design those to a different standard yet. These are those internal cul-de-sacs and 
collectors that we put houses and different businesses on.  
We did our first edition in ’88, and then we did a pretty major update of that in ’06, and now in 
2020 we’re doing another update. These are mostly clarifications, updates on different materials 
that we’re using, different specifications that we’re using, and we will take this to the Board for 
their approval, but the Board really respects this Planning Commission. These are the streets that 
are used in, again, developments, so they look for the Planning Commission for any comments 
or anything you have. It doesn’t need your approval, so there’s no motion or anything that is 
needed, but any comments you have or any thoughts, we’d sure like to share those with the 
Board. Again, they really look to this group. With that, Geoff, I’ll turn it over to you, and let’s go 
through our updates.  
Mr. Vohs: Hello. I’m just going to go over this at a high level. In the beginning of the book, it’s 
pretty much all text. There’s little clean-ups of language and clarifications throughout, updates to 
common practices, like sheet size, things that have changed over the years. Throughout the 
specs everything now references our own Johnson County Public Works specifications. That’s a 
relatively major change. We have gone through and updated all of our specifications to current 
standards, so we want to refer to those now. Any notes that were in there about construction 
details have been removed. There’s no need for them because that’s now all in our specifications.  
We’ve changed references to Overland Park specifications to APWA, which is where Overland 
Park pulls them from, and they’re a little more generic and a little more what we would use as 
well. Then, the standards table there, right before the sheets, the source document for that is 
APWA, Kansas City Metro Section 5200. We’re referring to that now. It’s kind of a liability thing. 
That way, if somebody wants to sue us over some of these standards, we’re referring back to the 
APWA instead of our own table, so it makes it a little bit better from a liability standpoint for us.  
As far as the detail sheets go, we’ve updated the surfacing types in there to common practice. 
KDOT doesn’t even put specs out for the old BM2 mixes anymore, so those are really hard to 
come by. We added clarification notes for clear zones on the typical sections. We added details 
to show how to add shoulder width. Actually, that’s this, so we’ve added a couple sheets. We run 
into questions all the time – how do we add road width and shoulders to our roads? So, this is a 
detail that covers that. We’ve also added a typical section details. These are all those little things 
like, what happens when you get into rock excavation? How do you do foundation treatments? 
How do you excavate a channel? These are just right off our typical details that we use at Public 
Works. Finally, we’ve also added some minimum infrastructure notes, and I’ll turn it back over to 
Brian to discuss that.  
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Mr. Pietig: Every once in a while there’s development that requires not only a subdivision street, 
but improvements to the adjacent arterial streets. This section, we added some clarifications. 
You’ve seen where the development will have minimum infrastructure requirements, meaning that 
the adjacent arterials have to be built to a certain standard. What we did is added additional notes 
to clarify what that means when we’re asking a developer to improve our arterial streets. This 
page is really the main reason why we’re here tonight. We wanted to put clarity to this. If we’re 
bringing the document up – that’s where Jeff went through very quickly at a high level a lot of 
those clarifications and updates – this is the main issue that we want to look at tonight.  
The minimum infrastructure improvements, if you have an existing asphalt road, and we’re asking 
you to improve it to a Type B Collector street, a lot of times that road width is less than 24 feet. 
The requirement of this detail says that you have make it 24. Many times, we’ll have an existing 
arterial street that’s 22 feet, 23 feet, and that’s close enough at what we’re looking for, and it 
doesn’t make a lot of sense to try and add a foot or two-foot strip on one side. It’s actually a 
maintenance nightmare, so once you have an existing road that’s 22-foot wide – and that’s the 
first note, circled in the green box – the existing road requires 22-foot minimum asphalt to surface. 
That allows us to say, “Hey, you’ve met the functional equivalent of a 24-foot road.”  
The next note, “Developer to improve the side of the road adjacent to the development,” we have 
always asked the developer to take care of those improvements that are on his side and not get 
into the process of improving roads on the other side. The third comment is, “Comply with the 
detail sheet showing the typical detail.” That just references you to our detail sheet saying, “Here’s 
the type of small details that we need you to comply with when you design this.” The next section 
there, minimum infrastructure improvements, if you have a gravel road to an asphalt road, to make 
it clear that you need to improve the whole road. Now, I’ve never heard of any developer putting 
in a development so intense that they had to take the adjacent gravel road to an asphalt road, but 
we needed to cover that in there. Again, what that essentially says, if you have an adjacent gravel 
road and it’s required to be built to a Type B Collector, you have to do that whole road. You can’t 
just do your side, which makes sense. You can’t have half an asphalt road, half a gravel road. I’ll 
pause there. I’ll see what questions folks have.  
Chairman Iliff: I don’t have a question, but Brian, I do think that that is very important, the last 
point you made, with regard to the fact that you cannot have two different kinds of road on an 
existing road. There are some places where you kind of see that happening. I’ll give you a for 
instance. It is not the County, but it is Overland Park, in their island annexation area along the 
eastern part of the county line, down State Line, for example. On the eastern side we have one 
county in Missouri, and on the western side we have Johnson County and Overland Park, and 
there are developments going in there, and it is obvious that the developer has been very reluctant 
to want to fix both sides of the street, because half of it belongs to Missouri. But frankly, Cass 
County doesn’t give a rip about a development that’s going on in Johnson County. So, for a period 
of time, if you drove down State Line, what you would find is that there was pretty good coverage 
on one side of the street, and a lot of potholes on the other side of the street. That got fixed. I’m 
sure not because the developer liked that idea, but simply because it was just impractical to have 
two different qualities of road in the same place. Which also reminds me of another thing I’ll just 
comment on. I’m sure, Brian, you are aware that the bridge over Blue River at 151st Street has 
now been completed and is open. Was that an Overland Park project, County project, or a CARNP 
project, or a joint project? Can you tell me?  
Mr. Pietig: Yeah, I’m aware of that. I believe it was between Overland Park and KCMO. The 
County did not have any involvement in it.  
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Chairman Iliff: All right. I wasn’t certain, but I’ll just make this comment, and then I’ll let others offer 
their questions or comments. As one turns east, or towards Missouri, on 151st Street, off of 
Kenneth Road, it is now open, and there’s a beautiful new bridge that has been put over there, 
and the road up to the bridge is in excellent condition. It’s brand new. It’s graded nicely. I has 
shoulders. It’s wonderful. And then, as you cross over the bridge, you almost immediately cross 
over the state line into Missouri, and the road just turns to crap. It has not been upgraded. There 
are potholes. There are a handful of areas where they’ve tried to correct some of the worst defects 
in the road. But, I would like to create my own sign that says, “Welcome to Missouri, where they 
don’t really give a rip about their roads.” Because, in Kansas we do, and it makes a real difference.  
Mr. Pietig: You know, Chris, we’re fortunate, to a certain extent, we have Missouri. I’ve used them 
as examples many times of what happens if you don’t fund the budget for your maintenance of 
your roads. It’s the most critical part.  
Chairman Iliff: Yeah, well it reminds me of a saying my boss used to say, “You don’t have to be a 
complete failure. You can always serve as a bad example.” Missouri, in this case, is serving as a 
bad example. All right, so I’ll shut up now and let others who might want to have comments make 
their comments.  
Mr. Pietig: And folks have their packets. If there’s a specific question on some of the clarifications 
or updates that Jeff is making in the other sheets, feel free to ask. I didn’t suspect that there would 
be many questions. These are just fairly modest updates.  
Chairman Iliff: Well, hearing nothing from our fellow Commissioners, I will close this section. Jeff, 
thank you very much for your participation and the updates which you have made. I note that the 
old logo has been replaced with the new Johnson County Public Works. I don’t think that’s the 
most important change from 2006 to 2020, but it’s noted, and it’s consistent with other Johnson 
County logos, so that makes sense. We thank you very much.  
I will tell you – I’ll just make this comment – I think Public Works in Johnson County does a 
tremendous job. I’m sure you get your complaints, and you get your nasty telephone calls from 
people who feel like their road hasn’t been repaired, or their snow hasn’t been removed, but I’ve 
lived 35 years out in the county, and I think the snow removal, for example, is as good in the 
county as it is anywhere else within the incorporated cities. Oftentimes, I note as I move from the 
county into Overland Park that the snow removal is better in the county than it is in Overland Park. 
So, I just appreciate what the County does. Also, your diligence in taking care of serious road 
issues as they come up. I think the planning that is done by Public Works, along with the County 
Commission’s approval and that sort of thing is as good as it can possibly be. I appreciate it, and 
I want to extend my appreciation to everybody here, especially our Public Works people. Brian 
and Jeff, and I hope you will extend that on to the people who work under you.  
Mr. Pietig: Sure will, and I would likewise make those same compliments to our outgoing 
Commissioner Allen. It’s because we have an adequate budget to take care of these issues. It 
makes it a lot easier to look good.  
Chairman Iliff: Indeed. All right.  
Comm. Hutchins: The item I’ve got to bring up is a New Business item; however, it does involve 
Public Works. Would this be the appropriate time to bring it up?  
Chairman Iliff: Brian and Jeff, can you wait until the end, under Other Business? Can you stick 
around for that long?  
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Mr. Pietig: Sure. I have to leave at 7:00. I have another commitment, but we should be done by 
then.  
Chairman Iliff: We’ll be well done by 7:00. Randy, can you hold on to that until we get to Other 
Business?  
Comm. Hutchins: Yes, I can.  
Chairman Iliff: Okay, great, thanks very much, and thank you, Brian and Jeff, for being willing to 
hang on here.  

F. FUTURE UPDATES TO PLANNING DOCUMENTS  
Mr. Leipzig: Thank you, Mr. Chair. As I mentioned before at our previous meeting, we are very 
excited about starting our work on the Comprehensive Plan update. We did receive funding from 
the Board of County Commissioners for 2021. We also received an allocation in 2022, so we’re 
excited about that. I think this is going to be a major comprehensive project and will be a significant 
work product for the County as we move forward into the next 30 years. As we were thinking 
about that, as a first step, before we go into the update of the Comprehensive Plan, was to widen 
an audit of our existing Subdivision Regulations and other Planning documents. As I mentioned 
last time, we are aware of a consultant that actually, he serendipitously lives in Lee’s Summit, 
Missouri, but does plan review and code regulation audits all over the country. He’s regarded as 
a national expert on planning issues and planning topics, and we’re very fortunate to have 
somebody close by, right down the road, that we’re able to work with.  
So, we have talked to this person. His name is Mark White, with his firm in Lee’s Summit. I do 
have a Scope of Services that we just received today to begin the process for the Subdivision 
Regulations audit. That’s the first step, and what we’re hoping that audit will do is, looking at our 
Subdivision Regulations, noting any particular problem areas, and will help us triage the work 
approach as we move forward. That way we’ll be able to hit the ground running with some of the 
issues that we have in our Regulations and how we can address them right away. Mr. White is 
also an expert on sign regulations and signage control. I know that that is one area that we need 
to do some significant amount of work on to be consistent with the current federal and state 
statutes. So, that’s an area that we know we’re going to have to focus on that.  
Some other areas are our renewable energy provisions, looking at the relationship between 
CARNP and our Subdivision Regulations. Also, in our policy areas on our Future Land Use map. 
So, it’s a very exciting project, and we’re hoping that this Subdivision audit, the first item that we’ll 
have completed, so that we can hit the ground running, we should have that completed, I believe, 
by March of next year, is what we’re hoping for, either February or March. One of the provisions 
in the Scope of Services is to make a presentation before the Planning Commission and also the 
Board of County Commissioners on that document. So, as that develops, you will hear more about 
that and we’ll talk in greater detail about that item.  
We’re pretty excited about that. It’s kind of our first step, and then at our next meeting, I want to 
talk a little more about the creation of a steering committee and going through what the review 
process would look like in more detail. We know that we’ll have to utilize staff and a cross 
collection of people from not only our surrounding cities, our other departments within the County, 
and use expertise from a variety of different resources, so it’s going to be a very intensive, very 
horizontally scoped project, but I think in the end it will be just a phenomenal asset for the County 
as they move forward for the next 30 years. It’s a huge endeavor, but we’re looking forward to it, 
and I think the timing of that is very critical, especially with some of the development that we’ve 
had happen around the airports. That is one of the other key items that I know we’ll have to work 
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on right away, are the updates to the New Century Airport master plan, and also the Executive 
Airport master plan. So, Mr. Chairman, that completes my discussion on that one, unless there 
are further questions from anyone. I’d be happy to answer those questions for you.  
Chairman Iliff: Any questions for Mr. Leipzig? [None] If not, then we move on to Item G, which is 
the Director’s Report, which also comes back to Mr. Leipzig.  

G. DIRECTOR’S REPORT 
Mr. Leipzig: Thank you, Mr. Chair. I did want to note that I included an application report that was 
included in your packet, and if you all have any questions about that, certainly feel free to ask me 
about that. I’d be happy to answer any questions you might have, but it does provide a summary 
of all of the cases that were before the Board of County Commissioners since our previous 
meeting.  
The other update I wanted to mention is that we have, as I mentioned last time, Jeff Malotte, our 
Senior Planner, retired in July. Due to COVID and the pandemic and some of those issues, we 
put that position on hold and did not aggressively look at recruiting someone and filling that 
position. We’re now at a point where we wish to start that recruitment. We’ve had some initial 
work in that regard, and we’re hoping that we’ll have a planner onboard sometime in January. 
That position is certainly critically needed, and we can’t wait to get them started. We do have quite 
a bit of work already lined up for this person. I think it will be a unique individual, a unique person, 
because they’ll have some exposure and experience dealing with current planning, also some 
long-range planning, and also airport planning as well. So, it should be a great experience for 
somebody, but as I said, we’ve started the initial recruitment. We’re hoping to have somebody 
onboard, if we can, hopefully in January I’ll be able to introduce you to this person hopefully very 
soon in the new year.  
Chairman Iliff: It sounds as if you may have a candidate in mind, Mr. Leipzig.  
Mr. Leipzig: No, Mr. Chairman, we’ve had some - and Sean Pendley is working with that directly 
– just initial phone reviews.  
Chairman Iliff: Okay.  
Mr. Leipzig: But nothing in person yet. We hope to get that done here in the next couple weeks, 
and bring somebody onboard.  
Chairman Iliff: I was reading more into your comments than was there. That’s fine. Thank you 
very much.  

H.  UPDATES/OTHER BUSINESS 
Chairman Iliff: I’m going to mention one item, and then we’ll turn it over to Randy Hutchins for his 
question or issue with regard to Public Works. I had a couple telephone conversations with the 
Chairman of our Board of County Commissioners, Mr. Eilert, and he said that they are beginning 
the process of establishing the County Charter Commission. This is a decennial thing that is done. 
I don’t know whether it’s done pursuant to state statute, or county ordinance or regulations, but 
ten years ago I think I served on the Charter Commission at the time, and there does need to be 
participation from the Planning Commission. I think there are three slots for members of the 
Planning Commission. If you wish to volunteer to serve on the Charter commission, you would 
need to get your name in to Mr. Eilert. You can submit it to me, or you can submit it to Mr. Leipzig, 
or directly to Chairman Eilert. He is interested in picking three people. I will tell you, I have been 
very unfair in that, since I learned about it before any of you, I’ve already volunteered, so we’re 
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down to two slots, rather than three. Well, that is, assuming that he accepts me as a member, but 
he seemed to welcome my willingness to serve on the Charter Commission.  
The Charter Commission basically looks at everything that is done pursuant to the organization 
of the County. It will be, for example,  looking at the issue of whether commissioners should run 
as a Republican or a Democrat, or whether there should be no designation when you’re running 
for that office. This is kind of a hot button issue, something that if you’re really interested in and 
think it ought to be changed, you can come and join that, or if you think it ought to remain the 
same way, you might want to join in doing that. But we do a top to bottom review of the way the 
County is organized. For example – I’ll just give you another example – the Register of Deeds 
and the County Treasurer are positions that are appointed by the Board of County 
Commissioners. Those were formally elected positions, and if we wanted to change that to have 
them become elected positions once again and you think that is something that you want to weigh 
in on one way or the other, that is another item that I know that the Charter Commission will be 
looking at.  
So, if you’re interested in that, I think it’s a good way to just kind of familiarize yourself with every 
aspect of the way the County works, the way it’s organized and that sort of thing, and hopefully 
some of those meetings will be in person, but the initial one will be in January. It will be a Zoom 
meeting. If you’re interested in participating, please consider submitting your name to the 
Chairman, or if you want to just do it through me or Mr. Leipzig, we’ll be glad to put your names 
in as well. If nobody volunteers, I may actually request one or two of you to volunteer. You may 
get volunteered, if you will. Just give some consideration to that. That’s all I have with regard to 
Other Business.  
Now, Randy Hutchins, if you want to ask your question or make your comment, please feel free 
to do so.  
Comm. Hutchins: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. There was a street project on the west side of 
Gardner, on 175th, that connected 56 Highway and went to the Municipal Airport.. The main focus 
of that project was to help eradicate the flooding that was taking place. It was a County-run project, 
according to the sign. I think it was much appreciated by everyone in the community, because it 
was definitely needed. The project itself went awesome. They did a great job, doing the grading, 
expanding the road, putting in sidewalks that went to the high school that was much needed. 
Everything with the project was just going along fantastic. Everyone was really pleased. Looked 
great, until they got to the very end, where they connected 175th to 56 Highway on the very edge 
of Gardner. They made a very hard, right-angle turn onto 56 Highway. It couldn’t have been more 
than, I’m going to say, 20 feet from the point of 175th, to where they had to angle onto 56 Highway.  
Needless-to-say, you couldn’t hardly get a pickup through that turn, let alone any form of trailer 
attached to a pickup, any form of ag equipment whatsoever. Putting two hats on – one, the 
Commission hat we have on tonight – I got calls from that regard from concerned citizens, as well 
as putting my hat on as President of Johnson County Farm Bureau. I got a number of calls from 
local farmers in the area with a lot of concerns as well.  
The first place I started, I made a contact to the Public Works Department there in Gardner, and 
voiced a concern, and I was told that they had many complaints, and they were actually reviewing 
with City Council different options of what they could do. Two weeks went by, not a word, so I 
placed a call to the Mayor, which I never got a phone call returned, either. Just in the past week 
they started sodding as if this is a done deal. Obviously, it’s a great concern. It’s a County-funded 
project. It didn’t take into consideration the citizens and the use of the roadway, and I don’t think 
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it was the intent of what the project was supposed to do, to create, quite frankly, a safety hazard 
if nothing else.  
I wanted to bring it forth to this Commission in awareness, and make sure Public Works is aware 
of the challenge, because I do know County dollars were spent in this project, and see if we can’t 
rectify what turned out to be an overwhelmingly welcome project. Everyone was very pleased to 
right there at the tail end. We’re at the one-yard line getting ready to go to the end zone, and I 
think we kind of dropped the ball there. I wanted to see what we could do as a Commission and 
Public Works Department to see what we can do to drive a positive change in that regard. 
Mr. Pietig: Randy, I will give them a call and see what’s going on there. That does sound 
interesting. That was a CARS project, where we provide funding. The cities, we don’t have a lot 
of pull. The cities incorporate so that they can make these decisions autonomously, is how they 
want to improve things, but we work collaboratively. I know the folks there at Gardner, and I’ll see 
what their thoughts are and what they’re thinking.  
Comm. Hutchins: Thanks, Brian. I really appreciate that.  
Mr. Pietig: You bet.  
Chairman Iliff: I appreciate that as well, Brian. If the County funds something, it doesn’t mean you 
have the final say and the exact way that things are done, but this does sound like a bit of a 
problem. I think I may drive out there in the next couple days, just to take a look at it myself. I 
have a lot of business in Gardner these days, so I’d be interested to see exactly how that turned 
out. Randy, thank you for bringing that up.  
Mr. Pietig: Thanks, Randy.  
Chairman Iliff: All right, any other business? [None] 

I.  ADJOURNMENT 
 ADJOURNMENT 
Motion by Comm. Morse, seconded by Comm. Mason, for adjournment. 

Motion carries unanimously.  

 
 

 

_______________________________ 
Chris Iliff, Chairman 

ATTEST: 
 
_________________________________ 
Secretary to the Board 


