
SOUTHWEST CONSOLIDATED ZONING BOARD 
Gardner Senior Center 

 128 E. Park, Gardner, Kansas 
MINUTES 

Wednesday, March 23, 2022 
6:30 p.m. 

 
I. CALL TO ORDER 
A regular meeting of the Southwest Consolidated Zoning Board of Johnson County, Kansas, was 
convened at 6:30 p.m. on Wednesday, March 23, 2022, and was called to order by Darren Shafer, with 
the following members present and participating; to-wit: John DeGrande, Teri Atwell, Donna 
Goetzmann, Rebecca Barton, Brian Walker and Jason Cooper. Randy Hutchins and David Wolf were 
absent.  Also in attendance were Sean Pendley, Jay Leipzig, Diane Wicklund and Michelle Kriks from 
Johnson County Planning Department; and Richard Lind from Johnson County Legal Department.  
II. AGENDA ITEMS: 

A. Add, Delete, or Revise, and Approve Agenda Items [None]  
B. Disclosure of conflicts of interest [None] 
C. Disclosure of external contacts/discussions [None] 

III. APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
Motion by Mr. Walker,  seconded by Mr. Cooper, to approve the minutes from the February 23, 2022, 
Zoning Board meeting.  

Motion passed unanimously. 

IV. BOARD REPORTS  
Chairman Shafer: Board of County Commissioners actions?  
Ms. Wicklund: Last month you heard the application Preliminary and Final Plat for Gardner Estates at 
the Lake Second Replat, and it actually goes to the Board of County Commissioners tomorrow, so we 
can update you next time on that.  
Chairman Shafer: Thank you. Planning Commission activities?  

 Mr. Leipzig: I’ll do the update for you very quickly. The Planning Commission, the last two meetings, 
have been looking at getting Oaths of Office signed, as well as the  Code of Ethics, which we’ll be doing 
that this evening. They are also looking at work priorities for this next year. They spent part of our 
previous meeting, the meeting last night, talking about those items. The other item is the utility-scale 
solar. The public hearing has been established for the utility-scale solar facility regulations. That is 
scheduled for April 4th at 2:00 p.m. at the Embassy Suites in Olathe. That’s a Monday, which is little bit 
unique, but that public hearing has been scheduled for that date. The other item of interest is Ms. Teri 
Atwell will be our newest appointee to the Planning Commission, I believe on April 7th.  For the Board of 
County Commissioners. That concludes my report.  
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V. BUSINESS BEFORE THE BOARD    
A.  Code of Ethics and Oaths of Office 
Mr. Leipzig: This item is really a housekeeping item. It is fairly simple. One of the requirements is 
that all appointees to commissions and boards take an oath of office, as well as an acknowledgement 
of the Code of Ethics. You all were given a copy of the Code of Ethics when you were appointed on 
this Board, but we didn’t have an acknowledgement of it, so we’re doing a couple housekeeping 
items tonight. With that, I’m going to turn it over to Richard Lind, who is our Assistant County 
Counselor, and I’ll turn it over to Rick. We have a notary here this evening as well.  
Mr. Lind: Good evening. I’m Rick Lind. I’m with the Johnson County Legal Department, and as Jay 
said, I’m here to talk to you about the Oath of Office and the Johnson County Code of Ethics. As to 
the Oath of Office, there is an Attorney General opinion out there that has advised that planning 
commission members and zoning board members are required to take an oath of office before 
entering upon your duties. While there may be a difference of opinion as to the accuracy of that 
Attorney General opinion, the County has decided, nonetheless, to follow that. That’s why I’m here 
tonight.  
You’re going to be handed an Oath of Office that you’re going to be asked to sign, and pursuant to 
state statute, you’ll be asked to swear, or if you prefer, to affirm if that is your preference, that you 
will support the Constitution of the United States and the Constitution of the State of Kansas and will 
faithfully discharge the duties as a member of the Southwest Consolidated Zoning Board. We have 
a notary public present tonight. That’s Michelle, who is going to ask you in a minute to stand and 
raise your right hand while she formally administers to you the Oath of Office. Plus, at the end – and 
this will be up to her; if she knows you she may not do this, but if she doesn’t know you, she may 
ask to see your driver’s license to identify who you are – she is going to fill out the lower part of the 
form which is for the notary, but you need to sign it. She will collect that for our records when we are 
done. Now, are there any questions on the Oath of Office?  
Ms. Barton: I noticed on this Oath of Office, it’s very standardized, and really, Standard 301 does 
not apply to a zoning board, “to seek to find and employ more efficient and economical ways to 
provide service and performance of his or her duties to their best attention, efforts and thoughts.” 
The zoning board does not enter into the money aspect of the Johnson County…that’s not our 
job…in any way, shape or form, so I have a concern. I know this is generic, but I have a concern 
that why isn’t this catered, or detailed, to the position we’re holding? Why are we getting a generic 
thing that could have things that…that ramification, we could be held accountable. I feel, as much 
as so many of these boards are having these yahoo crazies look for little things to go on about, I just 
really am concerned about that, because I really don’t want…If we get one of those people that want 
to make an effort on this, as a board, we don’t do that.  
Mr. Lind: I’m sorry, did you say oath or code of ethics?  
Ms. Barton: It’s in the Code of Ethics. I just wonder why that’s not…It would make me feel a lot better 
if this actually were ethics that are totally for us, especially since we’re volunteers.  
Mr. Lind: Can I address that when we get to the ethics? 
Ms. Barton: Sure.  
Mr. Lind: Okay. Because I think I’ll cover that in my pre-determined comments, but if I don’t, then I’ll 
come back and pick it up. But on the Oath, are there any questions on the Oath of Office? Okay, if 
there are not, I’m going to let Michelle go ahead and do her thing.  
Mr. Leipzig: Just as an additional note, we are going through this process with all of our boards and 
commissions, so we’ve got seven of them in our department. We’re going through Planning 
Commission, in the next couple of months, all of our zoning boards and the Board of Zoning Appeals 
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are going through this process, so all the boards. This is countywide, not just for the Planning 
Department. The Airport Commission had a similar presentation.  
Mr. Lind: You asked a great question, and we’re going to make sure we address it.  
Zoning Board members were asked to stand and state their name, followed by repeating the Oath: 

I do solemnly swear or affirm that I will support the Constitution of the United States and the 
Constitution of the State of Kansas and faithfully discharge the duties as a member of the Southwest 
Consolidated Zoning Board, so help me God. 
[Signatures of Board members collected for notarizing and record keeping] 
Mr. Lind: The second matter is the County’s ethics code, and we have printed out for each of you a 
copy of what’s entitled, The Code of Ethics for Johnson County Government. I’m going to ask 
Michelle at this time to personally hand you a copy of the ethics code.  
Ms. Kriks: They got one in their packet. Do you still want them to get another copy?  
Mr. Lind: Does anyone not have a copy in their packet? All right, so if everyone has a copy in their 
packet, they don’t need a second one.  
Mr. Walker: I am a Certified Public Accountant in the State of Kansas. I’ve already done full ethics 
signing and so forth. I’ll do this as well if that’s necessary, but I’ve already passed the ethics tests 
for the State of Kansas and have followed these codes for 20 years.  
Mr. Lind: Well, this is going to be a little different, so we are going to ask you to do it for this zoning 
board. 
Mr. Walker: It’s much shorter.  
Mr. Lind: - to also do this. Okay, so you will see… 
Ms. Kriks: What I am passing out is an acknowledgement of receipt only. This is acknowledging that 
you have a received a copy of the Code of Ethics. If you could please sign that. Please hand that 
back to me as well before you leave tonight. I know it says at the bottom to return to Lynda Sader. I 
will scan those in as well, and we will give you a copy for your records, and then I will turn that in to 
Lynda Sader.  
Mr. Lind: As you will see under Section 2 of that code, it’s made applicable to all persons who are 
elected or appointed officials of Johnson County, Kansas, including all persons appointed by the 
Board of County Commissioners to any position, board or commission, which includes all of you. So 
I’m going to ask you to take that Code home with you and please familiarize yourself with it. If you 
have any questions about it, please call me, Rick Lind, or call by boss, Peg Trent, who is the Chief 
Counsel of Johnson County. That code is intended to establish standards of conduct expected for 
those who act for or on behalf of the public in the performance of all their governmental duties and 
responsibilities. After you read it, if you were to ever have a question regarding that code, or whether 
or not you’re in a situation where maybe you’re unsure whether you should participate in a matter 
because you’re afraid you may violate the Code if you do, then please call me or Peg, and please 
do so prior to the meeting that that question came up. Because if you feel like you have a possibility 
that you would violate that Code, then we want to talk with you about that possibility before it takes 
place. I noticed she passed it out, and it looked like a lot of you signed it. In the event you don’t want 
to sign it, just be aware that the Code still applies to you, whether you sign the acknowledgment or 
not, plus the failure to sign will not relieve a member of the responsibility to understand and know 
the Code.  
To answer your question, this code was adopted by the Board of County Commissioners several 
years ago, to apply to the Board of County Commissioners and to all of the appointed boards that 
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serve Johnson County. It is an ethics code that really is to try to help you with any ethical issues that 
were to come up that you might be faced with, so this is to try to give you guidance as to what 
conduct is expected of you as a member of the Southwest Consolidated Zoning Board. I know you 
talked about some financial things under a specific statute, but this is for ethical conduct as a 
Southwest Zoning Board member. I hope I answered that question  
Ms. Barton: No. This basically says that I am to “seek to find and employ more efficient and 
economical ways to provide service and to give to the performance of his or her duties their best 
attention, efforts and thoughts.” This Board does not concern themselves with the efficient and 
economical ways.  
Mr. Lind: What you’ve got here –  
Ms. Barton: Furthermore, on the back of this it shows ramifications for not following the entire packet. 
So that’s where my concerns come in, is because I’m being told that I have ramifications for 
something that is not within my scope, so it almost sounds like it’s being added to our scope and our 
duties here as a zoning board.  
Mr. Lind: Yeah, it does say what you say. It says, under 301, “To seek to find and employ more 
efficient and economical ways to provide service.” Let’s stop there. I think what that’s saying is if 
there is a – say, for the Chairman – if there is a better way to run your meeting, if there is a more 
efficient way, seek to find a more efficient and economical way to provide the service. Remember 
what your service is if you’re serving on the Southwest Consolidated Zoning Board. “and to give the 
performance of your duties their best intentions, efforts and thoughts.” So, I think it is to try to do 
your job to the best of your abilities. That’s how I would look at that, but I understand your concerns. 
I’m not in a position to change that, but our minutes will reflect what your concerns were. I think that 
those minutes get sent to the Board of County Commissioners, so your comments will be directed 
to the Board of County Commissioners, and they can see that. The other thing that I would 
encourage you is if you want to have that question to the Board of County Commissioners, then if 
you don’t feel like your comments will be in the minutes and that will get their attention, I would 
encourage you to contact the County and have that discussion with them.  
Ms. Atwell: Becky, the way I look at that, how I can fulfill that, is that when an item comes before us, 
and we change the recommendations and we say, “The reason why we’re changing the 
recommendation to 25 years is to save money for the citizen,” I kind of view that that I can get with 
that section with how we’ve done that in the past. Does that make sense? How we’re making it run 
more efficient for the citizens of our district.  
Ms. Barton: It does, but I can also see the ramification of it we approve something, and then it shows 
that it actually had a negative effect on the tax of that property, so the County is not getting as much 
money off of that. That could apply. There’s a lot of things that we do that could apply to that. That’s 
where my concern comes in. That’s a huge loophole to hold us accountable for something that we 
don’t control or have really a say in. That’s not what this Board is to do.  
Ms. Atwell: I think if something like that came up, the Legal staff would have our back on that, if it 
was a tax issue brought up by a citizen.  
Mr. Lind: I agree with Teri. What you’re doing is acting within the parameters of being a member on 
the Southwest Consolidated Zoning Board. That’s the lane in which you’re operating. So, while it 
may be possible, I think it’s doubtful. And remember, this is a situation where somebody would say 
you were unethical in your behavior, so I think Teri has pointed out a couple of examples. I gave the 
Chairman an example. In your context, I think that’s kind of how I would interpret that, but if you want 
to take that to the next step, I would encourage you.  
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Ms. Barton: It would be nice, and maybe that’s my problem is I want it nice and neat for volunteers 
to have it to our position instead of a blanket. I understand the blanket is a lot easier.  
Mr. Lind: Okay, any other questions?  
Mr. Leipzig: I have a question, Chairman. Just for clarification, I’m thinking of the case where Teri or 
Randy Hutchins are on the Planning Commission as well. We have a separate oath for Planning 
Commission members, a separate oath for the zoning boards.  
Mr. Lind: Yes.  
Mr. Leipzig: We have one for both of those, right? 
Mr. Lind: Yes. If you hold multiple positions, like Teri is about ready to, you need to sign two. Because 
what you’re saying is you’re giving your oath for each position that you serve in. So, you need to 
sign more than one.  
Ms. Atwell: I actually have to do three, because I’m also the Township Trustee, and I have to do that 
every time.  
Mr. Lind: Any other questions? Okay, well thank you.  
Mr. Walker: I’m just thinking a little bit more about this discussion. Is there anything that describes 
the liabilities that come upon us as a board?  
Mr. Lind: I’m not familiar with them, other than this Code of Ethics. Typically when you say liabilities, 
typically what would happen is if you make a decision that an applicant or a neighbor wants to 
challenge. Your decision would be appealed to the District Court, and the County Legal Department 
would defend the position of the Board of County Commissioners. You’re the recommendation body. 
The Board of County Commissioners is the final determination of it. So when you say liabilities, it’s 
pretty much within the confines of the decisions you make.  
Mr. Walker: It would go to the County Commissioners, though, right? We just recommend .  
Mr. Lind: The lawsuit generally is against the Board of County Commissioners. I have seen a 
situation where a township zoning board is named, but we moved to dismiss them, and I’ve had a 
lot of success with that. So typically, the lawsuit is with the Commissioners, since they make the 
decision.  
Chairman Shafer: Okay, thank you.  
Mr. Leipzig: Mr. Chairman, I alluded to it in the Planning Commission discussion, but one of the 
things the Planning Commission is currently working on is their bylaws as kind of the next step. So 
the next couple months, we will come before this Board, for a set of draft bylaws we’ll be sending to 
you and talk about that. So I think it’s probably going to take the next three or fours months of working 
on this with all the zoning boards. That will be the next step, and you’ll probably see that here in the 
next couple months.  
Mr. Lind: You know, to piggyback on that, Kansas State Statute states that the Planning Commission 
and the zoning boards shall have rules for the transaction of your business, so we have started with 
the Planning Commission and we’ve got a draft set of bylaws. Not everything the Planning 
Commission does is applicable to you, and not everything you do is applicable to the Planning 
Commission, so after we get the Planning Commission bylaws approved, we will be doing a draft 
set for the zoning boards, and we will bring that to you. We’re going to try to do the heavy lifting, 
where we put in what we think you need to consider, but these are going to be your bylaws. When 
we give the to you, they’re for purposes of discussion. You can look at them and discuss them and 
revise them. That process will be coming your way, as Jay said, in the next two to three months.  
Chairman Shafer: Thank you, Mr. Lind.  
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B.  Application No. SW 21-174-REZ (GA) – Rezoning – 15645 Lake Road 4 Street 
      Application No. SW 21-175-PP/FP (GA) – Preliminary and Final Plat – 15645 Lake Road 4 

Street  
Edwin L. Colson, applicant/landowner, requesting Rezoning from RUR, Rural District to PRU-
1B, Planned Residential Urban Single-Family 1B District, Preliminary Plat, and Final Plat for one 
(1) residential lot on 0.37 acre, on property at Gardner Lake in the Gardner Township, in Section 
11, Township 14, Range 22. 

Chairman Shafer: It is my understanding that these have been continued, rescheduled for a later 
date?  
Mr. Pendley: That’s correct, Chairman. The owner and the applicant were not available to attend the 

meeting this evening, so they have requested a continuance for this case to the next meeting on 
April 27th, so we just need a motion to continue this case to that date.  

Motion by Ms. Atwell, seconded by Mr. DeGrande, to continue Application No. SW 21-174-REZ (GA) 
and SW 21-175-PP/FP (GA) to the April 27, 2022, meeting.  

The motion carried unanimously.  

C.   Application No. SW 22-187-FDP (GA) – Final Development Plan – 24330 W. Old 56 
Highway 

 VTRE, LLC, applicant, requesting Final Development Plan for New Century Commerce Center 
Buildings A and B1, on 71.5 acres, on property zoned PEC-LP, Logistics Park, in Section 17, 
Township 14, Range 23. 

Chairman Shafer: Planning staff, do we have a presentation?  
Mr. Pendley: Thank you, Chairman and Board members. I’d like to enter in the staff report dated 
March 16th into the record. This application this evening is for a Final Development Plan for Buildings 
A and B1 at New Century Commerce Center, East Area Plan. As indicated here on the vicinity map, 
this is located at the southwest corner of 159th Street and Clare Road. If you recall, this is part of the 
East Area Plan for the New Century Commerce Center. The Rezoning and Preliminary Development 
Plan was approved by the Board of County Commissioners on November 18, 2021, and this is the 
first phase of development for the first two buildings within this industrial park. There was also a Final 
Development Plan for the Infrastructure Phase 1 improvements which was approved on February 
24th of this year.  
The Development Plan consists of two buildings, Buildings A and B1. Building A has a total area of 
approximately 330,000 square feet and Building B1 is 752,400 square feet, located just to the south 
of Building A. This is a more detailed view of the site plan of the two buildings.  
Staff reviewed this application in terms of all of the requirements of the Zoning and Subdivision 
Regulations. The minimum infrastructure requirements were applied. In this case, for this  
development, as mentioned, the roads and infrastructure was already approved as part of that Final 
Development Plan, so the applicant has already submitted for a building permit for infrastructure 
improvements for roads and infrastructure for this first phase. So that’s underway to review, and this 
would be ready for a permit following approval on this development.  
The development here will be served by a new collector road, Green Road, which will actually be 
renamed. Those details will be supplied by the time it goes to the Board of County Commissioners, 
but it will be served by a new north/south collector road. That will intersect with 159th Street, so there 
is no direct entry to either 159th Street or Clare Road for this development. There will be internal 
roads constructed, as you may recall from the infrastructure plan, and additional infrastructure will 
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be provided with future phases. For this particular development, a traffic study was considered for 
the entire development area. If you recall, that was submitted and approved with the preliminary  
development plan. The applicant has, as part of that, as a stipulation, the applicant is required to 
provide updated analysis with each individual final development plan. The applicant has done that 
in this case. They have submitted an updated traffic analysis, and that has been reviewed and 
accepted by the Public Works Department. We’ll get into some of the specific requirements here in 
just a minute.  
For the minimum infrastructure requirements, one of the first things we looked at was that the section 
line roads abutting the development should be constructed to at least a Type B collector road 
standard. In this case, as an example, for 159th Street, there are going to be improvements which 
will actually exceed the Type B collector standard. That is as a result of another development to the 
north of this project, which you may be aware of. The I-35 Logistics Park in Olathe, on the north side 
of 159th Street, that is underway for construction in the City of Olathe. The City has approved a 
development plan for a Phase 1 building that is under construction on the corner and also Building 
2 to the west. As part of that project for the City of Olathe, the applicant who is the developer on that 
building will be including 159th Street in the entire frontage of this first Phase for New Century. Those 
improvements will take into account all of the prior improvements for this arterial road. So as part of 
that, we have a stipulation that says this development is going to comply with that requirement. That 
is stipulated here, and we’ll talk about that in a minute.  We’re going to recommend a change. This 
is one of the changes we’ll recommend, but that is stipulated for this development as one of the 
requirements for arterial and collector road standards.  
In addition, as part of this development, the internal collector roads that will be constructed by the 
applicant as part of this project. Shown here, the Green Road and additional roads for the remaining 
phases will be constructed by the applicant, and those will be the collector standards for the County 
Regulations.  
In addition, there are other requirements for storm drainage that have been reviewed and accepted 
by the Public Works Department. Those details are included in the development plan. The  
Stormwater Management and Stormwater Quality plans were considered for the entire preliminary 
plans for the area, and an updated, revised stormwater plan was reviewed and accepted by Johnson 
County Public Works Department for this Phase 1 development. The applicant is working with 
Johnson County Wastewater and the Airport for service in this area. The applicant has submitted 
final sanitary sewer plans. The sewer construction plans have been reviewed and approved by 
Johnson County Wastewater.  
For water supply for this proposed development, the applicant has provided details and plans for all 
domestic water, fireflow and fire protection for Buildings A and B1. That will be provided as part of 
this development. The applicant has submitted water management infrastructure plans for Phase 1, 
and the County Building Official has reviewed and approved the water plans, fire hydrant spacing 
and fire access lanes, which all meet the Building and Fire Code requirements. The details for the 
proposed development, as indicated, Building A will consist of a 330,000-square-foot building. As 
part of that development there is vehicle parking provided as well as trailer parking. These will serve 
the end users. As this time for these two buildings, there are no identified users. These will be spec 
buildings built by the developer. They will be leased out for individual users. They will have to meet 
all the requirements of the LP zoning district in which this will be zoned. Building B1 is a 753,000 
square-foot building. That also includes trailer parking for distribution uses as well as vehicle parking 
space. Both of these buildings will be approximately 50 feet in height and will comply with all LP 
zoning requirements.  
The parking requirements for individual users will be reviewed at the time of the building permit, so 
if a tenant comes in and it is different than what would typically be required, then that tenant and that 
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building permit will be reviewed for code compliance and parking requirements, so we will be 
reviewing those parking requirements at the time of the building permit.  
The applicant has provided additional narrative for this project. This was included in your packet and 
describes some of the detail for the proposed development. This is an overall landscape plan. The 
applicant has provided several plans which are included in this document. The overall landscape 
plan and specific landscape requirements for each individual building, the applicant will comply with 
zoning regulations for landscape requirements related to the perimeter of the building as well as the 
parking areas and all screening requirements. This is consistent with the approved preliminary  
development plan as far as the requirements. You are just seeing more details now for full landscape 
ratios and planting requirements. That is all included within this packet.  
The applicant has submitted details for the building elevations. These are very large-scale buildings. 
It is kind of hard to see a true feel for the size and scale of these buildings, but the elevations were 
submitted that are included with your packet do show the details for all building materials. These are 
subject to the Article 11 and Article 14 Design Requirements within the zoning requirements for 
industrial buildings, so they will include architectural details and material requirements that will meet 
all County zoning requirements. Those are included in this application. The buildings essentially 
consist of concrete-type wall panels for this industrial development, which is similar to similar 
industrial buildings in this area.  
As mentioned before, I’ll go back to the site plan. Staff does recommend a change to a couple of the 
stipulations regarding public improvements as a result of that project that has been approved in the 
city of Olathe. We do recommend a revision to Stipulation 13 for public street improvements. Staff 
has provided amended stipulations on 159th Street. Staff recommends a revision, to strike the Type 
B collector road standard and replace it with the City of Olathe street standards and that this 
requirement be provided prior to final occupancy permit of these Phase 1 buildings. So essentially 
what we’re saying is that the road is being improved as part of the City of Olathe project. That will 
be done as required, and the standards actually will exceed our typical County Type B collector 
standards. This is an arterial road. It’s shared responsibility with the City of Olathe and County, so 
the applicant is aware of that. The developer to the north is aware of the need to meet the City of 
Olathe requirements, so that is being addressed with this revision.  
Another stipulation that staff recommends an amendment to is for Stipulation 22. Essentially, these 
are the post construction stormwater quality requirements for best management practices for 
stormwater. In reviewing this with the applicant and Public Works Department, staff recommends a 
revision to specify that these requirements be provided prior to issuance of a final occupancy permit. 
So, some of these requirements for post construction are usually done with “as built” drawings and 
additional details following construction to ensure that they meet all the requirements, so it makes 
sense to just specify that these are done prior to occupancy of the buildings, and the applicant was 
agreeable to that.  
The Final Development Plan is in substantial compliance with the approved Preliminary  
Development Plan for the New Century Commerce Center. The development plan satisfies the 
minimum infrastructure requirements for Article 31 of the Johnson County Zoning and Subdivision 
Regulations as stipulated, and the proposed development plan complies with the Johnson County 
Zoning and Subdivision Regulations. Staff does recommend approval of this Final Development Plan 
as stipulated and as mentioned with the revised stipulations 13 and 22. Staff does have a suggested 
motion for your review and consideration. I’d be happy to answer any questions. Also, the applicant 
is here for a brief presentation and brief discussion and to answer any questions as well.  
Chairman Shafer: Thank you, Mr. Pendley. Do the Zoning Board members have any questions for 
Mr. Pendley?  
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Ms. Atwell: None.  
Chairman Shafer: Okay, the applicant, you are allowed to make a presentation if you would like. We 
just ask ten minutes or less.  
Ryan Hackenmiller, VanTrust Real Estate, appeared before the Zoning Board and made the 
following comments:  
Mr. Hackenmiller: We appreciate the Board’s time tonight. I will make it short. Sean has done a great 
job putting this presentation together, and we feel like it’s been the culmination of a lot of coordination 
efforts in the community, County staff and also Public Works. We were really happy with the 
stipulations that have been presented to you and we agree with everything there. We hope to be in 
front of you on a consistent basis with more of these private plans. We’re really excited to get this 
work started, and we got through the final development plan approvals just a few weeks ago for the 
infrastructure improvements. As Sean mentioned we’ve been through permitting, and we look to 
start breaking ground on that work here in the next couple weeks, so you should start seeing some 
activity out there, and we’re real happy with the progress.  
Chairman Shafer: Okay, thank you. Do any Board members have any questions?  
Ms. Atwell: I just have a quick one. I think I missed when you guys come to us for the first time. I’m 
just kind of curious. Are all of your buildings going to be the same type of concrete structure in the 
front, and match? Do you know?  
Mr. Hackenmiller: It’s always a struggle to be creative when you’re talking about industrial, but we 
do have a couple different schemes. I think it was kind of intended to be left somewhat open-ended 
in our preliminary  development plan just to kind of let market guide us in what they want those 
buildings to look like. I don’t think they will be all consistent, but will be consistent with what the 
market is providing  in the Kansas City area that are adjacent.  
Ms. Atwell: I just think those look really nice.  
Mr. Hackenmiller: Thank you. Appreciate that.  
Ms. Atwell: I was kind of hoping they’d all stay the same, but that was it. Nothing big.  
Chairman Shafer: Any other questions? Okay, thank you. I don’t see any public comments. Do we 
have any discussion amongst the Board, or would somebody like to make a motion? I don’t have 
any questions on this.  
Motion by Ms. Atwell, seconded by Mr. Cooper, to recommend approval of Application No. SW 22-
187-FDP, for a Final Development Plan for Buildings A & B1 of the New Century Commerce Center, 
East Area Plan, subject to the recommended stipulations and for the reasons outlined in the Staff 
Report, including the changes made to stipulations 13 and 22.  

The motion carried unanimously.  
Chairman Shafer: Do we have a date with the Board of County Commissioners?   
Mr. Pendley: Yes. This case will be heard by the Board of County Commissioners on April 28th at 
9:30 a.m. and we will be in the Hearing Room in the Johnson County Administration Building, 111 
South Cherry Street in Olathe.  
Chairman Shafer: Thank you.  

VI. BUSINESS FROM THE FLOOR  [none]  
VII. ADJOURNMENT 

Motion by Mr. DeGrande, seconded by Mr. Goetzmann, to adjourn.  
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The motion passes unanimously.  

Thereupon, with no further business to come before the Johnson County Southwest Consolidated 
Zoning Board, Chairman Shafer, at 7:43 p.m. declared the meeting to be Adjourned. 


