Project History
PW1012_Iowa Street, BBP to Yale Road
Street Reconstruction & Geometric Improvements

*Highlighted Areas Have Attachments

3/31/06 | Federal-Aid Safety projects submitted to KDOT

10/2/06 | Traffic Safety Commission (TSC) considered/recommended the establishment of a
no-left turn on lowa at Orchard Lane, Oxford Road, Stratford Road and University
Drive.

10/17/06 | TSC recommendation presented to the City Commission. City Commission sent
item back to the TSC to hold a public hearing.

11/6/06 | TSC reconsidered the left-turn restriction on lowa and recommended a restriction
between certain hours.

1/4/07 Received KDOT approval for three projects meeting the program requirements
(city to select one)

e Construct left-turn lane on 9™ at Avalon

e Construct roundabout at 19" and Naismith

e Construct roundabout on McDonald Drive and direct southbound traffic under
6" Street to merge into southbound lowa.

1/9/07 City Commission received TSC second recommendation. City Commission did not
approve the recommendation and asked staff to look at options for providing a
left-turn lane.

2/27/07 | Met with KDOT to discuss center turn lane on lowa.

3/15/07 | Held public meeting to discuss center turn lane on lowa from Harvard Road to
University Drive.

3/27/07 | Notice of Public Meeting

EARLY 2010 IOWA STREET IDENTIFIED AS FAILING

3/9/10 CC Approved revisions to the 2010 Maintenance Program to include immediate
repairs to lowa Street.

3/29/10 | Public meeting to discuss improvements and center turn lane.

4/27/10 | Proposed Improvements — Options & Funding Scenarios — City Commission
Authorized lowa Street Reconstruction

5/25/10 | CC approved Resolution No. 6889 Authorizing Issuance of General Obligation
Bonds in an amount of $1.25 Million (commitment of 2011 CIP Budget)

6/22/10 | Consultant interviews

7/13/10 | Authorized staff to negotiate an Engineering Contract with Bartlett & West

8/24/10 | Recommendation to CC to enter into an Engineering Services Agreement with
Bartlett & West for surveying services in an amount of $33,575.00.

12/7/10 | City Commission authorized preliminary design report (shared use path,
BBP/lowa intersection improvements)

2/1/11 Authorized Mayor to execute agreement for Engineering Services

9/1/11 Met with Westar

9/16/11 | Met with Immanuel Lutheran Church

9/30/11 | Met with KU

10/21/11 | Met with Contractors

11/8/11 | CC approved phasing plan and closure of 15"/Bob Billings Parkway

6/21/12 | Public Information Meeting

8/21/12 | CC Project update, right-of-way acquisition/vacation agreement with Immanuel

Lutheran Church

Attachments
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City of Lawrence

Traffic Safety Commission Agenda
October 2, 2006-7:30 PM

City Commission Room-City Hall

MEMBERS: David Hamby, Chair, Carol Bowen, Vice-Chair, Caroljean Brune, Paul
Graves, Robert Hagen, Richard Heckler, Ken Miller, Jim Woods and John Ziegelmeyer Jr.

ITEM NO. 1: Review and approve the minutes of the Traffic Safety Commission
meeting, August 14, 2006.

ITEM NO. 2: Consider request from the North Lawrence Improvement
Association to establish NO PARKING along the south side of
Walnut Street between 7\ Street and 8" Street.

Facts:

1. Walnut Street is an unimproved local street with a chip & seal
surface approximately 18 feet wide.
2. Parking is currently permitted along both sides of the street.

ACTION: Provide recommendation to the City Commission.

ITEM NO. 3: Consider request from Casey Millstein, 1341 Strong Avenue, to
revise the city ordinance concerning skateboarding on the
University of Kansas Campus.

Facts:

1. The City Code currently states: "It shall be unlawful for any
person to ride, skate or use a coaster, roller skates, skateboard,
roller blades, or other similar device on sidewalks in the area of
Jayhawk Boulevard from West Campus Road to Thirteenth
Street including 1000 feet on either side of this corridor on the
University of Kansas campus.”
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ITEM NO. 4:

ITEM NO. 5:

ITEM NO. 6:

ITEM NO. 7:

Traffic regulations on the University of Kansas Campus are
under the jurisdiction of the University.

. Traffic regulations for the University of Kansas Campus are

included in the City Code in order to prosecute violations
through the city Municipal Court.

ACTION: Provide recommendation to the City Commission.

Consider an ordinance establishing NO LEFT TURN 7-9AM and 4-
6PM MON-FRI on Iowa Street at Orchard Lane, Oxford Road,
Stratford Road and University Drive.

Facts:

1. Towa Street is a 4-lane arterial street without left-turn lanes
throughout this area.

2. Iowa Street carries approximately 31,000 vehicles per day in
this area.

3. A similar area on 23" Street has been posted as NO LEFT TURN

7-9AM and 4-6PM MON-FRI and received numerous comments
from the public in support of the restriction.

ACTION: Provide recommendation to the City Commission.

Public Comment.

Commission Items.

Miscellaneous.

Receive postcard correspondence.

Traffic Safety Commission Agenda 2 October 2006 2





City Commission action on previous recommendations:

Concurred with the recommendation to deny the request for NO
PARKING along the north side of Trail Road between Monterey Way
and Sierra Drive.

Concurred with the recommendation to establish YIELD signs on
the University of Kansas campus.

Concurred with the recommendation to establish a 20MPH SPEED
LIMIT on Crestline Drive between Becker Drive and Clinton
Parkway on the University of Kansas campus.

Concurred with the recommendation to establish STOP signs on
Stockade Street at Stetson Drive.

Concurred with the recommendation to post NO TURN ON RED
WHEN PEDESTRIANS ARE PRESENT on southbound Tennessee
Street at 19" Street (90 day trial).

Concurred with the recommendation to post a LEFT TURN YIELD

sign on eastbound 11™ Street at Haskell Avenue and to construct
mountable medians on the south and west legs of the intersection.
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City of Lawrence
Traffic Safety Commission
October 2, 2006 Minutes

MEMBERS PRESENT: John Ziegelmeyer, Jr., Chair, David Hamby, Vice-Chair, Carol
Bowen, Robert Hagen, Richard Heckler, Ken Miller and Jim Woods.

MEMBERS ABSENT: Caroljean Brune and Paul Graves.

STAFF PRESENT: David Woosley, Public Works Department.

Chair David Hamby called the meeting to order at 7:30 p.m. in the City Commission
Room at City Hall.

ITEM NO. 1:

Review and approve the minutes of the Traffic Safety Commission meeting,
August 14, 2006.

MOTION BY COMMISSIONER Hagen, SECONDED BY COMMISSIONER Woods,
TO APPROVE THE MINUTES OF THE TRAFFIC SAFETY COMMISSION
MEETING, August 14, 2006; THE MOTION CARRIED 6-0-1 (Heckler).

ITEM NO. 2:

Consider request from the North Lawrence Improvement Association to
establish NO PARKING along the south side of Walnut Street between 7th
Street & 8th Street.

Woosley reviewed the information provided in the staff report.

Commissioner Hagen asked why only the one block between 7th and 8th is being
considered; Woosley advised that was all that was requested.
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MOTION BY COMMISSIONER WOODS, SECONDED BY COMMISSIONER
HAGEN, TO TABLE THE REQUEST TO ESTABLISH “"NO PARKING” ALONG THE
SOUTH SIDE OF WALNUT STREET BETWEEN 7TH STREET & 8TH STREET
UNTIL SOMEONE SHOWS UP TO DISCUSS THE REQUEST; THE MOTION
CARRIED 7-0.

ITEM NO. 3:

Consider request from Casey Millstein, 1341 Strong Avenue, to revise the city
ordinance concerning skateboarding on the University of Kansas Campus.

Woosley reviewed the information provided in the staff report.

Jim Long, Provost Office, University of Kansas: The university has a concern about
changing the ordinance if it lifts any of the restrictions regarding the use of
skateboards; this ordinance was put into effect in September, 1990, following an
accident when a student was hit in the head with a skateboard, and by damage to
university property caused by skateboarding; we believe this is a issue of public safety,
it is a concern on our campus for damage to our facility, but most importantly, those
who make-up our campus community or who visit the campus; this is a major concern
for the Office of Public Safety.

Schuyler Bailey, Public Safety Office, University of Kansas: Our concerns are two-fold;
first and foremost, safety and welfare of our students, faculty and staff; secondly, the
protection of university property; skateboarding causes issues of concern for both of
those items; students changing classes are already competing with buses, cars and
bicycles; the ordinance as written and enforced has been effective; however, buildings
outside the restricted area are now sustaining damage by skateboarding.

Commissioner Heckler asked if skateboards were permitted in the street on the campus;
Bailey advised they were not.

Commissioner Hagen noted that restrictions of this type are usually requested by the
university.

Commissioner Hagen asked if there had been any discussions of this ordinance by the
university; Bailey advised that they were considering asking that the ordinance be
revised to include the entire campus.

Commissioner Hamby asked if the university had considered exception to the ordinance
for transportation purposes; Bailey advised that they had not.
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Commissioner Bowen asked if most of the damage to property was done by
skateboarders using them for recreation; Bailey advised that it was mostly recreation.

Commissioner Miller asked if there was a concern of liability on the part of the
university; Bailey advised that someone probably could sue the university for something
that happened on their property.

Commissioner Woods asked if it was the university’s position that they opposed any
change; Bailey and Long advised that that was correct.

Commissioner Hamby asked if the skateboarders that are on campus are mostly college
or high school or junior high students; Bailey advised it was a combination, we have
seen junior high students up through adults and non-students.

Commissioner Hagen: It seems to me that if there is a need for discussion of this
ordinance, it should take place within the university first.

Commissioner Bowen: I am concerned that is doesn't sound like the students
understand that they can come to the commission and speak.

MOTION BY COMMISSIONER ZIEGELMEYER, SECONDED BY COMMISSIONER
MILLER, TO RECOMMEND DENIAL OF THE REQUEST TO REVISE THE CITY
ORDINANCE CONCERNING SKATEBOARDING ON THE UNIVERSITY OF
KANSAS CAMPUS; THE MOTION CARRIED 6-0-1 (Heckler, knows Millstein).

ITEM NO. 4:

Consider an ordinance establishing NO LEFT TURN 7-9AM and 4-6PM MON-
FRI on Iowa Street at Orchard Lane, Oxford Road, Stratford Road and
University Drive.

Woosley reviewed the information provided in the staff report.

Commissioner Ziegelmeyer asked if this item was mailed to the properties along Iowa;
Woosley advised that it had been sent to each of the neighborhood associations.

Commissioner Miller: The intersection at University struck me as having a significant
number of accidents; however, if you restrict one intersection, you need to restrict all of
them.

Commissioner Heckler: Stratford is busy as well.
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Commissioner Hagen asked if there was any information on traffic back-up in the area;
Woosley advised only anecdotal, there was no documentation.

Commissioner Woods: I requested this item be put on the agenda; I was amazed at
the lack of accidents. I think it has worked wonderfully on 23rd.

MOTION BY COMMISSIONER HECKLER, SECONDED BY COMMISSIONER
MILLER, TO RECOMMEND ESTABLISHING “NO LEFT TURN 7-9AM AND 4-6PM
MON-FRI” ON IOWA STREET AT ORCHARD LANE, OXFORD ROAD,
STRATFORD ROAD AND UNIVERSITY DRIVE FOR A 90-DAY TRIAL PERIOD;
THE MOTION CARRIED 7-0.

The commission also requested that red flags be placed on the signs and that the city’s
web site have a place for the public to comment about the restriction.

ITEM NO. 5:
Public Comment:

None.

ITEM NO. 6:

Commission Items:

Commissioner Bowen asked if there could be an information leaflet in the water bill
about right-of-way at crosswalks and what the duties of pedestrians and drivers were;

Woosley advised this should be presented to the Pedestrian Advisory Sub-Committee.

Commissioner Woods asked about progress at 27th & Sawgrass; Woosley advised that
he hoped to have an upadte by the next meeting.

ITEM NO. 7:

Miscellaneous:

The commission acknowledged receipt of an anonymous postcard.
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The meeting adjourned at 8:05 P.M.

The next scheduled meeting of the Traffic Safety Commission is Monday, November 6,
2006.

Respectfully submitted,

Transportation/Traffic Engineer
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Crash Diagram

City of Lawrence, Kansas
Traffic Engineering Division

Location: Iowa Street & Orchard Lane

Iowa Street

22-May-04

Orchard Lane

Notes: Red incidates crash occurred during 7-9am or 4-6pm time period

4-May-03
7-Jul-03
14-Sep-04
1-Nov-04
19-Jul-05
12-Dec-05

Date: 2003-2005

All occurred
between

N

4PM and 6PM

fem4_tsc_ 10206






City of Lawrence, Kansas
Traffic Engineering Division
Crash Diagram

Location: Iowa Street & Oxford Road

Iowa Street

A 4
25-]Jan-03
5-Jun-03
27-Dec-05¢

Notes: Red incidates crash occurred during 7-9am or 4-6pm time period

Date: 2003-2005
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City of Lawrence, Kansas
Traffic Engineering Division
Crash Diagram

Location: Iowa Street & University Drive

Iowa Street

18-Jul-03
20-Jul-03
30-Aug-03
2-Oct-03
=7 17-Nov-03
22-Feb-04
23-Sep-04
21-Oct-04
22-Oct-0
28-0Oct-04
25-Aug-05
8-Dec-0

AM; all others PM |

Notes: Red incidates crash occurred during 7-9am or 4-6pm time period

Date: 2003-2005
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University Drive






City of Lawrence, Kansas
Traffic Engineering Division
Crash Diagram

Location: Iowa Street & Stratford Road Date: 2003-2005

Iowa Street

1-Aug-03
10-Nov-03
8-Dec-03
7-Mar-04
13-Aug-04[AM
31-Oct-0
2-Feb-05
6-Apr-05
19-Oct-0

Stratford Road

Notes: Red incidates crash occurred during 7-9am or 4-6pm time period
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City of Lawrence
TRAFFIC ENGINEERING DIVISION

MEMORANDUM

TO: Charles Soules, Director of Public Works
FROM: David Woosley, Transportation/Traffic Engineer
DATE: 4 January 2007

SUBJECT:  Traffic Safety Commission, November 6, 2006
Iowa Street at Orchard Lane, Oxford Road, Stratford Road and University Drive

At the October 2, 2006, Traffic Safety Commission meeting, the commission heard a request to establish
NO LEFT TURN 7-9AM and 4-6PM MON-FRI on Iowa Street at Orchard Lane, Oxford Road, Stratford
Road and University Drive. The commission recommended implementation for a 90-day trial period. At the
October 17, 2006, City Commission meeting, several members of the public appeared in opposition to the
proposal and the item was sent back to the Traffic Safety Commission for reconsideration.

The Traffic Safety Commission reconsidered at the November 6, 2006, meeting and, after public comment,
recommended implementation for a 90-day trial period, but revised the afternoon time period to 4:30-6PM
due to concerns of traffic adjacent to Hillcrest Elementary School. The vote was 6-2 with Commissioner
Miller opposed due to the display of public sentiment being overwhelmingly against it; and Commissioner
Hagen opposed due to insufficient evidence that it is a good solution.

Action Requested: Approve Traffic Safety Commission recommendation for a 90-day trial period
establishing no left turn between 7-9 AM and 4:30-6 PM, MON-FRI, on Iowa Street at Orchard Lane, Oxford
Road, Stratford Road, and University Drive.

TSC Minutes_ ITEM NO. 3:

Reconsider establishing NO LEFT TURN 7-9AM and 4-6PM MON-FRI on Iowa Street at Orchard
Lane, Oxford Road, Stratford Road and University Drive.

Woosley reviewed the information provided in the staff report.

Robert Lewis, 1105 West Hills Parkway: Our neighborhood is a maze of streets, not a grid; this restriction
will send traffic past a grade school; it will put more traffic into the bad intersection of 15th & Engel which
is already congested.

Tammy Becker, 1045 Hilltop Drive, Principal of Hillcrest Elementary School: I understand why you are
looking at Iowa, but it raised concerns for me; Harvard is a high traffic area anyway because our school has
460 students, plus the KU students that use the area; we have 17 buses in the morning and 16 buses in the
afternoon; we have a difficult time as it is getting the buses in and out of the area; this proposal will make
a worse condition out of an already bogged-down area; 4:00 o'clock is the time we are most worried about;
I would ask that you consider changing the time to 5:00-7:00; we have real safety concerns for our
students now with the traffic we deal with on Harvard; my fear is that if you increase the traffic on Harvard,
that we will at some point deal with a serious injury or something even worse.

Carol Hatton, 1641 Hillcrest Road, President of University Heights Neighborhood Association: We had our
annual meeting Saturday and discussed the Iowa proposal; we support Hillcrest School and do not want the
left-turn restrictions imposed; if they are imposed, we hope they are only temporary and that someway we





can get a protected left-turn lane put in on Iowa from Harvard to 15th Street; it's been a problem for a long
time.

Faye Watson, 1516 Crescent Road: It would make the most sense to have a left-turn lane on Iowa Street;
if traffic is sent down Harvard, after it gets past the school the street ends and the traffic would then have
to wind through the neighborhood; if traffic is sent down 15th Street, the left-turn lane there already backs-
up into the through lanes, and after you turn the corner, you then have to deal with the intersection at
Engel which is one of the most dangerous in the city; we're suggesting that you begin working with the
highway department for a permanent solution and not do this little piece-meal restriction; it's time to run
that center turn lane all the way down Iowa.

Commissioner Woods asked Becker if their traffic was mostly gone by 4:15; Becker advised that 4:30 would
be a better guess.

Commissioner Brune: I dont know why we assume that everyone will use Harvard or 15th; I travel
through that neighborhood everyday and I use 9th Street.

Commissioner Hamby: An important part of the proposal would be a 90-day trial to determine what
problems there would be.

Commissioner Hagen: The question is, is it worth trying something like this on an interim basis or waiting
until funding for the major solution comes along.

Commissioner Graves: I would like to point out that one of the four intersections proposed would not have
an effect on the neighborhood since it involves a northbound to westbound turn.

Commissioner Bowen: A band-aid solution could make more problems instead of fewer problems; I think
we need to step back and think what we were trying to accomplish.

Commissioner Woods: I think the reason is to improve the traffic flow on Iowa and cut down the number
of rear-end accidents.

Commissioner Hagen: I'm concerned that no one has spoken in favor of this except commissioners.
Commissioner Ziegelmeyer: I would be willing to try it in the evening from 4:30-6:00.

Commissioner Hamby: In my mind it is a safety issue; do we wait a number of years until funding is
available for a left-turn lane?

Commissioner Hagen: This solution may be creating problems elsewhere.

Commissioner Brune: I'm convinced we need to try something; I think we need to give it a shot to see
what impact it has.

MOTION BY COMMISSIONER BRUNE, SECONDED BY COMMISSIONER WOODS, TO
RECOMMEND ESTABLISHING NO LEFT TURN 7-9AM AND 4:30-6PM MON-FRI ON IOWA STREET
AT ORCHARD LANE, OXFORD ROAD, STRATFORD ROAD AND UNIVERSITY DRIVE FOR A 90-
DAY TRIAL PERIOD, INCLUDING BEFORE AND AFTER TRAFFIC COUNTS: THE MOTION
CARRIED 6-2 (Miller: the display of public sentiment is overwhelmingly against it; Hagen: not
enough evidence this is a good solution).

MOTION BY COMMISSIONER ZIEGELMEYER, SECONDED BY COMMISSIONER GRAVES, TO
RECOMMEND THAT THE CITY'S CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS PROGRAM BE AMENDED TO

INCLUDE CONSTRUCTION OF A TWO-WAY LEFT-TURN LANE ON IOWA STREET BETWEEN
HARVARD ROAD & 15TH STREET; THE MOTION CARRIED 8-0.






ITEM 3

Excerpt from Draft October 1 City Commission Meeting Minutes Regarding the
Traffic Safety Commission’s recommendation to establish “No left Turn 7:00 a.m. — 9:00

a.m. and 4:00 p.m. — 6:00 p.m. Monday — Friday” on Iowa Street at Orchard Lane.
Oxford Road, Stratford Road, and University Drive on a 90 day trial basis.

Robert Lewis pulled for separate discussion the Traffic Safety Commission’s
recommendation to establish “No left Turn 7:00 a.m. — 9:00 a.m. and 4:00 p.m. — 6:00
p-m. Monday — Friday” on Iowa Street at Orchard Lane, Oxford Road, Stratford Road,
and University Drive on a 90 day trial basis. He said he was shocked when he found the
City had been considering no left turns on lowa onto University, Stratford, and Oxford
and placing traffic on 15" and Harvard. He said the traffic would be increased two to
three fold by Hillside grade school that started at 8:45 in the morning. He said they were
directing traffic from 7 — 9 by a grade school front door. He said in the evening again, no
turns were allowed. He said most of the traffic coming into this area during those hours
in the morning was from KU students parking along the streets. He said the streets were
narrow and many of the streets had no parking on either side. He said where there was
parking the width of the street for two vehicles to pass was such that if not crowding on
either side next to the curb or to the vehicle, mirrors would be hit because that incident
happened to him last week.

He said the other alternative was 15th Street because there was a nice wide turn
with stop lights, but coming up that steep hill, one could not see the traffic until getting to
the intersection and there was no left turn lane and no parking. The Catholic Center had
an issue with traffic when that center was built a few years back.

He said there were stop signs by the school in that area and a person would be
surprised by how many traffic, yield, and stop signs disappear during a school year. He

said he had complained to the police about the speed the students drive on some of those
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ITEM 3

streets and received no response. Also, he said there had been two cars in his front yard
in the last three months.

Tammy Becker, Principal, Hillcrest Elementary School, said for several years
Harvard Road had been a concern because of high traffic due to the University. She said
two weeks ago, they were working with the City on parking issues at Harvard. Although
she knew it was a 90 day trial period, she had a concern about increased traffic. There
were 14 busses that arrived at Hillcrest on a daily basis and they were a cluster program
so they transport a lot of students from all over town. Her concern was not only the
increased traffic and safety issues that traffic would cause, but also the traffic congestion
that was going to probably increase due to busses trying to turn onto Harvard and then
onto lowa with traffic going east and west on Harvard due to Harvard being one of the
areas where a person could turn left.

She said she was present as a representative from Hillcrest and felt that it was her
responsibility.  She said she had talked to school district personnel and they also
expressed their concern and did not understand the actual proposal.

Mayor Amyx asked if Becker was notified this item would be before the Traffic
Safety Commission.

Becker said no, but wondered if Mr. Rick Gamill was notified. She said Gamill
indicated he was not aware of how the proposal was written and encouraged her to attend
the meeting to express concern. She said Harvard Road had always been a traffic

concern to their school.
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ITEM 3

David Corliss, City Manager, said he talked to Gamill earlier today and
understood the school district was not notified which was not a preference in these types
of matters.

Mayor Amyx said after reviewing the Traffic Safety Commission minutes, there
was no public comment which led him to believe if their notification worked. He said
Lewis presented new information that should have been considered closely, especially
because of the question of back up traffic in the area. He said it would be wise for this
item be sent back to the Traffic Safety Commission to reconsider with the additional
information along with proper notification for that meeting.

Lewis said if a person was in the first, second or third automobile when the lights
turn at Harvard going south, there would be no trouble making that left hand turn, but
persons in the back would have trouble with that turn. He said if the City would time
those lights versus the lights at 150 Street, some of the problem could be alleviated.

Corliss said they would have David Woosley, Traffic Engineer, look at those
ideas. He said the signalization coordination on Towa did lend itself toward delays on
some of the side streets and some of the turning movements in order to try to move the
traffic along lowa in a normal progression based on certain speeds.

Lewis said régarding 15" Street, if there were enough people turning on that street
north, traffic would be backed up to the stop sign coming from the west because there
was so much traffic coming from the University. Again, that was a bad intersection
because of the steep hill and traffic could not be seen only until getting to the

intersection.
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ITEM 3

Commissioner Rundle said he saw where they had presented crash incidents to the
Traffic Safety Commission, but could not tell if there was any discussion or presentation
about the traffic counts, if it existed at all, for those turns on those streets that were being
temporarily closed. He asked if that were relevant to this discussion to see what kind of
impact that would really have.

Mayor Amyx suggested referring this item back to the Traffic Safety Commission
with additional notification to the school district and neighbors of a public hearing along
with the additional information that was presented.

Commissioner Schauner suggested the Traffic Safety Commission receive a copy
of the City Commission’s minutes so the public comments could go back to the TSC.

It was moved by Hack, seconded by Highberger, to refer back to the Traffic
Safety Commission the recommendation to establish “No left Turn 7:00 a.m. — 9:00 a.m.
and 4:00 p.m. — 6:00 p.m. Monday — Friday” on Iowa Street at Orchard Lane, Oxford
Road, Stratford Road, and University Drive on a 90 day trial basis and with the
understanding the Traffic Safety Commission would review the October 17" City
Commission meeting minutes specifically the public comment on this topic. Motion

carried unanimously. (1)
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City of Lawrence, Kansas
Traffic Engineering Division
Crash Diagram

Location: Iowa Street & University Drive

Iowa Street

18-Jul-03

20-Jul-03
30-Aug-03

2-0ct-03
7 17-Nov-03
22-Feb-04
23-Sep-04
21-Oct-04
22-0ct-0
28-0Oct-04
25-Aug-05
AM; all others PM | 8-Dec-0

Notes: Red incidates crash occurred during 7-9am or 4-6pm time perioc

Date: 2003-2005

University Drive






City of Lawrence, Kansas
Traffic Engineering Division
Crash Diagram

(@)

Location: Iowa Street & Stratford Road

Iowa Street

1-Aug-03
10-Nov-03
8-Dec-03
7-Mar-04
13-Aug-04|AM
31-Oct-04y
2-Feb-05
6-Apr-05
19-Oct-05¢

Notes: Red incidates crash occurred during 7-9am or 4-6pm time perioc

Date:

2003-2005

Stratford Road






City of Lawrence, Kansas
Traffic Engineering Division
Crash Diagram

Location: Iowa Street & Oxford Road Date: 2003-2005

1
e

Iowa Street

A
25-Jan-03
5-Jun-03
27-Dec-05

Oxford Road

Notes: Red incidates crash occurred during 7-9am or 4-6pm time period






Crash Diagram

City of Lawrence, Kansas
Traffic Engineering Division

Location: Iowa Street & Orchard Lane

Iowa Street

22-May-04

Orchard Lane

Notes: Red incidates crash occurred during 7-9am or 4-6pm time perioc

4-May-03
7-Jul-03
14-Sep-04
1-Nov-04
19-Jul-05
12-Dec-05

Date: 2003-2005
All occurred
& between
4PM and 6PM
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Memorandum
City of Lawrence

Public Works

TO: David L. Corliss, City Manager

FROM: Chuck Soules

CC: Shoeb Uddin, Mark Thiel, Diane Stoddard, Jonathan Douglass

Date: January 25, 2011

RE: Reconstruction of Iowa Street, from 200’ South of Harvard to Irving Hill Overpass

February 1, 2011 City Commission Agenda Item

Please include the following item on the City Commission agenda for consideration at the February 1,
2011 meeting: Authorize the City Manager to execute an Engineering Services Agreement in the amount
of $394,170 with Bartlett & West Engineers for the design of the Iowa Street Reconstruction, Project No.

PW1012.

Project History.

3/9/10

3/29/10
4/27/10

5/25/10
7/13/10
12/7/10

12/7/10

Staff presented condition of Iowa to City Commission; redistribution of street maintenance
program funding

Public meeting regarding Iowa Street

City Commission determines to reconstruct Iowa from Harvard to Bob Billings Parkway with
left turn lane

Request for Qualifications for engineering design; Resolution 6889 authorizing issuance of
bonds

Recommendation to City Commission to negotiate with Bartlett & West for engineering
services

Report to City Commission on options and scope of work, including sidewalks/multi-use path,
intersection improvements, project limits

City/State Agreement for STP funds in an amount of $3 million

Project Details. This project includes the complete reconstruction of Iowa Street from approximately

200’ south of Harvard to the Irving Hill overpass. The improvements will include:

Two lanes north and southbound at 11" wide

12’ wide center turn lane

6’ sidewalk on the west side

6’ sidewalk on the east side from Harvard to University, and from 15™ St. to the Irving Hill overpass
Intersection improvements at Bob Billings Parkway (15" Street) to include dedicated right turn

lanes in all directions, dual left turn lanes on north and southbound Iowa

Project limits on Bob Billings Parkway west approximately 600’, including a 10’ sidewalk
BBP/15" Street east of Iowa will be milled and overlaid

e Full depth pavement removal and replacement, curb and gutter, subgrade preparation, storm
sewer and drainage improvements

Project Cost Estimate.

Iowa Street (from Harvard to Irving Hill) $4.5 million
Southbound right turn lane $100,000
West leg of the intersection $600,000
East leg of the intersection $250,000
Traffic signal pole relocation / adjustment $150,000
Total Construction Cost $5.6 million
Engineering and Survey $427,745

Approximate Total Cost $6.028 million





Project Funding.
$1.25 million  Annual street maintenance fund from City Sales Tax

$1.0 million General Obligation Bonds

$1.0 million Federal Aid Safety Funds

$3.0 million Surface Transportation Program (STP)
$6.25 million Estimated Total

Engineering Proposal.
On July 13, 2011 City Commission authorized staff to negotiate an Engineering Services Contract with

Bartlett & West for the Iowa Street project (memo attached). Public Works staff and Bartlett & West
have thoroughly reviewed the scope of services for the project. Since this project has $4 million in
Federal funds ($3 million STP and $1 million Safety) and is a state highway the project will be let by
KDOT and KDOT will have oversight of the design.

Attached is the Scope of Services including survey, horizontal/vertical alignment, traffic control, typical
section, plan/profile, utility locates, stormwater drainage design/analysis, erosion control plan, detail
sheets, signal timing, earthwork quantities and estimates for field check, and final plans.

The proposed engineering design service fee for Bartlett & West to prepare a complete set of plans and
specifications, including KDOT review and approval, is $394,170. This fee also includes a public
information meeting and easement services (right-of-way strip maps and descriptions) not included in
the Design Fee Guidelines. Evaluating this fee to the Design Fee Guidelines would include:

Estimated Construction Cost $5.6 million

Fee Proposal $394,170 plus $33,575 for already contracted survey

Total Engineering Services $427,745 (7.6%)

Based on the complexities of this project and state review/oversight the fee is appropriate for the scope
of services and in accordance with the Design Fee Guidelines.

The City will hire a geotechnical firm under separate agreement to conduct soil/base
investigation/analysis.

Project Status. We would like to bid this project in 2012. This spring staff will be working with the
University Neighborhood to develop a traffic calming plan.

Action Requested. Authorize City Manager to execute an Engineering Service Agreement with Bartlett
& West for Design Services for Iowa Street Reconstruction, Project PW1012, in an amount of $394,170.

Respectfully submitted,

A~ =L,
Charles F. Soules, P.E.
Director of Public Works

CFS/je

Attachments: 7/13/10 Services Agreement Memo
Bartlett & West Scope of Services





Memorandum
City of Lawrence
Department of Public Works

TO: David L. Corliss, City Manager

FROM: Chuck Soules

CC: Shoeb Uddin, David Woosley, Mark Thiel, Robert Lewis
Date: July 7, 2010

RE: July 13, 2010 Agenda Item

lowa Street, (US-59 Highway), Yale Road to Bob Billings Parkway
Street Reconstruction and Geometric Improvements

PW1012 — RFQ 1002

Consultant Selection

Introduction

The original pavement of this section of Iowa Street (from Yale Road to Bob Billings Parkway),
was built in 1952, and has been milled and overlaid several times. The original pavement is at
the end of its design life and has been requiring more frequent maintenance measures in recent
times. Although milled and overlaid as a KLINK project in the summer of 2006, the City’s Street
Maintenance Division has been performing routine maintenance (fixing potholes, base repair,
full depth patching etc.) on this section of Iowa on a continuous basis. The extensive pavement
deterioration caused by this past winter could not be addressed by routine maintenance alone.
Therefore, comprehensive maintenance was undertaken in March 2010, which in turn is
expected to extend the life of the pavement for a couple more years. On April 27, 2010 the City
Commission authorized staff to proceed with the process to reconstruct Iowa from Yale Road to
Bob Billings Parkway and begin the selection process for a design engineer.

Schedule / Financin
Because Iowa is part of the City Connecting Link (US 59) this project will have to be
administered and reviewed by KDOT. KDOT review of project plans and specifications typically
takes up to two years. Due to the various complexities in this project (namely, analysis and
design of pavement structure, sub-grade treatment options, turn lane or no turn lane, soil
analysis, stakeholder participation, power pole relocation, presence of ground water in the sub-
grade, intersection geometric improvements on the side streets, etc.), the city will need to hire
a consultant to provide the engineering design services and preparation of construction plans. It
is anticipated that this project can be ready for bid letting by December of 2011 with
construction to begin in early spring of 2012 and anticipated completion by December 31, 2012.
Traffic will be carried through the construction site. In order to meet this schedule, engineering
design needs to begin immediately. Complete reconstruction of Iowa (Yale Road to the
intersection at Bob Billings Parkway), estimated construction cost at $5.5 million, plus
engineering and right-of-way, could be financed as summarized below:
$1,000,000 - from City Sales Tax for annual street maintenance projects. (Sales Tax Spending
Plan)
$ 800,000 - Federal Aid Safety Funding (will be eligible only if there are safety improvements
included in the scope of the project, such as center turn lane or median island.
$3 million - Surface Transportation Program (STP) (federal funds the City receives annually
for transportation projects).
$1.25 million-General Obligation Bonds.





Project History
March 9, 2010 City Commission approved revisions to the 2010 Maintenance Program to

include immediate repairs to Iowa.

March 29, 2010  Public meeting to discuss improvements and center turn lane.

April 27, 2010 City Commission authorized Iowa Street reconstruction.

May 6, 2010 Mailed RFQ 1002 for engineering services.

May 14, 2010 Received six qualification statements: Bartlett & West, BG Consultants,

PEC, DR&G, Landplan Engineering, and Schmidt Engineering.

May 18, 2010 City Commission approved Resolution 6889 authorizing issuance of General
Obligation bonds in an amount of $1.25 Million (commitment of 2011 CIP
Budget)

June 22, 2010 Consultant interviews

Selection

Bartlett & West and BG Consultants were selected for interviews. The interview committee
included Charles Soules, Shoeb Uddin, David Woosley, and Robert Lewis (West Hills
Neighborhood Association). The interview committee recommends the selection of Bartlett &
West for the design of this project for the following reasons:

Successful prior projects, i.e. Kasold Drive, Bob Billings Parkway to W. 22" Street; 25"
Terrace, O’Connell Road to Franklin Road; and O’Connell Road, 23™ to 31%,
Familiarity with KDOT procedures,
Knowledgeable / qualified staff,
Familiarity with project area and issues,
Ability to work with the public / good communication plan,
Schedule — Bartlett & West can meet the City’s timeline,
Construction sequencing — Bartlett & West designed the Kasold Drive project in which
construction was carried through the project and access to side streets and driveways was
also maintained,
Constructability reviews — Bartlett & West works closely with local contractors soliciting their
input on how the project can be built quickly and most economically,
Bartlett & West has preliminarily looked at several project issues, including:

o Traffic control / project sequencing,

o Sidewalks on both the east and west side of Iowa,

o Intersection improvements at Bob Billings Parkway and Iowa for existing and

projected traffic,
o Possible intersection improvements at Yale Road and University Drive, and
o Bartlett & West has a thorough understanding of the existing utilities and has
worked well with the utility companies on previous projects.

Action Requested: Authorize staff to negotiate a project scope and fee for engineering
services for the Iowa Street, Yale Road to Bob Billings Parkway (15™ Street) project.

Respectfully submitted,

~ el

Charles F. Soules, P.E.
Director of Public Works

CFS/je

Attachment: Bartlett & West — Pages from Submittal





EXHIEBIT 'B'

PROFESSIONAL ENGINEERING SERVICES FEE ESTIMATE

TIOWA STREET, HARVARD ROAD T'O IRVING HILL ROAD

BARTLETT & WEST PROJECT NO. 17230.001

DATE: JANUARY 13, 2011

1.0 DIRECT LABOR
PRELIMINARY DESIGN PHASE (FIELD CHECK)

1 Meet with city siaff to derermine project specific needs and general project desires, Also review and receive available imformation and plans, Project budges will be provided by Gty staf?.

1,1 Prepare agenda & awend kicloff meeting,

12 Prepare meeting minutes from kickoff meeting.

1.3 City wo provide existing plans 8¢ project budget,

14 The City shall provide a letter stating design criteria, including but not limited to lane widths (through movements, auxiliary lanes, and receiving lanes), length of auxliary lanes, receiving lane wide

and lengths, taper lengths, cud & gutter sections, pavement chiclness, base weatments, longiudinal edge diain/trnsverse underdrain needs, earthwork compaction requitements, and sidewallk wis

2 Conduct one public meeting to discuss the proposed improvements and to receive inpur and hear concerns from the neighborheod,

21 Based on City Stoff divection, there will not be a Public Infotmation Meeting until after field check,

2.1 ‘This scope of services does not include any individual (one-on-one) meetings with landowners,

3 Perform design survey as required to preparc plan and profile sheets. All surveys of the project must tie vo two different section cormers. The survey must have a linear closute of 1:15,000 as

determined by the American Congress on Survsying and Mapping. All survey data must be provided to the city in digital formar,

3.1 _Provide topographical survey on lowa Steeet south of Bob Billings Parkway and along Bob Billings Patkwayand 15th Sueet within the existing R/W limits, Lirmits of survey will be the

north curb retun of Towa Stieet, 100 feet south of the Irving Hill Road bridge, 700 feet west of Towa Street on Bob Billings Parkoway, and 600 feet east of Town Strest on 15th Streer,

32 Provide top of manhole and flowling information for all sanitary sewer and storm sewers located within the survey boundaries described in Task 3.1,

33  Locate property pins as needed to define the tight-of-way along [owa Street, Bob Billings Parleway, and 15th Streer within the survey boundaries described in Task 3.1,

34 'Tie the survey to two different section corners.

3.5  Draft base map, including contours, existing infrastructure, property lines, right-of-way, easements, and utilities.

3.6 Provide all survey data to the city in digital format in an AwoCAD dwy file.

3.7 'This wask does not include potholing any wilities. In addition, any surveying cutside the limits described above will be considered an addivional service.

4 Obtain information from utility companies who have facilities within the project limits, Utility companies shall be required to locate their Facilities within the project limits, Include wiliy

locations in survey data, Provide preliminary utility coordination, Line & depth ave required for all underground utilities,

4.1 _ Viaemail, send &collect information by using the Utility Location Repott form to utility companies located within the project limits deseribed in Task 3.1,

4.2 Locate all utilities within the boundaries described in Task 3.1 - depth will be based on assumptions provided by the utility company

4.3 City to request wtility maps from utiliey companies and provide to Bartlett 8 West,

44 Send field checle plans (50% complets) to udlity companies for review and comment (6 companies maxinwm)

45 Send final plans to utility companies for theie use in relocating cheir existing Facilities (6 companies maximummy

4.6 Ciry Suaff will conduct meetings with wsility companies to discuss project issues and relocation plans if necessary,

5 Obuin O&E cenificaies on the propersies that abut the project site. Gopies of all ewmership maps and recorded plais will be obtained from the Douglas County courthouse,

5.1 The city will provide the O&E reports and suppotting documentation required to complete this tasle.

6 Provide traffic engineering analysis, if needed to determine design traffic volumes, vehicle classifications, accident expetience, speed data, and recommanded signal timing and phasing,

Detenmine and lay out the lane configurations and geometrics that would be required to serve the design traffic volumes along the route,

61 Inaddition 1o two thmugh lanes in each dll'ﬂCl:lOl’l, cual ]eft turn lanes and ngh[ turn only lanes will be included on Towa Street at the intersection with Bob Billings Parkway/ 15th Street.

> 1b _Create one horizontal alignment for the Towa Sizet comdor that uses the existing east cutb line as the east boundary for the new roadway.

6 2 In addition to two through lanes in each ditection, one lft um lane and right twn only lanes will be included on Bob Billings Patloway/ 15th Street at the intersection with Jows Sureet,

6.2 All widening will ocour on the south side of the existing roadway section.

63  Provide typical roadway sections including through lane widths as well as center turning lane widths. There will be no raised medians as pact. of this project.

6.3c 'The proposed tj«'plC’Il section on fows Street will have 11 foot thmugh lanes & right tym only lanes, 12 foot centcr/ left wm lanes, and 1-6" curb and guster sections,

6.3d _'The propesed typical section on Bob Billings Pasloway/15th Sueet will have 11 foot through lanes & right turn only lanes and a 12 foot left wen lne. The medians will not b-c raised.
6.3¢ The proposed typical section on Bob Billings Parkwwy/ 1 5th Street will extend 400 feet and 600 feet east and west of lowa Sireet, respectively, which are the project limits.

6.3f A 6 foor sidewalk will be included on Towa Strect 8 Bob Billings Parloway/15th Street {cxcept on the east side of Iowa Street betvweeen University Drive and 15th Streeet and on the

notth side of 15th Street east of Towa Sireet).

i 3g The proposed typical section for all sideroads (except Bob Blllmgs Parkway/ 15th Street) will be atwo-lane scedon that ties into the existing profile as quickly a5 reasouably possible.

6.3h The proposed pavement cross slope on 21l typical sections will be 2.0 percent.

64 'Ihe improvements for the Bob Billings Parkway/ 15th Street portion of the project will requite a new centerline alignment,

6.4a  Use the north curb ling as the north limit of the improvements,

6:4b Design new horizontal curves for the Bob Billings Parloway/ 15th Streer alignments to malse sure they meet applicable design criteria,

6Ac _Provide preliminacy traffic signal layout for the Iowa Sureer 8 Bob Billings Patkeray/ 15th Street intersection so conduit and traffic signal pole locarions can be determined,

65 This wask does not include any traffic studies or modeling efforts,

6.6 This task does not include any improvements to the existing intersection of Harvard Road intersection or traffic signals.

6.7 This task does not include providing traffic coums or eraffic counting equipment,

7 Provide services of asoil consultant vo determine the adequacy of subgrade and pavement conditions, Complete a pavement evaluation and a determination of pavetnent improvement necds.

Make recommendations, in writing, on pavement cross-section for the project.

7.1 Bantlew 8 West will not provide geotechnical services as a part of this agreement. Hownver, the Gy will contract separately with a geotechnical fiom and provide the requested information

1o Bantlews & West, This information shall be provided in an AutoCAD format by March 13, 2011 .
7.2 Bartlett 8 West suggests the City have 2 geotechnical subconsultant provide botings (300" maximum intervals) to determine depth of vock and presence of groundwater. Depth of borings

should be no less than 50 feet or auger refusal.






EXHIBIT 'B'

PROFESSIONAL ENGINEERING SERVICES FEE ESTIMATE

IOWA STREET, HARVARD ROAD TO IRVING HILL ROAD

BARTLETT & WEST PROJECT NO. 17230.001

DATE: JANUARY 13, 2011

7.3 'The City or their geotechnical subconsultant should locate the botings, including horizontal and vertical dasumn, based on control information provided by Bagtlett 8 West.

74 Chywill provide direction on pavement typs, thickness, as well as subgrade treatment to be used. This direction should include other base matexials, i.e. AB-3 vock base. This information

needs to be provided by January 31, 2011, Any changes 1o the typical section following this date will be considered additional services,

8 Reviewalternative design concepts with the city prior 1o progressing to the datail aspects of the pioject. Alternative concepts shall be discussed to determine the best horizontal and vertical

alignments for the project, City's concurrence in the selection of an alternate or preliminary concept will be contingent on the accuracy and complereness of the background information

provided by the Consultant,

8.1 Provide horizontal alignments for the improvements along Iowa Street & Bob Billings Parkway/ 15th Street,

8.1a This is being completed as part of Task 6.

8.2 Develop one vertical alignment for the improvements along Towa Street. The vertical alignment will be designed to meet 2 40 mph design speed,

82a Develop up 1o 2 vertical alignment irerations 1o adedress fitting the proposed improvements over the Ravine between Temrace Road and Bob Billings Parkway/ 15th Street. The

objective is to provide encugh space for the proposed improvernents to be constructed without reconstructing the existing steep foreslopes ar the ravine.

82b The profile through the intersection of Towa Strest & Bob Billings Parkway/ 15th Street will need to be studied to determine impacts to Bob Billings Parkway/ 15th Suset profile,

8.3 Develop oue vertical alignment for the improvements along Beb Billings Parkway/ 15th Street. The vertical alignment will be designed to meet 240 mph design speed.

8.3a Develop up 1o 2 vertical alignment irerations to remove the existing vertical discrepancy between the westbound and eastbound lanes just west of Towa Street,

8.3b_Share vertical alignment with KDOT to get their approval of this profile. It is anticipated generally accepted 'K values immediately adjacent to Jowa Street will be difficult to achieve.

Any revisions in the alignment that go beyond the stated project limits in this scope will be considered additional services,

8.4  Evaluate new typical section impacis in the mvine area, Identify clear zone requirements.

8.5 Male one set of revisions to conceprual plans prior 1o moving inte preliminary plan production.

9 Storm drainage will be designed in accordance with the current city storm watet management criteria, Prepare a hydrologic and hydraulic analysis to establish recommendarions concerning stonn

diainage design criteria. Include pipe/box sizes, alignments, guades, drinage easements, and asscciated project design ftems. Perform watershed analysis and computer flow modeling using

either HEG 1, TR-20, SWMM, HEG 2, o HY-7, Provide a written report of the results of this analysis and copies of the computer digiral dava,

9.1 Develop adrainage area map based on the horizontal and vertical alignments developed 25 a patt of Task 8,

92  Caleulate time of concentrations, identify runoff coefficients, and caleulats peak storm water flows for the 2-year, 10-year, 50-year, and 100-year storm evert for each drainage area. The

rational method will be used 1o calculate these peak flows.

.93 Locaw curb inlets based on width of spread eriteria. Allowable width of spread will be based on design criteria memorandum. Inchedes adding inlets and pipes to base design file {plan view),
9.4  Determine pipe sizes fot new storm sewer system based on vse of the Manning's equation and full flow eapacity.

9.5  Prepate storm sewet pipe profile sheets providing top of structure elevations, flowlines for proposed 8 existing pipes, and utiliy crossing Jocations.

9.6 This task asswmes the existing RCB at the ravine will not be modified, lengthened, or replaced. The City will inspect the existing RCB structute to ensute it is suitable for continued use.

9.7 This task does not include any hydrologic and/or hydraulic analysis for the RCB at the ravine,

9.8 This task does not include any modeling or HIGL calculations.

9.9 This task assumes the curh inlet on the cast side of Towa north of 15th with the pipe coming into the top of structure will maintain its current configuration, Analyzing additional

__options, if deemed necessary, will be negotiated as an additional service ar a lner date,

10 Prepare a map showing the limits of the drainage basin for all sanitary sewer design, All sanitary sewer extensions shall conform 1o the wastewater collection system master plan. Include a

complete analysis of all pump stations, including a map showing the propeny sewered by this pump stadon. Provide a written repert detailing confermance with the master plan, assurmptions

that were made, and the flows from each propenty to the pump station,

10,1 'This rask does not apply wo the project, and no sanitary sewer modifications are expected other than the adjustment of the top of manhole elevations within the road R/W.

11 Prepare preliminary esvimate of probable construction cost for the project.

111 Determine the unit quantities for the project.

112 Prepare a cost estimate based on the vnit quantities in Task 11.1 and recen bid tabs provided by the city, A 15% contingency will be included in the preliminary cost estimate,

12 Prepare three sets of preliminary plan and profile sheets in sulficient detail for the city to review, Allow two weeks for city to review preliminaey plans. These documents shall include

__ preliminary right-of-way, necessary easement acquisitions, deainage area map, and droinage design data, Il project is over budget, a determination of alternarives is required. Contact may be
_tegminaced if additional lunds are not available or project medifications cannot be made,

121 Prepate cover sheet .

122 Prepare general notes sheet.

123 Prepare survey conirol/alignment data sheet,

124 Prepare separate plan and profile sheets at 1" =20" scale - 16 sheets (8 for Plan 8 8 for Profile) for Iowa Street 8 Bob Billings Parkway/ 15th Street, 3 Combined Plan é Profile Sheets for
Storm sewer profile information will be included on the profile sheets.

124a  Show sidewalk reconstruction locations, storm sewer modifications, sireet consiruction limits, etc.

124b  Show utility conflicts.

124¢_ Provide pertinent plan and profile notes.

124d Show existing and proposed dght-of-way and easemems.

125 Provide imersection pln layouc sheet for proposed improverent 2t Towa Stzeet 8 Bob Billings Parkway/ 15th Street,

1252 Show weaffic signal modification requitcments,

126 Prepare one plan and profile sheet for a new 6" watezling for the church at the northwest cotner of Towa Siveet & Bob Billings Parkway/ 15th Street, ‘The new service will come off the main alony

Bob Billings Patkway.

127 TInclude Lawrence standard detail sheets 8 KDOT svandard detail sheets. Standards will be modified to fll in blanks but riot verified for correctness of drawings.

128 Provide drainage map.

129 Cross sections at 25 feet intervals.

12.10 Provide preliminary construction sequencing and phasing plans to cary traffic through the construction area,

12.11 Subumi elecrronic plans to the City's fip site. The electronic submittal will follow the requirements of Task 12.14,

12,12 Preliminary plans do net include t/'w strip map, retaining wall design, intersection details, erosion control plans, miscellancous details, pavement marking & signing plans, or structural details.






EXHIBIT 'B’

PROFESSIONAL ENGINEERING SERVICES FEE ESTIMATE

IOWA STREET, HARVARD ROAD 'TO IRVING HILL ROAD

BARTLETT & WEST PROJECT NO, 17230.001

DATE: JANUARY 13, 2011

12.13 Preliminaty plans do not include waterline design, except as shown in Task 12.6.

12,14 Submit electronic plans yo KDOT in accordance with theit E-Plan requirements for their review. Allow two weeks for KDOT review of the preliminary plags.

13 The following will be needed to develop the preliminary design - See city standard agreement for 6 frems listed for this rask.

13.1 ‘The information provided in this task in the base scope of services is included in other tasks.

14 Upon approval of the preliminary plans, the Consultant shall arrange  field checl with the Gty to discuss design features in the project area,

14.1  Anange and attend field check meeting 8 prepare meeting minutes. This will include KDOT staff,

15 The Consultant shall be responsible for verification, furnishing, and recotding of any legal land corness necessary for legal descriptions used in deed writing, ‘The Consultant’s personnel

shall tie the approved corner into the center line.

15.1 Tie approved comers into the center line

16 Attend two progress meetings dwing the Preliminay Design Phase (Field Check).

16.1 Prepare agenda and information for meetings.

162 Attend 2 meetings to discuss design issues.

163 Prepare meeting minuces and distribute action item list to artendees.

FINAL DESIGN PHASE (OFFICE CHECK)

1 Meet with city staff to review commients on prelininary design phase,

1.1 Meet with the City staff to review field check plan review comments.

12 Provide written meeting minutes from review meeting.

2 Gonduct one public meeting to discuss the proposed improvements and their impacts on the adjacent properties with the acighborhood.

2.1 Prepare exhibits for meeting,

22 Send two Barlett & West staff members to the meeting,

23 Clry will send out meeting invitations.

24 Conduct meeting after field check plans are reviewed,

25 The public information meeting will be an open house style meeting with no formal presentation and no formal meeting minutes.

2.5 This scope of setvices does not include any individual {one-on-onc) meetings with landowners,

24 Attend a presentation for the Gity Commissioners to discuss final direction of the project. 'This meeting will Skely oceur mid-way through final design,

241 Prepare exhibits for meeting,

2A2 Prepare minutes from the direction provided by the City Comumission,

243 Ciystall will prepare and make presentation. One Bartlett 8 West staff member will attend the meeting ko assist in answering questions.

3 Prepare atight-of-way strip map acd furnish the city with the original and one prine of the stip map. Alsc, fumish the city with 8 1/2° x 11" plats and legal descriptions of each property

required for right-of-way or easement acquisition. The Consultant agrees to complete these right-of-way or easement descriptions and drawings by September 30, 2011, The Gonsultant shall

be responsible for making revisions te the rght-of-way and construction plans tesulting from negotiations with the property owners.

3.1 Legal descriptions and exhibits will be prepared based en the tighi-of-way/ easesnent strip map submitted with preliminary plans.ﬁ ‘There are approximately 45 tracts adjacent 10 the project limits,

3.2 Prepare legal description exhibits (Up to 20 tracts).

33 Wik legal descriptions {Up to 20 wacts).

34 Review of legal descriptions and exhibits by surveyor.

3.5  Mabe revisions to legal descriptions and exhibits based on City review.

36 Print 2 copies of legal descripiions and exhibits and provide pdf's on CD.

37 Anyrevisions based on property owner negotiations will be considered additional services and will be negotiated at a laver date.

Prepare all applications, exhibits, drawings, acd specifications necessary to obiain all required permits. Applications should be prepared for the City's execution and submllml Assist the Gy in

obtaining permit approvals by fuenishing additional information about the project design, Provide, in the specifications, 2 list of the permits which must b obtained by the censtruction contractor.

41 The only permits anticipated for this project are listed under the Final Design Phase, Task 5. Therelose, these is no work to be completed under this tasks.

The Consuliant shall be responsible for preparing the spplications for the National Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDIS) permit for Gonstruction Activities, US, Arnmy Corps of Engineers

404 Permit, and the Kansas Department of Water Resourees permits,

51 Drawings and specifications for penmit applications will be completed under different tasks.

52 Complete Notice of Intent, ala NPDLS, permit qpphmuon, and plot the necessaty drawings,

5.3 'This scope of services does not include Srate of Kansas Division of Water Structutes and/or IS, Anny Corps of Engineers permit.

54 Application fees and signavures for permits will be supplicd by the Gity of Lawrence,

Prepare final construction documents for improvements, incotporating all comments from the city staff, Submit final plans to the City for final review. Allow two weeks for Clity Review,

6.1 Address field check comments for the plans developed under the Preliminary Design Phasc.

62 Prepare special techoical specifications and provide to KDOT. KDOT will develop and prepate the project manval,

The design plans shall include a derailed weaffic control plan with an outline for construction staging conforming to the requirements of the Manual on Lniform Traffic Control Devices and the

Policy, Procedure and Design Manual. The eraffic control plan requires submittal to the City for review and appmval pior to inclusion in the final design plans.

71 Prepace a tuaffic control plan to provide walfic through construction for the erire length of the project (one lane in each direetion). The walfic contro] phans shall include:

71a  Show general lane configurations with appropuiate delineators for each main construction phase.

7.1b  Show remporary pavement markings and temporaty signing on separate sheets.

7.1c  Show iypical sections in vatious locations to show construction sequencing options.

7.2 ke Kansas Depaiment of Transportation standard details for traffic centrol,

7.3 Prepare quantities for the Kansas Depattment of Transportation Recapitulation of Quantities standard deawing for walfic conteol.






EXHIBIT 'B'

PROFESSIONAL ENGINEERING SERVICES FEE ESTIMATE

IOWA STREET, HARVARD ROAD TO IRVING HILL ROAD

BARTLETT & WEST PROJECT NO, 17230,001

DATE: JANUARY 13, 2011

8 Prepare detailed temporary erosion control plans for review and approval before inclusion in the final design plans.

8.1 Prepar erosion control plan sheets showing location of Erosion Conttol Blankets, Inlet Sediment Bartiers, Slope Bartiers, Ditch Chechs, Temporary Seeding, etc,

82  Use Kansas Department of Transpertation standard details for temperary erosion control and final seeding.

83 Prepare quantities and complere the tables on the Kansss Depariment of Transportation standavd details for temporary eresion conte] and seeding,

9 The Consultant shall prepare computations for all design plan quantities.

9.1 Determine the unit quantities for the project

9.2 Prepare summary of quantity bid item tables for each bid item not coversd by a Kansas Department of Transportation standavd detail, These tables will include quantities for curb & gurter,

sidewalk, sidewalk ramp, removal of existing structures, fence removals, fence construction, edge drain pipe, slope protection, fly ash trated subgrade, RCB,

concrete, earthwork, mailbox installation, mormument box, and right-of-way survey monumentation.

93 Kansas Department of Transportation standard drawings for quantity summavies will be used for pavement markings, signing, surfacing, seeding, temporary erosion control, uaffic control,

stotm sewars, and inlets.

94  Prepare amaster "Recapitutation of Quantities” table to suminatize the quantities.

10 As a minimum, the final plans shall include the following:

10,1 Title Sheet

10.2 Typical Sections

10.3 Plan Sheets

104 Puofile Sheets

10.4a Profiles for the storm sewer will be shown on the profile sheets.

105 Intersection Detail Sheets, including curb raturn quarter points and slopes.

10.5a Imtersection Details will be provided for Iowa Sueet 8 Bob Billings Packway/ 15th Street (Al 4 Quadrants), Two to KU Visitor Center (15th Street), Terrace Road, University Drive,

Stratford Drive, Green Road, Oxford Drive, Orchard Lane, and Reece 8 Nicho!s Real Estate Entrance

10.5b Intersection details will include a plan view at 1" =10’ with horizontal curve data for the vadius vetutns, quarter point elevations, proposed contours, and intetsection angles,

10.5¢ Curb requn profiles will be developed for design purposes but will not be included in the construction document sets,

10.5A Driveway Detail Sheets.

10.5A.1 Twenty driveways aloag Iowa Street & Bob Billings Parksay/ 15th Street they will requive details (Assume 3 Plan Views with Spot Grades Per Sheet)(7 Total Sheets)

10.54.2 Driveway details will include 2 plan view at 1" =10" with spot elevations for the pavement,

10.6 Traffic Control Plan Sheets

1062 As defined under Pinal Design Phase, Task 7.

10,7 Temporary Erosion Control Pl Sheets
107a As defined under IMinal Design Phase, Task 8,

10.8 Permanent Signing Quantity Sheets

10.8a Prepare plan sheets that show both permanent signing and pavement markings on separate sheets.

10.8b  Use Kansas Department of Transportation standard details for pavement markings and permanent signing.

10.8¢ Prepare quantities and complete the tables on the Kansas Depantment of Transportation standard details for pavement maﬂ;ings and permanent signing,

10,9 Culvert Sections

1093 No special sections are anticipated.

16.10 Earthwork Quantities, Cross Sections, including entrance sections with existing and proposed grades

10.10a Cross sections at 25' intervals will be included in the final plans.

10.10b Additimnl cross sections will be shown at sideroad locations, driveways, and a1 Jocations whete crossing information is critical.

10.11b Bardetr & West will provide details for any ftems not cm.remd by City of Lawiznce or Kansas Dcpaument of Transportation smndard demlls‘

10.12 Summaty of Quantities Sheets

10.12a This task is covered under other tashs shown in the Final Desigﬁ Ph:lse

10.13 Additional plans and information may be required 1o complete the Final Plans,

10,133 Prepare a plan sheet detailing horizontal and vertical control for the project.

10.13b Prepare a jointing plan for the extents of the project.

10.43¢ Prepare plans for the traffic signal modifizations at lowa Streer 8 Bob Billings Parkway/15th Sureet fntersection. Standard KDOT sheets and bid i items will be used. The Ciry wil prow

signal timing plan.

10.13d Prepare concrete sofecy barrier drawings. Standard KDOT sheets and bid items will be wsed.
10.13¢ This scope of services does not include modifications 1o the existing RCB at the ravine.

10.13F This scope of services does not include roundabout plans, profiles, details, ete. for any intersection,

10.13g 'This scope of servies does not include waterline reconstruction, except as detailed in Preliminary Phase Task 12.6.

10.13h This scope of services does not inchule retaining wall design.

10.14 Submit electronic plans to the Gity's fip site. The electronic submittal will follow the requirements of Task 10.15.

10.15 Submit electronic plans to KDOT in accordance with their B-Plan requirements for their seview. Allow two weeks for KDOT review of the office check plans,

11  Provide all ueility companies a set of final plans for their use, Meet with each uu.hty company to diseuss the relocation of their faciliies and the fime schedule,

111 Plot and mail plan sets for up 10 6 utility companies, (Covered undes Pre reliminary Design Phase Task 4.6)

112 ‘This task does not include Bardlew & West awending a utilivy relocation meeting conducted by Gty Staff for all wility companies to actend.

11.3 Provide 1 follow up phone call to each utility company (6 max.).

12 Provide estimate of probable construction cost based upon the final plans.






EXHIBIT 'B'

PROFESSIONAL ENGINEERING SERVICES FEE ESTIMATE

JOWA STREET, HARVARD ROAD TO IRVING HILL ROAD

BARTLETT & WEST PROJECT NO. 17230.001

DATE: JANUARY 13, 2011

12,1 Prepare a cost estimate based on the unit quantiiies in Task 9 and recent bid tabs provided by the city

13 Provide mylas and two sets of the final, approved plans 1o the city. Also, provide a digital copy of the plans s detailed in Exhibir D.

13.1 Address office checl plan commenss.

132 Subrmir electronic plans to the Gity's fip site, The electronic submittal will follow the requirements of Task 13.4.

13.3 Provide a CD with DWF images of the final drawings.

134 Submit electronic plans 1o KDOT in accordance with their E-Pln requirements,

14 Autend two progress meetings during the Final Design Phase,

14.1 Prepate agenda and information for meetings.

142 Autend 2 meetings to discuss design issues,

143 Prepare meeting minutes and distribute action item list to atiendees.

Note: No hard copy drawings will be submitted to the City or KDOT for their use. All drawing submittals vo the City and KDOT will be in electronic formar.,

BIDDING PHASE
1 Answer all questions from contractors regarding the final plans.
2 Conduct a prebid conference, if requived by city staff.
Note: The Ciey will provide alt bidding phase services for this project,
CONSTRUCTION PHASE
1 Auend a preconstruction conference with the city and the contractor, once the project has been awacded.
2 Answer all questions from the contractor regarding the design and interpretation of the plavs.
3 Review and comment, or approve, contractor’s shop drawings and samples and the results of tests and inspections and other data which each contractor is required 1o submit for the purposes
of checking for compliance with the design concept and conformance with the requirements of the contract documents.
4 Provide the city a complere set of as-builr drawings for the project. The as-buile drawings shall be provided a5 a digital copy, as detailed in Exhibiv D, and one set of mylars,
5 _On asanitary sewer project, all manholes shall be located by GPS methods, and this coordinate location shall be provided to the city with the as-built plans. T
Note: City will provide all construction phase services for this project.
_GENERAL — -
1 Provide schedule for completion of preliminary plans, right-of-way plans, final plans, and bid date,
2 Provide written monthly progress reports as detailed in Exhibit C. ) ]
3 TF bids exceed the estimated cost, the City may discuss, with the Consultant and the lowest bidder, ways to reduce the cost. This discussion will be accomplished at no additional cost.
4 Consultant must notify the city of additional costs for serviee requested prior 1 performing the service. Por cxample, if Consultant is asked 1o awend a meeting not included in the scope
N of service, the cost must be determined before attending, )
5  Wiitten notes from any meetings with stawe, federal, or other agencies will be provided w the city by the Consultant. 'These need not be "formal minutes” but notes on discussion topics
and requirements imposed, o o
6 All documents must be provided in the current version of WordPerfecr, or Microsoft Word, as designated by the city at the time of execution of this contmer,
7 _ All drawings must be prepared on standard 22" X 34" bond sheets. Also final plans, field notes, and other pertient project mapping records are to be provided 1o the city on digital [ou;l;ﬁ_,

as detailed in Exhibit D,
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Memorandum
City of Lawrence

Public Works

TO: David L. Corliss

FROM: Chuck Soules

CC: Diane Stoddard, Cynthia Wagner, Jonathan Douglass, Casey Toomay, Laura
Warner, Ed Mullins

Date: November 2, 2011

RE: Iowa Street (US-59 Highway), 15" Street (Bob Billings Parkway)

to Yale Road — Street Reconstruction & Geometric Improvements
City Project No. PW1012

Introduction: The original pavement section of Iowa Street from Yale Road to Irving Hill
overpass was built in 1952 and has been milled and overlaid several times. During the winter
of 2009/2010 this section of Iowa experienced significant deterioration and subgrade failure.
As a result, on April 27, 2010 the City Commission authorized staff to proceed to reconstruct
Towa from Yale Road to Irving Hill overpass.

Project Description: The project includes the reconstruction of Iowa from Harvard Road to
Irving Hill overpass including pavement, storm sewer, curb and gutter, sidewalks, and a center
turn lane. The intersection will include dual left turn lanes on Iowa and right turn lanes in all
directions. Lane widths of 11 ft. will be used to maintain the improvements predominately in
the existing right-of-way. The grade separation west of Iowa, between the east/westbound
lanes of Bob Billings Parkway, will be removed. A multi-use path will be placed on the south
side of Bob Billings Parkway.

Project Funding:

Estimated cost of the project includes:

Construction estimate $5.5 Million

Engineering $400,000

Approximate Total $6.0 Million

Funding Available:

Infrastructure Sales Tax $1.0 Million

Highway Safety Funds $1.2 Million

Surface Transportation Funds $3 Million

General Obligation Bonds, Resolution No. 6889 $1.25 Million

$6.45 Million

Project History:

3/9/10 City Commission approved revisions to the 2010 Maintenance Program to include
immediate repairs to Iowa

3/29/10 Public meeting to discuss improvements and center turn lane

4/27/10 City Commission authorized Iowa Street reconstruction

7/13/10 Authorized staff to negotiate an Engineering Contract with Bartlett and West

12/7/10 City Commission authorized preliminary design report (shared use path, BBP/Iowa

intersection improvements)
2/8/11 Authorized Mayor to execute agreement for Engineering Services.
9/1/11 Met with Westar





9/16/11 Met with Immanuel Lutheran Church
9/30/11 Met with KU
10/21/11 Met with contractors

Project Schedule/Issues:

Westar: The addition of a center turn lane along Iowa will use all available right-of-way.
Westar will need to move their facilities to the west which will cause Westar to have to acquire
easements from about 15 property owners. When Westar completes this relocation there will
be trees that will be removed. Westar’s work is substantial and will take 6 to 9 months.

KU: Staff met with several departments at KU to discuss project schedule and phasing. KU
representatives included KU Police, KU Athletics, KU Housing, Public Affairs, KU Provost, KU
Design and Construction Management, New Student Orientation, Parking and Transit, and KU
Facilities Operations.

Schedule: KDOT currently has this project programmed to bid in the 3™ week of June 2012.
Pending review of bids, award of contract, submittal of contract documents, and pre-
construction conference, the Notice to Proceed could be issued on or about the first day of
classes for the KU fall semester. Construction will more than likely stop after only 3-4 months
due to winter weather and not resume until the spring of 2013 leaving several lanes of traffic
closed.

After discussions with KU and local contractors staff would like to propose moving the bidding
of this project to November/December 2012. Contracts and Notice to Proceed could be issued
by February 2013 and waterline and storm sewer work could commence. Temporary and
partial closures of Iowa and 15" Street/Bob Billings Parkway would also be necessary between
February and May. After graduation staff would recommend complete closure of 15"/BBP east
and west of Iowa. Between graduation and mid August the contractor would complete all the
work on 15"/BBP and the intersection at Iowa. This schedule would have the intersection fully
open for the next school year. Iowa Street would be built with one lane open in each direction
throughout the project.

This project is difficult to construct while keeping traffic moving and not affect KU events. Staff
and KU agree, however, that complete closure of 15"/BBP (east and west of Iowa) to complete
the Iowa intersection over the summer would be the least disruptive.

While 15" / BBP is closed traffic can be detoured around Crestline on the west side of Iowa and
KU has alternative access east of Iowa to their facilities. Other factors that favor the
recommendation of closure of 15" Street / BBP include:
- With the Kasold project between 15" and 23™ Streets, the contractor for that
project had proposed at the beginning of that project, that if Kasold were closed
(versus carrying traffic through the project) the project could have been completed
six months earlier and for approximately $1 million less.
- Trying to maintain traffic through 15" as well as Towa will add at least 4 phases to
the project which will take an additional 4 months or more.
- Additional phasing and longer construction time adds additional costs in traffic
control and does not efficiently use contractor resources.
- A sewer main in 15" Street (east of Iowa) does need to be lowered and will
necessitate a closure of 15" for a period of time anyway to complete this work.
- Trying to keep a lane open on 15th /BBP and Iowa will mean maintaining the signal
in the intersection. Traffic on both these streets will back up significantly during
stopping cycles to allow traffic to move through the intersection.





- All movements right/ left and through will not always be able to be maintained
especially left turn movements will have to be prohibited or traffic will not move.

KU commencement is projected to be Sunday, May 19, 2013. The first day of classes is
undetermined but will probably be the week of August 19. Therefore, staff would recommend
closing 15""/BBP and work could commence May 20, 2013 and be completed by August 12,
2013. Failure to have the intersection fully open and complete would result in significant
liquidated damages, i.e. $5,000/day. The Commission could also offer an incentive to get the
intersection/street opened earlier, i.e. $5,000/day with a maximum of $50,000.

Action Requested:
Pending discussion, approve:

e Move bid date to November / December 2012
e Phasing plan and closure of 15"/Bob Billings Parkway
e Liquidated damages of $5,000/day for late completion
e Incentive of $5,000/day for early completion of the intersection, up to a maximum
of $50,000
Attachments:
Phasing Map
Intersection Detail
Letter of Support

Bob Billings Parkway/Iowa Plan and Profile
Iowa Plan and Profile






Memorandum
City of Lawrence
Department of Public Works

TO: David L. Corliss, City Manager

FROM: Shoeb Uddin, City Engineer

Ce: Chuck Soules, Mark Thiel, David Woosley
Date: March 03, 2010

RE: March 09, 2010 Agenda Item

Iowa Street, from Yale Road to Irving Hill Overpass
Proposed Improvements — Options and Funding Scenarios

Introduction

The 2010 Pavement Maintenance Program presented to the City Commission on
December 1, 2009 included the rehabilitation of Kasold from Trail to Peterson. The
improvements were to include curb and gutter repair, adding sidewalks, significant base
repair, underdrains where needed, rehabilation of the medians and pavement restoration
/ overlay. The estimated cost of the improvements was approximately $850,000
($500,000 from sales tax and $350,000 from CIP Reserve Fund). Unfortunately, the
excessively cold winter has caused a major arterial road, lowa from Yale Road to Irving
Hill Overpass, to experience significant pavement failures (Exhibit A, pictures), and the
repairs to lowa are a higher priority than Kasold. The original pavement of this section of
lowa street (Exhibit B, Yale Road to Irving Hill overpass) was built in 1952, This section
of pavement has been milled and overlaid several times and is now beyond its expected
service life. The last mill and overlay was done in 2006. The Street Maintenance Division
continues to work diligently to improve the condition to the best extent possible. This
memorandum provides a summary of various options, methods and funding scenarios,
in order to improve the pavement and roadway condition along this critical arterial
corridor.

Summary of Proposed Improvement Options
There are several options / alternatives as to the scope of the proposed improvements to
address the deteriorating pavement condition on lowa Street.

1(a) Mill/ Overlay and Widening: This option would include milling the existing
asphalt (up to 4 inches) surface, reducing the crown slightly to provide a 4” to 6” asphalt
overlay, widening of the existing pavement to add a continuous center turn lane from
south of Harvard Road to south of University Drive. The work would also include full-
depth patching, sub-grade treatment, manhole and valve adjustments, sidewalk
replacement and curb and gutter replacement, where needed. Relocation of the power
poles may be necessary. It appears that approximately 8 to 10 feet of widening will be
necessary to add the center turn lane; all necessary widening can be accommodated on
the west side within the existing right of way. The width of the travel lanes would be 11
feet. Estimated cost: $2.5 million.

1(b)  Mill and Overlay (No Widening): In this option, the work would include all
items as described in Option 1(a) except the widening of the pavement. Estimated cost:
$2.0 million.

2(a) Complete Reconstruction and Widening:  The original concrete pavement is at
the end of its design life requiring more frequent maintenance measures. Although milled
and overlaid as a KLINK project in the summer of 2006, maintenance of this section of
lowa continues on a regular basis (especially since the extreme winter weather over the






past few months) to keep the road in an operating condition. In this option, the existing
pavement would be entirely removed and replaced with new pavement structure. The
new pavement structure would likely be 10 to 12 inches of concrete or asphalt.
Depending on the existence of ground water in the sub-grade, an under-drain system
may be installed. The existing footprint of the roadway will be widened to add the center-
turn lane. Estimated construction cost: $5.0 million.

2(b) Complete Reconstruction (No Widening): In this option, the work would include
all items included in Option 2(a), but no pavement widening. Estimated cost: $4.5 million.

To Add or Not To Add — The Center Turn Lane

This debate can be traced back to the early 90’s. Based on peak hour traffic volumes,
left turn lanes are warranted at all intersections within this portion of lowa. Analysis of
the accident data (Exhibit C) indicates that a center-turn lane is needed to reduce
accidents / crashes in this area. In the past, public opinion regarding the center-turn lane
has been mixed, with relatively greater support in favor of the turn lane. One of the
concerns expressed by the area residents (who opposed the center-turn lane) is the
increased traffic on the side streets due to construction of the center-turn lane.

Funding Scenarios
Depending on the option chosen, the cost of this project can vary from 2.0 to 5.0 million

dollars. Following are some potential sources of funding.

KLINK Funding: Maximum amount - $200,000.00. In July 2009 city staff submitted the
application to KDOT for KLINK funding (FY 2012) for mill and overlay of lowa Street from
Yale Road to Irving Hill overpass. Mill and overlay of this section of lowa Street is
currently scheduled to take place in 2011 as the KLINK funding will be available in July
2011, the beginning of State Fiscal Year 2012. Typically, KLINK projects include city
matching funds ranging from $400,000 to $500,000, typically funded from the City’s CIP
program. (As a related matter, 23" Street from Haskell to east city limit is scheduled for
mill and overlay this summer under the 2010 KLINK program.)

Federal Aid Safety Funding: KDOT is currently soliciting applications for Federal Aid
Safety projects for the fiscal year 2012. The maximum available funding is $800,000.00
with a minimum 10% local match. If awarded, the earliest date that funds would be
availability is October 01, 2011, beginning of Federal Fiscal Year 2012. In 2007, City
received $800,000 of Federal Aid Safety funding for this project, but was unable to utilize
the funding due to public opposition to widening of lowa Street.

Sales Tax/ Street Maintenance Funds: The Sales Tax that was approved included
$500,000 for street maintenance annually. lowa is a major arterial road and is a priority
over other streets and the Commission may want to reprioritize the streets proposed to
be rebuilt with the sales tax funds.

Conclusions and Recommendations

Based on the age and the condition of the existing pavement, in combination with the
frequent maintenance needs in the recent years, it is our conclusion that a conventional
mill and overlay (1.5 to 2" in depth) will not be effective in addressing this problem. As a
minimum, a more substantial overlay (4 to 6 inches in depth) will be necessary. It is
estimated that this substantial / thicker mill and overlay could last for about 7+/- years
before requiring any major maintenance work. In comparison, a complete reconstruction
of the street pavement is expected to last about 40 years before requiring any major
maintenance. We have discussed these options with KDOT engineers and are in
agreement that complete reconstruction is needed and the most long term cost effective
measure.






Because lowa is part of the city connecting link (US 59), this project will have to be
administered by KDOT. KDOT review of project scope, engineering design and
construction plans usually takes up to two years. Due to the various complexities in this
project (namely, analysis and design of pavement structure, sub-grade treatment
options, turn lane or no turn lane, soil analysis, stakeholder participation, power pole
relocation, presence of ground water in the sub-grade, intersection geometric
improvements on the side streets, etc.), the City will need to hire a consultant to provide
the Engineering Design services and preparation of construction plans. It is anticipated
that this project can be ready for Bid Letting by December of 2011 with construction to
begin in early spring of 2012 and anticipated completion by December 31, 2012. Traffic
would be carried through the construction site. Complete reconstruction of lowa,
estimated construction cost at $5 million plus engineering, could be financed as
summarized below.

$500,000 - from City Sales Tax for annual street maintenance projects.

$200,000 - from the State for KLINK Program in 2011.

$400,000 - from City CIP used annually as matching funds for KLINK program

$800,000 - Federal Aid Safety Funding.

$1 million-Surface Transportation Program (STP) (Federal funds that the City
receives annually for Transportation projects).

The remainder of approximately $2.1 million would need to be bonded.

Engineering design would need to begin this year to meet KDOT’s schedule.

As the center turn lane appears to be a controversial matter, we will be holding public
meetings in the near future before submission of the Federal Aid Safety application.

Staff Would Recommend:
- Make repairs to lowa, as the first priority, as part of the 2010 comprehensive
and major patching /repair project.
- Schedule lowa Street for complete reconstruction in 2012.
- Hold public meetings to discuss the center turn lane and other important
aspects of the lowa Street and report back to the Commission for a decision
on whether to proceed with reconstruction based on a center turn lane.

Attachments: Exhibit A — Pictures
Exhibit B — Iowa Street, Project Location Map
Exhibit C — Iowa Street, Crash Diagram
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Memorandum
City of Lawrence
Department of Public Works

TO: David L. Corliss, City Manager

FROM: Shoeb Uddin, City Engineer

CC: Chuck Soules, Mark Thiel, David Woosley
Date: April 21, 2010

RE: April 27, 2010 Agenda ltem

lowa Street, from Yale Road to Bob Billings Parkway
Proposed Improvements — Options and Funding Scenarios

Introduction
The excessive cold temperature and record snowfalls during the past winter has caused
significant pavement deterioration / failure on many of our arterial streets and thoroughfares,
including lowa Street south from Yale Road to Bob Billings Parkway. In order to address these
impending and urgent maintenance needs, the 2010 Street Maintenance program has already
been revised.

The original 2010 Street Maintenance Program (presented to the City Commission on
December 1, 2009) included comprehensive rehabilitation of Kasold from Trail to Peterson.
Under the revised 2010 Street Maintenance program (approved by the CC on March 9, 2010),
the scope of Kasold project has been reduced in order to pay for the immediate and urgent
repair needs on other heavily travelled city arterial streets, e.g. lowa, West 31, Louisiana and
W 6" - these streets were not previously included in the original 2010 Street Maintenance
program.

In March 2010, maintenance consisting of full depth patching and conventional mill and overlay
were completed on lowa street, from Yale to Irving Hill. This is a short term fix; a long term
solution to improve the pavement condition on lowa is needed.

Summary of Proposed Improvement Options

The original pavement of this section of lowa Street (from Yale Road to Irving Hill overpass
(Exhibit A), was built in 1952, and has been milled and overlaid several times. The original
pavement is at the end of its design life and has been requiring more frequent maintenance
measures in recent times. Although milled and overlaid as a KLINK project in the summer of
2006, the City’s Street Maintenance Division has been performing routine maintenance (fixing
potholes, base repair, full depth patching etc.) on this section of lowa on a continuous basis.
The extensive pavement deterioration caused by this past winter could not be addressed by
routine maintenance alone. Therefore, comprehensive maintenance was undertaken in March
2010, which in turn is expected to extend the life of the pavement for a couple more years.
Meanwhile, staff is working to figure out a long term solution for this important corridor in
Lawrence.

We have recently taken some core samples of the pavement structure to ascertain the
underlying condition; it appears the pavement structure has experienced considerable damage
including being disintegrated at some locations (Exhibit B). Based on the age, condition of the
existing pavement structure and maintenance history, it is evident that the condition on lowa
Street cannot be improved for the long term without complete reconstruction. We believe that
the base of the section south of Bob Billings Parkway has not deteriorated as significantly and





would recommend the project limits be from Yale Road through the intersection of Bob Billings
Parkway. Two options are available:

= Complete Reconstruction and Widening

In this option, the existing pavement will be entirely removed and replaced with new
pavement structure. The new pavement structure will likely be 10 to 12 inch thick
concrete or asphait. Depending on the existence of ground water in the sub-grade, an
under-drain system may be installed. The existing footprint of the roadway will be
widened to add the center-turn lane. Estimated construction cost: $5.5 million.

= Complete Reconstruction (No Widening)
This option would include complete reconstruction (described above) but no pavement
widening. Estimated construction cost: $4.5 million.

The Center Turn Lane — Public Meeting and Citizen Survey

On March 29, 2010 city staff conducted a public meeting to discuss possible improvements
including the center turn lane. At this meeting, staff also distributed a citizen survey
questionnaire on the issue of the turn lane. Public opinion at the meeting was mixed, with
relatively greater support in favor of the center turn lane.

Out of 21 participants in the survey, 14 people expressed support for the turn lane, and 7
expressed opposition. Staff has also received 16 emails in support of the turn lane and 3 emails
in opposition (Exhibit C — Citizen Survey; Email Responses/Correspondence).

Those in favor of the turn lane are generally of the opinion that the center turn lane will improve
traffic flow and safety. People against the turn lane are concerned that this will encourage more
people to make left turns from lowa onto Stratford and University, and would thereby make an
existing bad situation worse.

People opposing the turn lane are also generally of the opinion that the city and KU should work
together to make 15™ Street, east of lowa, a four lane road as a solution to the safety problem
on lowa Street. Based on our conversations with KU, it does not appear that KU currently has
any funds available to make improvements on 15" Street.

At the meeting (also expressed in the emails and Citizen Survey), there was a general
consensus regarding the need for traffic calming measures (speed hump, reduced speed limit,
No Parking, etc.) on the side streets to discourage cut-through traffic. These measures, as
appropriate, can be completed prior to the lowa Street Improvement project, or simultaneously
as part of the lowa Street project.

Some of the other ideas / concerns expressed by the residents include pedestrian connectivity
and safety, and/or construction of a median island on lowa Street to prevent left turns
altogether.

Staff is currently collecting traffic data on the side streets to have a better understanding of the
traffic flow and to address citizen concerns regarding congestion, speed, increased traffic
volume etc. by providing effective traffic calming measures.

The center turn lane has been a controversial issue since the late 1980’s. The city has made
several attempts in the past to address the safety problem on lowa Street with no conclusive
outcome/consensus.





Based on peak hour traffic volumes on lowa street, left turn lanes are warranted at all
intersections within this portion of lowa. There have been 76 reported crashes on lowa Street
between Orchard Lane and University Drive in the last three years. Analysis of the accident
data (Exhibit D) indicates that a center-turn lane is needed to reduce accidents / crashes in this
area.

Funding

Federal Aid Safety Funding:

KDOT is currently soliciting applications for Federal Aid Safety projects for the fiscal year 2012.
Maximum available funding: $800,000.00 with a minimum 10% local match. If awarded, earliest
date of funds availability: October 1, 2011, beginning of Federal Fiscal Year 2012. In 2007, City
received $800,000 of Federal Aid Safety funding for this project, but was unable to utilize the
funding due to public opposition to adding a center turn lane on lowa Street.

Sales Tax Funds / Street Maintenance Funds

The recently passed sales tax for infrastructure maintenance could provide some funding for
this project. lowa is a major arterial road, is a priority over other streets, and would be a worthy
candidate to receive funding from this program.

City 5-Year Plan
The Kansas Department of Transportation is requesting cities and counties to update their 5-
Year Plan. The 5-Year Program distributes Federal-Aid Highway funds to assist communities in
providing construction projects on Federal-Aid eligible routes. Typically the City receives
approximately $1 million annually to assist with road construction projects. Projects that have
been funded through this program include:

N. Michigan, Riverridge Road to W. 2™ Street

Kasold Drive, Peterson Road to the KTA Bridge

Kasold Bridge over the KTA

19" & Louisiana improvements

2" & Locust

O’Connell Road, 23" to 31%

The City’s current 5-Year Plan includes:
Kasold Drive, 23" to 31st
31° Street, Haskell Avenue to O'Connell Road
Staff would recommend that lowa Street be added to the 5-Year Plan (attachment).

Douglas County Participation
lowa Street (HWY 59) is a major highway servicing Lawrence/ Douglas County. The City would
request participation in funding this arterial connection.

Conclusions and Recommendations

Based on the age and the condition of the existing pavement, in combination with the frequent
maintenance needs in recent years, it is our conclusion that a complete reconstruction of the
street pavement is the best solution and would last about 40 years before requiring any major
maintenance. We have discussed these options with KDOT engineers and are in
agreement that complete reconstruction is the most cost effective long term measure.

Because lowa is part of the City Connecting Link (US 59) this project will have to be
administered and reviewed by KDOT. KDOT review of project plans and specifications typically
takes up to two years. Due to the various complexities in this project (namely, analysis and
design of pavement structure, sub-grade treatment options, turn lane or no turn lane, soil
analysis, stakeholder participation, power pole relocation, presence of ground water in the sub-





grade, intersection geometric improvements on the side streets, etc.), the city will need to hire a
consultant to provide the engineering design services and preparation of construction plans. It is
anticipated that this project can be ready for bid letting by December of 2011 with construction
to begin in early spring of 2012 and anticipated completion by December 31, 2012. Traffic will
be carried through the construction site. In order to meet this schedule, engineering design
needs to begin immediately. Complete reconstruction of lowa (Yale Road to the intersection at
Bob Billings Parkway), estimated construction cost at $5.5 million, plus engineering and right-of-
way, could be financed as summarized below:
$1,000,000 - from City Sales Tax for annual street maintenance projects. (Sales Tax Spending
Plan)
$ 800,000 - Federal Aid Safety Funding (will be eligible only if there are safety improvements
included in the scope of the project, such as center turn lane or median island.
$3 million - Surface Transportation Program (STP) (federal funds the City receives annually
for transportation projects).
$1.25 million-General Obligation Bonds.

Staff would recommend the following:
1. Complete reconstruction of lowa (from Yale Road to intersection at Bob Billings
Parkway), and widening to add the center turn lane.
2. Work with neighborhood residents to determine appropriate traffic calming devices /
measures on the side streets.
3. An engineering firm will need to be hired in the spring of this year (2010) to meet the
proposed KDOT schedule.

Action Request
If appropriate:
1. Authorize staff to proceed with complete reconstruction of lowa from Yale Road to Bob
Billings Parkway, including a center turn lane.
2. Authorize staff to submit Federal Aid Safety Application.
3. Authorize staff to work with the neighborhood residents to determine appropriate traffic
calming devices / measures.
4. Authorize staff to begin the process to hire a consultant for engineering design
services.
5. Authorize Mayor to sign request for construction project for lowa Street.
6. Approve 5-Year Plan submittal.
7. Authorize staff to request Douglas County participation in the cost of the
reconstruction of lowa Street.

Attachments

Exhibit A — Project Location Map

Exhibit B — Core Samples

Exhibit C — Citizen Survey / Email Responses / Bishop 4/16/10 Letter
Exhibit D — lowa Street, Crash Diagram

Proposed 5-Yr. Plan

Sales Tax Spending Plan

McCullough Petition





Costs

COSTS FUNDING
Current Est. STP - 5yr
Plan Length Cost Engineering Utilites |RW TOTAL Plan Sales Tax |Utilities |GO Bonds Other- Safety [Total Let Date
Status City Project Number Location Description (miles) Work Type ($1,000) ($1000) ($1000) |($1000) [($1000) ($1000)  ($1000) ($1000)  [($1000) ($1000)
Final Lawrence |U-2231-01 Kasold - BBP to 23rd Street 0.900 |Grading/ Surfacing $6,000 $440 $575 $120 $7,135|  $1,000 $5,560 $575 $0 $7,135|  Oct-10
Lawrence lowa - Yale Rd to Bob Billings Parkway Grading/ Surfacing $5,500 $400 $0 $150 $6,050]  $3,000 $1,000 $0 $1,250 $800 $6,050| Dec-11
Field Check |Lawrence |KA-0685-01 23rd Street Bridge @ Haskell 0.250 |Bridge $4,700 State State $4,700 $400 $0 $100(State $4,200 $4,700 Feb-12
preliminary |Lawrence [U-2117-01 31st Street - Haskell to O'Connell 1.000 |[Grading/ Surfacing $7,200 $375 $417 $7,992 $1,000 $0 $200in 2010 |$782 Earmark $7,992 Feb-13
$2000 in 2012 [$1000 county

$3000 in2013

8.4.06
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Date: April 16,2010

To: Commissioners Mike Amyx, Aron Cromwell, Lance Johnson, Michael Dever, Robert Chestnut
Department of Public Works: Charles Soules, Director and Shoeb Uddin i

City Manager David Corliss RECEIVED
From: Barbara M. Bishop, 1641 University Drive, Phone 842-6072 APR 19 2010
Subject: Center L.ane on Iowa Street PUBLIC WORKS

A comprehensive presentation was made at Fire Station Number 5 regarding the reworking of Iowa
Street and the desirability of at that time installing an extra lane dedicated to turns off of Iowa onto
neighboring streets in the area from Harvard Road to the Irving Hill overpass. This meeting was
attended by Mr. Soules and Mr. Corliss.

I was informed this matter was to be presented to the City Commission the last week of April therefore
all comments should be submitted before this date. '

There were people in favor and people in opposition of the city’s proposal. There was no consensus
except that there are real dangers for southbound traffic making left turns off of lowa onto Oxford,
Stratford and University Drives. I would note there are also dangers for entry into driveways for homes
along that part of Iowa.

I would also add that for northbound traffic on Iowa there is danger in left turns onto Terrace Road,
Orchard Road and homes in that particular area.

Request

I would ask that when making a decision that you to please consider the entire area from Harvard to
Terrace Road as a candidate for a center lane for turns (left or right) as exists on many other streets in
Lawrence.

Example: Iowa from Ninth Street to Harvard already has this kind of lane. There is a dedicated left turn
lane for northbound traffic at Ninth and a dedicated left turn lane for southbound traffic at Harvard.
Between and connecting these there is a center turn lane with arrows showing left turns for traffic traveling
both north and south.

Please do NOT have just one neighborhood street with a dedicated left turn lane for southbound traffic on
Iowa. This would be a broad signal to all lowa Street traffic that that one street was the preferred
alternate method of heading east and consequently permanently change the character of that particular
neighborhood.

Conclusion

If the intent of the proposed reconfiguration is fruly for the protection of motorists, then that protection
should be extended to all left turning vehicles whether coming from the south or the north on the section
of Iowa Street between Ninth Street and Terrace Road. Since this has already been addressed
appropriately from Ninth to Harvard, it only remains to be consistently implemented from Harvard to
Terrace Road.
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Date: April 16,2010

To: Commissioners Mike Amyx, Aron Cromwell, Lance Johnson, Michael Dever, Robert Chestnut
Department of Public Works: Charles Soules, Director and Shoeb Uddin, City Engineer
City Manager David Corliss

From: Barbara M. Bishop, 1641 University Drive, Phone 842-6072

ADDENDUM

Subject: University Drive

I would like to note that one person in attendance at the city’s meeting on reworking Iowa Street thought
a center lane on Iowa would facilitate her being able to more easily leave the neighborhood by using
University Drive to turn south onto Iowa.

I believe she might be mistaken and that what may very well happen is that there will be an increase of
drivers attempting left turns onto Iowa and that consequently there will be a backup of cars on
University Drive and therefore a real restriction on cars desiring to turn right (north).

Thoughts

The city has solved the above problem of backups on such streets as 21* Street at Iowa by having both a
right and a left turn lane on 21% Street facilitating access to Iowa. There are many other streets in
Lawrence which are marked similarly. This might be a solution for University Drive and perhaps
Stratford?

It is also important that the city of Lawrence examine the condition of streets and curbs in these affected
neighborhoods and concurrently address the deterioration which now exists due to the already heavy
traffic.

I am aware we have experts on traffic. I am hopeful those experts will address the problems on Iowa
Street as well as the side streets and residential neighborhoods and use their expertise to maintain the
intended traffic routes in Lawrence.
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Citizen Survey

Proposed Iowa Street Reconstruction Project
March 29, 2010

. Are you resident of one of the following neighborhood?

Sunset Hills Hillcrest West Hills Raintree

Univ. Heights Westwood Other

. Do you think a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to University Drive

would improve traffic flow and safety on Iowa? Yes / No

. Are you in favor of a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to
University?

Yes / No [If you would like, please explain]

. Your name (optional):

. Contact information: address, phone number and email (optional):

. Additional Comments, if any (please use the other side if necessary)





Citizen Survey
Proposed Iowa Street Reconstruction Project
March 29, 2010
1. ‘Are you resident of one of the following neighborhood?

S'unset Hills West Hills Raintree

Univ. Heights Westwood Other

2. Do you think a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to University Drive

would improve traffic flow and safety on Iow/ No

3. Are you in favor of a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to
University?

No [If you would like, please explain]

4. Your name (optional):

5. Contact information: address, phone number and email (optional):

1136 [owa §32-0Y K )
bbbl DSUnT /oW comn

6. Additional Comments, if any (please use the other side if necessary)





Citizen Survey

Proposed Iowa Street Reconstruction Project
March 29, 2010

. Are you résident of one of the following neighborhood?

Sunset Hills / Hillcrest West Hills Raintree

Univ. Heights Westwood Other

. Do you think a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to University Drive

would improve traffic flow and safety on Iowa? @7 No

. Are you in favor of a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to
University?

Yeo/ No [If you would like, please explain]

. Your name (optional):

. Contact information: address, phone number and email (optional):

. Additional Comments, if any (please use the other side if necessary)





Citizen Survey
Proposed Iowa Street Reconstruction Project
March 29, 2010

1. Are you resident of one of the following neighborhood?

Sunset Hills Hillcrest West Hills Raintree

Univ. Heights Westwood Other

2. Do you think a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to University Drive

would improve traffic flow and safety on Iowa/ No

3. Are you in favor of a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to
University?

No [If you would like, please explain]

4. Your name (optional):

5. Contact information: address, phone number and email (optional):

6. Additional Comments, if any (please use the other side if necessary)





Citizen Survey
Proposed Iowa Street Reconstruction Project
March 29, 2010

1. Are you resident of one of the following neighborhood?
Sur@s _ Hillcrest West Hills Raintree

Univ. Heights Westwood Other

2. Do you think a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to University Drive

would improve traffic flow and safety on Iowa No

3. Are you in favor of a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to
University? '

es / No [If you would like, please explain]

4. Your name (optional):

5. Contact information: address, phone nhumber and email (optional):

6. Additional Comments, if any (please use the other side if necessary)





Citizen Survey
Proposed Iowa Street Reconstruction Project
March 29, 2010

1. Are you resident of one of the following neighborhood?
Sunset Hills Hillcrest West Hills Raintree

Y
Univ. Heights Westwood @I’Tﬁ

2. Do you think a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to University Drive

would improve traffic flow and safety on Iow No

3. Are you in favor of a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to
University?

o [If you would like, please explain]

4. Your name (optional): .
Dasza MUS;& NSO

5. Contact information: address, phone number and email (optional):

6. Additional Comments, if any (please use the other side if necessary)





Citizen Survey
Proposed Iowa Street Reconstruction Project
March 29, 2010

1. Are you resident of one of the following neighborhood?

@Hlﬁé} Hillcrest West Hills Raintree

Univ. Heights Westwood. Other

2. Do you think a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to University Drive

\
\

would improve trafﬁc flow and safety on Iowa Yes] No

3. Are you in favor of a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to '
University?

@ No [If you would like, please explain]

4. Your name (optional): s{ WOLC; \i@, e g P U@QM\

5. Contact information: address, phone number and email (optional):

A3 19 Orchard &ry

[ orence, ¥s bl 0L 9
gUl—1SHT Kand (= puré@< ﬂ[@&/

6. Additional Comments, if any (please use the other side if necessary)
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Citizen Survey
Proposed Iowa Street Reconstruction Project
March 29, 2010

1. Are you resident of one of the following neighborhood?

Sunset Hills Hillcrest West Hills Raintree

Ve

k Um/é@ﬁ Westwood Other

2.\Bo/you think a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to University Drive

would improve traffic flow and safety on Iowa? / No

3. Are you in favor of a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to
University?

@ No [If you would like, please explain]

4. Your name (optional):
; | A O_ﬂ D

- 5. Contact information: address, phone humber and email (optional):

6. Additional Comments, if any (please use the other side if necessary)





Citizen Survey
Proposed Iowa Street Reconstruction Project
March 29, 2010
1. Are you resident of one of the following neighborhood? Ao

Sunset Hills Hillcrest West Hills Raintree

Univ. Heights Westwood Other

2. Do you think a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to University Drive

would improve traffic flow and safety on Iowa No

3. Are you in favor of a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to
University?

es/ No [If you would like, please explain]

Z Arive thxs nude ‘ﬁ‘%\w‘ﬂy Gnd furny vehicles W*&
Shor fo hern g8 buclk P ”woujk Y Sy Pecidents actpr ot @
Vay Lv'gl- rate on Mz Shrebch.

4. Your name (optional): Dd”,( );]Q-mé%

5. Contact information: address, phone number and email (optional):

6. Additional Comments, if any (please use the other side if necessary)





Citizen Survey
Proposed Iowa Street Reconstruction Project
March 29, 2010

1. Are you resident of one of the following neighborhood?

Sunset Hills \' West Hills Raintree

Univ. Heights Westwood Other

2. Do you think a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to University Drive

would improve traffic flow and safety on Iowa? / No

3. Are you in favor of a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to
University? '

/ No [If you would like, please explain]

4. Your name (gptﬂ_a_li_: Jéil(/ M% L Lo 6

;:‘
5. Contact information: address, phone number and mn“%ﬁ/(ogtional):
(035 SuwSE7 PR(oE —eo<Ey

(V8D SE3-Tter

6. Additional Comments, if any (please use the other side if necessary)
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Citizen Survey
Proposed Iowa Street Reconstruction Pro;ect
March 29, 2010

1. Are you resident of one of the following neighborhood?

/-““-\\
Sunset Hills (Hillcrest West Hills Raintree
Univ. Heights Westwood Other

2. Do you think a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to University Drive

would improve traffic flow and safety on Iowa Yes § No

3. Are you in favor of a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to
University?

No [If you would like, please explain]

4. Your name (optional): ~ ™ C)
.%Mb‘i Ww;%

5. Contact information: address, phone number and email (optional):

2607 Greono Cas,
Lrcovemes KS Elouy
d-é%fm,ﬂg . e/@wlp&d w;é @ M o,

6. Additional Comments, if any (please use the other side if necessary)
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Citizen Survey
Proposed Iowa Street Reconstruction Project
March 29, 2010

. Are you resident of one of the following neighborhood?
Sunset Hills Hillcrest West Hills Raintree

Univ. Heights Westwood Other &M/(/{: %WVOK

. Do you think a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvarc/l ,te*Jniversity Drive

would improve traffic flow and safety on Iowa? Yes"'/.fNo )
(\_//

. Are you in favor of a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to
University?

LN . .
Yes //No [If you would like, please explain]

. Your name (optional):

. Contact information: address, phone number and email (optional):

. Additional Comments, if any (please use the other side if necessary)





Citizen Survey
Proposed Iowa Street Reconstruction Project
March 29, 2010

1. Are you resident of one of the following neighborhood?

Sunset Hills West Hills Raintree

Univ. Heights Westwood Other

2. Do you think a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to University Drive

would improve traffic flow and safety on Iowa¢ Yes /\No

3. Are you in favor of a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to
University?

Yes /)No [If you would like, please explain]

4. Your name (optional):
Teanys V=)

5. Contact information: address, phone number and email (optional):

6. Additional Comments, if any (please use the other side if necessary)
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Citizen Survey ,
Proposed Iowa Street Reconstruction Project
March 29, 2010

Are you resident of one of the following neighborhood?

Sunset Hills Hillcrest West Hills Raintree
Univ. Heights Westwood Other Sfmffmf :

Do you think a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to University Drive

would improve traffic flow and safety on Iowa? Yes /

Are you in favor of a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to
University? ‘

Yes /If you would like, please explain]

The 150 Street Bl of Tawa Shoufd he
widened tv 4 (ancs. # Aot try 7 divert
Gatfic +o KU Lhrogh Strattord or m;{/mﬁé{

Your name (optional):
571\{0%% Hen,

. Contact information: address, phone number and email (optional):
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han@ku.e Ay

Additional Comments, if any (please use the other side if necessary)
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» Citizen Survey
Proposed Iowa Street Reconstruction Project
March 29, 2010

1. Are you resident of one of the following neighborhood?

Sunset Hills Hillcrest (”Wéﬁb Raintree

Univ. Heights Westwood Other

2. Do you think a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to University Drive

would improve traffic flow and safety on Iowa? Yes / No

3. Are you in favor of a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to
University?

Yes /f you would like, please explain]
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5. Contact information: address, phone number and email (optional):
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AZ TR

6. Additional Comments, if any (please use the other side if necessary) ‘
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Citizen Survey
Proposed Iowa Street Reconstruction Project
March 29, 2010

1. Are you resident of one of the following neighborhood?

Sunset Hills Hillcrest West Hills Raintree

Univ. Heights Westwood Other

2. Do you think a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to University Drive

would improve traffic flow and safety on Iowa? Yes

3. Are you in favor of a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to
Unlver5|ty?

Yes //No/[If you would like, please explain] ﬂ/@jaﬂLW Vier z\)') P A5 e

qua ,/7 ot The Vte'%}xébw}zﬁﬁo}
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4. Your name (optional):
D&a/to) E. ’-g) ﬂﬂ»’lﬁbl
5. Contact information: address, phone number and email (optional):

Jboq S 1L V‘aJﬁCN‘c]
2w e n e
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6. Additional Comments if any (please use the other side if necessary)
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Citizen Survey
Proposed Iowa Street Reconstruction Project
March 29, 2010

1. Are you resident of one of the following neighborhood?

Sunset Hills Hillcrest Raintree

B W& Univ. Heights Westwood Other

La
%5\ § 2. Do you think a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to University Drive

West Hills

/
~ would improve traffic flow and safety on Iowa? Yes / No

3. Are you in favor of a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to

N § University?
QQ ™

Yes

oﬂf you would like, please explain]

4. Your name (optional):

5. Contact information: address, phone number and email (optional):

6. Additional Comments, if any (please use the other side if necessary)





Citizen Survey
Proposed Iowa Street Reconstruction Project
- March 29, 2010

. Are you resident of one of the following neighborhood?
Sunset Hills Hillcrest West Hills Raintree

Univ. Heights . Westwood Other_210% Yer{e L /2 d CLJ

. Do you think a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to University Drive
would improve traffic flow and safety on Iowa@// No

. Are you in favor of a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to
University?

Yes ,@If you would like, please explain]

Fudol IZ L

. Your name (optional): a,r/gu, o Jamd o5

. Contact information: address, phone number and email (optional):

ZZ\}QMOK & hot ma[“/,_ Com

. Additional Comments, if ahy (please use the other side if necessary)
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Citizen Survey
Proposed Iowa Street Reconstruction Project
March 29, 2010

1. Are you resident of one of the following neighborhood?

Hillcrest West Hills Raintree

Univ. Heights Westwood Other

2. Do you think a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to University Drive

would improve traffic flow énd safety on Iowa No

3. Are you in favor of a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to
University? ' ’

@ No [If you would like, please explain]

4. Your namé (optionalﬂ):

5. Contact information: address, phone nhumber and email (optional):

6. Additional Comments, if any (please use the other side if necessary)





Citizen Survey
Proposed Iowa Street Reconstruction Project
March 29, 2010

1. Are you resident of one of the following neighborhood?

(‘”\.‘_\
Sunset Hills Hillcrest ~West Hills® Raintree

Univ. Heights Westwood Other

2. Do you think a on Iowa from Harvard to University Drive

would improve traffic flow and safety on Iowa?-Yeg'/ No

3. Are you in favor of a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to
University?

Yes you would like, please explain]

Bt ( M ﬁDﬁQw\/

4. Your name (optional):

5. Contact information: address, phone number and email {(optional):

6. Additional Comments, if any (please use the other side if necessary)
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Citizen Survey
Proposed Iowa Street Reconstruction Project
March 29, 2010

1. Are you resident of one of the following neighborhood?

~nset Hills Hillcrest West Hills Raintree

Univ. Heights Westwood Other

2. Do you think a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to University Drive

would improve traffic flow and safety on Iowa? / No

3. Are you in favor of a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to
University?

es)/ No [If you would like, please explain]

4. Your name (og.tional):
5. Contact information: address, phone number and email (optional):
Ao/ OrChars LrAme
5934343 NTHALe @ Swd \ower, (om

6. Additional Comments, if any (please use the other side if necessary)
S//ﬂf/?7 %ﬁfi\/ﬁ, s MANA A RY,





RECEIVED
Citizen Survey
Proposed Iowa Street Reconstruction Project MAR 30 2010

March 29, 2010 |
PUBLIC WORKS

1. Are you resident of one of the following neighborhood?

Sunset Hills ~ Hillcrest West Hills Raintree

Univ. Heights Westwood Other

2. Do you think a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to University Drive

would improve traffic flow and safety on Iowa? No

3. Are you in favor of a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to
University?

@ No [If you would like, please explain]

4. Your name (optional): (v 1 Davaen o=y >

5. Contact information: address, phone number and email (optional):
2_’(0'2_ L/’V\\‘\/'evsy\\}»\r D\/\,
[ erovence K3

6. Additional Comments, if any (please use the other side if necessary)
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Citizen Survey

Proposed Iowa Street Reconstruction Project
March 29, 2010

. Are you resident of one of the following neighborhood?

Sunset Hills Hillcrest West Hills Raintree

Univ. Heights Westwood Other

. Do you think a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to University Drive

would improve traffic flow and safety on Iowa? Yes / No

. Are you in favor of a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to
University?

Yes / No [If you would like, please explain]

. Your name (optional):

. Contact information: address, phone number and email (optional):

. Additional Comments, if any (please use the other side if necessary)





Citizen Survey
Proposed Iowa Street Reconstruction Project
March 29, 2010
1. ‘Are you resident of one of the following neighborhood?

S'unset Hills West Hills Raintree

Univ. Heights Westwood Other

2. Do you think a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to University Drive

would improve traffic flow and safety on Iow/ No

3. Are you in favor of a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to
University?

No [If you would like, please explain]

4. Your name (optional):

5. Contact information: address, phone number and email (optional):

1136 [owa §32-0Y K )
bbbl DSUnT /oW comn

6. Additional Comments, if any (please use the other side if necessary)





Citizen Survey

Proposed Iowa Street Reconstruction Project
March 29, 2010

. Are you résident of one of the following neighborhood?

Sunset Hills / Hillcrest West Hills Raintree

Univ. Heights Westwood Other

. Do you think a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to University Drive

would improve traffic flow and safety on Iowa? @7 No

. Are you in favor of a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to
University?

Yeo/ No [If you would like, please explain]

. Your name (optional):

. Contact information: address, phone number and email (optional):

. Additional Comments, if any (please use the other side if necessary)





Citizen Survey
Proposed Iowa Street Reconstruction Project
March 29, 2010

1. Are you resident of one of the following neighborhood?

Sunset Hills Hillcrest West Hills Raintree

Univ. Heights Westwood Other

2. Do you think a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to University Drive

would improve traffic flow and safety on Iowa/ No

3. Are you in favor of a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to
University?

No [If you would like, please explain]

4. Your name (optional):

5. Contact information: address, phone number and email (optional):

6. Additional Comments, if any (please use the other side if necessary)





Citizen Survey
Proposed Iowa Street Reconstruction Project
March 29, 2010

1. Are you resident of one of the following neighborhood?
Sur@s _ Hillcrest West Hills Raintree

Univ. Heights Westwood Other

2. Do you think a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to University Drive

would improve traffic flow and safety on Iowa No

3. Are you in favor of a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to
University? '

es / No [If you would like, please explain]

4. Your name (optional):

5. Contact information: address, phone nhumber and email (optional):

6. Additional Comments, if any (please use the other side if necessary)





Citizen Survey
Proposed Iowa Street Reconstruction Project
March 29, 2010

1. Are you resident of one of the following neighborhood?
Sunset Hills Hillcrest West Hills Raintree

Y
Univ. Heights Westwood @I’Tﬁ

2. Do you think a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to University Drive

would improve traffic flow and safety on Iow No

3. Are you in favor of a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to
University?

o [If you would like, please explain]

4. Your name (optional): .
Dasza MUS;& NSO

5. Contact information: address, phone number and email (optional):

6. Additional Comments, if any (please use the other side if necessary)





Citizen Survey
Proposed Iowa Street Reconstruction Project
March 29, 2010

1. Are you resident of one of the following neighborhood?

@Hlﬁé} Hillcrest West Hills Raintree

Univ. Heights Westwood. Other

2. Do you think a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to University Drive

\
\

would improve trafﬁc flow and safety on Iowa Yes] No

3. Are you in favor of a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to '
University?

@ No [If you would like, please explain]

4. Your name (optional): s{ WOLC; \i@, e g P U@QM\

5. Contact information: address, phone number and email (optional):

A3 19 Orchard &ry

[ orence, ¥s bl 0L 9
gUl—1SHT Kand (= puré@< ﬂ[@&/

6. Additional Comments, if any (please use the other side if necessary)
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Citizen Survey
Proposed Iowa Street Reconstruction Project
March 29, 2010

1. Are you resident of one of the following neighborhood?

Sunset Hills Hillcrest West Hills Raintree

Ve

k Um/é@ﬁ Westwood Other

2.\Bo/you think a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to University Drive

would improve traffic flow and safety on Iowa? / No

3. Are you in favor of a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to
University?

@ No [If you would like, please explain]

4. Your name (optional):
; | A O_ﬂ D

- 5. Contact information: address, phone humber and email (optional):

6. Additional Comments, if any (please use the other side if necessary)





Citizen Survey
Proposed Iowa Street Reconstruction Project
March 29, 2010
1. Are you resident of one of the following neighborhood? Ao

Sunset Hills Hillcrest West Hills Raintree

Univ. Heights Westwood Other

2. Do you think a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to University Drive

would improve traffic flow and safety on Iowa No

3. Are you in favor of a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to
University?

es/ No [If you would like, please explain]

Z Arive thxs nude ‘ﬁ‘%\w‘ﬂy Gnd furny vehicles W*&
Shor fo hern g8 buclk P ”woujk Y Sy Pecidents actpr ot @
Vay Lv'gl- rate on Mz Shrebch.

4. Your name (optional): Dd”,( );]Q-mé%

5. Contact information: address, phone number and email (optional):

6. Additional Comments, if any (please use the other side if necessary)





Citizen Survey
Proposed Iowa Street Reconstruction Project
March 29, 2010

1. Are you resident of one of the following neighborhood?

Sunset Hills \' West Hills Raintree

Univ. Heights Westwood Other

2. Do you think a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to University Drive

would improve traffic flow and safety on Iowa? / No

3. Are you in favor of a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to
University? '

/ No [If you would like, please explain]

4. Your name (gptﬂ_a_li_: Jéil(/ M% L Lo 6

;:‘
5. Contact information: address, phone number and mn“%ﬁ/(ogtional):
(035 SuwSE7 PR(oE —eo<Ey

(V8D SE3-Tter

6. Additional Comments, if any (please use the other side if necessary)
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Citizen Survey
Proposed Iowa Street Reconstruction Pro;ect
March 29, 2010

1. Are you resident of one of the following neighborhood?

/-““-\\
Sunset Hills (Hillcrest West Hills Raintree
Univ. Heights Westwood Other

2. Do you think a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to University Drive

would improve traffic flow and safety on Iowa Yes § No

3. Are you in favor of a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to
University?

No [If you would like, please explain]

4. Your name (optional): ~ ™ C)
.%Mb‘i Ww;%

5. Contact information: address, phone number and email (optional):

2607 Greono Cas,
Lrcovemes KS Elouy
d-é%fm,ﬂg . e/@wlp&d w;é @ M o,

6. Additional Comments, if any (please use the other side if necessary)
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Citizen Survey
Proposed Iowa Street Reconstruction Project
March 29, 2010

. Are you resident of one of the following neighborhood?
Sunset Hills Hillcrest West Hills Raintree

Univ. Heights Westwood Other &M/(/{: %WVOK

. Do you think a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvarc/l ,te*Jniversity Drive

would improve traffic flow and safety on Iowa? Yes"'/.fNo )
(\_//

. Are you in favor of a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to
University?

LN . .
Yes //No [If you would like, please explain]

. Your name (optional):

. Contact information: address, phone number and email (optional):

. Additional Comments, if any (please use the other side if necessary)





Citizen Survey
Proposed Iowa Street Reconstruction Project
March 29, 2010

1. Are you resident of one of the following neighborhood?

Sunset Hills West Hills Raintree

Univ. Heights Westwood Other

2. Do you think a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to University Drive

would improve traffic flow and safety on Iowa¢ Yes /\No

3. Are you in favor of a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to
University?

Yes /)No [If you would like, please explain]

4. Your name (optional):
Teanys V=)

5. Contact information: address, phone number and email (optional):

6. Additional Comments, if any (please use the other side if necessary)





4.

Citizen Survey ,
Proposed Iowa Street Reconstruction Project
March 29, 2010

Are you resident of one of the following neighborhood?

Sunset Hills Hillcrest West Hills Raintree
Univ. Heights Westwood Other Sfmffmf :

Do you think a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to University Drive

would improve traffic flow and safety on Iowa? Yes /

Are you in favor of a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to
University? ‘

Yes /If you would like, please explain]

The 150 Street Bl of Tawa Shoufd he
widened tv 4 (ancs. # Aot try 7 divert
Gatfic +o KU Lhrogh Strattord or m;{/mﬁé{

Your name (optional):
571\{0%% Hen,

. Contact information: address, phone number and email (optional):

1904 _S’ﬁm“ff(%ro/ R .
han@ku.e Ay

Additional Comments, if any (please use the other side if necessary)
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» Citizen Survey
Proposed Iowa Street Reconstruction Project
March 29, 2010

1. Are you resident of one of the following neighborhood?

Sunset Hills Hillcrest (”Wéﬁb Raintree

Univ. Heights Westwood Other

2. Do you think a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to University Drive

would improve traffic flow and safety on Iowa? Yes / No

3. Are you in favor of a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to
University?

Yes /f you would like, please explain]
“Neﬂz/:—’ﬂz, TREEoRLEH NESTS A La\)é.-——r@t%j WISE-V\ErRU %Lm—,w)
T TEREE-MoLTy TDRNWEN NE § SAE WOSK D @uT
Ry CTPLAME Sounce, WU 15 -

BUILp THE S. LANZE CE TWZA—S\J? Y/:/CJ‘R?E Ween Yol
Wim | Sl WA LTS EGHAN 6B
4, Your nam (ogtional)'-Ar SHARCE  Now T £y THIN
ST 5 Gos : RS F2nC
1SS TOoWA 1o e Seon 0B E -CRANKED LV L nass,

I Miaernen

5. Contact information: address, phone number and email (optional):
| 2o VB, [EeAT (oo
AZ TR

6. Additional Comments, if any (please use the other side if necessary) ‘
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Citizen Survey
Proposed Iowa Street Reconstruction Project
March 29, 2010

1. Are you resident of one of the following neighborhood?

Sunset Hills Hillcrest West Hills Raintree

Univ. Heights Westwood Other

2. Do you think a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to University Drive

would improve traffic flow and safety on Iowa? Yes

3. Are you in favor of a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to
Unlver5|ty?

Yes //No/[If you would like, please explain] ﬂ/@jaﬂLW Vier z\)') P A5 e

qua ,/7 ot The Vte'%}xébw}zﬁﬁo}

\/ou realln havew) cxp jored  oflv MMGWW
g—l'ra—}ﬁ 3 &a/\/\/yuo“(" iin/a/wét 1’1WW°/ "Lm‘F?'O‘ Wﬂ(l’“‘w‘y
V”&wag\o Ca VVHV"j

4. Your name (optional):
D&a/to) E. ’-g) ﬂﬂ»’lﬁbl
5. Contact information: address, phone number and email (optional):

Jboq S 1L V‘aJﬁCN‘c]
2w e n e

%r Tdave @ s uvlwélouJ(g/L o N

6. Additional Comments if any (please use the other side if necessary)
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Citizen Survey
Proposed Iowa Street Reconstruction Project
March 29, 2010

1. Are you resident of one of the following neighborhood?

Sunset Hills Hillcrest Raintree

B W& Univ. Heights Westwood Other

La
%5\ § 2. Do you think a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to University Drive

West Hills

/
~ would improve traffic flow and safety on Iowa? Yes / No

3. Are you in favor of a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to

N § University?
QQ ™

Yes

oﬂf you would like, please explain]

4. Your name (optional):

5. Contact information: address, phone number and email (optional):

6. Additional Comments, if any (please use the other side if necessary)





Citizen Survey
Proposed Iowa Street Reconstruction Project
- March 29, 2010

. Are you resident of one of the following neighborhood?
Sunset Hills Hillcrest West Hills Raintree

Univ. Heights . Westwood Other_210% Yer{e L /2 d CLJ

. Do you think a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to University Drive
would improve traffic flow and safety on Iowa@// No

. Are you in favor of a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to
University?

Yes ,@If you would like, please explain]

Fudol IZ L

. Your name (optional): a,r/gu, o Jamd o5

. Contact information: address, phone number and email (optional):

ZZ\}QMOK & hot ma[“/,_ Com

. Additional Comments, if ahy (please use the other side if necessary)
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Citizen Survey
Proposed Iowa Street Reconstruction Project
March 29, 2010

1. Are you resident of one of the following neighborhood?

Hillcrest West Hills Raintree

Univ. Heights Westwood Other

2. Do you think a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to University Drive

would improve traffic flow énd safety on Iowa No

3. Are you in favor of a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to
University? ' ’

@ No [If you would like, please explain]

4. Your namé (optionalﬂ):

5. Contact information: address, phone nhumber and email (optional):

6. Additional Comments, if any (please use the other side if necessary)





Citizen Survey
Proposed Iowa Street Reconstruction Project
March 29, 2010

1. Are you resident of one of the following neighborhood?

(‘”\.‘_\
Sunset Hills Hillcrest ~West Hills® Raintree

Univ. Heights Westwood Other

2. Do you think a on Iowa from Harvard to University Drive

would improve traffic flow and safety on Iowa?-Yeg'/ No

3. Are you in favor of a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to
University?

Yes you would like, please explain]

Bt ( M ﬁDﬁQw\/

4. Your name (optional):

5. Contact information: address, phone number and email {(optional):

6. Additional Comments, if any (please use the other side if necessary)
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Citizen Survey
Proposed Iowa Street Reconstruction Project
March 29, 2010

1. Are you resident of one of the following neighborhood?

~nset Hills Hillcrest West Hills Raintree

Univ. Heights Westwood Other

2. Do you think a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to University Drive

would improve traffic flow and safety on Iowa? / No

3. Are you in favor of a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to
University?

es)/ No [If you would like, please explain]

4. Your name (og.tional):
5. Contact information: address, phone number and email (optional):
Ao/ OrChars LrAme
5934343 NTHALe @ Swd \ower, (om

6. Additional Comments, if any (please use the other side if necessary)
S//ﬂf/?7 %ﬁfi\/ﬁ, s MANA A RY,





RECEIVED
Citizen Survey
Proposed Iowa Street Reconstruction Project MAR 30 2010

March 29, 2010 |
PUBLIC WORKS

1. Are you resident of one of the following neighborhood?

Sunset Hills ~ Hillcrest West Hills Raintree

Univ. Heights Westwood Other

2. Do you think a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to University Drive

would improve traffic flow and safety on Iowa? No

3. Are you in favor of a Center Turn Lane on Iowa from Harvard to
University?

@ No [If you would like, please explain]

4. Your name (optional): (v 1 Davaen o=y >

5. Contact information: address, phone number and email (optional):
2_’(0'2_ L/’V\\‘\/'evsy\\}»\r D\/\,
[ erovence K3

6. Additional Comments, if any (please use the other side if necessary)
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Shoeb Uddin

From: ’ Basso, John Alexander [basso@ku.edu]

Sent: Thursday, April 08, 2010 3:04 PM

To: Shoeb Uddin

Subject: - lowa Street Question from West Hills Homes Association
Shoeb,

Hi - I am the President of the West Hills Homes Association (WHHA). | was out of town for the lowa Street Public
Meeting but would like to get as much detail as you have so that I can present it at our annual meeting on 3 May. The
WHHA will want to know more before we decide to support or fight this plan (as we did in 2007). In particular, I'd like
to know what the city intends to do to Stratford and University (20 mph and speed humps?) to mitigate the increase in
traffic and the concurrent decrease in safety if the planned turn lane goes through. Many in the neighborhood see this
plan as shifting a safety problem on lowa - caused by long term poor planning/execution of KU traffic management
particularly with 15" street — to our neighborhood which has many pedestrians including small children. Are you free to
meet or talk over the phone early next week? Are you the right person to talk to or should | address this with someone
else?

By the way, heard you gave a great presentation. .

Thanks,
John

John Basso
President, WHHA





Shoeb Uddin

From: Sherry Gavito [shgavito@gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, April 05, 2010 1:09 PM

To: Shoeb Uddin

Subject: Paving of streets/recreation of curbs
Mr. Uddin —

I'recently received a notice of public meeting which | was unable to attend. Although I do not have comments on the repaving of
lowa Street | do want to voice a suggestion on the recreation of curbs and repaving of streets near the university. My suggestion is
this: 1) Once the City has repaved and recreated new curbs on the side (usually residential} streets around the university, then said
streets become no parking areas. As | understand it, there is satellite parking that the students can take a shuttle bus “from and to’
the University grounds. Our curbs’ life expectancy is greatly shortened with the constant parking of cars along the streets, especially
during the winter but limited to the number of apartment/duplex occupancy quota. This is done in the residential areas of urban
Chicago. I believe this suggestion, or some version thereof, could extend the life expectancy of our curbs and streets and reduce the
continued repair costs of Lawrence. It would also generate revenue through parking tickets for this area.

Sincerely,
Sherry H. Gavito

785-766-4831 { cell)
shgavito@email.com

This message and all attachments are PRIVATE and may contain information that is CONFIDENTIAL and PRIVILEGED. |f you receive this message in error, please notify
the sender by reply email and delete the message immediately.





Shoeb Uddin

From: Susie Nightingale [swimmer10@sunflower.com]
Sent: Wednesday, March 31, 2010 8:42 PM

To: Shoeb Uddin

Subject: lowa Street

Good evening. I would like to recommend that a left-turn lane be installed on Iowa Street. I cannot tell you how many
close calls T have had driving on this stretch of road where inattentive drivers almost ram the car trying to turn left. It is a
very dangerous situation with the present configuration. Thank you for your consideration of my request. Susie
Nightingale





Shoeb Uddin

From: G. Faye [gfwatson@sunflower.com)

Sent: Tuesday, March 30, 2010 4:40 PM
To: Shoeb Uddin; Charles Soules

Cc: ' David L. Corliss

Subject: lowa Street Center turn Lane

Following up on'the meeting last night; | definitely think a center turn turn on lowa from Harvard to South of
University Drive, is badly needed and vital. | guess | am a little surprised that that matter should even be
discussed by the neighboring citizens, as it is a matter of safety and traffic flow for lowa Street, one of the
busiest thoroughfares in Lawrence. The continuity of the center turn lane is extremely important!

Since last night, | have had several neighbors call me concerning the meeting; all agree that it is badly
needed! As long as our family has lived on Crescent Road in the area (1 982), neighbors and citizens on the
surrounding streets and byways have complained of KU traffic, student parking, and excess traffic to/from the
University, which was settled there long before'a majority of our homes were even built. :

Numerous times we have tried to address the matter of messed up traffic flow on 15th & lowa as it feeds into
Engle Road and 15th and into the campus. | really feel that it is way past time for the City and KU to address
this problem together and try to reach some concensus on ways to alleviate the situation in these areas.

Two more immediate suggestions: The extended east end of the divided island going west at 15th & lowa
should be narrowed with the tree eliminated. The left turn lane will only allow four cars (with reasonable
space between) or five (if bumper to bumper) and so, cannot utilize the left turn light and must mingle with
the group heading due west..... The light is timed so only about 5 cars can get through and so you wait
another cycle, hoping......

On the Friday before KU spring break ended, the horrible potholes underwent fixing at Crescent & Naismith,
north side of intersection. | observed pouring of concrete when | traveled by on Crescent and a Street Closed
sign was put up. Later in the evening, during a walk, | noticed that only a couple in the middle section was
fixed and the rest left. Later the sign was taken down. Now, my question: why was just a few of the
potholes fixed (actually only half-way fixed!) and not the rest?? It was the perfect time to fix them while
students were gone...Friday evening with no games.....they are still unfixed and a mess. Farther north on
Naismith Drive is an enormous deep hole! Do you have a reason?

Thank you for your time in finding solutions to these ever-increasing problems and matters. There are many
of us that DO appreciate it! '

G. Faye Watson, 1516 Crescent Road, #842-6925
University Heights Neighborhood Assn.





Shoeb Uddin

From: LLOYD NORTHROP [lhnorthrop@sbcglobal.net]

Sent: Tuesday, March 30, 2010 11:13 AM

To: Shoeb Uddin

Subject: Left-Turning Lanes on lowa Street Between Yale Road & Bob Billings (15th) Streeet
3-30-10

Mr. Shoeb M. Uddin, P.E. e

Lawrence KS City Engineer

Dear Mr. Uddin:

(If the City of Lawrences plans to conti'nue to allow drivers to turn left on Iowa Street,)

Please do make long term plans to add a left turning lane on US 59 (Iowa Street) between Yale Road & Bob
Billings Street (15th Street), as Iowa Street is a heavily-traveled street which needs the left-hand lane, as it is
dangerous for traffic to stop in-line for individuals who plan to turn left with the present four lanes.

Traffic does need the extra left-hand turning lane for safety's sake.

There is no legal way I know of to keep folks out of any public-streeted neighborhood in Lawrence. We can
empathisize with them that they'd like no traffic through their neighborhood. However, due to the high traffic
count on Iowa on that section, the left hand lanes of the present north-and- south bound two-lane sides are both
very dangerous lanes, with someone stopping traffic to turn left.

If you do not decide to widen the street to five lanes, including the left-turning lane, then please make the
section a no-left turning section.

Thank you. -- Lloyd Northrop





Shoeb Uddin

From: PETER HAILE [pbhaile@sbcglobal.net]
Sent: Monday, March 29, 2010 8:34 PM

To: Shoeb Uddin

Subject: Meeting this evening

Shoeb M. Uddin, City Engineer,

I .am very sorry my husband and I were not able to attend your meeting at Fire Station #5 regarding the future of -
Towa from Yale to Irving Hill Road. :

We both wish to direct our opnion on this subject... We do NOT agree with putting a "center lane" down Iowa to
allow for left turns. The only place we need a left turn lane is for University andStrafford. These turn lanes are
needed and will be used for traffic turning left from Iowa headed to the east. We currently have a turn lane and
signal at Harvard and 9th St that can handle the traffic wanting to go east to campus or downtown.

The only other questions we would like an answer to "is when are they going to put in the line and sidewalk" we
were to have before the Iowa emergency seemed to stop progress.

Thank you for your attention to our concerns. Looking forward to hearing from you or your staff.
Barbara & Peter Haile
1110 Iowa St.

Lawrence, KS 66044

pbhaile@sbcglobal net

843-4038 phone





Shoeb Uddin

From: Betty Baron [baronbetty@yahoo.com]
Sent: Monday, March 29, 2010 3:57 PM

To: Shoeb Uddin

Subject: IOWA STREET DISCUSSION TONIGHT
To Whom It May Concern:

Unfortunately, we are unable to attend the meeting tonight, but we would like to respond to your recent query
about possible changes to ITowa Street between Yale and the overpass. We believe the issue revolves pr1rnar11y
around safety.

Ever since we moved to Lawrence in 1970, my husband and I have wished that there was a turn-off lane from
Iowa Street onto University Drive. We have seen many accidents and heard many a screeching brake around
that intersection, caused primarily by vehicles' tailgating other vehicles turning from southbound Iowa onto
Univ. Dr. Although most careful, knowledgeable drivers heading to the KU campus from lowa St. probably turn
at the light onto either Harvard or 15th St., they usually have to wait long for the light at Harvard. The turn from
15th onto Crestline is not so easy. Not all drivers are careful, knowledgeable or patient, however, and so many
turn onto either Stratford or Univ. Drive, often without signaling, sometimes signaling late.

We have observed the way in which the turn lanes elsewhere in Lawrence, for example, on 9th St. at Avalon, on
6th St., 23rd St., Massachusetts St., and Iowa Street, in various places make for smooth traffic flows, and we
beheve strongly that such a lane at Univ. Drive (or Stratford, but Univ. Dr. is more toward the middle of the
distance between the two traffic lights) would help to ease the burden on Iowa St. Perhaps there would even be
fewer potholes; southbound drivers would not always scurry to the right-hand lane when they see the car in
front of them putting on a turn signal at the last second.

Since your postcard arrived, we have thought about various alternatives, none of them viable. Although we are
not traffic engineers, we firmly believe that a turn lane onto Univ. Dr. would increase safety for drivers -
(especially those on motorcycles and the occasional bicycle) and pedestrians (who sometimes cross Towa St.
between the lights).

We hope that you will consider this option seriously, and we regret that we cannot be present tonight to voice
our case or support others who see the need for a turn lane off lowa. :

Sincerely,





Betty Baron, along with Frank Baron

1108 Sunset Drive (West Hills Neighborhood)

Lawrence, KS 66044

785.842.1728

baronbetty@yahoo.com






Shoeb Uddin

From: Christine Bliss Tomlin [cblisstomlin@earthlink.net]
Sent: Monday, March 29, 2010 1:00 PM

To: Shoeb Uddin

Subject: Public Meeting - Monday 3/29/10

I received your notice of Public Meeting on March 29" at Fire Station #5 and am unable to attend.

I'am unaware of what the suggested long term improvements for the referenced stretch of lowa might be, except of
course for the one that was mentioned on the card | received. ‘

For that reason, that is the only one | will address here. | assume that you are considering a turn lane onto Stratford. It
concerns me because that is a lovely, slow neighborhood where people walk and ride their bikes. The street is narrow
and cars are parked on the sides. | do not believe it is equipped for additional traffic.

Perhaps more important than the street traffic is the sidewalks. With so many people walking there and the sidewalks
in such disrepair, sometimes people walk in the street after dusk to keep from tripping on the buckled and deteriorated
sidewalks. With increased vehicle traffic, those people would be in more danger than already exists.

Please note that I do not live on that street, but | do use the sidewalks (and occasionally the street when needed) to
walk on for my health. Itis a good place for a walk.

Thanks for listening.
Criss Tomlin

1016 Hilltop Drive
Lawrence, KS





Shoeb Uddin

From: Charles Soules

Sent: Monday, March 29, 2010 10:46 AM
To: Shoeb Uddin

Subiject: FW: Just to refresh your memory

Charles F. Soules, P.E., Public Works Director | csoules@ci.lawrence.ks.us Public Works Department | City of Lawrénce,
KS PO Box 708, Lawrence, KS 66044-0708 Office (785) 832-3123 | fax (785) 832-3398

From: Sha Ma [mailto:sha_ma2001@yahoo.com]

Sent: Monday, March 29, 2010 10:08 AM

To: robchestnut@sunflower.com

Cc: Mike Amyx; Robert Chestnut; David L. Corliss; Aron Cromwell; Michael Dever; Jonathan Douglass; Lance Johnson;
Scott McCullough; Tom Orzulak; Charles Soules; Diane Stoddard; Cynthia Wagner :
Subject: Just to refresh your memory

Dear Mr. Chestnut:

"~ Actually, I was at several of the neighborhood meetings in 2007 when this issue was discussed. My sense was that the
majority of the people in the room supported a 5th lane, but there was a motivated and determined minority that
objected at the planning and city commission discussions. I know that no formal vote was ever taken for the record.”

What you stated above distorts the facts. Have you asked people who supported a Sth lane where they live? Most of
those people do NOT live on our street!! Thus they would benefit from adding a 5th lane but not share ANY burden of its
detrimental effect. I am sure you are too naive to believe their opinion truly reflect our neighborhood community's
sentiment. As a matter of fact, an overwhelming majority of our neighborhood community strongly opposed the city's
proposal at those hearings. ‘ ' ‘ ' :

T'would like to remind you that in the last hearing, which was held near downtown a couple of years ago, the city
commission voted to send the plan back for further study. I am sure the meeting and votes were in the record if normal
procedures of record keeping were followed.

Sha Ma





Dear City Managers, Mayor and commissioners:

I am resident of 1909 Stratford Road, Lawrence. We received the post card informing us
a center lane might be added to direct the traffic. I thought this matter has been resolved
a couple of years ago by city commissioners. We, the residents of Stratford Road and
University Road unammously rejected the project. Idon’t understand why the issue is
brought up once again by the city.

I strongly believe that to add a left turn lane southbound on Iowa Street would encourage
more motorists to use Stratford Rd. as a detour for15"™ street, therefore i Increasing the
traffic on Stratford significantly. Currently in peak time, the traffic on Stratford from the
northbound of lowa is already at a frequency of 5 cars per minute approximately. Of
which about 90 percent are commuters going toward campus. Traffic becomes heavier
each year since I moved to this house in 1998. We are experiencing an existing bad
situation already. When the University is in session the roadside between Sunset and
lowa is often fully parked in weekdays. Vehicles, especially pickups and SUVs, parked
along curb side obstruct the view from coming traffic when we pull car out of our
driveway. The curb side parking also makes street narrower by one third which makes
driving more difficult. Furthermore, students are always speeding when they drive. I am
sure that by diverting even more traffic to residential street fatal accidents become
inevitable, the question is when. In addition, KU’s bus route is already running on
Stratford between West Campus Street and Emory Street which makes more traffic.
Your proposed “solution” will simply move the problem from the 4-lane Towa Street to
the 2-lane Stratford Rd. and thus will make it much worse. If one of you lives in this
street, how can you tolerate the horrible situation your “solution” will create and come
out the idea to add more traffic to this already congested and dangerous street? In fact,
for many years the City government and University essentially has co- conspired to use
Stratford as a free parking lot and gateway for KU. How much more do you want our
neighborhood to sacrifice?

We have many families with senior citizens and/or young children living in the
neighborhood Non-residential traffic is the number one threat to their safety. We have
many pedestrians walking, jogging and running at any time of the day and any day of the
week. The main body of the pedestrians, of course, is the students. The street is over
crowded during school years. The sidewalk is narrow and in disrepair. People always
walk on the middle of the street to avoid crowds. In the winter, snow and ice make the
tilted sidewalk extremely slippery and dangerous to pedestrians and the only alternative is
to walk on the street. Basically, buses, motorists, and pedestrians share the same road
which has only a single lane in each direction Any additional traffic would severely
endanger pedestrian’s safety!!

[ firmly believe that a government should do things for the best interest of its peoplein a
democratic society. Your so called “solution” will significantly lower the quality of life
for people living in our community, reduce the value of their properties, increase the
chance of severe traffic accidents that will cause great damage to lives and properties,
and turn a quite peaceful street into a horrific traffic zone. As a resident and a voter I





hope that this ill-conceived “solution” is only a result of technical incompetent but not
because no political and business heavy weights live in our street. I also believe that
government should focus on how to protect neighborhoods instead of unsustainable
development. The traffic congestion on lowa Street by multi-decades expansion of
township and population will not be solved by construct a center lane. It is unfair that the
residents of Stratford are going to shoulder the burden of mismanagement by the
government. Local government and KU should put joint efforts to improve roads and
gateways to conduct traffic instead simply throw the hot potato to its helpless residential
neighbors. The most obvious, sensible, and cost effective solution to minimize accidents
on lowa Street is to forbid the left turn from southbound traffic so that motorists have no
intention to turn at all, at least in the rush hours, such as what has been done at the
intersection of 6" and Schwarz and 23™ and Barker. F or the above reasons, I really have
a hard time to figure out why the city management refuses to listen to the voice of our
neighborhood community and relentlessly try to force its poison pill down to our throats.

Thanks for your attention!
Sha Ma

1909 Stratford Road
Lawrence, KS 66044





Shoeb Uddin

From: Sunflower [jhawkgranny@sunflower.com]
Sent: Sunday, March 28, 2010 9:34 PM

To: Shoeb Uddin : ) .

I very much support adding turning lanes on lowa between Harvard & 15th. A number of years ago | was involved in a-
rear end accident in that space! When the driver starts up from the light @ 15th and a person is turning @ the first left
North of the light there is very little time for people to accelerate and then STOP--to avoid hitting the person in front of
them who is trying to turn. THe city of Lawrence has needed to address this problem for at least 18 years!! Please don't
let this opportunity pass us by

Lee Hedrick

3024 Oxfor Circle
"~ Lawrence, KS 66049-2820
jhawkgranny@sunflower.com
785-843-7311






Shoeb Uddin

From: Suzanne McColl [themccolls@msn.com]
Sent: Friday, March 26, 2010 8:38 AM

To: Shoeb Uddin

Subject: Comment for 3/29 meeting re lowa St.

I will be unable to attend the meeting on March 29. Therefore, I would like to comment on the proposal
to add a center turn lane on Iowa St.

In my opinion, a center turn lane has been needed for years. Ilive on Crescent Rd. and often need to
turn off of Iowa onto University Dr. If the signal at Iowa and 15th is

green, the wait is no only long but dangerous because the cars driving south see that I am going to wait
and turn so they move to the other lane. I am always afraid that

someone will do this when there is another car in the lane and there is neither the time or the space to
move into that lane. I expect to be slammed in the rear or worse.

Please give serious consideration to adding a left turn lane for those of us who live in the neighborhoods
around KU which are east of Iowa. ‘

Thank you.

Suzanne McColl
1519 Crescent Rd.
Lawrence, 66044
785-842-0446

The New Busy is not the old busy. Search, chat and e-mail from your inbox. Get started.





Shoeb Uddin

From: Mark [mstogs@sunflower.com]

Sent: Wednesday, March 24, 2010 3:34 PM
To: Shoeb Uddin

Subject: Center Turn Lane on lowa

I am writing to voice my opinion on the opportunity to correct a dangerous stretch of lowa street. | firmly believe that a
center turn lane from Harvard past Terrace road would be a significant asset to the traffic flow and safety.

I drive through this section of lowa street up to four times a day. | have seen many accidents and have observed a
number of close calls in the area near Stratford and University Dr. The frequency of south bound traffic wanting to make
left turns east onto these streets is a significant hazard. These moves not only create problems with the sudden stopping
of traffic in the left [ane, but you often have vehicles that make a very sudden lane change to the right lane to avoid being
stopped behind the turning vehicle. Occasionally there are issues with north bound vehicles needing to turn west on
Green road, and Orchard Lane also. | firmly believe that a dedicated center turn lane would eliminate most of these
conflicts and make this stretch of lowa a much safer road. | was extremely disappointed that the iast time this issue was
publicly discussed that the neighborhood objected to a turn lane, and it failed to materialize. If for some reason a center
lane will not be acceptable to the surrounding neighborhoods | would suggest that all left turns be eliminated for the entire
stretch of road from Harvard to 15" street. Only right turns in and out of the connecting streets should be allowed. This
would potentially reduce and restrict traffic on these streets, but | feel the safe flow of traffic on lowa is critical.

I cannot stress how strongly | feel that this is a dangerous situation that has been allowed to exist way too long.

Thank you for the opportunity to put my views in writing.

Mark Stogsdill
Lawrence Kansas





Shoeb Uddin

* From: jgalas [jgalas@sunflower.com)
Sent: Wednesday, March 24, 2010 9:49 AM
To: Shoeb Uddin
Subject: Center lane on lowa

I'live in the University Heights area, and | strongly support including a center turn lane in the évent iowa receives long-
term improvements between Yale and Irving Hill roads. | appreciate the concerns of those in the neighborhood who fear
that easy turn access into the neighborhood will increase traffic in this relatively quiet residential area.

However, attempting to turn east onto University or Stratford is a nightmare for those of us heading south on lowa, and |
think the larger-than-normal accident figures would support my concerns. In high traffic times or during inclement weather,
I don’t even attempt the turn for fear I'll be rear-ended. | opt to continue to 15™, but then at Engel Road I'm often met by .
another bottleneck of people attempting to turn out of the dorms or St. Lawrence Center area or into the neighborhood.

Traffic gets so jammed at 15" and Engel in the late afternoon, that | can’t help but think that easier turning from a center
lane wouldn’t also decrease some of the traffic at this point of congestion as well. | think a center turn lane might help with
two traffic problems, but the lane would certainly make the lowa turns safer.

Judith Galas
1609 Hillcrest Rd.





Shoeb Uddin

From: JOSCAN@aol.com

Sent: Monday, March 22, 2010 10:20 AM

To: Shoeb Uddin :
Subject: Fwd: Delivery Status Notification (Failure)
Attachments: Delivery Status Notification (Failure)

In 2 message dated 3/21/10 6:04:44 PM, postmaster@ci.lawrence.ks.us writes:

Oops.

This is an automatically generated Delivery Status Notification.
Delivery to the following recipients failed.

sudden@ci.lawrence ks.us

Final-Recipient: rfc822;sudden@ci.lawrence ks.us
Action: failed
Status: 5.1.1

----- Original Message-----

From: JOSCAN@aol.com

Date: Sun, 21 Mar 2010 19:04:30 EDT
Subject: la. St. comment

To: sudden@ci.lawrence.ks.us

Dear City Engineer,

I'am unable to attend the meeting Mar. 29th re: a center turn lane. | am glad for this email opportunity to make
comments.

I'am not in favor of a center turn lane on lowa.

I very much AM in favor of left turn lanes at stop lights!

In fact, that is sort of where | am coming from: (with the exception of and without discussing the awful 23rd St. 'suicide
lane," as it is called), | would like to see all left turns that are NOT at a light become illegal. | concede that it might be
difficult to put up the appropriate signage and spread the word, but | like the 'order' | heard given to a political right-hand:
"Make it happen!” Surely it can be done.

In my opinion there shouldn't be a lot of west turning traffic from north or south, even though I used to live on Orchard
Lane west of lowa.

I' would be more agreeable to a LEFT turn center lane only (coming from the north).
Or, possibly add another stop light (or even two?) for_left turns from a center lane.

Thank you in advance for passing on my comments to those concerned.





Sincerely,

Jo Scannell
4701 Balmoral Dr., 66047

Phone: 785-843-7736





Shoeb Uddin

From: McKinney, Priscilla S [psmk@ku.edu]
Sent: Monday, March 22, 2010 9:17 AM

To: Shoeb Uddin

Subject: Public Meeting: Road work on lowa Street

Shoeb, thank you for notifying local residents about long-term solutions to traffic on Iowa Street west of the KU campus.

I'live at 1919 Stratford (across and just west of the water tower), so I see way too much traffic on a daily basis, coming
mostly east off lowa but also west from campus. The traffic is beyond excessive for a residential street, including semis
going to and from campus (!!!), causing noise and tearing up the street surface.

[ think a turning lane east off Iowa onto Stratford would be a bad idea because it would encourage more traffic, noise,
and road wear. It would also potentially move Iowa closer to Stratford residents since some of the Iowa residents’
easement would probably provide space for the middle lane. :

The city's plan has always been to make 15th Street the main thoroughfare to campus from Towa. We should stick to
that plan and encourage that traffic pattern.

Just as important, we need to divert some of the heavy Iowa traffic somewhere else....
Please seriously consider these suggestions, which I think reflect those of the other residents of Stratford Road. Thank

you very much.
Priscilla McKinney, Ph.D., KU retiree.





‘Shoeb Uddin

From: Betsy Evans [evanstobetsy@sunflower.com]
Sent: Sunday, March 21, 2010 5:28 PM

To: Shoeb Uddin

Subject: lowa Street Improvements

We appreciate the opportunity to comment on this project. Not having a shred of engineering in our
backgrounds, we trust the City's Public Works people to make good decisions in this regard. We think center
(and left) turn lanes are almost always desirable, but in this case an added complication is dumping a lot of
traffic onto the east/west residential streets. Stop signs, speed bumps, turnabouts....something will have to
be considered to keep these streets a less desirable way of getting on campus. We live on Hilltop, and the
curve at the 1100 block off of lowa disappoints a lot of drivers who initially think Oxford is a straight shot, only
to run into Water Tower Park. Often, too, they think Hilltop is an option to lowa for heading south, only to be
curved back onto it.





Shoeb Uddin

From: ~ robert dinsdale [rcdins@gmail.com]
Sent: Saturday, March 20, 2010 7:30 PM
To: Shoeb Uddin
Subject: iowa project

There is a lot of pedestrian traffic across Iowa as well. KU, Hillcrest School, West Jr. High, Meadowlark
Apartments, and Hillcrest Shopping Center all have a lot of people accessing them on foot. The only places to
cross safely are at Harvard, Iowa (only the south side of Bob Billings as there is no sidewalk on the northeast
corner of the intersection) and the overpass. If you'add turn lanes, include safety 1slands for pedestrians.
Thank you. Bob Dinsdale

Please note my new email:
redins@gmail.com






Shoeb Uddin

From: Jo Unruh [jounruh@sunflower.com]
Sent;: Friday, March 19, 2010 9:11 PM
To: - Shoeb Uddin

Subject: Yes

We would definitely like to see center turn lanes, at least from Yale to Bob Billings. Don't think there would be
areason to go any further south as there are no streets to turn onto before Irving Hill overpass from Bob
Billings to there. :

Roland and Jo Unruh





Shoeb Uddin

From: Barbara Romzek [babsr731@gmail.com]
Sent: Friday, March 19, 2010 4:12 PM

To: Shoeb Uddin

Subject: lowa St left turn lane

[ drive soutbound on Iowa St frequently. A left turn lane is desperately needed to reduce chances of accidents.
Barbara Romzek .
731 Louisiana St.

Sent from my mobile device

Barbara S. Romzek
731 Louisiana St.
Lawrence, KS 66044
babsr731@gmail.com






Shoeb Uddin

From: Bob Blank [bblank@sunflower.com]
Sent: Thursday, March 18, 2010 12:56 PM
To: Shoeb Uddin

Subject: lowa left-turn lanes needed

City of Lawrence,
Center-turn lanes are LONG overdue on Iowa!
NO LEFT TURNS SHOULD BE ALLOWED AT ANY IOWA INTERSECTION THAT DOES NOT HAVE A CENTER TURN LANE!

The number of (expensive) accidents that have happened on Iowa at intersections that do not have center turn lanes
should make the need for them self-evident.

Bob Blank
2133 Owens Lane
Lawrence, KS 66046

843-7993





Shoeb Uddin

From: Everhart, Clinton [everhart@ku.edu]
Sent: Thursday, March 18, 2010 11:52 AM
To: Shoeb Uddin

Subject: lowa Street Improvements

Hi there!

I’'m excited to hear about the forum to discuss long-term improvements to lowa Street around 15 St. | did
hear the possibility of adding a center turn lane and would like to cast full support behind this idea. As a
morning commuter traveling south on lowa from 9™ each day, I know that the left turns into the KU border
neighborhoods (Stratford, University, etc.) can really block traffic in the left lane. | would probably support
blocking through traffic on some of those streets (the residents might like that, too), but minimally, a center
turn lane would ease congestion considerably.

Oh—and the newly repaved stretch is fantastic! Smooth as silk. Thanks!
Clinton Everhart

1137 Delaware

785-865-1507

everhart@ku.edu






Shoeb Uddin

From: Jere Neibarger [jjay@sunflower.com)]
Sent: Thursday, March 18, 2010 10;17 AM
To: Shoeb Uddin ‘

Subject: lowa turn lane

This center lane improvement is long overdue. Do it now.





Shoeb Uddin

From: Marilyn Hull [marilynhull@dccfoundation. org]
Sent: Thursday, March 18, 2010 10:13 AM
- To: Shoeb Uddin
-Subject: ‘ lowa Street Reconstruction
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged .
Mr. Uddin:

Regarding lowa Street reconstruction, is any thought being given to making it a complete street which provides for the
needs of pedestrians, bicyclists, wheeled-device users and transit users?

Marilyn Hull / LiveWell Lawrence Contact
Douglas County Community Foundation
Phone 785-843-8727 Fax 785-843-8735
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Shoeb Uddin

From: ’ Basso, John Alexander [basso@ku.edu]

Sent: Thursday, April 08, 2010 3:04 PM

To: Shoeb Uddin

Subject: - lowa Street Question from West Hills Homes Association
Shoeb,

Hi - I am the President of the West Hills Homes Association (WHHA). | was out of town for the lowa Street Public
Meeting but would like to get as much detail as you have so that I can present it at our annual meeting on 3 May. The
WHHA will want to know more before we decide to support or fight this plan (as we did in 2007). In particular, I'd like
to know what the city intends to do to Stratford and University (20 mph and speed humps?) to mitigate the increase in
traffic and the concurrent decrease in safety if the planned turn lane goes through. Many in the neighborhood see this
plan as shifting a safety problem on lowa - caused by long term poor planning/execution of KU traffic management
particularly with 15" street — to our neighborhood which has many pedestrians including small children. Are you free to
meet or talk over the phone early next week? Are you the right person to talk to or should | address this with someone
else?

By the way, heard you gave a great presentation. .

Thanks,
John

John Basso
President, WHHA





Shoeb Uddin

From: Sherry Gavito [shgavito@gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, April 05, 2010 1:09 PM

To: Shoeb Uddin

Subject: Paving of streets/recreation of curbs
Mr. Uddin —

I'recently received a notice of public meeting which | was unable to attend. Although I do not have comments on the repaving of
lowa Street | do want to voice a suggestion on the recreation of curbs and repaving of streets near the university. My suggestion is
this: 1) Once the City has repaved and recreated new curbs on the side (usually residential} streets around the university, then said
streets become no parking areas. As | understand it, there is satellite parking that the students can take a shuttle bus “from and to’
the University grounds. Our curbs’ life expectancy is greatly shortened with the constant parking of cars along the streets, especially
during the winter but limited to the number of apartment/duplex occupancy quota. This is done in the residential areas of urban
Chicago. I believe this suggestion, or some version thereof, could extend the life expectancy of our curbs and streets and reduce the
continued repair costs of Lawrence. It would also generate revenue through parking tickets for this area.

Sincerely,
Sherry H. Gavito

785-766-4831 { cell)
shgavito@email.com

This message and all attachments are PRIVATE and may contain information that is CONFIDENTIAL and PRIVILEGED. |f you receive this message in error, please notify
the sender by reply email and delete the message immediately.





Shoeb Uddin

From: Susie Nightingale [swimmer10@sunflower.com]
Sent: Wednesday, March 31, 2010 8:42 PM

To: Shoeb Uddin

Subject: lowa Street

Good evening. I would like to recommend that a left-turn lane be installed on Iowa Street. I cannot tell you how many
close calls T have had driving on this stretch of road where inattentive drivers almost ram the car trying to turn left. It is a
very dangerous situation with the present configuration. Thank you for your consideration of my request. Susie
Nightingale





Shoeb Uddin

From: G. Faye [gfwatson@sunflower.com)

Sent: Tuesday, March 30, 2010 4:40 PM
To: Shoeb Uddin; Charles Soules

Cc: ' David L. Corliss

Subject: lowa Street Center turn Lane

Following up on'the meeting last night; | definitely think a center turn turn on lowa from Harvard to South of
University Drive, is badly needed and vital. | guess | am a little surprised that that matter should even be
discussed by the neighboring citizens, as it is a matter of safety and traffic flow for lowa Street, one of the
busiest thoroughfares in Lawrence. The continuity of the center turn lane is extremely important!

Since last night, | have had several neighbors call me concerning the meeting; all agree that it is badly
needed! As long as our family has lived on Crescent Road in the area (1 982), neighbors and citizens on the
surrounding streets and byways have complained of KU traffic, student parking, and excess traffic to/from the
University, which was settled there long before'a majority of our homes were even built. :

Numerous times we have tried to address the matter of messed up traffic flow on 15th & lowa as it feeds into
Engle Road and 15th and into the campus. | really feel that it is way past time for the City and KU to address
this problem together and try to reach some concensus on ways to alleviate the situation in these areas.

Two more immediate suggestions: The extended east end of the divided island going west at 15th & lowa
should be narrowed with the tree eliminated. The left turn lane will only allow four cars (with reasonable
space between) or five (if bumper to bumper) and so, cannot utilize the left turn light and must mingle with
the group heading due west..... The light is timed so only about 5 cars can get through and so you wait
another cycle, hoping......

On the Friday before KU spring break ended, the horrible potholes underwent fixing at Crescent & Naismith,
north side of intersection. | observed pouring of concrete when | traveled by on Crescent and a Street Closed
sign was put up. Later in the evening, during a walk, | noticed that only a couple in the middle section was
fixed and the rest left. Later the sign was taken down. Now, my question: why was just a few of the
potholes fixed (actually only half-way fixed!) and not the rest?? It was the perfect time to fix them while
students were gone...Friday evening with no games.....they are still unfixed and a mess. Farther north on
Naismith Drive is an enormous deep hole! Do you have a reason?

Thank you for your time in finding solutions to these ever-increasing problems and matters. There are many
of us that DO appreciate it! '

G. Faye Watson, 1516 Crescent Road, #842-6925
University Heights Neighborhood Assn.





Shoeb Uddin

From: LLOYD NORTHROP [lhnorthrop@sbcglobal.net]

Sent: Tuesday, March 30, 2010 11:13 AM

To: Shoeb Uddin

Subject: Left-Turning Lanes on lowa Street Between Yale Road & Bob Billings (15th) Streeet
3-30-10

Mr. Shoeb M. Uddin, P.E. e

Lawrence KS City Engineer

Dear Mr. Uddin:

(If the City of Lawrences plans to conti'nue to allow drivers to turn left on Iowa Street,)

Please do make long term plans to add a left turning lane on US 59 (Iowa Street) between Yale Road & Bob
Billings Street (15th Street), as Iowa Street is a heavily-traveled street which needs the left-hand lane, as it is
dangerous for traffic to stop in-line for individuals who plan to turn left with the present four lanes.

Traffic does need the extra left-hand turning lane for safety's sake.

There is no legal way I know of to keep folks out of any public-streeted neighborhood in Lawrence. We can
empathisize with them that they'd like no traffic through their neighborhood. However, due to the high traffic
count on Iowa on that section, the left hand lanes of the present north-and- south bound two-lane sides are both
very dangerous lanes, with someone stopping traffic to turn left.

If you do not decide to widen the street to five lanes, including the left-turning lane, then please make the
section a no-left turning section.

Thank you. -- Lloyd Northrop





Shoeb Uddin

From: PETER HAILE [pbhaile@sbcglobal.net]
Sent: Monday, March 29, 2010 8:34 PM

To: Shoeb Uddin

Subject: Meeting this evening

Shoeb M. Uddin, City Engineer,

I .am very sorry my husband and I were not able to attend your meeting at Fire Station #5 regarding the future of -
Towa from Yale to Irving Hill Road. :

We both wish to direct our opnion on this subject... We do NOT agree with putting a "center lane" down Iowa to
allow for left turns. The only place we need a left turn lane is for University andStrafford. These turn lanes are
needed and will be used for traffic turning left from Iowa headed to the east. We currently have a turn lane and
signal at Harvard and 9th St that can handle the traffic wanting to go east to campus or downtown.

The only other questions we would like an answer to "is when are they going to put in the line and sidewalk" we
were to have before the Iowa emergency seemed to stop progress.

Thank you for your attention to our concerns. Looking forward to hearing from you or your staff.
Barbara & Peter Haile
1110 Iowa St.

Lawrence, KS 66044

pbhaile@sbcglobal net

843-4038 phone





Shoeb Uddin

From: Betty Baron [baronbetty@yahoo.com]
Sent: Monday, March 29, 2010 3:57 PM

To: Shoeb Uddin

Subject: IOWA STREET DISCUSSION TONIGHT
To Whom It May Concern:

Unfortunately, we are unable to attend the meeting tonight, but we would like to respond to your recent query
about possible changes to ITowa Street between Yale and the overpass. We believe the issue revolves pr1rnar11y
around safety.

Ever since we moved to Lawrence in 1970, my husband and I have wished that there was a turn-off lane from
Iowa Street onto University Drive. We have seen many accidents and heard many a screeching brake around
that intersection, caused primarily by vehicles' tailgating other vehicles turning from southbound Iowa onto
Univ. Dr. Although most careful, knowledgeable drivers heading to the KU campus from lowa St. probably turn
at the light onto either Harvard or 15th St., they usually have to wait long for the light at Harvard. The turn from
15th onto Crestline is not so easy. Not all drivers are careful, knowledgeable or patient, however, and so many
turn onto either Stratford or Univ. Drive, often without signaling, sometimes signaling late.

We have observed the way in which the turn lanes elsewhere in Lawrence, for example, on 9th St. at Avalon, on
6th St., 23rd St., Massachusetts St., and Iowa Street, in various places make for smooth traffic flows, and we
beheve strongly that such a lane at Univ. Drive (or Stratford, but Univ. Dr. is more toward the middle of the
distance between the two traffic lights) would help to ease the burden on Iowa St. Perhaps there would even be
fewer potholes; southbound drivers would not always scurry to the right-hand lane when they see the car in
front of them putting on a turn signal at the last second.

Since your postcard arrived, we have thought about various alternatives, none of them viable. Although we are
not traffic engineers, we firmly believe that a turn lane onto Univ. Dr. would increase safety for drivers -
(especially those on motorcycles and the occasional bicycle) and pedestrians (who sometimes cross Towa St.
between the lights).

We hope that you will consider this option seriously, and we regret that we cannot be present tonight to voice
our case or support others who see the need for a turn lane off lowa. :

Sincerely,





Betty Baron, along with Frank Baron

1108 Sunset Drive (West Hills Neighborhood)

Lawrence, KS 66044

785.842.1728

baronbetty@yahoo.com






Shoeb Uddin

From: Christine Bliss Tomlin [cblisstomlin@earthlink.net]
Sent: Monday, March 29, 2010 1:00 PM

To: Shoeb Uddin

Subject: Public Meeting - Monday 3/29/10

I received your notice of Public Meeting on March 29" at Fire Station #5 and am unable to attend.

I'am unaware of what the suggested long term improvements for the referenced stretch of lowa might be, except of
course for the one that was mentioned on the card | received. ‘

For that reason, that is the only one | will address here. | assume that you are considering a turn lane onto Stratford. It
concerns me because that is a lovely, slow neighborhood where people walk and ride their bikes. The street is narrow
and cars are parked on the sides. | do not believe it is equipped for additional traffic.

Perhaps more important than the street traffic is the sidewalks. With so many people walking there and the sidewalks
in such disrepair, sometimes people walk in the street after dusk to keep from tripping on the buckled and deteriorated
sidewalks. With increased vehicle traffic, those people would be in more danger than already exists.

Please note that I do not live on that street, but | do use the sidewalks (and occasionally the street when needed) to
walk on for my health. Itis a good place for a walk.

Thanks for listening.
Criss Tomlin

1016 Hilltop Drive
Lawrence, KS





Shoeb Uddin

From: Charles Soules

Sent: Monday, March 29, 2010 10:46 AM
To: Shoeb Uddin

Subiject: FW: Just to refresh your memory

Charles F. Soules, P.E., Public Works Director | csoules@ci.lawrence.ks.us Public Works Department | City of Lawrénce,
KS PO Box 708, Lawrence, KS 66044-0708 Office (785) 832-3123 | fax (785) 832-3398

From: Sha Ma [mailto:sha_ma2001@yahoo.com]

Sent: Monday, March 29, 2010 10:08 AM

To: robchestnut@sunflower.com

Cc: Mike Amyx; Robert Chestnut; David L. Corliss; Aron Cromwell; Michael Dever; Jonathan Douglass; Lance Johnson;
Scott McCullough; Tom Orzulak; Charles Soules; Diane Stoddard; Cynthia Wagner :
Subject: Just to refresh your memory

Dear Mr. Chestnut:

"~ Actually, I was at several of the neighborhood meetings in 2007 when this issue was discussed. My sense was that the
majority of the people in the room supported a 5th lane, but there was a motivated and determined minority that
objected at the planning and city commission discussions. I know that no formal vote was ever taken for the record.”

What you stated above distorts the facts. Have you asked people who supported a Sth lane where they live? Most of
those people do NOT live on our street!! Thus they would benefit from adding a 5th lane but not share ANY burden of its
detrimental effect. I am sure you are too naive to believe their opinion truly reflect our neighborhood community's
sentiment. As a matter of fact, an overwhelming majority of our neighborhood community strongly opposed the city's
proposal at those hearings. ‘ ' ‘ ' :

T'would like to remind you that in the last hearing, which was held near downtown a couple of years ago, the city
commission voted to send the plan back for further study. I am sure the meeting and votes were in the record if normal
procedures of record keeping were followed.

Sha Ma





Dear City Managers, Mayor and commissioners:

I am resident of 1909 Stratford Road, Lawrence. We received the post card informing us
a center lane might be added to direct the traffic. I thought this matter has been resolved
a couple of years ago by city commissioners. We, the residents of Stratford Road and
University Road unammously rejected the project. Idon’t understand why the issue is
brought up once again by the city.

I strongly believe that to add a left turn lane southbound on Iowa Street would encourage
more motorists to use Stratford Rd. as a detour for15"™ street, therefore i Increasing the
traffic on Stratford significantly. Currently in peak time, the traffic on Stratford from the
northbound of lowa is already at a frequency of 5 cars per minute approximately. Of
which about 90 percent are commuters going toward campus. Traffic becomes heavier
each year since I moved to this house in 1998. We are experiencing an existing bad
situation already. When the University is in session the roadside between Sunset and
lowa is often fully parked in weekdays. Vehicles, especially pickups and SUVs, parked
along curb side obstruct the view from coming traffic when we pull car out of our
driveway. The curb side parking also makes street narrower by one third which makes
driving more difficult. Furthermore, students are always speeding when they drive. I am
sure that by diverting even more traffic to residential street fatal accidents become
inevitable, the question is when. In addition, KU’s bus route is already running on
Stratford between West Campus Street and Emory Street which makes more traffic.
Your proposed “solution” will simply move the problem from the 4-lane Towa Street to
the 2-lane Stratford Rd. and thus will make it much worse. If one of you lives in this
street, how can you tolerate the horrible situation your “solution” will create and come
out the idea to add more traffic to this already congested and dangerous street? In fact,
for many years the City government and University essentially has co- conspired to use
Stratford as a free parking lot and gateway for KU. How much more do you want our
neighborhood to sacrifice?

We have many families with senior citizens and/or young children living in the
neighborhood Non-residential traffic is the number one threat to their safety. We have
many pedestrians walking, jogging and running at any time of the day and any day of the
week. The main body of the pedestrians, of course, is the students. The street is over
crowded during school years. The sidewalk is narrow and in disrepair. People always
walk on the middle of the street to avoid crowds. In the winter, snow and ice make the
tilted sidewalk extremely slippery and dangerous to pedestrians and the only alternative is
to walk on the street. Basically, buses, motorists, and pedestrians share the same road
which has only a single lane in each direction Any additional traffic would severely
endanger pedestrian’s safety!!

[ firmly believe that a government should do things for the best interest of its peoplein a
democratic society. Your so called “solution” will significantly lower the quality of life
for people living in our community, reduce the value of their properties, increase the
chance of severe traffic accidents that will cause great damage to lives and properties,
and turn a quite peaceful street into a horrific traffic zone. As a resident and a voter I





hope that this ill-conceived “solution” is only a result of technical incompetent but not
because no political and business heavy weights live in our street. I also believe that
government should focus on how to protect neighborhoods instead of unsustainable
development. The traffic congestion on lowa Street by multi-decades expansion of
township and population will not be solved by construct a center lane. It is unfair that the
residents of Stratford are going to shoulder the burden of mismanagement by the
government. Local government and KU should put joint efforts to improve roads and
gateways to conduct traffic instead simply throw the hot potato to its helpless residential
neighbors. The most obvious, sensible, and cost effective solution to minimize accidents
on lowa Street is to forbid the left turn from southbound traffic so that motorists have no
intention to turn at all, at least in the rush hours, such as what has been done at the
intersection of 6" and Schwarz and 23™ and Barker. F or the above reasons, I really have
a hard time to figure out why the city management refuses to listen to the voice of our
neighborhood community and relentlessly try to force its poison pill down to our throats.

Thanks for your attention!
Sha Ma

1909 Stratford Road
Lawrence, KS 66044





Shoeb Uddin

From: Sunflower [jhawkgranny@sunflower.com]
Sent: Sunday, March 28, 2010 9:34 PM

To: Shoeb Uddin : ) .

I very much support adding turning lanes on lowa between Harvard & 15th. A number of years ago | was involved in a-
rear end accident in that space! When the driver starts up from the light @ 15th and a person is turning @ the first left
North of the light there is very little time for people to accelerate and then STOP--to avoid hitting the person in front of
them who is trying to turn. THe city of Lawrence has needed to address this problem for at least 18 years!! Please don't
let this opportunity pass us by

Lee Hedrick

3024 Oxfor Circle
"~ Lawrence, KS 66049-2820
jhawkgranny@sunflower.com
785-843-7311






Shoeb Uddin

From: Suzanne McColl [themccolls@msn.com]
Sent: Friday, March 26, 2010 8:38 AM

To: Shoeb Uddin

Subject: Comment for 3/29 meeting re lowa St.

I will be unable to attend the meeting on March 29. Therefore, I would like to comment on the proposal
to add a center turn lane on Iowa St.

In my opinion, a center turn lane has been needed for years. Ilive on Crescent Rd. and often need to
turn off of Iowa onto University Dr. If the signal at Iowa and 15th is

green, the wait is no only long but dangerous because the cars driving south see that I am going to wait
and turn so they move to the other lane. I am always afraid that

someone will do this when there is another car in the lane and there is neither the time or the space to
move into that lane. I expect to be slammed in the rear or worse.

Please give serious consideration to adding a left turn lane for those of us who live in the neighborhoods
around KU which are east of Iowa. ‘

Thank you.

Suzanne McColl
1519 Crescent Rd.
Lawrence, 66044
785-842-0446

The New Busy is not the old busy. Search, chat and e-mail from your inbox. Get started.





Shoeb Uddin

From: Mark [mstogs@sunflower.com]

Sent: Wednesday, March 24, 2010 3:34 PM
To: Shoeb Uddin

Subject: Center Turn Lane on lowa

I am writing to voice my opinion on the opportunity to correct a dangerous stretch of lowa street. | firmly believe that a
center turn lane from Harvard past Terrace road would be a significant asset to the traffic flow and safety.

I drive through this section of lowa street up to four times a day. | have seen many accidents and have observed a
number of close calls in the area near Stratford and University Dr. The frequency of south bound traffic wanting to make
left turns east onto these streets is a significant hazard. These moves not only create problems with the sudden stopping
of traffic in the left [ane, but you often have vehicles that make a very sudden lane change to the right lane to avoid being
stopped behind the turning vehicle. Occasionally there are issues with north bound vehicles needing to turn west on
Green road, and Orchard Lane also. | firmly believe that a dedicated center turn lane would eliminate most of these
conflicts and make this stretch of lowa a much safer road. | was extremely disappointed that the iast time this issue was
publicly discussed that the neighborhood objected to a turn lane, and it failed to materialize. If for some reason a center
lane will not be acceptable to the surrounding neighborhoods | would suggest that all left turns be eliminated for the entire
stretch of road from Harvard to 15" street. Only right turns in and out of the connecting streets should be allowed. This
would potentially reduce and restrict traffic on these streets, but | feel the safe flow of traffic on lowa is critical.

I cannot stress how strongly | feel that this is a dangerous situation that has been allowed to exist way too long.

Thank you for the opportunity to put my views in writing.

Mark Stogsdill
Lawrence Kansas





Shoeb Uddin

* From: jgalas [jgalas@sunflower.com)
Sent: Wednesday, March 24, 2010 9:49 AM
To: Shoeb Uddin
Subject: Center lane on lowa

I'live in the University Heights area, and | strongly support including a center turn lane in the évent iowa receives long-
term improvements between Yale and Irving Hill roads. | appreciate the concerns of those in the neighborhood who fear
that easy turn access into the neighborhood will increase traffic in this relatively quiet residential area.

However, attempting to turn east onto University or Stratford is a nightmare for those of us heading south on lowa, and |
think the larger-than-normal accident figures would support my concerns. In high traffic times or during inclement weather,
I don’t even attempt the turn for fear I'll be rear-ended. | opt to continue to 15™, but then at Engel Road I'm often met by .
another bottleneck of people attempting to turn out of the dorms or St. Lawrence Center area or into the neighborhood.

Traffic gets so jammed at 15" and Engel in the late afternoon, that | can’t help but think that easier turning from a center
lane wouldn’t also decrease some of the traffic at this point of congestion as well. | think a center turn lane might help with
two traffic problems, but the lane would certainly make the lowa turns safer.

Judith Galas
1609 Hillcrest Rd.





Shoeb Uddin

From: JOSCAN@aol.com

Sent: Monday, March 22, 2010 10:20 AM

To: Shoeb Uddin :
Subject: Fwd: Delivery Status Notification (Failure)
Attachments: Delivery Status Notification (Failure)

In 2 message dated 3/21/10 6:04:44 PM, postmaster@ci.lawrence.ks.us writes:

Oops.

This is an automatically generated Delivery Status Notification.
Delivery to the following recipients failed.

sudden@ci.lawrence ks.us

Final-Recipient: rfc822;sudden@ci.lawrence ks.us
Action: failed
Status: 5.1.1

----- Original Message-----

From: JOSCAN@aol.com

Date: Sun, 21 Mar 2010 19:04:30 EDT
Subject: la. St. comment

To: sudden@ci.lawrence.ks.us

Dear City Engineer,

I'am unable to attend the meeting Mar. 29th re: a center turn lane. | am glad for this email opportunity to make
comments.

I'am not in favor of a center turn lane on lowa.

I very much AM in favor of left turn lanes at stop lights!

In fact, that is sort of where | am coming from: (with the exception of and without discussing the awful 23rd St. 'suicide
lane," as it is called), | would like to see all left turns that are NOT at a light become illegal. | concede that it might be
difficult to put up the appropriate signage and spread the word, but | like the 'order' | heard given to a political right-hand:
"Make it happen!” Surely it can be done.

In my opinion there shouldn't be a lot of west turning traffic from north or south, even though I used to live on Orchard
Lane west of lowa.

I' would be more agreeable to a LEFT turn center lane only (coming from the north).
Or, possibly add another stop light (or even two?) for_left turns from a center lane.

Thank you in advance for passing on my comments to those concerned.





Sincerely,

Jo Scannell
4701 Balmoral Dr., 66047

Phone: 785-843-7736





Shoeb Uddin

From: McKinney, Priscilla S [psmk@ku.edu]
Sent: Monday, March 22, 2010 9:17 AM

To: Shoeb Uddin

Subject: Public Meeting: Road work on lowa Street

Shoeb, thank you for notifying local residents about long-term solutions to traffic on Iowa Street west of the KU campus.

I'live at 1919 Stratford (across and just west of the water tower), so I see way too much traffic on a daily basis, coming
mostly east off lowa but also west from campus. The traffic is beyond excessive for a residential street, including semis
going to and from campus (!!!), causing noise and tearing up the street surface.

[ think a turning lane east off Iowa onto Stratford would be a bad idea because it would encourage more traffic, noise,
and road wear. It would also potentially move Iowa closer to Stratford residents since some of the Iowa residents’
easement would probably provide space for the middle lane. :

The city's plan has always been to make 15th Street the main thoroughfare to campus from Towa. We should stick to
that plan and encourage that traffic pattern.

Just as important, we need to divert some of the heavy Iowa traffic somewhere else....
Please seriously consider these suggestions, which I think reflect those of the other residents of Stratford Road. Thank

you very much.
Priscilla McKinney, Ph.D., KU retiree.





‘Shoeb Uddin

From: Betsy Evans [evanstobetsy@sunflower.com]
Sent: Sunday, March 21, 2010 5:28 PM

To: Shoeb Uddin

Subject: lowa Street Improvements

We appreciate the opportunity to comment on this project. Not having a shred of engineering in our
backgrounds, we trust the City's Public Works people to make good decisions in this regard. We think center
(and left) turn lanes are almost always desirable, but in this case an added complication is dumping a lot of
traffic onto the east/west residential streets. Stop signs, speed bumps, turnabouts....something will have to
be considered to keep these streets a less desirable way of getting on campus. We live on Hilltop, and the
curve at the 1100 block off of lowa disappoints a lot of drivers who initially think Oxford is a straight shot, only
to run into Water Tower Park. Often, too, they think Hilltop is an option to lowa for heading south, only to be
curved back onto it.





Shoeb Uddin

From: ~ robert dinsdale [rcdins@gmail.com]
Sent: Saturday, March 20, 2010 7:30 PM
To: Shoeb Uddin
Subject: iowa project

There is a lot of pedestrian traffic across Iowa as well. KU, Hillcrest School, West Jr. High, Meadowlark
Apartments, and Hillcrest Shopping Center all have a lot of people accessing them on foot. The only places to
cross safely are at Harvard, Iowa (only the south side of Bob Billings as there is no sidewalk on the northeast
corner of the intersection) and the overpass. If you'add turn lanes, include safety 1slands for pedestrians.
Thank you. Bob Dinsdale

Please note my new email:
redins@gmail.com






Shoeb Uddin

From: Jo Unruh [jounruh@sunflower.com]
Sent;: Friday, March 19, 2010 9:11 PM
To: - Shoeb Uddin

Subject: Yes

We would definitely like to see center turn lanes, at least from Yale to Bob Billings. Don't think there would be
areason to go any further south as there are no streets to turn onto before Irving Hill overpass from Bob
Billings to there. :

Roland and Jo Unruh





Shoeb Uddin

From: Barbara Romzek [babsr731@gmail.com]
Sent: Friday, March 19, 2010 4:12 PM

To: Shoeb Uddin

Subject: lowa St left turn lane

[ drive soutbound on Iowa St frequently. A left turn lane is desperately needed to reduce chances of accidents.
Barbara Romzek .
731 Louisiana St.

Sent from my mobile device

Barbara S. Romzek
731 Louisiana St.
Lawrence, KS 66044
babsr731@gmail.com






Shoeb Uddin

From: Bob Blank [bblank@sunflower.com]
Sent: Thursday, March 18, 2010 12:56 PM
To: Shoeb Uddin

Subject: lowa left-turn lanes needed

City of Lawrence,
Center-turn lanes are LONG overdue on Iowa!
NO LEFT TURNS SHOULD BE ALLOWED AT ANY IOWA INTERSECTION THAT DOES NOT HAVE A CENTER TURN LANE!

The number of (expensive) accidents that have happened on Iowa at intersections that do not have center turn lanes
should make the need for them self-evident.

Bob Blank
2133 Owens Lane
Lawrence, KS 66046

843-7993





Shoeb Uddin

From: Everhart, Clinton [everhart@ku.edu]
Sent: Thursday, March 18, 2010 11:52 AM
To: Shoeb Uddin

Subject: lowa Street Improvements

Hi there!

I’'m excited to hear about the forum to discuss long-term improvements to lowa Street around 15 St. | did
hear the possibility of adding a center turn lane and would like to cast full support behind this idea. As a
morning commuter traveling south on lowa from 9™ each day, I know that the left turns into the KU border
neighborhoods (Stratford, University, etc.) can really block traffic in the left lane. | would probably support
blocking through traffic on some of those streets (the residents might like that, too), but minimally, a center
turn lane would ease congestion considerably.

Oh—and the newly repaved stretch is fantastic! Smooth as silk. Thanks!
Clinton Everhart

1137 Delaware

785-865-1507

everhart@ku.edu






Shoeb Uddin

From: Jere Neibarger [jjay@sunflower.com)]
Sent: Thursday, March 18, 2010 10;17 AM
To: Shoeb Uddin ‘

Subject: lowa turn lane

This center lane improvement is long overdue. Do it now.





Shoeb Uddin

From: Marilyn Hull [marilynhull@dccfoundation. org]
Sent: Thursday, March 18, 2010 10:13 AM
- To: Shoeb Uddin
-Subject: ‘ lowa Street Reconstruction
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged .
Mr. Uddin:

Regarding lowa Street reconstruction, is any thought being given to making it a complete street which provides for the
needs of pedestrians, bicyclists, wheeled-device users and transit users?

Marilyn Hull / LiveWell Lawrence Contact
Douglas County Community Foundation
Phone 785-843-8727 Fax 785-843-8735





LEGEND

- PROPOSED WIDENING
% COMPLETE
/4 RECONSTRUCTION

EXHIBIT A
PROJECT LOCATION MAP
IOWA STREET, YALE ROAD TO BOB BILLINGS PARKWAY
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04/05110 CITY MANAGERS OFFICE
LAWRENCE, K8

The City of Lawrence is planning a major repair and rebuild of lowa street (U.S. 59)
between Yale Road and lrving Hill Road Overpass. This wilt take place in about 2012.

Included in this major project couid be a center turn lane from Harvard Road to 15" St
(Bob Billings Pkwy) a center turn lane has been recommended by the Kansas
Department of Transportation (KDOT).

The center turn lane discussion will come before the City Commission in late April or May

2010. Your appearance at the City Commission Meeting to show your support would be
greatly appreciated.

By signhing this petition you are stating that you are in favor of the proposed turn lane.
Between the Harvard Road and 15" Street (Bob Billings Pkwy) on lowa Street.

Name Address Phone Signature Date
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04/05M0

The City of Lawrence is planning a major repair and rebuild of fowa street (U.S. 59)
between Yale Road and Irving Hill Road Overpass. This will take place in about 2042,
Included in this major project could be a center turn lane from Harvard Road to 15* St
(Bob Billings Pkwy) a center turn iane has been recommended by the Kansas
Department of Transportation (KDOT) .

The center turn lane discussion will come before the City Commission in late April or May

2010. Your appearance at the City Commission Meeting to show your support would be
greatly appreciated.

By signing this petition you are stating that you are in favor of the proposed turn lane.
Between the Harvard Road and 15" Street (Bob Billings Pkwy) on lowa Street.

Name Address Phone ~Signature Date
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1035 Sunset Drive
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The City of Lawrence is planning a major repair and rebuild of lowa street {U.S. 59)
between Yale Road and Irving Hill Road Overpass. This will take place in about 2012,

included in this major project could be a center turn lane from Harvard Road to 15" St
(Bob Billings Pkwy) a center turn lane has been recommended by the Kansas
Department of Transportation (KDOT) .

The center turn lane discussion will come before the City Commission in late April or May
2010. Your appearance at the City Commission Meeting to show your support would be
greatly appreciated.

By signing this petition you are stating that you are in favor of the proposed turn lane.
Between the Harvard Road and 15" Street (Bob Billings Pkwy) on lowa Street.

Name Address Phone Signature Date
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The City of Lawrence is planning a major repair and rebuild of lowa street (U.S. 59)
between Yale Road and Irving Hill Road Overpass. This will take place in about 2012,

Included in this major project could be a center turn lane from Harvard Road to 15" St
{Boeb Billings Pkwy) a center turn lane has been recommended by the Kansas
Department of Transportation (KDOT) . '

The center turn lane discussion will come before the City Commission in late April or May
2010. Your appearance at the City Commission Meeting to show your support would be
greatly appreciated.

By signing this petition you are stating that you are in favor of the proposed turn lane.
Between the Harvard Road and 15" Street (Bob Billings Pkwy) on lowa Street.
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The City of Lawrence is plannmg a major repair and rebuild of lowa street (U.S. 59)
between Yale Road and irving Hill Road Overpass. This will take place in about 2012.
included in this major project could be a center turn lane from Harvard Road to 15™ St
(Bob Billings Pkwy) a center turn iane has been recommended by the Kansas
Department of Transporiation (KDOT) .

The center turn lane discussion will come before the City Commission in late Aprit or May

2010. Your appearance at the City Commission Meeting to show your support wouid be
greatly appreciated.

By signing this petition you are stating that you are in favor of the proposed turn lane.
Between the Harvard Road and 15" Street (Bob Billings Pkwy) on lowa Street.
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The City of Lawrence is planning a major repair and rebuild of lowa street (1).8. 59)
between Yale Road and Irving Hilt Road Overpass. This will take place in about 2012,

Included in this major project could be a center turn lane from Harvard Road to 15t St
(Bob Billings Pkwy) a center turn lane has been recommended by the Kansas
Department of Transportation (KDOT) .

The center turn lane discussion will come before the City Commission in late April or May
2010. Your appearance at the City Commission Meeting to show your support would be
greatly appreciated.

By signing this petition you are stating that you are in favor of the proposed turn lane.
Between the Harvard Road and 15" Street {Bob Billings Pkwy) on lowa Street.
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04/05M10

The City of Lawrence is planning a major repair and rebuild of lowa street {U.S. 59)
between Yale Road and Irving Hill Road Overpass. This will take place in about 2012.

Included in this major project couid be a center turn lane from Harvard Road to 15" St
{Bob Billings Pkwy) a center turn lane has been recommended by the Kansas
Department of Transportation (KDOT).

The center turn lane discussion will come before the City Commission in late April or May

2010. Your appearance at the City Commission Meeting to show your support would be
greatly appreciated.

By signing this petition you are stating that you are in favor of the proposed turn lane.
Between the Harvard Road and 15" Street (Bob Billings Pkwy) on lowa Street.
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The City of Lawrence is planning a major repair and rebuild of fowa street (U.S. 59)
between Yale Road and Irving Hill Road Overpass. This will take place in about 2012,
Inciuded in this major project could be a center turn lane from Harvard Road to 15t St
(Bob Billings Pkwy) a center turn lane has been recommended by the Kansas
‘Department of Transportation (KDOT) .

The center turn lane discussion will come before the City Commission in late April or May

2010. Your appearance at the City Commission Meeting to show your support would be
greatly appreciated.

By signing this petition you are stating that you are in favor of the proposed turn lane.
Between the Harvard Road and 15" Street (Bob Billings Pkwy) on lowa Street.

Name Address Phone Signature q Date
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04/05/10

The City of Lawrence is planning a major repair and rehuild of lowa street (U.S. 59)
between Yale Road and lrving Hill Road Overpass. This will take place in about 2012,

Included in this major project could be a center turn lane from Harvard Road to 15" St
{Bob Billings Pkwy} a center turn lane has been recommended by the Kansas
Department of Transportation (KDOT) .

The center turn lane discussion will come before the City Commission in late April or May
2010. Your appearance at the City Commission Meeting to show your support would be

greatly appreciated.

By signing this petition you-are stating that you are in favor of the proposed turn lane.
Between the Harvard Road and 15" Street (Bob Billings Pkwy) on lowa Street.
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The City of Lawrence is planning a major repair and rebuild of lowa street (U.S. 59)
between Yale Road and Irving Hill Road Overpass. This will take p!ace in about 2012,
Included in this major project could be a center turn lane from Harvard Road to 15" St
(Bob Billings Pkwy) a center turn lane has been recommended by the Kansas
Department of Transportation (KDOT) .

The center turn tane discussion will come before the City Commission in late April or May

2010. Your appearance at the City Commission Meeting to show your support would be
greatly appr_eclated

By signing this:petition you are stating that you are in favor of the proposed turn iane.
Between the Harvard Road and 45" Street (Bob Billings Pkwy) on lowa Street.
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04/0510

The City of Lawrence is planning a major repair and rebuild of fowa street (U.S. 59}
between Yale Road and Irving Hill Road Overpass. This will take place in about 2012.

Included in this major project could be a center turn lane from Harvard Road to 15" St
(Bob Billings Pkwy) a center turn lane has been recommended by the Kansas
Department of Transportation (KDOT) .

The center turn lane discussion wifl come before the City Commission in late April or May
2010. Your appearance at the City Commission Meeting to show your support would be
greatly appreciated.

By signing this petition you are stating that you are in favor of the proposed turn lane.
Between the Harvard Road and 15" Street (Bob Billings Pkwy) on lowa Street.

Name Address : Phone Signature Date
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REVISED
Infrastructure Sales Tax
Revenues and Expenses
2009-2019 w/lowa

Estimated YTD Projected Budget Budget Budget Budget Budget Budget Budget Budget Budget Budget
RESOURCES 2009 2010 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 TOTAL
Infrastructure Sales Tax - Cl Reserve $1,889,133 $1,001,237 $3,440,000 $3,518,800 $3,599,176 $3,681,160 $3,764,783 $3,850,078 $3,937,080 $4,025,822 $4,116,338 $1,461,944 $37,284,313
Interest
Infrastructure Sales Tax - Equip Reserve $500,000 $500,000 $500,000 $500,000 $500,000 $500,000 $500,000 $500,000 $500,000 $500,000 $500,000 $5,500,000
Interest
Total Revenue $2,389,133 $1,001,237 $3,940,000 $4,018,800 $4,099,176 $4,181,160 $4,264,783 $4,350,078 $4,437,080 $4,525,822 $4,616,338 $1,961,944 $42,784,313

Needed From
other sources**

Estimated
2009*

Budget
2016*

Budget
2017*

Budget
2018*

Budget
2019*

Budget
TOTAL*

Projected
2010*

Budget
2011*

Budget
2012*

Budget
2013*

Budget
2014*

Budget
2015*

SALE TAX EXPENSES (total proj. cost)

Residential Street Maintenance - ($5,000,000) $280.888 $500,000 $500,000 $500,000 $500,000 $500,000 $500,000 $500,000 $500,000 $500,000 $210.000 $4,990.888 $9.112
Fire Apparatus
Ladder 2 - ($1,205,591) $500,000 $705,591
Engine 6 - ($651,065) $500,000 $151,065
Quint 6 - ($973,236) $500,000 $473,236
Quint 3 - ($998,191) $250,000 $748,191
Hazmat 5 - ($750,000) $250,000 $500,000
Quint 7 - ($1,106.329) $500,000 $606,329
Quint 5 - ($1,081,374) $500,000 $581,374
Ladder 5 - ($1,688,298) $1,000,000 $688,298
Tender 1 - ($600,000) $500,000 $100,000
Quint 1 - ($1,247,739) $500,000 $747,739
Total Fire Apparatus $5.000,000 $5.301.823
Burroughs Creek -($350.000) $176.368 $60.386 $173.632 $350.000 $0
Kasold - 23rd to 31st - ($7,135,000) $1,000,000 STP
Enaineerina $250,740 $149,269 $189,260 $575,000 Utilities
RIW $10,000
Construction $5.000.000 $5.450.000 $1.685,000
5th and Maple Pump Station - ($5,000,000)
Enaineering $400,000
RW $100,000 $100,000
Construction $2.400,000 $2.000.000 $5.000.000 $0
lowa - Harvard to Irvina Hill Road Overpass -($6,050.000) $3,000,000 STP
Enaineering $400.000 $8000.000 Safety
R/W $150,000 $1,250,000 GO Bont
Construction $450,000 $1.000.000 $5.050.000
BBP - Crestline to Kasold - ($3,483,000)
Enaineering $300,000
RW $23,000
Construction $2,900.000 $3.223.000 $260.000 Utilities
Wakarusa - BBP to 18th - ($3,150,000)
Enaineering
RW $25,000
Construction $2,700,000 $2,725,000 $425,000 Utilities
19th - lowa to Naismith -($3,885,500)
Engineering $350,000
RW $25,500
Construction $2,200,000 $1,000,000 $3,575,500 $310,000 Utilities
Kasold - Harvard to BBP - ($4,922,000)
Engineering $420,000
RW $42,000
Construction $3,000,000 $1,100,000 $4,562,000 $360,000 Utilities
Wakarusa - BBP to Legends - (4,663,000)
Engineering $300,000
RW $23,000
Construction $2,000,000 $2,100,000 $4,423,000 $240,000 Utilities
BBP - lowa to Crestline ($5,105,000)
Engineering $400,000
RW $10,000
Construction - Phase | $2,000,000 $2,410,000 $2,695,000
Total Expenses from Infrastructure Sales Tax $707,996 $209,655 $2,372,892 $6,150,000 $2,273,000 $6,300,000 $3,400,500 $5,400,000 $2,962,000 $4,323,000 $4,510,000 $4,310,000 $42,709,388 $21,637,758
Revenues over Expenses $1,681,137 $791,582 $1,567,108 -$2,131,200 $1,826,176 -$2,118,840 $864,283 -$1,049,922 $1,475,080 $202,822 $106,338 -$2,348,057 $74,924
Fund Balance Forward Jan 1 $0 $1,681,137 $3,248,245 $1,117,045 $2,943,221 $824,381 $1,688,663 $638,742 $2,113,822 $2,316,643 $2,422,981
Ending Balance Dec 31 $1,681,137 $3,248,245 $1,117,045 $2,943,221 $824,381 $1,688,663 $638,742 $2,113,822 $2,316,643 $2,422,981 $74,924 $74,924

* expenses do not reflect total project cost. Instead, only the proiect expenses to be funded with proceeds from the Infrastructure Sales Tax are shown here.
** Other sources include state and/or federal aid, as well as cash from other funds or other reserve funds, debt financing, etc.

Assumptions:

.50 sales tax

.30 for infrastructure and equipment
10 vear sunset

November election; April effective date; June 30 initial collections (7months of collections); March 31, 2019 sunset - 2019 receipts for 5 months

sales tax - 2010 revised 4/15/2010; 2% annual growth beginning in 2011
Base vear 1-cent sales tax generates $12,891,000
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Memorandum
City of Lawrence
Public Works Department

TO: David L. Corliss, Cynthia Boecker, Diane Stoddard, Jonathan Douglass
FROM: Charles F. Soules

CC: Shoeb Uddin

Date: May 12, 2010

RE: May 18, 2010 Agenda Item

Project No. PW1012 - Towa Street, from Yale Road to Bob Billings Parkway
Resolution 6889 Authorizing Issuance of General Obligation Bonds

Please include the following item on the City Commission agenda for consideration at the May 18,
2010 meeting:

RESOLUTION 6889 - A RESOLUTION ORDERING THE IMPROVEMENT AND AUTHORIZING THE
ISSUANCE OF GENERAL OBLIGATION BONDS FOR CERTAIN MAIN TRAFFICWAY
IMPROVEMENTS WITHIN THE CITY OF LAWRENCE, KANSAS.

Project History. Iowa Street (from Yale Road to Irving Hill Overpass) was built in 1952 and
has been milled and overlaid several times. The original pavement is at the end of its design life
and has required more frequent maintenance measures, i.e. potholes, base repair, full depth
patching etc. The extensive pavement deterioration caused by this past winter could not be
addressed by routine maintenance alone and comprehensive maintenance was undertaken in
March which is expected to extend the life of the pavement for a couple more years.

Project Status.
On April 27, 2010 the City Commission authorized staff to proceed with a complete

reconstruction of Iowa from Yale Road to Bob Billings Parkway, including a center turn lane and
related items.

Project Funding.
Complete reconstruction of Iowa (Yale Road to the intersection at Bob Billings Parkway),

estimated construction cost at $5.5 million, plus engineering and right-of-way, could be

financed:

$1,000,000 - from City Sales Tax for annual street maintenance projects. (Sales Tax Spending
Plan)

$ 800,000 - Federal Aid Safety Funding (will be eligible only if there are safety improvements
included in the scope of the project, such as center turn lane or median island.

$3 million - Surface Transportation Program (STP) (federal funds the City receives annually
for transportation projects).

$1.25 million-General Obligation Bonds.

Action Request. Approve Resolution 6889 ordering the improvement and authorizing the
issuance of General Obligation Bonds.

Respectfully Submitted,

Charles F. Soules, P.E.
Director of Public Works





RESOLUTION NO. 6889

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF LAWRENCE, KANSAS, ORDERING
THE IMPROVEMENT AND AUTHORIZING THE ISSUANCE OF
GENERAL OBLIGATION BONDS FOR CERTAIN MAIN TRAFFICWAY
IMPROVEMENTS INCLUDING, BUT NOT LIMITED TO STREET
CONSTRUCTION, CURBING, GUTTERING, PAVING, ACQUIRING
RIGHT-OF-WAY AND EASEMENTS, SIDEWALK AND PEDESTRIAN
PATH CONSTRUCTION, DRAINAGE IMPROVEMENT, INSTALLATION
OF TRAFFIC CONTROL DEVICES — INCLUDING SIGNS, SIGNALS,
CABINETS, CONTROLLERS AND RELATED EQUIPMENT, AND ALL
RELATED DESIGN, ENGINEERING AND INSPECTION WORK.

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE CITY OF
LAWRENCE, KANSAS:

SECTION I. The Governing Body hereby finds that the following designated streets, or
portions thereof, have been designated a major or main Trafficway within the City of
Lawrence, Kansas, pursuant to K.S.A. 12-685 (Code of the City of Lawrence, Kansas,
Section 17-501 et seq.), and amendments thereto:

Iowa Street / HWY 59 from Yale Road to Bob Billings Parkway

SECTION II. The Governing Body hereby authorizes the construction of certain main
trafficway improvements on the streets and intersections as set forth in Section 1,
including, but not limited to street construction, curbing, guttering, paving, acquiring
right-of-way and easements, drainage improvements, sidewalk and pedestrian path
construction, installation of traffic control devices — including signs, signals, cabinets,
controllers and related equipment, and all related design, engineering and inspection
work and authorizes the issuance of general obligation bonds pursuant to K.S.A. 12-685
et seq. to pay the costs thereof.

SECTION III. The estimated cost for these improvements on the streets and
intersections described in Section 1, is $1,250,000 plus costs of issuance and interest on
any temporary financing for said improvements. The cost of the improvements shall be
paid from all lawful sources including the issuance of General Obligation Bonds pursuant
to K.S.A. 12-685 et seg. and other lawful authority.

SECTION IV. The City expects to design, construct and to make capital expenditures
on and after the date of adoption of this resolution in connection with the improvements
set forth in this resolution, and the City intends to reimburse itself for such expenditures
with the proceeds of the bonds and/or notes in the maximum principal amount of
$1,250,000 plus costs of issuance and plus costs of interest on any temporary financing.

ADOPTED on this day of , 2010.






APPROVED

Mike Amyx, Mayor

ATTEST:

Jonathan M. Douglass, City Clerk

Approved as to form and legality

Toni Ramirez Wheeler Date
Director of Legal Services










Memorandum
City of Lawrence
Department of Public Works

TO: David L. Corliss, City Manager

FROM: Chuck Soules

CcC: Shoeb Uddin, David Woosley, Mark Thiel, Robert Lewis
Date: July 7, 2010

RE: July 13, 2010 Agenda ltem

lowa Street, (US-59 Highway), Yale Road to Bob Billings Parkway
Street Reconstruction and Geometric Improvements

PW1012 — RFQ 1002

Consultant Selection

Introduction

The original pavement of this section of Iowa Street (from Yale Road to Bob Billings Parkway),
was built in 1952, and has been milled and overlaid several times. The original pavement is at
the end of its design life and has been requiring more frequent maintenance measures in recent
times. Although milled and overlaid as a KLINK project in the summer of 2006, the City’s Street
Maintenance Division has been performing routine maintenance (fixing potholes, base repair,
full depth patching etc.) on this section of Iowa on a continuous basis. The extensive pavement
deterioration caused by this past winter could not be addressed by routine maintenance alone.
Therefore, comprehensive maintenance was undertaken in March 2010, which in turn is
expected to extend the life of the pavement for a couple more years. On April 27, 2010 the City
Commission authorized staff to proceed with the process to reconstruct Iowa from Yale Road to
Bob Billings Parkway and begin the selection process for a design engineer.

Schedule / Financing
Because Iowa is part of the City Connecting Link (US 59) this project will have to be
administered and reviewed by KDOT. KDOT review of project plans and specifications typically
takes up to two years. Due to the various complexities in this project (namely, analysis and
design of pavement structure, sub-grade treatment options, turn lane or no turn lane, soil
analysis, stakeholder participation, power pole relocation, presence of ground water in the sub-
grade, intersection geometric improvements on the side streets, etc.), the city will need to hire
a consultant to provide the engineering design services and preparation of construction plans. It
is anticipated that this project can be ready for bid letting by December of 2011 with
construction to begin in early spring of 2012 and anticipated completion by December 31, 2012.
Traffic will be carried through the construction site. In order to meet this schedule, engineering
design needs to begin immediately. Complete reconstruction of Iowa (Yale Road to the
intersection at Bob Billings Parkway), estimated construction cost at $5.5 million, plus
engineering and right-of-way, could be financed as summarized below:
$1,000,000 - from City Sales Tax for annual street maintenance projects. (Sales Tax Spending
Plan)
$ 800,000 - Federal Aid Safety Funding (will be eligible only if there are safety improvements
included in the scope of the project, such as center turn lane or median island.
$3 million - Surface Transportation Program (STP) (federal funds the City receives annually
for transportation projects).
$1.25 million-General Obligation Bonds.






Project History

March 9, 2010 City Commission approved revisions to the 2010 Maintenance Program to

include immediate repairs to Iowa.

March 29, 2010  Public meeting to discuss improvements and center turn lane.

April 27, 2010 City Commission authorized Iowa Street reconstruction.

May 6, 2010 Mailed RFQ 1002 for engineering services.

May 14, 2010 Received six qualification statements: Bartlett & West, BG Consultants,

PEC, DR&G, Landplan Engineering, and Schmidt Engineering.

May 18, 2010 City Commission approved Resolution 6889 authorizing issuance of General
Obligation bonds in an amount of $1.25 Million (commitment of 2011 CIP
Budget)

June 22, 2010 Consultant interviews

Selection

Bartlett & West and BG Consultants were selected for interviews. The interview committee
included Charles Soules, Shoeb Uddin, David Woosley, and Robert Lewis (West Hills
Neighborhood Association). The interview committee recommends the selection of Bartlett &
West for the design of this project for the following reasons:

Successful prior projects, i.e. Kasold Drive, Bob Billings Parkway to W. 22" Street; 25"
Terrace, O'Connell Road to Franklin Road; and O’Connell Road, 23™ to 31%,
Familiarity with KDOT procedures,
Knowledgeable / qualified staff,
Familiarity with project area and issues,
Ability to work with the public / good communication plan,
Schedule — Bartlett & West can meet the City’s timeline,
Construction sequencing — Bartlett & West designed the Kasold Drive project in which
construction was carried through the project and access to side streets and driveways was
also maintained,
Constructability reviews — Bartlett & West works closely with local contractors soliciting their
input on how the project can be built quickly and most economically,
Bartlett & West has preliminarily looked at several project issues, including:

o Traffic control / project sequencing,

o Sidewalks on both the east and west side of Iowa,

o Intersection improvements at Bob Billings Parkway and Iowa for existing and

projected traffic,
o Possible intersection improvements at Yale Road and University Drive, and
o Bartlett & West has a thorough understanding of the existing utilities and has
worked well with the utility companies on previous projects.

Action Requested: Authorize staff to negotiate a project scope and fee for engineering

services for the Iowa Street, Yale Road to Bob Billings Parkway (15 Street) project.

Respectfully submitted,

~ bl

Charles F. Soules, P.E.
Director of Public Works

CFS/je

Attachment: Bartlett & West — Pages from Submittal
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project to those directly affected by the
project. It will also shine a light on the
successes and keep the project in the
minds of the decision makers that will fund
future years of the program.

Delivering an effective and positive
message to the public is as important as a
safe and attractive street. The public will
develop its own image of the City based
on our collective performance and
communications. Our One Team...One
Goal approach is to be proactive in
making that image positive, progressive,
responsive and customer friendly.

Equally important in the Communication
Plan is how we work with the utilities.
Utility issues will need to be addressed,
which will require the use of a solid and
proven communication plan with the utility
companies. Utility coordination is
especially critical if construction is to be
completed in 2012. As in the past on City
of Lawrence projects, Bartlett & West will
work with utility companies to make sure
utilities have been relocated prior to
construction. Specifically, we are offering
to perform the following services for the
lowa Street Improvements project:

¢ Following the topographical survey, we
will provide each utility company with a
color coded drawing showing their
facility in relation to other utilities and
existing features. The purpose of the
initial drawings will be to seek input on
the location and sizes of the utilities in
the area. Most importantly, the drawings
allow the utility companies to verify the
locations of their facilities.

e Once conceptual plans are developed,
we will send plans to the utility
companies for their review. This plan
set will allow the utility companies to
start planning their relocation needs. In
addition, we will provide an updated
schedule to outline when the utilities
need to be relocated.

¢ After sending the conceptual plans to the
utility companies, we will meet with the
Utility Companies. With a project of this
complexity, we would prefer to have a
meeting with the Utility Companies
specifically for the purposes of
discussing this project. However, if the
City Staff would prefer, we can attend
the City’s monthly utility meeting to
discuss the
project and

i\%&m’ Energ}l answer any

e Prior to guestions from
surveying, « .) sun fl OwCcer gw} the utility
we will BROADEBAN D\ ) companies.
send the utility companies YVfrusrs =

a Utility Location Report,
which is shown on the
following page. This is

rope e, BockitsEvesy T et
our first of many contacts Trspronvinage life roith enevy

with the utility companies

throughout the life of the project. The
purpose of the form is to make the
utilities aware of the upcoming project, to
gather pertinent information about their
facility, and to collect contact information
for each company.

¢ At field check
stage, we will
send plans to the
utility companies.
The purpose of
these plans will be to provide final layout
and profile information to the utility
companies so they can finalize their
relocation plans.

o After sending the field check plans to the
utility companies, we will meet with the
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Unique Qualifications/Capabilities

Utility Companies. With a project of this
complexity, we would prefer to have a
meeting with the Utility Companies
specifically for the purposes of
discussing this project. However, if the
City Staff would prefer, we can attend
the City’s monthly utility meeting to
discuss the project and answer any
questions from the utility companies. In
addition, we will ask the utility
companies to provide a written plan and
schedule to complete their relocations.

o We will follow up with the utility
companies to gather information
regarding their relocation plans. In
addition, we will attend the City’s
monthly utility meetings to seek
additional information regarding the
relocations.

o As necessary, we will meet individually
with the utility companies to discuss their
specific issues. For instance, on the
O’Connell Road project we met with
Westar and Southern Star individually on
several occasions to answer questions
and coordinate the proposed work for
the roadway improvements.

o We will work with all utility companies to
complete KDOT's 1304 form.

The protocol outlined above has proven to
be successful on previous City of
Lawrence projects, including the Kasold
Drive, Clinton Parkway to 31* Street &
Storm Sewer Improvements, Kasold Drive
(Bob Billings to Clinton Parkway) Street,
Storm Sewer, and Waterline
Improvements, O’Connell Road Street and
Storm Sewer Improvements, George
Williams Way Street, Storm Sewer, and
Waterline Improvements, and 25" Terrace
Street, Storm Sewer, and Waterline
Improvements projects.
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“Bartlett & West provided design
services to the City of Overland Park
for storm drainage improvements to
solve flooding problems in a
neighborhood located at 71st to 74th,
Reeds to Maple Street area. This was
a very challenging project and we were
pleased with the quality and
completeness of plans which led to few
questions and change order requests
from the contractor. “

Charlie Love, Stormwater Engineer
City of Overland Park

lowa Street, which

residential and business properties on
both sides. At the south end of the project,
lowa Street provides access to the
University of Kansas via 15" Street/Bob
Billings Parkway. The roadway is a four-
lane section from just north of Bob Billings
Parkway to just south of Harvard Road,
and a five-lane section from south of
Harvard to the north end of the project at
Yale Road. There are 11 side roads and
approximately 30 driveways that intersect
this stretch of lowa Street, so construction
sequencing will be a critical element of the
design. There are signalized intersections
at Harvard Road and Bob Billings
Parkway/15" Street. Finally, this section
of lowa crosses a fairly deep ravine
between Bob Billings Parkway/15" Street

is also U.S.
Highway 59, is the
major north-south
arterial through the
heart of the
Lawrence
community. From
the northern City
limits to the
southern City limits,
lowa Street
provides access to
businesses, residential areas, industrial
facilities, and the University of Kansas. In
addition, it provides access to Interstate 70
at the north end and U.S. Highway 59 at
the south end, which goes to Baldwin and
Ottawa. The section varies from a simple
two lane section near the Hallmark
property and Interstate 70 interchange to a
full urban intersection with two thru lanes,
dual left turn lanes, and right turn only
lanes at Clinton Parkway and 31 Street.

More specifically, lowa Street between
Yale Road and Bob Billings Parkway is an
undivided arterial that is bordered by

and Terrace Road.
#&( Figure 1 shown on
the following page
gives an overall
plan view of the
existing project.

| Very similar to the

| two Kasold Drive
projects Bartlett &
West completed for
the City of
Lawrence, the corridor is inundated with
utilities. There is overhead power along
the west side of the roadway that will likely
need to be moved due to potential
widening. Perhaps the most unique utility
in this corridor is the LightCore conduit
bank that carries five conduits for
LightCore, KDOT, and the City of
Lawrence. This conduit bank is located
along the east side of the project. Other
utilities certainly include the normal list of
companies such as Black Hills Energy,
AT&T, and Sunflower Cable. As for City
utilities, the main waterline runs along the
east portion of the existing roadway and is
presently under reconstruction from Yale
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Road to University Drive. The new
waterline will be close to the east back of

curb line in several locations. Finally, the
sanitary sewer conflicts seem to be limited
to the area of the project between Bob
Billings Parkway/15™ Street and Terrace
Road.

Existing storm water systems are generally
confined to three locations. First, there is
a fairly extensive storm sewer system at
the intersection of lowa Street and Bob
Billings Parkway/15" Street. This system
drains east of lowa to the west and follows
the median of Bob Billings Parkway to
west of Crestline. Second, there is a five-
foot x four-foot RCB located about 500 feet
to 600 feet north of Bob Billings
Parkway/15™ Street that drains under lowa
Street from east to west. There is also
some associated lowa Street drainage
with this system from the Terrace Road
area. Finally, there are a series of inlets
and pipes at the intersection of lowa Street
and Harvard Road that flows to the west
down Harvard Road.

City Staff would like to reconstruct the
roadway along this stretch of lowa Street
within the existing right-of-way. In
addition, the City wants to provide center
turn lanes throughout the project limits with
possibly the exception being at Terrace
Road due to topographical constraints of
crossing the deep ravine south of Terrace

Road. From an intersection perspective,
the intersections at Bob Billings
Parkway/15™ Street, University Drive, and
Stratford Drive should be reviewed to
determine if additional capacity is
necessary at these locations.

There has been some discussion
regarding the sidewalk/shared use path
possibilities along the route. More
specifically, the City would like sidewalk on
the east side of the project, which is likely
to be a challenge as you head south. Ata
presentation in March to the City
Commissioners by Chuck Soules, public
comment was received regarding a desire
to have a shared use path along this route.
After discussions between City Staff and
the Bicycle Advisory Board, they
determined the feasibility of constructing
the shared use path over the ravine area
south of Terrace would be cost prohibitive.
In addition, Erick Struckhoff from the
Bicycle Advisory Committee, expressed
some concern about general safety of
bicycle use in this area due to the
significant number of side roads and
driveways. Therefore, City staff has
settled on having sidewalks on both sides
of the street, which will still create
significant challenges crossing the ravine
south of Terrace Road.

Finally, the City Staff has had two public
meetings to discuss this project. The first
meeting was a Public Information Meeting
held at the Fire Station near lowa Street
and 19" Street. The second meeting was
a presentation to the City Commission
where the public was afforded a second
opportunity to comment on the proposed
improvements. The recurring theme from
both meetings is some residents who live
in the West Hills area, located off of
University Drive and Stratford Road, are
very concerned about increased traffic to
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their neighborhoods. In short, the City
Staff has determined they will work with
the neighborhood, separate of this project,
to discuss traffic calming measures that
could be introduced to help alleviate some
of their concerns regarding increased
traffic volumes. Therefore, we will not
address that issue as a part of our
proposal. However, it is important to point
out that we have handled several
potentially contentious projects
successfully in the past, and if necessary,
we can provide more information as it
relates to a Public Involvement campaign if
you deem it necessary.

Based on our understanding of your issues
on this project, we feel that the following
items warrant further discussion:

¢ Traffic Modeling
Plan Issues Along lowa Street
Sidewalk Through Ravine Area
Intersection Design at:

* lowa & BBP

* lowa & University

* lowa & Stratford
Utility Issues
Geotechnical Issues

Construction Sequencing
Bob Billings Parkway/15™ Street Profile
Issues

Below is a detailed discussion for each of
these items.

Traffic Modeling

To prepare this proposal, we decided to do
some preliminary traffic modeling, so we
can develop realistic lane configurations
and typical sections. Without this
information, any discussion regarding the
proposed improvements and how they
might fit within the existing right-of-way is
pure speculation.

To begin our analysis, we contacted David
Woosley, the City of Lawrence Traffic
Engineer. David provided some current
traffic count numbers. In addition, we
contacted Todd Girdler, who is the Senior
Transportation Planner with the Lawrence/
Douglas County Metropolitan Planning
Organization, to obtain future traffic
projections. On our behalf Mr. Girdler
contacted KDOT, who provided the future
traffic projections for the year 2030.

With those traffic projections, our traffic
engineers created an initial model to
determine necessary queue lengths at the
intersections, as well as necessary lane
configurations at the intersection of lowa
Street and Bob Billings Parkway/15™
Street. They modeled both the existing
conditions as well as the future
requirements for 2030. Based on the
modeling, our traffic engineers determined
the following lane configurations and
lengths for the 2030 traffic projections and
a Level of Service ‘C"

lowa Street:

= Dual Left Turn Lanes, Two Through
Lanes, and a Right Turn Only Lane
in Each Direction.

= Northbound Dual Left-Turn Lanes —
250 feet

= Northbound Right Turn Only Lane —
250 feet

= Southbound Dual Left-Turn Lanes —
250 feet

= Southbound Right Turn Only Lanes
— 275 feet

Bob Billings Parkway/15™ Street:
= One Left Turn Lane, Two Through
Lanes, and a Right Turn Only Lane
in Each Direction.
= Eastbound Left Turn Lane — 225 feet
= Eastbound Right Turn Only Lane —
200 feet
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= Westbound Left Turn Lane — 175
feet

* Westbound Right Turn Lane — 175
feet

Generally speaking, we will be adding a
right turn only lane to the eastbound and
westbound legs of Bob Billings
Parkway/15"™ Street, as well as the
southbound leg of lowa Street. The dual
lefts on lowa could be placed on the
existing pavement surface by removing the
striping that is adjacent to the existing left
turn lanes. The biggest challenge from a
geometry standpoint will be to reconstruct
the westbound leg of Bob Billings
Parkway/15"™ Street to a distance far
enough to the east to provide the desired
lengths. The expansion of this intersection
will be discussed in more detail later in the
proposal.

Plan Issues Along lowa
Street

City Staff has indicated they would like to
construct the improvements within the
existing right-of-way, which varies from
about 80 feet wide to about 112 feet wide
through this stretch of lowa Street. There
are a couple issues which will drive
whether or not the proposed
improvements can be constructed with the
existing right-of-way. First, we need to
evaluate whether or not there will be
significant profile changes. For this
project, we have cut a profile based on the
City contours and reviewed the existing ‘K’
values. On lowa Street, the ‘K’ values are
sufficient for a 45 mph design speed.
Therefore, we do not see any substantial
required changes for the profile along lowa
Street. The second item that will
determine if the proposed improvements
can be constructed within the existing right
-of-way is the typical section. The number

of driving lanes, sidewalk widths, and
sidewalk locations will determine if the
typical section fits or not.

Typical Section Discussion

Since we have eliminated significant
revisions to the existing profile, we will
discuss how the typical sections might
impact being able to construct the
improvements within the right-of-way. For
the purposes of laying out the typical
sections, we are proposing using 11-feet
wide lanes, which are the same widths of
the lanes we designed for both the Kasold
Drive projects. In addition, since City Staff
and the Bicycle Advisory Committee
concluded that building a 10-feet wide
shared use path is not feasible, we have
shown 6-feet wide sidewalks on both the
east and west sides. Next, we are
proposing a Ya-inch per foot cross slope on
the pavement. Based on our recent
experience with the Kasold Drive, Clinton
Parkway to 31°%' Street project, we know
that KDOT will not allow a cross slope
steeper than 3.0%, as dictated by the
AASHTO Policy on Geometric Design of
Highways and Streets, a.k.a. “The Green
Book”. Finally, we are showing a 10-inch
non-reinforced dowel jointed (NRDJ)
concrete pavement constructed on 9-
inches of fly ash treated subgrade with 4-
inch edge drains on each side. The
pavement thickness and material will be
furthered defined during the design
process, and for now this thickness and
material has been used just to create a
typical section.

On the following page, Figure 2 shows
three typical sections that will be used
throughout the project limits along lowa
Street. The top typical section provides a
five-lane section that can be used for
either a continuous two-way left-turn lane
throughout portions of the project or in
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cases of introducing a left turn lane in a
median location. With the number of
existing driveways and side road
intersections, we think the use of a
continuous left turn lane throughout the
project limits makes the most sense.
Therefore, we do not envision any
locations where a raised median would be
used. The middle typical section shows a
five-lane section over the ravine south of
Terrace Road. While the Request for
Quialifications (RFQ) shows dropping the
continuous left turn lane in this area, we
decided to keep it to look at a worse case
scenario in terms of the grading
requirements to construct this section. We
will discuss this in more detail in the
“Sidewalk Options Through The Ravine”
section of the proposal. The other key
element to recognize with this middle
typical section is the use of KDOT's TL-3
Curb Barrier section between the driving
lanes and the proposed sidewalks shown
on both sides. This is the same barrier we
are using as the solution to cross the 4-cell
RCB along the Kasold Drive, Clinton
Parkway to 31% Street project. Finally, the
typical section at the bottom of the page
shows a 7-lane section, which includes
room for a right turn only lane, two through
lanes, dual left turn lanes, and two more
through lanes. This typical section is
being proposed for use on either side of
Bob Billings Parkway/15" Street. This is
the ultimate layout required to handle 2030
traffic volumes. As the pavement exists
today in these areas, there is already room
for six lanes of traffic, so we are really only
adding one more lane with this proposed
section. Please note, we did not show a
median separator between the dual lefts
and the oncoming through lanes.

Although “The Green Book” recommends
a separator, we choose to eliminate this
from the typical section due to width
constraints of the existing right-of-way. In

addition, there are multiple intersections
around Lawrence that are constructed like
the proposed typical section. The closest
of those intersections is on lowa Street at
Clinton Parkway, so drivers will have
familiarity with this type of configuration,
which decreases accidents due to
unfamiliar situations.

Most importantly, these are only options
considered for the purposes of this
proposal. The final solution may be one of
the options presented, a combination of
some of the options, or a completely new
solution uncovered by interactive project
meetings between Bartlett & West and City
Staff.

Review of Plan Layout Impacts
Based on the typical sections, we have
provided a horizontal plan layout, which is
shown on the following two pages in
Figures 3A & 3B. The objective of the
drawings is to determine how the
proposed improvements need to be
constructed so it fits within the existing
right-of-way. There are several areas to
point out as you review these drawings.

First of all, we have not shown anything
south of Bob Billings Parkway/15" Street.
There are not really any issues with the
proposed improvements falling within the
existing right-of-way. In addition, this area
is shown in detail later in the proposal
under the “Intersection Details” discussion.

Secondly, the sidewalk on the east side is
shown along the back of curb or within four
feet of the back of curb throughout the
entire project limits. The sidewalk is tight
to the back of curb between Bob Billings
Parkway/15" Street and University Drive
primarily due to the topographical
constraints as the roadway/sidewalk
crosses the ravine. From just south of
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University Drive to the north end of the
project at Yale Road, the sidewalk is within
one foot of the existing right-of-way line.

Next, the sidewalk on west side of the
roadway is very similar to the sidewalk on
the east side. The sidewalk is against the
back of the curb as it crosses the ravine,
and then shifts out from the back of curb
and it located within one foot of the
existing right-of-way line. The right-of-way
line from just south of Orchard Lane to the
northerly project tie-in extends out to the

construction sequencing plan that we
should address. We have provided these
kinds of constructability reviews on
virtually every project we have completed
for the City of Lawrence, including most
recently on the Kasold Drive, Clinton
Parkway to 31% Street project. In addition,
while City Staff has indicated they may
want to build a 3-lane section on University
Drive and Stratford Road, for the purposes
of this preliminary exhibit, we have shown
them as two-lane roadways as they
intersect lowa Street.

west and provides a little more horizontal
separation between =
the sidewalk and the
existing right-of-way
line.

Furthermore, there
are almost a dozen
side road
intersections and
nearly 30 driveways
located along this stretch of lowa Street.
Most of the driveways provide access to
residential properties, but there are a few
that provide access to
businesses in this
stretch of lowa Street.
According to City
Staff, there will not be
any driveway
consolidation.
Probably the most
challenging issue with
the driveways will be
to provide access
during construction.
To address this issue,
we will visit with two
contractors during
design to discuss this
issue to see if there is
anything from a
design perspective or

Finally, one of the
concerns we heard from a
local resident is from the
landowner at the
southwest corner of lowa
Street and Terrace Road.
She has done some
extensive landscaping to
shield her property from
the thousands of cars per
day that travel on lowa Street. She has
some concerns about losing some of the
landscaping buffer she has created. To
address her concerns, we
would suggest some

!l individual landowner
meetings with her as plans
start to develop, so we can
try to maintain her

d landscape buffer in a
reasonable manner.

Sidewalk Through
Ravine Area

A key component to
determining if this project
iS a success or not is to

{ determine how and/or if
sidewalks can be
constructed along both

i sides of the roadway as it
g¥ crosses the ravine
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between Bob Billings Parkway/15™ Street
and Terrace Road. The existing roadbed
includes four lanes of pavement with a
sidewalk on the west side only. Each side
of the roadway is protected by traditional
guard rail, which is no longer generally a
very commonly accepted solution in an
urban environment. At the edge of the
west sidewalk, the slope drops
dramatically at about a 1.5:1 slope. On
the east side of the roadway, there are a
few feet before the slope breaks over at
roughly a 2:1 slope. So, the issue is the
top of the roadbed is not wide enough to
add an additional turn lane and a sidewalk
on the east side—without a somewhat
unique solution.

For this proposal we have developed four
possible solutions to address this issue:
cantilevered slab, pier and girder system,
retaining wall, and profile reduction. With
KDOT's involvement in this project, it will
be critical to meeting the schedule to get
their feedback early on a proposed
solution. These options are discussed in
detail below.

Cantilevered Slab

The first possible solution is to build a
cantilevered slab that will contain the
necessary sidewalk width. Our initial
thought is the cantilevered slab would be
constructed directly under the new lowa
Street pavement. It would likely require a
2:1 ratio for the cantilever to work
appropriately. For instance, if you want a
six feet wide sidewalk, then you will need
12 feet of cantilever pavement under the
new roadway, which results in a
cantilevered slab of 18 feet in width. This
cantilevered slab would likely require a toe
wall/dead weight at the one edge to help
hold it in place. A pedestrian handrail
would be required at the edge of the
sidewalk. So, if you can imagine a 12-inch

thick concrete slab sticking out from under
the new pavement so the last six feet of
the cantilevered slab could be used as the
sidewalk. The outer edge of the slab/
sidewalk would be unsupported, but would
also eliminate the need to address
additional fill on an already step foreslope.

Pier & Girder System

In this scenario, piers would be
constructed at 25-feet intervals along the
roadway — one at the back of curb and one
at the back edge of the desired sidewalk
location. Then a girder system would be
poured along with the sidewalk slab to
create an almost bridge-like sidewalk
system. Again, similar to the Cantilevered
Slab option, there would not be any fill
under most of the sidewalk as it would be
supported by the piers and girders in this
option. A pedestrian handrail is planned
for the edge of the sidewalk.

Retaining Wall System

This is likely the most conventional
solution. A retaining wall will be built at the
outside edge of the sidewalk, since it is
virtually impossible to construct a fill slope
from the proposed back of sidewalk due to
the extremely steep grades. Due to the
steep foreslopes, we would suggest
constructing a standard concrete retaining
wall with a traditional footing system to
eliminate any potential sliding issues. We
are not comfortable that a modular block
wall with a shallow footing is a good
solution in this case due to the adjacent
steep foreslopes. A pedestrian handrail is
planned for the edge of the sidewalk.

Profile Reduction

Perhaps the most cost effective solution
would be to lower the profile through this
area. The sump between Bob Billings
Parkway/15" Street and Terrace Road is
placed on a relatively long 700-feet vertical
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curve. So, lowering this Point of Vertical
Curvature (PVC) will have impacts from
south of the Bob Billings Parkway/15"
Street intersection to the north of
University Drive. So, due to time, we were
not able to take a completely
comprehensive look at this potential
solution, but at first glance it seems to be a
plausible solution. There are a couple
issues that would need further evaluation.
First, lowering the PVC causes the
elevation through the intersection at Bob
Billings Parkway/15" Street to be lowered
as well. While this could have enormous
benefits for the west leg of this
intersection, it may also have negative
impacts on the east side because it will
steepen the slope. Preliminary
calculations show this could be as little an
increase as 0.5%, which is virtually
negligible. Second, based on some
discussion with R.D. Johnson staff who
are presently working on the waterline on
lowa Street, rock seems to be pretty
shallow along lowa Street, perhaps as
shallow at 4 feet. Lowering the profile
along lowa Street may create more rock
excavation, which is a costly proposition.
Through the geotechnical investigation, we
will determine the depth of rock to
determine the cost impact of lowering lowa
Street. Lastly, lowering the profile may
result in relocation of LightCore, City and
KDOT fiber optic conduits on the east side.

If profile reduction is the chosen solution, it
will be critical to minimize the impacts
north of University Drive. We feel we can
accomplish this by adding an intermediate
vertical curve to the profile. One of the
biggest reasons to limit the vertical
changes north of University Drive is to
avoid relocating the brand new waterline
R.D. Johnson is currently installing.

Figure 4 on the next page shows
preliminary cross sections at certain

locations between Bob Billings
Parkway/15" Street and lowa Street. If
you flip back to Figures 3A & 3B, you can
see where these cross sections fall in the
plan view. As you can see, lowering the
profile widens the top of the roadbed and
allows you to get a wider typical section
constructed in this area without having to
deal with the adjacent steep foreslopes.

Cost Comparisons

In discussions with City Staff, you
indicated construction of sidewalk on both
sides of the roadway in this area will
largely be dependent on the cost
associated with the construction. So, we
have determined preliminary cost
estimates for each of the options describe
above and compared that to the cost to
build a sidewalk in a normal cross section.
Keep in mind, these numbers are very
preliminary and are based on several
assumptions. For instance, in the Pier and
Girder option, we had to chose a depth at
which the pier would be poured. This
depth would have to be verified following a
geotechnical investigation to determine the
depth of rock. However, these estimates
should give you a reasonable appreciation
for what it might cost you to construct
sidewalk across the ravine.

Potential Solution Cost

Normal Sidewalk $24,000
Cantilevered Slab $672,000
Pier & Girder System $588,000
Retaining Wall $1,188,000
Profile Reduction $100,000

Intersection Designs

Based on input from City Staff, there are
three main intersections that need to be
reviewed to make sure proper lane

Page 24





BARTLET&,—

EST
7§20

FIGURE 4

s T INY 1Y
-
LA ATEA A4

b oW« Vala¥al
JUTUYUU.UU
o Yo Ml e YalllaVal
£ZO0TUYU.UU
oYy MW e YallaVal
£/ TUYU.Uu

IOWA STREET CROSS SECTIONS

wdzl:l — QL0Z ‘L0 uUnp uo PeNold  FHLLOMYM AQ POl SNOILOIS ZLXLL — ¥ 3¥NOI4 :2wbu nokp]  Bmpomol — 10 0LAgD 00d—0£ZLL\s#24pX\PPOoINY\00d 0522 1\0£Z£ 1\000Z L\[0dd\:M :dwpu Buimpig





ﬁ City of Lawrence

Project Understanding/ Approach

configurations are provided. These
intersections include lowa Street & Bob
Billings Parkway/15" Street, lowa Street &
University Drive, and lowa Street &
Stratford Road. The discussion below will
include a separate discussion for the Bob
Billings Parkway/15™ Street intersection
and a combined discussion for the
University Drive and Stratford Road
intersections.

lowa Street & Bob Billings
Parkway/15" Street

After receiving the City of Lawrence
current traffic counts and the future traffic
projections from KDOT, we prepared a
traffic analysis using the Synchro program.
We analyzed several scenarios for this
intersection including:

e The existing configuration,

¢ Using the existing second through lane
on Bob Billings Parkway/15" Street as
a dedicated right turn only lane,

¢ Adding a right turn only lane on both
legs of Bob Billings Parkway/15th Street,

¢ Adding a right turn only lane on both
legs of lowa Street with one left turn
lane,

¢ Adding a right turn only lane on both
legs of lowa Street with dual left turn
lanes.

To provide the most appropriate level of
service for the 2030 traffic projections,
initially it appears the best solution is to
add a dedicated right turn only lane on the
east and west legs of Bob Billings
Parkway/15"™ Street and to add a right turn
only lane to the north leg of lowa Street
and dual lefts at both legs of lowa Street.
This configuration is shown on Figure 5 on
the following page.

As shown in the “Traffic Modeling” section,
the lengths of the recommended turn lanes
are:

lowa Street:

= Dual Left Turn Lanes, Two Through
Lanes, and a Right Turn Only Lane
in Each Direction.

* Northbound Dual Left-Turn Lanes —
250 feet

* Northbound Right Turn Only Lane —
250 feet

= Southbound Dual Left-Turn Lanes —
250 feet

= Southbound Right Turn Only Lanes
— 275 feet

Bob Billings Parkway/15" Street:
= One Left Turn Lane, Two Through
Lanes, and a Right Turn Only Lane
in Each Direction.
= Eastbound Left Turn Lane — 225 feet
= Eastbound Right Turn Only Lane —

200 feet

= Westbound Left Turn Lane — 175
feet

= Westbound Right Turn Lane — 175
feet

While, on the surface, this may seem to be
a drastic change from the existing
intersection, it is generally no more than
adding a new lane for any of the legs of
the intersection. More specifically, the
changes can be described as follows:

e South Leg of lowa Street — remains
virtually unchanged in width. That
existing leg is already wide enough to
provide the proposed seven lanes of
traffic. Essentially the turn lanes would
need to be lengthened. In addition, the
second left turn lane could be added by
revising the existing pavement
markings.

o North Leg of lowa Street — will require
the addition of the southbound right turn
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only lane. This will likely impact the
trees between the existing lowa Street
pavement and the adjacent church
parking lot on the northwest corner of
the intersection. It appears the right
turn only lane can be added and still
keep the adjacent sidewalk within the
existing right-of-way. The proposed
second left turn lane can be added by
revising the existing pavement
markings.

West Leg of Bob Billings Parkway/15™
Street — will require the addition of the
eastbound right turn only lane. While
the area for the addition of the right turn
only lane is wide open, Figure 5 does
show the existing eastbound lanes
already cross the existing right-of-way.
This right-of-way is from the City’'s GIS,
so one of the early steps in the project
will be to determine the actual right-of-
way along the south side of Bob Billings
Parkway/15" Street.

East Leg of Bob Billings Parkway/15"
Street — will require the most work of
any of the legs. The only additional
lane we are proposing is a westbound
right turn only lane. However, if we

issue along this leg is there are two
through lanes that merge together. We
have also considered the possibility of
adding a third lane to the section of 15"
Street between lowa Street and Engel
Road. The third lane would be an
additional eastbound lane, which could
serve two purposes. First the proposed
improvements recommend dual left turn
lanes from southbound lowa Street and
two through lanes heading eastbound
on Bob Billings Parkway/15" Street.
The additional lane would allow this
traffic coming onto eastbound 15"
Street more time to merge. Secondly,
the additional through lane could
become a dedicated right turn only lane
into the University of Kansas
dormitories. If this is a desirable option
for you, we would need to determine
how this might fit in with the project
budget. This could be done once we
can get a clearer picture of the other
proposed improvements to see if the
addition of a lane on 15" Street fits
within the budget.

lowa Street & University Drive/lowa

push this lane into the
existing green space
north of the existing
lanes, there is a chance §
we will be encountering
rock excavation, which
is located somewhat
close to the existing
houses at the top of the
hill. If we push it south,
we will be encroaching
on the University’s signs. The biggest
change for the intersection is the length
of the left turn lane. With this
lengthening, we will need to slightly
revise the geometry of this leg to get
everything to fit. Another potential

Street & Stratford Road

For the two
intersections at
University Drive and
Stratford Road, City
Staff has suggested
an additional lane.
After reviewing the
preliminary traffic
model we prepared,
these intersections
can operate effectively as two lane
intersections. However, adding a third
lane will only improve a driver’s ability to
make turning movements in these
locations. Based on cursory review of the
plan layout, it appears a third lane could fit
within the existing right-of-way. The
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biggest concern we have with making
these three lane intersections is the
response we might receive from the folks
who live in the West Hills area and raised
previous concerns about adding the
dedicated center turn lane on lowa Street.

Based on our preliminary traffic model,
there are no other intersections within the
project limits that will require modifications.

Bob Billings Parkway/15™ Street
Profile Issues

In discussions with City
Staff, they would like to
see the west leg of the
Bob Billings

Parkway/15™ Street
intersection be modified
to eliminate the steep
median between the
westbound and
eastbound legs. In our
discussions, we have
noted the fact that if you
turn from the northbound
left turn lane on lowa
Street onto the westbound
lanes of Bob Billings
Parkway/15" Street, there
is a noticeable bump.
Eliminating this from the
profile would be desirable.

Figures 6A and 6B show plan and profile
views for the west and east legs of Bob
Billings Parkway/15™ Street, respectively.
On Figure 6A, we have shown the
“Existing Profile Right”, which is the
eastbound lanes and the “Existing Profile
Left”, which is the westbound lanes. Also
on that figure is a proposed profile, and as
you can, it is relatively steep, which is due
to the surrounding topography. As is
shown on the profile view, the existing
eastbound and westbound lanes do not

have the same elevation until
approximately 77+00 on Bob Billings
Parkway. Therefore, we would likely need
to reconstruct approximately 650 feet of
this roadway to alleviate the original
concerns. To help illustrate the
differences between the westbound and
eastbound lanes, we have cut six cross
sections, which are shown on Figure 6C.

A significant advantage to reconstructing
this portion of Bob Billings Parkway is that
this intersection will not
need to be modified a
second time when the
City proceeds forward
with the reconstruction of
Bob Billings Parkway at
some point in the near
future. In addition, this
avoids a second set of
traffic control devices at
the intersection when Bob
Billings Parkway is

| reconstructed.

Similar to the discussion
about adding an
additional through lane to
i 15" Street, east of lowa
Street, we will want to get
a clearer picture of what
the proposed improvements will be to the
lowa Street corridor before being able to
determine if the proposed improvements to
Bob Billings Parkway can fit within the
project budget.

Utility Issues

We have had discussions with each utility
company that has facilities within the
project limits. In addition, we have studied
maps provided by utility companies, we
have studied your GIS system, and we
have walked the site to obtain a thorough
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understanding of the utilities in the area.
The following discussion is a brief
summary of our findings. Obviously, as a
part of the design process, we will have all
facilities located and surveyed and provide
more detailed information regarding the
utility locations and our potential impact on
them.

City of Lawrence

Water

The City’s utility department is in the
process of completing a waterline
improvements project along lowa Street,
from University Drive to 9" Street. We
have obtained a set of the plans for this
project and they depict new waterline in
the following locations within the lowa
Street project limits:

e 12-inch ductile iron pipe — main six feet
to eight feet behind the east back of curb
line of lowa Street from University Drive
to Oxford Road. -

e 12-inch ductile iron pipe - main directly
under the east back of curb line of lowa
Street from Oxford Road to Yale Road.

¢ Eight-inch restrained joint PVC -
crossing lowa Street inside a 16-inch
steel casing south of Orchard Lane.

e 12-inch DIP - crossing lowa Street inside
a 20-inch steel casing south of Harvard
Road.

¢ Eight-inch restrained joint PVC -
crossing lowa Street inside a 16-inch
steel casing north of Yale Road.

In addition to the main locations listed
above, there are several existing service
lines and meters that will need to be
accounted for through design and
construction.

The location of the new waterline
improvements along lowa Street is very

similar to the location of the existing
waterline along the Kasold Drive, Clinton
Parkway to 31% Street project. Due to the
proximity to the new curb line, underdrain
and proposed storm sewer, minor
relocations may be necessary to miss new
curb inlets. In an effort to minimize or
eliminate relocations, we will explore the
use of special inlet structures.

Sanitary Sewer

The existing sanitary sewer within the
project limits was constructed in the 1950’s
and 1960’s. The City’s utility department
indicated they do not have condition
assessment information available. Prior to
developing our scope, we will work with
City Utility staff to determine the condition
of the existing infrastructure. If the existing
infrastructure is in poor condition, City
Utility staff may want to replace the portion
of their system that would ultimately be
under the new roadway. Furthermore,
relocations may be necessary to avoid
conflict with some of the proposed
improvements.

Existing sanitary sewer facilities can be
found in the following locations:

¢ Eight-inch VCP - flows east to west
under the east bound lanes of Bob
Billings Parkway/15" Street, east of lowa
to a manhole on the southeast corner of
Bob Billings Parkway/15" Street and
lowa Street.

¢ Eight-inch VCP - crosses diagonally
flowing northwesterly from the manhole
at the southeast corner of Bob Billings
Parkway/15™ Street and lowa Street to a
manhole under the pavement at the
northwest corner of Bob Billings
Parkway/15" Street and lowa Street.

¢ Eight-inch VCP — flows north under the
southbound lanes of lowa Street from
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the manhole at the northwest corner of
Bob Billings Parkway/15™ Street and
lowa Street to a manhole roughly 370’
north of the Bob Billings Parkway/15™
Street and lowa Street Intersection.

¢ Eight-inch DIP — flows east to west and
crosses lowa Street roughly 380’ south
of the intersection of Terrace Road and
lowa Street.

¢ Eight-inch VCP - flows west to east and
crosses lowa Street on the south side of
Terrace Road.

Storm Sewer

In an effort to learn more about the storm
sewer system along lowa Street, we
conducted a site visit, met with the City’s
Stormwater Engineer, downloaded GIS
information, and obtained old lowa Street
Plans. The following is a summary of our

findings:

e 15-inch storm sewer
draining south to
north under the
southbound lanes of
lowa Street south of
Bob Billings
Parkway/15" Street.

¢ 15-inch and 24-inch
storm sewer draining
south to north on the east side of lowa
Street to a junction box approximately
160 feet south of Bob Billings
Parkway/15th Street. A portion of this is
under existing pavement.

e 24-inch storm sewer draining east to
west crossing lowa Street approximately
160 feet south of Bob Billings
Parkway/15"™ Street.

e 24-inch storm sewer draining south to
north crossing Bob Billings Parkway/15™
Street east of lowa.

e 24-inch storm sewer draining east to

west crossing lowa Street north of Bob
Billings Parkway/15™ Street. This lines
continues down the north side of Bob
Billings Parkway/15" Street past the
church entrance where it crosses over
and continues west under the median.

15-inch storm sewer draining the
Westwood cul-de-sac drops vertically
into a curb inlet on the east side of lowa
Street approximately 160 feet north of
Bob Billings Parkway/15™ Street.

15-inch storm sewer draining north to
south behind lowa Street’s east curb line
north of Bob Billings Parkway/15"
Street.

15-inch and 18-inch storm sewer
draining north to south under the
southbound lanes north of Bob Billings
Parkway/15" Street.

| * Five-foot by four-foot
& reinforced concrete box
W (RCB) draining east to
B west and crossing lowa
Street approximately
580 feet north of Bob
Billings Parkway/15th
Street. This structure
shows up on City GIS
as 60" CMP. Our site
visit revealed a five-foot x four-foot
reinforced concrete box structure. Old
lowa Street plans from 1952 show that
the structure was built with that project.
We will need to discuss this structure
with the City’s Stormwater Engineer.
The RCB is 20-30 feet deep and would
be very costly to replace. Also, it would
be nearly impossible to replace without
closing lowa Street, which you would like
very much to avoid. One alternative to
replacing it is to supplement it by boring
and jacking a pipe parallel to the existing
RCB. The solution will likely depend on
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the condition of the structure and its
remaining life expectancy.

e 15-inch storm sewer draining east to
west crossing lowa Street approximately
160 feet north of Terrace Road.

e 15-inch storm sewer draining north to
south behind lowa Street’s west curb
line. This line crosses Terrace Road
and discharges into a ditch that parallels
the west side of lowa Street south of
Terrace Road.

e 15-inch storm sewer draining south to
north on the east side of lowa Street.
This line runs from a curb inlet on the
south side of Harvard to a curb inlet on
the north side of Harvard.

e Three-foot by two-foot reinforced
concrete box draining east to west
crossing lowa Street approximately 50
feet north of Harvard. This line drains
back to the northwest corner of lowa
Street and Harvard and then continues
west down Harvard out of the project
limits.

During our discussions with City staff, we
heard they would like to change the way
the existing storm system functions in a
couple locations.

First, there is a
flume running along
the east lowa Street
curb line just north
of Bob Billings
Parkway/15"
Street. City staff
would like to see
this flume
eliminated. The

long flume was likely constructed because
a normal curb inlet would not work due to
a conflict with the fiber optic line on the
east side of lowa. A better solution in this

area may be the special flume inlets we
used on the Kasold Drive, Clinton Parkway
to 31 Street project. This special
structure has a much shorter flume
perpendicular to the curb and functions
more like a traditional curb inlet. The new
sidewalk on the east side of lowa Street
will likely be adjacent to the flume of the
new inlet. If this is the case, we will design
the inlets to have a covered flume to
prevent pedestrians from falling into the
flume.

The second location they would like to
change is just north of the existing flume
we just discussed. There is a curb inlet
that has a 15-inch CMP draining into the
top of the structure. This 15-inch CMP
drains the Westwood Road cul-de-sac and
enters the lowa Street right-of-way
elevated above the top of the curb inlet,
which is a very unique situation. Typically,
the pipe would drain into the inlet from the
back and underground. We are
speculating that it was constructed in an
elevated and exposed position to reduce
the amount of rock excavation. Shallow
rock is prevalent in this area. In order to
accommodate the new sidewalk that will
be added to the east side of lowa Street,
the vertical pipe system will need to
change. We would
consider the following

= | three solutions:

1. Construct a junction
box on the east side of
the new sidewalk. The
existing CMP would
drain into the east side
2 of the junction box.

I Water draining from the
CMP would experience a drop down to
an elevation that would allow it to flow
out the west side and under the
sidewalk. This option is the more
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traditional solution but would require
extensive rock excavation.

2. Cut the existing 15-inch CMP at the
top of the rock ledge and allow the
water to cascade down the rock ledge
on the east side of the new sidewalk.
A flume would then be installed under
the sidewalk to drain the water from
the east side of the new sidewalk to
the back of a curb inlet on the west
side of the new sidewalk.

3. Reroute the flow from Westwood Road
to drain north into the open channel
that ultimately crosses lowa Street
through the 5'x4’ reinforced concrete
box. We would have to assess the
adverse affects the additional flow
would have on the downstream
system.

Lastly, in past meetings with City Staff,
they have indicated a desire to possibly
design arterial roads for a larger design
storm. During our design criteria
discussion, we will discuss whether we will
design to a 10, 25 or 50 year storm event.

LightCore

The City GIS information depicted a fiber
optic line behind the east lowa Street curb
line the entire length of the project. We
spoke with James Risner with the City’s
Traffic Department, Shoeb Uddin with the
Public Works Department and Bobby
Kennedy and Kirk Thoelke with LightCore
to learn more about the fiber optic facility.
The fiber optic line shown on City GIS is
actually a group of five ducts — two, 1-1/4”
orange LightCore ducts, two, 1-1/4” green
KDOT ducts and one, 1-1/4" blue City
duct. Based on discussions with Bobby
Kennedy, these facilities could range from
three to 12 feet deep.

Mr. Kennedy explained the ducts in great
detail. One LightCore duct is vacant and
the other contains a 96-count hybrid fiber.
The hybrid fiber is half LEAF fiber and half
single mode fiber. Twelve of those 96
fibers are KDOT fibers. If relocations are
necessary, KDOT will be financially
responsible for relocating their portion of
this duct group. More specifically, they will
have to pay for 2/5 of the duct relocations
and 12/96 of the fiber relocations.

As we write this proposal, the City’s duct
sits vacant. That is likely to soon change.
During discussions with City Staff, they
indicated the City is in the process of
working with Olsson and Associates to
complete an Intelligent Transportation
System (ITS) project. Based on
discussions with Olsson and Associates,
the ITS project will include running a 288-
count fiber through the City’s vacant duct,
tying the new fiber in with existing traffic
signals, and installing proposed hand
holes at the southeast corner of the Oxford
Road and lowa Street intersection and
south of the University Drive and lowa
Street intersection. In addition, a closed
circuit camera will be installed at the
northwest corner of Bob Billings
Parkway/15™ Street and lowa Street. This
project is scheduled to be complete by the
end of the year.

The City may want to consider delaying
the ITS project until the geometrics of the
lowa Street Improvements have been
agreed upon. Delaying the project could
be prudent for two reasons:

LightCore indicated they are responsible
for relocating the City’s vacant duct.
LightCore thinks the City would be
responsible for relocating their new fiber
within the duct.
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The new geometrics could be in conflict
with the existing hand holes or the new
hand holes planned to be installed with the
ITS project. The City obviously would not
want to relocate a brand new fiber optic
line or new hand holes. During design,
Bartlett & West will review the agreement
between LightCore, KDOT, and the City to
determine which percentage of relocation
each entity is responsible for.

Bartlett & West will design around the duct
bank to reduce or completely eliminate
necessary relocations. However, if
relocations are necessary, we will
coordinate with LightCore, KDOT, and City
staff to make sure the relocations are
designed and funded appropriately.
LightCore needs at least three months
lead time to have their facilities designed
and relocated. Kirk Thoelke will be our
contact for LightCore throughout the
project.

Westar

Westar has substantial facilities within the
project limits. Their main feed for the
University of Kansas is located at the
intersection of Bob Billings Parkway/15™
Street and lowa Street. They have both
underground and overhead facilities at that
intersection. From the intersection, their
main lines head west down the center of
the median of Bob Billings Parkway/15"
Street, east along the north side of Bob
Billings Parkway/15" Street, and north
along the west side of lowa Street. All of
the main lines are aerial as they head
west, east and north away from the Bob
Billings Parkway/15" Street and lowa
Street Intersection. There are some aerial
crossings along lowa Street to feed some
of the side roads to the east.

The scope of this project will include
widening of lowa Street, sidewalks on both
sides of lowa Street, and could include

some significant changes to the
intersection geometrics at Bob Billings
Parkway/15" Street and lowa Street.
Because of narrow right-of-way widths,
there is a potential for conflict between the
new sidewalk and existing power poles.
As we did on the Kasold Drive, Clinton
Parkway to 31°% Street project, we will
modify sidewalk alignments to miss power
poles where the right-of-way allows but
there may be areas where power pole
relocations are unavoidable. Another
element of design that could cause power
pole relocation is grade change adjacent
to the poles. If necessary, we will work
with Westar to coordinate grade issues. If
relocations are required, Westar needs at
least 49 working days to engineer and
construct their relocations.

We will need to determine if there is an
easement for the Westar facility that
existed prior to the roadway easement to
determine who has ultimate rights to the
corridor. If past plans are any indication, it
does not appear the Westar facility is
protected by an easement. Regardless,
we will verify their easement.

Lastly, there are existing street lights on
both the east and west side of lowa Street.
At the beginning of the project we will
discuss street lighting with Westar and the
City so this is an issue that is addressed
up front. It will be important to discuss
street lighting with the public and the
Commissioners early in the process to get
everyone’s buy-in.

Southern Star Gas Company
Fortunately, there are no Southern Star
gas facilities within the project limits.

Black Hills Energy
We discussed the lowa Street project with
Black Hills Energy personnel. Following
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our discussion, they sent us maps of their
facilities for the lowa Street Corridor.
Starting from the south, Black Hills Energy
has a 6-inch main that crosses lowa Street
south of KU’s Visitor's Center, which is
south of the Bob Billings Parkway/15™
Street and lowa Street intersection. This
main crosses from the east side to the
west side and follows the west curb line to
a cluster of valves at the southwest corner
of Bob Billings Parkway/15™ Street and
lowa Street. From this cluster of valves, a
6-inch main heads west following the
south right-of-way line for Bob Billings
Parkway/15" Street and a 4-inch main
crosses Bob Billings Parkway/15" Street
and follows the west lowa Street curb line
to the north. The 4-inch main runs north to
Yale and is located 7-12’ off the west lowa
Street curb line. In addition to the main
on the west side, a two-inch main runs 6-
10’ behind the east lowa Street curb line
from Harvard Road to the north side of
Yale Road. two-Inch and 4-Inch lines
cross lowa Street where side roads
intersect from the east.

AT&T

AT&T has buried cable on the north side of
Bob Billings Parkway/15" Street that
crosses lowa Street. Along the west side
of lowa Street, they have a combination of
buried and aerial cable the entire length of
the project. From just north of University
Drive to Yale Road they have buried fiber
optic lines in addition to humerous buried
cable lines on the west side of lowa Street.
Their facilities on the east side of lowa
Street between Terrace Road and Yale
Road consist of a combination of buried
and aerial cable and buried fiber optic. As
you can see, there will likely be significant
relocations needed to accommodate the
widening of lowa Street, new sidewalks
and storm sewer.

Sunflower Broadband

Sunflower Broadband has a vault at the
southwest corner of Bob Billings
Parkway/15" Street and lowa Street.
From the vault, they have two coaxial
cables and a fiber optic line heading south,
west, and to the power pole roughly seven
-foot away. All of their facilities north of
the power pole at the southwest corner of
Bob Billings Parkway/15™ Street and lowa
Street and within the project limits are
aerial.

Geotechnical Issues

On recent projects we have designed for
the City of Lawrence, including Kasold
Drive, Clinton Parkway to 31% Street and
25" Terrace, O'Connell to Franklin Road,
the City has only had us drill borings to
determine rock depths. On those projects,
the threat of rock at shallow cuts was very
limited. On this project, geotechnical
expertise is likely to play a more significant
role for a few reasons.

First, when we were walking this project in
the field preparing to develop this
proposal, we talked with a R.D. Johnson
staff member who is currently working on
the waterline installation along lowa Street.
He indicated rock is pretty shallow on this
project — four to five feet deep in several
locations. In addition, he mentioned the
existing pavement thickness varied quite a
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Memorandum
City of Lawrence
Public Works

TO: David L. Corliss, City Manager

FROM: David P. Cronin, P.E., City Engineer

CC: Charles Soules, P.E., Director of Public Works
Date: August 15, 2012

RE: Project PW1012 - Iowa Reconstruction - Irving Hill Overpass to Yale Rd.
Project update, right-of-way acquisition/vacation agreement with Immanuel
Lutheran Church

Project Details
This project includes the complete reconstruction of Iowa Street from the Irving Hill

overpass to Yale Road. Reconstruction includes full depth pavement removal and
concrete replacement, curb and gutter, subgrade preparation, storm sewer and drainage
improvements. The improvement details include:
e Two lanes north and southbound at 11" wide
e 12’ wide center turn lane
e 6'sidewalk on the west side and 6’ sidewalk on the east side from Harvard to
University, and from 15" St. to the Irving Hill overpass
e Intersection improvements at Bob Billings Parkway/15" Street to include dedicated
right turn lanes in all directions, dual left turn lanes on north and southbound Towa
e Reconstruction of Bob Billings Parkway west of Iowa approximately 600, including a
10" shared-use path from Crestline to Iowa
e Reconstruction of 15th Street east of Iowa approximately 500", including a dedicated
right turn lane to Engel Road

Project Update

Utility relocations have been ongoing this year with anticipated completion in
September. Plans will be finished in October and the project bid in January 2013.
Construction is scheduled to start in February 2013 and be complete by December 2013.

A public meeting was held June 21st at Fire Station #5 to provide information and
answer questions about the scope, construction schedule, access and traffic control.
The meeting was well attended by the neighbors and comments were favorable.
Residents and business fronting Iowa Street were ensured they have access throughout
the project. A public information sheet was distributed at the meeting and is attached.

Two major traffic control and sequencing items were emphasized at the meeting:





1. Traffic will be carried through the project for the entire duration but for the majority
of the project (March to November) traffic will be one lane in each direction, while the
roadway is constructed half at a time. Additionally, no left turns will be permitted
to/from Iowa Street from adjacent side streets and driveways. 2. The intersection of
15th St/Bob Billings Parkway with Iowa Street will be closed to turning traffic from May
20th (day after KU graduation) until early August. During this time, no traffic will be
allowed to turn to/from Iowa St to either 15th St or Bob Billings Parkway.

Also in June, the University of Kansas Design & Construction Management office
scheduled a meeting with City staff and the design consultant to meet with various
departments on campus to discuss the project. The main concern was access and
informational signage for those coming to KU for school, camps and athletic events. It
was agreed upon that signed detours will direct traffic to two different campus gateways
(11th & Mississippi or 19th & Naismith) depending on which direction they enter the city
(from the turnpike area to north or 23rd St area to south).

Right-of-way and easement acquisition / Immanuel Lutheran Church
agreement

Construction and pedestrian easements are needed for twenty-two tracts and acquisition
is almost complete. The total compensation for easements is approximately $25,000.

Right-of-way and easements are being donated from KU on the southwest corner of
Iowa and Bob Billings. KU has agreed to provide a construction easement at this
location that will serve as the construction staging area.

Dedicated right-of-way along Iowa is needed for the Immanuel Lutheran Church
property on the northwest corner of Iowa and Bob Billings Parkway to construct a
southbound right-turn lane and new sidewalk. To compensate the church for right-of-
way acquisition, the city will vacate existing right-of-way along Bob Billings Parkway that
is currently being used for an access drive. The church is agreeable to the exchange
and an agreement will be drafted between the city and the church. The city will process
the vacation of excess right-of-way and will schedule a vacation hearing upon execution
of the agreement.

Action Request
Authorize City Manager to enter into agreement with property owner to acquire right-of-

way in exchange of vacating existing right-of-way for improvements with the Iowa
Street reconstruction project.

Attachments:
Iowa & Bob Billings Parkway Plan Sheets
June 21st Public Meeting information sheet
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INSTALL STORM SEWER (18"X92’)(RCP)(W)
SEE SH. NO. 71,84,87

MANHOLE (ECCENTRIC), (MH—10B)

SEE SH. NO. 68,84,87

STA. 48+449.50, 37.50" LT. (BOB BILLINGS PKWY — 15TH ST)
CONSTRUCT STD. 6'X4’ CURB INLET, (Cl-11)
INSTALL STORM SEWER (18”X110")(RCP)(W)

SEE SH. NO. 71,84,87

STA. 47+31.12, 37.00° LT. (BOB BILLINGS PKWY — 15TH ST)
CONSTRUCT STANDARD MANHOLE ECCENTRIC, (Al—12)
INSTALL STORMS SEWER (18”X154"Y(RCP)(W)

STA 46+70.935 TO 49+27.63
CONSTRUCT 169.5 SY SIDEWALK (4”)
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STA 49+25.83 TO 49+35.83

CONSTRUCT 95.5 SY CONCRETE PAVEMENT

(10" UNIFORM)(AE)(NRDJ)

CROSSWALK SHALL BE STAMPED & COLORED
SUBSIDIARY TO CONCRETE PAVEMENT

STA. 13+22.74, 33.17 RT. (IOWA STREET)
CONSTRUCT STD. 4’ DIA. MANHOLE (ECCENTRIC), (MH—10A)
INSTALL STORMS SEWER (18"X90")(RCP)(W)

SEE SH. NO. 71,84,87
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STA 50+49.43, 57.01" LT. (BOB BILLINGS PKWY — 15TH ST)
CONSTRUCT 5.8 SY SIDEWALK RAMP(6")

STA 50+50.46 TO 50+60.46 (BOB BILLINGS PKWY — 15TH ST)

CONSTRUCT 96.4 SY CONCRETE PAVEMENT (10" UNIFORM)(AE)(NRDJ)
CROSSWALK SHALL BE STAMPED & COLORED SUBSIDIARY TO CONCRETE PAVEMENT

STA 50+60.46 TO 58+38.89 (BOB BILLINGS PKWY — 15TH ST)

CONSTRUCT 3229.0 SY CONCRETE PAVEMENT (10" UNIFORM)(AE)(NRDJ)

STA. 50+83.08, 44.50° LT. (BOB BILLINGS PKWY — 15TH ST)
CONSTRUCT STD. 6°X4’ CURB INLET, (CI-10)

INSTALL STORM SEWER (15"X54’)(RCP)(W)

SEE SH. NO. 68,84,87
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STA 49+40.43, 61.50" RT. (BOB BILLINGS PKWY — 15TH ST)
CONSTRUCT 7.8 SY SIDEWALK RAMP(67)
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STA 52+30.43, 29.61° RT. (BOB BILLINGS PKWY — 15TH ST)
CONSTRUCT 132.3 SY CONCRETE PAVEMENT

(8" UNIFORM)(AE)(NRDJ)(EARLY STRENGTH)

STA 52+56.58, 39.03° RT. (BOB BILLINGS PKWY — 15TH ST)
CONSTRUCT 8.5 SY SIDEWALK RAMP(6")

STA 52+52.66 TO 52+67.36
CONSTRUCT 8.0 SY SIDEWALK (47)

STA. 52+74.13, 30.71" RT. (BOB BILLINGS PKWY — 15TH ST)
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INSTALL STORM SEWER(15"X138")(RCP)(W)
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INSTALL 122 LF 15" RCP (SW)
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141.8 SY SIDEWALK CONSTRUCTION(6")(8")
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IOWA STREET ROADWAY IMPROVEMENTS
IRVING HILL BRIDGE TO HARVARD ROAD
PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING
JUNE 21, 2012

FREQUENTLY ASKED QUESTIONS

How will the roadway change along lowa Street?

The existing four lane roadway will be reconstructed as a 5-lane roadway with concrete pavement
with most of the widening occurring on the west side of the existing roadway. The fifth lane will
be used as a center turn lane. A new sidewalk will be constructed on the west side throughout the
limits of the project. On the east side, there will be a sidewalk along the project limits except for
the area between 15" Street and University Drive. At the intersection of lowa Street & Bob
Billings Parkway/15" Street, there will be dual left turn lanes and right turn only lanes for both
northbound and southbound traffic.

How will the roadway change along Bob Billings Parkway/15" Street?
Along Bob Billings Parkway, the elevation difference between the westbound and eastbound
lanes near lowa Street will be eliminated, as will the median in that area. There will be one left
turn lane from Bob Billings Parkway onto lowa Street. A right turn only lane will be added for
eastbound Bob Billings Parkway traffic to southbound lowa Street.

Along 15" Street, the second eastbound through lane will be carried to Engel Street. In addition,
the existing median will be removed and a left turn only lane will be built in its place. Finally, a
right turn only lane for traffic turning north on lowa Street will be constructed.

What is the construction schedule?
The preliminary timetable to start construction is February/March of 2013. The contract
documents will require the contractor to complete the project by the end of 2013.

Will lowa Street be open to traffic during construction?

Yes. There will always be one lane of traffic in each direction on lowa Street. However, Bob
Billings Parkway/15" Street will be closed from approximately May 20th (day after KU
graduation) to August 15",

How will I access my property during construction?

The contractor will be responsible for maintaining access to all properties during construction.
The contractor will communicate with residents/businesses during construction as the temporary
access routes change. No left turns will be allowed during construction.

Who should I contact with questions/comments?
All correspondence should be directed to David Cronin, City Engineer. He can be contacted by
phone at (785)832-3130 or by email at dcronin @lawrenceks.org.
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Memorandum
City of Lawrence

Public Works

TO: David L. Corliss

FROM: Chuck Soules

CC: Cynthia Wagner, Diane Stoddard, Shoeb Uddin, Joe Caldwell, Jeff Jones
Date: August 18, 2010

RE: Iowa Street (US-59 Highway), Yale Road to Bob Billings Parkway

Street Reconstruction and Geometric Improvements — PW1012
Engineering Services Agreement for Surveying
August 18, 2010 City Commission Agenda

Background: Iowa Street was constructed in 1951 — almost 60 years ago. On April 27, 2010
the City Commission received a report from staff on the condition of Iowa Street from Yale
Road to Bob Billings Parkway, noting this area had the most significant failures (4/27/10
memo). The direction from the City Commission was to proceed with design for reconstruction
of this section of Iowa. Staff recommended the engineering firm of Bartlett & West to complete
the design of this project and the City Commission approved this recommendation on July 13,
2010.

Status: The City milled and overlaid Iowa from Irving Hill Overpass to Yale Road earlier this
spring as a result of significant deterioration due to the severe winter and failing base.
Significant rutting is now occurring on the northbound and southbound lanes south of Bob
Billings Parkway. Attached are pictures of core samples which show the base failure.

Because this is a State Highway, staff and Bartlett & West met with KDOT to discuss the scope
of the project. Traffic modeling, utility issues and KDOT expectations were discussed as well as
design issues for lane widths, intersection improvements, pavement section and materials.

Details: To get the project moving, staff is requesting City Commission consideration of a
contract with Bartlett & West to begin surveying Iowa from Harvard Road to Bob Billings
Parkway. KDOT plan development/review is a 27 month schedule and the City would like to
bid this project at the end of 2011/beginning of 2012 (18 months).

In order to provide the consultant with a well defined scope of service and receive the most
cost effective project, several issues need further investigation, discussion, and clarification to
direct what improvements should be included within the project.

Issues Needing Further Review:
e Project Limits — Will the project extend south of Bob Billings Parkway? This would include

both engineering and construction costs.

e Sidewalks - The sidewalk on the west side is continuous. The east side has a new sidewalk
that ends at University Drive. Do we want to continue the sidewalk on the east side to Bob
Billings Parkway? There is a significant drainage channel to cross and a hill at the
intersection. Staff has also been asked to evaluate if a multiuse path could be included in
the project. Issues of right-of-way, cost, and design need to be reviewed further for the
sidewalk/multiuse path needs.





e Intersection - If the project extends south of Bob Billings Parkway should the intersection be
included? Should the intersection be reconstructed with the same configuration or look at
future traffic needs (right-turn lanes, dual left turn lanes)?

e The westbound lane of Bob Billings Parkway has a substantial grade difference. If the
intersection is rebuilt should the grade of the westbound leg on Bob Billings Parkway be
improved?

Staff would like to provide the Commission with additional information on these items and
receive direction before an engineering contract is completed. This will ensure that we do not
over/under design the project and are able to deliver the most efficient design.

Action requested: Authorize City Manager to enter into an Engineering Services Agreement
with Bartlett & West for surveying services in an amount of $33,575.00.

Respectfully submitted,

(lik -4

Charles F. Soules, P.E.
Director of Public Works

CFS/je
Attachments: April 27, 2010 Memo

Photographs
Surveying Agreement





Photographs in March 2010 prior to and during the emergency repair overlay.

03/10/2010

03/15/2010






Photographs in August 2010 of sample cores/locations/distresses.











ENGINEERING SERVICES AGREEMENT

FOR CONSTRUCTION OF PUBLIC IMPROVEMENTS

THIS AGREEMENT is made in Douglas County, Kansas, by and between the City

of Lawrence, Kansas, hereinafter called the City, and _Bartlett & West, Inc. ,

hereinafter called the Consultant. The City intends to construct an improvement project
(hereinafter called the Project) in Lawrence, Kansas, described in Exhibit A.

The City hereby contracts with the Consultant for professional engineering services
in connection with the project, for such engineering services more particularly described
herein in consideration of the mutual covenants herein set forth. By executing this
Agreement, the Consultant represents to the City that the Consultant is professionally
qualified to do this project and is licensed to practice engineering by all public entities
having jurisdiction over the Consultant and the project.

SECTION I - DEFINITIONS

As used in this Agreement, the following terms shall have the meanings ascribed
herein unless otherwise stated or reasonably required by the contract, and other

forms of any defined words shall have a meaning parallel thereto.

“Additional Services” means any services requested by the City which are not

covered by this Agreement.
“Agreement” means this contract and includes change orders issued in writing.
“City” means the City of Lawrence, Kansas.

January 1, 1998





“City Engineer” means the person employed by the City with the title of City

Engineer who is licensed to practice engineering in the State of Kansas.
“Consultant” means the company or individual identified on page 1. Consultant shall
employ for the services rendered, engineers, architects, landscape architects, and
surveyors licensed by the Kansas State Board of Technical Professions.

“Contract Documents’” means those documents so identified in the Contract for

Construction for this project including engineering documents. All terms defined in
said General Conditions shall have the same meaning when used in this contract
unless otherwise specifically stated or in the case of a conflict in which case the
definition used in this Agreement shall prevail in the interpretation of this contract.

“Engineering Documents” means all documents required or reasonably implied by

the nature of the project, including, but not limited to, plans, specifications,
drawings, tracings, designs, calculations, sketches, computer models and reports.

“Engineering Services” means the professional services, labor, materials, supplies,

testing and other acts or duties required of Consultant under this Agreement together
with such other services as City may require pursuant to the terms of this
Agreement.

“Project” is as described in Exhibit A.

“Subsurface Borings and Testing” means borings, probings, and subsurface

explorations, laboratory tests and inspections of samples, materials and equipment;

and appropriate professional interpretations of all the foregoing.





SECTION II - PAYMENT

A. COMPENSATION.

1. Maximum Total Fee and Expense: The City agrees to pay the Consultant a

fee based on the actual hours expended on the project at the rates indicated in
the attached Fee Schedule, Exhibit B and the actual reimbursable expenses
permitted under this contract and incurred on this project, but not to exceed

a maximum fee of $33.575.00 . This fee is based on the scope of

services outlined in this Agreement and is projected and shall be completed on

or before _ 10/15/2010 . Payment to Consultant shall not exceed the

following amounts in each phase as detailed in Exhibit B. Other methods of
compensation are allowed only after written approval by the City Engineer.

2. Hourly Rate: Any Additional Services which are not set forth in this
Agreement will be charged on the basis of the hourly rate schedule attached
hereto as Exhibit B and reimbursable expenses not contemplated in this
Agreement will be charged on actual cost. No Additional Services or costs
shall be incurred without proper written authorization of the City.

3. Reimbursable Expenses: Reimbursable expenses shall be included in the total

maximum fee. Reimbursable expenses include expenses of transportation in
connection with the project; expenses in connection with -authorized out-of-

town travel; long-distance communications; expenses of printing and





reproductions, postage and facsimile transmissions; expenses of renderings
and models requested by the City and other costs as authorized by the City.
Reimbursable expenses will not include overhead costs or additional insurance
premiums. These costs should be included in your hourly rate structure.

Sales Tax: Compensation as provided for herein is exclusive of any sales,
use or similar tax imposed by taxing jurisdictions on the amount of
compensation, fees or services. Should such taxes be imposed, the City shall
reimburse the Consultant in addition to the contractual amounts provided.
The City shall provide tax exempt number if required, and if requested by the
Consultant.

Billing: Consultant shall bill the City monthly for all services and
reimbursable expenses. It is understood by the Consultant that monthly pay
requests must be received by the 5™ day of the month. The bill submitted
by Coﬁsultant shall itemize the services and reimbursable expenses for which
payment is requested, notwithstanding any claim for interest or penalty
claimed in a Consultant’s invoice. The City agrees to pay the Consultant
within ten (10) days of approval by:the governing body. Payment of invoice

will be made within 30 days of invoice date.





City’s Right to Withhold Payment: In the event the City becomes credibly

informed that any representations of the Consultant provided in its monthly
billing are wholly or partially inaccurate, the City may withhold payment of
sums then, or in the future, otherwise due to the Consultant until the
inaccuracy and the cause thereof is corrected to the City’s reasonable
satisfaction. In the event the City questions some element of an invoice, that
fact shall be made known to the Consultant immediately. The Consultant
will help effect resolution and transmit a revised invoice if necessary.

Progress Reports: A written progress report, as set out in Exhibit C, must be

submitted with each monthly pay request indicating which specific design
tasks and their percentage have been completed to date, and tasks that will
be performed the following month. This report will serve as support for
payment to the Consultant.

Time is of the Essence: Consultant will perform the services in a timely

manner; however, if during their performance, for reasons beyond the control
of the Consultant, protracted delays occur, the parties agree that they will
negotiate in writing an equitable adjustment of time and compensation, taking

into consideration the impact of such delays.

Change of Scope: For substantial modifications in authorized project scope,
and/or substantial modifications of drawings and/or specifications previously

accepted by the City, when requested by the City and through no fault of the





10.

Consultant, the Consultant shall be compensated for time and expense
required to incorporate such modifications at Consultant’s standard hourly
rates per Exhibit B. Provided, however, that any increase in contract price or
contract time must be requested by the Consultant and must be approved
through a written supplemental agreement. Consultant shall correct or revise
any errors or deficiencies in its designs, drawings or speéiﬁcations without
additional compensation when due to Consultant’s negligence, error, or

omission.

Additional Services: The Consultant shall provide, with the City’s

concurrence, services in addition to those listed in Section III, when such
services are requested, in §vriting, by the City. Prior to entering into any
additional services, the Consultant must submit a proposal outlining the
additional services to be provided, estimation of total hours and a maximum
fee based upon the hourly fee schedule attached hereto as Exhibit B.
Payment to the Consultant, as compensation for these ser\(ices, shall be in
accordance with the attached hourly rate schedule attached as Exhibit B.
Reimbursable expenses incurred in conjunction with additional services shaH
be paid separately and those reimbursable expenses shall be paid at actual
cost. Records of reimbursable expenses and expenses pertaining to additional
services and services performed on an hourly basis shall be made available to
the City if so requested in writing. Production of these documents shall be

made at the Consultant’s office during normal business





11.

hours within a reasonable time at a date and time mutually convenient to both

parties.

Supplemental Agreement: This Agreement may be amended to provide for

additions, deletions and revisions in the work or to modify the terms and
conditions thereof by written amendment. The contract price and contract
time may only be changed by a written supplemental agreement approved by
the City, unless it is the result of an emergency situation in which case the
City Engineer may give verbal approval to be followed by a written and
approved supplemental agreement. If notice of any change affecting the
general scope of the work or provisions of this Agreement, including but not
limited to, contract price or time, is a requirement of any insurance policy
held by the Consultant as a requirement of this Agreement, the giving of such

notice shall be the Consultant’s responsibility.

SECTION I1I - RESPONSIBILITIES OF CONSULTANT

The Consultant shall furnish and perform the various professional duties and
services in all phases of the project to which this Agreement as herein provided and which

are required for the completion of the project which services shall include:

PRELIMINARY DESIGN PHASE

1.

Services: The services to be provided during this phase are set out in Exhibit

A attached hereto and incorporated by reference.





Preliminary Design Documents: The Consultant shall furnish the City three

(3) copies of the above preliminary design documents for review as set out in
Exhibit A.

Probable Cost: The Consultant shall furnish the City an opinion of probable
cost. The Consultant’s opinions of probable project costs, if provided for
herein, are to be made on the basis of Consultant’s experience and
qualifications. The Consultant cannot and does not guarantee that proposals,
bids, or actual total project or construction costs will not vary from opinions of
probable cost prepared by the Consultant. If the probable cost exceeds the
amount budgeted for the project, the City may terminate this contract at the
completion of this phase. The Consultant will be paid for all services provided
to complete this phase. If directed by the City, the Consultant shall modify the
drawings and specifications as necessary to achieve compliance with the

budgeted construction cost and be compensated according to Exhibit B.

B. FINAL DESIGN PHASE

1.

!

Services: The services to be provided during this phase are set out in Exhibit
A attached hereto and incorporated by reference.

Final Design Documents: The Consultant shall furnish the City the mylars

and two (2) copies of the above ﬁnal design plans as stated in Exhibit A.
The Consultant shall also provide a digital copy of the plans as detailed in

Exhibit D.





3. Contract Documents: The City standard contract documents shall be used and

the Consultant will furnish all details or specifications that are unique for this
particular project.
C. BIDDING PHASE
1. Services: The services to be provided during this phase are set out in Exhibit
A attached hereto and incorporated by reference.

2. Bids Exceeding Cost Estimate: If bids exceed the estimated cost, the City

may discuss, with the Consultant and the lowest bidder, ways to reduce the
cost. This discussion will be accomplished at no additional cost to the City.

D. CONSTRUCTION PHASE

1. Administration: It is understood that the City will provide in-house

administration of the construction agreement; however, the Consultant shall
consult with and advise the City and act as the City’s representative when
requested. The City does have the option to contract for construction
administration and observation services by separate agreement.

2. Contract Interpretation: ~When requested by the City, the Consultant shall

visit the site and issue necessary interpretations and clarifications of the.
contract documents. The Consultant shall provide such services at no cost to

the city.





Additional Drawings: If during construction, situations arise which require

additional drawings or details, or revision of the plan drawings or details, the
Consultant agrees to provide such additional drawings or revisions at no cost
to the City when such changes are required to correct Consultant’s errors or
omissions in the original design and preparation of construction drawings.
If such situations occur through no fault of the Consultant, or are beyond his
control, both parties agree to negotiate an equitable payment to the Consultant
for his services rendered, which shall be accomplished through a change
order.

Shop Drawings: The Consultant shall review and take appropriate action on

contractor’s shop drawings and samples, and the results of tests and
inspections and other data which each contractor is required to submit for the
purposes of checking | for compliance with the design concept and
conformance with the requirements of the contract documents. Such review
shall not extend to means, methods, sequences, techniques or procedures of
construction, or to safety precautions and programs incident thereto,

unless an obvious deficiency exists wherein the Consultant should advise the

City of such defect or deficiency so the same can be prevented.

10





E. GENERAL DUTIES AND RESPONSIBILITIES

1.

Personnel: The Consultant shall assign only qualified personnel to perform
any service concerning the project. At the time of execution of the agreement,

the parties anticipate that the following individual will perform

Joe Caldwell, Project Manager
as the principal(s) on this project, _ Stan Meyers, Principal-In-Charge

As principal on this project, this person shall be the primary contact with fhe
City Engineér, or another person so designated, and shall have authority to
bind the Consultant. So long as the individual named above remains activeiy
employed or retained by the Consultant, he/she shall perform the function of
principal on this project.

Independent Contractor: The Consultant is an independent contractor and as

such is not an employee of the City.

Special Services: The Consultant may be called on to serve as a Consultant

or witness in any litigation, arbitration, legal or administrative proceeding
arising out of this project. The Consultant shall not be paid extra by the City
if the appearance is to defend their professional engineering services. If the
Consultant is requested in writing by the City to appear as a witness, the
Consultant will be paid its hourly fee as reflected on the hourly rate schedule

attached hereto as Exhibit B.

11





Subsurface Borings and Material Testing: If tests additional to those

provided in Exhibit A are requested by the City for design, the Consultant
shall prepare specifications for the taking of the additional borings. Such
subsurface borings and testing, as defined herein, shall be provided by the
Consultant through other contractors. Payment to the Consultant will be
negotiéted in writing.

Service by and Payment to Others: Any work authorized in writing by the

City and performed by a third party other than the Consultant, or their
subconsultants in connection with the proposed project, shall be éontracted for
and paid for by the City directly to the third party or parties. Fees for extra
work shall be subject to negotiation between the City and the third party. Fees
shall be approved by the City prior to the execution of any extra work.
Although the Consultant maybassist the City in procuring such services of
third parties, the Consultant shall in no way be liable to either the City or such
third parties in any manner whatsoever for such services or for payment

thereof.

Subcontracting of Service: The Consultant shall not subcontract or assign

any of the architectural, engineering or consulting services to be performed
under this Agreement without first obtaining the written approval of the City
regarding the work to be subcontracted or assigned and the firm or person

proposed to accomplish the work. Neither the City nor the Consultant shall

12





assign any rights or duties under this Agfeement without the prior written
consent of the other party. Unless otherwise stated in the written consent to
an assignment, no assignment will release or discharge the assignor from any
obligation under this Agreement.

Endorsement:  The Consultant shall sign and seal all final plans,
speciﬁcations,?stimates and engineering data furnished by the Consultant.
The Consultant warrants to the best of their knowledge, information and
belief that their performance will be done in a professional manner. Any
review or approval by the City of any documents prepared by the Consultant,
including but not limited to the plans and specifications, shall be solely for
the purpose of determining whether such documents are consistent with the
City’s construction program and intent. No review of such documents shall
relieve the Consultant of their responsibility for the accuracy. It is the
Consultants responsibility to verify the existence of any and all rights-of-way
and easements, including temporary construcﬁon easements that are necessary
for the project. Rights-of-way and easements shown on the plans shall have
proper legal verification to prove their existence.

Professional Responsibility: The Consultant will exercise reasonable skill,

care and diligence in the performance of its services as is ordinarily possessed

and exercised by a professional engineer.
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9. Inspection of Documents: The Consultant shall maintain all project records
for inspection by the City during the contract period and for three (3) years
from the date of final payment.

SECTION IV - CITY OF LAWRENCE RESPONSIBILITIES

A. GENERAL DUTIES AND RESPONSIBILITIES

1. Communication: The City shall provide to the Consultant information and

criteria regarding the City’s requirement for the project; examine and timely
respond to the Consultant’s submissions; and give notice to thé Consultant,
who shall respond promptly, whenever the City observes or otherwise
becomes aware of any defect in the work. |

2. Access: The City will provide access agreements for the Consultant to enter
public and private property when necessary.

3. Duties: The City shall furnish and perform the various duties and services in
all phases of the project which are outlined and designated in Exhibit A as

the City’s responsibility.

4. Program and Budget: The City shall provide full information stating the
City’s objectives, séhedule, budget with reasonable’ contingencies, and
necessary design criteria.

5. Consultants: The City may contract with “specialty” Consultants when such

services are requested by the Consultant.
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6. Testing: Any tests required to supplement the scope of services or tests
required by law shall be furnished by the City.

7. Legal, Insurance, Audit: The City shall furnish all legal, accounting and

insurance counseling services as may be necessary at any time for the project.
The City shall furnish all bond forms required for the project.

8. Project Representative: The City Engineer, or the City Engineer’s designee,

shall represent the City in coordinating this project with the Consultant, with
authority to transmit instructions and define policies and decisions of the City.

SECTION V - GENERAL PROVISIONS

A. TERMINATION
1. Notice: The City reserves the right to terminate this Agreement for either
cause or for its convenience and without cause or default on the part of the
Consultant, by providing written notice of such termination fo the Consultant.
Upon receipt of such notice from City, the Consultant shall, at City’s option as
contained in the notice: Immediately cease all work and meet with City to
determine what work shall be required of the Consultant in order to bring the
project to a reasonable termination in accordance with the request of the City.
The Consultant shall also provide to the City digital and mylar copies of all
drawings and documents completed or partially completed at the date of

termination.
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The Consultant is entitled to terminate this contract by providing thirty (30)
days written notice.

Compensation for Convenience Termination: If City shall terminate for its

convenience as herein provided, City shall compensate Consultant for all
work completed to date prior to receipt of the termination notice.
Compensation shéll not include anticipatory profit or consequential damages,
neither of which will be allowed.

Compensation for Default Termination: If the City shall terminate for cause

dr default on the part of the Consultant, the City shall compensate the
Consultant for the reasonable cost of work completed to date of its receipt of
the termination notice. Compensation shall not include anticipatory profit or
consequential damages, neither of which will be allowed. The City also
retains all its rights and remedies against the Consultant including but not
limited to its rights to sue for damages, interest and attorney fees.

Incomplete Documents: Neither the Consultant, nor its subconsultant, shall

be responsible for errors or omissions in documents which are incomplete as a
result of an early termination under this section, the Consultant having been
deprived of the opportunity to complete such documents and certify them as

ready for construction.
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DISPUTE RESOLUTION

City and the Consultant agree that disputes relative to the project should first be
addressed by negotiations between the parties. If direct negotiations fail to resolve
the dispute, the party initiating the claim that is the basis for the dispute shall be free
to take such steps as it deems necessary to protect its interests provided, however, that
notwithstanding any such dispute the Consultant shall proceed with the work as per
this agreement as if no dispute existed.

OWNERSHIP OF ENGINEERING DOCUMENTS

All engineering documents prepared in connection with this project shall be the
property of the Consultant, whether the project for which they are made is executed
or not; however, the Consultant will provide the City a copy of all final documents,
including but not limited to prints and reproductions. Reports, plans, specifications
and related documents are the Consultant’s copyrighted instruments, and the
Consultant, at their option, may so identify them by appropriate markings. Provided
that the Consultant is paid in full for their services, then the City may reuse these final
documents without any additional compensation. However, such reuse shall be for
City use and the Consultant shall have no liability for City alteration to the

documents.
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INSURANCE

Unless otherwise specified, the City shall be shown as an additional insured on all

applicable insurance policies except professional liability and worker’s compensation.

All general and automobile liability insurance shall be written on an occurrence basis

unless otherwise agreed to in writing by the City. The City shall be given written

thirty (30) days notice of any insurance policy cancellation.

1.

Professional Liability: The Consultant shall maintain throughout the duration

of this contract Professional Liability Insurance in an amount not less than
one million dollars ($1,000,000), per claim and annual aggregate, and shall
provide the City with certification attached to this Agreement.

Commercial General Liability:

Each Occurrence $500,000

General Aggregate $500,000

The policy must also include personal injury; products/completed operations;
contractual liability and independent contractors.

Worker’s Compensation: The Consultant shall retain Worker’s

Compensation Insurance in the statutory amounts.

Employer’s Liability:

Bodily Injury by Accident $100,000 (each accident)
Bodily Injury by Disease $500,000 (policy limit)
Bodily Injury by Disease - $100,000 (each employee)
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Automobile Insurance: The Consultant shall maintain a policy in the

minimum amounts as required for general liability to protect against claims
for bodily injury and/or property damage arising out of the ownership or use
of any owned, hired and/or non-owned vehicle.

Industry Ratings: City will only accept coverage from an insurance carrier

which offers proof that it:

a) Is licensed to do business in the State of Kansas;

b) Carries a Best’s Policyholder rating of A or better; and

c) Carries at least a Class X financial rating; or is a company mutually
agreed upon by the City and Consultant.

Subconsultant’s Insurance: If a part of this agreement is to be sublet, the

Consultant shall either:

a) Cover all subconsultants in its insurance policies; or

b) Require each subconsultant not so covered to secure insurance which
will protect against all applicable hazards or risks of loss in the amount
so designated.

Whichever option is chosen, the Consultant shall indemnify and hold

harmless the City as to any and all damages, claims, or losses, including

attorney’s fees, arising out of the negligent acts or omissions of its

subconsultants.
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E.

INDEMNITY

Indemnify and Hold Harmless: For purposes of this agreement, the

Consultant hereby aggress to indemnify and hold harmless the City, its
employees and agents from any and all loss where loss is caused or incurred
in whole or in part as a result of the negligence or other actionable fault of
the Consultant, its affiliates, subsidiaries, employees, agents and
subconsultants/assignees and their respective servants, agents and employees,
in the performance of services pursuant to this Agreement.
N .

It is agreed as a specific element of consideration of this contract that this
indemnity shall apply notwithstanding the joint, concurring or contributory
or comparative fault or negligence of the City or any third party and, further
notwithstanding any theory of law including, but not limited to, a
characteﬂzafion of the City’s or any third party’s joint, concurring or
contributory or comparative fault or negligence as either passive or active in
nature; provided,‘ however that the Consultant’s obligation hereunder shall
not include amounts attributable to the fault or negligence of the City or any

third party for whom the Consultant is not responsible.
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In the case of any claims against the City, its employees or agents
indemnified under this Agreement, by an employee of the Consultant, its
affiliates, subsidiaries, or | subconsultant/assignees, the indemnification
obligation contained in this Agreement shall be limited to those losses caused
by the negligence of the Consultant but shall not be limited by any limitation
on amount or type of damages, compensation or benefits payable by or for
the Consultant, its affiliates, subsidiaries, or subconsultant/assignees, under
workers’ compensation acts, disability benefit acts, or other employee benefit
acts, as allowed by law. The Consultant’s obligation hereunder shall not
include amounts attributable to the fault or negligence of the City or any third
party for whom the Consultant is not responsible.

ENTIRE AGREEMENT

This Agreement constitutes the entire agreement between the parties and supersedes

all prior agreements, whether oral or written, covering the same subject matter. This

Agreement may not be modified or amended except in writing mutually agreed to and

accepted by both parties to this Agreement.

APPLICABLE LAW

This Agreement is entered into undér and pursuant to, and is to be construed and

enforceable in accordance with, the laws of the State of Kansas.
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ASSIGNMENT OF AGREEMENT

This Agreement shall not be assigned or transferred by either the Consultant or the
City without the written conseﬁt of the other.

NO THIRD PARTY BENEFICIARIES

Nothing contained herein shall create a contractual relationship with, or any rights in
favor of, any third party.

FEDERAL LOBBYING ACTIVITIES (Only applies to projects receiving federal
funds via the City)

3_1 USCA Section 1352 requires all subgrantees, contractors, subconsultants and
Consultants who receive federal funds via the City to certify that they will not use
federal funds to pay any person for influencing or attempting to influence a federal
agency or Congress in connection with the award of any federal contract, grant, loan
or cooperative agreements. In addition, contract applicants, recipients and
subrecipients must file a form disclosing any expenditures they make for lobbying

out of non-federal funds during the contract period.

Necessary forms are available from the City Engineer and should be returned to the
City with other final contract documents. It is the responsibility of the Consultant
to obtain executed forms from any of its subconsultants who fall within the provision

of the code and to provide the City with the same.
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COVENANT AGAINST CONTINGENT FEES

The Consultant warraﬁts that they have not employed or retained any company or
person, other than a bona fide employee working for the Consultant, to solicit or
secure this Agreement, and that they have not paid or agreed to pay any

company or person, other than a bona fide employee, any fee, commission,
percentage, brokerage fee, gifts, or any other consideration contingent upon or
resulting from the award or making of this Agreement. For breach or violation of
this warranty, the City may terminate this Agreement without liability or may, in its
discretion, deduct from the contract price or otherwise recover the full amount of
such fee, commission, percentage, brokerage fee, gift c;r contingent fee.
COMPLIANCE WITH LAWS

Consultant shall abide by all applicable federal, state and local laws, ordinances and
regulations applicable to this project until the Engineering Services required by this
Agreement are complete. Consultant shall secure all occupational and professional
licenses, permits, etc., from public and private sources necessary for the fulfillment of

their obligations under this agreement.

TITLES, SUBHEADS AND CAPITALIATION

Title and subheadings as used herein are provided only as a matter of convenience
E;Hd shall have no legal bearing on the interpretation of any provision of the
Agreement. Some terms are capitalized throughout the Agreement but the use of or

failure to use capitals shall have no legal bearing on the interpretation of such terms.
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N. SEVERABILITY CLAUSE
Should any provision of this Agreement be determined to be void, invalid,
unenforceable or illegal for whatever reason, such provisions shall be null and void;
provided, however, that the remaining provisions of this Agreement shall be
unaffected thereby and shall continue to be valid and enforceable.

0. HAZARDOUS MATERIALS
The Consultant and the Consultant’s subconsultants shall have no responsibility for
the discovery, presence, handling, removal, or disposal or exposure of persons to
hazardous materials in any form at the project site.

P.  EXECUTION OF CONTRACT
The parties héreto have caused this agreement to be executed in triplicate this

day of. )

The Consultant agrees to comply with the pfovisions of K.S.A. 44-1030, in the
Kansas Acts Against Discrimination, and Section 10-113 et seq. of the Code of the City of

Lawrence, Kansaé, Affirmative Action in Public Contracts.
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APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Director of Legal Services

CITY OF LAWRENCE, KANSAS

City Manager

Bartlett & West, Inc.
(Name of Consultant Firm)

B W‘@ Lultalll

zed Signatory — Joseph G. Caldwell

Vice President

Title
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II.

EXHIBIT A

SCOPE OF SERVICES

PROJECT LOCATION AND DESCRIPTION

1. Provide base survey for
Iowa Street from just north of Bob Billings Parkway/15™ Street to just
south of Harvard Road
SURVEY PHASE
1. Perform design survey as required to prepare plan and profile sheets. All

surveys of the project must tie to two different section corners. The survey
must have a linear closure of 1:15,000 as determined by the American
Congress on Surveying and Mapping. All survey data must be provided to
the city in digital format.

a) Provide topographical survey along lowa Street within the limits described
below. Limits of survey will be the north curb return at lowa Street &
Bob Billings Parkway/ 15" Street intersection and the south curb return at
Iowa Street and Harvard Road.

i. The limits between Bob Billings Parkway/lSth Street & Terrace
Road are:

1.

West Side — a line that follows the east edge of the
driveway that surrounds the church at the NW corner of the
intersection of Iowa Street & BBP/15" Street for the church
property and then the R/W line for the property at the SW
corner of Towa & Terrace. This does not include locating
every tree within the R/W on the steep slope.

East Side — Use the R/W line from the north curb return at
Towa Street & BBP/15" Street to the corner of the property
located at about 32+90 Rt. as stationed in the proposal.
From 32+90 Rt. to University Drive, use a line that
parallels Towa Street and goes out to the west edge of the
buildings around Sta. 35+00 to Sta. 35+75.

ii. - The limits between Terrace Road and Harvard Road are:

I.

Survey all elements located between the faces of the
buildings abutting lowa Street, including the face of the
building.





b) Provide topographical survey along all side streets along Iowa Street
between Bob Billings Parkway/ 15" Street and Harvard Road. The survey
will include topographical information along the side road to a point 300
feet from the centerline of the lowa Street right-of-way.

¢) Provide top of manhole and flowline information for all sanitary sewer
and storm sewers located within the survey boundaries described in Tasks
la and 1b.

d) Locate property pins as needed to define the right-of-way along Iowa
Street and the sideroads within the survey boundaries described in Tasks
laand 1b.

e) Tie the survey to two different section corners.

f) Draft base map, including contours, existing infrastructure, property lines,
right-of-way, easements, and utilities.

g) Provide all survey data to the city in digital format in an AutoCAD dwg
file.

h) This task does not include potholing any utilities. In addition, any
surveying outside the limits described above will be considered an
additional service.

Obtain information from utility companies who have facilities within the
project limits. Utility companies shall be required to locate their facilities
within the project limits. Include utility locations in survey data. Provide
preliminary utility coordination. Line and depth are required for all
-underground utilities.

a) Send & collect information by using the Utility Location Report form to
utility companies located within the project limits described in Tasks la
and 1b.

b) Locate all utilities within the boundaries described in Tasks la and 1b -
depth will be based on assumptions provided by the utility company
(except for sanitary and storm sewers)





GENERAL

1.

¢) Request utility maps from utility companies.

d) Send color coded utility map to the utility éompanies asking them to verify
the locations and sizes, if applicable, of their facilities.

Consultant must notify the city of additional costs for service requested prior
to performing the service. For example, if Consultant is asked to attend a
meeting not included in the scope of service, the cost must be determined
before attending.

Written notes from any meetings with state, federal, or other agencies will be
provided to the city by the Consultant. These need not be “formal minutes”
but notes on discussion topics and requirements imposed.

All documents must be provided in the current version of WordPerfect, or
Microsoft Word, as designated by the city at the time of execution of this
contract.

All drawings must be prepared on standard 22” x 34” bond sheets. Also final
plans, field notes, and other pertinent project mapping records are to be
provided to the city on digital format, as detailed in Exhibit D.





lowa Street Reconstruction Project

EXHIBIT "B"

FEE SCHEDULE

1. Direct Payroll '
A. Survey Phase

Position/Title ' Hourly Rate Estimated Hours Total
Project Manager 51.67 4 206.68
Project Engineer 38.33 8 306.64
Survey Manager 35.00 8 280.00
Surveyor 31.75 165 5,238.75
Survey Technician 17.50 110 1,925.00
Engineering Tech 28.33 40 1,133.20
Administrator 23.00 4 92.00
Direct Labor for Survey Phase $9,182.27
2. General Overhead (Subtotal Direct Payroll X 2.00) $18,364.54
3. Direct Expenses
ltem Rate Quantity Total
GPS Equipment $25.00 per hour 100 2,500.00
Lidar Equipment $150.00 per hour 10 1,500.00
Total Station $10.00 per hour 60 600.00
Misc. Surveying Supplies 1 Lump Sum 189.69 189.69
* - Mileage (Truck) $0.58 per mile . 825 . 478.50
Inkjet Plots (Color) (22" X 34") | $5.00 per sheet 40 200.00
CAD Expense $7.00 per hour 80 560.00
Subtotal of Reimbursables $6,028.19
$33,575.00

GRAND TOTAL(Direct Payroll+General Overhead+Direct Expenses)






EXHIBIT C

PROGRESS REPORTS

Status of Design

List each principal task and the percent complete.

Status of Right-of-way or Easement Descriptions

Describe the status of the legal descriptions needed for property on this project.
Tasks to be Performed in the Next Month

List each principal task which is anticipated to be started or completed next month.
Issues Which Need Direction from the City

List all items where further direction from the City is needed by the Consultant in order
to complete the project within the time schedule detailed in this Agreement.

Issues Which May Present a Problem for Meeting the Time Schedule

List all issues or problems, regardless of who they involve, which may prevent a timely
completion of the plans, or may create a problem during construction.





EXHIBIT D
CAD REQUIREMENTS

Project drawings shall be developed by the Consultant through the use of a Computer-
Aided Drafting (CAD) System and made available to the City on a digital media, (see #3).
However, due to the potential that the information set forth on the digital media can be
modified by the City, or the City Consultant’s, unintentionally or otherwise, the Consultant
shall remove all indices of its ownership, professional corporation name, seal, and/or
involvement from each digital display. For documentation purposes, two sets of an
original digital media and two (117 x 17” size or larger) duplicate mylar sets will be
prepared. One set will be given to the City and one set will be retained by the Consultant.

Software: AutoCAD (Version 14, preferred) . DWG or .DXEF file format
*Note: Layer list for each project shall accompany the digital media.

Acceptable Digital Media: 3.5” diskette, cd, DAT, Zip disk, Jaz cartridge, DVD
**Note: Media will not be returned to Consultant.

Compression Ultilities: If a compression utility is used, save file(s) as “self-extracting”
file(s).

Ensure that all objects are on their proper layers.
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Memorandum
City of Lawrence
Department of Public Works

TO: David L. Corliss, City Manager

FROM:  Shoeb Uddin, City Engineer

CC: Chuck Soules, Mark Thiel, David Woosley

Date: November 15, 2010

RE: November 23, 2010 City Commission Meeting Agenda ltem

Reconstruction of lowa Street, Harvard to Irving Hill overpass
Scope of Work — various options, cost and funding scenarios

Background
Efforts to reconstruct lowa Street began this past winter 2010 when excessive cold

temperatures and record snowfalls left a significant amount of pavement damage,
potholes and deterioration requiring immediate corrective measures. Over the past
several months, various aspects of the lowa street reconstruction project have been
discussed at various public meetings. Staff has been working with KDOT to resolve
differences on important design issues and concerns. Staff has also had discussions with
KU staff about potential impacts on KU traffic, facilities, and schedule.

Bartlett and West, a local engineering firm, has been selected as the consultant for the
project. On August 18, 2010 the Commission authorized a contract with Bartlett and
West to perform the Topographic Survey extending from Harvard to BBP. The survey
work is now complete, and has been helpful in the analysis of various design features
and alternatives. Early resolution of issues and concerns will reduce the Engineering
Design cost and expedite the project in the long run, and help deliver a successful
project in the end.

Project Description
The main objectives of this project are twofold - add a Center Turn Lane extending from

south of Harvard to approximately 250 feet south of Terrace Road, and rebuild the
pavement structure. The addition of a Center Turn Lane will require widening of the
existing roadway on the west side by 10 feet. Geometric improvements at the
intersection of 15"/BBP and lowa to add right turn lanes at all approaches are also
being recommended to be included in this project. The addition of the Center Turn Lane
along with geometric improvements at 15"/BBP and lowa will improve traffic flow and
safety along this important corridor for the long term.

The major items of work would include removing and replacing the existing pavement
structure, sub-grade preparation, removal and replacement of curb and gutter, storm
water inlets, sidewalks and installation of under-drain system, where necessary.





Project Issues, Ideas and Concerns - Staff Recommendation
The attached Preliminary Design Report provides a detailed overview of various issues,

ideas and concerns related to the lowa Street Reconstruction project. Following is a
summary of staff findings and recommendations.

1. Project Limit — The current project limit extends from Yale Road to 15"
Street/BBP. Based on further analysis of the pavement core samples, staff is
recommending that the project limit be revised as follows.

North End - approximately 200 south of Harvard Road
South End — Irving Hill Overpass

2. Lane Width — Provide a 5 lane section consisting of 4 Thru Lanes, 11 feet each
and a 12 foot Center Turn Lane.

3. Sidewalk along the East Side of lowa (from University to 15") — is not
recommended due to high cost and safety concerns through the ravine area and
the rock cliff.

4. Intersection Improvements at 15" and lowa — Staff is recommending geometric
improvements / widening to provide dedicated right turn lanes for north, east
and west bound traffic. Dual left turn lanes for north and south bound traffic are
also recommended and can be accommodated within the existing footprint of
the roadway.

5. It appears that all necessary widening to construct the Center Turn Lane
{including sidewalk on both sides) and the proposed geometric improvements at
the intersection of 15" and lowa can be accommodated within the existing right
of way. Additional R/W or easement would be required to accommodate a
shared-use path along the west side of lowa. In addition, a shared-use path will
also require removal of a number of mature trees including 5 additional Westar
power poles.

6. A Shared-use path between Harvard and 15" street can be constructed for a
total city cost of approximately $538,000.00 whereas a 6 foot sidewalk along the
west side of lowa would cost the city approximately $189,000.00 - the shared-
use path option costing an estimated $349,000.00 more than the sidewalk
option. If the cost of relocating power poles and fiber optics (necessary for the
shared-use path) is included, the total cost of the Shared-use path would be
approximately $693,000.00 — an estimated $504,000.00 more than the total cost
of a 6 foot sidewalk alang this corridor. The original project budget was prepared
based on a 6 foot sidewalk option along the west side of lowa. Considering the
higher cost, AASHTO Guidelines and safety concerns, and input from area
residents and BAC, staff would not recommend a Shared-use path in this
corridor. [See Preliminary Design Report for details]

Project Cost / Funding
On April 27, 2010, the Commission approved a budget of $6.0 million for this project.

Based on our preliminary estimates, all improvements (including geometric





improvements at 15" and lowa) recommended and outlined in this memo can be
completed within the approved project budget [see attached Project Cost Estimate].
The additional cost of the Shared-use path was not included in the original project
budget. As the Engineering Design moves forward, the cost estimate will be revised
periodically to ensure that the project remains within the approved budget.

As part of the T-Works, a 10 year transportation program recently passed by the State
Legislature, early next year, KDOT will be soliciting applications for funding for projects
involving geometric improvements. Based on our preliminary conversations with KDOT
staff, the proposed geometric improvements at 15" and lowa may be a very worthy
candidate for this funding option — if selected, the total funding from this program
would likely be in the $300,000 to $500,000 range.

The current project budget includes $3.0 million from Surface Transportation Program
(STP) funds — this is a program, administered by KDOT, under which the City receives
federal funds on an annual basis. In order to allocate $3.0 million of STP funds for the
lowa Street Reconstruction project, a City-State Agreement has to be executed. (See
attached)

Action Request

1. Approve recommended sidewalks/shared use path as follows:
a) Approve staff recommended 6 foot sidewalk along the west side of lowa
between Harvard and 15"
b) Approve staff recommendation not to construct a shared use path on the
west side of lowa.
c) Approve staff recommendation not to extend the existing sidewalk on
the east side of lowa from University Drive to 15™ Street.

2. Approve Project Limit as described below, if appropriate.
- North End: approximately 200 feet south of Harvard.
- South End: Irving Hill Overpass

3. Approve geometric improvements at the intersection of 15" and lowa to include
3 right turn lanes - south bound, east bound and west bound, if appropriate.

4. Authorize staff to negotiate an Engineering Design Services Agreement with
Bartlett and West including additional Field Survey of lowa (from 15 to Irving
Hill) and 15% street, approximately 500 feet to the east and 600 feet to the west.

5. Authorize Mayor to sign the City-State agreement allocating $3.0 million of
federal funds for lowa Street reconstruction project.

Attachments
A Project Cost / Funding Details
B City State Agreement

C Preliminary Design Report





Attachment - A

Project Cost / Funding Details
lowa Street Reconstruction Project

November, 2010

Project Cost Estimate

lowa street (from Harvard to Irving Hill) [see note 1] $4.5 million

Southbound Right Turn lane $100,000.00
West leg of the intersection [see note 2] $600,000.00
East leg of the intersection [see note 3] $250,000.00
Traffic signal pole relocation / adjustment $150,000.00
Total Construction Cost $5.6 million

Topographic survey and Engineering Design $300,000.00
Total project cost $5.9 million

Contingency $100,000.00
Total Project Cost $6.0 million

Notes

1. Includes the cost of reconstruction of the mainline pavement including the
Center Turn Lane, curb and gutter, sidewalk, dual left turn lanes at 15" and lowa
subgrade, stormsewer and miscellaneous other items. It does not include the
additional cost of a Shared-use path.

2. Includes the cost of reconstruction of the pavement including curb and gutter,
sidewalk etc. for a distance approximately 600 feet west of lowa, also includes
the cost of the proposed right turn lane.

3. Includes the cost of the proposed right turn lane and mill and overlay of the
existing pavement and miscellaneous other items for a distance approximately
400 feet east of lowa.

Project Funding

$1.0 million Annual Street Maintenance Funds from City Sales Tax Revenue
$1.0 million General Obligation Bonds (City)

$1.0 million Federal Aid Safety Funds (federal funds through KDOT)

$3.0 million Surface Transportation Program (STP) Funds (federal funds

through KDOT)

$6.0 million Total





ATTACHMENT — B

CITY-STATE AGREEMENT





Agreement No. 193-10

PROJECT NO. 23 U-0015-01
STP-U001(501)

SURFACING AND GRADING

CITY OF LAWRENCE, KANSAS

AGREEMENT

PARTIES: DEBRA L. MILLER, Secretary of Transportation, Kansas Department of
Transportation (KDOT), hereinafter referred to as the “Secretary,”

_The City of Lawrence, Kansas, hereinafter referred to as the “City,”
Collectively referred to as the “Parties.”

PURPOSE: The Secretary has authorized a Non-National Highway System city street project,
hereinafter referred to as the "Project." The City has requested the Project. The
Secretary and the City are empowered by the laws of Kansas to enter into
agreements for the construction and maintenance of city streets utilizing federal
funds. The Secretary and the City desire to construct the Project on Highway 59
in the City. Cities are, under certain circumstances, entitled to receive assistance
in the financing of the construction and reconstruction of streets and state
highways, provided however, in order to be eligible for such federal aid, such
work is required to be done in accordance with the laws of Kansas.

PROJECT: The Secretary and the City desire to enter into this Agreement for the construction
of the Project, which is described as follows:

Reconstruction of Highway 59 in the City from Harvard Road to Irving Hill
Over-Pass.

EFFECTIVE

DATE: The Parties in consideration of the premises and to secure the approval and
construction of the Project shall mutually agree to perform in accordance with this
Agreement as of the date signed by the Secretary or designee.

ARTICLE I
THE SECRETARY AGREES:

1. To provide technical information upon request to help the City acquire rights of
way in accordance with the laws and with procedures established by the Bureau of Right of Way
and the Office of Chief Counsel of the Kansas Department of Transportation and as required by
Federal Highway Administration directives such the City may obtain part1c1pat10n of federal
funds in the cost of the Project.

2. To let the contract for the Project and shall award the contract to the lowest
respon51ble bidder upon concurrence in the award by the City. The Secretary further agrees, as
agent for the City, to administer the construction of the Project in accordance with the final





Agreement No. 193-10

design plans, as required by the Federal Highway Administration, to negotiate with and report to
the Federal Highway Administration and administer the payments due the contractor, including
the portion of the cost borne by the City.

3. To require the contractor to indemnify, hold harmless, and save the Secretary and
the City from personal injury and property damage claims arising out of the act or omission of
the contractor, the contractor’s agent, subcontractors (at any tier), or suppliers (at any tier). If the
Secretary or the City defends a third party’s claim, the contractor shall indemnify the Secretary
and the City for damages paid to the third party and all related expenses either the Secretary or
the City or both incur in defending the claim.

4. To be responsible for eighty percent (80%) of the total actual costs of construction
(which includes the costs of all construction contingency items) and construction engineering,
but not to exceed a maximum of $3,000,000.00 for the Project. The Secretary shall not be
responsible for the total actual costs of construction (which includes the costs of all construction
contingency items) and construction engineering that exceeds $3,750,000.00 for the Project. The
Secretary shall not be responsible for the total actual costs of preliminary engineering, rights of
way, and utility adjustments for the Project.

5. After receipt of the Federal Highway Administration acknowledgement of final
voucher claim, the Secretary's Chief of Fiscal Services will, in a timely manner, prepare a
complete and final billing of all Project costs for which the City is responsible and shall then
transmit the complete and final billing to the City.

ARTICLE Il
THE CITY AGREES:

1. The Project shall be undertaken, prosecuted and completed for and on behalf of
the City by the Secretary acting in all things as its agent, and the City hereby constitutes and
appoints the Secretary as its agent, and all things hereinafter done by the Secretary in connection
therewith are hereby by the City authorized, adopted, ratified and confirmed to the same extent
and with the same effect as though done directly by the City acting in its own individual
corporate capacity instead of by its agent.

2. The Secretary is authorized by the City to take such steps as are deemed by the
Secretary to be necessary or advisable for the purpose of securing the benefits of the current
Federal-Aid Transportation Act for this Project.

3. To design the Project or contract to have the Project designed in conformity with
the state and federal design criteria appropriate for the Project in accordance with the current
Project Development Manual for Non-National Highway System Local Government Road and
Street Projects, Volume I, Bureau of Local Project’s (BLP’s) project memorandums, memos, the
KDOT Design Manual, Geotechnical Bridge Foundation Investigation Guidelines, Bureau of
Design’s road memorandums, the latest version, as adopted by the Secretary, of the Manual on
Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD), the current version of the Bureau of Traffic
Engineering’s Traffic Engineering Guidelines, and the current version of the KDOT Standard
Specifications for State Road and Bridge Construction with Special Provisions, and any
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necessary Project Special Provisions, and with the rules and regulations of the Federal Highway
Administration pertaining thereto.

4. To make or contract to have made design plans, specifications, estimates, surveys,
and any necessary studies or investigations, including, but not limited to, environmental,
hydraulic, and geological investigations or studies for the Project. Upon completion thereof, the
design plans, specifications, estimates, surveys, and any necessary studies or investigations,
including, but not limited to, environmental, hydraulic, and geological investigations or studies
for the Project shall be submitted to the Secretary by a licensed professional engineer attesting to
the conformity of the design plans with the items in paragraph 3 above. Contracts between the
City and any consultant retained by them to perform any of the services described or referenced
in this paragraph for the Project covered by this Agreement shall contain language requiring
conformity with paragraph 3 above. In addition, any contract between the City and any
consultant retained by them to do the design for the Project covered by this Agreement shall also
contain the following:

a. Language requiring completion of all plan development stages no
later than the current Project schedule’s due dates as issued by
KDOT, exclusive of delays beyond the consultant’s control.

b. Language requiring the consultant to submit to the City (and to the
Secretary upon request) progress reports at monthly or at mutually
agreed intervals in conformity with the official Project schedule.

c. Language making the Secretary of Transportation of the State of
Kansas a third party beneficiary in the agreement between the
city/county and the consultant. Such language shall read:

Because of the Secretary of Transportation of the State of Kansas’
(Secretary’s) obligation to administer state funds, federal funds, or
both, the Secretary shall be a third party beneficiary to this
agreement between the City and the Consultant. This third party
beneficiary status is for the limited purpose of seeking payment or
reimbursement for damages and costs the Secretary or the City or
both incurred or will incur because the Consultant failed to comply
with its contract obligations under this Agreement or because of
the Consultant’s negligent acts, errors, or omissions. Nothing in
this provision precludes the City from seeking recovery or settling
any dispute with the Consultant as long as such settlement does not
restrict the Secretary’s right to payment or reimbursement.

5. The City and any consultant retained by the City shall have the sole responsibility
for the adequacy and accuracy of design plans, specifications, estimates, and necessary surveys,
investigations or studies, including, but not limited to, environmental, hydraulic, and geological
investigations or studies for the Project. Any review of these items may be performed by the
Secretary or his or her representatives is not intended to and shall not be construed to be an
undertaking of the City’s and its consultant’s duty to provide adequate and accurate design plans,
specifications, estimates, and necessary surveys, investigations or studies, including, but not
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limited to, environmental, hydraulic, and geological investigations or studies for the Project.
Such reviews are not done for the benefit of the consultant, the construction contractor, the City,
or other political subdivision, nor the traveling public. The Secretary makes no representation,
express or implied warranty to any person or entity concerning the adequacy or accuracy of the
design plans, specifications, estimates, and necessary surveys, investigations or studies,
including, but not limited to, environmental, hydraulic, and geological investigations or studies
for the Project, or any other work performed by the consultant or the City.

6. A duly appointed representative of the City is authorized to sign for the City any
or all routine reports as may be required or requested by the Secretary in the completion of the
Project undertaken under this Agreement. The design plans must be signed and sealed by the
licensed professional engineer responsible for preparation of the design plans. Geological
investigations or studies must be signed and sealed by either a licensed geologist or licensed
professional engineer in accordance with K.S.A. 74-7042, who is responsible for the preparation
of the geological investigations or studies. Right of way descriptions must be signed and sealed
by a licensed land surveyor responsible for the preparation of the right of way descriptions.

7. It will, in its own name, as required by law, acquire by purchase, dedication or
condemnation all the rights of way, easements, and access rights shown on the final design plans
in accordance with the schedule established by the Kansas Department of Transportation. The
City agrees the necessary rights of way, easements, and access rights shall be acquired in
compliance with the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act
of 1970 as amended by the Surface Transportation and Uniform Relocation Assistance Act of
1987, and administrative regulations contained in 49 C.F.R., pt. 24, entitled Uniform Relocation
Assistance and Real Property Acquisition for Federal and Federally Assisted Programs. The City
shall certify to the Secretary, on forms provided by the Bureau of Local Projects, such rights of
way, easements, and access rights have been acquired. The City further agrees it will have
recorded in the Office of the Register of Deeds all rights of way, deeds, dedications, permanent
easements and temporary easements.

8. To contact the Secretary if there will be any displaced person on the Project prior
to making the offer for the property. The Parties mutually agree the Secretary will provide
relocation assistance for eligible persons as defined in the Uniform Relocation Assistance and
Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970 as amended by the Surface Transportation and
Uniform Relocation Assistance Act of 1987, and as provided in 49 C.F.R., pt. 24, entitled
Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition for Federal and Federally Assisted
Programs, and in general accordance with K.S.A. 58-3501 to 58-3507, inclusive, and Kansas
Administrative Regulations 36-16-1 et seq.

0. To provide all legal descriptions required for right of way acquisition work. The
City further agrees to acquire rights of way, easements, and access rights in accordance with the
laws and with procedures established by the Bureau of Right of Way and the Office of Chief
Counsel of the Kansas Department of Transportation and as required by Federal Highway
Administration directives for the participation of federal funds in the cost of the Project. The City
agrees copies of all documents, including recommendations and coordination for appeals, bills,
contracts, journal entries, case files, or documentation requested by the Office of Chief Counsel
will be sent to the Office of Chief Counsel within the time limits set by the Secretary.
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10. If federal funds are used in the acquisition of rights of way, any disposal of or
change in the use of rights of way or in access after Project construction will require prior written
approval by the Secretary.

11. The Secretary shall have the right to utilize any land owned or controlled by the
City, lying inside or outside the limits of the City as shown on the final design plans, for the
purpose of constructing the highway Project. Neither the Secretary nor the Federal Highway
Administration shall participate in the cost of these rights of way or easements.

12. It will move or adjust, or cause to be moved or adjusted, and will be responsible
for such removal or adjustment of all existing structures, pole lines, pipe lines, meters, manholes,
and other utilities, publicly or privately owned, which may be necessary to construct the Project
in accordance with the final design plans. New or existing utilities to be installed, moved, or
adjusted will be located or relocated in accordance with the current version of the KDOT Utility
Accommodation Policy (UAP), as amended or supplemented.

Except as provided by state and federal laws, the expense of the removal or
adjustment of the utilities located on public rights of way shall be borne by the owners. The
expense of the removal or adjustment of privately owned utilities located on private rights of
way or easements shall be borne by the City except as provided by state and federal laws.

13. It will expeditiously take such steps as are necessary to facilitate the early
adjustment of utilities, will initiate the removal or adjustment of the utilities, and will proceed
with reasonable diligence to prosecute this work to completion. The City further agrees to move
or adjust or cause to be moved or adjusted all necessary utilities sixty (60) days prior to the
scheduled construction letting except those necessary to be adjusted during construction and
those which would disturb the existing street surface. The City further agrees to certify to the
Secretary on forms supplied by the Secretary all utilities required to be moved prior to
construction have either been moved or a date provided by the City as to when, prior to
construction, they will be moved. The City will initiate and proceed to complete adjusting the
remaining utilities not required to be moved during construction in order the contractor shall not
be delayed in construction of the Project. The City will indemnify, hold harmless, and save the
Secretary and the construction contractor for damages incurred by the Secretary and construction
contractor because identified utilities have not been moved or adjusted timely or accurately.

14. To furnish the Secretary a list of existing and known utilities affected, together
with locations and proposed adjustments of the same and designate an individual to be
responsible for coordinating the necessary removal or adjustment of utilities.

15. To certify to the Secretary all privately owned utilities occupying public rights of
way required for the construction of the Project are permitted thereon by franchise, ordinance,
agreement or permit and the instrument shall include a statement as to which party will bear the
cost of future adjustments or relocations required as a result of street or highway improvements.

16.  To provide the construction inspection in accordance with the rules and guidelines
developed for the current KDOT approved construction engineering program and in accordance
with the current edition of the KDOT Standard Specifications for State Road and Bridge
Construction with Special Provisions and any necessary Project Special Provisions. The detailed
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inspection is to be performed by the City forces or the consultant. The Secretary does not
undertake for the benefit of the City, the contractor, the consultant or any third party the duty to
perform the day-to-day detailed inspection of the Project, or to catch the contractor’s errors,
omissions, or deviations from the final design plans and specifications. The City will require at a
minimum all personnel, whether City or consultant to comply with the high visibility apparel
requirements of the KDOT Safety Manual, Chapter 4, Section 8 Fluorescent Vests. If the City
executes an agreement for inspection, the agreement shall contain this requirement as a
minimum. The City may set additional clothing requirements for adequate visibility of
personnel.

17. To deposit with the Secretary its estimated share of the total Project expenses
based upon estimated approved contract quantities. The City will remit its estimated share by the
date indicated on the resolution form Authorization to Award Contract, Commitment of City
Funds received by the City from the Secretary. The date indicated for the City to deposit its
estimated share of the total Project expenses is fifty (50) days after the letting date.

18. To be responsible for twenty percent (20%) of the total actual costs of
construction (which includes the costs of all construction contingency items) and construction
engineering, up to $3,750,000.00 for the Project. In addition, the City agrees to be responsible
for one hundred percent (100%) of the total actual costs of construction (which includes the costs
of all construction contingency items) and construction engineering that exceeds $3,750,000.00
for the Project. Further, the City agrees to be responsible for one hundred percent (100%) of the
total actual costs of preliminary engineering, rights of way, and utility adjustments for the
Project.

19.  If any payment is due to the Secretary, such payment be made within thirty (30)
days after receipt of a complete and final billing from the Secretary’s Chief of Fiscal Services.

20. To participate and cooperate with the Secretary in an annual audit of the Project.
The City shall make its records and books available to representatives of the Secretary and/or the
Federal Highway Administration for audit for a period of five (5) years after date of final
payment under this Agreement. If any such audits reveal payments have been made with federal
funds by the City for items considered non-participating, the City shall promptly reimburse the
Secretary for such items upon notification by the Secretary.

21. If it cancels the Project, it will reimburse the Secretary for any costs incurred by
the Secretary prior to the cancellation of the Project. The City agrees to reimburse the Secretary
within thirty (30) days after receipt by the City of the Secretary’s statement of the cost incurred
by the Secretary prior to the cancellation of the Project.

22. To adopt an ordinance requiring the removal of all encroachments either on or
above the limits of the right of way shown on the final design plans for this Project, and it will
initiate and proceed with diligence to remove or require the removal of the encroachments. It is
further agreed all such encroachments be removed before the Project is advertised for letting
(provided, however, if the Secretary is satisfied, with respect to any encroachment, the physical
removal thereof has been fully provided for between the City and the owner thereof and will be
accomplished within a time sufficiently short to present no hindrance or delay to the construction
of the Project, the Secretary may cause the Project to be advertised for letting before such
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encroachment is fully removed). The City further agrees it will not in the future permit the
erection of gas and fuel dispensing pumps upon the rights of way of the Project, and it will
require any gas and fuel dispensing pumps erected, moved, or installed along the Project be
placed no less than twelve (12) feet back of the right of way line. All rights of way provided for
the Project shall be used solely for public street purposes and no signs, posters, billboards,
roadside stands, fences, structures, or other private installations shall be permitted within the
right of way limits except as provided by state and federal laws.

23. To adopt all necessary ordinances and/or resolutions and to take such legal steps
as may be required to give full effect to the terms of this Agreement.

24, To locate and be responsible for all costs necessary to remedy or clean up any
hazardous waste site, including, but not limited to, leaking underground storage tanks discovered
on rights of way, easements, and access rights acquired by the City. The City shall be responsible
to the Secretary for all damages, fines or penalties, expenses, claims, and costs incurred by the
Secretary from any hazardous waste site discovered on rights of way, easements, and access
rights acquired by the City prior to commencement of construction of the Project. The City shall
take appropriate action to contain or remediate any identified hazardous waste site within the
Project limits prior to letting of the Project. The City will investigate any and all hazardous waste
sites discovered during construction of the Project on City owned land within the Project
boundary and shall take appropriate action to contain or remediate such hazardous waste sites.

For any hazardous waste site, including, but not limited to, leaking underground
storage tanks, the City shall hold harmless, defend, and indemnify the Secretary, its agents and
employees against and from all damages, expenses and costs incurred by any person, the State of
Kansas, or the United States Government for determining and undertaking remedial action, any
fines or penalties assessed under state or federal laws, contract claims, personal injury claims,
and damage of or loss of natural resources.

It is specifically agreed between the Parties executing this Agreement any
provision of this hazardous waste clause is not intended to make the public, or any member
thereof, a third party beneficiary hereunder, or to authorize anyone not a party of this Agreement
to maintain a suit for personal injuries, property damages, or hazardous waste claims. The duties,
obligations and responsibilities of the Parties to this Agreement with respect to third parties shall
remain as imposed by law.

The City, by signing this Agreement with the Secretary has not repudiated,
abandoned, surrendered, waived or forfeited its right to bring any action, seek indemnification or
seek any other form of recovery or remedy against any third party responsible for any hazardous
waste on any rights of way, easements, and access rights acquired by the City. The City reserves
the right to bring any action against any third party for any hazardous waste site on any rights of
way, easements, and access rights acquired by the City.

The term hazardous waste includes, but is not limited to, any substance which
meets the test of hazardous waste characteristics by exhibiting flammability, corrosivity, or
reactivity, or which is defined by state and federal laws and regulations, and any pollutant or
contaminant which may present an imminent and substantial danger to the public health or
welfare. Any hazardous waste as defined by state and federal laws and regulations and
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amendments occurring after November 11, 1991, are incorporated by reference and include but
not limited to: (1) 40 C.F.R. § 261 et seq., Hazardous Waste Management System; Identification
and Listing of Hazardous Waste; Toxicity Characteristics Revisions; Final Rule; (2) 40 C.F.R. §
280 et seq., Underground Storage Tanks; Technical Requirements and State Program Approval;
Final Rules; (3) 40 C.F.R. § 300, National Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution Contingency
Plan; Final Rule; and (4) K.S.A. 1990 Supp. 65-3431 et seq., Hazardous Waste.

The standards to establish cleanup of a hazardous waste site include, but is not
limited to, federal programs administered by the E.P.A., State of Kansas environmental laws and
regulations, and city and county standards where the hazardous waste site is located.

25. To control parking of vehicles on the city street throughout the length of the
Project covered by this Agreement. On-street parking will be permitted until such time as
parking interferes with the orderly flow of traffic along the street.

26.  The arterial characteristics inherent in the Project require uniformity in
information and regulations to the end that traffic may safely and expeditiously be served and
shall adopt and enforce such rules and regulations governing traffic movements as may be
deemed necessary or desirable by the Secretary and the Federal Highway Administration.

217. To maintain the control of access rights and to prohibit the construction or use of
any entrances or access points along the Project within the City other than those shown on the
final design plans, unless prior approval is obtained from the Secretary.

28.  Upon request by the Secretary, to provide the Secretary an accounting of all actual
non-participating costs which are paid directly by the City to any party outside of the KDOT and
all costs incurred by the City not to be reimbursed by the KDOT for preliminary engineering,
rights of way, utility adjustments, construction, and construction engineering work phases, or any
other major expense associated with the Project. This will enable the Secretary to report all costs
of the Project to the legislature.

29. When the Project is completed and final acceptance is issued the City will, at its
own cost and expense, maintain the Project and will make ample provision each year for such
maintenance. Upon notification by the State Transportation Engineer of any unsatisfactory
maintenance condition, the City will begin the necessary repairs within thirty (30) days and will
prosecute the work continuously until it is satisfactorily completed.

ARTICLE Il
THE PARTIES MUTUALLY AGREE:

1. Plans for handling traffic during construction must be included in the design plans
provided by the City and must be in conformity with the latest version, as adopted by the
Secretary, of the Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD). Detour routes and
road closings, if necessary, shall be noted on the design plans. The Secretary or his or her
authorized representative may act as the City’s agent with full authority to determine the dates
when any road closings shall commence and terminate. The Secretary or his or her authorized
representative shall notify the City of the determinations made pursuant to this section.
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2. The final design plans for the Project are by reference made a part of this
Agreement.
3. If any items are found to be non-participating by the Secretary, acting in his or her

own behalf and on the behalf of the Federal Highway Administration, the total cost of these
items will be paid by the City.

4. The location, form and character of informational, regulatory and warning signs,
of traffic signals and of curb and pavement or other markings installed or placed by any public
authority, or other agency as authorized by K.S.A. 8-2005, shall conform to the manual and
specifications adopted under K.S.A. 8-2003, and any amendments thereto are incorporated by
reference and shall be subject to the approval of the Federal Highway Administration.

5. The Special Attachment No. 1 attached hereto, pertaining to the implementation
of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, is hereby made a part of this Agreement.

6. The Provisions found in Contractual Provisions Attachment (Form DA-146a,
Rev. 1-01), which is attached hereto, are hereby incorporated in this contract and made a part
thereof.

7. This Agreement and all contracts entered into under the provisions of this
Agreement shall be binding upon the Secretary and the City and their successors in office.

8. No third party beneficiaries are intended to be created by this Agreement, nor do
the Parties herein authorize anyone not a party to this Agreement to maintain a suit for damages
pursuant to the terms or provisions of this Agreement.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF the Parties hereto have caused this Agreement to be signed
by their duly authorized officers on the day and year first above written.

ATTEST: THE CITY OF LAWRENCE, KANSAS

CITY CLERK (Date) VICE-MAYOR
(SEAL)

Kansas Department of Transportation
Debra L. Miller, Secretary of Transportation

By:

Jerome T. Younger, P.E. (Date)
Deputy Secretary for Engineering and
State Transportation Engineer
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KANSAS DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORATION

Special Attachment
To Contracts or Agreements Entered Into
By the Secretary of Transportation of the State of Kansas

NOTE: Whenever this Special Attachment conflicts with provisions of the Document to which it is
attached, this Special Attachment shall govern.

THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 1964, and any amendments thereto,
REHABILITATION ACT OF 1973, and any amendments thereto,
AMERICANS WITH DISABILITIES ACT OF 1990, and any amendments thereto,
AGE DISCRIMINATION ACT OF 1975, and any amendments thereto,

EXECUTIVE ORDER 12898, FEDERAL ACTIONS TO ADDRESS ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE
IN MINORITY POPULATIONS AND LOW INCOME POPULATIONS 1994, and any amendments
thereto,

49 C.F.R. Part 26.1 (DBE Program), and any amendments thereto

NOTIFICATION

The Secretary of Transportation for the State of Kansas, in accordance with the provisions of Title VI
and Title VII of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (78 Stat. 252), §504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 (87
Stat. 355) and the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (42 USC 12101), the Age Discrimination Act
of 1975 (42 USC 6101), the Regulations of the U.S. Department of Transportation (49 C.F.R., Part 21,
23, and 27), issued pursuant to such ACT, Executive Order 12898, Federal Actions to Address
Environmental Justice in Minority Populations and Low Income Populations (1994), and the DBE
Program (49 C.F.R., Part 26.1), hereby notifies all contracting parties that, the contracting parties will
affirmatively ensure that this contract will be implemented without discrimination on the grounds of
race, religion, color, gender, age, disability, national origin, or minority populations and low income
populations as more specifically set out in the following “Nondiscrimination Clauses”.

CLARIFICATION

Where the term “consultant” appears in the following “Nondiscrimination Clauses”, the term
“consultant” is understood to include all parties to contracts or agreements with the Secretary of
Transportation of the State of Kansas.

Nondiscrimination Clauses

During the performance of this contract, the consultant, or the consultant’s assignees and successors in
interest (hereinafter referred to as the “Consultant™), agrees as follows:

1) Compliance with Regulations: The consultant will comply with the Regulations of the U.S.
Department of Transportation relative to nondiscrimination in federally-assisted programs of the
U.S. Department of Transportation (Title 49, Code of Federal Regulations, Parts 21, 23 and 27,
hereinafter referred to as the Regulations), which are herein incorporated by reference and made a
part of this contract.

(Revised 7/29/99)
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Nondiscrimination: The consultant, with regard to the work performed by the consultant after award
and prior to the completion of the contract work, will not discriminate on the grounds of race,
religion, color, gender, age, disability, national origin or minority populations and low income
populations in the selection and retention of subcontractors, including procurements of materials and
leases of equipment. The consultant will not participate either directly or indirectly in the
discrimination prohibited by Section 21.5 of the Regulations, including employment practices when
the contract covers a program set forth in Appendix B of the Regulations.

Solicitations for Subcontractors, including Procurements of Material and Equipment: In all
solicitations, either competitive bidding or negotiation made by the consultant for work to be
performed under a subcontract including procurements of materials and equipment, each potential
subcontractor or supplier shall be notified by the consultant of the consultant’s obligation under this
contract and the Regulations relative to nondiscrimination on the grounds of race, religion, color,
gender, age, disability, national origin or minority populations and low income populations.

Information and Reports: The consultant will provide all information and reports required by the
Regulations, or orders and instructions issued pursuant thereto, and the Secretary of the
Transportation of the State of Kansas will be permitted access to the consultant’s books, records,
accounts, other sources of information, and facilities as may be determined by the Secretary of
Transportation of the State of Kansas to be pertinent to ascertain compliance with such Regulations,
orders and instructions. Where any information required of a consultant is in the exclusive
possession of another who fails or refuses to furnish this information, the consultant shall so certify
to the Secretary of Transportation of the State of Kansas and shall set forth what efforts it has made
to obtain the information.

Employment: The consultant will not discriminate against any employee or applicant for
employment because of race, religion, color, gender, age, disability, or natural origin.

Sanctions for Noncompliance: In the event of the consultant’s noncompliance with the
nondiscrimination provisions of this contract, the Secretary of Transportation of the State of Kansas
shall impose such contract sanctions as the Secretary of Transportation of the State of Kansas may
determine to be appropriate, including, but not limited to,

(a) withholding of payments to the consultant under the contract until the contractor complies,
and/or

(b) cancellation, termination or suspension of the contract, in whole or in part.
Disadvantaged Business Obligation

(a) Disadvantaged Business as defined in the Regulations shall have a level playing field to compete
for contracts financed in whole or in part with federal funds under this contract.

(b) All necessary and reasonable steps shall be taken in accordance with the Regulations to ensure
that Disadvantaged Businesses have equal opportunity to compete for and perform contracts. No
person(s) shall be discriminated against on the basis of race, color, gender, or national origin in
the award and performance of federally-assisted contracts.

(Revised 7/29/99)
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(c) The contractor, sub recipient or subcontractor shall not discriminate on the basis of race, color,
national origin, or sex in the performance of this contract. The contractor shall carry out
applicable requirements of 49 C.F.R. Part 26 in the award and administration of Federally-
assisted contracts. Failure by the contractor to carry out these requirements is a material breach
of this contract, which may result in the termination of this contract or such other remedy, as the
recipient deems appropriate.

8) Executive Order 12898

(a) To the extent permitted by existing law, and whenever practical and appropriate, all necessary
and reasonable steps shall be taken in accordance with Executive Order 12898 to collect,
maintain, and analyze information on the race, color, national origin and income level of persons
affected by programs, policies and activities of the Secretary of Transportation of the State of
Kansas and use such information in complying with this Order.

9) Incorporation of Provisions: The consultant will include the provisions of paragraphs (1) through (8)
in every subcontract, including procurements of materials and equipment, unless exempt by the
Regulations, order, or instructions issued pursuant thereto. The consultant will take such action with
respect to any subcontract or procurement as the Secretary of Transportation of the State of Kansas
may direct as a means of enforcing such provisions including sanctions for noncompliance:
PROVIDED, however, that, in the event a consultant becomes involved in, or is threatened with,
litigation with a subcontractor or supplier as a result of such direction, the consultant may request the
State to enter into such litigation to protect the interests of the State.

(Revised 7/29/99)





State of Kansas
Department of Administration
DA-146a (Rev. 1-01)

CONTRACTUAL PROVISIONS ATTACHMENT

Important: ~ This form contains mandatory contract provisions and must be attached to or incorporated in all copies of any contractual agreement. |If it

10.

11.

12.

is attached to the vendor/contractor's standard contract form, then that form must be altered to contain the following provision:

"The Provisions found in Contractual Provisions Attachment (Form DA-146a, Rev. 1-01), which is attached hereto, are hereby
incorporated in this contract and made a part thereof."

The parties agree that the following provisions are hereby incorporated into the contract to which it is attached and made a part thereof,
said contract being the day of , 20 .

Terms Herein Controlling Provisions: It is expressly agreed that the terms of each and every provision in this attachment shall prevail and
control over the terms of any other conflicting provision in any other document relating to and a part of the contract in which this attachment is
incorporated.

Agreement With Kansas Law: All contractual agreements shall be subject to, governed by, and construed according to the laws of the State of
Kansas.

Termination Due To Lack Of Funding Appropriation: If, in the judgment of the Director of Accounts and Reports, Department of Administration,
sufficient funds are not appropriated to continue the function performed in this agreement and for the payment of the charges hereunder, State may
terminate this agreement at the end of its current fiscal year. State agrees to give written notice of termination to contractor at least 30 days prior to
the end of its current fiscal year, and shall give such notice for a greater period prior to the end of such fiscal year as may be provided in this
contract, except that such notice shall not be required prior to 90 days before the end of such fiscal year. Contractor shall have the right, at the end
of such fiscal year, to take possession of any equipment provided State under the contract. State will pay to the contractor all regular contractual
payments incurred through the end of such fiscal year, plus contractual charges incidental to the return of any such equipment. Upon termination
of the agreement by State, title to any such equipment shall revert to contractor at the end of State's current fiscal year. The termination of the
contract pursuant to this paragraph shall not cause any penalty to be charged to the agency or the contractor.

Disclaimer Of Liability: Neither the State of Kansas nor any agency thereof shall hold harmless or indemnify any contractor beyond that liability
incurred under the Kansas Tort Claims Act (K.S.A. 75-6101 et seq.).

Anti-Discrimination Clause: The contractor agrees: (a) to comply with the Kansas Act Against Discrimination (K.S.A. 44-1001 et seq.) and the
Kansas Age Discrimination in Employment Act (K.S.A. 44-1111 et seq.) and the applicable provisions of the Americans With Disabilities Act (42
U.S.C. 12101 et seq.) (ADA) and to not discriminate against any person because of race, religion, color, sex, disability, national origin or ancestry,
or age in the admission or access to, or treatment or employment in, its programs or activities; (b) to include in all solicitations or advertisements for
employees, the phrase "equal opportunity employer"; (c) to comply with the reporting requirements set out at K.S.A. 44-1031 and K.S.A. 44-1116;
(d) to include those provisions in every subcontract or purchase order so that they are binding upon such subcontractor or vendor; (e) that a failure
to comply with the reporting requirements of (c) above or if the contractor is found guilty of any violation of such acts by the Kansas Human Rights
Commission, such violation shall constitute a breach of contract and the contract may be cancelled, terminated or suspended, in whole or in part,
by the contracting state agency or the Kansas Department of Administration; (f) if it is determined that the contractor has violated applicable
provisions of ADA, such violation shall constitute a breach of contract and the contract may be cancelled, terminated or suspended, in whole or in
part, by the contracting state agency or the Kansas Department of Administration.

Parties to this contract understand that the provisions of this paragraph number 5 (with the exception of those provisions relating to the ADA) are
not applicable to a contractor who employs fewer than four employees during the term of such contract or whose contracts with the contracting
state agency cumulatively total $5,000 or less during the fiscal year of such agency.

Acceptance Of Contract: This contract shall not be considered accepted, approved or otherwise effective until the statutorily required approvals
and certifications have been given.

Arbitration, Damages, Warranties: Notwithstanding any language to the contrary, no interpretation shall be allowed to find the State or any
agency thereof has agreed to binding arbitration, or the payment of damages or penalties upon the occurrence of a contingency. Further, the State
of Kansas shall not agree to pay attorney fees and late payment charges beyond those available under the Kansas Prompt Payment Act (K.S.A.
75-6403), and no provision will be given effect which attempts to exclude, modify, disclaim or otherwise attempt to limit implied warranties of
merchantability and fitness for a particular purpose.

Representative's Authority To Contract: By signing this contract, the representative of the contractor thereby represents that such person is duly
authorized by the contractor to execute this contract on behalf of the contractor and that the contractor agrees to be bound by the provisions
thereof.

Responsibility For Taxes: The State of Kansas shall not be responsible for, nor indemnify a contractor for, any federal, state or local taxes which
may be imposed or levied upon the subject matter of this contract.

Insurance: The State of Kansas shall not be required to purchase, any insurance against loss or damage to any personal property to which this
contract relates, nor shall this contract require the State to establish a "self-insurance" fund to protect against any such loss or damage. Subject to
the provisions of the Kansas Tort Claims Act (K.S.A. 75-6101 et seq.), the vendor or lessor shall bear the risk of any loss or damage to any
personal property in which vendor or lessor holds title.

Information: No provision of this contract shall be construed as limiting the Legislative Division of Post Audit from having access to
information pursuant to K.S.A. 46-1101 et seq.

The Eleventh Amendment: "The Eleventh Amendment is an inherent and incumbent protection with the State of Kansas and need not be
reserved, but prudence requires the State to reiterate that nothing related to this contract shall be deemed a waiver of the Eleventh Amendment."
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lowa Street was constructed in 1952, and has been milled and overlaid several times since then.
The original pavement is at the end of its expected design life and has been requiring more
frequent maintenance measures in recent times. The excessive cold temperature and record
snowfalls during the past winter exposed the weakness in the original pavement structure
(including base failures) in the form of potholes, rutting, cracking and other deterioration. As a
result, in March of 2010, although not included in the 2010 Comprehensive Street Maintenance
Program, lowa Street was milled and overlaid - this was an interim step to extend the life of the
pavement for couple of more years. This report provides a detailed overview of various issues,
ideas and options related to lowa Street Reconstruction Plan.

Pavement core samples were taken at numerous locations on lowa between Yale Road and
Irving Hill Overpass (See Exhibit B); the pavement structure has experienced considerable
damage including being disintegrated in some locations. Based on age, maintenance history
and analysis of the pavement core samples, it is evident that the pavement condition on lowa
Street cannot be improved for the long term without complete reconstruction. The project will
include remove and replace the existing pavement structure, sub-grade preparation, removal
and replacement of curb and gutter, storm water inlets, sidewalks and installation of under-
drain system.

Overview — Project Issues, Ideas and Concerns

The main objectives of this project are twofold - add a Center Turn Lane extending from south
of Harvard to approximately 250 feet south of Terrace Road, and rebuild the pavement
structure. The addition of a Center Turn Lane will require widening of the existing roadway on
the west side by 10 feet.

Project Limit

The original concept for the project limits spanned from Yale Road to BBP. Based on further
analysis of the pavement core samples, staff recommends revising the project limits as follows.
[See Exhibit A]

North End

Move the north end of the project from Yale, south approximately 200 feet south of Harvard
where the widening of the pavement would begin to add the Center Turn Lane. Further
analysis of the pavement core samples (taken between Yale and south of Harvard) indicates
that the existing pavement structure in this area is structurally sound with no visible sign of
distress or failure.

South End

Staff also recommends moving the south end of the project from BBP further south to Irving Hill
overpass. This is due to the fact that the additional core samples (taken between 15" and Irving
Hill) indicate significant damage in the underlying pavement structure. There is also noticeable
rutting (depressions in the wheel path with uplift along the sides), especially along the north
bound lane, south of BBP — indicating base failure.

11 foot Thru Lanes

This has been a difficult issue to reconcile with KDOT. The existing roadway on lowa (from 9" to
15”’) has been functioning with 11 foot thru lanes for over 20 years with no known concerns or
issues related to the lane width. However, because this is a State Highway, KDOT would prefer






12 foot lanes when reconstructing lowa. It is important to note that most of the accidents on
lowa between Stratford and University are due to not having a Center Turn Lane and not
because of the width of the lane (11 foot). For urban arterials like lowa where the speed is less
than 45 mph and Truck Traffic is low (less than 5%), 11 foot lanes are consistent with AASHTO
guidelines [See Exhibit C] and have been safely and widely practiced in surrounding
communities, e.g. Topeka, Lenexa, Olathe, Overland Park, and also elsewhere in the country.

All widening (10 feet) will take place on the west side. Along the east side, there is very little or
no room for widening within the existing right of way - moreover, there are numerous
underground utilities, e.g. Fiber Optic, Gas, AT & T, recently installed sidewalks and waterlines,
and mature trees. These utilities would have to be lowered or moved out of the way only to
carve out 1 or 2 feet for roadway expansion.

The existing right of way on the west side would allow 10 feet of widening of the roadway,
leaving just enough room for a 6 foot wide sidewalk on the west side. The City Code requires 6
foot sidewalk along both sides of Arterial Streets, such as lowa. The widening of the roadway
by 10 feet, a five lane section (consisting of 4 thru lanes, 11 feet each and a 12 foot Center Turn
lane) on lowa can be accommodated without acquiring additional right of way. However,
Westar Power Poles, currently located within the right of way on the west side of lowa, will
have to be moved out of the right of way. As a result, Westar Energy will need to obtain Utility
Easements to relocate the power poles.

Based on a thorough analysis of the impact of lane width on traffic flow and safety, staff
recommends 11 foot Thru Lanes and a 12 foot Center Turn Lane for this project.

Sidewalk along the east side of lowa, from University to 15th

The topography is very rough and rugged through this area rendering the proposition of a
sidewalk very expensive. In addition, cutting through the rock cliff [See Exhibit D] at the
northwest corner of 15" and lowa would pose concerns for the houses atop, not to mention
the high cost of Rock Excavation. Based on those concerns and the high cost of construction,
sidewalk along the east side of lowa from University to 15" is not recommended.

Intersection Improvements at 15" and lowa
As intersections are the most important elements in the roadway network with regards to
safety and efficiency of traffic flow, it would not be prudent to improve the roadway geometry
without evaluation the intersection geometry as well. The intersection of 15" and lowa is one
of the busiest intersections in Lawrence with more than 40,000 vehicles per day. The existing
intersection geometry consists of the following —

South Bound - 5 lanes (4 thru lanes and a single left turn lane)

North Bound — 6 lanes (4 thru lanes, a single left and a right turn lane)

East and West Bound — 5 lanes each (4 thru lanes and a single left turn lane)

The high volume of north and south bound left turning movements warrants dual left turn lanes
on both the north and south legs of the intersection. The “painted median” adjacent to the
existing single left turn lanes on both north and south legs can be utilized to provide an
additional left turn lane (i.e. dual left turn lanes) on both of these approaches. In other words,





within the existing footprint of the roadway, an additional left turn lane (i.e. dual left turn
lanes) can be added for both north and south bound approaches.

For the east and west bound traffic, the existing single left turn lane is adequate to
accommodate projected future traffic.

The high volume of right turn movements warrants a dedicated right turn lane at all 4
approaches of the intersection. Currently, there is a dedicated right turn lane on the south leg.
In order to add the proposed right turn lanes on the other 3 approaches, the intersection
footprint /geometry has to be widened and reconfigured as follows. [See Exhibit E]

North leg
The addition of the proposed right turn lane will require widening on the west side by about 11

feet. This will move the existing sidewalk to the west closer to the existing trees, potentially
jeopardizing the survival of some of these trees. Staff is currently discussing this issue with the
Building Council of the Immanuel Lutheran Church.

South Leg
No widening would be necessary, as the right turn lane already exists.

East and West Legs

On the east leg, due to steep slopes, limited right of way and close proximity of the existing
houses there is very little (if any) room for widening on the north side of the road. Almost all of
the necessary widening (approximately 10 feet) to include the right turn lane will be on the
south side; as a result, all existing lanes on the east leg will be shifted to the south by
approximately 10 feet. This lane shifting on the east leg will in turn require all existing lanes on
the west legs to be shifted by approximately 10 feet to the south as well so the thru lanes on
both east and west legs can be aligned properly to ensure safe movement of traffic across the
intersection. The project limit will be extended approximately 400 feet to the east from the
intersection to make safe and gradual transition from two lanes to one lane for east bound
traffic.  Staff has met with Jim Modig, KU and discussed the proposed changes and will
continue to keep KU involved with the construction and schedule.

On the west leg, shifting the existing lanes to the south would require the existing median to be
shifted to the south to make room for the thru lanes. The width of the existing median will also
need to be reduced to minimize widening of the roadway. The existing vertical drop-off
between the east and west bound will have to be leveled out to allow shifting of the lanes to
the south and reconfiguration of the median. With reconfiguration of the median, the existing
roadway on the west leg will be widened approximately 10 feet on the south side to
accommodate the proposed right turn lane. To ensure safe transition, the project limit on the
west leg will be extended approximately 600 feet to the west from the intersection.

Due to poor pavement condition, the west leg of the intersection is being recommended for
complete reconstruction with a similar pavement section as proposed for lowa. The pavement
condition on the east leg of the intersection is in relatively better condition — therefore, the
existing pavement on the east leg will receive a mill and overlay of approximately 2 to 3 inches.





With the addition of the right turn lanes (on east, west and north legs) in addition to the dual
left turn lanes for north and south bounds will not only reduce the delays currently experienced
by the turning movements, the average delay for the thru movements will also improve as a
result of the addition of these Turn Lanes. Consequentially, traffic will move through the
intersection more efficiently enhancing the safety and capacity of this busy intersection.

Based on our current estimates, all of the proposed intersection improvements can be included
in the scope of the lowa Street Reconstruction project without exceeding the project budget
approved by the City Commission on April 27, 2010.

Shared-Use Path along the west side of lowa
Following is staffs evaluation of the concept of a Shared-Use path along the west side of lowa.

1. Right of Way — A Shared-Use path cannot be accommodated within the existing right of
way between Orchard and University, and along the Immanuel Lutheran Church north
of BBP. Acquisition of additional right-of-way/easement would cost approximately
$65,000.00.

2. Ravine — expanding the existing sidewalk into a Shared-Use path through the ravine area
south of Terrace Road would require lowering the existing road bed profile. Lowering
the profile would widen the road bed to make room for the shared use path. Due to
shallow depth of rock, lowering of the profile would involve excavation into rock - rock
excavation is a very expensive item of construction and would add approximately
$100,000.00 to the project cost. Other more traditional methods of construction include
a Retaining Wall or a bridge like structure or a cantilever slab. Each of these methods /
measures would cost upwards of $500,000.00.

The owners of the property at the south west corner of lowa and Terrace are strongly
opposed to any widening of the existing roadway through the ravine areas (See Exhibit
H - Email from Mr. and Mrs. Janders)

3. Material Cost — In addition to the cost of additional right of way and additional
excavation along the ravine areas, the cost for materials and labor for Shared-use path is
typically twice than that for a 6 foot sidewalk. It is estimated that the additional material
cost for the Shared-use path along this corridor would be approximately $97,000.00
[$169,000 (shared-use path 10’) - $72,000.00 (sidewalk 6’)]

4. Bicycle Advisory Committee Recommendation —This portion of lowa (from 9" to 15th) is
not a designated bike route, according to the 2009 Bikeway System Map of Lawrence
[See Exhibit I]. Nonetheless, the idea of a Shared-use path along this corridor was
discussed at the BAC meeting held on May 18, 2010 (See Exhibit G for BAC Minutes).
BAC members were not in favor of this idea due to heavy traffic volumes, steep grades
and high cost associated with unfavorable topographic and right of way conditions. BAC
members recommended improving signage along an alternate route to improve north-
south mobility of bicyclists (See Exhibit J).





5. The proposed Shared-use path along this corridor is not consistent with AASHTO
guidelines for bicycle facilities [See Exhibit F] for the following two safety reasons.

(i) Too close to the vehicular traffic.
(ii) Too many driveways and side roads in the area.

6. Impact on Trees and Utilities — A shared-use path along this corridor will require
removal of a number of additional trees and relocation of at least 5 additional Westar
power poles, water line and fiber optics. Relocation of 5 Westar Power Poles would cost
approximately $125,000.00 — this will be a direct cost to Westar Energy, not to the City.
Relocation of fiber optics (along the east side of lowa between University and 15th)
would cost Light Core, the owner of this utility, approximately $30,000.00 — again, not a
direct cost to the city. The relocation of the water line (under existing pavement along
the west side of lowa, north of 15th) will however cost the city approximately
$30,000.00.

7. A Shared-use path between Harvard and 15™ street can be constructed for a total city
cost of approximately $538,000.00 whereas a 6 foot sidewalk along the west side of
lowa would cost the city approximately $189,000.00. Therefore a shared-use path
option would cost an estimated $349,000.00 more than the sidewalk option. If the cost
of relocating power poles and fiber optics (necessary for the shared-use path) is
included, the total cost of the Shared-use path would be approximately $693,000.00 —
an estimated $504,000.00 more than the cost of a 6 foot sidewalk along this corridor.
The original project budget was prepared based on a 6 foot sidewalk option along the
west side of lowa. Considering the higher cost, AASHTO Guidelines and safety concerns,
and input from area residents and BAC, staff would not recommend a Shared-use path
in this corridor.

Cost of Shared Use path

Material Cost (2,600 L.F. x $65.00) $169,000.00
R/W acquisition (6,500 sq.ft @ $10.00) S 65,000.00
Cost of Rock Excavation thru the Ravine Area $100,000.00
(5,000 C.Y. @ $20.00)
Conc. Safety Barrier (500 L.F. @ $100.00) S 50,000.00
Hand Rail (500 L.F. @ $100.00) S 50,000.00
Water Line Relocation (300 L.F. x $100.00) S 30,000.00
Engineering Design Cost: S 25,000.00
$489,000.00
Contingency (10%) S 49,000.00
Total $538,000.00
Westar Power Relocation (5 poles @ $25,000.00) $125,000.00**
Fiber Optic Relocation (1,000 L.F. x $30.00) S 30,000.00**

Grand Total $693,000.00





** These are not direct cost to the city. Utility companies are responsible for necessary
relocation.

Cost of 6 foot Sidewalk

Material Cost (2,400 L.F. x $30.00) $72,000.00
Conc. Safety Barrier (500 L.F. @ $100.00) $50,000.00
Hand Rail (500 L.F. @ $100.00) $50,000.00
$172,000.00
Contingency (10%) $ 17,000.00
Total $189,000.00

Traffic Calming on Stratford and University

Staff has been directed by the Commission to work with the area residents and neighborhood
groups to come up with appropriate and effective traffic calming measures, as part of the lowa
Street Reconstruction project. However, the traffic calming measures on University and
Stratford are not necessarily tied to the lowa Street Reconstruction project, and therefore, can
proceed independently. Staff is currently preparing a preliminary scope of this work to present
to all 5 neighborhood groups in the area separately, and then leading to a Public Meeting
inviting all residents within the area bound by lowa, 9™ West Campus Road and 15", Traffic
calming on Stratford and University could be completed prior to the lowa Street project.

Recommendations
After a thorough analysis and evaluation of different ideas, issues and concerns, staff
recommends the following.

1. Revise the project limit as follows.
North End: approximately 200 feet south of Harvard.
South End: Irving Hill overpass.

2. No widening on the east side due to very limited room and numerous underground
utilities.

3. Expand the existing roadway footprint to the west side by 10 feet.
4. A five lane section for lowa consisting of 4 thru lanes, 11 feet each and a 12 foot Center
Turn lane, along with a 6 foot sidewalk on the west side requiring no additional right-of-

way.

5. Sidewalk along the East Side of lowa (from University to 15”‘) —is not recommended due
to high cost and safety concerns through the ravine area and the rock cliff.

6. Approve the proposed improvements/reconfiguration at the intersection of 15" and
lowa as described below.

- Add a Right Turn Lane on 3 legs of the intersection (north, east and west). Currently
there is already a right turn lane at the south leg of the intersection.





Provide dual left turn lanes for north and south bound traffic, this will not require
any additional widening of the roadway.

Re-grade and reconfigure the intersection to the east and west to accommodate the
proposed right turn lanes.

7. A shared use path is not recommended considering the high cost, safety concerns and
input from residents and BAC.

Exhibits
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Exhibit B:
Exhibit C:
Exhibit D:
Exhibit E:
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AASHTO Guidelines for Lane Width

Picture of Rock Cliff

Proposed Lane Configuration — 15" and lowa
AASHTO Guidelines for Bicycle Facilities
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Email from Mr. and Mrs. Janders

2009 Bikeway System Map

Alternate Bike Route





Exhibit A - Project Location Map
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EXHIBIT C

AASHTO GUIDE FOR LANE WIDTH




chicks

Rectangle





‘——

AASHTO—Geometric Design of Highways and Streets Rural and Urban Arterials (Urban)

guidance applicable to both rural and urban arterials is presented in the section o “Superelevé;t'
Cross Sections” in the earljer discussion of rural arterials in this chapter. :

Under interrupted-flow operating conditions at low speeds (70 km/h [45 mph] or less),
wer lane widths are normally adequate and have some advantages. For example, reduced
ne widths allow more lanes to be provided in areas with restricted right-of-way and allow
h;) r pedestrian crossing times because of reduced crossing distancgs. Arterials with reduced
je widths are also more economical to construct. A 3.3-m [11-ft] lane width is adequate for
iigh lanes, continuous two-way left-turn lanes, and lanes adjacent to a painted median. Left-
and combination lanes used for parking during off-peak hours and for traffic during peak

Metric I US Customary
. e ———

Maximum grade (%) for Maximum grade (%) for
specified design speed (km/h)} specified design speed (mph)
Typeofterainf 50 60 70 89 90 10030 35 40 45 50 55 gp]

Level 8 7 6 6 5 508 7 7 6 o 5 5] urs may be 3.0 m [10 ft] in width. If provision for bicyclists is to be made, see the AASHTO
Rolling 9 8 7 7 6.6 '9 8 8 7 7 ¢ 61 ide for the Development of Bicycle Facilities (6).
[Mountainous J11 10 9 9 8 8 11 10 10 9 o 8 g . . . ,
i" - If substantial truck traffic is anticipated, additional lane width may be desirable. The.widths

eeded for all lanes and intersection design controls should be evaluated collectively. For
tnstance, a wider right-hand lane that provides for right turns without encroachment ‘on adjacent
anes may be attained by providing a narrower left-turn lane. Local practice and experience
rding lane widths should also be evaluated. ‘ - '

Exhibit 7-10. Maximum Grades for Urban Arterials

Cross Slope

Sufficient cross slope for adequate pavement drainage is important on urban arterials
typical problems related to splashing and hydroplaning are c'omp@)unded'by\heavy traffic vol i
and curbed sections, especially for high speeds. Cross slopes should range from 1.5 to 3 percen
the lower portion of this range is appropriate where drainage flow is across a single lane
higher values are appropriate where flow is across several lanes. Even higher cross-slope
may be used for parking lanes. The overall cross section should provide a’ smooth appears;
without sharp breaks. Because urban arterials are often curbed, it is necessary to provides
{ongitudinal as well as cross-slope drainage. The use of higher cross-siope rates also reduces f]
iy e roadway and ponding of warter due to pavement nreguiarities and rutting. The sectio
“<.ross Slopes” in Chapter 4 provides additional guidance. '

urbs and Shoulders

.~ Shoulders ate desirable on any highway, and urban arterials are no exception. Where four
anes are warranted, shoulders are desirable. They contribute to enhanced safety by affording
‘maneuver room and providing space for immobilized vehicles. They offer a measure of safety to
the occasional pedestrian in sparsely developed areds where sidewalks qx‘e not appropriate and
rovide space for bicvciists where allowed by law. They also serve as s'z)eeca:ch_ange lanes for
ehicles turning nto driveways and provide storage space for plowed snow.

Despite the many advantages of shoulders on arterial streets, their use is generally limited
due to restricted right-of-way and the necessity of using the available right-of-way for traffic
laties. Where the abutting property is used for commercial purposes or consists of high-density
sidential development, a shoulder, if provided, is subject to such heavy use in serving local
fic that the pavement strength of the shoulder must be about the same as that for the travel
165. In urban and suburban areas, the outside edges of shoulders are often curbed and a closed
amage system provided to minimize the amount of right-of-way needed. In addition, curbs are
ften appropriate in heavily developed areas as a means of controlling access. -

"Vertical Clearances

New or reconstructed structures should provide 4.9-m [16-ft] vertical clearance ov;
entire roadway width. Existing structures that provide clearance of 4.3 m [14 ft], if allo
local statute, may be retained. In h'ighly urbanized areas, a minimum clearance of 4.3 m [
may be provided if there is an alternate route with 4.9-m [16-ft] clearance. Structures s

rovide additional clearance f; e ing of the underpassing road. . : . . o .
prov or future resurfacing P & In those instances where sufficient night-of-way exists to consider shoulders, refer to the

cussion on shoulders in the rural arterial section of this chapter for guidance. Where provision

L shoulders g not practical, and curbs are to be used, refer to the section on “Curb Placement™ in
Lane Widths A

Lane widths may vary from 3.0 to 3.6 m [10 to 12 ft]. Lane widths of 3.0 m [10 ft] may
used in highly restricted areas having little or no truck traffic. Lane widths of 3.3 m [11 1
used quite extensively for urban arterial street designs. The 3.6-m [12-ft] lane widths are

. " . . 3 - - . i al arte .
desirable and should be used, where practical, on higher speed, free-flowing, princip The number of lanes varies, depending on traffic demand and availability of the right-of-

Y3y, but the normal range for urban arterial streets is four to eight lanes in both directions of
frave] Combined. A capacity analysis should be performed to determine the proper number of
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EXHIBIT D
PICTURES OF ROCK CLIFF
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EXHIBIT F

AASHTOGUIDE FOR guide for the development of bicycle facilities

BIKE FACILITIES

Shared Use Paths

Shared use paths are facilities on exclusive right-of-way and with mini-
mal cross flow by motor vehicles. Shared use paths are sometimes
referred to as trails; however, in many states the term trail means an un-
improved recreational facility. Care should be taken in using these terms
interchangeably. Where shared use paths are called trails, they should
meet all design criteria for shared use paths to be designated as bicycle
facilities. Users are non-motorized and may include but are not limited
to: bicyclists, in-line skaters, roller skaters, wheelchair users (both
non-motorized and motorized) and pedestrians, including walkers, run-
ners, people with baby strollers, people walking dogs, etc. These
facilities are most commonly designed for two-way travel, and the guid-
ance herein assumes a two-way facility is planned unless otherwise
stated.

Shared use paths can serve a variety of purposes. They can provide users
with a shortcut through a residential neighborhood (e.g., a connection
between two cul-de-sac streets). Located in a park, they can provide an
enjoyable recreational opportunity. Shared use paths can be located
along rivers, ocean fronts, canals, abandoned or active railroad and util-
ity rights-of-way, limited access freeways, within college campuses or
within and between parks. Shared use paths can also provide bicycle ac-
cess to areas that are otherwise served only by limited access highways
closed to bicycles. Appropriate locations can be identified during the
planning process. Examples of shared use paths are shown in Figures 15
and 16.

Shared use paths should be thought of as a complementary system of
off-road transportation routes for bicyclists and others that serves as a
necessary extension to the roadway network. Shared use paths should
not be used to preclude on-road bicycle facilities, but rather to supple-
ment a system of on-road bike lanes, wide outside lanes, paved
shoulders and bike routes. There are some similarities between the de-
sign criteria for shared use paths and highways (e.g., horizontal
alignment, sight distance requirements, signing and markings). On the
other hand, some criteria (e.g., horizontal and vertical clearance require-
ments, grades and pavement structure) are dictated by operating
characteristics of bicycles that are substantially different from those of
motor vehicles. The designer should always be aware of the similarities
and differences between bicycles and motor vehicles and of how these
similarities and differences influence the design of shared use paths. The
remainder of this section provides guidance on each of the factors that
should be considered in designing safe and functional shared use paths.

Separation Between Shared Use Paths and Roadways

When two-way shared use paths are located immediately adjacent to a
roadway, some operational problems are likely to occur. In some cases,
paths along highways for short sections are permissible, given an appro-
priate level of separation between facilities, as in Figure 16. Some

5

Figure 16. Example of a Shared Use Path
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[

, problems with paths located immediately adjacent to roadways are as
iy follows: - ‘

1. Unless separated, they require one direction of bicycle traffic to
| , ride against motor vehicle traffic, contrary to normal rules of the
il road.

2. When the path ends, bicyclists going against traffic will tend to
continue to travel on the wrong side of the street. Likewise, bicy-
clists approaching a shared use path often travel on the wrong
side of the street in getting to the path. Wrong-way travel by bi-
cyclists is a major cause of bicycle/automobile crashes and
should be discouraged at every opportunity.

i 3. Atintersections, motorists entering or crossing the roadway of-

o ten will not notice bicyclists approaching from their right, as

il , they are not expecting contra-flow vehicles. Motorists tu rning to

‘ exit the roadway may likewise fail to notice the bicyclist. Even
bicyclists coming from the left often 80 unnoticed, especially
when sight distances are limited.

4. Signs posted for roadway users are backwards for contra-flow
bike traffic; therefore these cyclists are unable to read the infor-
mation without stopping and turnirig around.

5. When the available right-of-way is too narrow to accommodate
all highway and shared use path features, it may be prudent to
consider a reduction of the existing or proposed widths of the
various highway (and bikeway) cross-sectional elements (i.e.,

| : lane and shoulder widths, etc.). However, any reduction to less

| than AASHTO Green Book' (or other applicable) design criteria

‘ i must be supported by a documented engineering analysis.

| 6. Many Bicycli'sts will use the roadway instead of the shared use
f path because they have found the roadway to be more conve-
| nient, better maintained, or safer. Bicyclists using the roadway
f' 3 may be harassed by some motorists who feel that in all cases bi-
| : cyclists should be on the'adjacent path.,

!

| 7. Although the shared use path should be given the same priority
through intersections as the parallel highway, motorists falsely
| expect bicyclists to stop or yield at all cross-streets and drive-
| ways. Efforts to require or encourage bicyclists to yield or stop at
each cross-street and driveway are inappropriate and frequently
ignored by bicyclists.

8.  Stopped cross-street mbtor vehicle traffic or vehicles exiting side
streets or driveways may block the path crossing.

9. Because of the proximity of motor vehicle traffic to opposing bi-
cycle traffic, barriers are often necessary to keep motor vehicles
out of shared use paths and bicyclists out of traffic lanes. These
barriers can representan obstruction to bicyclists and motorists,

Design
Shared Use Paths






guide for the development of bicycle facilities .35

can complicate maintenance of the facility/ and can cause other
problems as well. '

For the above reasons, other types of bikeways are likely to be better
suited to accommodate bicycle traffic along highway corridors, depend-
ing upon traffic conditions. Shared use paths should not be considered a
substitute for street improvements even when the path is located adja-
cent to the highway, because many bicyclists will find it less convenient
to ride on these paths compared with the streets, particularly for utility
trips.

When two-way shared use paths aré located adjacent to a roadway,
wide separation between a shared use path and the adjacent highway is |
desirable to demonstrate toboth the bicyclist anid the motorist that the
path functions as an independent facility for bicyclists and others. When
this is not possible and the distance between the edge of the shoulder
and the shared use path is less than 1.5 m (5 feet), a suitable physical bar-
rier is recommended. Such barriers serve both to prevent path users from
making unwanted movements between the path and the highway shoul-
der and to reinforce the concept that the path is an independent facility.
Where used, the barrier should be a minimum of 1.1 m (42 inches) high,
to prevent bicyclists from toppling over it. A barrier between a shared use
path and adjacent highway should not impair sight distance at intersec-
tions, and should be designed to not be a hazard to errant motorists.

Width and Clearance

The paved width and the operating width required for a shared use path -
are primary design considerations. Figure 17 depicts a shared use path
on a separated right of way. Under most conditions, a recommended
paved width for a two-directional shared use path is 3.0 m (10 feet). In

0.9m (3f) min.
<_1smE >

K 6 ft) max. T T"

£3 £ 3 |
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= =8
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0.6m ' ! 0.6m
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Figure 17. Cross Section of Two-Way Shared Use Path on Separated Right-of-Way
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EXHIBIT G
BAC MINUTES

MAY 18, 2010

City of Lawrence
Lawrence — Douglas County Bicycle Advisory Committee
May 18, 2010 minutes

MEMBERS PRESENT: Eric Struckhoff-Chair, Gary Calton, Becky McClure, Tom
Jerome, Gerard Arantowicz, Jay Bialek

MEMBERS ABSENT: Tyler Longpine, Neil Taylor

STAFF PRESENT: Todd Girdler, Shoeb Uddin, David W oosley, Eileen Horn

PUBLIC PRESENT: Scott Wagner, Michael Almon, Emily Lysen

1. Call Meeting to Order and Assurance of Quorum
The meeting was called to order at 6:06 PM and introductions were made. There
was a quorum present.

2. Approval of the February 16, March 16, and April 20, 2010 Meeting Minutes
A motion to approve all three of these minutes as presented was moved by
Becky McClure, seconded by Tom Jerome and approved unanimously.

3. Douglas County - Sustainability Coordinator
Todd girdler introduced Eileen Horn to the BAC and informed the group that she is
the newly hired Sustainability Coordinator for Lawrence and Douglas County. Eileen
told the BAC that she has been on the job for ten days and is visiting with groups like
the BAC that are concerned with sustainable development. Eric Struckhoff briefly
described what the BAC is and what is does to advise the Lawrence and Douglas
County governments and to work with the MPO. He noted that bicycle issues are
now routinely discussed in site planning. He noted that BAC issues are part of the
discussions of multi-modal transportation planning for the area and in project
planning like the Burroughs Creek Trail and Two-Rivers Trail projects. Todd Girdler
noted that Lawrence is a Bicycle Friendly Community at the Bronze Level and hopes
to move up to Silver next time so having the BAC work with Eileen on sustainability
issues should help with that effort. Eric noted that one thing the BAC hopes to get
done in the near future is a Douglas County Trails Plan and he looks forward to
working with Eileen on that project. Eileen noted that she works with various City and
County Departments and that bicycle travel is certainly part of the sustainability effort
so she looks forward to helping the BAC in its efforts to encourage cycling. Michael
Almon asked about how bike issues are reviewed in planning cases and whether the
BAC should review planning cases. Shoeb Uddin and Todd Girdler told the BAC that
the Bikeway System Map and bike parking regulations are now routinely referenced
in planning case reviews. Todd noted that he looks for bike issues when he reviews
project plans. The groups that receive planning case information are public officials
and utility representatives. BAC members agreed that if staff is looking out for bicycle
issues in case review meetings then the BAC did not need to be on the case
reviewer list.

4. Lawrence Central Rotary Club-Ride Lawrence Project
Scott Wagner introduced himself to the BAC as a member of the Lawrence Central
Rotary Club. He informed the BAC that his club had obtained a $7,500 grant from
Live Well Lawrence to plan and hold a family bike ride and to do other things that
promote wellness and healthy lifestyles through bicycling. This effort also includes
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the design of bike racks and a website (www.ridelawrence.com). BAC members
reviewed the design for the Ride Lawrence bike rack and discussed ways that the
Rotary efforts could be coordinated and compliment things the BAC is doing. BAC
members and Scott noted that there are several places in Downtown Lawrence
(Farmers Market, City Hall, Courthouse, etc.) that need improved bike parking and
that his group wants to help in providing more bike parking. BAC members agreed
that they wanted to keep informed about this Rotary project. Todd Girdler told the
BAC that he could add Scott to the list to get BAC agendas, and Scott agreed to
keep the BAC aware of this Rotary project' progress.

Complete Streets Policy Activities and the Grant from the Douglas County
Community Foundation for the Complete Streets Workshop

Todd briefly explained what Complete Streets is about and that we have an $8,500
grant to hold a Complete Streets workshop in Lawrence. Todd told the BAC that he
has been in discussions with Marilyn Hall from the Douglas County Community
Foundation and Linda Tracey from the Complete Street Coalition. Linda is in the
process of drafting a contract for the Complete Streets W orkshop being planned for
late August or September. MPO staff should have that for review soon. There may
also be a pre-workshop presentation to local elected officials and MPO members if
funding can be obtained for that meeting. Todd is also working on a list of people to
invite to this day long workshop. More information about this project will be presented
at the next BAC meeting.

Pathway Markings for the Shared Use Path Along 6th Street at Champion Lane
Eric Struckhoff presented an overview of the problems we are hearing about at the
commercial driveways between Folks and Congressional along the 6th Street shared
use path. David Woosley and Eric reviewed the action taken by the Traffic Safety
Commission to reject the signage options for mitigating this issue and their decision
to send this back to the BAC for the BAC to determine if some sort of markings on
the pathway could be devised to help operations at this location. David showed the
BAC a pavement marking that will fit on the pathway and that the City now has in
stock. This marking is bright green with black letters that spell LOOK. A motion to
approve the installation of this pavement marking at all four commercial driveways
intersecting the 6th Street Shared Use Path between Folks Road and Congressional
was moved by Eric Struckhoff, seconded by jay Bialek and passed unanimously.

Feasibility of Bikeway Facilities Along lowa Street as Part of the
Reconstruction Project from Yale to 15" Street

Shoeb Uddin presented this project to the BAC for discussion noting that the original
pavement was built in 1952 and has been overlaid several times and now is suffering
from base failures and needs a full reconstruction. This reconstruction project will go
from Yale to 15th and include a center turn lane to help reduce the left-turn/rear end
accidents that are now prevalent in this section of road. BAC members discussed the
need to get bicyclists through this lowa Street Corridor and the difficulties of putting a
bikeway (bike lanes or shared use path) along this section of road that has
constricted and varying width right-of-way and high traffic volumes. Shoeb noted that
to add a bikeway along this section will be very expensive since there is no room for
that bikeway in the existing street width and if widened the road will have to have lots
of fill and retaining walls constructed north of 15th Street. The BAC agreed that
putting a bikeway along this stretch of road from Yale to Terrace and then ending it
as it approaches the 15th Street Intersection is not a good option either since it will
force cyclists to merge into the mainline and take a lane coming down the hill and





10.

11.

12.

13.

into a busy roadway. Michael Almon noted that he wanted to see if a parallel
pathway could be placed in this section but that he was not advocating for bike lanes
in this section. Eric Struckhoff told the BAC that the only viable option that he sees is
to improve the signage for bike routes on parallel streets and encourage cyclists to
use those routes to move through this corridor. BAC members unanimously agreed
to not make a recommendation abut adding bikeways to this lowa Street
reconstruction project but to simply work with the City to improve signage to identify
bike routes in the area.

7™ Street Bicycle Pedestrian Bridge Support Letter and Parallel Pathway Along
lowa Street

Eric Struckhoff told the BAC that he is planning on writing a letter to support this
bikeway project idea and to ask the City commission to study this bike-pedestrian
facility proposal. This proposal is to have a bike-pedestrian bridge cross lowa Street
from the end of 7th Street and then enter Centennial Park providing a connection to
allow bicycle and foot traffic to get though the lowa Street/6th Street interchange
area. The BAC members agreed and instructed Eric to draft this letter, send it to
Todd Girdler for review, and then send it from the BAC onto the City Commission.

Bicycle Advisory Committee (BAC) Advisory Role within the MPO Process
Tom Jerome and Gerard Arantowicz left the meeting and a quorum was lost with
their departure. The remaining BAC members briefly discussed this issue and
agreed that bicycle issues are now well represented at MPO meetings and that no
formal change to the BAC status in the MPO structure is needed at this time. BAC
members agreed that this issue can be revisited later if any members or staff wants
to discuss it again.

Bicycle Rideability Map

Todd Girdler informed the BAC that this map is still being worked on and that as
soon as the cover is drafted and the safety information is added to it then the final
draft will be reviewed by the BAC. BAC members asked whether the map cover
should have the title of Bike Lawrence as discussed previously or Ride Lawrence to
match the bike racks being installed by the Rotary Club.

BAC Meeting Time and Location
Without a quorum there was no discussion or action on this item.

Other Business
There was no discussion under Other Business.

Adjournment of Meeting
The meeting adjourned at 7:41 PM.





EXHIBITH

EMAIL FROM: MR. & MRS. JANDER
PROPERTY OWNERS - SW CORNER OF IOWA AND TERRACE ROAD

From: Ursula Jander [mailto:zzjand@hotmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, October 12, 2010 10:18 PM To:
Shoeb Uddin Subject: Widening of lowa Street

th
Re: Concern about widening lowa Street from Terrace Road to 15 Street,

by Rudolf and Ursula Jander, 2105 Terrace Road, Lawrence KS. 66049 (phone 843 9252)

We, Rudolf and Ursula Jander, have been living at the corner of Terrace Road and lowa Street
since 1972. At that time, when we bought the property, we were told that a Southern Bypass
would be built and the traffic on lowa Street would diminish. Almost 40 years later the bypass has
not been built and lowa Street traffic increased until widening became necessary. At the City
Meeting in early summer 2010, when this lowa improvement project was debated, | (Ursula)
pleaded our case and was told by the city commission that widening of lowa Street street would
not be considered along the stretch from Terrace Road to 1Slh street. But now we heard that the
plan has been changed to include that part of the lowa Street as well.

We want to make the city planners aware of the fact that widening of this stretch of lowa has a
vital impact on the value of our property and our existence.

As you know, there is a very steep bank adjacent to our property almost along the whole stretch of
lowa Street. Extending the bank to the west, even for a few feet, will automatically destroy the
growth of the mature trees and shrubbery that were planted by us over the years and our house
will literally be sitting on the highway. The other possibility, to build a retaining wall along the
street, will be almost as destructive to our property and again will not leave much green screen
between our property and the road. The construction alone will necessarily ruin the plant life.

If this extremely expensive wall is being considered, we want to
suggest that it will be built along the east side of the street, where
no established property will be impacted as much as ours.





Additionally, whatever the decision will be, we would like to make the city aware of the impact
during the construction for the people residing on Terrace road leaving and entering this dead-end
street. We ask you to keep in mind that there are people living here who still walk or bicyle.
Hopefully, there will be consideration also for people want to be able to reach places outside
Terrace Road by means other than a car. Furthermore, there is quite a bit of foot traffic of people,
especially students. who walk along lowa from the dormitorries to the Hillcrest shopping area.

In order to plan for our own future, we would like to be informed about the progress of
construction decisions that are being made by the city.

Thank you very much for your consideration,

Rudolf and Ursula Jander
2105 Terrace Road
Lawrence KS 66049
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Lawrence-Douglas County Metropolitan Planning Organization Map Notes:

Drafted by David R. Guntert

It is understood that future roadways are projections only. Development plans that extend roads designated to have bicycle facilities shall also continue

those bicycle facilities. All developments that seek changes in the designated bicycle facilities shown on this map are subject to review by the Bicycle Advisory
Committee, which shall make its recommendations to the Lawrence City Commission, Douglas County Commission, and the Lawrence-Douglas County MPO.
The MPO by approval of this map is establishing a regional plan for bikeway development that is made a part of the Metropolitan Transportation Plan.

\\plan\shared\transportation\bike_ped\bike maps\bike facility map_adopted_041609.mxd

Approved by the Lawrence-Douglas County Metropolitan Planning Organization on April 16, 2009.






Project End

E“ge\ R4

Anna Dl'

Stewart Dr

Petefish Dr

Add Right Turn Lane

sssssssss

E”lS Dr

£ ///'s. o
r

400’ (+/-)

Burdick Dr

W 15th St

ISUISE M

A

sssssssss

Coventry Mnr

600" (+/-)
- [ Add Right Turn Lane
250" (+/-)
>
Add Right Turn Lane
%
d}éo
%
Engel Rd
oW
C“s
ReS
’)/,?0

Terrace-Rd

Valley-Ln

Raintree P}

Spencer-Dr

Strong Ave

nnnnnnnnn

University Dr

Centennial Dr

e
o
)

Terrace Ln 3 'II\ON Croek Ln
! ;
o =
2

®
e
2
(e}
se}
4
. . §e)
Project Begin s
§
200" (+/-) T
lowa St
e
04
2
Z% Highland Dr
he]
x
B
©
c
©
=
Hilltop-Dr
4
Sunset Dr

Exhibit J - Alternate Bike Route
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		pw_iowa_attachment_a_project_cost_funding

		pw_iowa_attachment_b_city_state_ agreement

		pw_iowa_attachment_c_preliminary_design_report_exhibits_a_j

		pw_iowa_exhibit_g_bac_minutes.pdf

		Call Meeting to Order and Assurance of Quorum

		Approval of the February 16, March 16, and April 20, 2010 Meeting Minutes

		A motion to approve all three of these minutes as presented was moved by Becky McClure, seconded by Tom Jerome and approved unanimously.















