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Bobbie Walthall

To: David L. Corliss
Subject: RE: Rock Chalk Sports Facility

 

From: Lance Johnson [mailto:Lance.Johnson@colliers.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, January 08, 2013 2:34 PM 
To: schummfoods@gmail.com; mdever@sunflower.com; hughcarter@sunflower.com; mikeamyx515@hotmail.com; 
aroncromwell@gmail.com 
Cc: David L. Corliss 
Subject: Rock Chalk Sports Facility 
 
Mayor Schumm, Vice‐Mayor Dever, and Commissioners – 
 
I realize you may or may not see my email in time for tonight’s meeting, but in the event you do, here goes… 
 
First of all, thank you for your service to this community and consideration of the above referenced project. I appreciate 
all the discussion, deliberation, and careful study you have put into this project to date. Also, I appreciate the study, in 
general, regarding the community need for athletic facility space. 
 
Given everything I have heard, read, and know about the project, I am in support of the project moving forward. You 
obviously have a challenge of balancing this project within the context of all the community’s needs within a budget. I 
don’t know if there’s ever a “perfect” time for anything, but I think a case can be made this is as close to perfect as you 
can get for a project of this type. I want to commend you for not thinking small, and rather, thinking big (i.e. what could 
be done if given the opportunity to do it right?). The opportunity is before you. 
 
Please move forward with the project. Thanks for your time and consideration. 
 
Lance 

Lance M. Johnson, P.E. 
Associate | Lawrence 
Main +1 785 865 5100 ext. 108 
Mobile 785 550 7126 
Fax +1785 865 3842 
Lance.Johnson@colliers.com 

Colliers International 
805 New Hampshire, Suite C | Lawrence, KS 66044 | USA 
www.colliers.com 
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January 8, 2013 
 
Mayor Schumm and the Lawrence City Commission 
City Hall 
Lawrence, KS 66044 
 
 
Honorable Mayor and Commissioners, 
 
I am Philip Bradley representing the Kansas Licensed Beverage Association.  The 
KLBA represents the interests of the men and women in the hospitality industry, who 
own, manage and work in Kansas bars, breweries, clubs, caterers, hotels, and restaurants.  
These are the places you frequent and enjoy with the tens of thousands of employees that 
are glad to serve you.  Due to a work commitment I cannot appear today and I thank 
you for the opportunity present this letter and I will be brief. 
 
After careful review of the many and varied information available from the City, 
University, supporters and the opposition about the proposed development we wish to 
endorse the Rock Chalk Development. 
 
I will not repeat the evidence already presented.  It is convincing and impressive.  We 
do wish to note the extraordinary efforts to be efficient with public dollars, the careful 
cooperation between differing units (governmental, educational and civic) and the 
attention to the needs and concerns of the community.  I remember from my time as a 
Planning Commissioner, that these are highly desired in development planning and 
review.  And unfortunately they are very lacking across our country.  Thank you to all 
who have participated. 
 
Again thank you for your attention and consideration.  I will make myself available 
for your questions.   
 
 
 

 
 
Philip Bradley 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

http://www.klba.org/
mailto:phil@klba.org


January 7, 2013 
 
Mayor Schumm, and Lawrence City Commissioners,  
 
On January 3, 2013, The Lawrence Association of Neighborhoods (LAN) met 
and unanimously voted to submit comments to the City Commission regarding 
our concerns about the City’s regional recreation center project, slated to be built 
within the Rock Chalk Village complex. Our concerns are as follows: 
 
Depletion of City Sales Tax Funds and Misallocation of Limited Resources 
 
As you are aware, the City has numerous “big ticket” items on the horizon, 
including needed water and wastewater capitol projects, infrastructure repair and 
maintenance, and police facility improvements. LAN is concerned that the City 
has failed to fully assess the long-term costs of this recreation project and how 
those costs may affect the City’s ability to address other needed priorities in our 
community.  
 
Underestimating Projected Operating Expenses 
 
The projected operating expenses for the recreation center appear very low 
compared to other similar centers.  It seems likely that the taxpayers will be 
asked to pay operating expenses in excess of the amount projected.  These 
increased expenses may further stress an already tight city budget and create 
competition between recreation facilities. 
 
High Construction Costs and No-Bid Contract 
 
The proposed recreation center appears to have constructions costs that are 
higher than necessary, when compared to similar facilities. This elevated cost 
has not been justified. Further, LAN is very concerned that the City is being 
asked to accept KUEA’s no-bid contract for construction of the recreation center. 
As proposed, competing bids supplied from parties not able to realize an actual 
contract are useless. We believe that the proposed arrangement provides little or 
no protection for taxpayers. We disagree with the City proceeding with a contract 
that lacks legitimate public bidding. 
 
Turn-key Contract without Cost Certification 
 
When the proposed recreation center is complete, the taxpayers are being asked 
to take possession and pay for the facility without knowing whether or not they 
received full value for their money. Cost certification by an independent auditor 
would correct this problem.  As the project details are currently structured, LAN is 
concerned that taxpayers may not get full value for their money.  
 
 



Voter Input 
 
This project exceeds the scope and intention of the recreation funding that the 
voters approved in 1994. Given the magnitude of the project and the resulting 
long-term debt and operational costs to be incurred by taxpayers, LAN believes 
that the regional recreation center as proposed should be put up for a public 
vote.  
 
Recommendations 
 
LAN recommends that: 
 

o This project be put to a public vote, 
o This project be reexamined in terms of both its construction and 

operating costs;  
o This project be put out for public bid; and 
o This project be subject to independent cost certification. 

 
 
We appreciate your consideration of these comments, and respectfully request 
that they be included in the public record for the Tuesday, January 8, 2013 City 
Commission Meeting. 
 
Thank you.  
 
 
Laura Routh 
LAN Chair 
  
  
 
 
 



 

Lawrence Chamber of Commerce, 646 Vermont Street, Suite 200, Lawrence, KS 66044 
 

 

 
 
 

Statement of Support – Rock Chalk Sports Park 
January 5, 2013 

 
The Lawrence community has a unique opportunity to partner with the University of Kansas, 
through Kansas Athletics, in building a first class sports complex, known as Rock Chalk Sports 
Park.   There have been numerous public hearings and this project has been thoroughly studied.  
It is time for action.    
 
One thing is certain – Lawrence is significantly behind other communities of similar size and 
population in providing these kinds of services for its citizens.   Studies show Lawrence has 20 
fewer basketball and volleyball courts than required to support sports teams for children and 
adults.  The entire Lawrence community will benefit from this world-class facility. The Rock 
Chalk Park Sports Park project will help build our community’s infrastructure and enhance the 
amenities and quality of life that make Lawrence a desirable place to live and work. 
 
On Tuesday night, the City Commission will hold a public hearing on the next steps in the 
process to build this recreation center that will include a track and field stadium built to 
international specifications, a soccer field, softball stadium and more than 1,400 parking spaces.  
While a final decision won’t be made until a planned mid-February review, Tuesday’s vote on 
rezoning and a special use permit that ensures any activity conducted at the park would be 
subject to City approval, is an important one that will allow this project to move forward. 
 
The Board of Directors of the Lawrence Chamber of Commerce supports the City of Lawrence, 
in affiliation with KU Athletics and the University of Kansas, entering into an agreement to build 
a 181,000 square foot recreation center, with a price not-to-exceed $25 million. We understand 
that no tax increase will be necessary for construction of this project and therefore, no public 
vote on the issue is necessary. We urge the City to approve the necessary zoning and special use 
permit necessary to build Rock Chalk Sports Park, and provide a much-needed and long-overdue 
amenity for its citizens. 
 
 
 
 
Doug Gaumer 
Chair, Board of Directors 
Lawrence Chamber of Commerce 
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In the last 15 months, there have been 17 letters to the editor and 14 LJW editorials 
opposing/questioning this rec center project. I have never seen such outcry in this community. 
  
Dickie Heckler 









From: Ed Manda [mailto:furstm@sunflower.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, November 20, 2012 9:14 PM 
To: Scott McCullough 
Cc: Carl Locke; Don Green; JD Cleavinger; Larry Hatfield; Lee Ice; Rick Spano; Don 
Jardon; Jim Owens 
Subject: Rec Center Planning 
 
Hi Scott,  
 
This is just another way to contact you regarding the possible addition of 2 
handball/racquetball/wallyball courts in the tentative planning process for the proposed 
Rec Center.   I understood from Mark Hecker that we should contact the City 
Commissioners about our interest in this process, but no one seems to know at what 
point we get anyone to listen.  With only one court at Holcom, our community is a little 
deficient.    
 
Mike Amyx has told me we would have his vote and I know Bob Schumm is 
sympathetic.   
 
What can you tell me about the process of considering these additions? 
 
Thank you for a simple reply. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ed Manda 
 
 









         9 November 2012 
 
To:   Lawrence City Commission 
     c/o David Corliss, City Manager 
 Joe Caldwell, Chair, City Recreation Advisory Board 

Scott McCullough, Director, Planning & Development 
John Wilkins,  Gould Evans Architects 
Ernie Shaw, Parks and Recreation 
Mark Hecker, Recreation Maintenance & Operations 

 
Re:  Lawrence Community Recreation Facility Planning 
 
Sirs; 
 
After the public meeting Thursday night, and as planning for the Recreation Facility 
moves along, more than a handful of us (and Ernie, you have been one yourself) as 
handball, racquetball, or wallyball enthusiasts, continue to be hopeful that a couple of 
courts could be included in the future planning process.   
 
As you all know, there is only one public court at Holcom Complex, and it is inadequate 
for group activities or to reserve on a regular basis.  The only other courts that are 
accessible in our community require a healthy membership fee at Lawrence Athletic 
Club, and even those courts are in jeopardy.  Having 2 or more courts in the new facility 
would allow expanded group dynamics, and even the possibility of limited tournaments 
that could draw from the Kansas City and Topeka areas (because there are active court 
participants in those cities).  As handball or racquetball followers, most of us know that 
public courts could be another reason for outsiders to visit Lawrence and this new 
facility.   
 
The floor space necessary for these courts could double as an area for other limited floor 
activities, or to provide a secure enclosed area when other major events are planned.   
 
Thank you again for your consideration.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Edward Manda 
940 E 1264 Rd 
 













From: lauri di routh [mailto:lauridi@hotmail.com]  
Sent: Monday, December 10, 2012 8:52 AM 
To: Sheila Stogsdill 
Subject: Comments for planning commission meeting 12/11/12 
 
Ms. Stogsdill, 
 
Please accept these comments for tonight's Planning Commission meeting. I respectfully 
request that these be shared with the Planning Commissioners and staff, and be included in the 
public record for tonight's meeting.  
Please note that my comments herein are not intended to represent any organization or 
group.  I offer these comments solely as an individual citizen and taxpayer. 
 
RE: Long range planning work program, as submitted to the planning commission by Scott 
McCullough in November 2012.  
I wish to express my concern about the City and County opting to postpone implementation of 
the environmental chapter of H2020 to a work schedule beyond 2013. This plan was crafted 
over the course of several years, and both citizens and the Sustainability Advisory Board play a 
role. I am troubled that this plan is being mothballed, at a time when we need it most. Given 
the current drought and its impact on both the built and natural environment, tending to our 
community's natural resources is more important now than ever. I ask that the PC make 
implemenation of the environmental chapter of H2020 a priority for 2013.  
 
RE: Variances requested for the site plan and plat of the proposed Rock Chalk Village Park 
I am troubled to see that the developer is requesting variances to the street connection 
requirements of the code, and also the sidewalk requirement of the code. Both of these items 
are integral to the City's Complete Streets plan, which was recently approved. While I 
appreciate the developer's stated intention of preserving trees on the property, without an 
inventory of said trees or any requirement for monitoring of tree preservation or removal 
during project construction, using trees as an excuse to minimize developer costs seems a bit 
disingenuous.  In regard to street connectivity, it seems to me that allowing George William 
Way to remain a dead end street at the north end creates a bottleneck for the City's future rec 
center, and may create massive traffic problems on the property when large events are held at 
the KU facilities. At the very least, this variance should be reviewed and vetted, first, by traffic 
planners, to assess its impact. I believe that the requirements for sidewalks on both sides of the 
street should be upheld, and the developer's request for variances denied.  
 
RE: Diamondhead Neighborhood Comments 
I support the Diamondhead Neighborhood's right to preserve the nature and safety of their 
neighborhood. I ask that the PC reject the Landplan plat proposal as it would greatly expand the 
development of duplex and multifamily residential dwellings in this area, to the detriment of 
the existing neighborhood.   
 
RE: planning commission packet structure 



In reviewing the packet for this week's meeting, it is noted that the packet size of 57 MB makes 
it very difficult to load and open on a standard home computer. I had several people tell me 
that they had not even tried to do so, for fear that it would crash their computer system. While 
I understand that the files therein are large, I would like to see the PC use the City Commission's 
method of transmitting meeting information, using imbedded, topic-specific links on the 
agenda. This way, individual topic information can be opened and reviewed without the need 
to download the entire packet of 50+ MB of information. By breaking the packet up into 
managable chunks, it will make it easier for the public to access needed information and share 
with others who may wish to comment. Certainly, the PC wants to engage and solicit feedback 
from the public. I believe that the best way to do this would be to use imbedded links on the 
agenda, thereby reducing an evident barrier to accessing information.  
 
I appreciate your consideration of my comments.  
 
Sincerely,  
 
Laura Routh 
2235 East Drive 
Lawrence, KS 
979-3918 
 



Memorandum 
City of Lawrence  
Planning Department  
 
TO: Lawrence Douglas County Planning Commission 

 
FROM: Planning Staff 

 
CC: Applicant 

 
Date: December 10, 2012 

 
RE: Communications received regarding Langston Heights Development. 

 
PP-12-00228: Preliminary Plat Langston Heights Subdivision 
Z-12-00231: UR to RS7 
Z-12-00229: UR to RM12D 
Z-12-00232: UR to RM12 

 
Staff received several communications, phone calls and meeting requests regarding the proposed development 
of 27 acres located west of the Diamondhead Subdivision and northwest of Langston Hughes Elementary School. 
The following is a summary of the communications received to date. 
 

 Michael Whittlesey, 6209 Crystal Lane – Email to staff. 
 Matt Gudenkauf, 6204 Crystal Lane - Email to Rick Hird. 
 Mark Crabtree, 820 Andrew John Drive - letter to staff. 
 Andy and Debbie Pitts, 6212 Palisades Drive – multiple letters to staff. 
 Dennis Tate, 6205 Crystal Lane– Requested meeting with staff. 
 Ryan, Tiffany, Lillian and Jackson Fike, 6201 Crystal Lane – letter to staff. 
 Ziufen Bi and Gary Jing, 824 Diamond Head Drive – letter to staff. 
 Carisa, Dustin, Avery and Sydney Stejskal, letter. 
 Rod Laing, resident.  
 Edward and Colleen Burrichter, 6113 Palisades Drive – letter to staff. 
 Diamondhead Power Point 
 League of Women Voters Letter 
 Laura Routh letter 

 
Meeting with staff on November 30, 2011 included: Linda Herbel, Dennis Tate, Carisa Stejskal, Matt Gudenkauf, 
Michael Whittlesey, Lew Hanna, Rod Lang, Andy Pitts. 
 
Residents of the subdivision to the east of the subject property expressed the following concerns:  
 

1. Diamondhead residents purchased property and built homes with an expectation that the subject 
property would be developed with detached residential uses per the approved 2005 zoning and final 
plat.  

2. Existing traffic in neighborhood is congested especially when school is dismissing. Residents expressed 
concern that the proposed development would exacerbate the existing traffic congestion.  

3. School traffic backs-up traffic along George Williams Way.  
4. “High-density” development should not come through a low-density area and should be required to 

access an arterial street. 
5. Construction traffic to new area will affect neighborhood by using local streets.  



6. Any development of multi-dwelling along the highway should be required to have access to Bob Billings 
Parkway to the south  

7. Undeveloped land should be allowed only one level of “up-zoning.” 
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