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PLAN GOALS

ROE BOULEVARD + 48™ STREET / SKYLINE DRIVE SITE(S)

» |Improve access to Community Center
- Enhance Transit and Multi-Modal Opportunities

 Envision Future Development Potential

ROE BLVD AND JOHNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN CONFLUENCE



PLAN GOALS

ROE BOULEVARD + JOHNSON DRIVE AREA

 Envision Future Redevelopment Potential
- Enhance Transit and Multi-Modal Opportunities

 Explore Johnson Drive Streetscape Integratlon

ROE BLVD AND JOHNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN CONFLUENCE



PUBLIC MEETING: ) STEERING COMMITTEE MEETING: ) TASK PROGRESS:-

SCHEDULE

I AR
2019 2019 2019 2019 2019 2019 2019

Notice to Proceed 02/20 )

Steering Committee Meeting #1 03/20° )

Preparations for Workshop -

Steering Committee Meeting #2 ) 04/10

Public Meeting #1 04/24 )

Develop + Refine Concepts —

Steering Committee Meeting #3 05/29 )

Public Meeting #2 ) 06/06

Steering Committee Meeting #4 06/19 9)

Public Meeting #3 ~)07/10

Final Plan Complete 07/31 )

City Council Takes Action to Adopt Plan - )08/07

ROE BLVD AND JOHNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN CONFLUENCE



RECAP - PUBLIC MEETING #1

RidekC

ROE BLVD AND JOHNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN CONFLUENCE



RECAP - PUBLIC MEETING #1

ROE BLVD AND JOHNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN CONFLUENCE



RECAP - PUBLIC MEETING #2

Preferred Site Concepts Exercise

ROE BLVD AND JOHNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN CONFLUENCE



ROE BOULEVARD SITE(S)
QUESTIONS:

1. List Swaords that describe this area today:

-

2. List 5words that describe how you'd like this area to be in the future:

QUESTIONNAIRE
ROE BLVYD + JOHNSON DR CORRIDOR PLAN

02 D

AR e

L . MARC
PARK CONFLUENCE B

MM Amerce Hrgonal Cuninet

ROE BLVD AND JOHNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN

JOHNSON DRIVE SITE
QUESTIONS:

1. List Swaords that describe this area today:

-

2. List Swords that describe how you'd like this area to be in the future:

QUESTIONNAIRE
ROE BLVD + JOHNSON DR CORRIDOR PLAN

MARC

CONFLUENCE

MM Amercn Hrghora) Coninet

QUESTIONNAIRE RESULTS - PUBLIC MEETING #2

CONFLUENCE



QUESTIONNAIRE RESULTS - ROE BLVD
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ROE BOULEVARD SITE(S)
QUESTIONS:

1. List 5words that describe this area today:

CURRENT

ROE BLVD AND JOHNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN

2. List 5words that describe how you'd like this area to be in the future:

FUTURE

QUESTIONNAIRE
ROE BLVD + JOHNSON DR CORRIDOR PLAN

MARC

MM Amerca Hngoral Counet.

ROELAND PARK CONFLUENCE

CONFLUENCE



QUESTIONNAIRE RESULTS - ROE BLVD
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ROE BOULEVARD SITE(S)
QUESTIONS:

1. List Swaords that describe this area today:

CURRENT

2. List 5words that describe how you'd like this area to be in the future:

FUTURE

ROE BLVD AND JOHNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN

QUESTIONNAIRE
ROE BLVD + JOHNSON DR CORRIDOR PLAN
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QUESTIONNAIRE RESULTS - JOHNSON DRIVE
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ROE BLVD AND JOHNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN

CURRENT
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QUESTIONNAIRE RESULTS - JOHNSON DRIVE

ROE BLVD AND JOHNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN

(7)) JOHNSON DRIVE SITE

Q QUESTIONS:

0 1. List Swords that describe this area today:
= Downtown |- ‘s T
c Courtyard” Type Area T 873
- Interesting § 0% -
o Traditional 2 @ Shops - 2o _ 0
- > D RE um YBusy w50 5 5 CURRENT
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SURVEY RESULTS - PUBLIC MEETING #2

ROE BLVD + JOHNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN
Public Meeting #2

ROE BOULEVARD SITE(S) QUESTIONS:

14

ROLLA

If commercial redevelopment occurs within the study area, what type would you
prefer?

Suburban Mixed-Use
StripMall - 0 1 2 3 4 S 6 7 2 9 10 Town Center
Comments,

If residential redevelopment occurs within the.stuux area, to what extent should the
following development gzpes be considered a priority?

3] Affordable Housing

lowe ) 2 ! 4 S 6 7 3 5 10 high
b) Senior Housing

lowe 1 2 3 4 5 & 7 2 9 10 high
c] Residential Above Commercial

low 1 2 3 4 = 6 7 2 B 10 high

If civic facilities (community center, parks, gathering places, etc.) were to be improved
or constructed in the future; what would you like to see?

Comments:

To what extent should trail and street connectivity be considered a priority for
redevelopment in the study area?

lowe 1 2 3 4 =) 6 7 2 ) 10 high

To what extent should future redevelopment in the study area be driven by market
demand?

lowe 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 2 8 10 high

To |Wh§t extent should future redevelopment in the study area be driven by public
policy?

low 1 2 3 4 o & 7 2 ) 10 high

To what extent should future development character and quality be considered a
priority for redevelopment in the study area?

low 1 2 3 4 5 3 7 ] ) 10 high

To what extent should the City consider development incentives as a priority to
support redevelopment in the study area?

lowe 1 2 3 4 5 & 7 2 &) 10 high

To what extent should sustainability be considered a priority for redevelopment in the
study area?

low 1 2 3 4 5 & 7 2 ) 10 high

MARC

CONFLUENCE

ROE BLVD AND JOHNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN

jo
1.

10,

ROLLA

ROE BLVD + JOHNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN
Public Meeting #2

HNSON DRIVE SITE QUESTIONS:

If c?m_l;nercial redevelopment occurs within the study area, what type would you

refar?

ingle Sto Multi-Story
Retail/ Office 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 2 9 10 Mixed-Use
Comments,
If residential redevelopment occurs within the study area, what type would you prefer?
Lower Density Higher Density
Housing s S e ol e By (S 8 9% 10 Housing
Comments:
If civic facilities (plazas, trails, parks, gathering places, etc.) were to be constructed in

the area, what would you like to see?

Comments:

To what extent should trail and street connectivity be considered a priority for
redevelopmient in the study area?

lowe 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 2 9 10 high

To what extent should future redevelopment in the study area be limited to existing
Prqpenties adjacent to Johnson Drive?
vigintain Existing

Expand Site(s) with
PropertyDepth 0 1 2 32 4 5 6 7 g2 & 10

Appropriate Buffer

. To what extent should future redevelopment in the study area be driven by market

demand?
low 1 2 3 4 = 53 7 2 =} 10 high

To what extent should future redevelopment in the study area be driven by
public policy?

lowe 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 2 5 10 high

To what extent should future development character and quality be considered a
priority for redevelopment in the study area?

lowe 1 2 3 4 3 6 7 2 2 10 high

To what extent should the City consider development incentives as a priority to
support redevelopment in the study area?

low 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 2 5 10 high

To what extent should sustainability be considered a priority for redevelopment in the
study area?

lowe 1 2 3 4 =) 6 7 2 ] 10 high

MARC

CONFLUENCE

CONFLUENCE



SURVEY RESULTS - ROE BLVD

1 - IF COMMERCIAL DEVELOPMENT OCCURS WITHIN THE STUDY AREA, WHAT TYPE WOULD YOU PREFER?

STEERING COMMITTEE PUBLIC RESPONSES - HARD COPY SURVEYS ONLINE SURVEY
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2A - IF RESIDENTIAL REDEVELOPMENT OCCURS WITHIN THE STUDY AREA, TO WHAT EXTENT SHOULD THE FOLLOWING
DEVELOPMENT TYPES BE CONSIDERED A PRIORTY? RESIDENTIAL ABOVE COMMERCIAL
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N
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AVG
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ROE BLVD AND JOHNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN

ROE BLVD + JOHNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN
Public Meeting #2

ROE BOULEVARD SITE(S) QUESTIONS:

FTe

1 ctgmjmercua redevelopment occurs within the study area, what type would you
prefer?

Suburban Mixed-Use
StripMall 0 1 2 3 4 S 6 7 2 9 10 Town Center

Comments,

If residential redevelopment occurs within the study area, to what extent should the
following development glpes be considered a priority?

3] Affordable Housing
lowe ) 2 3 4 = 6 7 8 ) 10 high

lowe 1 2 3 4 5 (3 7 a4 9 10 high
c] Residential Above Commercial
low 1 2 =) 4 = 6 7 B2 B 10 high

If civic facilities (community center, parks, gathering places, etc.) were to he improved
or constructed in the future; what would you like to see?

Comments:

To what extent should trail and street connectivity be considered a priority for
redevelopment in the study area?

lowe 1 2 z) 4 =) 5] 7 2 ] 10 high

To what extent should future redevelopment in the study area be driven by market
demand?

low 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 2 5 10 high

To '\gvhgt extent should future redevelopment in the study area be driven by public
policy?

low 1 2 3 4 = 6 7 2 &) 10 high

To what extent should future development character and quality be considered a
priority for redevelopment in the study area?

lowe 1 2 3 4 5 5] 7 2 L) 10 high

To what extent should the City consider development incentives as a priority to
support redevelopment in the study area?

lowe 1 2 3 4 5 & 7 g 5 10 high

To what extent should sustainability be considered a priority for redevelopment in the
study area?

low 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 2 ) 10 high
ROLLAND PARK CONFLUENCE M

e e e
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SURVEY RESULTS

ROE BLVD

2B - IF RESIDENTIAL REDEVELOPMENT OCCURS WITHIN THE STUDY AREA, TO WHAT EXTENT SHOULD THE FOLLOWING DEVELOPMENT

TYPES BE CONSIDERED A PRIORTY? SENIOR HOUSING

STEERING COMMITTEE

PUBLIC RESPONSES - HARD COPY SURVEYS

S

ONLINE SURVEY

S

HIGH

2N
[y - 6.5

AVG

Low

4

8RESPONSES 24 RESPONSES

> —

4 RESPONSES

2C - IF RESIDENTIAL REDEVELOPMENT OCCURS WITHIN THE STUDY AREA, TO WHAT EXTENT SHOULD THE FOLLOWING DEVELOPMENT

TYPES BE CONSIDERED A PRIORTY? RESIDENTIAL ABOVE COMMERCIAL

» H
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AVG

Low ood
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ROE BLVD AND JOHNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN

ROE BLVD + JOHNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN
Public Meeting #2

ROE BOULEVARD SITE(S) QUESTIONS:

14

ROCLAND PARK

: gathering p
or constructed in the future, what would you hke to see?

If ctf:m;nercial redevelopment occurs within the study area, what type would you
prefer?

Suburban Mixed-Use
StripMall 0 1 2 3 4 S 6 7 2 9 10 Town Center
Comments,

If residential redevelopment occurs within the sty

area, to what extent should the
following development types be considered a priority?

3] Affordable Housing

h) Senior Housing
lowe 1 2 3 4

c] Residential Above Commercial
low 1 2 3 4

Ifcivic facilities (Community center, parks, aces, etc.) were to he improved

Comments:

To what extent should trail and street connectivity be considered a priority for
redevelopment in the study area?

lowe 1 2 z) 4 =) 5] 7 2 ] 10 high

ED whatdextent should future redevelopment in the study area be driven by market
eman

low 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 2 5 10 high

To what extent should future redevelopment in the study area be driven by public
policy?

low 1 2 3 4 = 6 7 2 &) 10 high

To what extent should future development character and quality be considered a
priority for redevelopment in the study area?

lowe 1 2 3 4 5 5] 7 2 L) 10 high

To what extent should the City consider development incentives 3s a priority 1o
support redevelopment in the study area

lowe 1 2 3 4 5 & 7 g 5 10 high

To what exent should sustainability be considered a priority for redevelopment in the
study area?

lowe 1 2 3 4 5 & 7 2 o] 10 high

MARC

e e e
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SURVEY RESULTS - ROE BLVD

STEERING COMMITTEE

o

HIGH

Low

4
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LOW |
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PUBLIC RESPONSES - HARD COPY SURVEYS

o»

4 - TO WHAT EXTENT SHOULD TRAIL AND STREET CONNECTIVITY BE CONSIDERED A PRIORITY FOR REDEVELOPMENT IN THE STUDY AREA?

-

N
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AVG
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24 RESPONSES

5 - TO WHAT EXTENT SHOULD FUTURE REDEVELOPMENT IN THE STUDY AREA BE DRIVEN BY MARKET DEMAND?

=

R X

AVG
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ROE BLVD AND JOHNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN

ONLINE SURVEY
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ROE BLVD + JOHNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN
Public Meeting #2

ROE BOULEVARD SITE(S) QUESTIONS:

14

ROCLAND PARK

If ctf:m;nercial redevelopment occurs within the study area, what type would you
prefer?

Suburban Mixed-Use
StripMall 0 1 2 3 4 S 6 7 2 9 10 Town Center
Comments,

If residential redevelog,ment occurs within the study area, to what extent should the

following development types be considered a priority?
3] Affordable Housing

lowe ) 2 3 4 = 6 7 8 ) 10 high
h) Senior Housing

lowe 1 2 3 4 5 (3 7 a4 9 10 high
c] Residential Above Commercial

low 1 2 =) 4 = 6 7 B2 B 10 high

If civic facilities (community center, parks, gathering places, etc.) were to he improved
or constructed in the future; what would you like to see?

Comments:

. Towhat extent should trail and street ¢
redevelopment in the study area?

lowe | 2 3 4 5 10 high

. To whatdgxtent should future redevelopment in the study area be driven by market

deman

low 1 2 3 4 = 6 7 2 &) 10 high

To what extent should future development character and quality be considered a
priority for redevelopment in the study area?

low 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 2 9 10 high
To what extent should the City consider development incentives as a priority to
support redevelopment in the study area?

lowe 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 high

To what extent should sustainability be considered a priority for redevelopment in the
study area?

lowe 1 2 3 4 5 & 7 2 o] 10 high
CONFLUENCE %
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SURVEY RESULTS - ROE BLVD

6 - TO WHAT EXTENT SHOULD SHOULD FUTURE DEVELOPMENT IN THE STUDY AREA BE DRIVEN BY PUBLIC POLICY?

STEERING COMMITTEE PUBLIC RESPONSES - HARD COPY SURVEYS

& S

HIGH

Low

0o
5

>

8RESPONSES 23 RESPONSES

-

N

e S mmmmmmmmmmm----473

AVG

ONLINE SURVEY

4 RESPONSES

7 - TO WHAT EXTENT SHOULD DEVELOPMENT CHARACTER AND QUALITY BE CONSIDERED A PRIORITY FOR REVEDELOPMENT IN THE

STUDY AREA?

»

HIGH

Low

7 RESPONSES 24 RESPONSES

ROE BLVD AND JOHNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN

4 RESPONSES

ROE BLVD + JOHNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN
Public Meeting #2

ROE BOULEVARD SITE(S) QUESTIONS:
1 Uf ctf:m;nercial redevelopment occurs within the study area, what type would you

prefer?

Suburban Mixed-Use
StripMall 0 1 2 3 4 S 6 7 2 9 10 Town Center
Comments,

2. Ifresidential redevelopment occurs within the study area, to what extent should the
following development glpes be considered a priority?

3] Affordable Housing

lowe ) 2 3 4 = 6 7 8 ) 10 high
h) Senior Housing

lowe 1 2 3 4 5 (3 7 a4 9 10 high
c] Residential Above Commercial

low 1 2 =) 4 = 6 7 B2 B 10 high

3. If civic facilities (community center, parks, gathering places, etc.) were to be improved
or constructed in the future; what would you like to see?

Comments:

4. Towhat extent should trail and street connectivity be considered a priority for
redevelopment in the study area?

lowe 1 2 z) 4 =) 5] 7 2 ] 10 high

5. To whatdgxtent should future redevelopment in the study area be driven by market
mand?

low 1l 2 3 4 5 6 7 2 9 10 high

'.7' at extent should fLiture redevelopment in the study area be driven by public
policy?
low 1 2 3 4 = 6 7 2 9 10 high

7. Towhat extent should future development character and quality be considered a
priority for redevelopment in the study area?

lowe 1 2 3 4 5 5] 7 2 L) 10 high

" sUpport redevelopment in the study area?
lowe 1 2 3 4 53 & 7 8 5 10 high

5. Towhat extent should sustainability be considered a priority for redevelopment in the
study area?

low 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 2 ) 10 high
ROLLAND PARK CONFLUENCE M

e e e

CONFLUENCE



SURVEY RESULTS - ROE BLVD

8 - TO WHAT EXTENT SHOULD THE CITY CONSIDER DEVELOPMENT INCENTIVES AS A PRIORITY TO SUPPORT REDEVELOPMENT IN THE

STUDY AREA?

STEERING COMMITTEE

@
HIGH

Low

4

8RESPONSES

PUBLIC RESPONSES - HARD COPY SURVEYS

S

24 RESPONSES

ONLINE SURVEY

S
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9 - TO WHAT EXTENT SHOULD SUSTAINABILITY BE CONSIDERED A PRIORITY FOR REDEVELOPMENT IN THE STUDY AREA?

HIGH

Low

8 RESPONSES
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AVG

24 RESPONSES

ROE BLVD AND JOHNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN

4 RESPONSES

. Towhat extent should th Cri1ty

ROE BLVD + JOHNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN
Public Meeting #2

ROE BOULEVARD SITE(S) QUESTIONS:
Ti

If ctf:m;nercial redevelopment occurs within the study area, what type would you
prefer?

Suburban Mixed-Use
StripMall 0 1 2 3 4 S 6 7 2 9 10 Town Center
Comments,

If residential redevelopment occurs within the study area, to what extent should the
following development glpes be considered a priority?

3] Affordable Housing

lowe ) 2 3 4 = 6 7 8 ) 10 high
h) Senior Housing

lowe 1 2 3 4 5 (3 7 a4 9 10 high
c] Residential Above Commercial

low 1 2 =) 4 = 6 7 B2 B 10 high

If civic facilities (community center, parks, gathering places, etc.) were to he improved
or constructed in the future; what would you like to see?

Comments:

To what extent should trail and street connectivity be considered a priority for
redevelopment in the study area?

lowe 1 2 z) 4 =) 5] 7 2 ] 10 high

To what extent should future redevelopment in the study area be driven by market
demand?

low 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 2 5 10 high

To '\gvhgt extent should future redevelopment in the study area be driven by public
policy?

low 1 2 3 4 = 6 7 2 &) 10 high

To what extent should future development character and quality be considered a
priority for redevelopment in the study area?

|ovy i 2 3 4 5 5] 7 2 L) 10 high

consider development incentives 35 a priority to
support redevelopment in the study area?

lowe 1 2 3 4 5 & 7 g 5 10 high

=3

9. Towhat extent should sustainability be considered a priority for redevelopment in the
study area?
low 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 2 ) 10 high
ROLLAND PARK CONFLUENCE _MARC
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SURVEY RESULTS - ROE BLVD

ROE BLVD + JOHNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN
Public Meeting #2
ROE BOULEVARD SITE(S) QUESTIONS:

1. If commercial redevelopment occurs within the study area, what type would you
prefer?

COMMERCIAL REDEVELOPM ENT %ﬁlyr‘ban : o . 3 . : s Mixed-Use
tripMall - 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 e 10 Town Center
Comments,

2. Ifresidential redeveloeyment occurs within the study area, to what extent should the

AF Fo RDAB LE H o U SI N G following development types be considered a priority?

3) Affordable Housing

lowe ) 2 3 4 S 6 7 3 5 10 high
SENIOR HOUSING b) Senior Housing
[} 1 2 3 4 5 & 7 2 8 10 high

RESIDENTIAL ABOVE COMMERCIAL S

3. If civic facilities (community center, parks, gathering places, etc.) were to be improved
or constructed in the future; what would you like to ses?

Comments:

4, Towhat extent should trail and street connectivity be considered a priority for

TRAIL AND STREET CONNECTIVITY R

lowe 1 2 3 4 ) 6 7 2 ) 10 high

S. Towhat extent should future redevelopment in the study area be driven by market

MARKET DEMAND  domand

low 1 2 3 4 5 & 2 2 9 10 high

6. Towhat extent should future redevelopment in the study area be driven by public

PUBLIC POLICY ' polle?

lowe 1 2 3 4 o 6 7 2 &) 10 high
7. Towhat extent should future development character and quality be considered a
DEVELOPMENT CHARACTER AND QUALITY
low 1 2 3 4 5 5] 7 2 o) 10 high

8. Towhat extent should the City consider development incentives as a priority to

DEVELOPMENT INCENTIVES " shpport radevelnpment in the study ares?

lowe 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 2 9 10 high
5. Towhat extent should sustainability be considered a priority for redevelopment in the
SUSTAINABILITY e
lowe 1 2 3 4 5 (4] 7 2 5 10 high
ROELAND PARS CONFLUENCE MARC

ROE BLVD AND JOHNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN CONFLUENCE



SURVEY RESULTS - ROE BLVD

ROE BLVD + JOHNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN

Public Meeting #2
ROE BOULEVARD SITE(S) QUESTIONS:

1. If commercial redevelopment occurs within the study area, what type would you

COMMERCIAL REDEVELOPMENT | 8.2 i

StripMall - 0 1 2 3 4 S 6 7 9 10 Town Center
Comments,
2. Ifresidential redevelopment occurs within the study area, to what extent should the
AFFO RDABLE HOUSI NG 4 9 ollowing development types be considered a priority?

3] Affordable Housing

SENIOR HOUSING 56 SO R R

lowe 1 2 3 4 5 & 7 2 9 10 high

RESIDENTIAL ABOVE COMMERCIAL | 6.2 g RRoesme.

3. If civic facilities (community center, parks, gathering ;Jlaum etc) wereto be improved
or constructed in the future, what would xnu like to ses?

Comments:
4, Towhat extent should trail and street connectivity be considered a priority for
S CO C 5 9 redevelopment in the study area?

TRAIL AND STREET CONNECTIVITY . R e

S Eg v.f};ara?e,srtent should future redevelopment in the study area be driven by market
MARKET DEMAND 5 7 IDwm ’ 1 2 3 4 5 6 2 2 9 10 high

6. To what extent should future redevelopment in the study area be driven by public

cCPOLICY| 6.9

PUBLI P LI Y lowe 1 2 3 4 o 6 7 2 &) 10 high

DEVELOPMENT CHARACTER AND QUALITY | 8.1 AR s S ey n e

low 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 2 9 10 high
D EVE Lo PM E NT I N c E NTIVES 4 8 8. fg%}sﬁtt rg;:}jeec'éisoh;mulﬁl‘inttl':ﬁ Eﬁgsct%réijté?’ggevelopmen; incentives as a priority to

lowe 1 2 3 4 5 & 7 2 &) 10 high

SUSTAI N BI LITY 7 6 S, TrJ "ihat extent should sustainability be considered a priority for redevelopment in the
A study are;

lowe 1 2 3 4 5 53 7 2 ) 10 high
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SURVEY RESULTS - ROE BLVD

8.7 DEVELOPMENT CHARACTER AND QUALITY A ——

Public Meeting #2
ROE BOULEVARD SITE(S) QUESTIONS:

1. If commercial redevelopment occurs within the study area, what type would you
prefer?

Suburban Mixed-Use

StripMall - 0 1 2 3 4 S 6 7 2 9 10 Town Center
SUSTAINABILITY
[ J

2. Ifresidential redevelopment occurs within the.stud;; area, to what extent should the
ollowing development types be considered a priority?

8) Affordable Housing
lowe 1 2 3 4 3 6 7 2 ) 10 high

b) Senior Housing

\ ' lowe 1 2 3 4 5 & 7 2 9 10 high
o P U B LI c Po LI C c) Residential Above Commercial

lowe 1 2 3 4 ) 6 7 2 o) 10 high
es,

3. If civic facilities (community center, parks, gEII'tI}f.I ering places, etc.) were to be improved
i

or constructed in the future; what would you like to see?

Comments:

4, Towhat extent should trail and street connectivity be considered a priority for

5.9 TRAIL AND STREET CONNECTIVITY o s a s s 7 a5 w e

5. To v.fharag,srtent should future redevelopment in the study area be driven by market
and?

eman
lowe 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 2 8 10 high
B, ;%Ivivcr;?t extent should future redevelopment in the study area be driven by public
lowe 1 2 3 4 o 6 7 2 &) 10 high
5 7 7. Towhat extent should future development character and quality be considered a
M A RKET D E M A N D priority for redevelopment in the study area?
® low 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 ) 10 high

8. Towhat extent should the City consider development incentives as a priority to
support redevelopment in the study area?

lowe 1 2 3 4 5 & 7 2 &) 10 high

To what extent should sustainability be considered a priority for redevelopment in the

4.8 DEVELOPMENT INCENTIVES B A s e

@& & MAR
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SURVEY RESULTS - JOHNSON DRIVE

STEERING COMMITTEE

S

MULTI-STORY
MIXED-USE

SINGLE-STORY
RETAIL / OFFICE ’

8 RESPONSES

»

HIGHER DENSITY
HOUSING

e 2™
--=--453

AVG

LOWER DENSITY
HOUSING

PUBLIC RESPONSES - HARD COPY SURVEYS

22 RESPONSES

o»

22 RESPONSES

ROE BLVD AND JOHNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN

1 - IF COMMERCIAL DEVELOPMENT OCCURS WITHIN THE STUDY AREA, WHAT TYPE WOULD YOU PREFER?

e %

il ettt -/

AVG

TN

===============-439

AVG

ONLINE SURVEY

5®»

=

S tcims AR
it italate V8-

AVG

—

4 RESPONSES

2 - IF RESIDENTIAL REDEVELOPMENT OCCURS WITHIN THE STUDY AREA, TO WHAT EXTENT SHOULD THE FOLLOWING
DEVELOPMENT TYPES BE CONSIDERED A PRIORTY?

3 RESPONSES

ROE BLVD + JOHNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN
Public Meeting #2

JOHNSON DRIVE SITE QUESTIONS:

i

10

Ifc?m_:nercial redevelopment occurs within the study area, what type would you

refar?

Eingle Sto) Multi-Story
Retail / Office 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 2 9 10 Mixed-Use

Comments,

If residential redevelopment occurs within the study area, what type would you prefer?

Lower Density Higher Density
Housing s S e ol e By (S 8 9% 10 Housing
Comments;

If civic facilities (plazas, trails, parks, gathering places, etc) were to be constructed in
the area, what would you like to see?

Comments:

To what extent should trail and street connectivity be considered a priority for
redevelopmient in the study area?

lowe 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 2 9 10 high

To what extent should future redevelopment in the study area be limited to existing

R‘rqper.ties adjacent to Johnson Drive? A s
aintain Existing Expand Site(s) with

PropertyDepth 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 & 10 Appropriate Buffer

. To what extent should future redevelopment in the study area be driven by market

demand?
low 1 2 Z) 4 5 53 7 2 9 10 high

To what extent should future redevelopment in the study area be driven by
public policy?

low 1 2 3 & 5 6 % 2 ) 10 high

To what extent should future development character and quality be considered a
priority for redevelopment in the study area?

lowe 1 2 3 4 2 6 7 8 ) 10 high

To what extent should the City consider development incentives as a priority to
support redevelopment in the study area?

low 1 2 3 4 5 ) 7 2 9 10 high

To what extent should sustainability be considered a priority for redevelopment in the
study area?

lowe 1 2 3 4 5 5} 7 2 2 10 high
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SURVEY RESULTS - JOHNSON DRIVE

STEERING COMMITTEE

£

HIGH

Low

o»

EXPAND SITE(S)
WITH
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MAINTAIN
EXSTING

8RESPONSES

PROPERTY J
DEPTH

8RESPONSES

-

2N
-------46.6

AVG

PUBLIC RESPONSES - HARD COPY SURVEYS

@»

o

23 RESPONSES

23 RESPONSES

ROE BLVD AND JOHNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN

S ememmmmmmm—===e43

AVG

4 - TO WHAT EXTENT SHOULD TRAIL AND STREET CONNECTIVITY BE CONSIDERED A PRIORTIY FOR REDEVELOPMENT IN THE STUDY AREA

ONLINE SURVEY

5 - TO WHAT EXTENT SHOULD FUTURE REDEVELOPMENT IN THE STUDY AREA BE LIMITED TO EXISTING PROPERTIES ADJACENT TO
JOHNSON DRIVE?

o»

ROE BLVD + JOHNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN
Public Meeting #2

JOHNSON DRIVE SITE QUESTIONS:

1

If commercial redevelopment occurs within the study area, what type would you

E;’efer? )

ingle Sto Multi-Story
Retail / Office 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 2 9 10 Mixed-Use
Comments,

If residential redevelopment occurs within the study area, what type would you prefer?
Lower Density Higher Density
Housing s S e ol e By (S 8 9% 10 Housing
Comments:

If civic facilities (plazas, trails, parks, gathering places, etc) were to be constructed in
the area, what would you like to see?

Comments:

4, Towhat extent should trail and street connectivity be considered a priority for

redevelopmient in the study area?

lowe 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 2 9 10 high

. To what extent should future redevelopment in the study area be limited to existing

10

R‘rqper.ties adjacent to Johnson Drive? A s
aintain Existing Expand Site(s) with
Property Depth "0 1 Appropriate Buffer

lowe 1 2 3 4 = 6 7 2 C) 10 high

To what extent should future redevelopment in the study area be driven by
public policy?

low 1 2 3 & 5 6 % 2 ) 10 high

To what extent should future development character and quality be considered a
priority for redevelopment in the study area?

lowe 1 2 3 4 2 6 7 8 ) 10 high

To what extent should the City consider development incentives as a priority to
support redevelopment in the study area?

low 1 2 3 4 5 ) 7 2 9 10 high

To what extent should sustainability be considered a priority for redevelopment in the
study area?

lowe 1 2 3 4 5 5} 7 2 2 10 high
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SURVEY RESULTS - JOHNSON DRIVE

STEERING COMMITTEE

»
HIGH

LOow

HIGH

8RESPONSES

4

Low f‘

8RESPONSES

AVG

6 - TO WHAT EXTENT SHOULD FUTURE DEVELOPMENT IN THE STUDY AREA BE DRIVEN BY MARKET DEMAND?

PUBLIC RESPONSES - HARD COPY SURVEYS

»

.
o CE LR LRy E LR

AVG

PPP

>

23 RESPONSES

7 - TO WHAT EXTENT SHOULD FUTURE REDEVELOPMENT IN THE STUDY AREA BE DRIVEN BY PUBLIC POLICY?

24 RESPONSES

ROE BLVD AND JOHNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN

ONLINE SURVEY

4 RESPONSES

ROE BLVD + JOHNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN
Public Meeting #2

JOHNSON DRIVE SITE QUESTIONS:

1

If commercial redevelopment occurs within the study area, what type would you

E;’efer? )
ingle Sto Multi-Story
Retail / Office 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 2 9 10 Mixed-Use

Comments,

If residential redevelopment occurs within the study area, what type would you prefer?

Lower Density Higher Density
Housing s S e ol e By (S 8 9% 10 Housing
Comments;

If civic facilities (plazas, trails, parks, gathering places, etc) were to be constructed in
the area, what would you like to see?

Comments:

To what extent should trail and street connectivity be considered a priority for
redevelopmient in the study area?

lowe 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 2 9 10 high

To what extent should future redevelopment in the study area be limited to existing
R‘rqperties adjacent to Johnson Drive?

aintain Existing
PropertyDepth 0 1 2 3 4 S5 6 7 g8 & 10

Expand Site(s) with
Appropriate Buffer

. Towhat extent should future redevelopment in the study area he driven by

public policy?
low 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 2 B

piritr redevep in the tudy area?
low ) 2 3 4 ) 6 7 g ) 10 high

To what extent should the City consider development incentives as a priority to
support redevelopment in the study area?

low 1 2 3 4 5 ) 7 2 9 10 high

10, To what extent should sustainability be considered a priority for redevelopment in the

ROULAND PARK

study area?
lowe 1 2 3 4 5 5} 7 2 2 10 high
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SURVEY RESULTS - JOHNSON DRIVE

8 - TO WHAT EXTENT SHOULD DEVELOPMENT CHARACTER AND QUALITY BE CONSIDERED A PRIORITY FOR REVEDELOPMENT IN THE

STUDY AREA?
STEERING COMMITTEE PUBLIC RESPONSES - HARD COPY SURVEYS ONLINE SURVEY
4 : 4
HIGH
L P .
St s araces A - X 1
AVG
Low oo
8RESPONSES 23RESPONSES 4RESPONSES

9 - TO WHAT EXTENT SHOULD THE CITY CONSIDER DEVELOPMENT INCENTIVES AS A PRIORITY TO SUPPORT REDEVELOPMENT IN THE
STUDY AREA?

»
HIGH |

AVG

Low

. 23 RESPONSES 4 RESPONSES

ROE BLVD AND JOHNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN

ROE BLVD + JOHNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN
Public Meeting #2

JOHNSON DRIVE SITE QUESTIONS:

1

study area?

If c?m_:nercial redevelopment occurs within the study area, what type would you

refar?
Eingle Sto) Multi-Story
Retail / Office 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 2 9 10 Mixed-Use

Comments,

If residential redevelopment occurs within the study area, what type would you prefer?
Lower Density Higher Density
Housing s S e ol e By (S 8 9% 10 Housing

Comments:

If civic facilities (plazas, trails, parks, gathering places, etc) were to be constructed in
the area, what would you like to see?

Comments:

To what extent should trail and street connectivity be considered a priority for
redevelopmient in the study area?

lowe 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 2 9 10 high

To what extent should future redevelopment in the study area be limited to existing

R‘rqper.ties adjacent to Johnson Drive? A s
aintain Existing Expand Site(s) with

PropertyDepth 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 & 10 Appropriate Buffer

. To what extent should future redevelopment in the study area be driven by market
demand?
lowe 1 2 3 4 o 53 i 2 C) 0 high

To what extent should future redevelopment in the study area be driven by
public policy?

low 1 2 3 & 5 6 % 2 ) 10 high

. Towhat extent should future development ¢
priority for redevelopment in the study area?

lowe 1 2 3 4 2 6

. Towhat extent should the City consider development incentives as a priority to

support redevelopment in the study area?

lowe 1 2 3 4 5 5} 7 2 2 10 high
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SURVEY RESULTS - JOHNSON DRIVE

STEERING COMMITTEE PUBLIC RESPONSES - HARD COPY SURVEYS

o

HIGH

Low

8RESPONSES 24 RESPONSES

ROE BLVD AND JOHNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN

10 - TO WHAT EXTENT SHOULD SUSTAINABILITY BE CONSIDERED A PRIORITY FOR REDEVELOPMENT IN THE STUDY AREA?

ONLINE SURVEY

' 2N
F--4---45.0

AVG

4 RESPONSES

ROE BLVD + JOHNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN
Public Meeting #2

JOHNSON DRIVE SITE QUESTIONS:

1

If commercial redevelopment occurs within the study area, what type would you

grefer? )

ingle Sto Multi-Story
Retail/ Office 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 2 9 10 Mixed-Use
Comments,

If residential redevelopment occurs within the study area, what type would you prefer?
Lower Density Higher Density
Housing s S e ol e By (S 8 9% 10 Housing
Comments:

If civic facilities (plazas, trails, parks, gathering places, etc) were to be constructed in
the area, what would you like to see?

Comments:

To what extent should trail and street connectivity be considered a priority for
redevelopmient in the study area?

lowe 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 2 9 10 high

To what extent should future redevelopment in the study area be limited to existing

R'rqper.ties adjacent to Johnson Drive? A s
aintain Existing Expand Site(s) with

PropertyDepth 0 1 2 3 4 S 6 7 g2 5 10 Appropriate Buffer

. To what extent should future redevelopment in the study area be driven by market

demand?
low 1 2 3 4 5 53 7 2 =] 10 high

To what extent should future redevelopment in the study area be driven by
public policy?

low 1 2 3 4 5 6 % 2 L") 10 high

To what extent should future development character and quality be considered a
priority for redevelopment in the study area?

lowe 1 2 3 4 2 6 7 8 ) 10 high

To what extent should the City consider development incentives as a priority to
support redevelopment in the study area?

low 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 2 5 10 high

. To what extent shol
study area?

lowe |
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SURVEY RESULTS - JOHNSON DRIVE

COMMERCIAL REDEVELOPMENT

RESIDENTIAL REDEVELOPMENT

TRAIL AND STREET CONNECTIVITY
LIMITED BY EXISTING PROPERTIES

MARKET DEMAND
PUBLIC POLICY

DEVELOPMENT CHARACTER AND QUALITY
DEVELOPMENT INCENTIVES

ROE BLVD AND JOHNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN

SUSTAINABILITY

ROE BLVD + JOHNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN

Public Meeting #2

JOHNSON DRIVE SITE QUESTIONS:

1.

w

w0

10,

If c?mmercial redevelopment occurs within the study area, what type would you
refer?

ingle Story Multi-Story
Retail /Office 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 2 ) 10 Mixed-Use
Comments,
If residential redevelopment occurs within the study area, what type would you prefar?
Lower Density Higher Density
Housing s P Al SRl e i (S 2 & 10 Housing
Comments:
If civic facilities (plazas, trails, parks, gathering places, etc.) were to be constructed in
the area, what would you like to see?
Comments:
To what extent should trail and street connectivity be considered a priority for
redevelopmient in the study area?
low 1 2 3 4 = 6 7 2 9 10 hizh
To what extent should future redevelopment in the study area be limited to existing
Prqpe:ties adjacent to Johnson Drive? ” X
Maintain Existing Expand Site(s) with
PropertyDepth 0 1 2 3 4 S 6 7 g8 &5 10 Appropriate Buffer

. To what extent should future redevelopment in the study area be driven by market

demand?
low 1 2 3 4 o 6 i 2 9 10 high
To what extent should future redevelopment in the study area be driven by
public policy?
low 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 2 L") 10 high
To what extent should future development character and quality be considered a
priority for redevelopment in the study area?
low ) 2 3 4 = 6 7 8 ) 10 high
To what extent should the City consider development incentives as a priority to
support redevelopment in the study area?
low 1 2 = 4 5 5] 7 2 9 10 high
To what extent should sustainability be considered a priority for redevelopment in the
study area?
lowe 1 2 3 4 ) 5] 7 2 ] 10 high
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SURVEY RESULTS - JOHNSON DRIVE

COMMERCIAL REDEVELOPMENT

RESIDENTIAL REDEVELOPMENT

TRAIL AND STREET CONNECTIVITY
LIMITED BY EXISTING PROPERTIES

MARKET DEMAND
PUBLIC POLICY

DEVELOPMENT CHARACTER AND QUALITY
DEVELOPMENT INCENTIVES

ROE BLVD AND JOHNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN

SUSTAINABILITY

5.7
4.7

6.4
4.9
5.9
6.6
8.0
5.0

7.6

ROE BLVD + JOHNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN

Public Meeting #2

JOHNSON DRIVE SITE QUESTIONS:

1.

If c?mmercial redevelopment occurs within the study area, what type would you
refer?

Eingle Story Multi-Story
Retail / Office 0 1 2 3 4 S 6 7 2 9 10 Mixed-Use
Comments,

If residential redevelopment occurs within the study area, what type would you prefar?
Lower Density Higher Density
Housing s P Al SRl e i (S 2 & 10 Housing
Comments:

If civic facilities (plazas, trails, parks, gathering places, etc.) were to be constructed in
the area, what would you like to see?

Comments:

To what extent should trail and street connectivity be considered a priority for
redevelopmient in the study area?

lowe 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 2 9 10 high

To what extent should future redevelopment in the study area be limited to existing
roperties adjacent to Johnson Drive?

viaintain Existing Expand Site(s) with

PropertyDepth 0 1 2 3 4 S 6 7 g8 &5 10 Appropriate Buffer
. To what extent should future redevelopment in the study area be driven by market

demand?

low 1 2 3 4 o 6 i 2 9 10 high

To what extent should future redevelopment in the study area be driven by
public policy?

low 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 2 5 10 high

To what extent should future development character and quality be considered a
priority for redevelopment in the study area?

lowe 1 2 3 4 3 6 7 2 2 10 high

5. Towhat extent should the City consider development incentives as a priority to
support redevelopment in the study area?
low 1 2 = 4 5 5] 7 2 9 10 high
10, To what extent should sustainability be considered a priority for redevelopment in the
study area?
lowe 1 2 3 4 ) 5] 7 2 9 10 high
O &
‘fk‘ ' )
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SURVEY RESULTS - JOHNSON DRIVE

8.0 DEVELOPMENT CHARACTER AND QUALITY
7.6 SUSTAINABILITY

6.6 PUBLIC POLICY

6.4 TRAIL AND STREET CONNECTIVITY

5.9 MARKET DEMAND

5.0 DEVELOPMENT INCENTIVES

ROE BLVD AND JOHNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN CONFLUENCE



REDEVELOPMENT SCENARIOS - PUBLIC MEETING #2

Preferred Site Concepts Exercise

. Favorite Mobility Hub Concept

NORTH SITE SOUTH SITE
. Favorite North Site Concept . Favorite South Site Concept
o000 : 000 .
Q00 Favorite Feature on ANY Concept 00 Favorite Feature on ANY Concept
@0 @® LcastFavorite Feature on @@ Least Favorite Feature on
ANY Concept ANY Concept

ROE BLVD AND JOHNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN CONFLUENCE




REDEVELOPMENT SCENARIOS - PUBLIC MEETING #2

North Site Concepts
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REDEVELOPMENT SCENARIOS - PUBLIC MEETING #2

South Site Concepts

TS

\ Lz &\ \-2 =2 VN S - g VAN R
@ REDEVELOPMENT SCENARIO wwesams CONFLUENCE REDEVELOPMENT SCENARIO wwesams CONFLUENCE @ REDEVELOPMENT SCENARIO wesams CONFLUENCE
nﬁ- @ 535335&::1‘{.‘\5? AND JOHNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN A\} \l ) i*,'f"ir‘ff Mf\ﬂ,i @“” @ 55533?5“&’ AND JOHNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN A\ \l ) ,7*745_-::;: _Mf\RS 5 @- @ &?ﬁa‘iﬂ'&ﬁﬁ&? AND JOHNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN \\ \l ) -\ i Mf\RS

ROE BLVD AND JOHNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN CONFLUENCE



CHARACTER IMAGES:

U N
/‘//\
Tt L \\ \‘

// STATION PN Vi

“Make this area
upscale to draw on
proximity to the
Plaza.”

[] Existin 'ﬂuilding (To Remain)

/--ﬁ: -.‘ S -7/ _ V‘\/-V - g-:;:a,anthetai]
‘ (] N : b oK 2 arking
o Ssion GATENAY i X

\\ mmtmm Primary Circulation

“Minimal
\ ===t Secondary Circulation

improvement over ™ i Cr \
P . / W mmmm Pedestrian Trail

what is there

today.”

Mingmal /r;:lrm{muf

\
»

Al w/\/‘"s ey

\ = == /// : ‘/ \\ \\> - ‘/‘; ¢ . ! o ol [
¢ \

REDEVELOPMENT SCENARIO ‘ . . ‘ L‘__ \ unes 208 CONFLUENCE

&ﬁ;&ﬂjf 5(25\ S.Sk’:.ﬁ‘:ﬁ.‘!i? AND JOHNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN \\\l) ﬁ?%_»xiﬁ: M__AR;QJ

ROE BLVD AND JOHNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN CONFLUENCE



CHARACTER IMAGES:

( |

_—
L= L L

NISSION QATENY S

“Diminishes the
strength of the street . N
edge. Not much of an /\/ 1 L?{
# A improvement over ,
) AH . what is there today.”

Z \
/

Al 0

\ \
\
\

: (.
\\, // - !
) \// /) / Restayrant / Retail
/

V”. - -)J,- :rMu_xed Use

// COMMUNITY |
¥ /\/ T T

A
EXISTING]

“Duplicates other
things already under
development. Doesn’t
provide maximum Tax
Income.”

DEVELOPMENT tGEND:

Existin!Building (To Remain)

() Pparking

=== Primary Circulation
=== Secondary Circulation

" mmmm Ppedestrian Trail

unes 200 CONFLUENCE

= J i = 4308 / "t
REDEVELOPMENT SCENARIO @ @ @@ @ /- @

@ @) ROEBOULEVARD AND JOHNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN e
ROELAND PARK  ROELAND PARK, KANSAS

ROE BLVD AND JOHNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN

\\\I) BN s MARC

CONFLUENCE



ROE BLVD AND JOHNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN

CHARACTER IMAGES:

|

AT ULE'S |
RO NINION A
- L

/

/

MOSPIBL |\

\

/ \
o |

/ ST 7
am e il ¢
R d
e .‘“ﬁ-nu -

° . yoe
3

“Leave my neighbors
house alone.”

7

_ DEVELOPMENT LEGEND:

= [] Existing Building (To Remain)
) \ f\ / - Restaurant / Retail
) L ] Mixed use

“Bad public relations : > e A Attached Residential

taking over well-kept \ () Parking
residential properties A x ®mrmmr Primary Circulation
, R s, | )\ .\ == syt
T R ) XN w\ mjiy 4 4@ mmm Pt
V; w 56% S

REDEVELOPMENT SCENARIO$ 0e® wnesms CONFLUENCE
@ Q) ROEBOULEVARD AND JOHNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN ammss MAR
R%ﬁmoﬁs_{z ROELAND PARK, KANSAS ] \\\I) @iﬁ:“:ﬁ %

CONFLUENCE



REDEVELOPMENT SCENARIOS - PUBLIC MEETING #2

South Site Preferred Plan Discussion
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ROE BOULEVARD AND JOHNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN

Plan Outline

* Introduction
- Background of Roeland Park
- Planning for Sustainable Places / MARC
- Goals of Project
- Anticipated Outcomes

« Existing Conditions
- Description of Study Area North
- Description of Study Area South

* Planning Process
- Steering Committee Involvement
- Public Engagement

* lIdeas
- Initial Concepts

« Recommendation
- Redevelopment Alternatives
- Final Plan Recommendation

* Implementation

ROE BLVD AND JOHNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN

CONFLUENCE



PUBLIC MEETING: ) STEERING COMMITTEE MEETING: ) TASK PROGRESS:-

SCHEDULE

I AR
2019 2019 2019 2019 2019 2019 2019

Notice to Proceed 02/20 )

Steering Committee Meeting #1 03/20° )

Preparations for Workshop -

Steering Committee Meeting #2 ) 04/10

Public Meeting #1 04/24 )

Develop + Refine Concepts —

Steering Committee Meeting #3 05/29 )

Public Meeting #2 ) 06/06

Steering Committee Meeting #4 06/19 J

Public Meeting #3 @®,07/10

Final Plan Complete 07/31 )

City Council Takes Action to Adopt Plan - )08/07

ROE BLVD AND JOHNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN CONFLUENCE



NEXT STEPS

UPCOMING PUBLIC MEETINGS

- Wednesday July 10 - Public Meeting #3

— 6:00pm Roeland Park Community Center
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