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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 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



RECAP - PUBLIC MEETING #1

RidekC
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RECAP - PUBLIC MEETING #1
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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
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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

ROELAND PARK CONFLUENCE —1 L JC

MM Amerca Hngoral Counct.
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QUESTIONNAIRE RESULTS - JOHNSON DRIVE
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JOHNSON DRIVE SITE
QUESTIONS:

ROE BLVD AND JOHNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN

CURRENT
FUTURE
QUESTIONNAIRE
ROE BLVD + JOHNSON DR CORRIDOR PLAN
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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
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SURVEY RESULTS

ROE BLVD + JOHNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN
Public Meeting #2

ROE BOULEVARD SITE(S) QUESTIONS:

1

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

Mixed-Use
Town Center

Suburban
StripMall 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 2 8 0

Comments,

If residential redevelopment occurs within the.studg area, to what extent should the
following development E ?

pes be considered 3 priority

3] Affordable Housing

low 1 2 3 4 S 6 7 8 ) 10 high
b) SeniorHousing

low 1 2 3 4 5 (53 7 8 9 10 high
c) Residential Above Commercial

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

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

low 1 2 3 4 5 6 % 2 S 10 high
To |Wh§t extent should future redevelopment in the study area be driven by public
policy?

lowe 1 2 3 4 o ) 7 g 9 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 g 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 2 &) 10 high

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

lowe 1 2 3 4 5 53 7 g o 0 high
ROLLAND PARK CONFLUENCE M..ABE

ROE BLVD AND JOHNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN

ROE BLVD + JOHNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN
Public Meeting #2

JOHNSON DRIVE SITE QUESTIONS:

1.

10

ROCLAND PARK

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

E.refer? .

ingle Sto 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 r){Du refer?
Lower Density Higher Density
Housing G2 A G R 8 % 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
redevelopment in the study area?

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

To what extent should future redevelopment in the study area be limited to existing
E‘rqper.ties adjacent to Johnson Drive?
aintain Existing

Expand Site(s) with
PropertyDepth 0 1 2 3 4 S 6 7 g2 & 10

Appropriate Buffer

. To u'vhatd extent should future redevelopment in the study area be driven by market

deman
low q 2 3 4 o B £ 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 ] 10 high

Towhat 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 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 2] 4 5 6 7 g L 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 9 10 high

MARC

CONFLUENCE

JOHNSON DRIVE SITE - SURVEY SUMMARY

ROE BOULEVARD SITE - SURVEY SUMMARY

ROE BLVD + JONNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN

QUESTION 1:

“if commercial
redevelopment occurs
within the study area,
what type would you
profecs

- ] P
T Walkabie {

Green! !;3
S Semnd.

QUESTION 2:

“f residential
redevelopment occurs
within the study area, what
type would you prefer?”

QUESTION 4

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

QUESTION 5:

tont should
future redevelopment in
the study area be limited
to existing properties
adjacent to Johnson Drive:

QUESTION&:

tent
levelopment in
area be driven by
jomand?”

“To wh
future reds
the study

QUESTION7:

utu lopment in
the study area be driven by
public poiicy?”

QUESTION &:

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

QuESTION:
“To what extent should the
incentives as a priority to
support redevelopment in
the study area7”

QUESTION 10:

“To what extent should
sustainability be corsiderer

a priority for redevelopment
in the study area?

PLANNING PROCESS

FUTURE DESCRIPTION

QUESTION 1: —

2f commerdil b == eeends) i
redevelopment occurs = = L
wiithin the study area, 4
what type would you
prefecs

QUESTION 2A:

I residential redevelopment
ccurs within the study area,
the
following development types
be considered 3 priorlty? -
Affordable Housing

QUESTION 28:

I residental redevelopment
occurs within the study area,
towhat extent should the
following developmant types

be considered a priority? -]
Senior Housing

QUESTION 2¢:

&

“If rasidential redevelopment
oceurs within the study area,
o what extent should the
following development types
be considersd 3 priority? .
Residential above Commercial

QUESTION 4:

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

QUESTION 5:

“To what extent should
future redevelopment in

the study area be driven by
market demand?”

QUESTION 6:

“To what extont should
future redevelopment in
the study area ba driven by
public poiicy”

QUESTION 7:

“To what extent should
future development
character and quallty be
considered a p for

QUESTION 8:

“To what extent should the
City consider

incentives as a priority to
support redevelopment in
the study area””

QUESTION 5:

10,200 CONFLUENCE

ROE BOULEVARD AND JOHNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN
ROELAND PARK, KANSAS

ROELAND PARK

\\\I ) mA‘L‘:EZ' MARC
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JOHNSON DRIVE SITE - SURVEY SUMMARY ROE BOULEVARD SITE - SURVEY SUMMARY
([P j Gnaested] ; =3
- i1 safe i E c

Welcoming
e

Sseful

J——

FUTURE \RD SITE DESCRIPTION

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

QUESTION 1:

STEERING COMMITTEE PUBLIC RESPONSES - HARD COPY SURVEYS ONLINE SURVEY &Eﬁg‘e}?;{\ﬁl};{:vs
whattype would you

& 4 »H SH QUESTION 2:

“If residential

QUESTION 1: ———

“If commercial
redevelopment
wiithin the

MIXED-USE
TOWN CENTER

within the study ar at
type would you prefer?”

QUESTION 4: QUESTION 28:

“To what extent should
trail and street
connectivity be considered
priority v t
in the 54

“If residential redevelopment
occurs within the study area,
towhat extent should

QUESTION 5:

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

adjacent to Johnson Drive

types
red a priority? -
above Commercial®

QUESTION 4:

QUESTION&:

t should “To what extent should

trail and street

SUBURBAN

STRIP MALL > > —)

RESPONSES 20RESPONSES ARESPONSES ot s

QUESTION &:
To wh
future development
character and quality be
considered 3 prior
redevelopment in the study
area?

QUESTION9:

oxtent should

QUESTION 7:

“Towhat extent should
future development
character and quality be

“To what extent should the
City consider development
incentives as a priority to

dy are velopmen

area

QUESTION 8:

REON—— .
City consider development o)
Tncentives as a priorfty (o =
Support redevelopment In
L -

9

I

QUESTION 10:

~

QUESTION 5:

PLANNING PROCESS o200 CONFLUENCE

ROE BOULEVARD AND JOHNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN ;
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SURVEY RESULTS - e
JOHNSON DRIVE e |

i
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REDEVELOPMENT SCENARIOS - PUBLIC MEETING #2

North Site Concept Preferences

CHARACTER IMAGES:
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ROE BOULEVARD PLAN RECOMMENDATIONS

NORTH CONCEPT 1
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ROE BOULEVARD PLAN RECOMMENDATIONS
North Site 1
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NORTH CONCEPT 2

ROE BOULEVARD PLAN RECOMMENDATIONS
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ROE BOULEVARD PLAN RECOMMENDATIONS
North Site 2
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ROE BOULEVARD PLAN RECOMMENDATIONS

NORTH CONCEPT 3
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Development Legend
Existing Building (To Remain)
Restaurant / Retail
Mixed-Use
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Roe 2020 Proposed Traffic Signal
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ROE BOULEVARD PLAN RECOMMENDATIONS
North Site 3
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ROE BOULEVARD PLAN RECOMMENDATIONS
North Site 3
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MOBILITY HUB CONCEPTS - PUBLIC MEETING #2

Mobility Hub Concept Preferences
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MOBILITY HUB PLAN RECOMMENDATIONS

Option 1 - Price Chopper Site
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MOBILITY HUB PLAN RECOMMENDATIONS
Option 2 - Walmart Site
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REDEVELOPMENT SCENARIOS - PUBLIC MEETING #2

South Site Concept Preferences
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JOHNSON DRIVE PLAN RECOMMENDATIONS

SOUTH CONCEPT 1

* 1-Story Restaurant/Retail uses

* Small park between
Development and Hospital

xisting Building (To Remain)

E
Restaurant / Retail
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JOHNSON DRIVE PLAN RECOMMENDATIONS
South Site -

——
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JOHNSON DRIVE PLAN RECOMMENDATIONS
South Site 1

EXISTING SCREEN RESTAURANT MISSION GATEWAY
NEIGHBORHOOD WALL BUILDING
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JOHNSON DRIVE PLAN RECOMMENDATIONS

SOUTH CONCEPT 2

+ 2-Story Mixed-Use Building with
1-Story Restaurant/Retail f

* Small park between
Development and Hospital

Development Legend
| Existing Building (To Remain)
I Restaurant / Retail

| [ Mixed-Use
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JOHNSON DRIVE PLAN RECOMMENDATIONS
South Sit
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JOHNSON DRIVE PLAN RECOMMENDATIONS
South Site 2

EXISTING SCREEN MIXED-USE MISSION GATEWAY
NEIGHBORHOOD WALL BUILDING
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JOHNSON DRIVE PLAN RECOMMENDATIONS

SOUTH CONCEPT 3

PR S —_

+ 3-Story Mixed-Use Building
with 1-Story Restaurant/Retail -
unifying street frontage

* Additional economic
development density requires
acquisition of existing homes
and creation of park/buffer area

=

ROE BLVD AND JOHNSON DRIVE CORRIDOR PLAN

.‘

SNNIJIUKES]
IPRCOMNIONI
HOSPITAL

et e ey g BRI R

Development Legend
[ Existing Building (To Remain)
I Restaurant/ Retail

[ Mixed-Use

[ Attached Residential
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JOHNSON DRIVE PLAN RECOMMENDATIONS
South Sit -
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JOHNSON DRIVE PLAN RECOMMENDATIONS
South Site 3

EXISTING BUFFER MIXED-USE MISSION GATEWAY
NEIGHBORHOOD BUILDING
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JOHNSON DRIVE PLAN RECOMMENDATIONS
South Site 3 — Buffer Types

FENCE BUFFER OPTION

» This option incorporates
relatively level grades to match
existing terrain, and constructs
a new masonry fence/wall with
landscape plantings as a buffer
for the new development.

EXISTING FENCE BUFFER MIXED-USE
NEIGHBORHOOD BUILDING MISSION GATEWAY

* This new green space area
on the neighborhood side of
the wall could incorporate
passive open space, landscape
plantings and a walking path
that connects to the existing
sidewalk network.
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JOHNSON DRIVE PLAN RECOMMENDATIONS
South Site 3 - Buffer Types

BERMED FENCE BUFFER OPTION

* This option incorporates a
perimeter berm with a new
masonry fence/wall and
landscape plantings as a buffer
for the new development.

EXISTING MOUNDED MIXED-USE
NEIGHBORHOOD FENCE BUFFER BUILDING MISSION GATEWAY

* This new green space area
on the neighborhood side of
the wall could incorporate
passive open space, landscape
plantings and a walking path
integrated into the sloped berm
that connects to the existing
sidewalk network.

e,
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JOHNSON DRIVE PLAN RECOMMENDATIONS
South Site 3 - Buffer Types

VEGETATED BERM BUFFER OPTION

* This option incorporates a
erimeter berm with extensive
andscape plantings to serve as

a more natural buffer for the
new development.

EXISTING © VEGETATED MIXED-USE
NEIGHBORHOOD MOUND BUFFER BUILDING

* This new green space area
on the neighborhood side of
the berm could incorporate
passive open space, landscape
plantings and a walking path
Integrated into the sloped berm
that connects to the existing
sidewalk network.
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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
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NEXT STEPS

- Open House - Informal Questions / Discussion + Comment Cards

- Steering Committee + City Plan Review and Acceptance
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