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OPEN MEETING NOTICE

KANSAS STP PRIORITIES COMMITTEE
May 8, 2025
9:30 AM
This meeting will be held in a hybrid in-person/virtual format from the MARC Lewis & Clark
Room in the MARC offices at 600 Broadway, Suite 200 in Kansas City, Missouri, 64105 and online
via Zoom.

AGENDA

1. Welcome and Introductions

2.  Approve the February 13, 2025, Meeting Summary*
3. Status of the Current Program/KDOT Updates*

4. KC2026 World Cup Transportation Funding Needs

5. Federal Program
Discuss recently issued federal guidance and information

6. ConnectedKC 2050 Update
7. Transportation Improvement Program Update

8. Elections — Committee Chair/Vice-Chair
Notification to the committee of upcoming elections for committee Chair/Vice-Chair at the August meeting

9. Other Business
10. Adjournment

* Action Items

Next Scheduled Meeting: August 14, 2025

Getting to MARC: Information on transportation options to the MARC offices, including directions, parking, transit, carpooling, and bicycling, can be found online. If
driving, visitors and guests should enter the Rivergate Center parking lot from Broadway and park on the upper level of the garage. An entrance directly into the
conference area is available from this level.

Parking: Free parking is available when visiting MARC. Visitors and guests should park on the upper level of the garage. To enter this level from Broadway, turn west
into the Rivergate Center parking lot. Please use any of the available spaces on the upper level at the top of the ramp.

Special Accommodations: Please notify MARC at (816) 474-4240 at least 48 hours in advance if you require special accommodations to attend this meeting (i.e.,
qualified interpreter, large print, reader, hearing assistance). MARC programs are non-discriminatory as stated by Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964. For more
information or to obtain a Title VI Complaint Form, call 816-474-4240 or visit our webpage.


http://marc.org/About-MARC/Find-Us/Map-and-Parking
http://marc.org/Transportation/Equity-Considerations/Programs/Title-VI

Kansas STP Priorities Committee
May 8, 2025
Meeting Summary

Voting Members Present:

Voting Members (cont.):

Basehor Shawnee

Bonner Springs Mark Lee Spring Hill Alysen Abel
De Soto Tonganoxie

Gardner Tim McEldowney Johnson County

Kansas City Leavenworth County

Lansing Mike Spickelmier Miami County

Leavenworth Wyandotte County

Leawood Brian Scovill (alt.) FHWA (Ex Officio)

Lenexa Tim Green KCATA Al Farris
Merriam Celia Kumke, Vice Chair KDOT Allison Smith
Mission Stephanie Boyce Bike/Ped Com Rep.

Olathe Destination Safe Rep.

Overland Park Lorraine Basalo Goods Movement Rep.

Paola Highway Com Rep.

Prairie Village RTCC Rep.

Roeland Park Donnie Scharff

MARC Staff: Other Attendees:

Marc Hansen
Ron Achelpohl
Megan Broll
Martin Rivarola
Patrick Trouba
Ray Webb

Edgerton: Holly Robertson, Dan Merkh
Overland Park: Kyle Dieckmann

Affinis: Mark Hoppe
BHC: Randy Gorton

HG Consult: Nathan Hladky

JEO Consulting: David Smalling
KC2026: Lindsay Douglas, Jason Sims

Lamp Rynearson: Dan Miller

Loch Mueller: Jeff Bryan

1. Welcome and Introductions

Vice Chair Celia Kumke called the meeting to order, and introductions followed.

2. Approval of February 13, 2025 Meeting Summary

Mike Spickelmier moved to approve the February 13, 2025 Meeting Summary as presented, and Alysen

Abel seconded the motion. The motion passed.

3. Status of the Current Program/KDOT Updates

Shawnee Mission’s Midland Drive Improvements project is expected to obligate in August. Marc Hansen
reminded the committee of schedule postponement to the De Soto’s 83" St Bridge Replacement and
Unified Government’s Urban Trail & Complete Street projects that led to a balance of about $4.6m on

the 2025 program.




2025 STBG Program | Beginning Balance $4,974,489
New Allocation (2% increase over prior year) $14,239,567
Total Available $19,214,057
Olathe/Johnson Co Blackbob, 159th to 167th (deferred from 2024) $3,875,000
Basehor 158th St & Parallel Road Improvements $5,122,555
Roeland Park Nall Ave Complete Street $660,627
Shawnee Midland Drive Improvements $4,000,000
MARC Planning Sustainable Places $720,000
MARC Operation Greenlight $250,000
Ending Balance $4,585,875

No 2026 projects have expressed interest in moving up in the schedule, so the only potential project to
advance to the 2025 program is a $2.3m KCATA project currently on the 2027 schedule. KDOT
encouraged reducing the balance as much as possible.

2026 STBG Program | Beginning Balance $4,585,875
New Allocation (2% increase over prior year) $14,239,567
Total Available $18,825,442
DeSoto 83rd St Bridge Replacement (deferred from 2023) | $1,500,000
Unified Government | Urban Trail & Complete Street (request to defer $3,000,000
to 2026)
Edwardsville 98th St Corridor (Kansas Ave to K-32) $4,095,000
Mission Johnson Drive (Metcalf to Lamar) $6,000,000
Olathe Quivira Road (143rd to 151st) $3,575,909
Overland Park Switzer Road (167th to 179th) $3,575,909
MARC Operation Greenlight $250,000
Ending Balance ($3,171,376)

The most recent Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) amendment was approved, and Mr.
Hansen reminded project sponsors that project fee invoices will be sent to city managers/county
administrators and project leads soon.

4. KC2026 World Cup Transportation Funding Needs

Representatives from KC2026 presented to the committee on transportation projects for the 2026
World Cup in need of funding, with the Johnson County Fan Fest circulator/bus leasing being the
number one priority for Kansas. Surface Transportation Block Grant (STBG) funds are only allowable for
transit capital projects, so KC2026 was questioned on if they have confirmed eligibility for leasing
projects with FTA. KC2026 representative Jason Sims replied that FTA has been supportive of projects,
but more discussion would be needed to confirm eligibility. Leased buses will provide match day service,
and KC2026 is exploring if they can facilitate additional regional connectivity on non-match days for
visitors, either as an enhancement or gap filler to existing transit services. The committee questioned if
buses would require fares; Kansas City is the only host city that hasn’t declared they’re assessing a fee
yet, but fares are under consideration depending on resources, existing fares for regular service at the
time of the event, and how revenue could be used for legacy usage. KC2026 also commented that




reduced parking at the venue site is a requirement to be in compliance with FIFA, increasing the reliance
on transit.

Projects are very scalable, and KC2026 is requesting their inclusion in the STIP to be eligible for future
funding (though approval of eligibility from FTA has yet to be confirmed). KDOT representative Allison
Smith suggested CMAQ funding designated for traffic flow could be an option for partially funding
applicable KC2026 projects. KC2026 is requesting a minimum of $1-2m in federal funding.

5. Federal Program

The president’s budget does not show impacts to the STBG program. The committee discussed the letter
distributed by the US Secretary of Transportation to all federal funding recipients, noting the letter does
not include any guidance on implementation. KDOT representatives agreed federal guidance has been
minimal, but they will communicate with project sponsors as soon as they have additional information.
Staffing changes at FHWA have strained timelines, so project sponsors are encouraged to stay ahead of
deadlines.

6. ConnectedKC 2050 Update

Martin Rivarola reviewed the progress on the draft plan of the Connected KC 2050 transportation plan
update, which sets goals priorities for federal investment for the next 25 years. Mr. Rivarola
acknowledged how executive orders have impacted the plan, and that goals that may relate to subjects
not aligned with the current federal administration require more clarity and scrutiny to ensure they are
appropriately reflecting the feedback received by public input and regional stakeholders. The update will
include more interactive visualization tools and improved website accessibility for mobile users. Two
open houses (on May 20th and May 27th) and an online survey (available at:
https://update.connectedkc.org/input/) compose the final push for public engagement. The draft plan
update will be brought before the TTPC and the MARC Board for review, with anticipated final approval
inJune.

7. Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) Update

The new TIP will cover the STBG program schedule for Federal Fiscal Years (FFY) 2026-2030, and
jurisdictions will be asked to update their projects (cost, scope, etc) by July, 2025. Project listings will be
available by the end of this month; jurisdictions are asked to mark up these listings with any
changes/updates and return to MARC. Mr. Hansen encouraged jurisdictions to pay close attention to
changes to locally funded elements, as federally funded elements will need to go before committee
review. The TIP requires analysis on estimates of revenue; most of this is complete as a result of the
CKC2050 update, but jurisdictions can reach out to MARC staff with questions. The TIP will also need to
include any regionally significant projects (.5 mi or more capacity change to minor arterial or higher, or
fixed transit) regardless of funding source.

The new TIP will go before the TTPC in September, with the expectation to request approval from TTPC
and the MARC Board in October.

8. Elections — Committee Chair/Vice-Chair
Marc Hansen requested any members interested in serving as Chair or Vice Chair to contact him ahead
of the next committee meeting.



https://update.connectedkc.org/input/

9. Other Business
o MARC’s Regional Assembly is Friday, June 13.

e Alysen Abel shared that the KS-APWA chapter is requesting public comments on the updated

5600 standards.
e Johnson County will be holding financial analysis to determine anticipated costs and impact on

equity

10. Adjournment
The next scheduled meeting is Thursday, August 14, 2025. The meeting was adjourned.
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April 24, 2025
To All Recipients of U.S. Department of Transportation Funding:

The U.S. Department of Transportation (Department or DOT) distributes substantial Federal fi-
nancial assistance for thousands of projects, programs, and activities operated or initiated by di-
verse entities, including but not limited to State and local governments. The Department admin-
isters this Federal financial assistance to support the development and maintenance of the Na-
tion’s transportation infrastructure, pursuant to statutory authority and in accordance with bind-
ing contractual agreements in the form of Federal financial assistance agreements, usually grants,
cooperative agreements, and loans. Accordingly, I write to clarify and reaffirm pertinent legal re-
quirements, to outline the Department’s expectations, and to provide a reminder of your respon-
sibilities and the consequences of noncompliance with Federal law and the terms of your finan-
cial assistance agreements. It is the policy of the Department to award and to continue to provide
Federal financial assistance only to those recipients who comply with their legal obligations.

As recipients of such DOT funds, you have entered into legally enforceable agreements with the
United States Government and are obligated to comply fully with all applicable Federal laws and
regulations. These laws and regulations include the United States Constitution, Federal statutes,
applicable rules, and public policy requirements, including, among others, those protecting free
speech and religious liberty and those prohibiting discrimination and enforcing controls on ille-
gal immigration. As Secretary of Transportation, I am responsible for ensuring recipients of DOT
financial assistance are aware of and comply with all applicable legal obligations.

The Equal Protection principles of the Constitution prohibit State and Federal governmental enti-
ties from discriminating on the basis of protected characteristics, including race. Indeed, as the
Supreme Court declared in Students for Fair Admission, Inc. v. Harvard (SFFA), 600 U.S. 181,
206 (2023), “[t]he clear and central purpose of the Fourteenth Amendment was to eliminate all
official state sources of invidious racial discrimination in the States.” The Court further noted
that “[o]ne of the principal reasons race is treated as a forbidden classification is that it demeans
the dignity and worth of a person to be judged by ancestry instead of by his or her own merit and
essential qualities.” Id. at 220. In ruling that race-based admissions programs at universities vio-
lated the Equal Protection Clause, the Court made clear that discrimination based on race is, has
been, and will continue to be unlawful, except in rare circumstances. Id. at 220-21. Similarly,
sex-based classifications violate the Equal Protection Clause absent “exceedingly persuasive”
justification. See United States v. Virginia, 518 U.S. 515, 533 (1996).
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These constitutional principles are reinforced by the Civil Rights Act of 1964, which prohibits
discrimination based on protected characteristics in the Federal funding and employment con-
texts in Title VI (42 U.S.C. § 2000d ef seq.) and Title VII (42 U.S.C. § 2000e-2), as well as the
applicable non-discrimination clauses in the Federal Aid Highway Act of 1973 (23 U.S.C. §§ 140
and 324 ef seq.), the Airport and Airway Improvement Act of 1982, (49 U.S.C. § 47123), and Ti-
tle IX of the Education Amendments of 1972, as amended (20 U.S.C. § 1681 et seq.).

Based on binding Supreme Court precedent and these Federal laws, DOT is prohibited from dis-
criminating based on race, color, national origin, sex, or religion in any of its programs or activi-
ties. Moreover, because DOT may not establish, induce, or endorse prohibited discrimination in-
directly,! it must ensure that discrimination based on race, color, national origin, sex, or religion

does not exist in the programs or activities it funds or financially assists.

These same principles apply to recipients of Federal financial assistance from DOT, as both a
matter of Federal law and by virtue of contractual provisions governing receipt of DOT funding.
Accordingly, DOT recipients are prohibited from engaging in discriminatory actions in their own
policies, programs, and activities, including in administering contracts, and their employment
practices.

Whether or not described in neutral terms, any policy, program, or activity that is premised on a
prohibited classification, including discriminatory policies or practices designed to achieve so-
called “diversity, equity, and inclusion,” or “DEIL,” goals, presumptively violates Federal law. Re-
cipients of DOT financial assistance must ensure that the personnel practices (including hiring,
promotions, and terminations) within their organizations are merit-based and do not discriminate
based on prohibited categories. Recipients are also precluded from allocating money received
under DOT awards—such as through contracts or the provision of other benefits—based on sus-
pect classifications. Any discriminatory actions in your policies, programs, and activities based
on prohibited categories constitute a clear violation of Federal law and the terms of your grant
agreements.

In addition, your legal obligations require cooperation generally with Federal authorities in the
enforcement of Federal law, including cooperating with and not impeding U.S. Immigration and
Customs Enforcement (ICE) and other Federal offices and components of the Department of
Homeland Security in the enforcement of Federal immigration law. DOT has noted reported in-
stances where some recipients of Federal financial assistance have declined to cooperate with
ICE investigations, have issued driver’s licenses to individuals present in the United States in vi-
olation of Federal immigration law, or have otherwise acted in a manner that impedes Federal
law enforcement. Such actions undermine Federal sovereignty in the enforcement of immigration
law, compromise the safety and security of the transportation systems supported by DOT

! See SFFA, 600 U.S. at 230; Norwood v. Harrison, 413 U.S. 455, 465 (1973).
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financial assistance, and prioritize illegal aliens over the safety and welfare of the American peo-
ple whose Federal taxes fund DOT’s financial assistance programs.

Under the Constitution, Federal law is “the supreme Law of the Land.” U.S. Const. Art. VI. That
means that where Federal and State legal requirements conflict, States and State entities must
follow Federal law. Declining to cooperate with the enforcement of Federal immigration law or
otherwise taking action intended to shield illegal aliens from ICE detection contravenes Federal
law and may give rise to civil and criminal liability. See 8 U.S.C. § 1324 and 8 U.S.C. § 1373.
Accordingly, DOT expects its recipients to comply with Federal law enforcement directives and
to cooperate with Federal officials in the enforcement of Federal immigration law. The Depart-
ment also expects its recipients to ensure that the Federal financial assistance they receive from
DOT is provided only to subrecipients, businesses, or service providers that are U.S. Citizens or
U.S. Nationals and Lawful Permanent Residents (LPRs) or legal entities allowed to do business
in the U.S. and which do not employ illegal aliens.

This letter provides notice of the Department’s existing interpretation of Federal law. The De-
partment will vigorously enforce the law on equal terms as to all its recipients and intends to take
appropriate measures to assess their compliance based on the interpretation of Federal law set
forth in this letter. Adherence to your legal obligations is a prerequisite for receipt of DOT finan-
cial assistance. Noncompliance with applicable Federal laws, or failure to cooperate generally
with Federal authorities in the enforcement of Federal law, will jeopardize your continued receipt
of Federal financial assistance from DOT and could lead to a loss of Federal funding from DOT.

The Department retains authority, pursuant to its oversight responsibilities and the terms of your
agreements, to initiate enforcement actions, such as comprehensive audits and possible recovery
of funds expended in a manner contrary to the terms of the funding agreement. DOT may also
terminate funding in response to substantiated breaches of the terms of the agreement, or if DOT
determines that continued funding is no longer in the public interest. These steps, within DOT’s
discretion, are intended to ensure accountability and protect the integrity of Federal programs.

To assist grant recipients in meeting their legal obligations, DOT offers technical guidance and
support through its program offices. Should you require clarification regarding your obligations,
you are encouraged to contact your designated DOT representative promptly. Proactive engage-
ment is strongly advised to prevent inadvertent noncompliance.
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DOT remains committed to advancing a transportation system that serves the public interest effi-
ciently and unleashes economic prosperity and a superior quality of life for American families.
This mission depends upon your strict adherence to the legal framework governing our partner-
ship, and I trust you will take all necessary steps to comply with Federal law and satisfy your le-
gal obligations.

Sincerely,

—Z R~

Sean P. Duffy
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