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KCHA/KDOT Liaison Committee Meeting Minutes for March 13, 2020 at the  
KAC Conference Room at 9:00 a.m. 
 
Members and Guests Present: 
Counties:  Keith Browning, Jim Brull, Justin Mader, Barry McManaman, Gary Rosewicz, 
Glen Tyson, Chip Woods 
KDOT: Mike Stringer, Tod Salfrank, 
FHWA: Norbert Munoz 
KAC:  Norm Bowers 
 
1) Opening Comments and agreement on agenda items: 
 
2) Approve the minutes from the last committee meeting: 
 Barry McManaman moved to approve the minutes of the September 25, 2010 
committee meeting as presented.  Keith Browning seconded the motion, and the motion 
passed unanimously. 
 
3) Discussion on the proposed COUNTY SPECIAL MAINTENANCE 
AGREEMENT proposed by the KDOT 
 Norm Bowers said that he had been contacted concerning if the counties wanted 
to get this proposed COUNTY SPECIAL MAINTENANCE AGREEMENT ramped 
back up again.  He gave a brief background on this issue that has been around for several 
years.  
 Justin Mader asked if this is just for those counties that want to agree with it.  He 
commented that this would be a tool that counties could use if they chose to.   
 Tod Salfrank said that the purpose of the agreement was to use it for unity and 
consistency.  They are having the same discussions and issues with City Connecting 
Links. 
 Mike Stringer said that the first part would be for a standard agreement, but the 
issue may be with the sample drawings of where the lines are located and the specific 
locations.  Google maps will be a big benefit to show each site. 
 Keith Browning commented that things need to be clarified and there needs to be 
clearer language that the maintenance of KDOT bridge items and guardrail belong to 
KDOT. 
 Barry McManaman said that there needs to be better definitions for Minor 
Maintenance.  What about cleaning downspouts at bridges? 
 Keith Browning pointed out on Attachment VI that anything attached to the 
bridge needs to be the responsibility of KDOT. 
 Justin Mader said that there is nothing about pavement striping, and he thinks that 
it should be a county responsibility.  
 Tod Salfrank commented that the counties have some responsibilities for some of 
the maintenance of the bridge as it provides a service to the counties. He compared the 
bridges to the turnpike bridges.  
 Chip Woods said that he had informed the turnpike that he would close the 
bridges on county roads over the turnpike before spending county funds on them.  He 
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noted that there are about 22 bridges over the turnpike in Lyon County as it runs 
diagonally through the county.  
 Justin Mader commented that it was more of a liability issue.  He asked about the 
definition of an overlay under 2” being classified as “maintenance”. 
 Tod Salfrank said that over 2” is considered “structural” and under 2” is 
considered “maintenance” by the FHWA, and Norbert Munoz agreed. 
 Gary Rosewicz commented that these are the same terms in the County 
Engineer’s Annual Report. 
 
DEFINITIONS: 
Major Maintenance: 
 Norm Bowers? recommended adding the following words at the end of the last 
sentence:  inlet drains and flumes and bridge deck sealing.  There was general discussion 
on what constitutes bridge deck sealing. 
Minor Maintenance: 
 Mike Stringer suggested adding the word road in front of surface patching. 
 Barry McManaman recommended to insert the word deck between deck and 
downspout to read “cleaning deck and downspout inlets of bridges”. 
 
The COUNTY agrees: 
 Chip Woods recommended that there should not be the term “county policy” as a 
policy is something the county is bound to and recommended that the term be “county 
practices”.  
 There was general discussion on snow and ice control.  KDOT will not be 
responsible for going off their main road to clear the area back to the stop sign.  The 
intent is for the county to clean this area if they are performing snow and ice control.  It 
was noted that some counties do not do snow removal until it gets 6” deep.  
 Barry McManaman recommended adding the blanket statement in accordance to 
county practices in Sections 1, 2 and 3 as some counties do minimal snow and ice 
removal. 
 Section 1:  Norm Bowers said that he was not comfortable with maintaining the 
ditches under bridges as some have concrete lining.  
 There was general discussion on guardrail under bridges.  Maintaining the 
existing guardrail was probably not an issue.  Gary Rosewicz said that the issue would be 
if the entire section of guardrail had to be replaced that it could be a burden on counties to 
bring the entire section up to current standards.   
 Section 2: Keith Browning commented that all weight limit signs, and object 
markers need to be maintained by KDOT. 

Section 3:  Paint striping is considered maintenance of traffic control, but KDOT 
should be responsible for weight limit signs. 
 Section 6:  Norm Bowers said that he would have the KAC attorney review this 
section for clarification. 
 Section 7:  Barry McManaman commented that the County cannot be a 
“facilitator” between KDOT and townships as we have no say in what townships do.  
Counties can offer “assistance” [other term better?] with the townships if requested to by 
KDOT. 
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KDOT agrees: 
 Section 3:  Keith Browning wanted clarification that any signs associated with the 
bridge located in the Line of Maintenance belong to KDOT. 
 Section 4:  Keith Browning said that any guardrail “attached” to the bridge inside 
of the Line of Maintenance as shown in Attachment VI belongs to KDOT.   
 Tod Salfrank questioned the word “attached” as they have some older bridges that 
were designed without the guardrail attached to the bridge. 
 Keith Browning said that the description still needs to be clearer. 
 Mike Stringer said that he believes that KDOT has always maintained the entire 
guardrail sections. 
  
The County and KDOT mutually agree 
 Section 1: Norm Bowers questioned the term “Attachment II” in the second 
sentence.  Barry McManaman said that it should be “Attachment 1, Part 2”.  [Norm was 
right!] 
 Section 1: Barry McManaman said that in the 5th sentence, the word “or” should 
be “of”: “other’s area of maintenance”. 
 Section 2:  Gary Rosewicz said that the word “maintain” in the first sentence 
should be changed to “assume ownership” which requires the county to maintain the 
structure. 
 Section 2:  Keith Browning asked if the last sentence was really needed.  KDOT 
should be providing the appropriate reports to the county when they turn them over to the 
county, and the county would then have to include them in their next scheduled 
inspection cycle.   Why require the county to inspect them within 180 day from the time 
of transfer? 
 Tod Salfrank said that he would check with Kent on this issue.  
 Section 7:  Norm Bowers said that he would have the KAC attorney look at this 
section also. 
 Page 6:  Gary Rosewicz asked about who signs the ACCEPTED OR ADOPTED 
BY section?  Does it have to be the whole commission membership?   
 Tod Salfrank said that it was up to the county. They can just have the Chairman 
sign or whoever they designate. It is whatever is legal as determined by the county 
 
General Discussion: 
 Norm Bowers brought up the issue when gravel roads interest an asphalt or 
concrete approach to the bridge.  He didn’t think that it should be up to the county to 
maintain the asphalt or concrete approach.  
 Mike Singer commented that this would be outlined in the specific drawing at 
those locations in that case.  
 Norm Bowers said that he wanted the specific drawings kept to a minimum. 
 Tod Salfrank said that he would pass our comments up the line and get with Brent 
Terrestrial. 
 
Other Discussions: 
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Keith Browning commented that there are several locations in his county where KDOT 
has installed speed limit signs.  He asked if KDOT has the documentation posting them.  
Or does the county have to pass a resolution accepting the speed limit?  Gary Rosewicz 
also wanted to know the answer. 
 Tod Salfrank asked Keith to provide specific locations and he would check into it. 
 Barry McManaman asked if other counties have problems finding old FAS plans.  
Gary Rosewicz commented on problems that he had. 
 Tod Salfrank said that KDOT did not have them as they turned the mylars back to 
the county. 
 
Justin Mader made a motion to adjourn.  The motion was seconded by Gary Rosewicz 
and passed unanimously.  The meeting adjourned at 11:00 a.m.  
 
Respectfully Submitted;  
 
 
Warren Chip Woods, Chairman 
 


