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1. Applicant: Max L. Cole
Address 313 First National Bank Bldg. Phone 263-6148
2. Agent: Wm. P. Higgins
Address 313 First National Bank Bldg. Phone 263-6148
3. General Location: _NW corner 127th St. East and Central
Address
4. Proposed Use: _Apartments, townhouses, condominiums, etc.
AREA DATA: /204 (15’255"“")
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION
CITY BUILDING ANNEX, 104 South Main

WICHITA, KANSAS 67202

NOTICE TO ADJOINING PROPERTY OWNERS:

May 8, 1975

The Board of County Commissioners at their regular meeting on

April 16, 1975 returned the following application to the Metropolitan
Area Planning Commission for further study and they encouraged the
applicant to hold a neighborhood meeting to help resolve differences

of opinion. Therefore, this is to advise you that the Wichita-Sedgwick
County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission will reconsider the
following case in Room 401 City Building Annex, 104 South Main, Wichita,
Kansas, the meeting to begin at 1:30 P.m. on May 22, 1975.

CASE NO, CU-170

Conditional Use Request for Establishment of a Multi-Family :
Housing Development on Property being Re uested for the "aa" g
One-Family Dwelling District Classification

A tract of land in the SE % of Sec. 15, Twp. 27S, R2E of the 6th P.M., »,
described as follows: j

Commencing at a point on the north r-o-w line of Central Ave.at the k
west r-o-w line of 127th St. East, said point being 50 ft. north and
50 ft. west of the SE corner of aforesaid SE %; thence along said 4
north r-o-w line of Central Ave. bearing north 89°59'30" west a distance
of 1,250 ft. to a point of beginning; thence bearing north 2059‘30" west
a distance of 250 ft. to the P.C. of a curve to the left; thence along
said curve to the left whose radius is 1,750 ft. and thru a central angle
of 17°12'11" a distance of 524.93 ft.; thence bearing north 53°00'30" ;
east a distance of 544.54 ft.; thence bearing south 89°59'30" east a -
distance of 80.00 ft.; thence bearing north 48°29'30" west a distance
of 1,820 ft.; thence bearing north 36°29'30" west a distance of 387.16
ft. to the north line of said SE %: thence along said north line bearing
north 89°52.15" west a distance of 155.13 ft, to the NW corner of said SE -
%; thence along the west line of said SE % bearing south 0°900'00" east g
a distance of 2,607.18 ft. to the north r-o-w line of Central Ave.,
thence along said r-o-w line bearing 89°59'30" east a distance of
1,351.44 ft. to the point of beginning.

and

A tract of land in the SE % of Sec. 15, Twp. 27S, R2E of the 6th P.M.
described as follows:
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Commencing at a point on the north r-o-w line of Central Ave. at the
west r-o-w line of 127th St, East, said point being 50 ft. north and
50 ft. west of the SE corner of aforesaid SE %:; thence along said

west r-o-w line of 127th St. East bearing north 0°00' east a distance
of 1,000 ft. to a point of beginning; thence bearing north 50°50'00"
west a distance of 210 ft.; thence bearing north 54°00' west a distance

of 945.88 ft.; thence bearing north 48°29'30" west a distance of
1,324.95 ft.; thence bearing north 36%29'30" west a distance of 47.83
ft. to the north line of said SE %; thence along said north line bearing
south 89°52'15" east a distance of 1,947.93 ft. to the west r-o-w line
of 127th St. East; thence along said west r-o-w line bearing south

0°00' east a distance of 1,601,70 ft. to a point of beginning.

All generally located on the northwest corner of 127th St. East and

Central

Robert A. Lakin
Secretary
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Summary Description of Zoning Districts

- Rural Residential District

Permits one single-family dwelling for each lot of two acres
with a minimum frontage of 200 feet.

R-1" - suburban Residential District
Permits one and two-family dwellings on a miniwmum of 15,000
square feet of land area per family with each lot having a

minimum frontage of 100 feet.

- One-Family Dwelling District

One-family dwellings require 2a minimum of 7,500 square feet
with each lot having a minimum frontage of 60 feet.

"BB" - Qffice District

pPermits agriculture, one-family dwellings and all business and
professional offices. ALl commercial activities are prohibited.

"Lc" - Light Commercial District

permits any retail commercial uses conducted within an en-
closed building, Permits residential uses.

General Commercial District

Permits all commercial activities; outdoor displays and sales;
selected light manufacturing and light commercial uses.

Light Industrial District

permits most manufacturing uses and uses permitted in "C".

Heavy Industrial Distyr ict

pPermits any use except those objectionable uses such as
slaughter houses, salvage yards and fertilizer plants which
require special permits.

- Any O e above districts

Allows certain uses listed in the County Zoning Resolution by
special permit rather than as a use by right.




WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION
CITY BUILDING ANNEX, 104 South Main

WICHITA, KANSAS 67202

NOTICE TO ADJOINING PROPERTY OWNERS:
May 8, 1975

The Board of County Commissioners at their regular meeting on

April 16, 1975 returned the following application to the Metropolitan
Area Planning Commission for further study and they encouraged the
applicant to hold a neighborhood meeting to help resolve differences

of opinion. Therefore, this is to advise you that the Wichita-Sedgwick
County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission will reconsider the
following case in Room 401 City Building Annex, 104 South Main, Wichita,
Kansas, the meeting to begin at 1:30 p.m. on May 22, 1975.

CASE NO. CU-170
Conditional Use Request for Establishment of a Multi-Family

Housing Development on Property being Requested for the "AA"
One-Family Dwelling District Classification

A tract of land in the SE % of Sec. 15, Twp. 27S, R2E of the 6th P.M.,
described as follows:

Commencing at a point on the north r-o-w line of Central Ave.at the
west r-o-w line of 127th St, East, said point being 50 ft. north and
50 ft. west of the SE corner of aforesaid SE %; thence along said
north r-o-w line of Central Ave. bearing north 89°59'30" west a distance
of 1,250 ft. to a point of beginning; thence bearing north 2959'30" west
a distance of 250 ft. to the P.C. of a curve to the left; thence along
said curve to the left whose radius is 1,750 ft. and thru a central angle
of 17°12'11" a distance of 524.93 ft.; thence bearing north 53000'30"
east a distance of 544.54 ft.; thence bearing south 89°59'30" east a
distance of 8G.00 ft.; thence bearing north 48 29'30" west a distance
of 1,820 ft.; thence bearing north 36°29'30" west a distance of 387.16
ft. to the north line of said SE %:; thence along said north line bearing
north 89°52,15" west a distance of 155.13 ft. to the NW corner of said SE
4%; thence along the west line of said SE % bearing south 0°00'00" east
a distance of 2,607.18 ft, to the north r-o-w line of Central Ave.,
thence along said r-o-w line bearing 89°59'30" east a distance of
1,351.44 ft. to the point of beginning,

and
A tract of land in the SE % of Sec. 15, Twp. 27S, R2E of the 6th P.M.
described as follows:
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Commencing at a point on the north r-o-w line of Central Ave. at the
west r-o-w line of 127th St. East, said point being 50 ft. north and
50 ft. west of the SE corner of aforesaid SE %; thence along said

west r-o-w line of 127th St. East bearing north 0°00' east a distance
of 1,000 ft. to a point of beginning; thence bear;‘mg north 50°50'00"
west a distance of 210 ft.; thence bearing north 54°200' west a distance

of 945.88 ft.; thence bearing north 48°29'30" west a distance of
1,324.95 i:.; thence bearing north 36°29'30" west a distance of 47.83
ft. to the north line of said SE %; thence along said north line bearing
south 39952'15" east a distance of 1,947.93 ft. to the west r-o-w line
of 127th St. East; thence along said west r-o-w line bearing south

0°00' east a distance of 1,601.70 ft. to a point of beginning.

All generally located on the northwest corner of 127th St. East and

Central,

Robert A. Lakin
Secretary




Summary Description of Zoning Districts

- Rural Residential District

Permits one single-family dwelling for each lot of two acres
with a minimum frontage of 200 feet.

Suburban Residential District

Permits one and two-family dwellings on a minimum of 15,000
square feet of land area per family with each lot having a
minimum frontage of 100 feet.

e-Famil elli: i ict

One-family dwellings require a minimum of 7, 00 square feet
with each lot having a minimum frontage of 60 feet.

office District

Permits agriculture, one-family dwellings and all business and
professional offices. All commercial activities are prohibited.

Light Commercial District

Permits any retail commercial uses conducted within an en-
closed building. Permits residential uses.

General Commercial District

permits all commercial activities; outdoor displays and sales;
selected light manufacturing and light commercial uses.

Light Industrial District

permits most manufacturing uses and uses permitted in "C".

ndustri ist

Permits any use except those objectionable uses such as
slaughter houses, salvage yards and fertilizer plants which
require special permits.

Any of the above districts

Allows certain uses listed in the County Zoning Resolution by
special permit rather than as a use by right.




WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION
CITY BUILDING ANNEX, 104 South Main

WICHITA, KANSAS 67202

NOTICE TO ADJOINING PROPERTY OWNERS:
May 8, 1975

The Board of County Commissioners at their regular meeting on

April 16, 1975 returned the following application to the Metropolitan
Area Planning Commission for further study and they encouraged the
applicant to hold a neighborhood meeting to help resolve differences

of opinion. Therefore, this is to advise you that the Wichita-Sedgwick
County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission will reconsider the
following case in Room 401 City Building Annex, 104 South Main, Wichita,
Kansas, the meeting to begin at 1:30 p.m. on May 22, 1975.

CASE NO. CU-170

Conditional Use Request for Establishment of a Multi-Family
Housing Development on Property being Requested for the "AA"
One-Family Dwelling District Classification

A tract of land in the SE % of Sec. 15, Twp. 27S, R2E of the 6th P.M.,
described as follows:

Commencing at a point on the north r-o-w line of Central Ave.at the
west r-o-w line of 127th St. East, said point being 50 ft. north and
50 ft. west of the SE corner of aforesaid SE %; thence along said
north r-o-w line of Central Ave. bearing north 89°59'30" west a distance
of 1,250 ft. to a point of beginning; thence bearing north 2°59'30" west
a distance of 250 ft. to the P.C. of a curve to the left:; thence along
said curve to the left whose radius is 1,750 ft. and thru a central angle
of 17°12'11" a distance of 524,93 ft.; thence bearing north 53%00"30"
east a distance of 544,54 ft.; thence bearing south 89°59'30" east a
distance of 80.00 ft.; thence bearing north 48°29'30" west a distance
of 1,820 ft.; thence bearing north 36%29'30" west a distance of 387.16
ft. to the north line of said SE %; thence along said north line bearing
north 89°52,15" west a distance of 155.13 ft. to the NW corner of said SE
k; thence along the west line of said SE % bearing south 0°00'00" east
a distance of 2,607.18 ft. to the north r-c-w line of Central Ave.,
thence along said r-o-w line bearing 89°59'30" east a distance of
1,351.44 ft. to the point of beginning.

and
A tract of land in the SE % of Sec. 15, Twp. 275, R2E of the 6th P.M.
described as follows:
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Commencing at a point on the north r-o-w line of central Ave. at the
west r-o-w line of 127th St. East, said point being 50 ft. north and
50 ft. west of the SE corner of aforesaid SE %; thence along said

west r—o-w line of 127th St. East bearing north 0°00' east a distance
of 1,000 ft. to a point of beginning; thence bearing north 50°950'00"
west a distance of 210 ft.; thence bearing north 54°00' west a distance
of 945.88 ft.; thence bearing north 48°29'30" west a distance of
1,324,95 ft.; thence bearing north 36929'30" west a distance of 47.83
ft. to the north line of said SE %; thence along said north line bearing
south 89°52'15" east a distance of 1,947.93 ft. to the west r-o-w line
of 127th St. East; thence along said west r-o-w line bearing south
0%00' east a distance of 1,601.70 ft. to a point of beginning.

All generally located on the northwest corner of 127th St. East and
Central

Robert A. Lakin
Secretary




R-1"

upB"

uLoh

scripti of Zoni istrict

Rural Residential District

Permits one single-family dwelling for each lot of two acres
with a minimum frontage of 200 feet.

Suburban Residential District
Permits one and two-family dwellings on a minimum of 15,000
square feet of land area per family with each lot having a
minimum frontage of 100 feet.

ne- il elli i ic

One-family dwellings reguire a minimum of 7,500 square feet
with each lot having a minimum frontage of &0 feet.

ice Dpistrict

Permits agriculture, one-family dwellings and all busines
professional offices. All commercial activities are prohibited.

Light Commercial District

permits any retail commercial uses conducted within an en-
closed building., Permits residential uses.

General Commercial District

permits all commercial activities; outdoor displays and sales;
selected light manufacturing and light commercial uses.

ight In trial Di ict

permits most manufacturing uses and uses permitted in "C",
e du i ict

permits any use except those objectionable uses such as
slaughter houses, salvage yards and fertilizer plants which

require special permits.

Bny of the above districts

Allows certain uses listed in the County Zoning Resolution by
special permit rather than as a use by right.




WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION
CITY BUILDING ANNEX, 104 South Main

WICHITA, KANSAS 67202

NOTICE TO ADJOINING PROPERTY OWNERS:
May 8, 1975

The Board of County Commissioners at their regular meeting on

April 16, 1975 returned the following application to the Metropolitan
Area Planning Commission for further study and they encouraged the
applicant to hold a neighborhood meeting to help resolve differences

of opinion. Therefore, this is to advise you that the Wichita-Sedgwick
County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission will reconsider the
following case in Room 401 City Building Annex, 104 South Main, Wichita,
Kansas, the meeting to begin at 1:30 p.m. on May 22, 1975.

CASE NO. CU-170
Conditional Use Reguest for Establishment of a Multi-Family

Housing Development on Property being Requested for the "AA"

One-Family Dwelling District Classification

A tract of land in the SE % of Sec. 15, Twp. 275, R2E of the 6th P.M.,
described as follows:

Commencing at a point on the north r-o-w line of Central Ave.at the
west r-o-w line of 127th St. East, said point being 50 ft. north and
50 ft. west of the SE corner of aforesaid SE %; thence along said
north r-o-w line of Central Ave. bearing north 89°59'30" west a distance
of 1,250 ft. to a point of beginning; thence bearing north 2°59130" west
a distance of 250 ft. to the P.C. of a curve to the left; thence along
said curve to the left whose radius is 1,750 ft. and thru a central angle
of 17°12'11" a distance of 524.93 ft.; thence bearing north 53000'30“
east a distance of 544.54 ft.; thence bearing south 89959'30" east a
distance of 80.00 ft.; thence bearing north 48 29'30" west a distance
of 1,820 ft.; thence bearing north 36%29'30" west a distance of 387.16
ft. to the north line of said SE %; thence along said north line bearing
north 89°52.15" west a distance of 155.13 ft. to the NW corner of said SE
4: thence along the west line of said SE % bearing south 0°00'00" east
a distance of 2,607.18 ft. to the north r-o-w line of Central Ave.,
thence along said r-o-w line bearing 89°59'30" east a distance of
1,351.44 ft. to the point of beginning.

and
A tract of land in the SE % of Sec. 15, Twp. 27S, R2E of the 6th P.M.
described as follows:
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Commencing at a point on the north r-o-w line of Central Ave. at the
west r-o-w line of 127th St. E . said point being 50 ft. north and
50 ft. west of the SE corner of aforesaid SE %; thence along said

west r-o-w line of 127th St. East bearing north 0°00' east a distance
of 1,000 ft. to a point of beginning; thence bearing north 50°50'00"
west a distance of 210 ft.; thence bearing north 54°00' west a distance
of 945.88 ft.; thence bearing north 48°29'30" west a distance of
1,324.95 ft.; thence bearing north 36°29'30" west a distance of 47.83
ft. to the north line of said SE %; thence along said north line bearing
south 89°52'15" east a distance of 1,947.93 ft. to the west r-o-w line
of 127th st. East; thence along said west r-o-w line bearing south
0%00' east a distance of 1,601.70 ft. to a point of beginning.

All generally located on the northwest corner of 127th St. East and
Central.

Robert A, Lakin
Secretary




EDGW. Z0]

Summary Description of Zoning Districts

- Rural Residential District

.

Permits one single-family dwelling for each lot of two acres
with a minimum frontage of 200 feet.

- Suburban Residentia istrict

Permits one and two-family dwellings on a minimum of 15,000
square feet of land area per family with each lot having a
minimum frontage of 100 feet.

- Qne-Family Dwelling District

One-family dwellings require a minimum of 7,500 square feet
with each lot having a minimum frontage of 60 feet.

“BB" - Qffice District

Permits agriculture, one-family dwellings and all business and
professional offices. All commercial activities are prohibited,

- Light Commercial District

Permits any retail commercial uses conducted within an en-
closed building. Permits residential uses,

- General Commexrcial District

Permits all commercial activities; outdoor displays and sales;
selected light manufacturing and light commercial uses.

- Light Industrial District

Permits most manufacturing uses and uses permitted in "C".

- Heavy Industrial District

Permits any use except those objec nable uses such as
slaughter houses, salvage yards and fertilizer plants which
require special permits,

- Any of the above districts

Allows certain uses listed in the County Zoning Resolution by
special permit rather than as a use by right,




WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION
CITY BUILDING ANNEX, 104 South Main

WICHITA, KANSAS 67202

NOTICE TO ADJOINING PROPERTY OWNERS:
May 8, 1975

The Board of County Commissioners at their regular meeting on

April 16, 1975 returned the following application to the Metropolitan
Area FPlanning Commission for further study and they encouraged the
applicant to hold a neighborhood meeting to help resolve differences E
of opinion. Therefore, this is to advise you that the Wichita-Sedgwick
County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission will reconsider the
following case in Room 401 City Building Annex, 104 South Main, Wichita,
Kansas, the meeting to begin at 1:30 p.m. on May 22, 1975.

CASE_NO. CU-170
Conditional Use Request for Establishment of a Multi-Family B

Housing Development on Property being Reguested for the "AA"
One-Family Dwelling District Classification

A tract of land in the SE % of Sec. 15, Twp. 27S, R2E of the 6th P.M.,
described as follows:

Commencing at a point on the north r-o-w line of Central Ave.at the
west r-o-w line of 127th St. East, said point being 50 ft. north and
50 ft. west of the SE corner of aforesaid SE %; thence along said
north r-o-w line of Central Ave. bearing north 89°59'30" west a distance
of 1,250 ft. to a point of beginning:; thence bearing north 2°59'30" west
a distance of 250 ft. to the P.C. of a curve to the left; thence along
said curve to the left whose radius is 1,750 ft. and thru a central angle
of 17°12'11" a distance of 524.93 ft.; thence bearing north 53%0'30" K
east a distance of 544.54 ft.; thence bearing south 89°59'30" east a g
distance of 80.00 ft.; thence bearing north 48°29'30" west a distance !
of 1,820 ft.; thence bearing north 36%29'30" west a distance of 387.16 k
ft. to the north line of said SE %:; thence along said north line bearing
north 89952.15" west a distance of 155.13 ft. to the NW corner of said SE
%: thence along the west line of said SE % bearing south 0°00'00" east
a distance of 2,607.18 ft. to the north r-o-w line of Central Ave.,
thence along said r-o-w line bearing 89°59'30" east a distance of
1,351.44 ft. to the point of beginning.
and
A tract of land in the SE % of Sec. 15, Twp. 27S, R2E of the Gth P.M.
described as follows:
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Commencing at a poeint on the north r-o-w line of Central Ave. at the
west r-o-w line of 127th St. East, said point being 50 ft. north and
50 ft. west of the SE cormer of aforesaid SE %; thence along said

west r-o-w line of 127th St. East bearing north 0°00' east a distance
of 1,000 ft. to a point of beginning; thence hearing north 50°50'00"
west a distance of 210 ft.; thence bearing north 54°00' west a distance
of 945.88 ft.; thence bearing north 48°29'30" west a distance of
1,324.95 ft.; thence bearing north 36920'30" west a distance of 47.83
ft. to the north line of said SE %:; thence along said north line bearing
south 89052'15" east a distance of 1,947.93 ft. to the west r-o-w line
of 127th St. East; thence along said west r-o-w line bearing south
0%00' east a distance of 1,601.70 ft. to a point of beginning.

All generally located on the northwest corner of 127th St. East and

orner of 127th St. Bast ancd
Central.

Robert A. Lakin
Secretary




Summary Description of Zoning Districts

esidential District

Permits one single-family dwelling for each lot of two acres
with a minimum frontage of 200 feet.

rban Residential District

Permits one and two-family dwellings on a minimum of 15,000
square feet of land area per family with each lot having a
minimum frontage of 100 feet.

One-Family Dwelling District

One-family dwellings require a minimum of 7,500 square feet
with each lot having a minimum frontage of 60 feet.

Permits agriculture, one-family dwellings and all business and
professional offices. All commsrcial activities are proh
Light Commercial District

Permits any retail commercial uses conducted within an en-
closed building. Permits residential uses.

General Commexrcial District

Permits all commercial activities; outdoor displays and sales;
selected light manufacturing and light commercial uses,

ight ustrial Di iet

Permits most manufacturing uses and uses permitted in '

Heavy Industrial District

Permits any use except those objectionable uses such as
slaughter houses, salvage yards and fertilizer plants which
require special permits.

e v istricts

Allows certain uses listed in the County Zoning Resolution by
special permit rather than as a use by right.




June 11, 1975

Jack Turner, County Counselor

Jack H. Galbraith, Chief Planner

SCZ-0336 - "R-1" to "AA" and "LC", and
Case CU-170 - Conditional Use -
Northwest corner of 127th Street

East and Central

Attached for yvour information and files is a copy of the
referral sheet and minutes of the Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission meetings of January 9, March 27, and May 22, 1975,
on the above-captioned cases, which are scheduled to appear
on the agenda of the Board of County Commissioners at their
meeting of June 18, 1975.

If you have any questions concerning this matter, please call.

Jack H. Galbraith
Chief Planner
X JHG:GLS :ber

Attachment
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Form T9-221A

RECOMMENDATION FROM METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION TO
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

.

ONSIDERED BY MAPC: 1-9-75 Deferred
RE {C:ONSIDERED BY MAPC: 2-13-75 Deferred

RECONSIDERED BY MAPC: 3-27-75 Denied
CONSIDERED BY B.Co.Com.: 4-16-75 Ref back
REQUEST FOR: “rc" & Approval  RECONSTDERED BY MAPC: 5-22-75
of Conditional Use

REASON FOR REQUEST (AS PROVIDED BY APPLICANT):
"For the purposes of constructing residential units in the form of gar-
den apartments, townhouses and condominiums, and all other forms of
multi-family development, and for the reason that it is the highest and
best use of the property both econcmically and for the benefit of the

i "
GENERAL LOCATION: Northwest corner of 127th Aeprroinding Srean

Street East and Central

LEGAL DESCRIPTION:

SCZ-0336 and
Ccu-170
nR_1" to "AA" &

CASE NO,

See attached excerpt from Planning Com-
mission minutes of March 27, 1975.

APPLICANT : Max Cole, 313 1lst Nat'l Bank Bldg. 67202
Ralph Martin, Suite 200, 230 E. 17th St.

Costa Mesa, California 92627 & Wm. P. Higgins,

PROTESTORS (LIST COUNSEL) IF ANY:
Richard Massey, R. W. Hayden, J. Sidney Emmett, Ms. Cecelia Balthrop, and
Duane O'Hara, all property owners in the area, spoke in opposition.

COUNSEL FOR APPLICANT:

To the north and west is "R-1"; east
and south is "R-1" and "LC"

Subject property and that to the north is undeveloped; east
is multiple-family and Country Club; south and west is
single-family
PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION:
That SCZ-0336 and CU-170 again be denied. Gragert moved, Taylor
seconded and it carried by a vote of 5 in favor (Gragert, Taylor,

Rising, Savina, and Goebel) and 3 opposed (Bayouth, Kamen and Hen-
nessy). Gardenhire and Hopper were absent.

NOTE: A recommendation of denial by the Planning Commission requires a

SURROUNDING ZONING:

LAND USE:

unanimous vote of the County Commission in order to approve the application.

NOTE: 53% of the property within the legal protest area is represented by
valia protest ;?etltions. Therefore, a unanimous vote on the part of the
County Commission will be required in order to approve the applicationS-

ACTION: 1. Approve the recommendatiors of the Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission and deny the applicationSior
2. Take such action as the Commission deems appropriate.

Attorney, 313 1lst Nat'l Bank Bldg. 67202




R EYCERPT FROM PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES OF JANURRY 9, 1975: _1

23a. Case No

5C2-0336 - Max L. Cole requests change from "R-1"
to © ! : e

“for:

A tract of land in the SE quarter of Section 15, Township 27 South,

Range 2 East of the 6th P.M., doscribed as follows: |
All of the SE quarter of said Section 15 except: Central Avenue :
and 127th Street East rights-of-way as recorded in Misc. Book No. 634, I
page 229, and a tract of land described as follows: Beginning at a

point on the north r-o-w line of Central Avenue at the west r-o-w line

of 127th St. East; thence along said north r-o-w line of Central Ave.

bearing N 89°59'30" ¥ a distance of 1,000.00 ft; thence bearing N

0°00'30" E a distance of 305.31 ft. to the point of curvature of a

curve to the left; thence along said curve to the left whose radius is

800.00 ft. and thru a central angle of 47°30'30" a distance of 663.34

ft. to the point of tangency; thence bearing W 47°30'00" W a distance

of 87.12 ft; thence bearing ¥ 43°30'00" ® a distance of 325.00 ft; |
thence bearing N 90°00' © a distance of 1,100.00 ft. to the west r-o-w
linec of 127th St. East; thence along said west r-o-w line bearing §

0°00°'00" E a distance of 1,190.00 ft. to the point of beginning; and

change from "R-1" Suburban Residentilal tc "LC" Light Commercial the
following:

A tract of land in the SE quarter of Section 15, Township 27 South,
Range 2 East of the 6th P.M., described as follows:

Beginning at a point on the nortn r-o-w line of Central Avenue at the
west r-o-w line of 127th St. East; thence along said north r-o-w line
of Central Avenue bearing ¥ 89°59'30" W7 a distance of 1,000,00 £ty
thence bearing N 0°00'30" © a distance of 305.31 fcet to the point of
curvature of a curve to the left; thence along said curve to the left
whose radius is 800.00 feet and thru a central angle of 47°30'30" a
distance of 663.34 feet to the point of tangency; thence bearing N
47°30'00" W a distance of 87.12 ft. thence bearing N 43°30'00" E a
distance of 325.00 ft; thence bearing N 90°00' E a distance of 1,100.00
ft. to the west r-o-w line of 127th St. Dast; thence along said west
r-o-w line bearing S 0°00'00" E a distance of 1,130,00 £t, to the
point of beginning, except therefrom the south 600 ft. of the east
600 ft. of said SE quarter.

All generally located on the northwest corner of 127th St. East and
Central.

A 23b. Case No, CU-170 - Max L. Cole requests approval of a condi-
tional Use for estahlishment of a multi-family housinc deve-
lggmnt on property requested for "AA" One Family Dwelling
D

strict, described as follows:

A tract of land in the SE gquarter of Section 15, Township 27 South,
Range 2 East of the 6th P.M,, described as follows:

All of the SE quarter of said Section 15 except: Central Avenue and
127th St. East rights-of-way as recorded in lNisc. Book No. 634,

Page 229, and a tract of land described as follows: Beginning at a
point on the north r-o-w line of Central Ave. at the west r-o-w

line of 127th &t. Fast; thence along said north r-o-w line of Central
Avenue bearing N 89°59'30" W a distance of 1,000.00 ft; thence bearing
N 0°00'30" E a distance of 305.31 ft. to the point of curvature of a
curve to the left:; thence along said curve to the left whose radius is
800.00 ft. and thru a central angle of 47°30'30" a distance of 663.34
ft. to the point of tangency; thence bearing N 47°30'00" W a distance
of 87.12 ft. thence bearing N 43°30'00" E a distance of 325.00 ft;
thence hearing N 90°00' E a distance of 1,100.00 ft. to the west r-o-w
line of 127th St. East; thence along said west r-o-w line bearing S
0°00'00" E a distance of 1,190.00 ft. to the point of beginning.
Generally located on the northwest corner of 127th St, East and Cen-
tral.

GALBRAITH pointed out the area on the map and reviewed the follow-
ing reports:




SCZ-0336

? 5 : [ Comments t
| ot ol |
|
|
|
|

l. The applicant is requesting a change of zoning from the
"R-1" Suburban Residential District to the "AA" One Family
Dwelling District (approximately 110 net acres) and fron
"R-1" to "LC" Light Commercial in excess of the existing "LC"
(approximately 7.4 net acres), making a total of approximately P
30 net acres of "LC", located at the intersection of two
major strects (Central and 127th Street East). In conjune-~
tion with this application, the applicant has filed a Condi=-
tional Use request (CU-170) to permit the construction of a
series of rultiple family déwellings on that area being re-~ 1
quested for "AA". The intent section of the “AMN“ District
requires this district to be used only when mmicipal services
(water and sewer) are available.

2. It should be noted that the County Zoning Resolution permits i
multiple family dwelling units as a Conditional Use in the i
"AA" Single Family District. The applicant has suvhmitted a |
plat proposing a wixture of patic homes, garden and cluster
townhouses, and apartments. The total number of units is
747 at an overall density of 7.18 per acre. It is difficult
to determine what streets are proposed as public or private
streets, however, the plan does not suguest public streets
tieing into adjacent quarter sections. The plan suggests a
curvilinear boulevard as an interior strect. Since no con-~
tact vas made with the staff by cither the applicant, his con-
sultant or his attorney, several questions remain unanswered.

3. There are several major problems with the plan, including the
design, the amount of cormercial proposed, the lack of avail=- 1
able municipal sewer or a showing of how sewerage is proposed
to be handled. In addition, no consideration was given by
the applicant to the alignment of the K-96 freeway (Northeast
Circunferential)., The preferred route, the eastern alignment,
was supported unanimously at a corbined meeting of the Board
of City Commissioners, the Board of County Commissioners, and |
the Planning Commission. This alignment, as approved, crosses
the eastern portion of this quarter section where the commer-
cial and higher density residential has been proposed. The
consultants for the State Ilighway Cormission have completed |
\ the draft location report which has been submitted and the [
final environmental impact statement which is under review by |
the Comrdttee on Environmental Quality in Yashington, D. C. |
. Federal approval of the location is expected in February-March. |
A detailed design study will be regquired before final right-
of-way plans can be completed and right-of-way acquired,

4. Another major factor to consider with this plan is the unavail-
ability of sewers. Until they are available, it-would appear
that development is premature. This site is in the upstrean
side of Four Mile Creek. .Sewer is on the Crestview Country Club,
but lacks additional capacity. The natural flow is to the south,
thence east. Althouch interim plants could be designed, past
proposals using similar approaciies have not been fruitful, It

- should be noted that several major projects have heen proposad
on East Harry, all of which require major investments for sewers
and as a result no development has yet occurred. In today's ane
with concern about our environment, and with local concern as to
the developrent of a logical and efficient sewer system for the
eastern area, encouragement should be givan to the developrent of
downstream properties first and then upstream with a mininum of
leapfrogging and inefficient system devaloprent. It cannot be
expected in the near future to receilve federal assistance for
these plants, thus, any proposal will have to be financiable en-
tirely by the applicant.
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6.

Another factor to consider in regard to this application is the
amount of "LC" proposed. Taking into consideration the exist-
ing 21 acres of "LC" zoning at the other three comrners, it is
difficult to justify the 30 acres reguested. The Planning Com-
mission may want to consider requiring the applicant to provida
justification, such as market. studies and ahsorption rate
estimates, as to why additional °IC" is needed in this area and
at this time.

Because of the nature of the problems involved, the staff is
of the opinion that the project is prematurc. However, if it
is determined that the project is justified, then considera-
tion should be eiven to requiring the applicant to redesign the
project and to take into considesration the proposed location
for K-96 and the interchange as is being required of the devel-
opers and consultants for Comotara.

Case No. CU-170

Comnents

1.

The applicant is requesting a Conditional Use permit to con-
struct rmultiple-family cwellings on property being requested
for "AA" One Farmily zoning (SCZ-0336).

The County Zoning Resolution permits myltiple-family dwellings
in the "AAY Single-family district as & conditional use. It
further provides that there shall be 1 1/2 off-strect parking
spaces for each dwelling unit. It should be noted that any
multiple family structure developed in the "AA" zone is subject
to the same height requirements as single-fardly éwellings.

The applicant has submitted a general site plan indicating
building locations for rmultiple-family dwellings, circulation
and density. The plan does not differentiate between public
and private streets, nox coess it provide information on how it
is proposed to provide a municipal type sewer system to subject
property. The plan also does not take into consideration the
projected alignment for K-96 (Northeast Circumferential) which
bisects the eastern portion of this quarter section. (See
staff corments on associated zone Case SCZ-0336).

Depending on the action recomrended on the associated zone case,
the following conditions should be considered in the approval
of the conditional use request:

a. The platting of the property within threec years from the
date of approval by the Board of County Commissioners; or
the application be considered denied and closed.

b. Not less than one and one-half off-street parking spaces
shall be provided for each dwelling unit.

¢. The density shall not exceed that established as the
capacity limit of the Four Mile Craek Sewer Basin in the
officlially adopted Sewer Plan as modified by Planning
Comrission policy statement, which sets an original level
of 4.1 dwelling units per acre to a modified level of 7
dwelling units per acre.

Because of the nurmerous problems listed in the staff report,

GALBRAITH stated that it was the opinion of the staff that this
proposed development is premature and that the applications should

be denied or deferred until the plan can be redesigned. GALBRAITH

pointed out that the Sewer Plan was hased on 7 dwelling units per
acre, and if the Comnission does rccomend approval, it should be

subject to the thrce conditions sunqested in the staff rcport. IHe

stated that apparently no thought has been given to the matter of
sewer service.




HENNESSY asked the possibility of connecting to the sewer facil-
itles serving the Crestview Country Club cdevelopment to the east.
LAKIN said there is a treatment facllity for the entire section of
Crestview Country Club ownership, and it was his understanding that
it was designed to serve that particular developrent and that there
is no extra capacity in the system, however, it could possibly be
redesigned and expanded,

LAXIN contlnued that subject area is within the general loca-
tion where Sewer District 21 has been established in the County as a
general sewer éistrict, and provides the overall framowork to estab-
lish sub-sewer units. LAKIY said the staff has not been contacted
with respect to subject requests and sewer service, and he would like
to hear what the applicant or his agent hava to present along this
line. Ile said there would be rajor problems if it is intended to fun-
nel sewerage back into the City system with a purping station, and go-
ing east to the natural flow line would prosent some problems too.

LAKIN commented that no doubt there will continue to be large
anmounts of cormmercial development along Kellogg, and he questioned
the need for 30 acres of "LC" at this lucation, In regard to tha
issue of the Northeast Circumferential, proposcd to cross subject
property, while it has been in the planning stage for many years, it
takes a long time to actually cet highways constructed. WNow, however,
the alignment has heen approved and we are awaiting Federal approval
with respect to environmental impact. The project now must go into a
design study for 1 1/2 to 3 years, and then if money is appropriated,
acquisition could begin for right-of-way. LAKIN sald he was not sug-
gesting the dedication of any right-of-way across subject property,
but it aprears this plan tends to be a hindrance to the end result,
and it was his hope that the Commission would encourage a redesign so
that the arca for the alignment of the highway can be preserved, He
felt that as submitted, puts the community in a very difficult position
80 far as seeing the fruition of the work in developing this route.

HILL inferred that it would not be likely that such a plan with
the density proposed, the sewer problem, and no street pattern tieing
in with adjacent areas, would be approved.:

LAKIN said the staff normally considers school and park sites in
a tract this larce, as well as a circulation system and the ability
to move from one neighhborhood to the other. BAs for the sewer, LAKIN
sald it is recognized that there will be growth in this direction
where the Four Mile Creek sewer facility is proposed, but it is a
matter of timing and actually getting something started toward devel-
oprent of such a facility, rather than merely paper guarantees that
the situation will be handled during the interim.

HEXINESSY spoke in favor of providing some shopping area for
the developrent that is occurring in this area - the Crestview Coun-
try Club residential area, for cxanple.

LAKI!l agreed that neighborhood facilities would be neceded and
that morz "LC" area than the ona-tima2 6 acres on cach comer is nceded
for commercial develonment, He said the Commission has in the past
talked about 10, 12 or 13 acres, but 30 acrea indicates a different
type of shopping center, one which rore propverly would be oriented to
U. 5. 54 rather than at subject intersection.

RALPH MARTIN, representing the applicant, referred to a map
which he displayed indicating the 1ajor streaets and proximity to
U. S. 54 and some of the major activities taking place in the area,
which all together is an area on which activity is focused at this
time.

MARTIY said there appears some indication that the proposal is
a bit prematurz with respect to development moving to the east. lHe
said the plan is rerely a scheme to show basic distribution of what is
being considered. The site is hordered on two sides by major strects
and it may or may not be that quarter section or half section streets
should be provided. In tha platting process there would be additional
delineation of streets to serve the area which might be more desirable
than having one on the west and north sides of this quarter section.




MARTIN pointed out that open space or parking areas arc proposed
adjacent to the pipeline easement which traverses the property in a
northwost/southeast direction, and that there will be no reason to
yrelocate such line. Ha racodnized that there could be no construc-
tion over such easement. MARTIN next explained the various types of
units proposed - such as cluster townhouses, semi-detached single-
family, garden townhouses, patio hores, etc.

M\RTIN said this center is not being planned to serva marely
the neighborhood and that ‘it should have nuore potential as a regional
center, being the intersection of two najor streets (1l27th Street
East and Central), and with the improvement of U. S. 54, He said the
plan involves an integrated shopping and office development which
would have various enterprises normally found in such centers and
whera each would be of benafit to the other in an integratcd manner to
result in an advantage to all. MARIIN pointed out also that lenders
are more interasted in financing an overall center in & neighborhood
such as this rather than downtown. It was stated by MARTIN that with
shopping and office facilities distributed throuchout a metropolitan
arca, this would tend to conserve gasoline because people would not
have to drive so far for such services. He repeated that there is a
tremendous amount of lender interest in this particular type of land
use and he did not think it right to allot only 24 acres of compercial
(6 on each corner), and say that will suffice for the neighborhood needs.

As for the point of public streets vs. private streets, MAPTIN
sald all interior streets would be private and maintained by a homas
assoclation.

Referring to the density proposed, MARTIN pointed out that the
density proposed covers only.about 2/3 of the property and if spread

over the entire 160 acres, it would be far below the dansity sug-
gested by the staff as being acceptable. He sald sewerage from the
commercial area will not be nearly as much as it would be if de-
wvaloped for residences. MARTIH said they realize that whon zoning

is considercd one rust take a general concept of how such matters
will be handled, and the City already has the ordinances and regula-
tions necessary to assure proper development in that respect. First,
however, he felt thero iust be sore idea of the possibility of ap-
proval of a plan before one can get into the details necessary to deter-
mine how the sewer problems will be solved. MARTIN said they have had
discussions with the County people and others involved in the sewer
problen and the lagoon system can be utilized, and it is fecasible from
an economic standpoint, but he was not sure that it would be the best
solution in the long range.

MARTIN said they have discussed the matter with Crestview peonle
as to the possibility of enlarging their canacity or possibly roving
it so taat it can serve not only the Crestview area itself, but this
area and additional property as well. tHe said they know this area
i3 within the concept of what has been set forth for ragional sever-
ing and since service on a regional nasis is not available yet, the
ahove two avenues are available and will be undertaken at the time of
platting.

As for ¥-96 alignrent (llortheast Circurmfoerential) , MARTIN sald
they are aware of the past history of this proposed route, and also
racognize tha fact that several rore stens aro necessary before such
road actually becores a roality, and when coipared to the time in-
volvad in upgrading Hellogg to the west (11 to 13 vears), it is
indefinite when such will raterialize. lie pointed out that it will
be sorntime befors the route is definite, acquisitions made and
money paid and he folt the proposed devaloprent should be permitted
to go ahead.

Regarding another comment in the staff report wherec reference
is made to several wajor proposals on East flarry, all of which re-
quire sewer service, and which have not been developed, he considered
it unfair to downgrade subject proposals just because development
has not occurred on East larry.




MARTIN said they felt what is proposed is not premature in
view of tho salas occurring around the Country Club and the nutber
of people desiring to live in the areca, and ha felt the density
proposed and the integrated commercial and office center would be
very desirable in the arca.

MARTIN maintained again that the Commnission has within its power
to require whatever is necessary’'to assurc a desirable developrent
through the platting requirements. He said they are werely asking
for approval of the concept at this time and later they would sub-
mit cetaliled solutions as required in the platting procesa.

As for possible connections of streets in relation to the adja-—
cent arcas to the west and north, MARTIN said such could be given
consideration at the time of platting; however, it was his thought
at this time that it may not be necessary to have major connections
because of the type of design being developed.

GPAGERT asked Mr. Martin to repeat his staterments ashout the
‘ fact that there has been no developrent on Fast Harry, altho ap-
proval has been obtained., HMARTIN said he did not consider it fair
to say that just because development has not occurred on East Harxry
because apparently somebody doesn't have enough roney to provide sewer
service, that the same thing is going to happen in subject case.

GRAGERT felt the same reasoning could be applied to K-96, in
that it is still in the planning process and just because allocation
of funds has not been made was no reason to cormletely disrcqard what
has been done and what is planned for the area.

RAGIRT reasoned that just because no acquisition has been made
of the proposed right-of-way does not mean that it is not going to be
developed along the route as now designated. He considerad the argu-
ment as related to sewer services was equally applicable as develop=
ment of K=36, and he felt that the Conmission has an ohlication to
see that development of the Hortheast Circumferential takes place.

HETIESSY comrented that the political factor could step in and
change matters as they now stand, and he did not think he would see
the matarialization of the Nertheast Circunfersntial during his 1life-
time. Ho did not think the alionment had been pinned down, and he
folt thera has been some wavering. Ile did not think the plans for
the Hortheast Circumferential should bes a part of stopping something
that would benefit the area, the City and the County.

GANGERT said the lortheast Circumferential would actually be a
greater benefit to the area when it is developed, and that the present
iocation has been agreed to at a joint meeting of the various agencies
involved, ile suggested that it will take another 50 years to get it
develooed 1f proposals such as being considered today are allowed to
be daveloned right in the middle of the right-of-way aliemment.

HILL pointed out that Comotara developrent was dasigned around
the righit-of-way alignment end surogested this proposed developient
could be redesigned to protect the alignment also, lHe commented fur-
ther that if this developrent is allowed, then it is certain that the
alignrent will be changed because it would not be feasible to buy
devcloped property as being proposed.

H{ILL noted that the plan ‘does not take into consideration what
the public has indicated they want preservad for the highway and, while
the developer has a right to his own ideas as to wvhat is fair, it was
his opinion that the local Planning Dopartment ataff wvas prosobly rore
aware of the local situation, and he folt the Cormission would be remiss
in accepting a plan that has not considered the right-of-way and local
planning. Ile stated that the developer has apparcntly not given any
inélcation as to how the areca will be sewered, and he referred to the
difficulty in cbtaining Federal funds for sewer construction.




HARTIN aqraed that at this time they have made no pronosal for
serving the arca with sewer, but that he did not consider it the prover
tine, and it would be discussed and resolved during the platting pro-
cesa., lle said they have talked with the County Engineer with respect
to eventually tieing into a municipal type system and also with pzople
at Crestview as to an alternate interim solution. »2s for financing,
MARTTIN said they are not dependirig on public funds fer solving the
sewer problem, and he again pointed out that the City, under its
present ordinances and regulations, will require a solutien to
scwer service at the time of platting.

GRAGERT pointed out that if the change is approved and sewer
service 18 not or cannot be provided, then a bad situation would have
been created.

RISING said he could not vote favorably on this request on the
basis of the prasent situation,

WILLIAN P. HIGGINS, attorney for the applicant, reminded the Com-
mission that this is a logical corner for light comercial zoning,
based on past actions of the Comiission, so there should be no worry
g0 far as it being inappropriate if what is being proposed now is not
developed., As for the highway right-of-way, MIGGSINS said as late as
last September, there was the possibility of irprovement of U. 5. 54
Vast being turned down completely, so it is possible that the North-
cast Circumferential right-of-way can change at some future time. He
also maintained that through the platting process all requirements of
the City and County nust be complied with before the zoning is finally
approved.

HIGCINS pointed out that if a provisional setback is required in
the platting process and in the end the right-of-way is not taken,
then they would have to redesign ond go back through the platting pro-
coss again. ie raintained that the proposed richt-of-way hes not
been ignored, and that they are rerely tryino to ascertain the feel-
ings of the Commission as Lo the use of the land as proposeéd if the
highway was not there.

GRAGERT sald he was opposed to acting on the regquests until rore
i5 known about the sewer and other items brought out by the staff,
and that he cannot just assume everything will be taken care of through
platting.

HIGGINS said they are not forgetting the sewer problem and other
matters which will have to be resolved, and that they realize regula-
tions of the City and County must be followed, which they arxe preopared
to do in the platting process.

LARIY said that he and James Aiken of the Environmental Health
Division have coordinated in development of nroposals for scwer plan-
ning to serve this area, and the City of Wichita alsoc has responsihility
within three iiles of its horders. On a subject of this magnitude, he
preferred to consider sewer and drainacge natters now rather tnan later
in conncction with a plat. He indicated also that the market feasib-
i1ity of such a venture should be considered. As for his comments
in ithe staff report on the East Nlarry propesals, LANIN said the
proioter of one of those projects was in not toc many months aqo mak-
ing the same “pitch" as Mr, Hartin has nade in this case., He felt the
matter of providing sewer service for this general area is an issue
that nceds to be resolved at this tim.

As for the highway right-of-way, LALIN acreed that it has
been in the planning stage for rany years, but it is just now coming
to a final acceptance as to location and he would like to see it
materialize.

LAKIN said he was not suggesting the developer leave a 700-foot
swath through the area for the right-of-way, but only that it be re-
dasigned to protect the right-of-way, and that the street pattern
be redesigned providing perhaps a loop street to major arterials. He
was not sure that the problem could be solved at this time by merely
saying it would be resolved at the time of platting, and that rora
information should he provided. -




TAYLOR reminded the Commission that the Drainace Plan haa been
adopted, which establishes a policy and to approve this project would
not be adherlNd to that policy.

MUl COLE, the applicant, agreed with what Lakin said, and asked
for a deforral to work with the staff on a redesign along the lines
sugoested, and further consideration of sewer and drainage problems,

MTIOH: That & decision on the above two cases

be deferred for 30 days =o that the applicant and
lis reprcsentative would have additional time to
confer with the Planning Departnent staff concern-
ing the plan. Hopper noved, Rising seconded and it
carried unanirously.

ELIZALDTH XKING, 352 Garnett, asked sbout the ralationship of
the propesed boulevard to Garnett Street and if the developer
would be paying for the strszet, CHAIR KA™EN saild such questions
could not be answered at this time. KING said there is a good sized
lake to the south between Garnett and Jackson which is not shown on
the map, which would be in the drainace area of any sewer system,

EXCIRPT FROM PLANHING CONNMISSION MINUTES OF MARCH 27, 1875:

9a. .

Ho, SCZ-0336 ~ Max Cole requests chanae from "R-1°
A" for:

A tract of land in the southeast quarter of Sec. 15, Twp. 27S,

Range 28 of the 6th P.%., described as follows:

Comrencing at a point on the north r-o-w line of Central Avenue

al the west r-o-w line of 127th St, Bast, paid point being 50 feoet
north and 50 feet west of the southecast corner of aforesaid south-
east quarter; thence along said north r-o-w line of Central Avenuc
bearing north £9°59'20" west a distance of 1,250.00 ft. to a point

of beginning; thence bearing north 2°59'30" west a distance of 250

ft. to the P.C. of a curwe to the left; thence along said curve to
the left whose radiuvs is 1,750 ft. and thru a central angle of
17°12'11" a distance of 524.93 ft: thence bearinga north 53°00'30"
east a digtance of 544.54 ft.; thence bLearing south 89°59'30" east

a distance of 80 ft.; thence bearing north 4£°29'30" west a distance
of 1,820 ft.: thence DLearing north 26°29'!30% west a distance of
387.16 ft, to the north line of sald S.E. 1/4; thence along sald north
line bearing north £9°52'15" west a distance of 155.13 ft, to the
noerthwest corner of said S¢ 1/4; thencs alonag the weat line of said
SE 1/4 bearing south 0°00'00" east a distance of 2,607.18 ft, to the
north r-o-vw line of Central Ava.; thence along sald r-o-w line bearing
south 83°59'30" east a distance of 1,351.44 ft. to the point of begin-
ning, and

A tract of land in the southeast quartasr of Sec. 15, Twp 27 S, RZE .
of the Gth P.!!,, described as follows:

Coiz’encing st a point en the north r-o-w line of Central Ave., at the
west r-o-w line of 127th St. Zast, said point being 50 ft. north and
50 ft. west of the southeast corner of aforesaid southeast quarter;
thence along said west r-o-w line of 127th 5t. Cast bearing north
0°00' east a distance of 1,000 ft. to a point of beginning; thence
bearing north 50°30'00" west a distance of 210 ft.; thence bearine
north 54°00' west a distance of 745,18 ft.; thence bearing north
48°29'30" west a distance of 1,324,795 ft.; thonca bearing nortn
36°29'30" west a dlatance of 47.33 ft. to the north line of said SE
1/4; thence along said north line bearing south 89°52'15" cast a
distance of 1,947.93 ft, to tho west r-o-w line of 127th St, East;
thence along said west r-o-w line bearing south o®°co' cast a dis-
tance of 1,601.70 ft. to a point of beginning, and

Change from "R-1" to "LC" for: z
A tract of land in the southeast quarter of Sec. 15, Twp 275, R-2&
of the 6th P.M., described as followsa: i
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Conwencing at a point on the north r-o-w line of Central Avenue at
the west r-o-w line of 127th St. Xast, said point heing 50 ft. north
and 50 ft. weat of the southeast corner of aforssald southeast quar-
ter; thence along the said north r-o-w line of Central bearing north
82°52130" west a dlstance of 90 ft. to a point of beginning: thenca
bearing north 38°29'30" west a,distanca of 450,00 ft.; thence poar-
ing north 2£°59'30" west a distance of €80 ft.: thence hearing north
43°23' 230" west a disgtanca of 180 ft.; thence bearing north C9*59'30"
west a distance of 30 ft.; thence bearing south 53°0'30" west a dis-
tance of 544,54 ft, to a point on a curve to the richt whose tansant
has a bearing of south 20°11'41" east; thence along sald curve to the
right whose radius is 1,750 ft. and thru a central angle of 17°12'1l1l"
a distance of 524.93 ft.; thence bearinag south 2°59'30" cast a dis-
tance of 250 ft., to thae north r-o-w line of Contral Rvenue; thence
along said r-o-w line bearing south 27°59'30" cast a distance of
1,150 ft. to the point of beginning. 21l generally located on the

|
‘
northwest corner of 127th Street Nast and Central. \
|
‘

9b, Cepe No, CL-170 - Had L. Cole rc
use for estabiishnent of a raul
property beilng requested for "an
described as follocws:

ucsts avproval of a conditional
ardly houwsing develosrant on
One Parily Dwelling Districk,

A tract of land in the southcast quarter of See. 15, Twp. 275,

R2E of the Gth P.M., described as follows:

Conmencing at 2 pnint on the north riacht of way line of Central

Ave. at the west r o-w line of 127th 4t, Sast, said point being

50 ft. north and 50 ft, west of the southeast correr of aforesaid
southeast quarter; thence along said north r-o-wr line of Contral
Ave. bearing nortih 53°59'30" west a distance of 1,250 ft., to a
peint of beainning: thenca bearing north 2°59'37" wost a distance

of 250 ft. to the P.C, of a curva to tiaa laft; thenca alons said
curve to the loft whose radius 1s 1,750 ft, and thru a ceniral angle
of 17°12'11" a distance of 524.73 ft,: thence hearina north 33°00°'30"
east a distance of 544.54 ft.:; thence bearing south 89°55'30" esast a
distance of 00.00 ft.; thencs bhearing north 46°29'30" west a dis-
tance of 1,02J) ft.; thenca bearing north 36°29'30" west a distance
of 387.16 £c. to the north lina of sald s3 1/4; thence along Raid
north line bearing north 83°32.15" west a distance of 155.13 ft. to
the northwest coraer of said 510 1/4; theace along the west line of
said SE 1/4 nearing south $°00'30" east a distance of 2,607.18 ft.
to the north r-o-w line of Central Ava,., thence along said r-o-w line
bearing 32°53'30" east a distance of 1,351,44 ft., to the point of
baeginning, and

A tract of land in the SE 1/4 of 3ee. 15, Twp., 275, R2E of the 6th
deacribed as follows:

encing at a point on the north r-o-w line of Central Avenuc at
the west r-o-w line of 127th Rt., East, said point beina 50 f£t. north
and 50 ft. west of the southeast cornzr of aforasaid southeast quar-
tar; thence along sald west r-o-w linz of 127th St, Hast bearing
north 0°%00' ~ast a distance of 1,000 ft. to a point of Laginning:
thence bearing north 20°33'90" west a distance of 210 ft,:; thenea
hearing north 54°00' weat o distance of 245.18 fi.; thence bearing
north 48°23'30" west a distance of 1,324.75 ft.; thence kearina
north 36%23'30" wost a distance of 47.33 ft. to the nozth line of
sald 55 1/4; theice along said north line bearino south £9°52'15"
east a distanca of 1,747,793 £t. to the west r-o-w line of 127th St.
Zaat; thenco along said west r-o=v line baarina south 0°0)' east 2
distance of 1,601.70 ft. to the point of bheocinning. R11 ally
located oa the nortiwest corner of 127th 5t. Kast and

o

GAL3RAITH said he had just learned that some presentation naps
had falled to reach the Planning Departrment and that the acent for
the applicant ray want to request a deferral of these two cases.

RALPH MARTIN, representing the applicant, ssid that since the
last hearing and as requested by the Commission, he has met with the
staff and discussed adjustments and alternatives in the plan, and j
that a revised plan which was a part of that discussion was apparent-
ly not included in the submittal package, and he would like to have
additional time for both the staff and the applicant to meet again,
and he did request a deferral until the next reeting of the Commission.
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R. W. #AYDEN, 11811 East Central, a preoperty owner in the area,
expressed opposition to a deferral inasmuch as he and others in opposi-
tion have taken off work to be present, and also because the notice
to adjacent property owners had indicated any deferral request should
be made at least 7 cays prior to the meeting. He felt that the appli-
cant should have been prcpared to submit his proposal at this time in
view of the length of time it has been under considcration, and he
also felt that it would be unfair to those present in opposition to
defer these cases. :

MARTIN said he was fully prepared to present their plans, but
felt that the City staff possibly would be at a disadvantace in not '
having the other map. lowever, when questioned, GALBRAITH indicated
that he did not think a deferral was necessary, and he thought tae
applicant was prepared to answer those questions raised by the staff
concerning sewer and drainage, public vs. private streets, the arount
of light comercial rcquested, etc. !

MARTIN said he would be happy to make a full presentation at
this time.

GAL3PAITH then pointed out the area on the map and reviewed
the following staff reports:

Comrents

1. The applicant is requesting a change of zoning from the
"np-1" Suburban Residential District to the "AA" One Family
Dwelling District (approximately 103 gross acres), and from
"p-1" to "LC" in exccas of the existing "LC" (approximately
3.2 gross acres), raking a total of approxinately 20 gross
acres of "LC" located at the intersection of two major streets
(Central and 127th Street East). In conjunction with this ap-
plication, the applicant has filed a Conditional Use request
(c-170) to permit the construction of a series of multiple
family dwelllngs on that area beinq requested for "AA". The
intent section of the "AA" District requires this district to
be used only when municipal services (water and sewer) are
available.

2. Subject application and the associated conditional use case
(Cu~170) , vere previously considered by the Planning Cormais-
gion at the regular meeting of January 9, 1975. At that time,
several questions werc raised by the Commission regarding drain-
age, provision of municipal type sewer, and the failure of the
applicant to consider the projected alignment for K-96 (North-
ecast Circunferential) , which hisects this quarter section. At
the request of the applicant, the cases were deferred in order
to allow the applicant to meet with the staff and attempt to
develop solutions to the problems identified. The applicant
has now arended his application to exclude that portion of sub-
ject property which lies within the proposed aliognment of X-96
thersby reducing the amount of "LC" Light Commercial zoning
requasted to 20 acres, and has submitted a site plan proposal
which allows for inclusion of the hichway right-of-way at a
later date if the K-96 freeway proposal is not reallzed.

3. It should be noted that the County Zoning Resolution permits
multiple farily dwelling units as a Conditional Use in the
"AR" Single Family District. The applicant has submitted a
plan proposing a mixture of patio hores, garden and cluster
townhouses, and apartrents. The total nunber of units pro-
posed is 688 at an overall density of 5.G9 per qross acre.
T+ is difficult to determine what streets are propoged as pub-
1lic or private streets, however, the plan does not suggest
public streets tieing into adjacent quarter sections, This
problem of public vs. private streets, and their location,
will have to be resolved at the time of platting.
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Although the applicant has amended the proposal, several

major problems remain, such as the larce amount of proposed
comrercial, drainace, the lack of available municipal sewer, or
a plan for sewerage disposal. Although at the previous hearing
the applicant stated that sewer and drainage problers would be
handled at time of platting, sevaral Corrmissioners expressed the
opinion that these problems were toc important to overlook at
this time, and the applicant was requested to provide alternate
proposals for provision of these improverments; no proposals
have been submitted as of yet and the applicant should be pre=-
pared to discuss these issues.

Until sewers ara available, or vntil there is a definite sewer
proposal, it would appear that developrent is premature. This
site is in the upstrcam side of Four Mile Creek. Sewer is

on the Crestview Country Club, but lacks additional capacity.

The natural flow is to the south, thence east, Although interim
plants could be deaicned, past proposals using similar approaches
have not been fruitful. It should be noted taat several rajor
projects have been proposed on East larry, all of which require
rajor investments for sewers, and as a result, no development has
yet occurred. In today's age with concern about our environment,
and with local concern as to the devalopment of a logical and
afficient sewer system for the eastern area, encouragenent

should be given to the development of downstream properties first
and then upstream, with a minimum of leapfrogging and inefficient
gystem development. It cannot be eixpected in the near future to
recalve federal assistance for these plants, thus any proposal
will have to be financiable entirely by the applicant.

Another factor to consicder in regard to this application is the
armount of "LC" proposed. Taling into consideration the exist-
ing 21 acres of "LC" zoning at the other three corners, it is
difficult to justify the 20 acres requested. The Planning Com-
nission ray want to consider requiring the applicant to provide
justification, such as market studies and absorption rate esti-
mates, as to why additional "LC" is needed in this area and at
this time.

Because of the nature of the problems involved, the staff is
s8till of the opinion that the project is premature. However,

if it is determined that the project is justified, a recormenda-
tion of approval should he subject to platting within threc
y:;ars from the date of approval by the Board of County Commis-
sioners.

Corrents

1.

3.

The applicant is requesting a Conditional Use perrdit to con-
atruct nultiple-farily éwallings on property belng requested
for "AA" One Family zoning (SC2-0336).

e County Zoning Resolution pendts rultiple-fandly dwellings
in the "RA" Single-farily district as a conditional use. It
further provides that there shall be 1 1/2 off-street parking
spaces for ecach dwelling unit. It should be noted that any
multiple family structure developed in the "EA" zone is sub-
ject to the same helght requirerents as single-family dwellings.

The applicant has subritted a general site plan indiecating
building locations for rultiple-farily dwellings, circulation
and density. The plan does not differentiate between public
and private streets, nor doas it provide infornation on how it
is proposed to provide a municipal type s>wer system to sub-
ject property.

Depending on the action recoiwended on the assoclated zone case,
the following conditions should be considered in the approval
of the conditional use request:




B

a. Uses pernitted shall be linited to multiple-farily dwell-
ings, including patio homes, carden and cluster town-
houses, and garden apartuents.

b. The platting of the property within thrce years from the
date of approval by the Doard of County Commissioners; or
the application be considercd denied and closed.

c. No less than one and one-half off-street parking spaces
. shall be provided for each dwelling wmit.

d. The density shall not exceed that established as the
cavacity 1limit of the Four Mile Creek Sewer Basin in the
officially adopted Scwer Plan as wedlffed by Planning Com-
nission policy statement, which sets an original level of
4.1 dwelling units per acre to a modified lovel of 7
éwelling units per acre. :

GALBPAITH expressed appreciation to Mr, Martin and the appli-
cant for adcrassina the issue previously raised concerning XK-36
proposed right-of-way. iie pointed out how the plan has now indi-
cated how the right-of-way could be reserved until final decisions
are mada on the alignment and, if for some reason, K-96 is not con-
structed, the proposed development could be extended from each
direction into the reserved area.

then questioned as to the staff's position on the amount of
1light corsercial requested, GALURARITI said that is a major concern,
and that it was the staff's feeling taat the cntire developrment is
somewhat premature because there has been no apparent solution to
the sewer and drainage problems raised previously.

RALP) “AFTIN explained that they propose three different types
of low density resicential Jeveloprent and a comisarcial area which,
if ¥-96 is not constructed, would be approximately 30 acres in size,
amounting to about 300,000 square fect of shopping and office space.
If K-96 (Hortheast Circu:ferential) right-of-way is taken, the total
t+ract will be reduced from 160 to about 103 acres.

MARTIN sald apparently the overriding issue is whether or not
the developrent is prenmature, and it was his opinion that in view of
other plans for development around the Country Club area, and the
interest and support from those who understand where developrent is
logical, it would not appear to be premature, AS for sewer service,
MARTIN said it is under study by the engincer for the project, and
he felt the ter:: "premature" doesn't actually have a direct appli-
ation so far as sewer. -

another point to consider so far as the size of the commercial
requested and its relation to developient or demand for cormercial
on Kellogy, if K-96 is bullt, it will obviously change the whole
relationship of the two roadsays (xcllogs and ¥-96) , and in subject
case, developrent far in advance of %-96 is beiny anticipated. Fur-
ther, the County has designated irportant intersections for neighbor-
hood type shopping facilities, which is difforont from the comrercial
being considered, and he thought subject property was appropriately
situated to accormodate the developrent they are proposing. Just
because Xelloge has attractcd commercial in the past doosn't mean
thers is no other logical place. e questicned what harm the com-
mercial requested would actually be to the area, and he felt that
it would not harm the neighborhood investments or investments in
housing, but would provide a valuable service and a tax base. MAR-
TIN pointed out that 1f and when X-96 ie built, none of the otiher
commercial arcas at this interscction, except the one to the south,
could actually be built because the cormercial will be absorbad by
the right-of-way.

WILLIA!l KELTUER, engincer, said his firm (PIC) has been contacted
about developrent in this particular area for a nurber of years and
has worked on saveral projects other than this one. The overall pro-
posal so far as sewer scrvice for this arca is three-pronged.

.
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KELTNCR sald he has discussed with the County Engincer as to
servica in the area. On an interim basis, the applicant is proposing
2 tomporary nondischarging lacocn type system, which would eventually
be phased out by the developrent of a runicipal type system possibly
in Butler County which would serve this area., Ho felt this interim
system would last two or three years and would Lo phased out before
the highway is built. le said the system proposed would be similar
to one now operating at the Sedgwick County zoo facilities and in
Timberlakes. It was pointed out that it is proposed that this
interim type systen would serva 200 to 200 dwelling units.

The second stage for sewer service, ISLTHER explained, would
be in cooperation with Crestview developrent to the cast. At the
present time, the system 1s not large cnough, but Plans arc undecrway
for its enlargement for not only additional develooront associated
with the Country Clud holdings, but also to accoriodate the develop-
ment being proposed by subject developer. Tha Crestview system will
in tire be tied into the municipal system being proposed by the County
in the Four ilile Creel: area.

Stage tiree of scwor serviea would be when the runicipal type
systen propozad by the County is completed to serv the castom part
of Sedgsich County and western part of Butler County. KELTI paid
the applicant has alroady petitioned the County in this respech.
KELTHLR pointed out that the report preparsd for the Crestview Coun-
try Club by Roiss and Goodness, Ingineers, anticipated serving addi-
tional areas in the vicinity irn time.

When questioncd as to timing of the Crestvicw gewver scrvice
gysten, HELTHGR indicated it should be available in about 1 1/2
years, GPAGUR ntzd that it scened a sewer syster was being

L co
built on a lot of « and asked for rore specifics of the plan.

SRM CATANLSE, counsel for the applicant, said it is anticipated
that by August of 1975 plans for relocation of tie Crestview facllity
will be cdetcrmined, the bencfit district establishead, and there is the
right of eminent domain for relocation. 1en questioned further,
CATANESE said the County Dnginecer has ra cendod and approvad the
plan which would allow construction of the nondischarging system to
gerve 200 to 300 wnits, hut when pressed for a date for utilization
of the imsroved Crestviow systen, CAYY P said he could not give a
dafinite tima, but that petitions have bheen filed with the County.
fle said the County @Ingineer has recormended a 3-vear period for use
of the nondischargeable system and that a platting requirement will
be for proper handling of sewer serviee. BAs a result of further
questioning, CATANESI said in discussions with the County Fngineer,
it was agreed that such a systen could exist for cvon 19 years as
long as not more than 200 to 300 wnits were served. NAs for the life
of the temporary plant proposed, XKELTIER said it would be for 20
years, being the lagoon type system, and he referred to one in Tim-
berlakes area which has 2 20 to 30 year 1ife span; Gepending on the
mechanical durability of such a construction,

KELSNZER sald the three-pronged proposal has been discussed
with the County Znginesr and it was his undorstandinz it had been
discussed with the Planning Department staff.

In further discussion, RELTNTR indicated that if the Crest-
view expansion roves fast enourh, it is possidle that the first
method discussed could be elimlnated, and davmlopment of 209 to 300
units could be tied dircctly into the Crestview system., As to
whether or not there was a contract with Crostvicw at this tina,
CATANUSE sald tlray have rade arrancmments with then, an@ that thers
will he cooperation, and the expansion of the systeom will be based
on serving subject developrent,

XELTNTR nert broucht up tho ratter of surface drainaca, and
sald it has been discussed with the Flood Control Offlce and they
will rake certain requircments which will have to be corplied with.
When questioned about the affoct of drainage on the right-of-way for
K=-96, KELTURR said the Uiochway Dapartrant will take care of its own
drainace northeast of the right-of-way and the area southwest of the
right-of-way would have to be handled by the applicant.,




MARTIN spoke again concerning private vs., publie strects, and
he pointad out en tha plot plan those propoged for private and
public and the fact that those proposed for private would be main-
tained through a homeowners association in the individual developments,
127th Street Zast would be public with tywo i1eanc of ingress and egress
from the subject developmont. MARTIN pointed out also that this is
sonething to be considered at the time of platting, as well as the
matter of propor sewer and drainage service. As for surfaca drainage,
MARTIN felt that with the development of =96, the arount of land
neoded to accormodatc a 100-year storm will be decreased.

MARTIN stated he felt that every issue that has been raised has
been ot or will have to be met in an accoptable ranner as develop-
ment progresses.

GIAGLRY asked how it was planned to operate across the highway,
and MARTIN said they do not need to have access across the highway,
and that each area (on both sides of the right-of-way), can be de-
valoped independently.

Yhen asked if a market analysis had been prepared, MARTIN said
they have marieting information which thoy use as a basis for con-
sicderation, but do not have a formalized rnarket report, and it is all
whether or not the area can support 300,700 suare foet of shopping
daveloprent, and it was his opinion that it would, In further dis-
cussion, MARIIN sald he falt there would be sufficient residential
developrent to support the shopping facilitics proposed within 5 to
7 years, and while the development is not there now, plans must be
made to accomrodate such developmant when the service is needed.

HIZLIZESY asked how soon develeprent would occur if this reauest
is approved and ho cited several other arcas which have baen approved
for this applicant and yet wery little actual dovelopront has occurred.
MARTIN said his firm did the land planning for TFarmington Squars and
the architectural plans are being drawn up now, and the applicant is
also the developer of Lincoln Moadows at Lincoln and ‘labb Road which
is now under construction. CATAU:ST said they have just recently put
up §600,000 for roads and other public improvements in the Farmington
Square arca. There was more discussion as to projects in various
stages of developrent by the applicant. In the case of Farmington
Square, WILLIAM P, HIGGINS, attorncy for the applicant, said they
arc walting for the City to install stroets and sewers and they can-
not start construction until there is a street. At Lincoln Meadows
thera is $700,000 worth of alr conditioning equipment in the vare-
house and construction hes started on this $5 million dollar project.
HEENIZS3Y was concerned that possibly city staff -dght be the cause of
delay in devalopnent; howaver, TIGGINS said they had received total
cocperation from all city staffs.

RISING said he had not been convinced that the amount of liaht
cowrercial requested would be appropriate., HIGSIHS pointed out that
on all four corners six acres had been zonad, but that the highway
will climinate three of those corners, the one remaining being the
southwest comner,

ELIZJONTH XKING, 352 Garnett, was concernad for the possible
contarination of a small lake in the area with the development of
he sewage treatment plant., She said the lake is the natural drain-
age and is private property and a great daal of moncy has baen ax-
ponded to keep it up and a nice fishing arca.

KEING also pointed out that thers are two strects off of Cen-
tral into the south housing areca on Garnott and Jackson, and wondered
where the roads off of Contral into the now developrent might be in
relation to tie roaidential straszts, Sh inted out also that the
west line of subjeet tract is the west odya of the Andover School
District, and she wondzred if it was the icea that when developed it
will bo included in the 'ichita School District.

GRAGERT asked if access would be at Central and 127th Streot
intorchange, and if so it will raquire rore land than what tha diagram
shows. LAXIN sald the right-of-way line on the nap shows anticipated
requiramenta for the interchanga.
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KELTNER said the sewage system would be non-dischargeable and
there would be no effluent whhatsoever to pollute the lake referred
to by Mrs. King.

RICIIARD !’ASSEY, 329 Garnett, sald he lived on the lake, and
in view of the amount of drainace now, he doubted that the sewace
could be contained in the system proposed. FHe also asked who would
maintain the roads in the proposed development in that he is on the
township board. lie said in Crestview area they were supposed to be
maintained by the City, but the City had not maintained them as yet.

XAMIH said in this proposal, if a public strect, they would be
a part of the County system and the County would be responsible for
such maintenance, or passed down to the township for maintenance.
MASS asked if the roads would be large enough to be maintained,
and CHAIR'WA KAM:IH said such matters would be decided by the Sub-
division Committee at the time of platting.

UINNESSY referred to the foct that.the County has recently
created a Department of Public We:zks, and that the Environmental R ey
Health Director (Aiken) had brought up the fact that sewerage is g Sadte
being durped in the County and that such a situation was going to 7 TR
be correccted, In view of this, HINNESSY thought it could be assumed
that thers would be no illegal dwiping or channzling of sewerage or
surface drainage. BAs for the road system, he pointed out that it must
be approved by the County “naineer, and once it is put on the County
road system, it is turned over to the township for naintenance.

R. W. HAYDEN was critical of the plan for sewer service to the
proposed development and thoucht it would he very difficult to build
a pond of any xind that would not overflow. Ie failed to uwnderstand
the proposal to put a pump station at the lawer end and punp back to
the highest (which had been explained by Keltnexr in ceonnection with
Phase 1 of sewer service), which is 3/8 of a nile, He was critical
also of the plan to handle drainage as explained in Phases 2 and 3
when there is City of Wichita sewer only 1/2 nile east of Green-
wich Road and 1/2 mile north of Douglas, which is'the present termi-
nation of the City sewer system.

BAYDEN stated the residents of the ares - there because they
like open spaces and not heing crowded so clese to another resi-
dence, and he pointed out that the single-family hores in the area
generally are on 5 acre tracts and cannot be benefited by an in-
creased density of 7.18 units per acre.

HAYDL1 questioned whether the proposed sewage facilities would
operate successfully, inasmuch as the present aingle-farmily homes,
at times, have problems with sewer latersls even though on as much
as 5 acres of ground because of the clay type soil. lle said the
lowest point of drainage is to the scuthwest corner of Central and
within 300 foet of four residences and within 500 feet of six homes.
Further, he reminded the Crm. ission that a density of 7.1f excecds
and violates the 1imit of 4.1 uiic established in tho Four Mile
Creek sewer plan which raises a quastion of whether it jeopardizes the
contribution of any Federal participation in the Four Mile Creek
sewer basin which has already been approved.

HAYDCH sald the lake previously referred to is quite large and
is within 60 foet of his back door and flows about 300 feet to the
southwest and about once a year the lake overflows the trickle pipe
and the overflow they have, and runs over the top of the dam. IIAY=
DEN thought the plan was premature as the developer has not offared
any concrete proposal with which the adjoining property owners can
agree or be in favor of.

HAYDEN subnitted a notice to adjoining property owners from
the State llighway Comrission indicating the racormendation of the
city and County Comrissions, as well as the Planning Cormigsion, as
to the location of the Northeast Circumferential, and which was ap-
proved by the !ighway Corwdssion and recormended to the Federal




government for favorable action. AYDCN thought the plans were pre-
mature, and he brought out the possibility of apeculation by investors
who might buy land, get it rezoned and thus obtain more roncy when
conderned or required for hidhway improvemant.

HENNLSSY recalled that therc have been numerous alignments pro-
posed over many years for this highway, and now it is apparently
beconing Tore of a reality. HAYDUN reforred back to the question
of how would owners benefit by this development, noting that some-
thing zoned coimercial or high density would demand a higher price
than farm land. AL

Until utilities, especially sower, is provided in the proposed
high density area, HAYDEN thought the Cormission should deny the
zoning, and to co otherwise would hint that the proposed change is
requasted not to build units, but ~ultiply many times the price the
government might pay for the right-of-way.

Objection was also offored by Hr. layden to the large amount
of light com erclal requosted, irasmuch as there are presently 24
acres on the four corners of 127th a.d Central zoned for licht com=
mercial for soiretime and yet no docvelopment has occurred. TAYDEN
considered it a selfish plan on the part of the applicant and a
desire to join with Crestview to the detriment of other people in
the area.

KELTUER spoke again to point out that sewer service from the
City of Wichita is not contemplated because the lift station would
have to be completely rchuilt and the city intorceptor sewer is
already handling service beyond its capacity, and in the Scwer Plan
it is indicated that any scwerage within the Valnut River Watershed
shall be handled by the Sedgwiclh County sewer facility to be con-
structed.

CHAIRMAI KAMEN brought up the matter of 4.1 units per acre be-
ing modified to 7 as proposed in the plan. KELTWER gaid it was his
understanding that the original plan on 4.1 units per acre was amended
to now peririt 7 units per acre. i

Discussion was had again as to the lagoon system proposed as
phase one. to handls sewage. HLLTULR explained that the standard
lagoon type design takes into conslderation the annual rainfall,
amount of evaporation and amount of efflucent to be pumped for a
full year, and that any design nust be approved by the State llealth
Department and there would be no overflow. Such a system also re-
quires the approval of the local health department.

CHAIR'AY HA'CH explained that so far as the highway annouance-
ment brought up by Mr. liayden, it is notification that the State is
recomrending to the Federal government the designated right-of-way
and it is not the final action to pin down the alignment.

KELTHER pointed out that the right-of-wvay shown on thelr plan
ias the sare as reforrad to in the notice.

GMARDENHIR? asked the staff if the discussion so far had allayed
any of thelr fears so far as prematurity.

LAKIN said he has heen assurad by the County Engincer that there
13 no need to worry, but that he is not reassured. The proposal for
handling the initial 200 to 300 units can be accomplished. LAXIN con-
tinued that he had not heard sufficlent evidence relative to the Crest-
view issue, and while he was sure they are planning to expand the
facilities, what happens if the llealth Department says that it is
not the way the sewer was supposed to flow anyway. It is supposed
to go south and then into the Four I!iile Creck. Thirty acres of light
comnercial and the nurber of unita proposed, unless all the scwerage
can be treated on the site, is a long ways from handling the rest
of the sewage.




CATANESE said they are aware of some problems, but in view of
the high cost of handling sewer and drainacge, engineering, etc., they
prefer to know if their proposal is acceptable so far as zoning and
the conditional use proposed prior to obligating themselves for
such costg.

IIOPPER asked if it would increase the appraisal of right-of-way
needed eventually if the roquest for rezoning is granted and develop-
mont occurs as opposed to rural farm land.

IGGINS answercd that the cohdemnation statute provides that
condemnation authority must be for the highest and best use of the
property; the court appoints appraiscrs and then if there is any
arguront the mattor is taken Lo court nnd the appraisers determine the
highest and best use, and in this case he stated there is no way
that it would be on the basis of agricultural land. The statutes pro-
vide that it be based on the highest and best use regardless of the
zoning. GRAGIRT comiented that cven 4f not zoned "IC", it is pos-
sible the appraisers would consider it as a potential "LC" use.

DUNJE O'HARA, 12123 East Central, said the proposed lagoon would
be right north of his property and with the soil as it is, he did not
think it would evaporate as represented and 1£ it doea overflow, it
will be on his property. O'NARA ashed also if the proposed inter-
change might have any bearing on Central so far as the possibility
of nceding more width. {AA answered that no onc can tell what
the interchange right require, but if it does require widening, the
property owncrs would be compensated.

GARDONHIRS felt the plan is premature and was concerned be-
cauge of the staff's feeclings on sewer service, as well as the large
amount of light commercial requested.

warel referred to the leap frogging of development which seems
to muke it premature, and he considered the sewer matter of prime
irportance. lie thought 20 acres of "LC" was justified for the
large tract of land and the density is being resolved to comply
close enough to the standard that it can be acceptable. The ratter
of sewers, however, he considered of major importance to the entire
arca and suggested the plan is premature on that basis.

HEARINSSY agreed that 20 acres is not tc »ch "LC" because
there is nothing else in the arca and for the lagoon systen, the
Board of Health "frowns" on septic tanks, and with tie tieing into
the Crostvicw system and eventually the County sewer facilities, it
could be of benefit to the area in general.

GRAGERT too thought it was prematurc and that the sewer is
certainly a factor. Ho thought it 1ight be justified in the future,
however. He recalled that the applicant had indicated the area
could probably not support such a shopping center as proposcd for
5 to 7 years if everything goos according to their plans.

KAME:! brought oat thau cemmercial arcas are not developed until
there are sufficient residents in the area to support a center.

GRAGLRT commented again that he thought it was premature; teo
many "ifs": no definite idea of where facilities would be located;
no market survay, and the plans for sewering the arca is based on
assumptions.

GARDEMHIR: asked if the applicant could tighten up his plans
for scwage disposal, would this make the plan any more acceptable.
KAl said anything concrete would be better.

IIOPPER suggested that since the applicant is willing for a
deferral, it might be wise to dafer so hie could meet with the
staff and attcupt further to resolve some of the prablems brought
out.

RISING pointed out that the requirement that it be platted
within thrce years provides sonw control. He thought the matter of
sewer should be considerod along with a plat and he did.not think




1t could be considered premnture when they want to do somathing,
and favorad permitting some type of development, although he was
not in favor of permitting more money in case of condemnation.
GRAGERT brought up acain the fact that whether rezoned or not,

the wvalue of the property would be allowed in any condemmation.
IAKIN again roviewed the condermation statutes so far as appraisal
of land for ita higheat and best use and not on the basis of zon-

g.

TAYLOR brought out the fact that the Comrission has adopted
the Sewer Plan which amounts te a policy, and was in favor of ad-
hering ' to thie policy, even though in several past instances it has
not been observed in approvinc soma developrents. She was not in
favor of "hopsceotching® developnent and she considered the plan even
more than premature.

GORBEL said he was in favor of letting the developer replat
becaunge he could not see bringing in a plan on both sides of the
highway. Ye referred to Ridge Plaza where condermation allowed
over ten times the amount of money, because it was zoned and a
development had been approved. e considored the reguest premature,
and when questioned about the prematurity of Crestview, GOZDIL
pointed out that thoy have a golf course and are developing cvery-
thing around it, but subject case 1s over 1/2 wile avay and across
the atreet, t

HINESSY wondered 1f there was a chance of mnpl;omise, and
XAEH felt there are cafeguards which will protect the adjoining
properties and he did not think the highway would have any bearing.

GORDEL Lrought up the fact that rost plats nmust be filed
within a vear's time after approval of the zone change request,
hut in this case, it is proposed to be three years. LARIN es-

plained that a project of this size, the lack of sewers, and variety
of uses would reguire riore thzn a year for proceesing.

EMIMESSY conrented that scwer service will eventually be in-
stalled in this area, which will increcase land valuss and elirdnate
the isolation the preacnt residents to the south desire, but he
was inclined to feel that it would be an asset rather than a liabil-
ity to the aroa.

MYTIOY: 'That the Mlanning Corrission recomnend
T the County Covmission that £CZ-0336 and CU~170
mt be spproved. Cracert moved, Taylor seconded
md it carried by a vote of 5 in favor (CGracgert,
Taylor, Goebel, Xamezn and Hopper) and 4 opposed
(Rising, Bayouth, Hennessy and Gardenhire).
Savina absent.




EXCERPT FROM PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES OF MAY 22, 1975:

8a. Case No. SCZ-0336 - Max L. Cole requests change from "R-1"

to "AA" for:
A tract of land in the SE 1/4 of Sec, 15, Twp. 275, R2E of the 6th
P.M., described as follows:

Commencing at a point on the nerth r-o-w line of Central Avenue

at the west r-o-w line of 127th St. East, said point being 50 ft.
north and 50 ft. west of the SE corner of aforesaid SE 1/4; thence
along said north r-o-w line of Central Ave. bearing north 89°59'30"
west a distance of 1,250.00 ft. to a point of beginning; thence
bearing north 2°59'30" west a distance of 250 ft. to the P.C. of a
curve to the left; thence along said curve to the left whose radius
is 1,750 ft. and thru a central angle of 17°12'l1" a distance of
524.93 ft; thence bearing north 53°00'30" east a distance of 544.54
ft.; thence bearing south 89°59'30" east a distance of 80 ft.;
thence bearing north 48°20'30" west a distance of 1,820 ft.; thence
bearing north 36°29'30" west a distance of 387.16 ft. to the north
line of said SE 1/4; thence along said north line bearing north
89°52'15" west a distance of 155.13 ft. to the NW corner of said
SE 1/4; thence along the west line of said SE 1/4 bearing south
0°00'00" east a distance of 2,607.18 ft. to the north r-o-w line

of Central Ave.; thence along said r-o-w line bearing south 89°59'30"
east a distance of 1,351.44 ft. to the point of beginning, and

A tract of land in the SE 1/4 of Sec. 15, Twp. 278, R2E of the 6th
P.M. described as follows:

Commencing at a point on the north r-o-w line of Central Ave.,

at the west r-o-w line of 127th St. East, said point being 50 ft.
north and 50 ft. west of the SE corner of aforesaid SE 1/4; thence
along said west r-o-w line of 127th St. East bearing north 0°00'
east a distance of 1,000 ft. to a point of beginning; thence bearing
north 50°30'00" west a distance of 210 ft.; thence bearing north
54°00' west a distance of 945.88 ft.; thence bearing north 48°29'30"
west a distance of 1,324.95 ft.; thence hearing north 36°20'30"

west a distance of 47.83 ft. to the north line of said SE 1/4;
thence along said north line bearing south 89°52'15" east a dis-
tance of 1,947.93 ft. to the west r-o-w line of 127th St. East;
thence along said west r-o-w line bearing south 0°00' east a dis-
tance of 1,601.70 ft. to a point of beginning, and

Zone Change from "R-1" to "LC" for:

A tract of land in the SE 1/4 of Sec. 15, Twp. 275, R2E of the 6th
P.M., described as follows: 2

Commencing at a point on the north r-o-w line of Central Avenue

at the west r-o-w line of 127th St. East, said point being 50 ft.

north and 50 ft. west of the SE corner of aforesaid SE 1/4; thence
along the said north r-o-w line of Central bearing north 89°59'30"

west a distance of 90 ft. to a point of beginning; thence bearing
north 38°29'30" west a distance of 480.00 ft.; thence bearing north
28°59'30" west a distance of 680 ft.; thence hearing north 48°29'30"
west a distance of 180 ft.; thence bearing north 89°59'30" west a dis-
tance of 80 ft.; thence bearing south 53°0'30" west a distance of
544.54 ft. to a point on a curve to the right whose tangent has a bear-
ing of south 20°11'41" east; thence along said curve to the right whose
radius is 1,750 ft. and thru a central angle of 17°12'11" a distance
of 524.93 ft.; thence bearing south 2°59'30" east a distance of 250

ft. to the north r-o-w line of Central Avenue; thence along said r-o-w
line bearing south 89°59'30" east a distance of 1,160 ft. to the point
of beginning.

All generally located on the northwest corner of 127th Street East
and Central.




gb. Case No. CU-170 - Max L. Cole requests approval of a Condi-
tional Use for apartments, townhouses and condominiums on
property legally described as follows:

A tract of land in the SE 1/4 of Sec. 15, Twp. 275, R2E of the 6th
P.M., described as follows:

Commencing at a point on the north r-o-w line of Central Ave. at
the west r-o-w line of 127th St. East, said point being 50 ft.
north and 50 ft. west of the SE corner of aforesaid SE 1/4; thence
along said north r-o-w line of Central Ave. bearing north 89°53'30"
west a distance of 1,250 ft. to a point of beginning; thence bear-
ing north 2°59'30" west a distance of 250 ft. to the P.C. of a
curve to the left; thence along said curve to the left whose radius
is 1,750 ft. and thru a central angle of 17°12'11" a distance of
524.93 ft.; thence bearing north 53°00'30" east a distance of
544.54 ft.; thence bearing south 89°59'30" east a distance of 1,820
ft.; thence bearing north 36°29'30" west a distance of 387.16 ft.
to the north line of said SE 1/4; thence along said north line
bearii  north 89°52,15" west a distance of 155.13 ft. to the NW
corner of said SE 1/4; thence along the west line of said SE 1/4
bearing south 0°00'00" east a distance of 2,607.18 ft. to the north
r-o-w line of Central Ave., thcace along said r-o-w line bearing
B9°59'30" east a distance of 1,351.44 Ft. to the point of beginning,
and

A tract of land in the SE 1/4 of Sec. 15, Twp. 27S, R2E of the 6th
P.M., described as follows:

Commencing at a point on the north r-o-w line of Central Ave. at

the west r-o-w line of 127th St. East, said point being 50 ft. north
and 50 ft. west of the SE corner of aforesaid SE 1/4; thence along
said west r-o-w line of 127th St. East bearing north 0°00' east a
distance of 1,000 ft. to a point of beginning; thence bearing north
50°50'00" west a distance of 210 ft.; thence bearing north 54°00'
west a distance of 945.88 ft.; thence bearing north 48°29'30" west

a distance of 1,324.95 ft.; thence bearing north 36°29'30" west a
distance of 47.83 ft. to the north line of said SE 1/4; thence along
said north line bearing south 89°52'15" east a distance of 1,947.93
ft. to the west r-o-w line of 127th St. East; thence along said
west r-o-w line bearing south 0°00' east a distance of 1,601.70 ft.
to a point of beginning.

All generally located on the northwest corner of 127th St. East and
Central.

GALBRAITH pointed out the area on the map and the fact that
the Planning Commission on March 27, 1975, had recommended the
requests not be approved, and that the cases have been returned
by the County Commission for reconsideration, urging that a neigh-
borhood meeting be held with adjacent property owners in view of
the 53% protest to the requests. GALBRAITH said at this time the
applicant's attorney desires to discuss the possibility of another
deferral.

WILLIAM P. HIGGINS, attorney, said the neighborhood meeting was
held with the adjacent property owners and Planning Department staff
represented. It was his opinion that to properly review and handle
the requests with respect to sewer service and the staff's objection
to the amount of "LC" requested (which has been redesigned and re-
duced as some of the area was intended for office development), they
would request a 60-day deferral.

HENNESSY spoke favoraebly to a deferral in view of the complex-
ity of the proposed development and the interest shown by residents
in the area as evidenced by the numerous phone calls and letters
he had received.

MOTION: That the above two cases be deferred
60 days. Hennessy moved and Bayouth seconded.




R. W. HAYDEN, 11811 East Central, spoke in opposition to a
deferral, pocinting out that the applicant has been involved with
this project for a year or more, which he thought was sufficient
time that he should know what he wanted; further, every time a
meeting is held, there is something different presented. He said
some of those in opposition arer fxom out of town and it is expen-
sive and an inconvenience to appear at the numerous meetings re-
lated to these requests. He asked that the matter be heard and
acted on at this meeting. Approximately 16 or 17 people stood as
an indication of their presence in opposition to the project.

HENNESSY said this project is becoming more and more involved
and various allegations have been made, but that it would not be
establishing any precedent to defer as such had been done in other
cases, and he wanted to be more informed and assured as to sewer
service before taking action.

TAYLOR said that the K-96 location is a big factor and a de-
ferral will not change the facts as related to the highway and the
impact of the development in or near the corridor; nor will it
change the question of the proper use of the land, so she felt a
deferral would not accomplish too much.

HIGGINS said they have handled the highway matter by not ask-
ing for rezoning of what is designated as highway corridor, and a
recent meeting with the staff indicates the possibility of satisfy-
ing the staff so far as the amount of "LC" requested. Further, there
is no sewer problem as related to the approximately 300 dwelling
units proposed as the first phase of development, but a study be-
ing done by Reiss and Goodness as related to the Crestview Sewer
District and the possibility of subject area being included in the
district (with certain expansion and improvements to the present
system) , is presently being reviewed by the State Health Department,
after which the staff should have an opportunity to analyze and re-
evaluate the proposal and technical aspects of the matter. With
respect to the meeting with the adjacent owners, HIGGINS said they
mailed 168 notices and as for the length of time this project has
been under consideration, HIGGINS said it has been less than a year.

LAKIN said he has expressed his concern previously on how
the second phase would be sewered and had also stated the opinion
that 30 acres of "LC" requested was more area than justified for
this location. 'He said if there are to be alternate proposals made,
then the staff would definitely need time to assess the difference
and perhaps attempt to find a workable answer. He said he was not
exactly opposed to some office zoning, but that when any develop-
ment occurs, there should be assurance that there is adequate ser-
vice for such development.

J. SIDNEY EMMETT, Route #1, Washburn, Missouri, spoke in opposi-
tion and related the fact that he had never received notice of meet-
ings, but had attended three such meetings. It was explained by
staff that nctification is mailed to those whose names are shown on
the abstract ownership list as being within the required distance
of an area being considered, or who have spoken at a meeting. EMMETT
said he owns property in adjacent area and was tired of the expense
and inconvenience of coming to the meetings and nothing being accomp=
lished. KAMEN said he could understand the expense and inconvenience,
and that every attempt is made by the Planning Commission to deter-
mine what is proper for the City and County, the particular area,
the applicant, and owners in adjacent areas, and often it does take
several meetings in order to make that determination.

MRS . CECELIA BALTHROP, 11220 East Central, said she was not op-
posed to development of the property, and, in fact, had been approach-
ed many times for development of her property, either for housing or
commercial uses, but she has not been interested in such at this time,
and if it is eventually sold for housing, they plan to designate a
certain number of acres for parks and open space. She stated she
would like to see at least 20 to 40 acres set aside in this project
for parks or recreational facilities for children from the develop-
ment.




HAYDEN spoke again pointing out that even if legal technical-
ities are resolved, it would seem that, with over 53% legal protest,
which is more than a simple majority, it is a mandate that the re-
quests be turned down.

CHAIRMAN KAMEN reasoned that there would not be much develop-
ment if decisions were based entirely on protests, because in almost
every case, there is opposition, and some cases are heard more than
once, and in this case the matter would be considered with open minds
on the part of the Commissioners. He felt the applicant should have
a chance to present his case. HAYDEN asked if there was any limit as
to the number of times a deferral could be requested, and KAMEN indi=-
cated the Commission would not be inclined to grant too many defer-
rals.

VOTE ON MOTION TO DEFER: Motion lost by a vote
of 3 in favor (Hennessy, Bayouth and Kamen) and
5 opposed (Grageri, Rising, Goebel, Taylor, and
Savina) . Garderhire and Hopper were absent.

GLBRAITH briefly reviewed past considerations (see minutes
of January 9, 1975 and March 27, 1975) + and said the applicant is
prepared to present plans for a lagoon system for sewer service
which was shown at the neighborhood meeting to serve 270 to 300
units. He said Lakin had mentioned in the past the concern of the
staff for the large amount of requested 30 acres of "LC", as well
as the sewer service problem, and the staff is anxious to see de-~
tailed plans or further indication of how it is proposed to handle
the sewerage.

LAKIN stated that if the Commission takes action, it would
be his recommendation that not more than 10 acres of "LC" (outside
the proposed K-96 corridor), be approved for zoning and subsequent
platting, and that a conditional use and zone case be approved for
only the 270 to 300 units proposed in Phase 1, subject to the sewer
plan being submitted to the staff to review.

HENNESSY asked if there were other developments around the city
developed with a lagoon system, and LAKIN responded that such is
utilized at Campus High School site and has been since its construc-
tion; one in Timberlakes is under construction and a proposal has
been received, and will be considered by the State Health Department
for a private lagoon system in the development of Park Meadows. LAKIN
stated further that he had no opposition to a lagoon system, subject
to its being properly designed and engineered.

HENNESSY said he had received several letters from people in
the area who had indicated the potential for an odor problem, and
LAKIN said he had discussed such a possibility with the Professional
Engineering Consultant firm, and with Jim Aiken of the City-County
Health Department, and with the County Engineer, and had been assured
that as long as the system is not overloaded, and utilized only to
its design capacity, there should be no problem; however, there are
certain climatic conditions (probably no more than twice a year) , at
which time there could be the potential for an odor problem, which
should be no more of a problem than the regular type municipal plants
which weald be providing the same type of service. When questioned,
LAKIN said the Health Department would oversee the installation and
proper maintenance and operation, but the basic control would be that
this Commission not authorize any more development on the basis of
this particular lagoon system than its design capacity. LAKIN ex-
plained further that Miles Westwind Addition and West Millbrook Addi-
tion utilizes a lagoon system. In response to a question, LAKIN said
the Westlink system originally was not a lagoon system, but the
regular municipal type disposal system.

TAYLOR asked what the life expectancy of a lagoon system is, and
also the status of the County's plan for extending sewer in this area,
with the ultimate aim of a plant in the Four Mile Creek area.




As to the life expectancy, LAKIN said that while he had no
direct answer (although he could ascertain one from the Health De-
partment) , he assumed it could be more or less indefinite as long
as properly sized, engineered and maintained and not overloaded.

As to update of the Sewer Plan, LAKIN related the problem of pro-
viding sewer services prior to development, in which case assess-
ments are high for undeveloped land, and yet there is the need for
such service to attract development, which accounts for the need
for an interim system of some kind, and in this general area, it
may be desirable to allow a reasonable number of interim facilities
located one every 40 acres, or larger tracts, so that when there is
sufficient development existing, it will be economically feasible
and justify a municipal type plant. At this time, he did not envi-
sion that the County Commission would order in such a plant with
assessments therefor going against farm land.

RISING said some of the letters he had from protestors have
indicated the possibility of raw sewage being dumped and left to
evaporate. LAKIN said the raw sewage will be transported to the
lagoon where it will be processed. The odor would occur only if
improperly designed, sized or maintained or overloaded, except for
the occasional odor referred to previously due to climatic condi-
tions.

In response to the question of whether there have been studies
projecting a logical residential design or development in general
for this area, LAKIN said land use studies had been done as a part
of the Northeast Circumferential and update of the transportation
plan, and that this land should probably be residential with sup--
porting commercial. Industrial or a regional shopping center was °
not projected. In terms of residential density, it was projected
to hold such to not more than 7 dwelling units per acre on an overall
section of land, which means on some tracts there would be greater
density, on others normal density and still others possibly larger
home sites than normal.

LAKIN said growth has been projected to the east and northeast
and the extension of services (sewer and water) are controlling
factors, but it is a matter of timing so far as extension of such
services so that it will not be a burden to the community.

HENNESSY inquired how many single-family homes operating on
a septic tank sewer system could be erected on subject property.
LAKIN commented that under the new code, 40,000 square feet of lot
area per unit would be required, and since it is 103 acres, it
would be something less than 100 units by the time streets are pro-
vided. HENNESSY then commented that the County is not likely to in-
stall a sewer line and burden the owners of property unless there is
development, and it was his opinion that if what is proposed by this
developer can be controlled so far as number of units, then eventual-
ly and in the very near future a sewer system will be extended into
this area.

In the discussion related to protection of the alignment of the
highway, LAKIN said it is always a problem, and those involved in
planning can indicate their best judgment so far as projections for
the future, but he could not guarantee that the highway is going to
happen, and that the approach this applicant has taken in not ask-
ing for zoning of the proposed alignment is the best protection that
can be expected without actually acquiring the land, and there is
no possible way at this time or in the near future that aecquisition
could be made, either through negotiation or eminent domain. The
fact that it can be left in very low density zoning, which is prob-
ably not economically feasible to develop from the standpoint of the
owner, is the best protection from the public standpoint.

HIGGINS displayed a map of what is proposed, pointing out that
they have reduced the request for "LC" zoning within the lines sug-
gested by the staff and are not asking for rezoning of the highway
corridor. He said under the plans shown, they are giving exactly
what would be required under the Mapped Street Act, if such ordinance
had already been adopted by the City Commission. As for open space,
he said there are 33 acres of open space represented by the corridor,
and there are 25 acres of open space and recreational area in addi-
tion.




As for sewer cdors, Higgins said the engineer (Keltner) has
indicated that such nccurs when a plant is located toe far from the
sewage source, which is why they have planned for the plant to be
located as it is. The time element makes the difference, in that
if not treated within a certain period of time, there could be a
problem.

HIGGINS emphasized further that the developer must be able to
convince lenders and tenants that there will be no odor, and so
definitely that is something which will be controlled. He said the
property is served by city water. In summary, HIGGINS said they
are agreeable to reducing the "LC" request, are agreeable to elimi-
nating any request for rezoning of the highway corridor,. agreeable
with the concept that no more units can be built than the sewage
system will handle. He said they must provide sewer service for
the development and at the present time can only do so for about
300 units of the total tract and proposed development, and that is
all the Health Department would allow under the lagoon system being
proposed.

HIGGINS: pointed out that the Planning Commission will be in a
position to control the development by only approving platting of
that portion of the property which can be sewered; however, in the
overall picture, in order to obtain financing for a property such
as this and carry it through to completion in a manner conducive
to high grade development, the lenders need to see the total overall
plan; have to know what zoning is available in order to prepare for
proper development. HIGGINS said they would not request approval of
a plat for more than services could be provided for, which means it
will take several years (estimated 8), before total development
occurs. If zoning can be approved now, then they can proceed with
platting in several phases and as service can be provided, and until
thelsewer service is provided, the Commission has the power to deny
a plat.

HIGGINS pointed out that the triangular plot northeast of the
highway corridor is planned for apartments and in the latter phase
of development.

HIGGINS brought up again the fact that they cannot afford to
.permit a faulty sewage disposal system which emits odors, as the
development proposed is costing a great deal of money, and they must
be in a position to convince lenders that it would be a good invest-
ment; the Commission can control the development stages by withhold-
ing plat approval at any time until there is satisfactory disposal
facilities. He pointed out that the worst that could happen is that
they could only develop what the law allows and the best that could
happen is that they could get started, but they do need total finanec-
ing and thus approval of . .e total plan.

GRAGERT felt that it would be no different whether zoning was
granted for the excepted area or not, as there is still no guarantee *
that a future plat would be approved.

HIGGINS repeated that they can only plat what they can get ap-
proved and can only get approval when sewer service is present, but
it is necessary to have a total land plan, recognizing the fact that
the first phase of 270 to 300 dwelling units is subject to approval
of the lagoon type disposal system and also recognizing that future
favorable consideration of additional phases is dependent upon re-
solving of the sewer problem before any additional development occurs.
GRAGERT still maintained that there would be no guarantee of future
plat approval, and that it would appear to approve "LC" as requested
might mean a higher price for the owner re: highway acquisition if
it does occur.

HENNESSY said he has often heard such comments - that this is
nothing but a "get rich" scheme on account of the Northeast Circum-
ferential, yet it is a matter of record that in any condemnation,
it is the highest and best use of land which is appraised and not how
it is zoned, although HIGGINS said it was his understanding that some
of the people in opposition have inferred that is the purpose in
asking for rezoning.




BAYOUTH felt that the land value has already been established
by reason of the Crestview Country Club development, which has made
land in this area much more valuable, and he discounted any effort
on the part of the applicant or his attorney to establish land
value through rezoning.

HIGGINS spoke again of the desirability of a total land use
plan and the fact that the staff apparently is satisfied with the
reduction of "LC" reguested and the elimination of the highway
corridor from the application, which eliminates any possibility
of any increase in value for that particular corridor.

GRAGERT stated again that he could not see the necessity to
zone the tract northeast of the highway corridor, and suggested
that a potential lender could be informed that it was intended to
request rezoning; however, HIGGINS still voiced the need for a
total land plan for the sake of gaining financing.

As for possible condemnation of the corridor, SAVINA said
condemnation would be based on value before and after condemnation.

HIGGINS asked if the letters received by members of the Com-
mission from various people in opposition were part of the public
record, and LAKIN answered that none had been received for the pub-
lic record, all having been directed to the individual Planning Com-
missioners. TAYLOR made the letters she had received available to
Mr. liggins.

RALPH MARTIN spoke on behalf of the applicant, noting that
the primary concern voiced at the meeting with the adjacent prop-
erty owners was one of sewer facilities, which concern has been
voiced many times, and the claim made that there is no sewer service
in the area to accommodate the development planned.

However, MARTIN stated, there is a legal and technical method
of accommodating 270 to 300 dwelling units on a lagoon disposal sys-
tem, which some in the adjacent areas are concerned about so far as
damages to their own property. MARTIN pointed out on the plat the
location of a major drainage swale as well as a second swale, and
referred to the fear of some people that .-a significant storm of 100
year capacity might somehow cause the lagoon system to overflow and
create a bad situation or damage their property. Technically, MARTIN
said, that cannot happen, the system has been discussed with the
County officials and Health officials, and it will not be located
anywhere near the drainage swales, where it really would create a
bad situation. It will serve only 270 to 300 units, and any further
development would hinge on cooperation with the Crestview Club dis-
posal system, and eventually the plant to be established on Four
Mile Creek. MARTIN said the request for deferral was to allow them
to be prepared to offer something more concrete as to handling of
sewerage after development of the 270 to 300 units.

ZL MARTIN pointed out that the original request for light commer-
cial has been divided to request about 11.5 acres for "LC" and about
1:!. acres for office development. He pointed out on the plan poten-
tial development, assuming K-96 is built and possibilities for de-
velopment if it is not.

: Another concern, MARTIN stated, was one of density and the
impact on surrounding lands. In this respect, he pointed out that
the Sewer Plan was based on 7 units per acre and what is proposed
in this case does not even approach that density over the 160 acres.
As for the impact on surrounding area, MARTIN claimed that it would
enhance property values, and as for school population, he pointed
out that this plan would not generate a large number of students as
might be expected with single-family. Relative to potential traffic
congestion, MARTIN felt that the relatively low density proposed
could not possibly overload the streets and in addition, with this
development, it is certain that the streets will be developed to
higher standards at some future time.




Many people signed protest petitions, MARTIN reported, pn:.or
to even seeing the plans, and as for the potential of it becoming
a slum, the amount of investment required is not in keeping with
the idea of erecting a slum development or permitting it to be-
come such. As for the concept that it is premature, MARTIN ref-
erred to the significant activity at Crestview Country Club and
its expanding activities.

RISING asked if it could be assumed that if the right-of-way
is not acquired, that later they would request additional light
commercial. MARTIN answered that that is not a new proposal in
that they had anticipated that might be commercial as long as the
highway did not materialize.

TAYLOR offered concern for the fact that the interim sewer
system (lagoon) is apparently to be located upstream rather than
downstream and it was her opinion it should be downstream. MARTIN
traced the natural drainage flow through the area and the fact that
the lagoon system cannot be placed in or near the natural flow,
but on slightly higher ground and near the source of the sewerage.
Further, locating it more in the center away from the natural drain-
age and away from the periphery boundary would alleviate any impact
on property adjacent to the boundary. He explained that the sewer-
age would flow in underground pipes to a collection point and ulti-
mately pumped into the lagoon system.

MARTIN emphasized that however the system is constructed,
designed or engineered, it would have to be with the approval of
the state and local health departments.

TAYLOR said at the Subdivision Committee meeting, Jerald Jones,
speaking for Crestview, indicated there was no possibility of a co-
operative effort to permit this development to utilize the Crestview
system. MARTIN agreed that there is no such possibility now with
the existing facility, but in order for Crestview to expand, their
system will have to be expanded and improved, and the engineering
report for Crestview in the beginning included eventually servicing
subject area. He said it was his understanding that the possibility
of ceooperation with Crestview is an open qguestion at this time.

GRAGERT asked what the density would be for the area west and
south of the freeway and MARTIN said it would be 5.5 to 6 dwelling
units per acre. In further discussion, and after allowing about
10 acres for the lagoon site, it was estimated that the density
south and west of the right-of-way would be 5 to 6 units per acre.
MARTIN indicated that the drainage flow area would have to be engi-
neered so that there would be no impediment to the drainage, and so
that there would be no overflow condition to the south.

GOEBEL asked why they were opposed to single-family develop-
ment and asked if area for development is so scarce. MARTIN said
it is not a matter of scarcity of land, but only that people prefer
a certain type of dwelling unit. .

In answer to the guestion of cooperation with Crestview, HIG-
GINS said there has been discussion of the plant being moved farther
to the east and that Reiss and Goodness, the engineers for Crestview
had developed the plans for the plant with subject land in mind to
eventually utilize the services. HIGGINS suggested it would be
economically advantageous to Crestview because of a sharing of the
costs involved.

DUANE O'HARA, speaking on behalf of property owners south of
Central, said this is the fifth meeting on this request, and since
the County Commission hearing, about 100 people met with the appli-
cant's representatives and were shown slides of various develop-
ments done by this developer, 21d heard plans for sewering the pro-
ject. O'HARA cited the 53% protest and the fact that actually no
new proposals were presented at the meeting with the residents. He
thought to allow what is requested would overload the Andover school




system and he offered objection to the high density proposed in

a substantially single-family area. He objected to the open type
lagoon just across the road from his home. O'HARA said at the last
meeting it was brought out that the date of the architectural draw-
ings showed the Northeast Circumferential was dated one month and

6 days prior to any release to the public of the alignment. The
same engineering firm is involved with the State highway planning
and also with this applicant apd he wondered if this might constit-
ute a conflict of interest. He wondered why anyone would plan a
development knowing of the plans for the Northeast Circumfe_rential,
and questioned whether it might be for monetary gain. In view of
the 53% protest and the large number of people attending the vari-
ous meetings, he asked that the Commission not approve the requests.

ELIZABETH KING, 352 Garnett, said the plan has been revised to
alleviate some of the objection, but she was still concerned for the
large number of rental units listed, and also the fact that it ap-
pears the plan is becoming more and more indefinite. She said her
home is on a half acre and there are others on much larger tracts,
and there are very few rentals in the neighborhood. She stated
further that the number of rentals and the limited recreational
space still has the residents worried to some extent.

JOHN COCKERAN, 12331 East Central, said he did not see how the
property value of the homes across the street or in adjacent areas
could be increased as stated by the proponents earlier in the meet-
ing. Further, the proposed development would bear the cost of a
sewer system for subject area, but if a benefit district is created,
then other owners would be involved in paying an assessment.

R. W. HAYDEN spoke again, and said those in opposition have
faith in the Planning Commission to protect their homes when they
were built on large tracts; had faith that no spot zoning would
take place; faith that no high rise apartments would be permitted.
He said if the residents in this area had wanted to live in a high
density area, they would have located in such an area. HAYDEN stated
that the land would be developed at a density of 5 units per acre,
which would not be in keeping with the single-family homes in the
area located on much larger tracts. HAYDEN felt confident that the +
applicant was aware of the zoning when he purchased the property, e 5
and in view of the opposition and evidence submitted, he could not
see how the Commission could do other than deny the requests.

HAYDEN said he had no objection to progress, but also favored

orderly growth and in keeping with legal requirements and reason-

ableness, a legal requirement being the availability of municipal
:ife sewer and water facilities, and in this case sewer is not avail- ;
e. :

HAYDEN called attention to Spring Lakes Addition just 1/2 mile iy
to the east where single-family homes are being developed, and sug-
gested the same type of development would be appropriate for subject
area, and would be a complement to the community now there and in
future years. He repeated that they have faith in the Commission
not to allow the zoning and conditional use to be approved.

BAYOUTH asked if Crestview opposed this project, and LAKIN said
that while some protests have been received from some of the owners
of townhouses in the Crestview area, he did not beliecve the develop-
ment corporation was opposed. HAYDEN said protests had been received
from over 90% of the individual owners and the developer who owns the
unsold land in Crestview. HIGGINS commented that everyone in Crest-
view is not for the plan, but he was not aware of any opposition by
the development corporation.

RISING referred to the County Commission minutes wherein it was
shown that the requests were returned for further study, and that
possibly the protestors did not understand the plan, and asked what
new had been developed since the County Commission meeting. HIGGINS
said the only thing new was the meeting with over 100 of the resi-



dents of the general area, which was held at the Crestview facil-
ities and at which the applicant was represented, as well as the
Professional Engineering Consultants, and the Planning Department
staff. HIGGINS explained further that there is no way that some of
the comments made by some of the people could be overcome, one being
the suggestion that a disinterested board should be appointed. He
said that everyone present at the meeting was not opposed to the plan,
and he did not know that some were so much against the plan as con-
cerned for the possible assessment for sewers. He said they attempted
to answer the questions as to sewer assessment but, of course, could
not guarantee any certain action on the part of the County Commx§519n.
He said a letter from Clay Cox, Assistant County Counselor, had indi-
cated that sewer assessments in the County were going to change and
an attempt was made to clarify this point. HIGGINS said at the meet-
ing they presented some of the schemes and design of other develop-
ments in which Mr. Martin had been involved in Colorado, South Dakota,
etc., and to assure the protestors that they will not be confronted
with a slum condition.

HIGGINS then requested the Commission, based on the presenta-
tion that has been made and questions asked and answered, to defer
subject cases so that they would have a chance to receive the com-
ments that they need insofar as the commercial area, and to answer
the sewer problems which he felt would be answered in 60 days.

HIGGINS continued that the sewer problem is answered now to
the satisfaction of the staff as related to 270 to 300 units by use
of the lagoon system, and what worries the staff is the total pro-
ject and what will happen when development of the 270 to 300 units
is completed. He felt that without that problem being solved, noth-
ing else is even germane because a plat cannot be approved without
a resolution to the sewer matter. He suggested it would be more
appropriate to resolve all possible issues as much as possible prior
to sending the matter again to the County Commission. This addi-
tional information would give enough input for the County Commission
to really analyze the matter and determine if there is a problem in
the future.

LAKIN agreed that he is not concerned about the lagoon system
for development of the 270 to 300 units, but it is not correct to
assume that the staff favored the zoning of the total land. How
the rest of the tract (other than 270 to 300 units) is handled may
depend on their presenting some very interesting policy gquestions
for the County Commission, and he suggested more study should be
made with respect to the changes in tax assessments proposed by the
County and as referred to in the letter from Clay Cox.

LAKIN pointed out that under the Mapped Street ordinance be-
ing considered by the City Commission for adoption, it is provided
that a building permit will not be issued on lands coming within
the jurisdiction of that ordinance, and it is not the same as im-
plied by Mr. Higgins that it is not included in the request or de-
velopment proposed at this time. As for the "LC" reduction, LAKIN
said while it is being referred to as 10 acres, it actually measures
about 13 acres, and while he is not opposed to some office zoning,
it still represents ("LC" and office zoning) a substantial amount
of non-residential for development.

HAYDEN spoke again to point out that so far as anything new
since the County Commission hearing, the developer presented a map
and overlay at the meeting with the residents, indicating a proposed
sewage disposal plant of 300,000 square feet and showing where and how
it is proposed to be constructed. He said the people who signed a
protest petition were against the plan then and were present at most
of the meetings, and are still opposed.

HIGGINS said he apparently misunderstood with respect to the
highway corridor, in that while it is zoned "R-1", they cannot de-
velop it without platting. LAKIN responded that there is nothing
at this time to prevent its being platted. HIGGINS said the agree-
ment is that they would not "touch" the corridor area in the way of
development or request other zoning until the matter of location and
actual construction of the roadway is definitely known.
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LAKIN said he would be opposed to as much as 30 acres of
"LC" zoning in this project.

MOTION: That the Planning Commission again
recommend to the Board of County Commissioners
that SCZ-0336 and CU-170 be denied. Gragert
moved and Taylor secpnded.

BAYOUTH asked if it was out of the guestion to consider a de-
ferral again. KAMEN commented that the applicant is trying to do
something to make the development acceptable and workable, whereas
the opposition is bothered by having so many hearings. He thought
the action should be fair to everybody and if there is a way to im-
prove the area, then it should be allowed.

GRAGERT brought out the fact that the present problems were
brought out at the first hearing of this application on January 9,
this year, and the case was deferred for conference with the staff
and an attempt to resolve the issues. When it was brought back
on March 27, 1975, the same issues existed, and the same issues
have again been discussed at this meeting. He saw no real differ-
ence between the present proposal and the initial proposal, other
than a reduction of the commercial and designation of a portion for
office development. He commented that in fairness to the neigh-
borhood people, and the fact that the applicant has been forewarned
of all the problems, this proposal should be concluded. GRAGERT
said he still felt it was somewhat premature and that it is not
known whether this is the highest and best use for the land or not.
For the record, GRAGERT asked that it be shown that he does not
share the compliant of some of the people against rental units.

GOEBEL did not think it necessary to have the density proposed
in this area, and pointed out that nowhere can one find such density
so far away from the city. He indicated he would not be opposed if
the density could be reduced and that he would favor a deferral if
there is a chance for such reduction. He stated that even if sewer
service existed today, he would not vote for the density proposed.

TAYLOR said even though the right-of-way corridor has been
elirminated from the request, it does not negate the possibility of
considerable difficulty if the highway does eventually take this
‘particular area. Also, TAYLOR commented that even though it has
been established that interim systems should be developed in order
to allow a taxing base for future municipal type facilities for the b :
entire area, it should be done in an orderly fashion and not hop- i sy
scotched and started upstream rather than downstream. : e

BAYOUTH favored giving the applicant an opportunity to satisfy it
everyone, and was for a deferral. 3

RISING noted that the applicant did not respond to the question
of density reduction, and he considered that a significant factor.
He felt uncomfortable that the applicant had not explored some of
the problems sufficiently, but he did want the developer to know that
he thought they had done a good job of presenting their case, but
that there appears to be a great many concerns on the part of many
people in the area, and he did not think every effort had been ex-
pended to sell the project to the residents of the area.

VOTE ON MOTION: Motion carired by a vote of
5 1n favor (Gragert, Taylor, Rising, Savina,
and Goebel) and 3 opposed (Bayouth, Kamen and
Hennessy). Gardenhire and Hopper were absent.
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May 30, 1975

My, William P. Higgins, Attorney
313 Pirst National Bank Building
Wichita, Kansas 67202

Re: SCZ-0336 - "R-1" to "AA" and
"LC", and CU~-170 - Conditional
Use Reguest - Horthwest corner
of 127th Street East and Central

Dear Mr. Higgins:

In response to your latter of May 27, 1975, this is to advise

you that we will not forward the above-captioned cases to the
Board of County Commissioners for their consideration on June 11,
1975, since you will be out of town on that date. This is to ad-
vise you, and those receiving copies of this letter, that subject
cases will be scheduled for consideration by the County Commission
on June 18, 1975, starting at 9:00 a.m. in Room 320 Sedgwick
County Courthouse.

If you have any questions, please call.

Sincerely,

Jack H. Galbraith
Chief Planner
JHG:ber
cc: Ralph Martin, Suite 200, 230 East 17th Street,
Costa Mesa, California 92627
Max L. Cole, 313 lst Nat'l Bank Building 67202
R. W, Hayden, 11811 East Central 67206
Sam Cantanese, c/oc Max Cole & Associates, 3841 W. 13th 67203
Wm. Keltner, Professional Engineering Consultants,
1440 East English 67211
Elizabeth King, 352 Garnett 67206
Richard Massey, 329 Garnett 67206
Duane O'Hara, 12123 East Central 67206
John Cochoran, 12331 East Central 67206




Page 2 - Mr. William P. Higgins
g May 30, 1975

co:  (Continued)

Jerald R. Jones, 13 Via Roma 67230

Wilbur H. Jones, Attorney, Brown Building 67202

Chuck McGovern, Unified S8chool District §385, Andover 67002
Mrs. Cecelia Balthrop, 11220 East Central 67206

J. Sidney Emmett, Route #1, Washburn, Missouri 65772

Mr, and Mrs. Lloyd Mullins, 153 E. Jackson 67206

A. K. Wilson, 61 Via Verds 67230

County Zoning Administrator, 1015 Stillwell 67213




May 23, 1975

Mr. Wililiam P. Higgins, Attorney
313 First National Bank Building
Wichita, Kansas €7202

Re: 8SCEg-0336 - "R-1" to “AA"
and “LC", and CU-170 - Con-
ditional Use Request - North-
west corner of 127th Street
East and Central

Dear Mr. Higgins:

At the regular meeting \'f the Metropolitan Area Planning Commis-
sion on May 22, 1975, cae above-captioned applications were xe-
considered. After considerable discussion, the action of the Com-
mission was to again recommend to the County Commission that these
cases not be approved.

The cases will be forwarded to the Board of County Commissioners
for reconsideration on June 11, 1975, the meating to start at 9:00
a.m. in Room 320 Bedgwick County Courthouse.

If you have any questions, please call.

Sincerely.

Jack H. Galbraith
Chief Planner
JHG:ber

cci Ralph Martin, Sulte 200, 230 East 17th Street,

Costa Mesa, California 92627

Max L. Cole, 313 lst Hat'l Bank Building 67202

R. W. Hayden, 116il East Central 67206

Sam Cantanese, c/o Max Cole & Associates, 3841 West 1l3th 67203

¥Wm. Keltner, Professional Engineering Consultants,
1440 East English 67211

Elizabeth King, 352 Garnett 67206

Richard Massey, 329 Garnett 67206

Duane O'Hara, 12123 East Central 67206

John Cochoran, 12331 East Central 67206




Mr, William P. Higgins
May 23, 1975

cc: (Continuad)

Jerald R. Jones, 13 Via Roma 67230

Wilbur H. Jones, Attorney, Brown Building 67202

Chuck McGovern, Unified School District $385, Andover 67002
Mrs. Cecelia Balthrop, 11220 East Central 67206

J, Bidney Emmett, Route ¢1, Washburn, Missouri 65772

Mrs. ané¢ Mrs. Lloyd Mullins, 153 E. Jackson 67206

A. K. Wilson, 61 Vin Verde 67230

County Zoning Administrator, 1015 Stillwell 67213
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION
CITY BUILDING ANNEX, 104 South Main

WICHITA, KANSAS 67202

NOTICE TO ADJOINING PROPERTY OWNERS:
May 8, 1975

The Board of County Commissioners at their regular meeting on

April 16, 1975 returned the following application to the Metropolitan
Area Planning Commission for further study and they encouraged the
applicant to hold a neighborhood meeting to help resolve differences

of opinion. Therefore, this is to advise you that the Wichita-Sedgwick
County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission will reconsider the
following case in Room 401 City Building Annex, 104 South Main, Wichita,
Kansas, the meeting to begin at 1:30 P.m. on May 22, 1975,

CASE _NO. CU-170
Conditional Use Request for Establishment of a Multi-Family

Housing Development on Property being Requested for the "AA"
One-Family Dwelling District Classification

A tract of land in the SE % of Sec. 15, Twp. 27S, R2E of the 6th P.M.,
described as follows:

Commencing at a point on the north r-o-w line of Central Ave.at the
west r-o-w line of 127th St. East, said point being 50 ft. north and
50 ft. west of the SE corner of aforesaid SE %; thence along said
north r-o-w line of Central Ave. bearing north 89°59'30" west a distance
of 1,250 ft. to a point of beginning; thence bearing north 2959'3qg" west
a distance of 250 ft. to the P.C. of a curve to the left: thence along
said curve to the left whose radius is 1,750 ft. and thru a central angle
of 17°12'11" a distance of 524.93 ft.: thence bearing north 53000'30“
east a distance of 544,54 ft.; thence bearing south 89°59'30" east a
distance of 80.00 ft.; thence bearing north 48°29'30" west a distance
of 1,820 ft.; thence bearing north 36%29'30" west a distance of 387.16
ft. to the north line of said SE %: thence along said north line bearing
north 89°52.15" west a distance of 155.13 ft. to the NW corner of said SE
% thence along the west line of said SE % bearing south 0900'00" east
a distance of 2,607.18 ft. to the north r-o-w line of Central Ave.,
thence along said r-o-w line bearing 89°59'30" east a distance of
1,351.44 ft. to the point of beginning.

and
A tract of land in the SE Y% of Sec. 15, Twp. 27S, R2E of the 6th P.M.
described as follows:




Cu-170
Page Two

Commencing at a point on the north r-o-w line of Central Ave. at the
west r-o-w line of 127th St. East, said point being 50 ft. north and
50 ft. west of the SE corner of aforesaid SE %; thence along said

west r-o-w line of 127th St. East bearing north 0°00' east a distance
of 1,000 ft. to a point of beginning; thence bearing north 50°50'00"
west a distance of 210 ft.; thence bearing north 54°00' west a distance
of 945,88 ft.; thence bearing north 48°29'30" west a distance of
1,324.95 £t.; thence bearing north 36°29'30" west a distance of 47.83
ft. to the north line of said SE %; thence along said north line bearing
south 89°52'15" east a distance of 1,947.93 ft. to the west r-o-w line
of 127th st. East; thence along said west r-o-w line bearing south
0°00' east a distance of 1,601.70 ft. to a point of beginning.

All generally located on the northwest corner of 127th St. East and
Central,

Robert A, Lak
Secretary
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EDGW. TY Z0ON SOLUTION
Summary Description of Zoning Districts

- Rural Residential District

Permits one single-family dwelling for each lot of two acres
with a minimum frontage of 200 feet.

- Suburban Residential District
Permits one and two-family dwellings on a minimum of 15,000

square feet of land area per family with each lot having a
minimum frontage of 100 feet.

- QOne-Family Dwelling District

One-family dwellings require a minimum of 7,500 square feet
with each lot having a minimum frontage of 60 feet.

- Qffice District

Permits agriculture, one-family dwellings and all business and
professional offices. All commercial activities are prohibited.

- Light Commercial District

Permits any retail commercial uses conducted within an en-
closed building., Permits residential uses.

- General Commercial District

Permits all commercial activities; outdoor displays and sales;
selected light manufacturing and light commercial uses,

- Light Industrial District

Permits most manufacturing uses and uses permitted in "C".

- Heavy Industrial District
Permits any use except those objectionable uses such as

slaughter houses, salvage yards and fertilizer plants which
require special permits.

- Any of the above districts

Allows certain uses listed in the County Zoning Resolution by
special permit rather than as a use by right.
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April 21, 1975

William P. Higgins
313 First National Bank Building
Wichita, Kansas 67202

Subject: SCZ-0336 - "R-1" to "AA"
and "LC", and CU-170 -
Conditional Use Request =
NW corner of 127th St. Last
and Central.

Dear Mr. Higgins:

We are in receipt of your letter of April 18, 1975 requesting that

the above captioned cases not be scheduled for reconsideration by
the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission on May 8, 1975, but that
they be set up for consideration on the Planning Commission agenda
of May 22, 1S75. This is to advise you and those receiving copies
of this letter that we will schedule subject cases for the Planning
Commission meeting of May 22 and that notices will again be sent

to adjacent property owners.

If you have any questions concerning this matter, please call.

Sincerely,

Jack H. Galbraith
Chief Planner
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L. cole, 313 15t Nat'l Bank Bldg., 67202

Sam Cantanese, c/o Max Cole & Assoc. 3841 w, 13th, 67203

Wm,

Keltner, Professional Engincering Consultants,
1440 E. English, 67211

Roland W. Hayden, 11811 k., Central, 67206
Elizabeth King, 352 Garnett, 67206
Richard Massey, 329 Garnett, 67206

Duane O'Hara, 12123 E. Central, 67206

Syd

Werbin, County Zoning Office, 1015 Stiliwell, 67213

John Cochoran, 12331 E. Central, 67206

Jerald R. Jones, 13 Vvia Roma, 67206 .

Wilbur H, Jones, Atty., Brown Bwilding, 67002

Chuck McGovern, Unified School District #2385, Andover, 67002

200, 230 E. 17th st,, Costa Mesa, Calif. 92627




April 16, 1975

Mr. Ralph Martin

Suite 200

230 East 17th Street

Costa Mesa, California 92627

Re: SCZ-0336 - "R-1" to "AA" and
"LC", and CU-170 - Conditional
Use Request - NW corner of
127th St. East and Central

Dear Mr. Martin:

The Board of County Commissioners at their regular meeting on
April 16, 1975, considered the above captioned cases. After
considerable discussion from both representatives of the appli-
cant and those in opposition, the action of the County Commission
was to return the applications to the Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission for further study. In making the motion the Commission
expressed concern that there had been an apparent lack of com-
munication between all parties concerned and the Commission en-
couraged a neighborhood meeting to help resolve differences of
opinion.

Based on this action, this is to advise you and ticse receiving
copies of this letter that we have tentatively scheduled these
cases for reconsideration at the Planning Commission meeting of
May 8, 1975, the meeting to begin at 1:30 p,m, in Room 401 City
Annex Building, 104 South Main. If this date is too soon and does
not allow you gufficient time to schedule a meeting, if that is
your intent, I would appreciate either you or Mr. Higgins ad-
vising me at your earliest convenience whether or not the May 8
meeting is appropriate as it is necessary for us to mail new




Mr. Ralph Martin
April 16, 1975
Page Two

noticee to the adjoining property owners. If you have any
questions concerning this matter, please contact our office.

Sincerely,

Jack H. Galbraith
Chief Planner

JHG:is

cc: Max L, Cole, 313 lst Nat'l Bank Bldg., 67202
Wm. P. Higgins, Atty., 313 1lst Nat'l Bank Bldg., 67202
Sam Cantanese, c/o0 Max Cole & Associates, 3841 W. 13th, 67203
Wm. Keltner, Professional Engineering Consultants
1440 East English, 67211
Roland W. Hayden, 11811 East Central, 67206
Elizabeth King, 352 Garnett, 67206
Richard Massey, 329 Garnett, 67206
Duane O'Hara, 12123 East Central, 67206
Syd Werbin, County Zoning Office, 1015 Stillwell, 67213
John Cochoran, 12331 East Central, 67206
Jerald R. Jones, 13 Vvia Roma, 67206
Wilbur H. Jones, Atty., Brown Building, 67202
Chuck McGovern, Unified School District #267;-Andale;-67801- re-sent to
#385, Andover, 67002




@ PROTEST_PE1I1O0M
COUNTY._ChSE

'BECTION I.

The undersiyned, property owners in Sedgwick County, Kansas, hereby
protest the proposed change of zoning (Conditional lise Application) for
property described as Case No. _CU=120 , zone change from
to (tor establishment of a

in "ARY zoning) .

BECTION IT - protentor (a)

property Owned

5 Hame Lot (s) Block (B} Addition

a) 03:‘..";_1_,____ qu- The Easterly 1.93 feet of Lot 12

Signature and the Westerly 28.2L feet of
Lot 13, except the southerly 37.21
.(Ep.ﬁ. __(4«/_4-559 #7.7 feel of both Lot 12 and Lot 13,
Typed of Pranted Name Both Lots being in the VILLAS AT
CRESTVIEW AN ADDITION to Sedgwick
iy 5 county, Kansas; together with an
ALs undivided 1/60th interest in all -
Jazn M / CAWLE,/ _the common areas within saic Aduition

Typed or Printed Hame 5

L)
iy

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

Btate of Kangas )
County of Bedgwick )

pe it remembered that on this o day of ffégﬁ v 1907
before me, a_potary public. in and for said County and State, came
&
__/;.1'1 -éf‘r% ﬁ‘ Pl g = %_ 2 DA '

8\ne personally>known to be Cie mame person whgZexecuted the foregoing
inatrument of writing and duly acknowledged the executlon of same.

In Testimony Whereof, 1 have hereunto set wy hand and affixed my
notarial seal the day and year above wiitten.

Motary Public

Commission aupiruu%&'l;zﬂ QQ /7)7

-

ALl SIGHNATURES MUET BE ACKNOWLEDGED

Additlonal statements of acknowledgment may be attached and made
pAart ot this petition as necessary.

T9-232




PROTEST PEI1TION @
{COUNTY. CASES).

BECTION I.

The undersigned, property owners in sedgwick County, Kansas, hereby
protest the proposed change of zoning ((:ondl.t:mnal Use Application) for
property described as Case No. =170 zone change from
Lo (for establishment of a
in naAn zoning) .

; Property Owned
Lot(s)  Block({n) Addition

= s The Worth 111.17 fect of the East
4.04 feet of Lot 26 and the North
111.17 feet of Lot 27 and the North
Maﬂ.w /77 y,,,, 1,,, 111.17 feet of thé west 1.19 feet
'l‘wl' printed ﬂ'an.e- /‘7 of Lot 28, Lots 26, 27 and 28, being
_’g in the Villas at Crestview an Addition
to Sedgwick County, Kansas; together
Signature .with an undivided 1/60th interest in
N . ; all the common areas w = -
E W Vwakivs r = Addition. R d
Typed C}{ Pridced sfme e

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

Atate of Kansas )

County of Bedgwick ) 25

Be It remembered that on this 2 day of :
before , a notary publtc/ﬂ::/}gd for maid County and 8 :u, came

<

RALE £ S | g
to me personally known?’ Q/ uame person w})(i eﬁ %a/the foregoing
instrument of writing uly acknowledged thé exécut of asame.

In Testimony Hhereof, 1 have hereunto set my hand and affixed my
notarial seal the day and year above written.

Notary Publ Lc

<
q
v Commiseion explreu 91_\‘7 ;71 P dff g/

ALL_SIGNATURES MUST BE ACKNOWLEDGED

Additional statements of acknowledgmont may be attached and made a
part of this petition am necewssary.

TY-232




BRCTION 1.

The undersigned, property ownerg
proteat the proposed change of zoping (conditional Use Applicatiop) for

property described as Case Mo, _Cl)70 , zone change from

in sedgwick coupty, Kansas, hereby

to _______ (for establinhment of o Htdple fanly lousing Dovelopmant .
in __"aan:_ zonina). i

HBECTION I1 - Protostor (s)

Property Owned
R AAALE {on

: Beginning 11.49 feet South 35° 381 34"
N d-prit e east of the westerly corner of Lot 61;
Hignature thence 102.83 feet north 54° 211 26"
: east; thence 36.19 feet north 35° 38!
@fﬂ_’ﬂi?,_..}é, kuj;?ﬁgf_/\{-fﬂy 34" West; thence South 54° 211 26"
Typed oF Printed Hame \IE:{‘.lto the integsection with the westerly
o ine of Lot 62; thence South alon
.‘”_?32@ i %Mé[iw sald lot line to the westerly corner gf
s-nmmﬂ/ : glc;}: 62; thence 23.12 feet south 35° 38!
& east to the point of beginning, bot
Llagy /7 _JeorEnsed Tota GL il HE Tainean ihs oAk .
Pypud or Frigced tiame Crestview an Addition to Sedgwick County,
Kansas; together with an undivided 1/60th -
i interest in all the common areas within .
KU g91d Addition. d

Moine

'ﬂl at e of Kannaw ) -
County of Gedgwick | :

pu 1 remcmbesed that oo thile -Z-—*u day of W N by G
hefare e, & notary puklic 14 and o P _Conpey and ftdta, Cain y

€O me pl.-l'u(-nilllrknn\.'n Lo bie the wame peraca who %uted tha [oregoing
fpatrument of writing and auly acknowiedged tne elncution aof came,

In Peor tmony Whereo !, L have hersuato set ! hand and st fixed my

notarlil seal vhe day atd year Aliere wr vt e,

(oo g o

Hat At v o Puhlie

ision R 2T T
s L,

ALY PIGUATIRLE 1N KHOWLENGER

Aadirvional sal W o b achnowlsogaant iy be sktachad wnd nade a

of thta petition a0 aeocanary




=~ PROTEST_ PE'TITLON
AT ==

- ARCTION 1. : i
g The underaigned, property ownera in Sedgwick County, Kanam?, hereby
prateat the proposed change of zoning (Conditional Use Application) fpr
property described as Case No. CU=170 , zone change from
(for establishment of a L
zoning) .

{

BECTION II - Protestor(s)

£}
4

Property Ov
Name Lot(s) Bloc:(s)
Signature
WILBUR E WALKER

Typed or Printed ’I.‘.und

b)_j£?344/~z44>4 o dQﬁébﬁié:bzd</

Signature
B LERNCE H WALRKER

Typed or Printed pane

Xk County, Kansas;'

southerly 90.16
cept the southerly.
th Lot 14 afd Lot 15,

.77 feet of Lot 15,
72 feet of the westerly

ing in the Villas at Crestview

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

The easterly 11.51 feet of Lot 14
together with an undivided 1/60th
interest in all the common areas within

an Addition to Sedgwic

"
Qo
o5 .8
. -
~ 's}

G Gy
=0 o
(ol Sl
HOH 404
I T
2 P o Q
Bhan
SO0 =t

S Pewn
QO g -
S L0 0
FPRPNHM

Both Lots be
sald Addition.

Btate of Kansas )
County ot Sedgwick )

pe it remembered that on this 2 day of . 19775,
before me, a notary public in and for mai County and sgatu, came
e e e L et sl

//./ 4 (Ld
to me personally known to be the same person who executed the foregoing

ipatrument of writing and duly acknowledged the execution of same,

In Testimony Whercof, 1 have hereunto set my hand and affixed my
notarial seal the day and year above written.

Notary Public
&

:. ‘1;{ C;mllillibn expires

I._ BIGHATURES MU ACKNOW. G

Additional statements of acknowledgment may be attached and made a
part of this pecition as necennary.




LAiE 3L

(COUNTY_CASES)

PROTEST PETITION

BECTION I.

The un'derai.gned. property owners in sedgwick County, Kansas, hereby
protest the proposed change of zoning (Conditional Use Application) for i
propecty described as case No. _CU-170 , zone change from
to (for establishment of a P v

in ugat__ zoning) .

BECTION II - protestor (8)

property Owned

Name Block (8) Addition

a)_ o T Prraesms

s{ghature The Easterly 17.50 feet of the northerly
107.81 feet of Lot 32 and the westerly
12.58 feet of the northerly 107.81 feet
t of Lot 33, both north-south measurements
1) Pl clra ) ‘;(;5,4?4_,,_? ../ Dbeing from the northeast corner of Lot
- 32 along the east line of Lot 32 and the
eastwest measurements being at right
Mildred L, Graves . angles to said east lot line, both lots
being in the Villas at Crestview an
Addition to Sedgwick County, Kansas;
together with an undivided 1/60th interest
4n all the common areas within said Addition.

John W, Graves
Typed or Printed Hame

Blgnature

'Wpud or Printed Name

Btate of Kangas )
County of Bedgwick )

pe it remembered that on this 2 day o[%‘ oA P Vi e
pafore me, a notary public in and for maid County and State, came

- '
to me pE;sunafiy known to he the same par:één who executed the foregoing

instrumént of writing and duly acknowledged the execution of same,

1n Testimony Whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my
notarial seal the day and year above written,

(2 LAt

Notary Public

H P - /r,;c'
Pl G W

ALL BIGNATURES MUST BE ACKNOWLE G

Additional statemenis of acknowledgment may be attached and made a
part of this petition as necessary.

i

B i




BECTICH I.

The undersigned, property ownersa in sedgwick County, Kansas, hexreby
protect the proposed change of zoning {Conditional Use Application) for
property described as Casc No. cuU-170 _, zone change from

(for estublishment of a Mulliple Famil: usi
zoning) .

BECTION II - Protestor (s)

pProperty Owned
Name Lot (8) Block (s) Addition

audag,_é © Mo G ,,ﬁmu Leahandey

signature deoo fo

GAre £. 19 HALA

Typed or Printed Name

)
b AL
Signature

Dusne L. DHaps
Typed or Printed Name

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

Btate of Kansae )
County of Sedgwick )

Be it remembered that on this gx—t{z day of &;é/iud/ i lB_Z-_z.
beforg me, a notary public in and for said County znd State, came
d_J‘ie.D’;m/ﬂfﬂ-ﬁa-w/ S -kﬂf(j"' Lo
to me personally known to be the same person who exccuted the foregoing
instrument of writing and duly acknowledged the execution of come,

In Testimony Whereof, I have hereunto sct my hand and affixed my
notarial seal the day and year above written.

Az :;_z‘g)-e,t_- _jé’/h Z af:-w
Notary Public 7
L4

P\;fogciﬁ_\r‘:\fnuinn expires Gi3- e

>

ALL BIGNATURES MUBT DBE ACKNOWLEDGED

Additional statemente of acknowledgment may be attached and made a
part of this petition aam necewsary.
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PROTEST PETITION
(COQUNTY CASES)

BECTION I.

The underasigned, property owners in Sedgwick County, Kansas, hereby =
protest the proposed change of zoning (Conditional Use Application) for -
property described as Casc No. _CU=170  , zone change from
to (for establishment of a Lultiple
in ___"apt zoning) .

BECTION II - Protestor(s)

Property Owned
Lot (g) Block () Addition

The Northerly 94.92 feet of the
easterly 24.04 feet of Lot 17, and
the southerly 20 feet of the
westerly 7.33 feet of the northerly
Typed or Printed Name 55.25 feet of Lot 18, Block 1, both
‘7& e in the Villas at Crestview an Addition
v rgaaczal £ C " to Sedgwick County, Kansas; together
Hignatue with an undivided 1/60th interest in
all the common areas within said Addition

Typed or Printed Name

ACKHOWLLEDGMENT

Btate of Kanpas )
County of Bedgwick )

H

Be it remembered that on this 2 day of

before,me, a notary public in and for sBaid County and ate, came
Z 7
to

@ personally Known to be the sd&me person who execu the foregoing
instrument of writing and duly acknowledged the execution of same,

In Testimony Whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my
notarial seal cthe day and year above writtus,

& ‘ i

Eut.ary Public

ALL BIGHATURES MUST BE ACKNOWLEDGED

" Additional statements of acknowledgment may be attached and made a
part of this petition as necesnary.




o
@)  PpROTEST PETITION
COUNTY G,

BECTION I.

The underaigned, property owners in sedgwi.ck County, Kansas, hereby
protest the proposed change of zoning (Conditional Use Application) for
property described as Case No. _Cu-170 , zune change from
to (for establishment of a [ I

in TAAT zoning) .

BECTION II - Protestor(a)

Property Owned

Name: Lot (s) ~ Block({s) Addition

e eresTviEW
Signature qda viA Reom#a f

/{/ldé(&‘ Z ﬁ Vi
Typed or Printed Name

b)) d 4
dlgnature

Crace z As H

Typed or Printed HMHame

Btate of Kanpas - )
Counly of Bedgwick )

pe it remembered that on this 7 day of Lfﬁ'é_-y_uf , 197237
before me, a Jmta?‘ﬁhlm in and for said County and State, camne
At ia . O L Rl e ;

to me personally known €O be the same person who executed the foregoing
inatrument of writing and duly acknowledged the execution of same.

b

In Tectimeny Whereof, I have hereunto get my hand and affixed my
notarial seal che day and year above written.

S
Notary Public

asion expire Lo SLPT.

ALL, BIGNATURES MUBT BE ACKNOWLEDGED

additional etatements of acknowledgment may be attached and made a
part of this petition as necesnary.

TY9-232




-~
Y pROTEST PETITION
{CQUNTY CASES)

BECTION I.

The undersigned, property owners tn Sedgwick County, a{‘?naaa:, hereby
protest the proposed change of zoning (Conditional Use Application) for
property described as Case No. _CU-170 , zone chango. from
to (for establishment of a I g e
in VAAY zoning) .

PRoPEATY owiezp

Beginning at a point 10.78 feet North of '
. the SW corner of Lot 19, in the VILLAS
ST G AT CRESTVIEW an Addition to Sedgwick
; County, Kansas, sald point being on the
BECTION II - Protestor(s) West line of said Lot 19; thence East
30.05 feet at an angle to the West line
—— of said Lot 19; thence lorth 60.67 feet
Hau, ‘at_a deflection angle to the left of
>§&N\S Sttt 900 00 minutes; thence Yest 7.0 feet at
"m = a deflection angle to the left of 90°
—ahirgl 00 minutes; thence North 4.1 feet + or - |
. at_a deflection angle to the right of ;
900 00 minutes to the North line of said
Lot 19; thence westerly along the North
line of said Lot 19 to tihe Horthwest
corner of said Lot 19; thence South 106.90
feet aleng the West line of said Lot 19 to
SR G 5 the point oisbeglnning; together with an
P Al undivided 1/00th interest in all the +
YRIGHITA, IRARSAY 6239 common areas within said Additlon.. .

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

Btate of Kansas ]
County of Sedgwick )

Be it remembered that on this 7 dayot bl . 1924

before mpe, a notary public in and for said CDlnty?l_)d ﬂ:nte, came
2, 2 \M’ J:‘z ‘Q‘:,g %% Py -‘zé‘zé ’ﬂ;"
to me péuonakﬁr known to be the e person who executed the foregoing

instrument of writing and duly acknowledged the execution of same.

In Testimony Whercof, 1 have hereunto set my hand and affixed my
notarial seal the day and year above written.

o

(op 'f.J Y Motary Public

_y\(flqr::qinahon expires . =3

AL
Rl e ALL_BIGNATURES MUST BE ACKNOWLEDGED

Additional atatements of acknowledgment may be attached and made a
part of this petition as necessary.

T9=232.




f\ §
Y ppeTigt PEIITION
(COUNTY. CASES).

8BCTION I.

The undersigned, propertly owners in Sedgwick County, Kansas, hereby
protest the proposed change of zoning (Conditional Use Application) for
property described as Case No, _CU=120 - , zone change Exom
to o (for establishment of a K d
in L BAANT zoning) .

BECTION II - Protentor (s)

Property Owned
Name Lot (4) Block (8) Addition

n)éf A

i The North 112.43 feet of the East 18.58 .

Eulbre Fal s feet of Lot 29 and the North 112.43 feet,
Devecs /f frrutess rese of the west 15.62 feet of Lot 30, both
Typtdior s inted Nams 1ots 29 and 30 being in the Villas at
Crestview an Addition to sedgwick y
County,Kansas; together with an
undlvided 1/60th interest in all the -,
common areas within said Addition. -

b)

Slgnature

Typed or Printed dame e et

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

Btate of Kansas )
County of Sedgwick )

pe it remembered that on this _4 day of é ;ﬁm‘ﬁ. + (1975,
came
'

before me, a%t.;iy public in and_ for said County and Sfate,

. X PR oy
to me personally kno to e the same person who executed the foregoing
{netrument of writing and duly acknowledged the execution of same.

In Testimony Whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my
notarial seal cthe day and year ahove written.

Hotary Public

CHy comuisslon expires oY 2
< s .
Fal : s .

: - ALL SIGHATURES MUBT BE ACKNOWLEDGED
Yol pe

Addicional statements of acknowledgment may be attached and made a
part of this petition as necessary.




DPROTEST PETTI'ION
COUNTY CASE

' BECTION 1.
The underaig edgwick County, Kansas, hereby
protest the proposed change of zoning (Conditional Use Application) for

property described as Case No. _GU-170 , zone change from
to (for establishment of a tultiple Family lousing Davelopment.

in upAr zoning) . b 7 ¢
e -

PROPERTY oOWWED

The Northerly 80.0l4 feet of the easterly

T.90 feet of Lot 23 and the Northerly
. et 1) 80.04 feet of the westerly 16.02 feet of

Lot 24, ALSO, commencing at @, point
35.0 feet South of the Northeast corner
of Lot 24 measured along the east line
of said Lot 24; thence at a deflection

Sk f—?-,g._g: 4,07/ angle to the right of 90° for-a distance
ﬁtqnaLuru

ned, property owners in §

Mame

of 1.68 feet to the point of beginning;
” thence south 20.0 feet parallel to the
4 ARDIWE east line of Lot 24; thence at & deflection
Typed or Printed Hame angle to the right of 90° for a distance
of 7.3 feet; thence north 20.0 fecet;
by _ b v thence east 7.3 feet to the polnt of
Blgnature beginning, both Lots 23 and 24 being in
the VILLAS AT CRESTVIEW an ADDITION to
: e A" Sedgwick County, Kansas; together with an
Gyped oi Printed hame undivided 1/60th interest in all the common -
arcas within said Addition. b e

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

Btate of Kansas )
county of Bedgwlck )}

pe it remembered that on this day of gfﬁ.‘ﬂi__. 1925-
52: maid County and State, came

befare me, a notacy public in and
rG/ML ot CedieT

to me pefsonally known to be the sam

inatrument of writing and duly ackno!

e person who executed the foregoing
wledged the execution of mame,

In Testimony Whercof, 1 have hereunto set my hand and affixed my

notarial seal the day and year above written,

ALL_BIGNATURES MUST BE ACKNOWLEDGE

ttached and made a

Additional atatements of acknowledgment may be a
part of this patition an neccussary.




@

PROTES!_ Pt

_ BECTION I.

The undersigned, property owners in Sedgwick County, Kansas, hereby
protest the proposed change of zoning (Conditional Use Application) for
property described as Case No. _CU-170 , zone change from

to (for establishment of a L SR,

in VAR zoning) .

property Owned

Lot (s) bBlock(8) Addition

o The Southerly 11.96 feet of the
"g S easterly 115.0 feet orSLot 53
CEora and the northerly 20.08 feet of the
oLgun - = easterly 115.0 feet of Lot ST~
3 Block 1, both lots being in the
S 1 f 0(0 gb, N villas at Crestview an Addition
slgnature to Sedgwick County, Kansas; o
: together with an undivided i
S e AV R 1/60th interest in all the common
Yyped or Printed Heme areas within said Addition.

Typed or Printed Hame

b)

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

gtate of Kansas )
county of Bedgwick )

pe it remembered that on this 2 day of
bef ne, notayy public in and for said County:g.g

el D Rolhiy mep (Pl o
to -me personally known to be the same person who executed the foregoing
inatrument of writing and duly acknowledged the execution of same.

In Testimony Whereof, I have hercunto set my hand and affixed my
notarial seal the day and year above written.

.5""{:.5li L . ’
:{,‘?' STATE o, ) &m’;, 57\/%—,«/)

-".'__,. \\OT"‘./.; i1 Motary Public

S 0, o - 2 /999

ix 4
L ‘Q(jﬂlt\&nmueinn expires

ALL SIGNATURES MUGT BE ACKNOWLEDG

Addicional statements of acknowledgment may be attached and made
part of this petition as necessary.




BECTION I.

The undersigned, property owners in Sedgwick County, Kansas, hereby
protest the proposed change of zoning (Conditional Use Application) for
property described as Case No., ___CU-170 _, zone change from 223

(for establishment of a _ Multiple Family Jlousi
zoning) .

Property Owned

‘Lot (s) Block (6) Addition

y—a@ toT3 Gupmes Crepews

Typed or Printed Name

b)

Bignature

Typed or Printed Name

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

Btate of Kanpas Vs
County of Sedgwick )

Be it remembered that on this é;ﬁ day of (;ag_g‘ Z: i 19_7‘_5:-
before me, a notary public in and for paid County and State, came
Cd.’nmm»’ Crre ST
to me personally kno{rn to be the same person who executed the foregoing
inotrument of writing and duly acknowledged the cxecution of aame,

In Testimony Whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my
notarial seal the day and year above written.

(@
Mﬂﬁ'ﬂ’d
Notary Pu¥lic 7

ALL SIGNATURES MUST BE ACKNOWLEDGED

Additional statements of acknowledgment may be attachad and made a
part of this petition as necessary.




e

rion

" LCounTY CASER)

BECTION 1.

The undernigned, property owners in Sedgwick County, Kansas, hereby
protest the proposed change of zoning (Conditional Usc Application) for
property described as Casc No. CU-170 , zone change from .
to (for establishment of a _Multiple J*ami L ent
ino MARM zoning) .

BECTION II - Protesator(s) »
) Property Owned
E%mp Lot (n) Block(s}) Addition =
“a) // w/f*’ /3 Ensr L)ﬂ;ng Eviriod
Sfgnature ~

WG Havsou
Typed or Printed Name

b)

Signature

Typed or Printed Name

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

Btate of Kansan )

County of Bedgwick ) 5

Be it remembered that on this 74%4 day of éﬁd i 19_7£:
before me, a notary public, in and for paid County and State, came
,} S Yl
to me perponally known to be the same person who executed the foregoing
instrument of writing and duly acknowledged the execution of oame.

In Testimony Whereof, I have hereunto pet my hand and affixed my
notarial seal the day and year above written,

égté/:é z %:z‘;ﬁz/
Notary Public

G-43- 77

ALL SIGHATURES MUST BE ACKROWLEDGED

Additional statements of acknowledgment may be attached and mzde a
part of this petition as necessary.




()

PROTEST _PET1TION

(CourE cacs)

BECTICN I.

The undersigned, property owners in Sedgwick County, Kansas, hereby
proteat the proposed change of zoning (Conditional Use Application) for

property described as Case No, _CU-]70 , zone change from
tu (for establishment of a 3

in TAAY zoning) .

BECTION II - Protestor(a)

Property Owned
Name Lot(u)  Block(s) hddition .
o (T g ik 3 WY PTIGH WL E G GFT
Sigfature 3 Lot 4y WL ¥ 109 17FT, LY rs9q FT
John F. /_&m:—e, Ir Lot G2+ t—4a™ 1wT in ﬂ,_ﬁ,,”;ﬁ/f
Typed or Printed Hame / 7—«4{, U, lfas at @fﬁﬂzw'@w ’

o g e

s Tg:mi.urn

LPuth €. Lance

Typed or Printed Name

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

Btate of Kanpas )
County of Bedgwlck )

Be it remembered that on this ;2 day of (%M , 197
", ty and Hwate, came

s

EE

inatrument of writing and duly acknowledged the executlon of mame,

In Testimony Whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my

notarial peal vhe day and year above written,
/@dJ

Notary Publie

£, <

ALL BIGNATURES MUSBT BE ACKNOWLEDGED

hdditional sctatements of acknowledgment may be attached and made a
part of this petition as necessary.




PROJEST PHETITIC
(COUPIY_CAGLES)
OECTICH I.

The undersigned, property owners in Sedqgwick County, Kansas, hereby
protest the proposed change of zoning (conditional Use Application) for
property described as Case No. Ccu-170 _, zone change from
to (for establishment of a ultiple Family Jlousi
TN zoning) .

BECTION II - Protesntor(s)
Property Owned

Lot (s)  Block(s) nddition
gnature Lot 23 1~ é'/wmé {Mﬂfy,ls
_Joun 5 Svocrent IN Seogwier Coudry, FANSAS

Typy)l or Pringed Nam

Bignature

linpa Sac Socpen '

Typed or Printed Name

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

Btate of Kansas )
County of Sedgwick )

Be it remembered that on this é.&}& day of /715_,_44;6) ¢ e

before me, a notary public in and for said County and State, came

henet = R e - O oo oo A —
to me perophally known t€ bd the same perdon who executed/the’ foregoing
instrument of writing and duly acknowledged the execution of same.

In Testimony Whereof, I have hercunto set my hand and affixed my
notarial seal the day and year above written,

.
", Notary P"étlic 5

o
PIRER

6\):0?;’1;“0“ expires ; s 1977
Bl

ALL BIGNATURES MUBT BE ACHKNOWLEDGEDR

Additional ntatements of acknowledgment may be attached and made a
part of this petition am necewsary.




ATCTION I.

The undersigned, property owners in Sedgwick County, Kansas, hereby
protest the proposed change of zoning (Conditional Use Application) for
property described as Case No. __CUZ170 , zone change frow

to (for cstablishment of a __Multiple JFamily [iof _unﬂ_mlwnent
in _"AAY: zoning) .

BECTION II - Protestor(s)

Property Owned
Lot (s) Block(s) Addition
Elin A 7 Gorevers CrAROEDSS
‘Signature @ S0 fe Pt S0

Awron  Escece
Typed or Printed Name

b)

Signature

Typed or Printed Name

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

Btate of Kansas )
County of Sedgwick )

-5
Be it remembered that on this _.- 2. day of (}Q ”wa g 19/2:;',
Sthte, came

before me, a notary public in and for said County and

o A ohos '
to me personally known to be the same pereon who executed tho foregoing
instrument of writing and duly acknowledged the execution of aame.

65

In Testimony Whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my
notarial =eal the day and year above written,

et

Notary Public

ALL BIGHATURES MUBT DRE ACKNOWLEDGED

Additional atatements of acknowledgmont may be attached and made a
part of thius petition as necessary.




D puorgsr_ver tion e
feounyy. CABEg). :
PRCTION 1.

The underaigned, property owncrs in Bedgwick County, Kansas, I\g_l:eh
piq:“t-thu proponed change of zoniny (Conditional Use Application) for
property described ag Case No. ull-120 , zone change from ;
to . (for eatahlishment ol a Jltiple Family lousir
n tl“ (I zoning) - i S .

'

HECPION 17 - Protestor(s)

i b It __l_-_rvr.J'p--_l;_{_g,[lwnmt
Hame Luto),  Blockis Addition

.q!,%ézﬁ%—_mv The Southerly .6ly fest of the Easterly 107.
~ dignature feet of Lot 09, the Easterly 107.5 feet of

Lot 70, end the Northerly 3.l)y feet of the
Tasterly 107.5 feet of Lot 71, Lots 69
through 71 being in The Villas at Crestview,
an Addition to Sedgwick County, Kansas, ¥
i \7‘& together with an Undivided 1/101'.?: interest
W et tae in all the common areas within said
gignatuin Addition.

Pyped o Printe

_Frances GOomley. .-
Pypod or P inted

Husband and wife, as jolnt tenants.
- AURH L L

Coptate of Kanwahn )
County of Hedgiick )

Be it remembored thar on Chine _“WZ____ day ol __(égz ; 3 ].')Zaf. 3
bafore me, notary public an apd o pald County and 3Cebe, came . e
—%X_@/ ...Mg._.‘/ m@ﬁnﬂé—‘f I

to me personally ko Lo e tHe sane person who aw{g\:tﬂd the foregolng
;natr||me111 Of wribdwl and duly acknowledged the axecution of same,

B

In Testipony Waereol, U hooo heronato mer @y hand end aftixed my
patarial gaal vhe day and year above ritien.

__ | A I

- .},.\;4 Lo el }:.:}-I f;rn rubtlie
% ﬁlr'n"f.}' 0‘(‘_ o H :
A £3 - g,
it \\0 l"‘mq,u;;nmmnlpn gapiren - _QZQ,,_/_Z/_Z
P

»

0
HemN©
e s bl STGHATHIED BT CEGED

s

At ianal statenenty ol ek dgmant ey e attachad and made a
part of this peLLTAGH &0 b ERCTTRE




® PROTESY PEIITION
UMY CASL

BECTION I.

The undersigned, property owners in Sedgwick County, Kansas, hereby
protest the proposed change of zoning (Ctmrht1ona1 Use Application) for

property described as Case No, £y=170 z.rme change from s
to (for establishment of a §

in BAAT zoning) .

BECTION 11 - Protestor(s)
property Owned

Lot (#) Block (8) Addition

Nﬂm
%, Z’Zl i‘““/f‘—‘ﬂkf‘_ 33 A Romn CRESTVIER]
Sighature

e oy T LN ST
Typed or Printed Hame

MRl e

Bignature

N s e

Typed or Printed Name

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

Btate of Kaneas )
County of Bedgwick )

Be it remembered that on this :Z day of

befare me, ary public m and for said Count anc

to me persona known to be the”same person who executed the fo going
inatrument of writlng and duly acknowledged the execution of same,

In Testimony Whercof, 1 have hereunto set my hand and affixed nmy
notarial seal the day and year above written,

~

Natary Public

Oles 1
-Hy cmnminn.lon uxtheuW

ALL BIGNATURES MUST BE ACKNOWLEDRGED

Additional sratements of acknowledgment may be attached and made a
part of this petition as necessary.,




@ .

BLECTION I.

The undersigned, property owners in Sedgwick County, Kansas, hereby
proteot the proposed change of zoning (Conditional Use Application) for
property described as Casc No. Ccu-170__, zone change f£iom

to (for establishment of a __Multiple Family liousing agyglgment

in o "AA™ zoning) .

BECTION II - Protestor(a)

Property Owned
Name Lot (s) Block(s) Addition

o si%ﬁuf:jul/ : = WEST 150 FF of +he.

Exsr 3345 At pEAbe,
5&‘,{&% & ﬂ’é‘é;ptﬂ 4}
Ty;‘:ed or Printed Name ORTH X85 E o F “he,

/ g )4[41' Vi ’L?IQ?#EJ‘?S’F‘ Kunerse oF
Signature SeTiion 22 -7 - 205

Anna. V. Hansen
Typed or Printed Name

b)

ACKNOWLEDGHENT

Btate of Kannaa )
County of Bedgwick )

Be it remembered that on this Z day of (% 19 ﬁ
before me, a nota:y pyblic in and for msaid r:ounty and St tn, came
to me per:l'-onally known to be the same person who exccuted the foregoing
instrument of writing and duly acknowledged the exccution of came.

In Testimony Whereof, I have hereuntoc cet my hand and affixed my
notarial scal the day and year above written.

=3 e S
Hotary Pudlic ?

E 13- 75

o G
um "'l\

et

ALL GIGNATURES MUBT BFR ACKNOWLEDGED

Additicnal statements of acknowledgmont may be attached and mada &
part of this péetition as necewssary.




QTEST_PETITION ©
{COUNTY CASLS)

BECTION I.

'The undersigned, property owners in Sedgwick County, Kansas, hereby
protest the proposed change of zoning (Conditional Use Application) for :
property described as Case No. _CU-170 __, zone change from i
to (for establishment oii a

in __"aA¥  zoning).

The South 95.33 fect of the West 19.58
feet of L. t 63 end the South 95.33 feet
% of the Last 4.42 feet of Lot GU, also
Slgnature g weing at a point 73.07 fecet South
and 3.12 feet West of the Wortheast
C M 5 eo ) 5_/, corner of Lot 63; thence West 7.33 feet;
s S north 20.0 feet; east 7.33 feet; south
20,0 feet to the point of beginning,
; both Lots 63 and G4 being in the Villas
at Crestview, an Addition to Sedgwick
County, Kansas; together with an undivided |
ISEN 1/60th interest in all the comuon areas
within said Addition.

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

Btate of Kanpau ]
County of Bedgwlck )

Be it remembered that on this 2 day of %;Z o .'I.BZ;T.
befare :y, a notary public in and ff.n: said County and ate, came
(- 7’,‘}' T it s i i) i, ) P A 5

to me personally known to be the same person who executed the foregoing
instrument of writing and duly acknowledged the execution of aame,

In Testimony Whereof, 1 have hereunto set my hand and affixed my
notarial seal che day and year above written.

Notary Public

sion axplrus%@n-? 22 424:2

ALI, SIGNATURES MUBET BE ACKNOWLEDGED

Additional statements of acknowledyment may be attached and made a
part of this petition as necessary,

T9-232




fri z
@ PROTEST PEI'ITION
(counny CASES)

BECTION I.

The undersigned, property owners in 'Sngwi.uk county, Kansas, hereby
protest the propuued change of zoning (chditiL)nal Use Applicat ion) for
property described as Case No, _CU=]70__, zohe change from
to (for establishment of a pHulti U
in wAA"___ zoning) .

BECTION 1I - Protestor(s)

SZL -()ﬂemegiaizh Lot(s) e
s : e

“a) Y ‘L et £ "l./d-ﬂ“- The northerly 112.67 feet of the
/ i

Signature easterly 5.7 feet of Lot 25 and
: the northerly 112.67 feet of Lot
26 and the northerly 112.67 feet.
Pyped or Printed Niune of the westerly 3.3 feet of Lot 27,
Lots 25, 26 and 27 being in the
Bloic oo o villas at Crestview an Addition to
Signature Sedgwick County, Kansas; together
with an undivided 1/60th interest
in all the common areas within

Typed or Priated Ham said Addition.

ACKNUWLEDGMENT

Btate of Kansawe )
county of Sedgwick )

8
pe 1t remembered that on this 7 day of C%‘Z . 1eZyn e
before me, ncta public in and for aid County and ate, came

0 A, 27 L ;

to me personally known rghe the same person who executed the foregoing
inastrument of writing and duly acknowledged the execution of same,

In Testimony Whereof, 1 have hereunto set my hand and affixed my
notarial seal the day and year ahove written,

AR =M Pl

Notary Publice

ALL BIGNATURES MUST BE AC OWLEDGE

" Additional statements of acknowledgment may be attached and made a
part of this petition as necessary.




PROTEST PETLTION

{CQUNTY CASES)
BECTION 1.

The undersigned, property owners in Sedgwick County, Kansas, hereby
‘protest the proposed change of zoning (Conditional Use Application) for
property described as Case No. _CU=]170 , zone change from 4
ke ___ (for establishment of a } i
in VAR zoning) .,

A
TRoPERTY fJodgn
Lor ' ADDITTON

The Northerly 80.15 feet of the
Easterly 17.07 feet of Lot 20, and the
Northerly 80.15 feet of the Westeriy
6.83 feet of Lot 21, also, commencing
at a point 35.35 feet South of the
NW corner of Lot 20, measured along
the West lot line of said Lot 20; thence
Name Lot (&t a deflection angle to the left of
W é_\/_// # 90° for a distance of 0.63 feet to
i / A et the point of beginning; thence South
Signature 19.9 feet parallel to the West line
of Lot 20; thence at a geflection

LEA Afe /)afjo/a/ angle to the left of 90° for a

Typed or Erinte}N.{'l_r;ld : distance of 7.3 feet; thence North
Vo ‘// 14 A 19.9 feet; thence West 7.3 feet to
h)*'ﬁ/f%/gﬁé, é» ,_.{,/’d zf/ﬁ_@é the point of beginning, both Lots 20
Sighatyte . and 21 being in THE VILLAS AT CRESTVIEW,

BECTION II - Protestor(s)

s an Addition to Sedgwick County, Kansas
M/M, I/ /1[ /\7 DEWA’ together with an undivided lfﬁath :Lm:e;'est

Typed oi/ Printed Name in all the common areas within said . .
Addition. : T

ACKHOWLEDGMENT

Btate of Kanpan ) o5
County of Bedgwick )

"
inatrument of writing and duly acknowledged the execution of same,

In Testimony Whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my
notarial seal the day and year above written,

A ittt

Notary Public

u AR, 77T

ALL BIGNATURES MUST BE ACKNOWLELGED

hAdditional statements of acknowledgment may be attached and made a
part of this petition as necessary.




O

PROTESY PETITION
(CQUNTY CAS 1S)

BECTION I.

The undersigned, property owners in Sedgwick County, Ke:msas., hereby
protest the proposed change of zoning (Conditional Use Application) for
property described as Case No. _CU-170 v 2008 clmnqelfrom
to _______ (tor establishment of a Ialtiple Fowily llousing Development

“in AN zoning) .

PRofepTY ©

Beginning at a point 10.78 feet North -
of the SE corner of Lot 18 in the VILLAS
AT CRESTVIEW an Addition to Sedgwick
County, Kansas, said point being on the east
line of said Lot 18; fence West 30.0 feet
—at a right angle to the east line of said
5 Name L Lot 18; fence Nortn 60.07 feet at a
: W 2 W deflection angle to the right of 90° 00 ft.;
a) (Lfdliforee R/ & 72 fence East 7.0 feet at o deflection angle to
signature / the right of 90' less than a foobt; fence
i ~ ~~ North 43.75 + or - ft. at a deflection angle
Hrrsor e G to the left of 90° 00 ft. to the north
Typed or Printed Name line of said Lot 18; fence easterly along
{(’;«_‘_ the North line of said Lot 18 to the
b) 2 northeast corner of Lot 18; fence South

tignature 106.90 ft. along the east line of said
G ,4 /;;G_é Lot 18 to the point of beginning; together

with an undivided one-sixtieth (1/60) i
interest of the Common Areas in said Addition.

ACKNOWLEDGMAENT

Typed or Frinted HNaiwe

Btate of Kansas ]
County ofj Sedgwick )

Be it remembered that on this 5 é day of

before me, a notary public in and for nd State, came
BRI SR J

to me péijsonally known ¥o be the saije person who sxecdted the foregoing
instrument of writing and duly acknéwledged the execution of same.

in Testimony Whereof, 1 have hereunto set my hand and affixed my
notarial seal the day and year above written.

e, E HHEE J. CERMAK ) . ,é_,md Q*ﬁmm A /
=

ﬁ Se.gwick County, Kans, ‘ Notary Public [
My Camm. Exp. Dec. 20, 1977

My Commission expires /(,-._J).aa_ ‘g 77

&

ALL SIGNATURES MUBT BE ACKNOWLEDGED

Additional statements of acknowledymant may be attached and made a
part of this petition aB necessary.




Gl dol
BUCTION 1.
The underpigned, prop=ity cwie 8 in Sedqwick Coupty, Kansaa, hereby
piotest the proposed chang: of tol i q (ronditiopal Use Applicat ion) for
v oaoscerilewl ag Choc )| _ ., #one change from __ e
{ aglbabli o) b vl il e ami e douaing J e o < ; 1
i CHpAn L zoning) . Bt

PROPERTY owweD

The South 95.33 feet of the West 10.42 !
feet of Lot 66 and the South 95.33 feet
of the east 13.59 fect of Lot 67, also
commencing at a polnt 72.94 feet south
and 8.96 feet east of the NW corner of

Haine -
"‘; % Lot 67; thence east 7.33 feet; north
%) 1% 1*.«_ ;" 20.0 feet; west 7.33 feet; south 20.0
feet to the point of beginning, boln Lots

|L.Jn1l;u|re
66 and 67 being in the VILLAS AT

CRESTVIEW an Addition to Sedpgwlck
County, Kansas; together with an

A % undivided 1/60th interest in all the
b !, . AV e common areas within said Addition.
.l & TS = % Ay

natney

Cff & STELE /ﬁ JEELE A

|u‘(| of  Frinced dome

RO A T Y

Atate of Kanunan I wn

County of foedgwicic ) |

2
pe it vemewbored thai on thia ,/ s

pofare ;rm a notary ,,:}H ¢ in and for fiald Cosnty i

Gt oo ca. i _.‘&_mfi.._@ﬁ!{..a’:_.,(
to me /peracna l'{ knn-.n to Lie the same perascn who um«.mnri rhu foregalng
inatryment of writing and daly

acknowledged the exeacurion of aane,

¢ nand and affixod my

In Pestdnony Whereas?, 1 have hernuata net iy
potacial neal cvhe day and yenr above vribiven,

N o .
"uuwﬂlnww-vuﬂzng¢,295,4?2f,
p

A
V4 &
ALy UGHATURER (IET DE MK

Adaittanal statements of acknowisdgmant asy b anteched and made a

I af thiae petibion an Lgovanal




@ PROTEST P TION

(COUNTY CASES)

BECTION I.

The undersigned, property owners in sedgwick County, Kansas, hereby
protest the proposed change of zoning (Conditional Use npplication) for
property described as Case No. CU=170 , zone change from
to (for establishment of a Lultiple Family lousing Development

in o aan zoning) .

PROPERATY OWANED

SECTION 11 - Protestor(s) The easterly 14.44 feet of the northerly
107.80 feet of Lot 33 & the westerly 15.64
feet of the northerly 107.80 feet of Lot

Hame 34, both north-south measurements teing from
the nertheast corner of Lot 33 along the
a) ok - east lot line of Lot 33 and the east west
ig ur measurements being at right angles to

W:T. Roundy said east lot line, both lots being in the
- VILLAS AT CRESTVIEW an Addition to Sedgwick
F P v N =
Typed or I'rinted Nama County, Kansas; together with an undivided
1/60th interest in all the common arces within
sald Additien. P e

b) Huby F. Soundy
g+=errrt+rrs Typed or Printed

esd-Hame Sighature

ACKNOWLEDGHMENT

state of Kansas )
County ot Sedgwick )

o ) :
pe it remembered that on this _ !_ day of ’ L] 25,

before me, a{.g:ary public in d for naid r‘gnty and State, came

ﬂ. . (AN PV (% . el el
to me personally kndwn to be the same person who txecuted the foregoling
f{nstrument of writing and duly acknowledged the execution of same,

In Testimony Whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my
notarial seal the day and year above written.

Notary Public

My !;.:orrgnlnalon expires _ %//.2//)K

ALL BIGNATURES MUGT BE ACKNOWLEDGED

Additional Btatementa of acknowledgment may be attached and made a
part of this petition as necesnary.

T9-232




D ormn
{couny

BECTION I.

The undersigned, property owners in Sedqgwick County, Kansas, hereby
proteat the propaned change of zoning (conditional Use Application) for
property described as Casc HNo. _ CuU-170_ __, zone change from
to (for establishment of a _Multiple Fami i
in __"AR" zoning) .

nent

BECTION II - Protestor(s)
Property Owned
Block (s) Addition
s GRROEXS
s R R Gt asrn . HEA

EcizABeTh R, Kive
Typed or Printed Name

b)

Signature

Typed or Printed Name

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

Btate of Kanpas ) s
County of Bedgwick )

i)
Be it remembered that on this 5;2‘44(— day of éﬁa—_& i 1975,

before me, a notary public in and for said County and 8tate, came
O bz h W i

to me perso{(ally known to- be/the same person who executed the foregoing

inotrument of writing and duly acknowledged the execution of same,

in Testimony Whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my
notacial seal the day and year above written,

_M‘—
P e e
Notary Public

ission expires ¢—/3- 7’,7

ALL BIGNATURES MUST BE ACKHOWLEDGED

Additional statements of acknowledgment may be attached and made a
part of this petition as nccessary.




EECTION I.

The undersigned, property owners in Sedgwick County, Kansas, hereby
protest the proposed change of zoning (Conditional Use Application) for
property described as Case No, CU-170 __, zone change from A3
to (for establishment of a _Multiple Family lousi
in _"AA%. ' zoming).

‘7" .5? Property Owned
Lot (8) Block (6) Addition

0 22 é é?ﬁ; i Zg% Gripers Garosvs

Signature

Rrcr s Davip £sres
Typed or Printed Hame

b) Q’mu r'?_ %’7’23
sdgnaturd

Joan J. Esres
Typed or Printed Name

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

8dtate of Kanpas )
County of Bedgwick )

Be it remembered that on this Tl day of Q&d ;1975
efore me, a notary public in and for said County and State, came
_ﬁéﬁmﬁw—fﬁ- Lo
to me pernonally known to be tie samé person who cxecuted the foregoing

instrument of writing and duly acknowledged the exocution of aame.

In Testimony Whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my
notarial meal the day and year above written.

(o A’W
Notary I'E(ub.l!.r: j

WE
"y =
o‘}.&v
\}%n.imiuaion expires G-13-97

ALL SIGHNATURES MUET BE ACKNOWLEDGED

Additional etatements of acknowledgment may be attached and made a
part of this petition as necessary.




AT _PETITIon @

J._OL ‘iil..kl\‘ b

BECYION I.

The undersigned, property owners in Sedgwick County, Kansas, hereby
protent the proposed change of 7on1ng (Conditional Use Application) for
property described as Case No. CU-170 _, zone change from

(for establishment of a _Multiple Family Housin LLDmlwment

zoning) .

SECTION II - Protestor(s)

Property Owned
Name Lot (s) Block (8) hddition

a) {féaw— é gﬁi;ﬁ' --49"
Signature i G_‘”_o".__,—ggg Coroes

Ceprevce B, SHEL BANJIR: fzﬂ BT e
Typed or Printed Name *+ &

b) ! : PR

Bignature

Geencowe V. SHerman
Typed or Printed Name

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

Btate of Kansas )
County of Bedgwick )

pe it remembered that on this ";UM’_/ day of a&uﬁ v 39 757

before me, a nota public in and for d County and State, ccma

to me personally known to the same person who executed the foregoing
instrument of writing and duly acknowledged the execution of rame.

In Tectimony Whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed iy
notarial seal the day and year above written.

L .
_.:ZQM4M‘
Notary Pubfic L

F-/3-77

ALL SIGNATURES MUBT BE ACHENOWLEDGED

Additional statements of acknowledgment may be attached and made a
part of this petition aw necessary.




PROTESY i

" LCOUNIY. G,

BECTION I.

The undernigned, property owners in Sedgwick County, Kansas, hereby
protest the proposed change of zoning (Conditieonal Use Application) for
property described as Case No, __ CU-170 , zone change from
to e (for establishment of a _Multiple Family Housindg Dovelopment

in’ = "AR": zoning) .

BECTION II - Protestor(s)
Property Owned

Name 3 Lot (s) Block (o Addition
; -7& i 4
a) < gegrm T / ({H!-l—km?‘\

'SLgnatura

THE (/FST K AcrES o= THE
locens P. LR S TS ERsr /A5 PcoEs oF THE Sourw

- ACRES OF THE SouTHWEST
Typed or Printed Name “o : S
S QunrTER OF SEciiow /5 Town/SHIP

A7, Aaves 2 EBST, Scoe-tick

2, ; A
by s e M NS LdC;"fo
Coun'tf KAesos.

Bignature

Gewava A U8 Wscorl
Typed or Printed Name

ACKNOWLEDGHENT

Btate of Kangpas )

County of Bedgwick )
~
Be it remembered that on this =y day of Q,*’?’*‘(i i 19_’4:’:;.
before me, a no_?l_ary public in and for said Counﬂtyqand State, came
il o el Bt ~le e (8 D ptiaiae 7
to me personally known to be the same person who executed the foregoing
writing and duly acknowledged the execution of asume.

instrument of
In Testimony Whereof, I have hereunto cet my hand and affixed my
day and year above written.

notarial seal the day
s, P
A/f’;-{ /adlf é—'f?"

Notary Public

isaion expires /7','/3'7'7

ALL BIGNATURES MUGBT BE ACKNOWLEDGED

Addictional statements of acknowledgment may be attached and made a
part of chis petition as necessary.




o g A S g e B T g B -

gagrzon 1

The undegeignod, Propeity QwWneis Lo ek Courty
prai s¢t the proposed cranuz of coning (Condi ional Uwe b
ibed as Case Na, Ccu=170 _, zcne chauae : 45
v ftor esiablivpment of a ol biple Fomuls jlowsecs Development

Cmoning)h

BECTION 11 - Protestor (aj
Proper ty owied

f 1 Block(g) Addition
H@ m& Cor 25 GPROEDS

hature The /l/a#tTH /36 Feat ot

::rg_tsyh_&_P_E"'-s}_\w e East f5 Lot oF Lot T

Typad or Printved Maina

b)&&&b\%—l L

gignature

B‘Z va o\ oy Ft"-"j\—e X

Typed ot Pkinted Name

Aiite of Kanaaa )
Couity of Szdgwlck )

e it remembered tnat on this \fﬁf L . diey of _;/@M PRy LR_/_Z_)’:_

bufura -w, a notaiy public in and for aud County and Scata, cand

IS Fcakow daal desscliy sTFao o

ta ne aruonz\lly known te bLe the same pernow who siecutsd the forsgoing
Lostrunert of writing and dulv acknowledged the execution cof rane.

53

In Testimony Wherest, I have hercunto aeh my hand snd affixad my
notarial veal the day and year akove written.

.Afg‘@/ o “ﬁ"é"‘/

Notary Pblic

midicions) atats: yeknowliadaronl may
af thia s ion an ceeRaly.,




HETLUION .

Tha {1ndega,\qx:-d. proprity wwners I gansas, hereby
peoteat tvhe procesed chanoe ofl Loning
prore oty gescribed as Case Noo
iy e i
S e ) _.zoning) .

o

BECTION Ii - kroteastor{s)

___Preperty Cwned

rame Let{s)  Blechus) ndattion

ST e '2;&,1«77(&/ ioe 2erTH HAE Greoims CGrarcocws
slonatifre { o= Lor /2
/ f‘.&c’L}LLM:‘.JQo:JM.G:ﬁ .

Pyoed ‘or Printed Name

7

Bi' natura
2 (5
Noss, £ M- Lhuvod eH
Typed or Princed Name
ACKNOVILEDGMENT

Actate of Kangas ) s
Covaty of Bedgwick )

7 X 5
8r it remembsred that on thia -'r:{z_f-_,_,_ day of 1%’4,‘_ L o 5923:‘
before me, a notazy public in end for uﬂgd County ‘\:id Slata, came
Z, g & . / &
—_—— (L - = : — - e e s s
to me p ragnally known to fﬁ. the saune peraon who exccuted t faragoeing
ingtrumert of writing and duly acknowledgea che execution of Aana.

1n Testimeny Whereef, I have Jiereunts et my hand snd affined wy
notarisl saal cthe day and year above written,

Additional stetementn of achnowledanant may be attacied and made &
prYr of this petition as necessary.




BECTION I.

The undersigned, property owners in Sedgwick County, Kansas, hereby
proteat the proposed change of zoning (Conditional Use Appl:.c:\t:.on) for .
properly described as Case No. CU-170 __, zone change from

(Eor establishment of a _Multiple Jami usi c ent
zoning) .

BECTION II - Protestor(s)

Property Owned

Lok (s) Block(s) Addition

Poar oF THE MNortHwest (QuerTeR oF
Siinacira Section 42, TowasHip 27 SoutH, Rawes 2
éo!mc{ w EfsT oF THE (th AM, SEpswick CounTy
Typed or Printed Name KAwsBS, cdescaBen 4s ! AF&"""‘”’VG S
! ovs Llesr oF THE MoRTHEAST (DR ER
b) _{‘%jz_&g%ké@/ OF S#ip JVoRruuesT (Panrrer, +HEEE
signatdre Sourn #ORoss, Thenc EST Lo RoOS

+henee AloRTH YO Rods, Feme EBST

Dusyeews L. HAvoen b Rops o Beginning.
Typed or Printed Name

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

Btate of Kanpas )
County of Sedgwick )

Be it remembered that on this i Y7 day of
before me, a notary pub‘l]]u: in and for maid Cmmtz an
koafa d ¥
to me personally known to/be the same péraon who execuleih
inetrument of writing and duly acknowledged the execution?d

In Testimony Whereof, I have hereunto set my hand nnd"‘}xfﬁimd my
noturial seal the day and year above written. T

A{/;WM_/

Notary PuBlid /

My Commission expires é gf 3/4/;14}7

ALL BIGNATURES MUST BE ACKNOWLEDGED

Addicional statements of acknowledgment may be attachad and made a
part of this petition as necessary.




SACTION 1.

ihe undersigned, preperty owners in Sedywick Coupbty, Kansas, nereby
protect the proposed g zoning (Conditioral Vise Application) for
proverty described as Caoss 4 mane e nn. rtnad R T e
to ..., . {for establishment L of a tipks g il L hisyelqppent

i UAAY L T anding ).

BRCTT1O8 1L - Proteskoria)
Property Ovned
Nama Lot{s)  Bleckis) addition

/ a_.ng,_{é K  LrT awapt Hae Mor 74 Goers Gﬂﬂm}

sl

'}f:!mtl[re /36 oot o the.
Sustiso fet

Narn*.e-#
T A
7 A

Elq"\hﬂ;ujn

Patricia Rich
Tvied ¢r Printed Name

ACKND

Btnte of Nassas }
County of Sedgeinh )

.
Be it rememkored inut on thia .. dny of
batgre ma, a netasy pupniie i and for szid County and
i srine dOASH Gzl FRLicses Foedd |
eennnally known to be the srme parpon “who ﬂxncuu‘
inatcument of writing and duly acknowiedged “heo e.cecut

In T=2stincny Wnsresi, 1 heve hesnunto got wy hend av
necatial wesi vhe dnp and year above wrilten.

s Cieendoaion expiieg

d)rianas aterenante of ackaowloedgrent may e artechad an’ onde
wala nfzlinion nuCCRuaTY .,




Lo @

LCOURPY. CASL

BECTION I.

The undernigned, property owners in Sedgwick County, Kansas, hereby
protest the proposed cliange of zoning (Conditional Use Application) for
property described as Case No. __cu-170__, zone change from _ i
to (for establishment of Hulbiple Family Housing Development

Snies IAAT zoning) .

BECTION II - Protestor(s)

Property Owned
Lot(s)  Block(s) Addition

PBegin g Fg¢ Feet Clizs i~ aﬁ#¢

Signature ' il A Guarfer o ffa’e,}’imjfmf
& Ghetirter, tﬂence /téﬁf{\ /326 feef,
1’00 P. FusiT fA4Mel e iy 2 i f"g‘:“C

Typed or Printed Namne e g e e

Socth bé 7 s
330 fect Lhence. St it
Fhance Sast- R Feat; 7o éezfu'mmf,
Blgnature 3 Sathuwest @ua,fg,. oﬂ_s—ec,imi

(57 Tewnship L7 Range L E@sT

Typed or Printed Name Seddganik Cocnty, fsansas,

ACHKNOWLEDGHENT

Btate of Kanspas ) e
County of Bedgwick )

Be it remembered that on this 41% day of & e ‘ IBL-S.F
before me, a notary blic in and for paid County and State, came

fﬁ%g Do gi C i
to me personally known to Be the same person who executed the foregoing
instrument of writing and duly acknowledged the execution of name.

In Testimony Whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my
notarial seal the day and year above written,

A =Y
-7(/44 Z‘—.—u‘ /54—;7 (,(_{1.,‘4/

Notary Publid v

Y
i -
oogi\mlisﬂiun expires '?‘/25’ 77

ALI. BICNATURTS MUBT BN ACKHOWLEDGED

Additional atatements of acknowledgment may be attached and made &
part of this petition as necessary.




9

LROYE 1TI0N
(COupTY_CRskis).

The undersigned, property owners in Sedgwick County, Kansas, hereby
tional Use Application) for

BECT1ON I.
proteot the proponed change of zoning (Condi
ibed as Casc No. €u=170 , zone change from
(for establishment of a _Mullivle Family Houging Development
=
7w &

property descr

"AR": zoning) .

Property Owned
Addition

‘Lot(s)  Block(s)
LrpsT /& RCRES OF THE

Lern [HALE OF THE
pRTER OF

Slokrte W EST @t(
Seeriw 22, TowesHir 27,

Hewesw J. | ’
Typed or Printed Name
4 A, Rpoer & EAST SEL ewick
Coants, Knwses.

7

BECTION II' - Protestor(s)

_’1 -
b) A7/,

Bignature
Maric i =
Typed or Printed Name
ACKNOWLEDGHENT

Btate of Kansas ) L

County of Bedgwick )

Be it remembered that on this 41":6 day of (23&:_(’_ , 19 757
a notary public in and for said County and State, cameo

srdevs i) ol Tz bda. anderodss

before me,
(L8 i b
inetrument of writing and duly acknowledged the execution of seme,

I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my

In Testimony Whereof,
notarial seal the day and year above written,
i > %4 -‘6/7"_/

Notary Puglic i

7-/3-77

(A
to me personal{y”known to be the same person who executed the forcgoing

ion explres
ALI, SIGNATURES MUBT BE ACKNOWLEDGED
attached and made a

(A ALL_ 81
Additional statements of acknowledgment may be

part of this petition as necessary.




BECTION 1.

fhe underpigned, property ownero in Sedgwick County, Kansas, hexeby
proteat the proposed change of zoning (Conditional Use Application) for
cu-170 , zone change from 3

property described as Case No.
to (for establishment of a Multiple Family jlousing Developpent

ot T
in __"AA" zoning) .

SECTION II - Protestor(s)

property Owned
Name Lot (#) Block (8) Addition
Grloers GARIEYS

)i : Uidowr toTl Sbars 246 FT
Signature

cewn K. LBisues
Typed or Printed Name

b)

Bignature

Typed or Printed Name

ACKNOWLEDGMERT

Btate of Kanpas )

County of Sedgwick ) 2

1972,

pe it remcmbered that on this j’db day of M o
before r:y notary public in and for said County and State, came

’l’)‘lfl.d Y J/’ ] 20
to me peroonally known to be the same person who executed the foregoing

instrument of writing and duly acknowledged the execution of same.

In Testimony Whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my
notarial seal the day and year above written.

Notary Publie 7 %

‘;L_Zfrga_i:uion expires -/3-77
SoE

ALL. BIGNATURES MUET BE ACKROWLEDGED

Additional statements of acknowledgment may be attached and mzda a
part of this petition as necessary.




D Lporngr eI
LCOUNTY Cisks).

GECTION 1.

The undersigned, property owners in Sedgwick County, Kansas, hereby
protest the proposed change of zoning (Conditional Use hpplication) for

property described as Case No. Cu=170 , zonc change from ¥
to (for establishment of a _Multiple pamily llousi Y ent °

oo MG
in __"AA": zoning) .

BECTION II - Protestor(s)

Property Owned
Hame ot Dlock(s) Addition

"a) (fod._m/‘f.( ’Q T Grpers GAROEYS

Signature

N KErne TH S

Typed or Printed Name
bkt

signature {/ ;

5/?7.:
'ryped or Erinted Name

ACKNOWLEDGHENT

Btate of Kanoas )
County of Bedgwick )

me. a notary 13 blu: in and for_said caunt:y and
Ko zriom. Ao
to me pé nonally known tn be the same pe:aon sRo executed the foregoing
instrument of writing and duly acknowledged the execution of aame,

In Testimony Whereof, I have hereunto set my hand ‘and affixed my
notarial seal the day and year above written,

/LJJ r.(/’ 11/,;4

Notary PuWiic

poion expires GF-43- 77

ALL BIGNATURES MUBST B ACKNOWLEDGED

Additional statements of acknowledgment may be attached and mada a
port of this petition as necessary,




BECTION I.

The undersigned, property owners in Scdgwick County, Kansas, hereby
protest the proposed change of zoning (Conditional Use application) for
property described as Cauc No. cuU-170 _, zone change from i

to (for establishment of a Mulbiple Family Jousing Developpent

in _"ADp": zoning) .

- BECTION II - protesntor (8)

property Owned
Lot () Block(Bs) Addition

3 S|
At et Bl GPE G

\

Jonw it CocHRAN
Typed or Printed Name

LU

Bignature

Dova (ocHeht

Typed or Printed Name

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

Btate of Kansas ) -
County of Sedgwick )

pe it remembered that on this cg/l!{d- day of d&uﬁ: = 19E
before me, a notary public in and for said County and State, came
5 eV Pogdrt st .
to me rsonally known to be the same person who executed the foregoing
instrument of writing and duly acknowledged the execution of szme.

In Testimony Whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixced my
notarial seal the day and year above written,

ﬂ&f!./)—d ;g'é’-»l—l', td’dt.!

Notary Publdc

P ATS ,
-?;'ﬁ%ﬁrﬁn“ipnl.on explres g-13-77
puY” SoTf

b 0
vy, SR et
'u..,iﬂnw\c-‘;-- ALL SIGHATURES MUBT BE ACKNOWLEDGED

Additional ntatements of acknowledgment may be attached and made a
part of this petition as necessary.

9=-232




BECTION I.

The undernigned, property owners in sedgwick County, Kansas, hereby
proteat the propesed change of zoning (Conditional Use Application) for .
property described as Case No. CU-170 _, zone change from

to (for establishment of a __Multiple ramily Housing ngxg]gj;ment

in __"AR"™ zoning) .

BECTION II - Protestor(s)
2 Properly Owned Aﬁ[ﬁ{]&}-’f/ﬁ&_

Lot (s) nlock(s) hddition

:2 Wﬁ?’//t" 4 ’2,% =

Ty :_d or Printed Name

;/—'/'«zd:(/ /W/fg'(ﬂc
Bxng‘:ute

Al 1Ee 4 euRBALD
‘ryped or Printed Name

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

Btace of Kanpan )
County of Sedgwick )

Be it remembered that on this 5/'4{’ day of gz,gob i J,B_Z{Zd
before me, a notary public in and for said County and State, came
i phed K Gl P rnii s
to me persona¥ly known to be the &ame person who executed the foregoing
instrument of writing and duly acknowledged the exccution of oame.

In Testimony Whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my
notarial seal the day and year above written,

Notary Publfc

‘.};\m;"-
R‘ 'ﬁbemﬁunion expires ?‘/3 77

- ALL_BIGNATURES MUET BE ACKNOWLEDGED
“'lu-no"
Additional statemente of acknowledgmont may bLe attached and made a
part of this petition as nccessary.




" {COUNTY. ¢

@ MOTEST P71 I10N
3).

LECTION 1.

The undersigned, property owners in Sedgwick County, Kansas, hereby
protest the propesed change of zoning (Conditilunul Use Application) for ;
property described as Case No. Cu-170__, zone change from :

(for establishment of a __Multiple Famil ousi cve lopmen t

"AR" zoning) .

BECTION II - Protestor(s)

Properly Owned

Lot (8) Block(s) hddition

Signatyre

ViRGI. . Barry
Typed or Printed Name

Bignature

Hecer! B, PALTH

Typed or Printed Name

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

Btate of Kanpas ) s
County of Sedgwick )

pe it remembered that on this cj/&d/ day of _(_‘%f.’ , 19 7‘5._‘
before me, a notary public in and for said County and State, came

ﬁfg:gﬂ Y Pptds ol Heter 3 Brrzd
A ¥ D } .
to me Personally known to be the same person who executed the foregoing

inatrument of writing and duly acknowledged the exacution of same.

In Testimony Whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my
notarial seal the day and year above written.

Notary Public

W'.nlon oxpires 4‘/3' 77

ALL BIGRATURLS MUST BE ACKROWLEDGED

Additional statements of acknowledgment may be attached and mada a
part of this petition as necessary.




@

PECTION I.

The undersigned, property owners in Sedgwick County, Kansas, hexreby
protest the proposed change of zoning (Conditional Use Application) for .
property described ag Case No. cu-170 , zone change fxom 2

{for establishment of a Multiple Family Hougsing Dovelopment

zoning) .

BECTION II - Protestor (s)

Property Owned
Lot (&) Block(s) hdditicn
22 foerd [COFT. (repems GAROEUVS

Gevpee H. SKiwvEL
or Pg_inted Hame 2

Typed or Printed Name

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

Btate of Kanpas )
County of Bedgwick )

Be it remembered that on this Sk day of dfﬁ‘-&‘ v 19_11’5:
befor State, came
g = 0 _{M'Aﬁ)
to me perfionally known to be the same persoh who executed the foregoing
instrument of writing and duly acknowledged the execution of same,

In Testimony Whercof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my
notarial seal the day and year above written,

Aty e

Notary Public

ALL BIGNATURES MUST BE ACKNOWLEDGED

Additional ntatements of acknowledgmont may be attached and made a
part of this petition asm nucessary.

TR e

g |

P

e




LI0M
BECTIOHN I.

fhe uwndernigned, property ownerd in Sedgwick County, Kansas, hereby
protent the proposed change of zoning (Conditional Use Application) for
propexty described as Case No. ___Cu-170 _, zonec change from ;
(for establishment of a Mulliple Family llousing Development
zoning) .

Property Owned
Lot (s) Block(s) Addition

24 Grrepees SALOEXS

Yoty G. CeAyBRooK
Typed or Printed Name

Signgture

Eo'zaseTd B Cepybrook
Typed or Printed Name

ACKNOWLEDGMERT
Btate of Kangas ) i
county of Bedgwick )

pe it remembered that on thia cjztdt day of
before me, a ngtary public in and for_pai
O) / : p ;

2wl

chine

d County and State,
S8 e L ; by e LaTho 5. /e
{/personally know

- i i1 2 somssianstlh
son who executed’the foregoing
{nstrument of writing and duly acknowledged the execution of came.

In Testimony Whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my
notarial meal thc day and year above written.

foe el

Notary Publie

) ! f’ -
A .ﬁn 7-/3- 77

R

ALL GIGHATURES MUST BE ACHNROWLEDGED

Additional statements of acknowledgment may be sttached and made a
part of this petition ae necessary.




@ PROTEST PETITION @

BECTION I.

The undersigned, property owners in Sedgwick County, Kansas, hereby

protest the proposed change of zoning (Conditional Use Application) for
property described as Case No. ¢ i 70 zone change from

to (for establishment of a viT|PLE F e

in Kzoning) .

BECTION II - Protestor(s)

Property Owned
Lot (s) Block (s) Addition

Name
" a) /_‘j{a‘/M/f Y ) gt GILDERS CipRDEY
e

Signature

BieHALD € 17 455¢
Typed or Printed Name

w7 Jeda 770 LZ[ )agds
: 7

signature

Mada M ﬂ'}lmss;rw

Typed or Printed Namel

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

Btate of Kansas ) &
County of Sedgwick )

Be it remembered that on this éﬂé; day of g%’ TRl 19_25_:'

before me, a notary public in and for said County and State, came

= <,
to me personally knoWwn to e the same person who executed the foregoing

instrument of writing and duly acknowledged the execution of same.

In Testimony Whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my
notarial seal the day and year above written.
/L' gl
i Notary Publi
PYRe) P

ggy %f?m-nuuon expires ‘7”/.3‘ ¥

)

ALL BIGNATURES MUBT BE ACKNOWLEDGED

Addicional statements of acknowledgment may be attached and mads a
part of this petition as necessary.




BECTION L.

The undermsigned, property owners in Sedgwick County, Kansas, hereby
protest the proposed change of zoning (Conditional Use Application) for
property described as Casc No. R ot b g , wone change from
to (for establishment of a _Mulbiplo Famil i
in _"AA" zoning) .

SECTION II - Protestor(s)

Property Owned

‘Name Lot (8) Block (s) Addition

o é"?%‘= /&2 CGorioers GRROEVS
Signature

Lex AN oruson
Typed or Printed Name

b)
8idnat\fe

fusy T JoHoso
Typed or Printed Name

ACKNOWLEDGHMENT

Btate of Kanpas )
County of Bedgwick )

Be it remembered that on this =5/14“-/ day of 1M. L) 75—,

before jme, a notary public in and for, said County and Stato, came

P> o B0 '
to me Eeraonalé known to be the aa.mé person E(‘o executed the foregoing
instrument of writing and duly acknowledged the execution of same.

In Testimony Whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my
notarial seal the day and year above written.

icty Haspdons

Notary Public 2

e

O i
'yg}cérm_nian ion expires 4’ i3 ~Fa
"s\] L o

ALL SIGNATURES MUST BE ACHNOWLEDRGED

Additional statements of acknowledgment may be attached and made a
part of this petition as necessary.




® prOtESE P

LCOUNTY_CN,

GCCTION I.

fhe underpigned, property owncrs in Sedygwick County, Kansas, herchy
proteat the proposed change of zoning (conditional Use Application) for
property described as Case No. cu-170 , zone change from
to (for establishment of a _Multiple Family Housing Development

AR R
in _"AA™ zoning) . \

BECTION II - Protestor (a)

._,J\?‘:' ”
i Property Owned

Name Lot (s Block (8) Addition

S’O-i‘}"/_g_ ld'}' {8 G.I‘J'MHI' G&?Jv;el"$

Signature

G -

Typpd or Printed Name

Bignature

V5 w4 ELnnn
Typed or Printed Name
ACKNOWLEDGMERNT

Btate of Kangas }
County of Bedgwick )

et ementi oA Uit oy Kl P ARy oF @'4 , 1977,
before pe, a notary public in and for said County and State, came
L‘g&ﬂ%zﬂ:ng il ﬁﬂ: (‘é Zé%gmz;
to me personally®¥nown to be the same person whi executed the foregoling
inetrument of writing and duly acknowledged the exacution of nome.

In Testimony Whereof, I have hereunto vet my hand and affixed my
notarial seal the day and year above written,

o P -
A odop Ko yelent

Notary Public

G- 13~ 77

ALI. RJGNATURES MUBT BE ACKNOWLEDGED

Additional ntatements of acknowledgment may be attached and mada a
part of this petition aus necessary.




© provgss PETIUION
" CouNIT_chaxs).

! ”ﬂ‘tﬂﬂ 1.

: The underaigned, proporty OWnerg ip Sedgwick county. Kana :

: ;pfnt the proposed change of zaping (Conditional Use J\pplicatwn) for

'p);uperty deaa:iund an Cane K. G170 2008 change from

pn (£or eat-ahlishment ol mmm.ﬁmmr—llﬂums.nmhwmt-—
_F____u___. znninq) !

HECTION 11 - Prut‘nnturth}

3 Property Qwned

B Toglal # nddition

ETAN L. 4 k
sigaaburs The Eortherly 24,04 feet of the southerly
30,76 feet of the easterly 94,83 feet of
—"’-éff-fifﬂ-;-dgzﬁ‘l{ﬂ Lot 68, said Lot 68 being in the VILLAS -
ol AT CRESTVIEW an Addition to Sedgwick
County, Kansas; togzether with an

undivided 1/60th interest in all “the
common areas within sald Addiy‘on.

'j'ymsd TPrinted tame

STRARN

prate of Kapnpan )
County of Hedguwick )

—
Pe it vemempured that on thio i B f.-l ?’éﬁ 22y
“hefore e, a putary pubd Lo an oand lor lmlr (‘cm.u; zl m- ramg
_%beéﬁ-—mﬂgw{é”ef S S Y
to ne 'peisonally kpown to be e vame peTHCn amzrutud the Togoing 4
Ipetyument of writing aud nln:ﬁ/.lrknnwu el (e executlon of sane,

tn Testimony Wherenf, 1 have aers G et oy neaed nnd affixed my
noi artal nenal che day and yoar aliore v I.ttnn.

i Ak

nm. nr'j Publie

alan nxpl dwpgle f‘-‘? -.:-2.'1\,_.4?,7,2. =

ALl B1GIRULGE QAT B ACKHCHLEPOEN

Aaditbonal statecents o Arknowlaigmunt any dae atteched and made a
pagl ub thile pavibiog au pedcinany

TH-2342
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PROTESY PEILTION
BRCTION L.

The undermigned, property owners in Sedgwick County, Kansas, hereby
protest the proposed change of zoning (Conditional Use Application) for
property described as Case No. _CU=170 , zone change from
to (for establishment of a sultiple iam i

in waar__ zoning) .

BECTION Il - pProtestor (8)

a) ﬁé@(}f

signature S 32 V/A RomA ~ CﬂESTVfE@
STeas7 K, CAXTER

Typed or Printed Name

S B U

Signature

property Owned
Block(6) Addition

_Dogerny E. Carten,
Typed or Printed name

Atate of Kanpas i
Courty ot Bedgwick )

pe it remembered that on this 2 day ot 52%;4 :(" 3 192)",
before e, a notary public-in and for id County and BtApg, came
s ons gl N A 25 ;

to me personally known to be the same person whprexecuted the foregoipg
{nstrument of writing and duly acknowledged the execution of same,

In Testimony Whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my
notarial seal the day and year above written.

W

‘ L . Notary Public
: \QTr\f.'j-

KSR LU l{i 5 e
TN e q_pmm sunion expires
‘('\AUB.\-\ l‘:.

ALl BIGHATURES MUBT BE AC UWLEDG)

Additional statements of acknowledgment may be attached and made a
part of this petition a# necedsary.




@ PROTEST PETITION @

(CGUNTY_ CAGES)

BECTION I.
The underasigned, property owners in Sedgwick County, Kansas, hereby

protest the proposed change of zoning (Conditional Use Application) for

property described as Case No. CU-170 , zone change from
to (for establishment of a i i

in g zoning) .

Property Owned
Lot (s)  Block(s Addition

30 VA Qoma CResTVIER]

gnature

STAN _E WIsDem

Typed or Printed Hame

15) RN
Signature

Typed ur Printed Haine

ACKNOWLEDGHENT

Btate of Kanpas )
County of Sedgwick )

CE] ; i -1:
Be it remembered that on this Z day of 4%?“& A b Zi,ﬂ-
before me, a nownc in and fo:yd County and StAate, came :

LrF o, /c? ‘// I % PR

to me personally known to be the same person who executed the foregoing
instrument of writing and duly acknowledged the execution of same,

In Testimony Whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my
notarial seal the day and year above written, ¥

m.ary Public

ST <

n 'd'}"b,' '}_:ammlnnion nxpirca/(lv/k/..ur 2, 77
i§ =
®

y Iz
7]

ALL SIGHNATURES MUSYT BE ACKNOWLEDGED

Additional statemsnts of acknowledyment may be attached and made a
part of this petition as necessary.




LCOINY_CAG

pECTION I.

The undereigned, property owners in Sedgwick County, Kansas, hercby
protest the proposed change of zoning (conditional Use Application) for
property described as Casc No. Ccu-170 __, zone change from
to (for establishment of a Multiple Family Housi
in _ "AA": zoning) . )

BECTION II ~ Protestor(s) A
o

property Owned

Name Lot (a) Block(s) Addition

a inning et the Sor.c_;%ea.svl‘mﬂef‘
ignature f:(—i/ﬁz ;:‘L_’% west :Qaarr'zr, ence.
S Sibwey Lmnert Slorth 1320 Foct Fhence LWestI6FEy
Typed or Printed Name Honea Sotwth 1320 Aeet, theme East
Y fyet o Beginningy In scctiin 57
b,Bignatuxe Tewnshop 27, 4(”’7‘?‘ 2 Ensty Bdpurik
- Coanty, Kansas.

Typed or Printed Name

ACKNOVLEDGMENT

Btate of Kansas )
County of Bedgwick )

- —
pe it remembered that on this % day of % , 19 Zé,

befare me, a ARotary, public in(w for said County and State, cumeo
s J : i P I — 22 DL

to me puraoqﬁ’lly known to ‘be the same person who executed the foregoing

instrument of writing and duly acknowledged the execution of same.

In Testimony Whereof, I have hercunto set my hand and arfixed my
notarial seal the day and year above written.

: L,Z ; :
Notary Public

sion expires 9'/3 = 77

ALL BIGHATURES MUST BE ACKHOWLEDGED

Additional statements of acknowledgment may be attached and made &
part of this petition am necewssary,




BECTION I.

. The undersigned, property ownerg in Sedgwick County, Kansas, hereby

protest the proposed change of zoning (Conditional Use Application) for
cu-170__, zone change from

property described as Case No. ;
to (for establishment of a mMultiple Family llousing Deve lopmen bt

in _ "AR™ zoning) .

BECTION II - Protestor (8)

property Owned
Name Lot (#) Block(s) Addition

“a) / -;L.a.f s et
519““‘?" " ) AL oF THE SoutH HALE

Mpey £, Beowsd oF THe NoRrHERST QUARTER
Typed or Printed Hame OF SEcTion 15, ’ﬂét!//f/-sﬁfpgz

JPAN6E 2 EAST, SEDGWICK
Bignature _ Cgmﬂ /{ﬂ,yyﬂ_(_

b)

Typed or Printed Name

ACKNOWLEDGHENT

Btate of Kanpas ) e
County of Bedgwick )

Be it remembered that on this i&‘_ day of 192'5:

(]
before mg, a nmz{r'y public in and for said County and State, czme
to me perzonaily known to be the same person who cxecuted the foregoing

inotrument of writing and duly acknowledged the exacution of same,

In Testimony Whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my
notarial seal the day and year above written.

@Lo_/abi@_;;.—__
a5 e Aot
Notary Public

ALl _BIGNATURES MUBT BE ACKNOWLLDGED

Additional ntatements of acknowledyment may be attachad and mzda a
part of this petition as necessary.




o
PROTEST DETT N
LCOUNTY CAa
BECTION I.
The undersigned, property owners in Sedgwick County, Kansas, herechy

protest the proposed change of zoning (Conditional Use Application) for
property described as Case No. Cu-170 , zone change fxom

to (for establishment of a _Multiple Jamily Jlousing Deve lopment
fn! MAAN zoning) .

BECTION II - Protestor(s)
Property Owned
Name Lot (8) Block(s) Addition
e L s,'_d}c.'uu»w
Bignatuts ' All o the /UM‘Hr West Qua P‘{'Ql‘* oQ
Seetiosn 23, Township 27,
Rqu]e. _:?_Ea.s{; Sulq. wick Cp L/d:-u,gd_.-’
E.Kf‘.ﬂ’)'*' i 10 acies ki h“l“ o wa e
Bignature ) B : 5 f :
Eaiesas Turn nlit’_ P n E.s!-nd-&mmex{-a on
. =t
Typed or Printed Name hae A’h Ulg"'

MARY ¢ Bebus,

Typed or Printed Name

b)

ACKENOWLEDGMENT

Btate of Kansas ) &5
County of Sedgwick )
&
Be it remembered that on this __‘7zd day of 5 ; 19_7_{.
before me, a notary publ:‘.% in and for said County and State, came
g, (175 Lor Koo
to me personally kfiown to be the same person who executed tha foregoing
ineatrument of writing and duly acknowledged the exocution of same,

In Testimony Whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my
notarial seal cthe day and year above written.

Y DE; & "‘ﬂ.,”

asetag,

% Mﬁ%i "2&:“_/“,5
E Notary PuBlic

-@bmin’ftfaion explirea 4&} /3= /977

ALL BIGNATURES MUBT NE ACKNOWLLEDGED

Additional statements of acknowladgment may be attached and meda o
part of this petition as necessary.




BECTION I.

The undersigned, property owners in Sedgwick County, Kansas, hereby
protesot the proposed change of zoning (Conditional Use Application) for
property described as Case No. Cu-170 , zonc change from T

to (for establislment of a _Multiple Family [lousina Deve lopment

inUART zoning) .

BECTION II - Protestor(s)

Property Owned

Name Lot (&) Block (8) Addition

/3” a'@ 'Hw_ ;qm-'“a we,s-!—zuap‘!’é}-

ok Sechioen g ‘Fowsha‘fa a7, ;éaw-qe,
Wfﬂf'/c[ Tm seyY ?-Ea.s"'f Sec{@;mk Cﬂwtot{'tr i

Typed or Printed Name

e, m/ .

Signature

Abice . Hlsey

Typed or Printed Name

Signature

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

Btate of Kangas )
County of Bedgwick )

4 ¥
De it remembered that on this 2;5{ day of g%&g , 19, @.
o, came

8

before me, a notar public in and for said County and St

o lund b B ivay i (e 0 Feds o
to me personally nownl to be the same person who executed the forogoing
instrument of writing and duly acknowledged the execution of same.

In Testimony Whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my
notarial seal the day and year above written,

Jéf(.4_ -/le 7\4«’-4;‘42424./

Notary publfc 4
abion expires 4"/3’77

ALL SIGHATURES HUST BE ACKNOWLEDGED

Additional statements of acknowledgment may be attrciad and made a
part of thie petition as necessary.




DBoard of County Commissioners
Sedgwick County
Wichita, Kansas
: Gentlemen:
We, the undersigned reside in the area and will be effected
high-density dwellings and commercial zoning.
SCzZ-
We, therefore, respectfully protest Case No.-$€R=0336, zone change
from Rl to AA and Case No. CU-170, zone change from AA to LC

Horthwest Corner of 127th St. E. and Central

Name Address Date

LJL.- N 2 ey B D(fw Lig SR ‘75'
o ilna sl YL sk E Moy lae _#otes
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April 3, 1975

Board of County Commissioners
Sedgwlck County
Wichita, Kansas

Gentlemen:

high-density dwellings and commercial zoning.

Scz
Ve, therefore, respectfully protest Case No.-S€E=0336, zone chahp
from Rl to AA and Case No. CU-170, zone change from AA to LC.

Northwest corner of 127th St. E. and Central

Name g Address Date

AVl Gfiin_ses ey Ylys o
Gl Yiniris 183 Onalie aor b of fe A5
Dty WNEleie ‘)“‘-xéhz Lo hiin & A BT
%, N //;z(,/ i /14// Ow/szff LG s
A Lot P /”" e, ,wﬂ
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%&U el VLU e AOHW/ o P
Joer I3 Bao, 22322 £, A/)c?v-:gi--h ‘//W/.f

/// g ) Jafw: sowid £ Megiira s
”
Cxﬁm S .2 #5” et Ao p5T
iﬁ%w&u Adas [ ‘f ek A)-ZL/:-H_-_:Z'
7 7 b

122497 £ ) Ll e e
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April 3, 1975

Board of County Commissioners
Sedgwick County
Wichita, Kansas

; COUNTY CLERR
SELGWICK GOUNTY,
KANSAS

Gertlemen:

We, the undersigned reside in the area and will be effected
high-density dwellings and commercial zoning.

We, therefore, respectfully protest Case No. SCZ-0336, zone change
from R1 to AA and Case No. CU-170, zone change from AA to LC -

Northwest Cornmer of 127th St. E. and Central

Name ; Address

Tl 1ttt
r\//'fi.t.rn ; ‘;CT;N Lﬁﬂ ¥ ) 1 A A(/

r)1'uu‘, lt_huv sai M. Jr’..qsw.a

MA J‘-! J '"i\

/eo/fr:m WL

~ EWIV W HEE A

7% / k0 L;} i i) /mmuu - Y- S
ﬂj r;; %"’"—-@ T A m&‘/;z P
Sl s Yt jprell b 24-75
Kl 4y -j/ﬂ 53y /l////é/’a tti-75
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April 3, 1975

Board of County Commissioners
Sedgwick County
Wichita, Kansas

Gentlemen:

We, the undersigned reside in the area and will be effected by
high-density dwellings and commercial zoning.

We, therefore, respectfully protest Case No.i&iﬂlSﬁ, zone
change from Rl to AA and Case No. CU-170, zone change from APR 7 PM
AA to LC. : COUNTY CLERS
S5 SEDGWICK COUNTY,
Northwest corner of 127th St. E. & Central KANSAS

Name Address Date

fy.«"! =
RS2 st AV I
ooyl
e N
Li..\.,...(._ (f ool g-»-:r\»a_gm. VABNS boebhawia
(.\—\‘Jm‘.\' ."‘T‘-"i;‘ 11::-!. 3iag) 1305 I}JEF«"“Q ‘glg;i
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of County Cormissionars
vick Couaty
tiehita, Nansas

Geatlomen
{4

Line aadarsiaed resfde in the area and will be effeelod
ilrh vlensley dwellines and eormereds zondry,

i6 taerefora, respectiully protest Case ho. S(L-G336, zene
froe N1 to £A and Case fo. Cu 179, zone chanpe from AL te L

terthwest forner of 127th 5t. L. and Central

fddresis

ames 4" ,m_.aazJu/,z_
M,. won ’ 2002 NON%E
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Aprid 3. 1475

Yon! of County Commissioners
sedpvick County

‘"ichita, Kansas

Ceutlemen:

Vet wadersijued reside in the area and will be effected by
ideh density dwelllogs and eormercisl zonine.

te taerefore, respectfully protest Case lo, $0%-0336, zone ch
frem N1 to AA and Case lo. CU 17J, zone chanpe from Ak to LC -J
R 7 PM =

torthwest Corner of 127th St. X. and fentral ; CLERK
soum’

e fddress

Jedon 07 Rbblec 2170 102 B AS T _AERILT

4 R ;
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ProTgge i
{eouyry ¢

QECTION I.

The undersigned, property owners in Sedgwiclk County, Kansas, hereby
protest the proposed change of zoning (Conditional Use Application) for
property described as Case No. CU-170 , zone change from .

to (for establishment of a _Multiple Family Ilousing De ve lopmen t

s AN zoning) .

BECTION II - Protentor(s)

Property Owned

Lot (s) Block(s) Addition

Reserves & Lots 1 thru
part of Lot 12

Jerald R. Jones
Typed or Printed Hame

b)

Signature

Typed or Printed Name

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

Btate of Kanpan )
‘County of Sedgwick )

Be it remembered that on this o day of /Eéd 4’{ , 19257,
before me, a notary public in and for said County and Sfate, came

B8

to me personally known to be the same person who executed thae foregoing
instrument of writing and duly acknowledged the execution of pame,

. In Testimony Whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my
notarial seal the day and year above written,

(e ]

Notary Publie

ALL GIGNATURES MUST BE ACKNOWLEDGED

Additional statements of acknowledgment may be attachod and made a
part of this petition as necewnary.




PROT

LCOURIY CAGE)

BECTION I.

The undersigned, property owners in Sedgwick County, Kansas, hereby
proteast the proposed change of zoning (Conditional Use Application) for
property descriked as Case No, __CU-170 _, zone change Lrom

to (for establishment of a __Multiple Family Housing Development

L) ) 1 4. zoning) .

BECTION II - Protestor(s)

Property
ot (s Block(s) Addition

1 thru 92 & 119 thru THE VILLAS AT
138 & Reserves A, B & C CRESTVIEW 2ND
ADDITION

Jerald R, Jones
Typed or Printed Name

b)

Bignature

Typed or Printed Name

ACKHOWLEDGMENT

Btate of Kansas ) i
County of Sedgwick )

Be it remembered that on this i day of 5 T L AR
before me, a notary public in and for ‘Baid County and ato, came

to me personally known to be the mame peraon who executed tha foregoing
inatrument of writing and duly acknowledged the exccution of nume,

In Testimony Whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my
notarial seal the day and year above written,

i T

Notary Public
q‘_{'r rag SO AT S

. (_/”‘
Bher ALL BIGNATURES MUBET BE NCKNOWLEDGED

Additional rtatements of acknowledgment may be attached and made a
part of this petition as necessary.




©

BECTION I.

The undernigned, property owners in Sedgwick County, Kansas, hereby
protest the proposed change of zoning (Conditional Use Mpplication) for
propexrty described as Casc No. CU=-170 _, zone change from -

(for ecstalilishment of a _Multiple Famil

"AL zoning) .

SECTION II - Protestor(s)

Property Owned

Lot (8) Block (s) Addition

All Lots at Villas at
Crestview & Reserves A & B,
except Lots 3l thru 49 &
Reserve C

yped or Printed Name

8ignature

Typed or Printed Name

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

Btate of Kansas ) S
County of Bedgwick )

Be it remembered that on this day of 42414 'é : T
before ine, a notary public in and for fiaid County and State, came
to me personally known to be the same person who executed the foragoing
instrument of writing and duly acknowlcdged the execution of same,

In Testimony Whereof, I have hercunto set my hand and affixed my
notarial seal the day and year above written.

)
> A
//("-':'7" P A y/( (’,(Ag_
Notary Public

~;72: 5 17 (:;;f

ALL BIGHATURES MUST RE ACKNOWLEDGED

Additional statements of acknowledgment may be attuched and mede a
part of this petition as necessary.




9 PROTEST PETITION @

[45 o

BECTION I.

The undersigned, property owners in Sedgwick County, Kansas, hercby
protest the proponed change of zoning (Cond:iti.nnal Use Application) for
property described as Case No. _CU-170 zone rhangc from
to (for establishment of a

in _____'_.m‘_ zoning) .

BECTION 11 - Protestor(a)

Property Owned
Lot (s)  Block(n) Addition

o
a)
glinatire 4o vik Homp CREST VIEW
Johy I Meopris

Typed or Printed MName

b Mo Mennim

Signatnre

Marie  Morris

iyped or Priated Name

ACKNOWLEDUGMENT

Btate of Kansauw it
County of Sedgwick )

Be it remembered that on this sHE day of Qym&,g ) Zi.

before me, a notary public in and for -maid County and State, came

to me personally known to be the same person who executed the foregoing
inatrument of writing and duly acknowledged the execution of aame,

In Testimony Whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my
notarlial seal che day and year above written,

Notary Publi

lon expires (4' -‘ 7[/;
/

ALi, BIGHATURES MUBT BE ACKNOWLEDGED

Additicnal statesents of acknowledgment may be attached and made a
part of this petition as necessary,




DROTEST PEPITION
LCOUNTY. CRLE).

BECTION I.

The undersigned, property owners in Sedywick County, Kansas, hereby
proteat the proposed change of zoning (Conditional Use Application) for
property described as Case No. CU-170 _, zone change from
to (for establishment of a __Multiple Jramily Housing Development

el T e A
in _"AA"" zoning) .

GECTION II - Protestor(s)

Property Owned
Lot (a8} Block (n) hddition
D G D565 (o ROEDS
Signature The Zasr 33/, 3 1oecf- 07{1'!"146.’.
LEWy o Hhe LEH 0F He

.a;

Parc

ZYERCEOTAs Dited Hona ey of Section A4, sztsﬁrlfﬁz
b) Mnjesmg:]:@ £R ﬁ‘“’?ﬂ R Epsr 0P #he EH ,4/5{_1
Bignathre ' Sedgusjct Gownty Koz

Haere Do the Wocth 28544,

s, eExCep

Typed or Printed Name

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

Btate of Kanpao )
County of Bedgwick )

Be it remembered that on this Ead day of M P ] 2?.

before me, a notary public in and for said County and State, came

to me personally known to be the same person who executed the foregoing
instrument of writing and duly acknowledged the execution of same.

In Testimony Whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my
notarial seal the day and year above written.

Ao Wit

Notary Pub¥ic &

‘:‘PJE\"" 5
GIARY v,

;&ﬁﬁ&?ion oxpl:eai@t /3= /f i
M §

o
ALL BIGNATURES MUST BE ACKNOWLEDGED

Additional rtatements of acknowledgment may be attached and made a
part of this petiticn as neceuwsary,

19-232




April 9, 1975

Jack Turner, County Counselor

Jack H. Galbraith, Chief Planner

8CZ-0336 - "R-1" to "AA", and
Case CU-170 - Conditional Use -
Northweet corner nf 127th Street
East and Csntral

Attached for your information and files is a copy of tha

referral shest and minutes of the Metropolitan Area Planning

Commission meetings of January 9 and March 27, 1975 on the |
above-captioned cases, which are scheduled to appear on the I
agenda of the Board of County Commissioners at their meeting i
of April 16, 1975. ‘

If you have any questions concermning this matter, please call.

Jack H., Galbraith
Chief Planner

JHG:GLS tber

Attachment




Form T9-221A

RECOMMENDATION FROM METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION TO
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

REQUEST FOR ZONING
AND APPROVAL OF CONDITIONAL USE

CASE NO. 5CZ-0336 and CU-170 CONSIDERED BY MAPC: 1-9-75 Deferred
RECONSIDERED BY IMAPC: 2-13-75 Deferred
REQUEST FOR: "R-1" to "AA" and RECONSIDERED BY MAPC: 3-27-75
"LC" and Approval of Conditional Use for multi-family housing

REASON FOR REQUEST (AS PROVIDED BY APPLICANT):

"For the purposes of constructing residential units in the form of gar-

den apartments, townhouses and condominiums, and all cther forme of

multi-family development, and for the reason that it is the highest

and best use of the property both economically and for the benefit of
GENERAL LOCATION: Northwest corner of (the surrounding area."

127th Street East and Central
LEGAL DESCRIPTION:

See attached excerpt from Planning Commission
minutes of March 27, 1975.

APPLICANT : Max Cole, 313 lst Nat'l Bank Bldg. 67202

COUNSEL FOR APPLICANT : Ralph Martin, Suite 200, 230 E. 17th St.
Costa Mesa, California 92627
PROTESTORS (LIST COUNSEL) IF ANY: Richard Massey, 329 Garnett;
R. W. Hayden, and Duane O'lara, property owners in the area, spoke
in opposition.

SURROUNDING ZONING: To the north and west is "R-1"; east
and south is "R-1" and "LC"
LAND USE: Subject property and that to the north is undeveloped; east
is multiple-family and Country Club; south and west is single-
family

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION:

That SCZ-0336 and CU-170 not be approved. Gragert moved, Taylor
seconded and it carried by a vote of 5 in favor (Gragert,
Taylor, Goebel, Kamen and Hopper)and 4 opposed (Rising, Bayouth,
Nennessy and Gardenhire). Savina absent.

NOTE: A recommendation of denial by the Planning Commission requires
a unanimous vote of the County Commission in order to approve the
applications.

ACTION: 1. Approve the recommendation of the Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission and deny the applications; or
2. Adopt resolutions effectuating the zone change and conditional
use, and instruct the Planning Department to withhold publication wntil
such time as the property has been platted and the plat has been recorded.
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April 3, 1975

Mr. Randall P. Anderson, C.P.A,
First National Bank Building
Wichita, Kansas 67202

Re: £CZ-0336 - "R-1" to “AA" and "LC"
and CU-170 - Conditional Use Re-
quest - Northwest corner of 127th

i Street East and Central

Dear Mr. Anderson:

Mra, Elizabeth King has contacted our office and requested that we
send you copies of protest petitions for the zone change and condi-
tional use cases on property located at the northwest corner of
127th Street East and Central. On March 27, 1975, these cases were |
considered by the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission, which has
rocomrended to the Board of Sedgwick County Commissioners that the
cases not be approved. The County Commission will consider the
cases on Vednesday, April 16, 1975. If the owners of 20% of the
total area within 1,000 feet of the area proposed to be altered file
duly signed and acknowledged protest petitions, then the zone change
or conditional use request cannot be approved, except by the favor-
able vote of all rembers of the Board of County Cormmissiocners,

It is our understanding that you are a contract purchaser of property
adjacent (within 1,000 feet), to the application areas. !rs. King
| has advised our office that you would like to file a protest peti-
| tion. As a contract purchaser, it will be necessary that you attach
| proof of escrow if you personally sign the petition, or you may have
{ the fee title owner of record sign the petition if you prefer. It is
also necessary that the forms be notarized and a legal description
(metes and bounds) of your property be included on the petition. I
have also included some sample forms for your information. If you
wish to submit a protest petition, it should be filed in the Office
of the County Clerk not later than 5:00 p.m. on April 7, 197s5.
Please be certain that you fill out a separate form for botii the
zone case and the conditional use request.

r
L




Page 2 -~ Mr. Randall P, Anderson
April 3, 1975

If you have any quesitons, ple do not hesitate to call,

B
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March 28, 1975

Mr. Ralph Martin

Suite 200

230 East 17th Street

Costa Mesa, California 92627

Re: 5CZ-0336 - "R-1" to "AA" and

"LC", and CU-170 - Conditional
Use Request - Northwest corner
of 127th Street East and Cen-
tral

Dear Mr. Martin:

At the regular meeting of the Metropolitan Area Planning Commis-
sion on March 27, 1975, the above-captioned cases were recon-
sidered. The action of the Commission was to recommend that the
requests not be approved.

The above applications will be forwarded to the Board of County
Commissioners for consideration on Wednesday, April 16, 1975,
the meeting to start at 9:00 a.m, in Room 320 Sedgwick County
Courthouse, 525 North Main, Wichita, Kansas.

If you have any questions, please contact our office.

Sincerely,

Jack H. Galbraith
Chief Planner
JHG:ber

cc: Max L. Cole, 313 1st Nat'l Bank Bldg. 67202
Wm. P. Higgins, Attorney, 313 lst Nat'l Bank Bldg. 67202
Sam Catanese, c/o Max Cole & Associates, 3841 W. 13th 67203
Wm. Keltner, Professional Engineering Consultants

1440 East English 67211
Roland W, Hayden, 11811 East Central 67206
Elizabeth King, 352 Garnett 67206
Richard Massey, 329 Garnett 67206
Duane O'Hara, 12123 East Central 67206
Syd Werbin, County Zoning Office, 1015 Stillwell 67213

e
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March 28, 1975

Mr. Roland W. Hayden
11811 East Central
Wichita, Kansas 67206

SCZ-0336 - "R-1" to "AA" and
"ILC", and CU=170 - Conditional
Use Request - Northwest corner
of 127th Street East and Cen-
tral

Dear Mr. iflayden:

At the regular meeting of the Metropolitan Area Planning Commis—
sion on March 27, 1975, the above-captloned cases were recon-
sidered. The action of the Commission was to recommend that the
requests not be approved.

If you wish to submit a protest petition, it should be filed in
the Office of the County Clerk not later than 5:00 p.m. on April
7, 1975. A protest petition form is enclosed for your use. If
there are others in the area who wish to register their opposi-
tion, additional forms may be obtained at our office.

If you have any questions, please call.

Sincerely,

Jack l. Galbraith
Chief Planner
JHG:ber
Encloaure

cc: Elizabeth King, 352 Garnett 67206
Richard Massey, 329 Garnett 67206
Duane O'Hara, 12123 East Central 67206




TICHITA-SEDGHICK COUNT.
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPAXT! NI

C HEARINIG DATE:

Case No. CU-170 l Requzct: Conditional ifse request
to construct multipie-family hous~

, ing
—- ————— L e —— -

Location: In the approximate area of the northwest ccrner
of 127th Street East and Ceatral

Reason: "For the purposes of constructing residential units in the
form of garden apartments, townhouses and condominiums, and al’
other forms of muiti-family dev= opment, and for the reason that
it is the highest and t use of the property both economically
and for the henefii cf the surrouwnding arec.”

e e
Leres: 143 Size: 2,640 ft. by 2,640 ft.
Irregular shape

T e e e a0 o

Land Use

Existing Undeve loped "R-1"
North Undaveloped "R=1"
Zast Nultiple-family & Country Club TR=1" & TG
South Single-farily "R-1"
est Single-family & undeveloped

-—

Necessary street righte-of-way to be
acquired at the time of platting.

e e L S S SN S
Comments

1. The applicant is requesting a Conditional Use permit to con-
struct nultiple-family dwellings on property being requested
for "PA" One Family zoning 15CZ-0335) .

The County Zoning Resolution permits rultiple-family Isellings
in the "An" Single-family district as a conditional use. It
further provides that there shall he 1 1/2 off-street parking
spaces for each dwelling unit, It should be noted that any
imltiple family structure developed in the "an" zone is sub-
ject to the same height requirements as single-fairily dwellings,

The applicant has submitted a general site pla: indicating
building locaticns for rmltiple-family dwellings, circulation
and density. The pian does not diffecrentiate between public
and private strzots, nor does i* provide irformation on how it
is prcposed to provide a mmicipal type sewer system tc sub-
ject property.
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March 27,

4. Depending on the action =ecorrendaed on the associated zone case,
the following conditions should be considered in the approval
of the conditional use reaquest:

a. Uses permitted shali be lisited to nultiple-ramily dwell-

ings, including patio horec. garden and ciuster town-
houses, and carden apartments.

The platting of the property within three years frow
date of approval by the Loard of County Commissicneis; or
the application he considered denicd ang clozed

Ne less than on2 and one-nalf oif-strest pariing
#hall be provided for each airelling onit.

wnsity shall aot exceed +hat establisiiad as the

ity limit of the Four fiile Creei: Sewer Dasin 'n the

cially adopted Scwer Plan as modifiad by Planniag Cop-
mission policy statament, vhich sets zn original level of
4.1 direlling wiis per acre to a rodified level of 7
direlling units per zcre.
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‘CU-170 - 65 Notices to Adjoining Property Owners mailed 3-13-75 for MAPC 3-27-75




WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION
CITY BUILDING ANNEX, 104 South Main
Wichita, Kansas 67202

R

o : A NOTICE TO ADJOINING PROPERTY OWNERS:

March 13, 1975

The Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
will consider the following item in Room 401 City Building Annex, 104
South Main, Wichita, Kansas, the meeting to begin at 1:30 pP.m., on

March 27, 1975, at which time you may appear either in person or by
agent or attorney, if you so desire.

Case No, CU-170

Conditional Use Request for Establishment of a Multi-Family

Housing Development on Propert being Requested for the "AA"
One-Family Dwelling District Classification

: A tract of land in the southeast quarter of Sec. 15, Twp. 27s.
Ry R2E of the 6th P.M., described as follows:

Commencing at a point on the north right of
at the west r-o-w line of 127th St, East, said point being 50 ft. north
and 50 ft., west of the southeast corner of aforesaid southeast quarter:;
thence along said north r-o-w line of Central Ave. bearing north
89%59130" west a distance of 1,250 ft. to a point of beginning; thence
| bearing north 2759'30" west a distance of 250 ft, to the P.C. of a

| curve to the left:; thence along said curye to the left whose radius is
| 1,750 ft. and thru a centraloangle of 17712'11" a distance of 524.93

| ft.; thence bearing north 53%0'30" east a distance of 544.54 ft.;

1 thence bearing south 89959'30" east a distance of 80.00 ft,; thence

| bearing north 48°29'30" west a distance of 1,820 ft.: thence bearing

| north 36°29'30" west a distance of 387.16 ft. to the north line of said
|

|

|

i

|

|

way line of Central Ave.

SE %: thence along said north line bearing north 89%52,15" west a
distance of 155.13 ft. to the northwest corner of said SE %: thence
along the west line of said SE % bearing south 0°00'po" east a
distance of 2,607.18 ft. to the north r-o-w line of Central Ave.,
thence along said r-o-w line bearing 89°59‘30" east a distance
of 1,351.44 ft, to the point of beginning,
and

{ A tract of land in the SE % of Sec. 15, Twp. 275, R2E of the 6th pP.M,

| described as follows:

|

| Commencing at a point on the north r-o-w line of Central Avenue at the

west r-o-w line of 127th St. East, said point being 50 ft. north and
50 ft. west of the southe. 't corner of aforesacid southeast quarter;

el




Case No. CU-170
Page Two

thence along said west r-o-w line of 127th St. East bearing north

' 0°00' east a distance of 1,000 ft. to a point of beginning; thence
bearing north 50°30°00" west a distance of 210 ft.; thence bearing
north 54%00°* west a distance of 945.88 ft.; thence bearing north
48°929'30" west a distance of 1,324.95 ft.; thence bearing north
36°29'30" weat a distance of 47.83 ft. to the north line of said
SE %; thence along said north line bearing south 89°52'15" east a
distance of  1,947.93 ft. to the west r-o-w line of 127th St. East;
thence along said west r-o-w line bearing south 0°00' east a distance
of 1,601.70 ft. to a point of beginning.

All generally located on the northwest cormer of 127th St. East and

Central.

NOTE:: It is the policy of the Planning Commission that any reqguest
for a deferral of the hearing of this case shall be submitted to the
Secretary, Robert A Lakin, 104 South Main, 7 days prior to the meeting.
The Chairman and Secretary may grant such a request for deferral.
Persons requesting deferrals will be charged with the cost of preparing

and mailing new notices.

Robert A, Lakin
Secretary




Permits one single-family dwelling for each lot of two acres
with a minimum frontage of 200 feet.

Permits one and’ twp_—fhm’ily dwellings on a minimum of 15,000

square feet of land area per family with each lot having
minimum frontage of 100 feet, :

Opne-Family Dwelling Digtrict

One-family dwellings require a minimum of 7,500 square feet
with each lot having a minimum frontage of 60 feet.

"BB" Qffice District

Permits agriculture, one-family dwellings and all business and
professional offices. All commercial activities are prohibited.

Lo Light Commercial Digtrict

Permits any retail commercial uses conducted within an en-
closed building. Permits residential uses.

General Commercial Digtrict

Permits all commercial activities; outdoor displays and sales;:
selected light manufacturing and light commercial uses.

Light Industrial Digtrict

Permits most manufacturing uses and uses permitted in "C".

Heavv Industrial District

Permits any use except those objectionable uses such as
slaughter houses, salvage yards and fertilizer plants which
require special permits.

any of the sbove districts

Allows certain uses listed in the County Zoning Resolution by
special permit rather than as a use by right,
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January 10, 1975

Mr. William P, Higgins
Attorney

213 1st National Bank Building
Wichita, Kansas 67202

Re: SCZ-0336 - "R-1" to "AA"
and "LC", and CU-170 -
Northwest corner of 127th
Street East and Central

Dear Mr. Higgins:

At the regular meeting of the Metropolitan Area Planning Com-
mission on January 9, 1975, the above-captioned applications
were considered. After considerable discussion concerning
K-96, sewerage, density, and general design, at the appli-
cant's request, the action of the Commission was to defer a
decision for 30 days, so that you would have additional time
ttla confer with the Planning Department staff concerning your
plans.

The applications will be scheduled for reconsideration by
the Commission at its regular meeting on February 13, 1975,
the meeting to be held in Room 401 City Building Annex, 104
South Main, starting at 1:30 p.m.

Please let us know at such time as you desire to schedule a
meeting to discuss this project. If you have any questions,
please call.

Sincerely,

Jack H. Galbraith
Chief Planner
JHG:ber

cc: Ralph Martin, 230 East 17th Street, Costa Mesa, Calif.
Max L. Cole, 313 lst National Bank Building 67202
Eligzabeth King, 352 Garnett 67206




VICEITA-SEDGIICT COUMTY
METROPOLITAN ARFA PLANNING DFPARTMENT

MAPC HEARING DATE: Jan. 9, 1975

e e e e L R e

Case No. CU~170 Request: Conditional Use request .
to construct multiple~-family hous-
ine

Location: Northwest corner of 127th Street East and Central

R e e e L e

Reason: "For the purposes of const ctino residential units in the
form of garden apartments, townhcuses and condominiums, and all
other forms of multi-family development,: and for the reason that
it is the highest and best use of the property both economically
and for the henefit of the surrounding area."

T A e RS O R N S v

Acres: 127 Size: 2640 ft. by 2640 ft.
Irregular shape

Land Use { Zonina
e i

Existing Undeveloped "R=-1"
North Undeveloped "R-1"
East Multiple-family & Country Club "R "L
South Sinale-family "R~

West Single-family & undeveloped

Necessary street rights-of-way to he
accuired at the time of platting.

Conmments

1. The applicant is requesting a Conditional Use permit to con-
struct multiple-family dwellings on nroperty being requested
for "AA" One Family zoning (SCZ-0336m

The County Zoning Resolution permits multiple-family dwellings
in the "AA" Single-family district as a conditional use. It
further provides that there shall be 1 1/2 off-street parking
spaces for each dwelling unit. It should be noted that any
multiple family struacture developed in the "AA" zone is subject
to the same height requirements as single-family dwellings.

The applicant has submitted a general site plan indicating
building locations for multiple-family dwellings, circulation
and density. The plan does not differentiate between public
and private streets, nor does it provide information on how it
is proposed to
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Depending on the action recommended on the associated zone case,
the following conditions should le considered in the approval
of the conditional use request:

a. The platting of the property within three years from the
date of approval by the Poard of County Commissioners; or
the application be considered denied and closed.

Not less than one and one-half off-street parking spaces
shall be provided for each dwelling unit.

The density shall not exceed that established as the
capacity limit of the Four !Mile Creek Sewer Basin in the
officially adopted Sewer Plan as modified by Planning
Commission policy statement, which sets an original level
of 4.1 dwelling units per acre to a modified level of 7
dwelling units per acre.
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY
METROPOLITAN AREA PIANNING COMMISSION
CITY BUILDING ANNEX, 104 South Main
WICHITA, KANSAS 67202

NOTICE TO ADJOINING PROPERTY OWNERS
DEC2 6 1974

The Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
will consider the following item in Room 401 City Building Annex, 104
South Main, Wichita, Kansas, at its meeting at 1: 30 p.m., on JEN 9§ 1975
at which time you may appear either in person or by agent or attorney,
if you so desire.

CASE NO, CU-170
Conditional Use Request for Establishment of a Multi-Family

Housing Development on Property being Requested for the "AA"
One-Family Dwelling District Classification

A tract of land in the SE Quarter of Section 15, Township 27 South,
Range 2 East of the 6th P.M., described as follows:

All of the SE Quarter of said Section 15 except: Central Avenue and
127th St. East rights-of-way as recorded in Misc. Book No. 634,

Page 229, and a tract of land described as follows: Beginning at a
point on the north r-o-w line of Central Ave. at the west r-o-w

line of 127th St. East; thence along said north r-o-w line of Central
Avenue bearing N 89959'30" W a distance of 1,000.00 ft; thence bearing
N 0°00'30" E a distance of 305.31 ft. to the point of curvature of a
curve to the left; thence along said curve to the left whose radius is
800.00 ft. and thru a central angle of 47°30'30" a distance of 663,34
ft. to the point of tangency; thence bearing N 47°30'00" W a distance
of 87.12 ft; thence bearing N 43°30'00" E a distance of 325.00 ft;
thence bearing N 90900' E a distance of 1,100.00 ft. to the west r-o-w
line of 127th St. East; thence along said west r-o-w line bearing S
0°00'00" E a distance of 1,190.00 ft. to the point of beginning.
Generally located on the northwest corner of 127th St. East and Central,

HOTE: It is the policy of the Planning Commission that any request for
a deferral of the hearing of this case shall be submitted to the Secre-
tary, Robert A, Lakin, 104 South Main, 7 days prior to the meeting.

The Chairman and Secretary may grant such a request for deferral. Per-
sons requesting deferrals will be charged with the cost of preparing
and mailing new notices.

Robert A. ILakin
Secretary




Z0] UTION

scripti Zoni istricts

esidentia istrict

Permits one single-family dwelling for each lot of two acres
with a minimum frontage of 200 feet.

— Suburba; denti istrict

Permits one and two-family dwellings on a minimum of 15,000
square feet of land area per family with each lot having a
minimum frontage of 100 feet.

il llin trict

One-family dwellings require a minimum of 7,500 square feet
with each lot having a minimum frontage of 60 feet,

- Qffice District

Permits agriculture, one-family dwellings and all business and
professional offices. All commercial activities are prohibited.

- Light Commercial District

Permits any retail commercial s conducted within an en-
closed building. Permits residential uses.

= Generwl Commercial District

Permits all commercial activities; outdoor displays and sales;
selected light manufacturing and light commercial uses.

ight dustrial District

Permits most manufacturing uses and s permitted in *

- Heav ndustrial District

Permits any use except those objectionable uses such as
slaughter houses, salvage yards and fertilizer plants which
require special permits.

- Any of the above districts

Allows certain uses listed in the County Zoning Resolution by
special permit rather than as a use by right.




APPLICATION FOR APPROVAL OF CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT
FOR PROPERTY LOCATED WITHIN THE JURISDICTION
OF THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS CF
SEDGWICK COUNTY, KANSAS

This is an application for a Conditional Use Permit. The
form must be completed and filed at the Planning Department,
Room 402 City Building Annex, 104 South Main, Wichita, Kansas,
in accordance with directions on the accompanying instruction
sheet. AN INCOMPLETE APPLICATION CANNOT BE ACCEPTED.

I. Name of applicant or applicants and/or their agent or agents.
All owners of all property requested to be considered in this
application must listed in this item.

A. APPLICANT MAX L, COLE
313 First National Bank Bldg.

ADDRESS

AGENT, ‘ William P, Higgins

313 First National Bank Bldg.
ADDRESS Wichita, Kansas 67202

APPLICANT

ADDRESS

AGENT

ADDRESS

APPLICANT

ADDRESS

AGENT

ADDRESS PHONE

(Use separate sheet if necessary for names of additional appli-
cants) .

The applicant proposes to establish a _conditional use for

apartments, townhouses and condominiums (use)

on property legally described as Lot (s)__ N/A

, Block(s) of the

Addition.

(If appropriate, metes and bounds description may be provided
in the space below or on an attached sheet).

SEE ATTACHED SCHEDULE "A"

Form PR-3




,THIS PROPERTY :.LOCA'I'ED AT (ADDRESS)_ ‘n

THE GENERAL LOCATION IS (USE APPROPRIATE SECTION)

A. AT THE porthwest . CORNER OF _ 127th Street  AND

Central Avenue ; OR

B. ON THE __ N/A SIDE OF (AVENUE)

STREET BETWEEN (AVENUE) STREET AND

(AVENUE) STREET.

THE PROPERTY INCLUDED IN THIS APPLICATION IS ZONED AA
(ZONING DISTRICT CLASSIFICATICN) .

I REQUEST THIS CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:

For the purposes of constructing residential units in the form
of garden apartments, townhouses and condominiums, and all other
forms of multi-family development, and for the reason that

it is the highest and best use of the property both economically
and for the benefit of the surrounding area.

I (WE), THE APPLICANT(S), ACKNOWLEDGE RECEIPT OF THE INSTRUC-

TION SHEET EXPLAINING THE METHOD OF SUBMITTING THIS APPLICATION,

I (WE) REALIZE THAT THIS APPLICATION CANNOT BE PROCESSED UNLESS

IT IS COMPLETELY FILLED IN; IS ACCOMPANIED BY A CURRENT ABSTRACTOR'S
CERTIFICATE AS REQUIRED IN THE INSTRUCTION SHEET; AND IS ACCOMPANIED
BY THE APPROPRIATE FEE. I (WE) FURTHER CERTIFY THAT THE ABOVE AND
FOREGOING INFORMATION IS TRUE AND CORRECT TO THE BEST OF MY (OUR)
KNOWLEDGE., I (WE) ACKNOWLEDGE THAT THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
SHALL HAVE AUTHORITY TO IMPOSE SUCH CONDITIONS AS IT DEEMS NECESSARY
IN ORDER TO SERVE THE PUBLIC INTEREST AND WELFARE,

NOTE:

Max L. Tole
BY
AUTHORIZED AGENT (IF ANY) AUTHORIZED AGENT (IF ANY)

BY BY
AUTHORIZED AGENT (IF ANY) AUTHORIZED AGENT (IF ANY)

BY BY!
AUTHORIZED AGENT (IF ANY) AUTHORIZED AGENT (IF ANY)

OFFICE USE ONLY

’
This application was received at the Planning Department at bffj—&w
(AM, PM) on ngct %‘, ﬁ /¢f (day, month, year). It has been checked

and found to be complete and accompanied by required documents and

the appropriate fee of §_//), 10 "




R Z0HTNG - RESIDE NTIAL TRACT

A tract_-'of land in the Southeast Quarter of Section 15, Township 27 South, :

'Range 2 East of the 6th P.M., described as follows:

A1l of the Southeast Quarter of said Section 15 except: Central Avenue and
127th Street East rights-of-way as recorded in Misc. Book No. 534, page -
229, and a tract of land described as follows; Beginning at a point on the
north Right-of-Way (R/W) line of Central Avenue at the west R/W Tine of
127th Street East; thence along said north R/W Tine of Central Avénue bearing :
N 89°59'30" W a distance of 1,000.00 feet; thence bearing N 0°00'30" E a
distance of@@] feet to the point of curvature of a curve to the left;
thence along s;id curve to the left whose radius is 800.00 feet and thru a
central angle of 47°30'30" a distance of 663.34 feet to the point of tangency;
thence bearing N 47”30'00"'_11-',a,,distance of 87.12 feet; thence bear

f 325.00 femt; thence bearing N 90°00' E a distance
0@0 feet to the west R/W line of 127th Street East; thence along said
west R/W line bearing S 0°00'00" E a distance of_1,190.00 feet to the point of

beginning.




Application For Approval of Conditicnal Use Permit
WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION

INSTRUCTIONS

All applicants requesting approval of a Conditional Use Permit should
consult the Planning Department prior to submitting a formal applica-
tion., The purpose of the consultation is to advise the applicant of
his rights and responsibilities and the necessity of a detailed plan(s)
to be submitted with the application for certain uses such as mobile
home parks, sand extraction operations, multiple family development,
ete.

An application for approval of a Conditional Use Permit must be signew
by at least one of the owners of the property included within the
application.

I, order for any application to be considered by the Commission, the
following items must be submitted to the Planning Department:

A. Application form (PR-3). All blanks must be completely filled in
with either the information requested or the notation - N/A -
(Not Applicable). INCOMPLETE APPLICATION FORMS WILL NOT BE ACCEPTED
for processing.

Detailed plot plan(s) as may be required.

A current abstractor's certificate listing the names, mailing
addresses and zip codes of the owners of all adjacent property
and including the property for which the conditional use is
requested, in all directions from subject property for a dis-
tance of twice the frontage of the subject property but for a
distance of not more than 1,000 ft. or less than 200 ft.

)
The appropriate fee as established by the Zoning Regulation of
Sedgwick County. The fee shall be the same as that for the dis-
trict in which located. Those fees are as follows:

"R", "R-1", and "AA" Classifications

"BB" Classification e —— - (o M oo

Igah, Rgi. Mg and "P" Claggifications.....oeses .$200.00
(6 acres and under)

"Le", "¢", "E", and "F" ClassificationS.......ce0c0.....5400.00
(over 6 acres)

The Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission will
meet to consider Conditional Use requests on the second and fourth
Thursday of each month at 1:30 p.m., in Room 401 City Building Annex,
104 South Main, Wichita, Kansas. An application for a Conditional Use,
accompanied by appropriate documents and fees as listed above, must be
filed with the Planning Department before 5 p.m., on the closing date
established by the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission.

It is the policy of the Planning Commission that any request for a
deferral of the hearing of this case shall be submitted to the
Secretary, 104 South Main, at least 7 days prior to the meeting. If,
in the discretion of the Chairman and Secretary, such deferral is tc
be granted, notices of such deferral and date of next hearing will
be mailed to those who received original notice of the hearing. Per-
sons requesting deferrals will be charged with the cost of preparing
and mailing new notices.




STATEMENT OF OWNERSHIP

STATE OF KANSAS - )
5 ) S8
SEDGWICK COUNTY )

The undersigned duly bonded and qualified abstracter
within and for the County and State aforesaid, does hereby certify:

: That we have examined the records in the cffice of the
Register, of Deeds of Sedawick County, Kansas, with reference to the owner- .

ship of the EOL]O\\'ngJEDp’I'Ey in Sedzwick County, Kansas, viz:
A tract of land in the Southesast n«mnr‘? Seciion 15"1*..»;»(; 2 South, T

lam 2 East of the Bth P.M., described as follews: s i e
| AID of the Southsst Quarter of satd Section 15 excepts Cencral Avense and
121eh Street East rights-of-vay 4x recordad in Misc. Baok Ko, 634, page s
229, &hd & tract of land described as follows; Eeginning at a paint on the
narth Right-af-liay (R/d) line of Central Avenue at the west R/W Tine of
127th Strest East; thence along said north RZ line of Central Averce bearing -
H83°53'30" W & distance of 1,000400 fect; thence bearing K 0°00'30° Ea
ll:uul af 305.31 feet to the point of curvature of a curve ta the left;
thence along sald curve to the Teft whose radius 1: BLO.CO feet and thru &
. central angle.of 47°39'30% a distance of 663.34 feet 2o the point of tangency;
ke thencé ianrw 1 47°30°00° W & distance of B7.12 foet; thence bearing :
. K 43°30°02° € a distance of 325.00 feet; thence bearing H 50700" E & distance
of 1,100.00 feet to the west RAf Tine af 127th Street East: thence along said -
west R/ |ine bearing § 0°00°00% E & distance of 1,190.00 feet to the point of

2 oo begioning. And from such examination find that te owuers thereof
are as set opposite the description of the property below, viz: (Addresses as
given are furnished as a service and not certified. ) e

- LEGAL DESCRIPTION ¥ OWNER & ADDRESS

All of the Southeast Quarter of Max L. Cole : g
Section 15, Township 27 Scouth, . 38311 West 13th Stree
Ranze 2 East of the 6th Principal Wichita, Kansas 67203
Meridian, Sedgwick County, .

Kansas. g ¥

W of swl, except part platted Crestview Country Club Association
as Crestview Country Club 1000 North 127th St. East
| Estates Southern Village & The Wichita, Xansas® 67230

Villas at Crestview 2nd Addictilon £ a %

GILDERS GARDENS Lepa K. & Thomas E. Lalsure
ADDITICH 430 Garnett
Wighita, Kansas (7200

Norih 3590 f22t GILDERS CARDENS Ldd R. & Lilliie M. Moser
of Lot 1 ADDITICH 12617 Fast Central
Wichita, Koansas 67265

Tong .+ GILDERS GARDENS  wayne 1. & Florence Muriel
ADRDAS LON Hubbard
29 garnelt
Wichlta, fansas .




$50CA™
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East 162 feet
of Lot 4

Lot 4, except
the East 162 feet

Southerly 200
feet of Lot 6

° Lot 6, except the

Southerly 200 feet

Lot 10

North Half of
Lot 12

25

North 100 feet
of Lot 22

South 65 feet of
Lot 22

-2-

ADDITION

GILDERS GARDENS

GILDERS

GILDERS

GILDERS

OWNER & ADDRESS

Merle & R. Eleanor Knott
64 Mission Road
Wichita, Kansas 67207

Karlene G. Gass
1146 South Pershing
Wichita, Kansas 67218

Grace G. Good
12317 East Central
Wichita, Kansas 67206

R. Kenneth & Ramona J. Smith
Address Unknown

Clarence B. Jr. & Geraldine V.
Shelman

430 East Jackson

Wichita, Kansas 67206

Clarence N. & Lillian G. Leith
12123 East Central
Wichita, Kansas 67206

Virgil W. & Helen B. Barth
400 Jackson Street East
Wichita, Kansas (67206

Ross F. Sr. & Mary V. McDonough
336 Jackson
Wichita, Kansas 67206

A. L. & Katherine F. Strecker
401 Garnett
Wichita, Kansas 67206

Tence F. Massey Sr.

619 West Central

Andover, Kansas 67002
and

Richard & Nada M. Massey

329 Garnett

Wichita, Kansas 67206

George H. & Mary M. Skinner
400 Garnett
Wichita, Kansas 67206

Robert E. & Elizabeth R. King
352 Garnett
fichita, Kansas 67206




A e
ADDITION i ‘OF.":IE‘.". & ADDRESS

. GILDERS CARDZ:S John G. & Elizabeth B. Claybrook
; 2R 348 Garnett . i
- Wichita, Kansas 67206

2 %8 . ' - GILDERS GARDENS Richard D. & Joan J. Estes
> : ; . 12007 E. Central Ave.
B Wichita, “ansas 67206

Lot 9, except the GILDERS GARDENS James W. & Patricia S. Rich
North 136 feet of the " .. 5118 Kensington St. i

East 150 feet e s . Wichita, Kansas 67208

The North 136 feet _ GILDERS GARDENS James R. & Beverly Jane Fisher
- of the East 150 feet of 359 Jackson East

Lot 9 RS <t Wichita, Kansas 67206

11 2 13 . GILDERS GARDENS  Rex M. & Ruby I. Johnson |
s PR i T 321 East Jackson Street
i Wichita, Kansas 67206

1, 2, 3, 6, T,. . : Asa A. % Cordelia Gott
8, 9, 10,711 . il ; 11619 East Central
“Block’ A ceRiE e n e DO Y ehite, Kansas’ 67206

12, 13, 14, 15 ; . Asa A. & Cordelia Gott
‘& 16, Block B ] . 11619 East Central
: Wichita, Kansas 67206

Block el GOTE . Asa A. & Cordelia Gott
. ; 11619 East Central
Wichita, Kansas 67206

]
1 thra 92 & THI VITLAS AT ies Del Sol, Inz.
119 thru 138 & CRESTVIEW 210 . Franil ler, Praside
Reserves A, D AuDITION 1 Streol
&C : -

CRMVANY, “
i
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Lot ; ADDITION OWNER & ADDRESS

All Lots at Villas at z Mansiones Del Sol, Inc.
Crestview & Reserves A % Frank Kessler, President
& B, except Lots 34 thru - 1115 West 13th Street

49 & Reserve C Wichita, Kansas 67203

Reserves & Lots 1 thru Mansiones Del Sol, Inec.

part of Lot 12 % Frank Kessler, President
1115 West 13th Street
Wichita, Kansas 67203

The Easterly 1.93 feet of Lot 12 - Leo P. Cawley, M.D. and

and the Westerly 28.24 feet of Joan M. Cawley, husband & wife
Lot 13, except the southerly 37.21 550 North Hillside

feet of both Lot 12 and Lot 13, Wichita, Kansas 67214

Both Lots being in the VILLAS AT

CRESTVIEW AN ADDITION to Sedgwick

County, Kansas; together with an

undivided 1/60th interest in all

, the common areas within said Addition

The Northerly 107.58 feet of the Ernest L. & Joan R. Balay
Easterly 14.29 feet of Lot 15, and 14 Via Roma

the Northerly 107.58 feet of the Wichita, Kansas 67230
Westerly 15.75 feet of Lot 16, both

in the VILLAS AT CRESTVIEW, an

Addition to Sedgwick County, Kansas;

together with an undivided 1/60th

interest in &ll the common areas within

said addition.

The easterly 11.51 feet of Lot 14, Wilbur E. & Bernice H. Walker
the westerly 11.77 feet of Lot 15, 16 Douglas Avenue

the easterly 8.72 feet of the westerly Wichita, Kansas 67207
20.49 feet of the southerly 90.16

feet of Lot 15, except the southerly

31.24 feet of both Lot 1l ahd Lot 15,

Both Lots being in the Villas at Crestview

an Addition to Sedgwick County, Kansas;

together with an undivided 1/60th

interest in all the common areas within

sald Addition.

The Northerly 107.58 feet of the easterly Jack L. & Margaret Crahan
19.08 feet of Lot 16, and the Northerly 15 Via Roma

107.58 feet of the westerly 10.96 feet Wichita, Kansas 67230
of Lot 17, both in the VILLAS AT CRESTVIEW

an Addition to Sedgwick County, Kansas;

together with an undivided 1/60th interest

in all the common areas within said Addition.
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LOT - ADDITION OWNER & ADDRESS

The Northerly 94.92 feet of the Ted A. Chapman

easterly 24.04 feet of Lot 17, and 16 Via Roma

the southerly 20 feet of the Wichita, Kansas 67230
westerly 7.33 feet of the northerly

55.25 feet of Lot 18, Block 1, both

in the Villas at Crestview an Addition

to Sedgwick County, Kansas; together

with an unéivided 1/60th interest in

all the common areas within sald Addition.

Beginning at a point 10.78 feet North Robert A. & Marjorie H. Page

of the SE corner of Lot 18 in the VILLAS 17 Via Roma

AT CRESTVIEW an Addition to Sedgwick Wichita, Kansas 67230

County, Kansas, said point being on the east

line of said Lot 18; fence West 30.0 feet

at a right angle to the east line of said

Lot 18; fence North 60.07 feet at a

deflection angle to the right of 90° 00 ft.;

fence East 7.0 feet at a deflection angle to

, the right of 90' less than a foot; fence
9> North 43.75 + or - ft. at a deflection angle

to the left of 90° 00 ft. to the north

line of said Lot 18; fence easterly along

the North line of said Lot 18 to the

northeast corner of Lot 18; fence South

106.90 ft. along the east line of said

Lot 18 to the point of beginning; together

with an undivided one-sixtieth (1/60)

interest of the Common Areas in said Addition.

Beginning at a point 10.78 feet North of John G. Shellito M.D. &
the SW corner of Lot 19, in the VILLAS Jean L. Shellito

AT CRESTVIEW an Addition to Sedgwick 1177 Farmstead Street
County, Kansas, said point being on the Wichita, Kansas 67208
West line of said Lot 19; thence East

30.05 feet at an angle to the West line

of said Lot 19; thence North~60.67 feet

at _a deflection angle to the left of

90° 00 minutes; thence West 7.0 feet at

a deflection angle to the left of 90°

00 minutes; thence North 44.1 feet + or -

at_a deflection angle to the right of

90~ 00 minutes to the North line of said

Lot 19; thence westerly along the North

line of said Lot 19 to the Northwest

corner of said Lot 19; thence South 106.90

feet along the West line of said Lot 19 to

the point of beginning:; tomether with an

undivided 1/60th interest in all the

common areas within said Addition.
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LOT : ADDITION OWNER & ADDRESS

The Northerly 80.15 feet of the Mary H. McDonald
Easterly 17.07 feet of Lot 20, and the Address Unknown
Northerly 80.15 feet of the Westerly

6.83 feet of Lot 21, also, commencing

at a point 35.35 feet South of the

NW corner of Lot 20, measured along

the West lot line of said Lot 20; thence

at a deflection angle to the left of

90° for a distance of 0.63 feet to

the point of beginning; thence South

19.9 feet parallel to the West line

of Lot 20; thence at a geflection

angle to the left of 90 for a

distance of 7.3 feet; thence North

19.9 feet; thence West 7.3 feet to

the point of beginning, both Lots 20

and 21 being in THE VILLAS AT CRESTVIEW,

an Addition to Sedgwick County, Kansas,

J: together with an undivided 1/60th interest

in all the common areas within said
Addition.

The Northerly 92.77 feet of the easterly Floyd W. Mallonee a/k/a
18.17 feet of Lot 21 and the Northerly F. W. Mallonee

92.77 feet of the ‘westerly 12.0l1 feet 20 Via Roma

of Lot 22, both Lots 21 and 22 being in Wichita, Kansas 67230
the VILLAS AT CRESTVIEW an Addition to

Sedgwick County, Kansas; together with

an undivided 1/60th interest in all the

common areas within said Addition.

The Northerly 80.04 feet of the easterly Jean Anne Cardwell
7.90 feet of Lot 23 and the Northerly 22 via Roma

80.04 feet of the westerly 16.02 feet of Wichita, Kansas 67230
Lot 24, ALSO, commencing at a.point

35.0 feet South of the Northeast corner

of Lot 24 measured along the east line

of said Lot 24; thence at a deflection

angle to the right of 90° for a distance

of 1.68 feet to the point of beginning;

thence south 20.0 feet parallel to the

east line of Lot 24; thence at & deflection

angle to the right of 90° for a distance

of 7.3 feet; thence north 20.0 feet;

thence east 7.3 feet to the point of

beginning, both Lotz 23 and 24 being in

the VILLAS AT CRESTVIEW an ADDITION to

Sedgwick County, Kansas; together with an

undivided 1/60th interest in all the common

areas within said Addition. L




E,
Lot ADDITION

The Northerly 92.77 feet of the
easterly 12.99 feetof Lot 22 and

the northerly 92.77 feet of the
westerly 17.10 feet of Lot 23, both
Lots 22 and 23 being in the VILLAS
AT CRESTVIEW an Addition to Sedgwick
County, Kansas; together with an
undivided 1/60th interest in all the
common areas within said Addition.

The northerly 112.67 feet of the
easterly 5.7 feet of Lot 25 and
the northerly 112.67 feet of Lot
.26 and the northerly 112.67 feet
of the westerly 3.3 feet of Lot 27,
Lots 25, 26 and 27 being in the
villas at Crestview an Addition to
Sedgwick County, Kansas; together

« with an undivided 1/60th interest
in all the common areas within

»> sald Addition.

The North 111.17 feet of the East
4.0l feet of Lot 26 and the North
111.17 feet of Lot 27 and the North
111.17 feet of thé west 1.19 feet

of Lot 28, Lots 26, 27 and 28, being
in the Villas at Crestview an Addition
to Sedgwick County, Kansas; together
with an undivided 1/60th interest in
all the common areas within said
Addition.

OWNER & ADDRESS

Harold E. & Frances C. Smith
21 Via Roma
Wichita, Kansas 67230

Daniel J. McAtee
1000 S. Woodlawn Blvd., Apt. 501
Wichita, Kansas 67218

Doreen M. Yingling
Address Unknown

The North 111.17 feet of the East 23.81 R. Dee Hubbard

feet of Lot 28 and the North 111.17
feet of the West 6.42 feet of Lot 29,
both Lots 28 and 29, being in the
Villas at Crestview an Addition to
Sedgwick County, Kansas; together
with an undivided 1/60th interest in

25 Via Roma
Wichita, Kansas 67230

all the common areas within said Addition.

The North 112.43 feet of the East 18.58 Beverly N. Lancaster & Laura E.
feet of Lot 29 and the North 112.43 feet 26 Via Roma

of the west 15.62 feet of Lot 30, both
Lots 29 and 30 being in the Villas at
Crestview an Addition to Sedgwick
County,Kansas; together with an
undivided 1/60th interest in all the
common areas within said Addition.

Wichita, Kansas 67230
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LoT ADDITION OWNER & ADDRESS

The Easterly 17.50 feet of the northerly  John W. Graves & Mildred L.
107.81 feet of Lot 32 and the westerly 28 via Roma

12.58 feet of the northerly 107.81 feet Wichita, Kansas 67230
of Lot 33, both north-south measurements

being from the northeast corner of Lot

32 along the east line of Lot 32 and the

eastwest measurements being at right

angles to said east lot line, both lots

being in the Villas at Crestview an

Addition to Sedgwick County, Kansas;

together with an undivided 1/60th interest

‘in all the common areas within said Addition.

Beginning at the NE corner of Lot 31, Elmer G. & Lottie Jo. Schutte
thence South on the East line of said 27 Via Roma
Lot 31, 112.77 feet; thence at a Wichita, Kansas 67230
deflection angle to the right of 90O
- fir a distance of 26.5T7 feet; thence
¥ North parallel to the East line of said
Lot 31 to the West line of Lot 31; thence
North along the West lot line to the
Northwest corner of Lot 31; thence East
along the North lot line to the point of
beginning; also beginning at the NE corner
of Lot 31, thence South on the East line of
sald Lot 31, 112.7T7 feet; thence at a
deflection angle to the left of 90 a distance
of 9.47 feet; thence North parallel to the
East line of Lot 31 to the North line of
Lot 32; thence West on the North line
of Lot 32 to the point of beginning, both
Lots 31 and 32 being in THE VILLAS AT
CRESTVIEW an Addition to Sedgwicl County,
Kansas; together with an undivided 1/60th
interest in all the common areas within
sald Addition.

The easterly 14.U4 feet of the northerly Austin J. & Ruby F. Boundy
107.80 feet of Lot 33 & the westerly 15.64 29 Via Roma

feet of the northerly 107.80 feet of Lot Wichita, Kansas 67230
34, both north-south measurements teing from '

the northeast corner of Lot 33 along the

east lot line of Lot 33 and the east west

measurements being at right angles to

sald east lot line, both lots being in the

VILLAS AT CRESTVIEW an Addition to Sedgwick

County, Kansas; together with an undivided

1/60th interest in all the common areas within

sgld Addition. —
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Lor ADDITION OWNER & ADDRESS

The southerly 18.16 feet of the John G. McCune
easterly 115.0 feet of Lot 50 6226 East 8th Street
and the northerly 13.88 feet of the Wichita, Kansas 67208
easterly 115.0 feet of Lot 51,

Block 1, both lots being in the

Villas at Crestview an Addition

to Sedgwick County, Kansas; together

with an undivided 1/60th interest in

all the common areas within said

Addition.

The southerly 16.12 feet of the Gerald D. Lasswell
easterly 115.0 feet of Lot 51 and the U4 Vis Roma
northerly 15.96 feet of the easterly Wichita, Kansas 67230
115.0 feet of Lot 52, both lots
being in Block 1, the Villas
at Crestview an Addition to Sedgwick
County, Kansas; together with an
, undivided 1/60th interest in all the
: common areas within said Addition.

The Southerly 14.04 feet of the John G. McCune
easterly 115.0 feet of Lot 52 and 6226 East 8th Street
the northerly 18.04 feet of the Wichita, Kansas 67208
easterly 115.0 feet of Lot 53, i

Block 1, both lots being in the

VILLAS AT CRESTVIEW an Addition

to Sedgwick County, Kansas;

together with an undivided 1/60th

interest in all the common areas

within said Addition.

The Southerly 11.96 feet of the Roland G. Edris & Ruth L. Edris
easterly 115.0 feet of Lot 53 46 via Roma

and the northerly 20.08 feet of the Wichita, Kansas 67230
easterly 115.0 feet of Lot 54,

Block 1, both lots being in the S

Villas at Crestview an Addition

to Sedgwick County, Kansas;

together with an undivided ’

1/60th interest in all the common

areas within said Addition.
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LOT ADDITION OWNER & ADDRESS

The northerly 19.51 feet of the westerly Raymond E. & Winona L. Walton
114,17 feet of Lot 58 and beginning 10.83 Andover, Kansas 67002
feet west of the southeast corner of Lot

59 on the south line of said Lot 59;

thence north at right angles to said south

lot line 12.53 feet; thence west parallel

to said south lot line 76.42 feet; thence

south at a right angle 10 feet; thnence

west at a right angle 37.75 feet; thence

south at a right angle 2.53 feet to the

southwest corner of Lot 59; thence east

on the said south lot line 114,17 feet

to point of beginning, both Lots 58 and

59 being in the Villas at Crestview an

Addition to Sedgwick County, Kansas;

together with an undivided 1/60th interest

in all the common areas within said Addition.

Beginning 11.49 feet South 35° 38! 34" Earl K. & Pauline M. Duke
east of the westerly corner of Lot 61; 33 Hampton Road

thence 102.83 feot North 5i° 211 26" Wichita, Kansas 67206
east; thence 35.97 feet south 35° 38

34" east; thence south 54° 21' 26" west

to the intersectien with the southerly

lot line of Lot 60; thence west along

said lot line to the southerly corner

of Lot 60; thence 28.26 feet north 35°

38! 34" west to the point of beginnig,

both lots 60 and 61 being in the VILLAS

AT CRESTVIEW an Addition to Sedgwick

County, Kansas; together with an undivided

1/60th interest in all the common areas

within said Addition.

Beginning 11.49 feet South ‘3\§° 38" 34" Arthur V. & Mary F. Sorenson
east of the westerly corner of Lot 61; 52 Via Roma s

thence 102.83 feet north 54° 211 26" Wichita, Kansas 67230
east; thence 36.19 feet north 35° 38!

34" Yest; thence South 54° 21' 26"

west to the intersection with the westerly

lot line of Lot 62; thence South along

sald lot line to the vesterly corner of

Lot 62; thence 23.12 feet south 35° 38!

34" east to the point of beginning, both

Lots 61 and 62 being in the Villas at

Crestview an Addition to Sedgwick County,

Kansas; together with an undivided 1/60th

interest in all the common areas within

sald Addition.
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LoT ADDITION OWNER & ADDRESS |

The South 95.33 feet of the West 19.58 Charles M. & Helen A. Brecheise
feet of L t 63 and the South 95.33 feet 53 Via Roma

of the East 4.U42 feet of Lot 64, also Wichita, Kansas 67230
commencing at a point 73.07 feet South

and 3.12 feet West of the Northeast

corner of Lot 63; thence West 7.33 feet;

north 20.0 feet; east 7.33 feet; south

20.0 feet to the point of beginning,

both Lots 63 and 64 being in the Villas

at Crestview, an Addition to Sedgwick

County, Kansas; together with an undivided

1/60th interest in all the common areas

within said Addition.

The West 20.58 feet of Lot 64 and the Andrew S. & Lysle Swenson
East 9.50 feet of Lot 65, both Lots 54 Via Roma

64 and 65 being in the Villas at Wichita, Kansas 67230
Crestview an Addition to Sedgwick

? County, Kansas; together with an

undivided 1/60th interest in all the

common areas within said Addition.

The West 15.50 feet of Lot 65 and the Con C. Mills & Ruby L. Mills
east 1U.58 feet of Lot 66, both Lots 55 Via Roma

65 and 66 being in the VILLAS AT Wichita, Kansas 67230
CRESTVIEW an Addition to Sedgwick

County, Kansas; together with an un-

divided 1/60th interest in all the

common areas within said Addition.

The South 95.33 feet of the West 10.42 Chester A. & Marjorie H.
feet of Lot 66 and the South 95.33 feet Rembleske

of the east 13,59 feet of Lot 67, also 56 Via Roma

commencing at a point 72.94 feet south Wichita, Kansas 67230
and 8.96 feet east of the WW corner of

Lot 67; thence east 7.33 feet; north

20.0 feet; west 7.33 feet; south 20.0

feet to the point of beginning, both Lots

66 and 67 “.ing in the VILLAS AT

CRESTVIEW an Addition to Sedgwick

County, Kansas; together with an

undivided 1/60th interest in all the

common areas within said Addition.

The northerly 24.04 feet of the southerly Terrance P. & Linda E. Maloney
30,76 feet of the easterly 94,83 feet of 34 North Stratford

Lot 68, said Lot 68 being in the VILLAS Vichita, Kansas 67206

AT CRESTVIEW an Addition to Sedgwick

County, Kansas; together with an

umdivided 1/60th interest in all the

common areas within d_Addition. —
5 i 7g)

Io
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LOT : ADDITION OWNER & ADDRESS

The Southerly 6.72 feet of the easterly L. C. & Constance L. Harmon
107.5 feet of Lot 68 and the northerly 58 Via Roma

23.36 feet of the easterly 107.5 feet Wichita, Kansas 67230

of Lot 69, Y“oth Lots 58 and 69 being in :

the Villas, at Crestview an Addition d 4

to Sedgwick County, Kansas; together

with an uandivided 1Y/60th interest in ;

all the common areas within said Addition. ; v

The southerly 1.64 feet of the easterly H. L. & Frances Comley
107.5 feet of Lot 69, the easterly 59 Via Roma

107.5 feet of Lot 70 and the northerly Wichita, Kansas 67230
3.44 feet of the easterly 107.5 feet of

Lot 71, Lots 69 through 71 being in the

Villas at Crestview an Addition to

Sedgwick County, Kansas; together with

an undivided 1/60th interest in all the

common ‘areas within said Addition.

Beginning at the Southeast corner J. Sidney & Nettie Crowder
of the Southwest Quarter, thence Emmett

North 1320 feei, thence West 395 feet, Address—Unknown _

thence South 1320 feet, thence East : )

396 feet to becinning, in Section 15, dQT | ) 1A me:
Township 27, Range 2 Eest, Sedgwick '

‘County, Kansas.

The West 5 acres of the Kast 15 Acres Loren A, Wainscott

of the South /0 acres of ithe Southuest 11712 East Central
Quarter of Section 15, Township 27, Wichita, Kansas 67208
Range 2 East, Sedgwick County, Kansas e

{"j_j, J, )3
:’]_’J'- g ‘.’J-J’J-.) i
COMPANY, ||
L
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Lot ADDITION

Beginning 396 feet West of the
Southeast Quarter of the Southwest
Quarter, thence North 1320 feet,
thence West 594 feet, thence South
660 feet, thence East 330 feet,
thence South 660 feet, thence East
264 feet, to beginning, Southwest
Quarter of Section 15, Township
27, Range 2 East, Sedgwick County,
Kansas.

Beginning 990 feet West of the SE

corner of the SWi of Section 15, Township

27 South, Range 2 East, thence
‘North 1320 feet, thence West 330

feet, thence South 1320 feet, thence

East 330 feet to the place of
beginning, Sedgwick County, Kansas,
together with all buildings and

. improvements located thereon,

North Half of the Southwest Quarter
except cemetary, in the Northeast
Quarter of the Southwest Quarter,
Section 15, Township 27, Range 2
East, Sedgwick County, Kansas.

The Southeast corner of the
Northwest Quarter of Section 15,
Township 27, Range 2 East,
Sedgwick County, Kansas

South Half of the Northeast
corner of the Northeast Quarter
of Section 15, Township 27
Range 2 East, Sedgwick cauntQ
Kansas.

Scuth Half of the Southwest
corner of the Northwest Quarter
of Section 14, Township 27,
Range 2 East, Sedgwick County,
Kansas.

A Tract beginning at point Lo
rods West of "the NE corner of the
NWi of Section 22, Township

27, Range 2 East, thence West 26
Rods, thence South 40 Rods,
thence East 26 Rods, thence lorth
46-Rods to the place of beginning,
Sedgwick County, Kansas,

OWNER & ADDRESS

L. J. & LaVon P. Fugit
11808 East Central
Wichita, Kansas 67206

L. S. & Grace 0'Hara
6302 East 9th
Wichita, Kansas 67208

C. & Cecelia Balthrop
11220 Fast Central
Wichita, Kansas 67206

Willard J. Kiser
1446 Willow Road
Wichita, Kansas 67208

Mary E. Brown
11115 East Central
Wichita, Kansas 67206

Charles H. Hoult
5 Crestview Country Club
Wichita, Kansas

]
Darrell L. Deck
2 Hillerest Avenue
Wichita, Kansas 67208
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LoT ADDITION OWNER & ADDRESS

Part of the Northwest Quarter of Roland W. & Dubylene I. Hayden
Section 22, Township 27 South, 11811 East Central Ave.

Range 2 East of the 6th P.M., | Wichita, Kansas 67206
Sedgwick County, Kansas, described

as: Beginning 20 rods West of

the Northeast corner of said

Northwest Quarter, thence South

40 rods, thence West 20 rods, thence °

North 40 rods, thence East 20

rods to beginning.

East 10 acres of the North Half . Henry J. Landhehr
of the Northwest Quarter of 11923 East Douglas

‘Section 22, Township 27, Range Wichita, Kansas 67207
2 East, Sedgwick County, Kansas.

Dated at Wichita, Ka.nse.é, this 1lth day of November,
1974; 7:00 A.M.

FIDELITY TITLE COMPANY, INC.

”‘@%&ﬂ%

Tracer No. 26344
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PAYMENT NOTICE
City of Wichita
PAY AT TREASURER'S OFFICE - FIRST FLOOR

Bldg & Elev. Elec. Elev. Insp. Exam, Fees
Hse. Mvr. Hse. Moving Licse. Mech.
0i1 Well Pav. Cuts Plan, Plbe Cert.
Sanitation Sewer Signs Sidewalk
Street Trailer
DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
ame
Address
Type Due Date
Commen ts:
Dote &
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RECOMMENDATION FROM METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION TC
BOARD OF COUNTY COMilTS N

NING

T1ONAL USE

],

CASE NO, §CZ-0336 and CU-170 CONS ID BY MAPC:.1-9-75 Deferred
RECONSIDF BY MAPC: 2-13-75 Deferred
"R-1" to "AA" and RECONSIDERED BY MAPC: =175 "

REQUEST FOR: g 7 R :
i "LC" and Approval of Conditional Use for multi-family housing
REASON FOR REQUEST (AS PROVIDED BY APPLICANT) :
ses of constructing residential units in the form of gar-
den apartme townhouses and condominiums, and all other forms of
multi-family development, and for the reason that it is the highest
and best use of the property both economically and for the benefit of
GENERAL LOCATION: (the surrounding area."”

"For the pu

Northwest corner of
127th Street East and Central
LEGAL DESCRIPTION:

Sec attached excerpt from Planning Commission
minutes of March 27, 1975.

APPLICANT : Max Cole, 313 lst Nat'l Bank Bldg. 67202

Ralph Martin, Suite 200, 230 E. 17th St.

Costa Mesa, California 92627

- PROTESTORS (LIST COUNSEL) IF ANY: Richard Massey, :329 Garnett;

i R. W. Hayden, and Duane O'Hara, property owners in the area, spoke

in opposition.

COUNSEL FOR APPLICANT:

To the north and west is "R=1"; east

and south is "R-1" and "LC"

Subject property and that to the north is undeveloped; east
is multiple-family and Country Club; south and west is single-
family

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION:

SURROUNDING ZONING:

LAND USE:

That SCZ-0336 and CU-170 not be approved. Gragert moved, Taylor ,¢™o
seconded and i1t carried by a vote of_5 _in favor (Gragert, ﬁ’
: Taylor, Goebel, Kamen and Hopper)and_4_ opposed (Rising, Bayouth,
lennessy and Gardenhire). Savina absent.

NOTE: A recommendation of denial by the Planning Commission requires
a unanimous vote of the County Commission in order to approve the

applications. \5‘3-04% 35 + la- e/,,,l’,r/% lonied,,

Pm’l‘m{\T :1. Approve the recommendation of the Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission and deny the applications; or

2 _Adopt resolutions effectuating the zone change and conditional
use, and instruct the Planning Department to withhold publication until
such time as the property has been platted and the plat has been recorded.

Eepn




S _OF_Jn 9, 1975:

SLON MINUTE

-~ Max L. Cole requests change from "R-1"

quarter of Szction 15, Township 27 South,
., describc as foll
aid Section 15 except:
way as recorded in Mis Book No. 634,
page 229, ibed as follows: Beginning at a
point on the north r-o-w line of Central Avenuc at the west r-o-w line
of 127th St. Eas thence along said north r-o-w line of Central Ave.
bearing N £9°59'30" W a distance of 1,000.00 ft; thence bearing N
0°00'30" E a distance of 305.31 ft., to the point of curvature of a
curve to the left; thence along said curve to the left whose radius is
800.00 ft. and thiru & central angle of 47°30'30" a distance of G63.34
ft, to the point of tangency; thence bearing N 47°30'00" W a distance
of 87.12 ft; thence bearing N 43°30'00" E a distance of 325,00 f
thence bearing N 90°00' E a distance of 1,100.00 ft. to the west r-o-w
line of 127th St. East; thence along said west r-o-w line bearing § B Satrs
0°00'00" E a distance of 1,190.00 ft. to the point of beginning; and S

A tract of land in
Range 2 East
All of the SE
and 127th

Central Avenue

-3 change from "R-1" Suburban Residential to "LC" Light Commercial the

; following:

A tract of land in the SE quarter of Section 15, Township 27 South,
Range 2 East of the 6th P.M., described as follows:

Beginning at a point on the north r-o-w line of Central Avenue at the
west r-o-w line of 127th St. East; thence along said north r-o-w line
of Central Avenue bearing N 89°59'30" W a distance of 1,000.00 ft;
thence bearing N 0°00'30" E a distance of 305.31 feet to the point of
curvature of a curve to the left; thence along said curve to the left
whose radius is 800.00 feet and thru a central angle of 47°30'30" a
distance of 663.34 feet to the point of tangency; thence bearing N
47°30'00" W a distance of 87.12 ft. thence bearing N 43°30'00" E a
distance of 325.00 ft; thence bearing N 90°00"' E a distance of 1,100.00
ft. to the west r-o-w line of 127th St. East; thence along said west
4 r-o-w line bearing 5 0°00'00" E a distance of 1,190.00 ft. to the

§ point of beginning, except therefrom the south 600 ft. of the east

R 600 ft. of said SE quarter.

All generally located on the northwest corner of 127th St. East and
Central.

23b. Case No. CU-170 - Max L. Cole requests approval of a condi- !
tional Usc for establishment of a multi-family housing deve- i

Ny - Iopment on property requested for WAA" One Family Dwelling |
‘: District, described as follows: et

A tract of land in the SE guarter of Section 15, Township 27 South,

Range 2 East of the 6th P.M., described as follows:

all of the SE quarter of said Section 15 except: Central Avenue and

127th S5t. Bast rights-of-way as recorded in Misc. Book No. 634,

Page 229, and a tract of land described as follows: Beginning at a

5 point on the north r-o-w line of Central Ave. at the west r-o-w

line of 127th St. East; thence along said north r-o-w line of Central |
Avenue bearing N 89°59'30" W a distance of 1,000.00 ft; thence bearing i
N 0°00'30" E a distance of 305.31 ft. to the point of curvature of a

curve to the left; thence along said curve to the left whose radius is

800.00 ft. and thru a central angle of 47°30'30" a distance of 663.34

ft. to the point of tangency; thence bearing N 47°30'00" W a distance

of B87.12 ft. thence bearing N 43°30'00" E a distance of 325.00 ft;
thence bearing N 90°00' E a distance of 1,100.00 ft. to the west r-o-w
line of 127th St. East; thence along said west r-o-w line bearing S
0°00'00" E a distance of 1,190.00 ft. to the point of beginning.
Generally located on the nor sr-iof 127th St. East and Cen=

tral.

GALBRAITH pointed out the area on the map and reviewed the follow-
ing reports:

B Mgy i




S8C2-0336
Comments

1. The applicant is requesting a change of zoning from the
"R-1" Suburban Residential District to the "AA"™ Ono Family
Dwelling District (approximately 110 net acres) and from
"R=1" to "LC" Light Commercial in cxcess of the existing "LC"
(approximately 7.4 net acres), making a total of approximate ly
30 not acres of "LC", located at the intersection of two
major streets (Central and 127th Street East). In conjunc-
tion with this application, the applicant has filed a Condi-
tional Use request (CU-170) to permit the construction of a
series of multiple family dwellings on that area being re-
quested for "AA". The intent scction of the "AA" District
requires this district to be used only when municipal services
(water and sewer) are available.

It should be noted that the County Zoning Resolution permits
multiple family dwelling units as a Conditional Use in the
"AA" Single Family District. The applicant has submitted a
plat proposing a mixture of patio homes, garden and cluster
townhouses, and apartments. The total nuwiber of units is
747 at an overall density of 7.18 per acre. It is difficult
0 determine what strects are proposed as public or private
streets, however, the plan does not suggest public streets
tieing into adjacent quarter sections. The plan suggests a
curvilinear boulevard as an interior street. Since no con-
tact was made with the staff by either the applicant, his con-
sultant or his attorney, several questions remain unanswered.

There are several major problems with the plan, includin the
design, the amount o% commercial propos the lack of avail-
able municipal sewer or a showing of how sewerage is proposed
to be handled. 1In addition, no consideration was given By
the applicant to the alignment of the K-96 freeway (Northeast
Circumferential). The preferred route, the eastern alignment,
was supported unanimously at a combined meeting of the Board
of City Commissioners, the Board of County Commissioners, and
the Planning Commission. This alignment, as approved, crosses
the eastern portion of this quarter section where the commer-
cial and higher density residential has been proposed. The
consultants for the State Highway Commission have completed
the draft location report which has been submitted and the
final environmental impact statement which is under review by
the Committeec on Environmental Quality in Washington, D. C.
Federal approval of the location is expected in February-March.
A detailed design study will be required before final right-
of-way plans can be completed and right-of-way acquired.

Another major factor to consider with this plan is the unavail-
ability S. Until th are available, T would appcar
that development is rﬁma‘him_mm%m
s@mr isTon the Crestview Country Club,
but lacks additional capacity. fThe natural flow is to the south,
thence east. Although interim plants could be designed, past
proposals using similar approaches have not been fruitful. It
should be noted that several major projects have been proposcd
on East Harry, all of which require major investments for scwers
and as a result no development has yet occurred. In today's age
with concern about our environment, and with local concern as to
the development of a logical and efficient sewer system for the
eastern area, cncouragement should be given to the development of
downstream properties first and then upstream with a minimum of
leapfrogging and inefficient system development. It cannol be
expected in the near future to receive federal assistance for
these plants, thus, any proposal will have to be financiable en-
tirely by the applicant.




Another factor to consider in regard to this application i the
amount of "ILC" proposed. Taking into consideration the exist-
ing 21 acres of "Le" zoning at the other three corners, it is
difficult to justify the 30 acres requested. The Planning Com-
mission may want to consider requiring the applicant to provide
justification, such as market studies and absorption rate
estimates, as to why additional "LC" is needed in this area and
at this tine.

Because of the nature of the problems involved, the staff is
of the opinion that the project is premature. However, if it
is determined that the project is justified, then considera-
tion should be given to requiring the applicant to redesign the
pProject and Lo take into consideration the proposed location
for K-96 and the interchange as is being required of the devel-
opers and consultants for Comotara.

Case No. CU-170

Comments

1. The applicant is requesting a Conditional Use permit to con-
struct multiple-family dwellings on property being requestead
for "AA" One Family zoning (SC2-0336) .

The County Zoning Resolution permits multiple-family dwellings
in the "aa" Single-family district as a conditional use, It
further provides that there shall be 1 1/2 off-street parking
spaces for each dwelling unit. It should be noted that any
multiple family structure developed in the "AA" zone is subject
to the same height requirements as single-family dwellings.

The applicant has submitted a general site plan indicating
building locations for multiple-family dwellings, circulation
and density. The plan does not differentiate between public
and private streets, nor does it provide information on how it
is proposed to provide a municipal type sewer system to subject
Property. The plan also does not take into consideration the
projected alignment for K-96 (Northeast Circumferential) which
bisects the eastern portion of this quarter section. (See
staff comments on associated zone Case SCZ-0336).

Depending on the action recommended on the associated zone case,
the following conditions should be considered in the approval
of the conditional use request:

a. The platting of the property within three years from the
date of approval by the Board of County Commissioners; or
the application be considered denied and closed.

Not less than one and one-half off-strect parking spaces
shall be provided for each dwelling unit.

The density shall not excced that established as the
capacity limit of the Four Mile Creck Sewer Basin in the
officially adopted Sewer Plan as modified by Planning
Commission policy statement, which sets an original level
of 4.1 dwelling units per acre to a modified level of o
dwelling units per acre.

Because of the numerous problems listed in the staff report,
GALBRATTH stated 'hat it was the opinion of the staff that this
proposed development is promature and that the applications should
be denied or deferred until the plan can be redesigned. GALBRAITH
pointed out that the Sewer Plan was based on 7 dwelling units per
acre, and if the Commission does recommend approval, it should be
subject to the three conditions suggested in the staff report. lla
stated that apparcntly no thought has been given to the matter of
sewer service.




HENNESSY asked the possibility of connecting ko the sewer facil-
ities serving the Crestview Country Club development to the east.
LAKIN said there is a treatment facility for the entire seclion of
Crestview Country Club ownership, and it was his understandine that
it was designed to serve that particular development and that there
is ro extra capacity in the system, however, it could possibly be
redesigned and expanded.

LAKIN continued that subject area is wit
£ 71

n frapework to oSt
-sewer unjits. IN said the staff has not been contacted
Wi respect to subject reguests and sewer service, and he would like
to hear what the applicant or his agent have to present along this
line. He said there would be major problems if it is intended to fun-

nel scwerage back into the City system with a pumping station, and go-
ing east to the natural flow line would present some problems too.

LAKIN commented that no doubt there will continue to be large
amounts of commercial development along Kellogg, and he questioned
the need for 30 acres of "Lg" zhi cation. n regar o the
issue of the Northeast Circumferential, proposed to cross subject
property, while it has been in the planning stage for many years, it
takes a long time to actually get highways constructed. Now, however,
the alignment has been approved and we are awaiting Federal approval
with respect to environmental impact. The project now must go into a
design study for 1 1/2 to 3 years, and then if money is appropriated,
acquisition could begin for right-of-way. LAKIN said he was not sug-
gesting the dedication of any right-of-way across subject property,
but it appears this plan tends to be a hindrance to the end result,
and it was his hope that the Commission would encourage a redesign so
that the area for the alignment of the highway can be preserved. He
felt that as submitted, puts the community in a very difficult position
so far as seeing the fruition of the work in developing this route.

HILL inferred that it would not be likely that such a plan with
the density proposed, the sewer problem, and no street pattern tieing

in with adjacent areas, would be approved.

LAKIN said the staff normally considers school and park sites in
a tract this large, as well as a circulation system and the ability
to move from one neighborhood to the other. As for the sewer, LAKIN
said it is recognized that there will be growth in this direction
where the Four Mile Creck sewer facility is proposed, but it is a
matter of timing and actually getting something started toward devel-
opment of such a facility, rather than merely paper guarantees that
the situation will be handled during the interim.

HENNESSY spoke in favor of providing some shopping area for
the development that is occurring in this area - the Crestview Coun-
try Club residential area, for example.

LAKIN agreed that neighborhood facilities would be needed and
that more "LC" area than the one-time 6 acres on each corner is needed
for commercial development. He said the Commission has in the past
talked about 10, 12 or 13 acres, but 30 acres indicates a different
type of shopping center, one which more properly would be oriented to
U. S. 54 rather than at subject intersection,

RALPH MARTIN, representing the applicant, referred to a map
which he displayed indicating the major streets and proximity to
U. S. 54 and some of the major activities taking place in the area,
which all together is an area on which activity is focused at this
time.

MARTIN said there appears some indication that the proposal is
a bit premature with respect to development moving to the cast. He
said the plan is merely a scheme to show basic distribution of what is
being considercd. The site is bordered on two sides by major streets
and 1t may or may not be that cuarter section or half section streots
should be provided, In the platting process there would be additional
delincation of streets to ser the area which micht be more desirable
than having one on the west and north sides of this quarter scction.




MARTIN pointed out that open space or parking areas are proposed
adjacent to the pipeline easement which traverses the property in a
northwest/sontheast direction, and that there will be no reason to
relocate such’ line. Ille recognized that there could be no censtruc-
tion over such casemenbt. MARTIN next cxplained the various types of
units proposed - such as cluster townhouscs, semi-detached single-
family, garden townhouses, patio homes, CLC.

MRTIN said this center is not being planned to serve merely
the neighborhood and that it should have more potential as a regional
center, being the intersection of two major streets (127th Street
East and Central), and with the improvement of U. S. 54. He said the
plan involves an integrated shopping and office development which
would have various enterprises normally found in such centers and
where each would be of benefit to the other in an integratc ! manner to
result in an advantage to all. MARTIN pointed out also that lenders
are more interested in financing an overall center in a ncighborhood
such as this rather than downtown, It was stated by MARTIN that with
shopping and office facilities distributed throughout a metropolitan
area, this would tend to conserve gasoline because people would not
have to drive so far for such services. He repeated that there is a
tremendous amount of lender interest in this particular type of land
use and he did not think it right to allot only 24 acres of commercial
(6 on each corner), and say that will suffice for the neighborhood needs.

As for the point of public streets vs. private streets, MARTIN
said all interior streets would be private and maintained by a homes
association.

Referring to the density proposed, MARTIN pointed out that the
density proposed covers only about 2/3 of the property and if spread
over the entire 160 acres, it would be far below the density sug-
gested by the staff as being acceptable. He said scwerage from the
commercial area will not be nearly as much as it would be if de-
veloped for residences. MARTIN said tiey realize that when zoning
is considered one must take a gencral concept of how such matters
will be handled, and the City already has the ordinances and regula-
tions necessary to assure proper development in that respect. First,
however, he felt there must be some idea of the possibility of ap-
proval of a plan before one can get into the details necessary to deter-
mine how the sewer problems will be solved. MARTIN said they have had
discussions with the County people and others involved in the sewer
problem and the lagoen system can be utilized, and it is feasible from
an economic standpoint, but he was not sure that it would be the best
solution in the long range.

MARTIN said they have discussed the matter with Crestview people
as to the possibility of enlarging their capacity or possibly moving
it so that it can serve not only the Crestview arca itsclf, but this
area and additional property as well. He said they know this area
is within the concept of what has been sect forth for regional sewer-
ing and since service on a regional basis is not available yet, the
above two avenues are available and will be undertaken at the time of
platting.

As for K-96 alignment (Northeast Circumferential), MARTIN said
they are aware of the past history of this proposed route, and also
recognize the fact that several more steps are necessary before such
road actually becomes a reality, and when comparad to the time in-
volved in upgrading Kellogg to the west (11 to 13 years), it is
indefinite when such will materialize. lie pointed out that it will
be sometime before the route is definite, acquisitions made and
money paid and he felt the proposed develeopment shonld he permitted
to go ahead.

Regarding another comment in the staff report where reicrence
is made to several major proposals on East Harry, all of which re-
quire sewer service, and which have not been developed, he c :sidered
it unfair to downgrade subject proposals just because development
has not occurred on East Harry.




MARTIN s
view of the sales occurring around the Couwntry Club and the number
of people desiring to live in the area, and he felt the density
Proposed and the integrated comwercial and office conter would be
very desirable in the areca.

MARTIN maintained again that the Commission has within its power
to rcquire whataver is nccessary Lo assure a desirable development
through the plaiting requirements. He sald they ave merely asking
for approval of the concept at this time and later they would sub-
mit detailed solutions as required in the platting process.

As for possible connections of streets in relation to the adja-
cent arcas to the west and north, MARTIN said such could be given
consideration at the timz of platting; however, it was his thought
at this time that it may not be necessary to have major connections
because of the type of design being developed.

GRAGERT asked Mr. Martin to repeat his statements about the
fact that therc has been no development on East Harry, altho ap-
proval has been obtained. MARTIN said he did not consider it fair
to say that just becausc development has not occurred on East Harry
because apparently somebody doesn't have enough money to provide sewer
service, that the same thing is going to happen in subject case.

GRAGERT felt the same reasoning could be applied to K-96, in
that it is still in the planning process and just because allocation
of funds has not been made was no reason to completely disregard what
has been done and what is planned for the area.

C(RAGERT reasoned that just because no acquisition has been made
of the proposed right-of-way does not mean that it is not going to be
developed along the route as now designated. He considered the argu-
ment as related to sewer services was equally applicable as develop-
ment of K-96, and he felt that the Commission has an obligation to
see that development of the Northecast Circumferential takes place.

HENNESSY commented that the political factor could step in and
change matters as they now stand, and he did not think he would see
the materialization of the Northeast Circumferential during his life-
time. He did not think the alignment had been pinned down, and he
felt there has been some wavering. 1lle did not think the plans for
the Northeast Circumferential should be a part of stopping something
that would benefit the area, the City and the County.

GRAGERT said the Northeast Circumferential would actually be a
greater benefit to the area when it is developed, and that the present
location has been agreed to at a joint meeting of the various agencies
involved. He suggested that it will take another 50 years to get it
developed if proposals such as being considereu Loday are allowed to
be developed right in the middle of the right-of-way alignment.

HILL pointed out that Comotara development was designed around
the right-of-way alignment and suggested this proposed development
could be redesigned to protect the alignment also. He commented fur-
ther that if this development is allowed, then it is certain that the
alignment will be changed because it would not be feasible to buy
developed property as being proposed.

HILL noted that the plan does not take into consideration what
the public has indicated they want preserved for the highway and, while
the developer has a right to his own ideas as to what is fair, it was
his opinion that the local Planning Department staff was probably more
aware of the local situation, and he felt the Commission would be remiss

in accepting a_plan_that has not considered the richt-of-way and local
planning. He stated that tue developer has o

indication as to how the area wi Y
difficulty in obtaining Federal lfunds 10T scwer ccastruction.




MARTIN agreed that at this time they have made no proposal for
serving the arca with scwer, but that he did not consider il the proper
time, and it would be discussed and resolved during the platting pro-
cess. lle said they have talked with the Counly Engincer with respect
to eventually ticing into a municipal type system and also with people
at Crestview as to an alternate interim solution. As for financing,
MARTIN said they are not dependina on public funds for solving the
sewer problem, and he again pointed out that the City, under its
bresent ordinances and regulations, will require a solution to
sewer service at the time of platting.

GRAGERT pointed out that if the change is approved and scwer
service is not or cannot be provided, then a bad situation would have
been created.

RISING said he could not vote favorably on this request on the
basis of the present situation.

WILLIAM P. HIGGINS, attorney for the applicant, reminded the Com-
mission that this is a logical corner for light commercial zoning,
based on past actions of the Commission, so there should be no worry
€0 far as it being inappropriate if what is being proposed now is not
developed. As for the highway right-of-way, MIGGINS said as lute as
last September, there was the possibility of improvement of U. S. 54
West being turned down completely, so it is possible that the North-
east Circumferential right-of-way can change at some future tine., He
also maintained that through the platting process all ‘>»quirements of
the City and County must be complied with before the zoning is finally
approved.

HIGGINS pointed out that if a provisional setback is required in
the platting process and in the end the right-of-way is not taken,
then they would have to redesign and go back through the platting pro-
cess again. He maintained that the proposed right-of-way has not
been ignored, and that they are merely trying to ascertain the feel-
ings of the Commission as to the use of the land as proposed if the
highway was not there.

GRAGERT said he was opposed to acting on the requests until more
is known about the sewer and other items brought out by the staff,
and that he cannot just assume everything will be taken care of through
platting.

HIGGINS said they are not forgetting the sewer problem and other
matters which will have to be resolved, and that they rcalize requla-—
tions of the City and County must be followed, which they are prepared
to do in the platting process.

LAKIN said that he and James Aiken of the Environmental lHealth
Division have coordinated in development of proposals for sewer plan-
ning to serve this area, and the City of Wichita also has responsibility
within three miles of its borders. On_a subject of this magnituyde, he
preferred to consider sewer and draihace matters now rather th r
in _connection with a plat. He indicated also that the market feasib-
ility of such a venture should be considered. As for his comments
in the staff report on the East Harry proposals, LAKIN said the
promoter of one of those projects was in not toc many months ago mak-
ing the same "pitch" as Mr. Martin has made in this case o

: iding sewer s i C i cneral arca is
that nceds to be resclved at this time.

As for the highway right-of-way, LAKIN ac-ced that it has
been in the planning stage for many years, but it is just now coming
to a final acceptance as to location and he would like to see it
materialize,

LAKIN said he was not suggesting the developer lcave a 700-foot
swath through the area for the right-of-way, but only that it be re-
designed to protect the right-of-way, and that the street pattern
be redesigned providing perhaps a loop strect to major arterials. e

< at oblem could be sol T
= -




TAYLOR reminded the Commission that the Drainage Plan has heen
adopted, which establishes a policy and to approve this project would
not be adhering to that policy.

MMX COLE, the applicant, agreed with what Lakin said, and asked
for a deferral to work with the staff on a redesign along the lines
suggested, and further consideration of sewer and drainage problems,

MTION: That a decision on the above two cases

be deferred for 30 days so that the applicant and
his representative would have additional time to
confer with the Planning Department staff concern=-
ing the plan. UHopper noved, Rising scconded and it
carried unanimously.

ELIZABETH KING, 352 Garnett, asked about the relationship of
the proposed boulevard to Garnett Street and if the developer
would be paying for the street. CHAIRMAN KAMEN said such questions
could not be answered at this time. KING said there is a good sized
lake to the south between Garnett and Jackson which is not shown on
the map, which would be in the drainage area of any sewer system.

EXCERPT FROM PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES OF MARCH 27, 1975:

9a. Case No. SCZ-0336 - Max Cole requests change from "R-1"
to "Aa" for:

A tract of land in the southeast quarter of Sec. 15, Twp. 27S,

Range 2E of the G6th P.M., described as follows:

Commencing at a point on the north r-o-w line of Central Avenue

at the west r-o-w line of 127th St. East, said point being 50 feet
north and 50 feet west of the southeast corner of aforesaid south-
east quarter; thence along said north r-o-w line of Central Avenue
bearing north 89°59'30" west a distance of 1,250.00 ft. to a point

of beginning; thence bearing north 2°59'30" west a distance of 250

ft. to the P.C. of a curve to the left; thence along said curve to
the left whose radius is 1,750 £t. and thru a central angle of
17°12'11" a distance of 524.93 ft; thence bearing north 53°00'30"

east a distance of 544.54 ft.; thence bearing south 89°59'30" cast

a distance of 80 ft.; thence bearing north 48°29'30" west a distance
of 1,820 ft.; thence bearing north 36°29'30" west a distance of

387.16 ft. to the north line of said S.E. 1/4; thence along said north
line bearing north 89°52'15" west a distance of 155.13 ft. to the
northwest corner of said SE 1/4; thence along the west line of said
SE 1/4 bearing south 0°00'00" east a distance of 2,607.18 ft. to the
north r-o-w line of Central Ave.; thence along said r-o-w line bearing
south 89°59'30" east a distance of 1,351.44 ft. to the point of begin-
ning, and

A tract of land in the southeast quarter of Sec. 15, Twp 27 S, R2E
of the 6th P.M., described as follows:

Commencing at a point on the north r-o-w line of Central Ave. at the
west r-o-w line of 127th St. East, said point being 50 ft. north and
50 ft. west of the southeast corner of aforesaid southeast guarter;
thence along said west r-o-w line of 127th St. East bearing north
0°00' east a distance of 1,000 ft. to a point of beginning; thence
bearing north 50°30'00" west a distance of 210 ft.; thence bearing
north 54°00' west a distance of 945.88 ft.; thence bearing north
48°29'30" west a distance of 1,324.95 ft.; thence bearing north
36°29'30" west a distance of 47,83 ft, to the north lino of said SE
1/4; thence along said north line bearing south 89°52'15" east a
distance of 1,947.93 ft. to the west r-o-w line of 127th St, Bast;
thence along said west r-o-w line bearing south o®co' cast a dis-
tance of 1,601.70 ft. to a point of beginning, and

Change from "R-1" to "
A tract of land in the southeast guarter of Sec. 15, 'wp 278, R-2E
of the 6th P.M., described as follows:




e et

Commencing at a point on the north r-o-w line of Central Avenue at
the west r-o-w line of 127th 5t. Faest, said point being 50 ft. north
and 50 ft. west of the southeast corner of aforesaid southeast quar-
ter; thence along the said north r-o-w line of Central bearing north
89°59'30" west a distance of 90 ft, to a point of beginning; thence
bearing north 38°29'30" west a distance of 480.00 ft.; thence bear-
ing north 28°59'30" west a distance of G680 ft.; thence bearing north
48°29'30" west a distance of 180 ft.; thence bearing north 89°59'30"
west o uistance of 80 ft.; thence bearing south 53°0'30" west a dis-
tance of 544.54 ft. to a point on a curve to the right whose tangent
has a bearing of south 20°11'41" ecast; thence along said curve to the
right whose radius is 1,750 ft. and thru a central angle of 17°12'11"
a distance of 524.93 ft,; thence bearing sonth 2°59'30" cast a dis-
tance of 250 ft. to the north r-o-w line of Central Avenue: thence
along said r-o-w line bearing south 89°59'30" cast a distance of
1,160 ft. to the point of beginnino. All generally located on the
northwest corner of 127th Street East and Central, 2

9b. Case No. CU-170 - Max L. Cole requests approval of a conditional
use for esteblishment of a multi-family housing development on
property being requested for "AA" One Fanmily Dwelling District,
described as follows:

A tract of land in the southeast quarter of Sec. 15, Twp. 278,

R2E of the 6th P.M., described as follows:

Commencing at a point on the north right of way line of Central

Ave. at the west r-o-w line of 127th 5t. East, said point being

50 ft. north and 50 ft. west of the southeast corner of aforesaid
southeast guarter; thence along =aid north r-o-w line of Central
Ave. bearing north 89°59'30" west a distance of 1,250 ft. to a
point of beginning; thence bearing north 2°59' 30" west a distance
of 250 ft. to the P.C, of a curve to the left; thence along said
curve to the left whose radius is 1,750 ft. and thru a central angle
of 17°12'11" a distance of 524.93 ft.; thence bearing north 53°00'30"
east a distance of 544.54 ft.; thence bearing south 89°59'30" east a
distance of 80.00 ft.; thence bearing north 48°29'30" west a dis-
tance of 1,820 ft.; thence bearing north 36°29'30" west a distance
of 387.16 ft. to the north line of said SE 1/4; thence along said
north line bearing north 89°52.15" west a distance of 155.13 ft. to
the northwest corner of said SE 1/4; thence along the west line of
said SE 1/4 bearing south 0°00'00" cast a distance of 2,607.18 ft.
to the north r-o-w line of Central Ave., thence along said r-o-w line
bearing 89°59'30" east a distance of 1,351.44 ft. to the point of
beginning, and

A tract of land in the SE 1/4 of Sec. 15, Twp. 27S, R2E of the Gth
P.M. described as follows:

Commencing at a point on the north r-o-w line of Central Avenuec at
the west r-o-w line of 127th St. East, said point being 50 ft. north
and 50 ft. west of the southeast corner of aforesaid southeast quar-
ter; thence along said west r-o-w line of 127th St. East bearing
north 0°00' east a distance of 1,000 ft. to a point of beginning;
thence bearing north 50°30'00" west a distance of 210 ft.; thence
bearing north 54°00' west a distance of 945.88 ft.; thence bearing
north 48°29'30" west a distance of 1,324.95 ft.; thence bearing
north 36°29'30" west a distance of 47.83 ft. to the north line of
said SE 1/4; thence along said north line bearing south 89°52'15"
east a distance of 1,947.93 ft, to the west r-o-w line of 127th St,
East; thence along said west r-o-w linc bearing south 0°00' east a
distance of 1,601.70 ft. to the point of beginning. All gencrally
located on the northwest corner of 127th St. East and Central.

_GALBRAITH said he had just learned that some presentation maps
had xau.lt_:d to reach the Planning Department and that the agent for
the applicant may want to request a deferral of these two cases.

RALPH MARTIN, representing the applicant, said that since the
last hearing and as requested by the Commission, he has met with the
staff and discussed adjustments and alternatives in the plan, and
that a revised plan which was a part of that discussion was apparent-
1y not included in the submittal packace, and he would like to have
additional time for both the staff and the applicant to meet again,

and he did request a deferral until the next meeting of the Commission.




R. W. iIAYDEN, 11811 East Central, o property owner in the area,
expressed opposition to a deferral inastmuch as he and others in opposi-
tion have taken off work to be present, and also because the notice
to adjacent property owners had indicated any deferral request should
be made at least 7 days prior to the meeting. He felt that the appli-
cant should have been prepared to submit his proposal at this time in
visw of the length of time it has been under consideration, and he
also felt that it would be unfair to those present in opposition to
defer these cases.

MARTIN said he was fully prepared to present their plans, but
felt that the City staff possibly would be at a disadvantage in not
having the other map. However, when guestioned, CGALBRAITH indicated
that he did not think a deferral was necessary, and he thought the
applicant was prepared to answer those guestions raised by the staff
concerning scwer and drainage, public vs. private streets, the amount
of light commercial requested, etc.

MARTIN said he would be happy to make a full presentation at
this time.

GALBRAITH then pointed out the arca on the map and reviewed
the following staff reports:

Comments

1. The applicant is requesting a change of zoning from the
"R-1" Suburban Residential District to the "AA" One Family
[0 3 4 Dwelling District (approximately 103 gross acres), and from
z "R=1" to "LC" in excess of the existing "LC" (approximately
3.2 gross acres), making a total of approximately 20 gross
“Le¢  acres of "LC" located at the intersection of two major streets
A0 (Central and 127th Street East). In conjunction with this ap~
plication, the applicant has filed a Conditional Use request
(CU=170) to permit the constructicn of a series of multiple

family dwellings on that area being requested for "AA". The
intent section of the "AA" District reguires this district to

be used only when municipal services sewer) are
available.

2. Subject application and the associated conditional use case
(CU-170) , were previously considered by the Planning Commis-
sion at the regular meeting of 5. At that time,
several q\llegtions were Faised by the Commission regarding drain-

age, provision of municipal type sewer, and the failure of the
appli 1 jected alicnment for K-96 (North

east Circupferential) , which bisects this quarter section. At
the request of the applicant, the cases were deferred in order
to allow the applicant to meet with the staff and attempt to
develop solutions to the problems identified. The applicant
has now amended his application to exclude that portion of sub=
ject property which lies within the proposed alignment of K-96
thereby reducing the amount of "LC" Light Commercial zoning
requested to 20 acres, and has submitted a site plan proposal
which allews for inclusion of the highway richt-of-way at a
later date if the K-96 freeway proposal is not realized.

3. It should be noted that the County Zoning Resolution permits
multiple family dwelling units as a Conditional Use in the
"AA" Single Family District. The applicant has submitted a

plan proposing a mixture of patio homes, gardepn and cluster
tQwnhouses, and apartments. The_total number of units pro-

posed 1s 688 al an overall densiti n§ E,EE per EEQEE EEEG
© deteriine what streets are proposed as pub-

lic or private streets, however, the plan does not suggest
public streets tieing into adjacent guarter sections. This
problem of public vs. private streets, and their location,
will have to Be Tcs0IVEd AT TNC TIT OF DIGtCing.




Although the applicant has amended the proposal, several
major problems remain, such as the large amount of proposed
colmerc 2

a plan

the applicant stated that sewer and drainage pr hle:ns would be
handled at time of platting, several Commissioners expressed the
opinion that these problems were too important to overlook at
this time, and the appllcani_ was requosted to provide alternate
proposals for provision of these improvements; no proposals

have been submitted as of yet and the applicant should be pre=
pared to discuss these issues.

Until sewers are available, or until there is a definite sewer
proposal, .t would appear that development is premature. This
site is in the upstream side of Four lMile Creek. Sewer is
on the Crestview Country Club, but lacks additional capacity.
The natural flow is to the south, thence east. Although interim
plants could be designed, past proposals using similar approaches
have not been fruitful. It should be noted that several major
projects have been proposed on East Harry, all of which require
major investments for sewers, and as a result, no development has
yet occurred. In today's age with concern about our environment,
and with local concern as to the development of a locfcal and
efficient sewer system for the eastern area, epcourageuent
should be given to_the develoEment of downstream pro erties first
and then upstream, with a minimum of leapfrogging Eﬁm:’.'ent
system development, It camnot be expected in the near future to
receive federal assistance for these plants, thus any proposal
will have to be financiable entirely by the applicant.

Another factor to consider in regard to this application is the
amount of "LC" proposed. Taking into consideration the exist-
ing 21 acres of "LC" zoning at the other three corners, it is
difficult to justify the 20 acres requested. The Planning Com-—
mission may want to consider requiring the applicant to provide
justification, such as market studies and absorption rate esti-
mates, as to why additional "LC" is needed in this area and at
this time.

Because of the nature of the problems involved, the staff is
still of the opinion that the project is premature. However,

if it is determined that the project is justified, a recommenda-
tion of approval should be subject to platting withipn three

years from the date of approval by the Board of County Commis-

sioners.
—_—

Case No. CU-170

Comments

1.

The applicant is requesting a Conditional Use permit to con-
struct multiple-family dwellings on property being requested
for "AA" One Family zoning (SCZ-0336).

The County Zoning Resolution permits multiple-family dwellings
in the "AA" Single-family district as a conditional use. It
further provides that there shall be 1 1/2 off-street parking
spaces for each dwelling unit. It should be noted that any
multiple family structure developed in the "AA" zone is sub-
ject to the same height requirements as ‘single-family dwellings.

The applicent has submitted a general site plan indicating
building locations for multiple-family dwellings, circulation
and density. The plan does not differentiate between public
and private streets, nor does it provide information on how it
is proposed to provide a municipal type sewer system to sub-
ject property.

Depending on the action recommended on the associated zonc case,
the following conditions should be considered in the approval
of the conditional use request:




Uses permitted shall be limited to multiple-family dwell-
ings, including patio homes, garden and cluster town-
houses, and garden apartmnents.

The platting of the property within three ycars from the
date of approval by the Board of County Comwmissioners; or
the e@pplication be considered denied and closed.

No less than one and one-half off-street parking spaces
shall be provided for each dwelling unit.

The density shall not exceed that established as the
capacity limit of the Four Mile Creek Sewer Basin in the
officially adopted Sewer Plan as modified by Planning Com-
mission policy statement, which sets an original level of
4.1 dwelling units per acre to a modified level of 7
dwelling units per acre.

GALBRATITH expressed appreciation to Mr. Martin and the appli-
cant for addressing the issue previously raised concerning K-96
Proposed right-of-way. He pointed ocut how the plan has now indi-
cated how the right-of-way could be reserved until final decisions
are made on the alignment and, if for some reason, K-96 is not con-
structed, the proposed development could be extended from each
direction into the reserved arca.

When questioned as to the staff's position on the amount of
light commercial requested, GALERAITH said that is a major concern,
and that it was the staff's fecling that the entire development is

somewhat premature because there has been_no apparent solution to

the sewer and drainage problems raised previously.

RALPH MARTIN explained that they propose three different types
of low density residential development and a commercial area which,
if K-96 is not constructed, would be approximately 30 acres in size,
amounting to about 300,000 square feet of shopping and office space.
If K-96 (Northeast Circumferential) right-of-way is taken, the total
tract will be reduced from 160 to about 103 acres.

MARTIN said apparently the overriding issue is whether or not
the development is premature, and it was his opinion that in view of
other plans for development around the Country Club area, and the
interest and support from those who understand where development is
logical, it would not appear to be premature. As sewer service,

MARTIN sajid j i E
he Telt the term "premature" doesn't actually have a direct appli=-
afion _so far as Sewer.

Another point teo consider so far as the size of the commercial
requested and its relation to development or demand for commercial
on Kellogg, if K=96 is built, it will obviously change the whole
relationship of the two roadways (Kellogg and K-96), and in subject
case, development far in advance of K-96 is being anticipated. Fur-
ther, the County has designated important intersections for neighbor-
hood type shopping facilities, which is different from the commercial
being considered, and he thought subject property was appropriately
situated to accommocdate the development they are proposing., Just
because Kellogg has attracted commercial in the past doesn't mecan
there is no other logical place. He questioned what harm the com-
mercial requested would actually be to the area, and he felt that
it would not harm the neighborhood investments or investments in
housing, but would provide a valuable service and a tax basec. MAR-
TIN pointed out that if and when K-96 is built, none of the other
commercial arcas at this intersecction, except the one to the south,
could actually be built because the commercial will be absorbed by
the right-of-way.

WILL1AM KELTNER, engineer, said his firm (PEC) has been contacted
about development in this particular arca for a nunber of years and
has worked on several projects other thon this one., The overall pro-
posal so far as sewer service for this arca is three-pronged.
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KELINER said he has discussed with the County Engincer as to
service in the area, On _an interim basis, the applicant is proposing
nondischarging Tagoon type system, which would eventually
be phased out by the developnent of a wunicipal tvpe systew possibly
i which would serve this area. He felt this interim
ast two or three years and would be phased out before
the highway is built. He said the system proposed would be similar
to one now operating at the Sedgwick County zoo facilities and in
Timberlakes. It was pointed out that it is proposed that this

interim itype system would serve 200 to 300 dwelling units.

The sccond stage for sewer service, KELTNER explained, would
be in cooperation with Crestview development to the east. At the
present time, the system is not large enough, but plans are underway
for its enlargement for not only additional development associated
with the Country Club holdings, but also to accommodate the develop-
ment being proposcd by subject developer. The Crestview system will
in time be tied inte the municipal system being proposed by the County
in the Four Mile Creck area.

Stage three of sewer service would be when the municipal type
system proposed by the County is completed to serve the eastern part
of Sedgwick County and western part of Butler County. KELTNER said
the applicant has already petitioned the County in this respect.
KELTWER pointed out that the report vrepared for the Crestview Coun-
try Club by Reiss and Goodness, Engincers, anticipated serving addi-
tional arcas in the vicinity in time.

When questioned as to timing of the Crestview sewer service
system, KELTNER indicated it should be available in about 1 1/2

years. GRAGERT commented that it secmed a sewer svstem was being
built on a lot of "ifs", and asked zox more specifics of the plan.

SAM CATANESE, counsel for the applicant, said it is anticipated
that by August of 1976 plans for relocation of the Crestview facility
will be determined, the benefit district established, and there is the
right of eminent domain for relocation, When questioned further,
CATANESE said the County Engineer has recommended and approved the
plan which would allow construction of the nondischarging system to
serve 200 to 300 units, but when pressed for a date for utilization
of the improved Crestview system, CATANESE said he could not give a
definite time, but that petitions have been filed with the County.

He said the County Engineer has recommended a 3-year period for use
of the nondischargeable system and that a platting requirement will
be for proper handling of sewer service. As a result of further
questioning, CATANESE said in discussions with the County Engineer,
it was agreed that such a system could exist for even 10 years as
long as not more than 200 to 300 units were served. As for the life
of the temporary plant proposed, KELTNER said it would be for 20
years, being the lagoon type system, and he referred to one in Tim-
berlakes area which has a 20 to 30 year life span, depending on the
mechanical durability of such a construction.

KELTHNER said the three-pronged proposal has been discussed
with the County Enginecer and it was his understanding 1t nad been
discussed wi e anning Department staf

In further discussins, KELTNER indicated that if the Crest-
view expansion moves fast enough, it is possible that the first
method discussed could be eliminated, and development of 200 to 300
units could be tied directly into the Crestview system. as to
whether or not there was a contract with Crestvicw at this time,
CATANESE said they have made arrangements with them, and that therc

will be cooperation, and the expansion of the system will be based
on serving subject developnent,

KELTNER next brought up the matter of surface drainage, and
said it has been discussed with the Flood Control Office and they
will make certain requirements which will have to be complicd with.
When questioned about the affect of drainage on the right-of-way for
K-96, KELTNER said the Highway Department will take care of its own
drainage northeast of the right-of-way and the arca southwest of the
right-of-way would have to be handled by the applicant.




MARTIN spoke again cencerning private vs. public streets, and
he pointed out on the plot plan those proposed for private and
public and the fact that those proposed for private would be main-
tained through a homeowners association in the individual developments,
127th Street Fast would be public with two weans of inqress and Cgross
from the subject development. MARTIN pointed out also that this is
something to be considered at the time of platting, as well as the
matter of proper sewer and drainace service. As for surface drainage,
MARTIN felt that with the developnent of E-96, the amount of land
needed to accommodate a 100-year storm will be decrcased.

MARTIN stated he felt that every issue that has been raised has
been met or will have to be met in an acceptable manner as develop-
ment progresses.

GRAGERT asked how it was planned to operate across the highway,
and MARTIN said they do not need to have access across the highway,
and that each arca (on both sides of the right-of-way), can be de-
veloped indepencently.

When asked if a market analysis had been prepared, MARTIN said
they have marketing information which they use as a basis for con-
sideration, but do not have a formalized market report, and it is all
whether or not the area can support 300,000 suare feet of shopping
development, and it was his opinion that it would, In further dis-
cussion, MARTIN said he felt there would be sufficient residential
development to support the shopping facilities proposed within 5 to
7 years, and while the development is not there now, plans must be
made to accommodate such development when the service is needed.

HENNESSY asked how soon development would occur if this request
is approved and he cited several other areas which have been approved
for this applicant and yet very little actual development has occurred.
MARTIN said his firm did the land planning for Farmington Sguare and
the architectural plans are being drawn up now, and the applicant is
also the developer of Lincoln Meadows at Lincoln and Webb Road which
is now under construction. CATANESE said they have just recently put
up $600,000 for roads and other public improvements in the Farmington
Square area. There was more discussion as to projects in various
stages of development by the applicant. In the case of Parmington
Square, WILLIAM P. HIGGINS, attorney for the applicant, said they
are waiting for the City to install streets and sewers and they can-
not start construction until there is a street. At Lincoln Meadows
there is $700,000 worth of air conditioning equipment in the ware-
house and construction has started on this $5 million dollar project.
HENNESSY was concerned that possibly city staff might be the cause of
delay in development; however, HIGGINS said they had received total
cooperation from all city staffs.

RISING said he had not been convinced that the amount of light
commercial requested would be appropriate., HIGGINS pointed out that
on all four corners six acres had been zoned, but that the highway
will e¢liminate three of those corhers, the one remaining being the
southwest corner.

ELIZABETH KING, 352 Garnett, was concerned for the possible
contamination of a small lake in the area with the development of
the scwage treatment plant. She said the lake is the natural drain-
age and is private property and a great deal of money has been ex-
pended to keep it up and a nice fishing area.

KING also pointed out that there are two streets off of Cen-
tral into the south housing area on Carnett and Jackson, and wondered
where the roads off of Central into the new development might be in
relation to the residential streeis. She pointed out also that the
west line of subject tract is the west edae of the Andover School
District, and she wondered if it was the idea that when developed it
will be included in the Wichita School District.

GRAGERT asked if access would be at Central and 127th Strect
interchange, and if se it will require more land than what the diagram
shows. LAKIN said the right-of-way line on the map shows anticipated
requircments for the interchange.




KELTNER said the sewage system would be non-dischargeable and
there would be no effluent whhatsoever to pollute the lake referred
to by Mrs. King.

RICUARD MASSEY, 329 Garnctt, said he lived on the_lake, and
in view of the amount of drainage now, he doubted that the sewage
could be contained in the system proposed. He also asked who would
maintain the roads in the proposed development in that he is on the
township board. He said in Crestview area they were supposed to be
maintained by the City, but the City had not maintained them as yet.

KAMEN said in this proposal, if a public street, they would be
a part of the County system and the County would be responsible for
such maintenance, or passed down to the township for maintenance.
MASSEY asked if the roads would be large enough to be maintained,
and CHAIRMAI KAMEN said such matters would be decided by the Sub-
division Committee at the time of platting.

HENNESSY referred to the fact that the County has recently
created a Department of Public Works, and that the Environmental
Health Director (Aiken) had brought up the fact that sewerage is
being dumped in the County and that such a Situation was going to
be corrected. 1In view of this, HENNESSY thought it could be assumed
that there would be no illegal dumping or channeling of sewerage or
surface drainage. AaAs for the road system, he pointed out that it must
be approved by the County Engineer, and once it is put on the County
road system, it is turned over to the township for maintenance.

R. W. HAYDEN was critical of the plan for sewer service to the
proposed development and thoucht it would be very difficult to builad
a pond of any kind that would not overflow. He failed to understand
the proposal to put a pump station at the lower end and pump back to
the highest (which had been explained by Keltner in connection with
Phase 1 of sewer service), which is 3/8 of a mile. He was critical
also of the plan to handle drainage as cxplained in Phases 2 and 3
when there is City of Wichita sewer only 1/2 mile east of Green=-
wich Road and 1/2 mile north of Douglas, which is the present termi-
nation of the City sewer system.

HAYDEN stated the residents of the area are there becanse they
like open spaces and not being crowded so close to another resi=
dence, and he pointed out that the single-family homes.in the area
generally are on 5 acre tracts and cannot be benefited by an in-
creased density of 7.18 units per acre.

HAYDEN questioned whether the proposed sewage facilities would
operate successfully, inasmuch as the present single-family homes,
at times, have problems with scwer laterals even though on as much
as 5 acres of ground bkecause of the clay type soil. He said the
lowest point of drainage is to the southwest corner of Central and
within 300 feet of four residences and within 500 feet of six homes.
Further, he reminded the Commission that a density of 7.18 excceds
and violates the limit of 4.1 unit established in the Four Mile
Creek sewer plan which raises a question of whether it jeopardizes the
contribution of any Federal participation in the Four Mile Creck 3
sewer basin which has alrcady hecn approved.

HAYDEN said the lake previously referred to is quite large and
is within 60 feet of his back door and flows about 300 feet to the
southwest and about once a year the lake overflows the trickle pipe
and the overflow they have, and runs over the top of the dam. HAY-
DEN thought the plan was premature as the developer has not of fered
anY concrete proposal with which the adjoining property owners can
agree or be in favor of.

HAYDEN submitted a notice to adjoining property owners from
the State Highway Cemmission indicating the recommendation of the
City and County Commissions, as well as the Planning Commission, as
to the location of Lthe Northeast Circumferential, and which was ap-
proved by the Highway Commission and recommended to the Federal
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government for favorable action. HAYDEM thought the plans were pre-
mature, and he brought out the possibility of speculaticn by investors
who might buy land, get it rezoned and thus obtain more money when
condemned or required for highway improvement.

HENNESSY recalled that there have been numerous alignments pro-
posed over many years for this highway, and now it is apparcntly
becoming more of a reality. HAYDEN referred back to the question
of how would owners benefit by this development, noting that some-
thing zoned commercial or high density would demand a higher price
than farm land.

Until utilities, especially sewer, is provided in the proposed
high density area, HAYDEN thought the Commission should deny the
zoning, and to do otherwise would hint that the propnsed change is
requested not to build units, butb multiply many times the price the
government might pay for the right-of-way.

Objection was also offered by Mr. Hayden to the large amount
of light comwercial reguested, inasmuch as there are presently 24
acres on the four corners of 127th and Central zoned for light com-
mercial for sometime and yet no development has occurred, [HAYDEN
considered it a selfish plan on the part of the applicant and a
desire to join with Crestview to the detriment of other pecple in
the area.

KELTNER spoke again to point out that sewer service from the
city of Wichita is not contemplated because the lift station would
have to be completely rebuilt and the city interceptor sewer is
already handling service beyond its capacity, and in the Sewer Plan
it is indicated that any sewerage within the Walnut River Watershed
shall be handled by the Sedgwick County sewer facility to be con-
structed.

CHAIRMAN KAMEN brought up the matter of 4.1 units per acre be-
ing modified to 7 as proposed in the plan. KELTNER said it was his
understanding that the original plan on 4.1 units per acre was amended
to now permit 7 units per acre.

Discussion was had again as to the lagoon system proposed as
phase one to handle sewage. KELTNER explained that the standard
lagoon type design takes into consideration the annual rainfall,
amount of evaporation and amount of effluent to be pumped for a
Full year, and that any design must be approved by the State Health
Department and there would be no overflow. Such a system also re-
gquires the approval of the local health department.

CHAIRMAN KAMEN explained that so far as the highway announce-
ment brought up by Mr. Hayden, it is notification that the State is
recommending to the Federal government the designated right-of-way
and it is not the final action to pin down the alignment.

KELINER pointed out that the right-of-way shown on their plan
is the same as referred to in the notice.

GARDENHIRE asked the staff if the discussion so far had allayed
any of their fears so far as prematurity.

LAKIN said he has been assured by the County Engineer that there
is no need to worry, but that he is not reassured. The preposal for
handling the initial 200 to 300 units can be accomplished. LAKIN con-
tinued that he had not heard sufficient evidence rclative to the Crest-
view issue, and while he was sure they are planning to expand the
facilities, what happens if the Hecalth Department says that it is
not the way the sewer was supposed to flow anyway. It is supposed
to go south and then into the Four Mile Creek. Thirty acres of light
commercial and the number of units propesed, unless all the scwerage
can be treatcd on the site, is a long ways from handling the rest
of the sewage.
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CATANESE said they are aware of some problems, but in view of
the high cost of handling scwer and drainage, engineering, ete., they
prefer to know if their proposal is acccptable so far as zoning and
the conditional use proposed prior to obligating themselves for
such costs.

HOPPER asked if it would increase the appraisal of right-of-way
needed eventually if the request for rezoning is granted and develop-
ment occurs as opposed to rural farm land,

HIGGINS answercd that the condemnation statute provides that
condemnation authority must be for the highest and best use of the
property; the court appoints appraisers and then if there is any
argument the matter is taken to court and the appraisers determine the
highest and best use, and in this casc he stated there is no way
that it would be' on the basis of agricultural land. The statutes pro-
vide that it be based on the highest and best use regardless of the
zoning. GRAGERT commented that even if not zoned "LC", it is pos-
sible the appraisers would consider it as a potential "LC" use.

DUANE O'HARA, 12123 East Central, said the proposed lagoon would
be right north of his property and with the soil as it is, he did not
think it would evaporate as represented and if it does overflow, it
will be on his property. O'HARA asked also if the proposed inter-
change might have any bearing on Central so far as the possibility
of needing more width. KAMEN answered that no one can tell what
the interchange might require, but if it does require widening, the
property owners would be compensated.

GARDENHIRE felt the plan is premature and was concerned be-
cause of the staff's feelings on sewer service, as well as the large
amount of light commercial requested.

KAMEN referred to the leap frogging of development which seems
to make it premature, and he considered the sewer matter of prime
importance. He thought 20 acres of "LC" was justified for the
large tract of land and the density is being resolved to comply
close enough to the standard that it can be acceptable. The matter
of sewers, however, he considered of major importance to the entire
area and suggested the plan is premature on that basis.

HENNESSY agreed that 20 acres is not too much "LC" because
there is nothing else in the area and for the lagoon system, the
Board of Health "frowns" on septic tanks, and with the tieing into
the Crestview system and eventually the County sewer facilities, it
could be of benefit to the area in general.

GRAGERT too thought it was premature and that the sewer is
certainly a factor. He thought it might be justified in the future,
however. He recalled that the applicant had indicated the area
could probably not support such a shopping center as proposed for
5 to 7 years if everything goes according to their plans.

KAMEN brought out that commercial areas are not developed until
there are sufficient residents in the area to support a center.

@RAGERT commented again that he thought it was premature; too
many "ifs"; no definite idea of where facilities would be located;
no market survey, and the plans for sewering the area is based on
assumptions.

GARDENHIRE asked if the applicant could tighten up his plans
for sewage disposal, would this make the plan any more acceptable.
KAMEN said anything concrete would be better.

HOPPER suggested that since the applicant is willing for a
deferral, it might be wise to defer so he could meet with the
staff and attempt further to resolve some of the problems brought
out.

RISING pointed ont that the requirement that it be platted
within three years provides some control. He thought the matter of
sewer should be considered along with a plat and he did not think
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it could be considercd premature when they want to do somcthing,
and favored permitlting some type of development, although he was
not in favor of permitting more money in case of condemnation,
GRAGERT brought up again the fact that whether rezoned or not,

the value of the property would be allowed in any condemnation,
LAKIN again reviewed the condomnation stalutes so far as appraisal
of land for its highest and best use and not on the basis of zon-
ing.

TAYLOR brought out the fact that the Commission has adopted
the Sewer Plan which amounts to a policy, and was in favor of ad-
hering to the policy, even though in several past instances it has
not been observed in approving some developments, She was not in
favor of "hopscotching" development and she considered the plan even
more than premature.

GOEBLL said he was in favor of letting the developer replat
because he could not see bringing in a plan on both sides of the
highway. He referred to Ridge Plaza where condemnation allowed
over ten times the amount of money, becauvse it was zoned and a
development had been approved. He considered the reqguest premature,
and when questioned about the prematurity of Crestview, GOEBEL
pointed out that they have a golf coursc and are developing every-—
thing around it, but subject case is over 1/2 mile away and across
the street.

HENNESSY wondered if theve was a chance of compromise, and
KAMEN felt there are safequards which will protect the adjoining
properties and he did not think the highway would have any bearing.

GOEBEL brought up the fact that most plats must be filed
within a year's time after approval of the zone change request,
but in this case, it is proposed to be three years. LAKIN ex-
plained that a project of this size, the lack of severs, and variety

of uses would require more than a vear for processing.

HENNESSY commented that sewer service will eventually be in-
stalled in this area, which will increase land values and eliminate
the isolation the present residents to the south desire, but he
was inclined to feel that it would be an asset rather than a liabil-
ity to the area.

MTION: That the Planning Commission recommend
to the County Commission that SC%-0336 and CU-170
mwt be approved. Gragert moved, Taylor seconded
@d it carricd by a vote of 5 in favor (Gragert,
Taylor, Goebel, Kamen and Hopper) and 4 opposed
(Rising, Bayouth, Hennessy and Gardenhire) .
Savina absent,
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rere

erireferred o partice of Lue Uirst part, bereineiter referred to s

‘L.OPERS, and:
D..uc O'lara end vife, H. J. landwehr and wife, R. Kenneth Emith end wife, Richard

E:-eg anw wife, azd R. Hayden and wife, 2s paﬂ,iés of the szcond part, herelmafter

refe o as LAIDOWIER

ZvaLOFERS desire and propose to develop the southeast guarter section of

séction 15, Township 278, Range 2 east of the otk principal meridian, and

Cu.erwise descriisd as the guerter section imrediately north-uwest of t

Guviroection of 127th Street East und Centrsl Avenue, Zedguick County, and

e rred 1o 23QUARTER SECTION.

propose to develep said QUARTER SCTION imuo hi-¢oasity multiple-

1.ily dweling, and light A 2). usage in an are. now zonwd for One-Family

DEVELOFERS have requested change in zoninw. ALl ofiwhich

U, .cefore: In coniideration of the mutual benefits to be derived by DEVELOFARS

- LMD O

of the first dweling for ccecupancy on the QUARTER SLCTION,
. his owa cost will engineer, coastruci, end Zastall at or within
ruandrd v (130) feet of ik corner of suid QUARTER, %eing the
+25T natural point on suid QUA litt pump which meets the design
State th Department. The
Panp T move trnz row sewapge throuph forced sewer
north line of

sewace disposal

of dwellinge end

beginning eny typé

sroposed. build
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sites and the proposed ub @ty and sewer ligoon locaticn. VELOFER will concurrenily

furnish a sctatement Irom = appropriate public health zuthority thet the proposed

systems meet or exceed the minimum requirements for subsequent snnexation to any
future Eastern Sedgwick County Sewer System, Four Mile Creekh Easin Sewer System,

or a public sewer system by any other name serving the same arca.

_ The LAND CUNERES being opposed to the building of cny hi\—density tennement type

1lings which could in future yeers become an undesirable area, the DEVELOFER

srrants that only tennznt owned multiple family occupied dwellings, cormenly

xnown as condominimuns will be built or sold.cd bside the area 7;4"“‘-‘d' L crcad)

DEZVELOEAR will at his own expense engineer, plan, install, zrd conzect 2 gravity

low sewcr collector r\ along the south side of Central Averve from & point

nneth Smith, west to

a tract ouned by R. W. Hayden. LAND OJNERS will each grant to
en easement of ten Teet (10) immediately south of their respective
bovndries. Said collector shall be of a2 size as to wect the minimum stondords
er for scubseguent connection to a public sewer

costem. It is agreed that once instelled; the sewer eollector shall becoms the

crty of the LAND GWiER ccross whose land the collector crosses, znd will

rct be subject to further essessment. LANL OWIERS agree to pay to DEVELOPER

onthly sevage fee of two dollers fifty cents (% 56) for cach dwelling connscted.

agrecs that there shell be no connection ol >

ided that euch effected

sewer pipe 1o the collecter during the time of

properiy will

noci vo vppeer either in person

by atvorney in proiest of eny rehearing of the senins—resuent. PEycalag € -J-'(.A{
Y 7 el

sre tuo present dwellings on the nortl side of Central, snd
v buitdine lot, it is coreed thet llese ocuners, oF Tuture owners may

into the gravity colicetcr heretofor mentioned provided they,

» lines to & point of connectica o




and furither nrovided L connection shall bo me without any

or LAND OWIERS. FMurtier theil wither or any of these persons

DEVELGFIR o monthly fee of (2.5C.

11 be binding hed have full effect on the heirs, successors, aud
LLVELOPERSG, AID TIE LAWD OMNERS, and have the came force and effect

he heir, successor, or assign had been oo or: 1l party to the

duy ofApril 1975.

of the .cconi npzri:

und
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