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DP-44 - EAST SIDE CENTER CUP ·
At the southwest corner of
Kellogg and Rock Road
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Map No. 5946 DATA SHEET DP- 44

Sac. 30 COMMUNITY UNIT PLAN Z- (1336)

27 S Filed 10-1-71 i €

Range 2E

APPLICATION REQUEST: Approval of proposed planned Commercial CUP
development.

if
1. Applicant Transamerican Investment Properties, Inc, et. al.

Address 260 North Rock Road 67206 Phone 685-5355

2. Agent Max E. Eberhart

Address 260 North Rock Road 67206 Phone 685-5355

3. General Location At the southwest corner of Kellogg aid Rock Road
Address

fel. : S
4. Proposed Use

AREA DATA

1. Acres 12.7 ft. by ft.)

2. Existing Zoning "AA" & "LC" Proposed Zoning "LC"

3. Area (ia) (is not) platted. Addition

4. Exiating R/W ft. ft. ft.

St. St St.

Proposed R/W ft. ft. ft.

St. St. St.

HISTORY

1*49

PROCEDURE DATA

1. MAPC Meeting:
Date Action

11-11-11
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2. Governing Body
BM Action
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October 2, 1972

Mr. Max E. Eberhart

Vice-President & General Counsel

24 202 North Rock Road

Wichita, Kansas 67218

RE: DP-44 - East Side

Center C.U.P.
Dear Mr. Eberhart:

Nfl

In response to your letter of September 26. 1972, requesting
an administrative interpretation relative to your amending

iltil setbacks on Parcels 2 and 5 on the above captioned C.U. P.,
4.4 this is to advise you that I have discussed your request

A'*R»%

with both Bob Lakin and Robert Feldner, who are the ones

who have the authority to approve your request. I have

also discussed the extension of the setback on Parcel 5

with the Traffic Engineering Division as it appears that
the extension will interfere with the major entrance to
Rock Road.

27341
2733*

Regarding Parcel 5. the Traffic Engineering Department has
provided dimensions for the minimum width for a major entrance
to Rock Road. The building setback extends too far north and
interferes witb the minimum width requirement. There should

be a minimum setback of 20 feet from the Parcel boundry line
if a 41 foot width is satisfactory or 30 feet if the maximum
48 foot width is desired. They also cautioned that it will be

.:14 ..1,31

45;22·=

Relative to the adjustment of the setback on Parcel 2, your
letter indicates that a 225 foot space will exist between
the office building under construction and the west side of
the proposed extension. We are interested in your separating
these areas by proposing to delete a portion of the buildable
area between the existing building and the proposed theatre.
Please revise and dimension the area where buildings are not
proposed.

L
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Max E. Eberhart

Page 2

impossible to make left turn movements when entering from Rock
Road to turn south along the east side of the proposed motel 1

site. We want you to be aware of this problem and would ap-
preciate your comments.

After reviewing these comments, if you still desire these ad-
justmenta in the building setback lines please resubmit your
proposal with revised copies to both Robert Lakin, the Director
of Planning, a nd Robert Feldner, the Superintendent of Central
Inspection. A marked copy of the entrance to Rock Road is
enclosed.

If you have any questions, please call our office.

Sincerely.

Jack H. Galbraith
Chief Planner

JHG:rw

enclosure
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September 26, 1972

Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
City Building Annex
104 South Main Street

Wichita, Kansas 67202

Attn: Jack H. Galbraith

Re: East Side Financial Center, C.U.P.
Gentlemen:

We are writing to request an administrative change in the C.U.P. for
East Side Financial Center in accordance with the enclosed "Amended

Community Unit Plan".

F€e

' 4 $

2¢

.44

At the time the C.U.P. was first presented our development plans were
not complete for the eastern portions of Parcels 2 and 5. They are
now. On the western portion of Parcel 2 is an eight story office
building, now under construction. Parking for the building is in the
western portion of Parcel 5, hence a deletion of building area in
Parcel 5. We propose a motel for the eastern portion of Parcel 5
(we al ready have a franchise) and desire Parcel 5 to be extended to
the north to accomodate our building design. We propose a theatre
for the extreme eastern portion of Parcel 2 (lease intent is al ready
signed) and desire Parcel 2 to be extended to the east to accomodate
our building design and location. Both the motel and theatre are
approved uses. As a practical matter there will be approximately
225 feet of open area between the eastern edge of the office building
in Parcel 2 and the western edge of the proposed theatre building in
the proposed amended Parcel 2.

B?&20.·

64*-4 t.

m
We propose the building line in Parcel 2 be extended eastward to with-
in 10 feet of the property line (Parcel 4). This would allow at least
20 feet between the theatre building and any building on Parcel 4.
There is a 20 foot utility easement that straddles the parcel line on
Parcel 4. The theatre would face westward and be serviced from the

open area on the south. There would be no service to the rear (east)

of the theatre. The only use for the rear of the theatre would be for
a fire exit.

4264%

4

%93:21ew!#*.un

bal

We will be happy to answer any questions you may have. We hope you
will be able to give our request favorable consideration.

Sincerely,

»· &,SUk•*
Max E. Eberhart

Vice Pres Ident, General Counsel

92·.%f
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December 14,1971

Robert Feldner, Superintendent of Central Inspection

th'f?34
Jack H. Galbraith, Chief planner

DP-44 - East Side Center CUP - Southwest corner of Kellogg
I: 94t and Rock Road

The Board of City Commissioners at their regular meeting of

December 7, 1971 considered the above captioned CUP. It was

the action of the City Commission to approve the request

subject to the following conditions:

1. Platting within one year from the date of approval by the

City Commission, or the application be denied, and that the

ordinance effectuating the zone change not be published until

the plat has been recorded with the Register of Deeds.

The development of this property shall proceed in accordance

with the development plan as recommended for approval by the
Planning Commission and approved by the governing body, and
any substantial deviation of the plan, as determined by the

Superintendent of Central Inspection and the Director of

Planning, shall constitute a violation of the building permit

author izing constuct ion of the proposed development.

22# 4

3. Any major changes in this development plan shall be resubmitted
to the Planning Commission and to the City Commission for

its consideration.

4. The transfer of title of all or any portion of the land

included within the Community unit Plan does not constitute
a termination of the plan or any portion thereof, but said

plan shall run with the land for development and be binding

upon the present owners, their successors and assigns, unless

amended.

ps.

'23%-

:4

Attached is a copy of the approved CUP for your information and
files. If you have any questions, please call.

JaG:10

Attachment

;€'tfARE'>9/P· 1

1/9
i %1..

71

lA



74*11

'*Dku:071..,C.I

8 8
WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DIVISION

Public Inquiry Slip

E

NOMA. gal.-666 DATE 1-24'-72

PHONE PHONE --- COUNTER_
PROPERTY LOCATION 7.21 2:ltik.eue- '2#

NATURE OF REQUEST:

CITY ZONING  COUNTY ZONING CONDITIONAL USE

PLAT LOT SPLIT BZA

VACATION DEDICATION STREET NAME CHANGE

REMARKS: *491.111 „161 X a.1 93 46
.5 4, -1O-L »ad #&7* £64.21,1
61- 4 cue. 1-4 4414 4- 4 -4. U.
•1=k j14 r.1-1 cual€ 7- q A.f Ay
Lk-)+44;1/A NA -lell i,Ki
4 1 M 614 J 111 364 uJL u_ 14 1.* 0-A
*ibUL 1-- *A juv *41 41N. 0-11 00».j. i15#,85:LI./jfil./463:

44*.e- e-ul* *_1243
ZOUTE 10 :

;ALBRAITH,/ GIST SHIRKEY NEWBY

1AKIN STOCKWELL RETURN TO

L__

1

L

1-1

L

:OMMENTS:
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ROCKBOMOUGH ExECUTIVE PARK

ROAD. P 0 BOX -03. {310,085-6365. WICHITA KANSAS en,8

December 7, 1971

Mr. Jack H. Galbraith
Chief Planner

Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area Planning Department
City Building Annex
104 S. Main

Wichita, Kansas 67202

Dear Mr. Galbraith:

Thank you for your assistance in our effort to obtain speedy approval
of our zoning and C.U. P. We feel your efforts in coordinating the
desires of all parties was extremely significant in keeping the program
moving. You are to be commended.

Yours truly,

Max E. Eberhart

Vice President-General Counsel

MEE/gw :.

MA.1

234/. I

4%4': 56£

Comme".' an« Inaus,4' ne'j Es,05.-op•. • A ..Ds,dia.yof Jac' P De'00, AssoW,li:. 'nc.J
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY DATE

December
MITROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

TO The File

FR¤M Jack H. Galbraith

SUBJECT DP-44 and Z-1336

, Chief p lanner
- At the southwesE corner of Kellogg

and Rock Road

Inasmuch as the Board of City Commissioners approved the
above captioned zone case and CUP with the understanding
that at the time of platting, consideration would be given
to the vacation of Longfellow Lane, at the time the vacation

application is filed, an ownership list should be required
for all abuttors on Longfe llow and a reasonable distance to
the south as well as all property owners adjacent to Indiana-
polis from Longfellow to Rock Road.

JHG:ls

il,-

8, 1971
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December 7, 1971

Mr. Max E. Eberhart
260 North Rock Road

Wichita, Kansas 67206

Re: 2-1336 - "AA" & "LC" to "LC
DP-44 - Commercial CUP - South-

west corner of Kellogg and Rock
Road.

Dear Mr. Eberhart:

The Board of City Commissioners at their regular meeting of
December 7, 1971, considered the above captioned applications .
It was the action of the Commission to approve these applications
subject to the conditions of platting and screening.

Inasmuch as you agreed to correct the wall requirlments from
6-8 feet to 7-9 feet, please make this correction on the original
development plan and submit 3 new copies to our office.

At ouch time that you are desirous of meeting the conditions of
platting, we would recommend a pre-conference 80 that we can
resolve the list of those people who should receive notices and
the necessary applications for both platting and vacation of
streets.

If you have any questions, please call.

Sincerely,

Jack H. Galbraith

Chief Planner

JBG: 18

22=5
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December 6, 1971

3?':,KNU«.

Ralph Wulz, City Manager

Jack H. Galbraith, Chief Planner

2-1336 - Change from "AA" and "LC" to "Le"
02*U - Commercial Community Unit Plan
Generally located at the Southwest corner
of Kellogg and Rock Road

04@ti:·

1.19«

The above-captioned zone change and CUP are scheduled as
Item #6, Section I, of the Manager's agenda for the City
Commission meeting on Tuesday, December 7, 1971. Attached

is an additional letter concerning these cases which we
have received from the applicant. As noted in the letter

dated December 2, the applicant has requested that this
letter, and photographs which we will pass out at the meeting,
be made a part of the record prepared for the Commissioners'
consideration of their applications, thus hoping to minimize
the possibility of a deferral on Tuesday.

4

:3,2,

Although this material had not been received when agenda
items were furnished last Thursday, we are forwarding this
letter as requested so that it might be made available to
the Commission, either prior to or at the time of the meet-
ing.

JHG:JDG:ber

Attachments

1

L.



IP*IM[BICAN 111,[m,101! PROPOITI[8.INB ROCKBONOUGH EXECUTIVE ./.

. ROAD .. 0 BOK ,// • .310) 10/365 ....

December I. 1971
3

/9 RECEIVED %
DEC 1 1971 j@

Wichita-Sedgwick County 12\ m•m==E1,4"Ill Metropolitan Area Planning Department 91 EGUININg 4,/
City Building Annex
104 S. Main

Wichita, Kansas 67202
Attention: Mr. Jack H. Galbraith

Chief Planner

Dear Mr. Galbraith:

Reference is made to our conversations with you and Mrs. Cleve Holland, who we
understand to be the spokesman for the concerned property owners south of the
property we are buying. We understand the property owners filed protest petitions
because they desired a higher separation wall and they were concerned about the
·possibility of increased traffic problems on Longfellow street. We understood that
the traffic problem was to be fully consi dered at the time of platting. This letter
15 given to clarify our position on the two items of concern.

1. Separation Wall. We hereby amend our CUP to provide for a masonry wall from
seven {7) feet to nine (9) feet, instead of from five (5) feet to eight (8) feet.

2. Traffic Concern. We understood the "full consideration" of the Longfellow
traffic to include possible closing of the street to prevent traffic going south of
the property we are buying. There are several government agencies, governing bodies
citizens and property owners whose requirements and desires will be coordinated to
solve this potential problem. To clarify our position, we stand ready at the time
of platting, to cooperate fully to implement any reasonable plan, including respon-
sibility for the reasonable cost thereof, decided upon by the various property
owners and government officials involved, to solve the potential traffic problem on
Longfellow, including the closing of Longfellow to prevent traffic flow to the
south of the property we are purchasing.

TRANSAMERICAN INVESTMENT PROPERTIES, INC.

By '0\ 0,1- E· 6-lo.,1*33
Max E. tberhart

Vice Presi dent-General Counsel

State of Kansas )
) SS.

Sedgwick County, )

4?239

Be It Remembered, That on this Ist day of December A.D.,19714«<4.4. before me, Lavetrice Lewis, a Notary Public in and for
said County and State, came Max E. Eberhart, to me0/FOTA/?}....,.01 personally known to be the same person who executed the

1 1 4· within instrument of writing, and duly acknowledged the
f B 0 n t- to /: f . , . execution of the same.

i €·,I. NotafFDWi c 1 IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto subscribed my name and
affixed my official seal on the day and year last above

, written.

My Commission Expires Za -7- „i A..1/ f /974

-1
f
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City Manager's Agenda Item Page

RECOMMENDATION FROM Mt:TROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION TO

BOARD Or CITY COMVISSIONERS

REQUEST FOR ZONING

J':t -

16/.' -Audb

CASE NO. 0-1336 and

. CASE NO. DP- 44 CONSIDERED BY MAPC. 11-11-71

7,14* REQUEST FOR: Z-1336 - Change from "AA" and "LC" to "LC"
DP-44 - Approval of Commercial CUP

Zik ·

REASON FOR REQUEST (AS PROVIDED BY APPLICANT) : :=fr.---
0 ·.twe 1 "To unt formly zone a site which has been associated with con:nercial

use. This will permit its needed orderly and attractive development
=..21--

€ in a manner that will benefit the site and thel surrounding area. "

au.e=.

GENERAL LOCATION: Southwest corner of Kellogg and Rock Road

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: Ren atta,-harl over,rnt of minut·eq of the Planning

286;

444

F - etr'-
------1

Commission meeting of November 11, 1971.

APPLICANT: Gladys H. G. Widemann, et al.

COUNSEL FOR APPLICAUT: Max R. Eberhart
=e

PROTESTORS (LIST COUNSEL) IF ANY: Alfred Fax:ha, 554 Longfellow; Mrs.
Cleve C. Holland, 7814 I:ast Indianapolis; Mrs. Lowell Parris, 615

Longfellow; James Harris, 7920 East Indianapolis; joseph Mizenko,
7720 East Indianapolis; and John Moody, 608 Longfellow, spoke in

Opposition•

SURROUNDING ZONING: To the north is 'LC ' ; east and west
is "AA" and "LC" 9 south is "AA"

St

LAND USE: Subject. property is a drive-in theater, auto sales agency,
restaurant & liquor store; north is service station & undeveloped;
east is parking lot for Eastgate Shopping Center, service station
& single- family; south is :inglo-family; west is single-family &
auto sales agency.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION:

HIZNNESSY moved and BURNETT seconded that, inasmuch as the neighbor-

hood residents are willing to have this project enhance their area
and because this is the nucleous of East Wichita and would be for

the enhancement of the City and community, and inasmuch as drainage
problems, access control, dedication of necessary right-of-way for
frontage roads and traffic problems on Longfellow and Indianapolis

will all bo considered fully at the time of platting, the Planning
Commission recomrrend to the City Comission the approval of the

zone change request (Z-1336), subject to the approval of the Com-
munity Unit Plan; and to recommend the approval of the CUP, subject
to the following conditions : (Sce excerpt from Planning Commission
minutes attached for conditions.)

ttlf.

2-14

9-?4 -

Aipo

itiff#%<
i.43*1
:iff:**?

NOTE: 38.2 t of the property within 200 feet is represented by valid
protest petitions which have been filed as provided by law.
Therefore, a 4/5 t}is vote on the part of the City Commission
will be required in order to approve the application.

VOTE OF PLANNING COMMISSION: Unanimous

ACTION: 1. Approve the zone change and CUP as recommended by the
Metropolitan Area Planning Corrmission, subject to the conditions of
platting, and instruct the Planning Department to forward the ordin-
ance for first reading when the Flat is forwarded to the City Com-

Cormission for its reconsideration. The City Commission states the

following reasons for its action:

.f,
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W..Mil.im/&3 EXCERPT FROM PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES OF NOVEMBER 11, 1971:

49*-4

t44644

15a. Case No. 5-1336 - Gladys H. G. Wiedemann, et al. request
change from "AA" and 'LC to "LC- for a tract in the tiE 1/4
of Section 30, Township 27 South, Range 2 East, described
as beginning at a point on the south right-of-way line of
U.S. 54 Highway and 150 feet west of the east line of said
NE 1/4; thence southeasterly 120.33 feet to a point 65 feet
west of the east line of said NE 1/4 and 85 feet south of
the south line of said U.S. 54 Highway right-of-way: thence
mouth 713.73 feet to a point 877 feet south and 65 feet west
of the NE corner of said NE 1/4; thence west parallel with
the north line of said NE 1/4, 100 feet; thence north parallel
with the east line of said NE 1/4, 50 feet; thence west

- parallel with the north line of said NE 1/4, 540 feet;
thence north parallel with the east line of said NE 1/4.
752 feet to the south line of said U.S. 54 Highway; thence

eant 555 feet to beginning except the north 10 feet thereof
for service road as recorded in Misc. 468, page 388, together

with Block 2, Kellogg Crest Addition, and the 20-foot alley
adjacent to said Block 2, and Lots 1, 2, 3, Block 1 and Lots
1, 2, 3, Block 2, Eastridge Eleventh Addition. Generally
located at the southwest corner of Kellogg and Rock Road.

15b. DP-44 - Gladys H. G. Wiedemann, et al. request approval of

a-Eomnercial Community Unit Plan for a tract in the NE 1/4
of Section 30, Township 27 South, Range 2 East, described

as beginning at a point on the south right-of-way line of
U.S. 54 Highway and 150 feet west of the east line of said
NE 1/4; thence southeasterly 120.33 feet to a point 65 feet
west of the east line of said NE 1/4 and 85 feet south of the
south line of said U.S. 54 Highway right-of-way; thence south
713.73 feet to a point 877 feet south and 65 feet west of the
NE corner of said NE 1/4; thence west parallel with the north

line of said NE 1/4, 100 feet; thence north parallel with the
east line of said NE 1/4, 50 feet; thence west parallel with
the north line of said NE 1/4, 540 feet; thence north parallel
with the east line of said NE 1/4, 752 feet to the south line968:k of said U.S. 54 Highway; thence east 555 feet to beginning
except the north 10 feet thereof for service road as recorded

in Misc. 468, page 388, together with Block 2, Kellogg Crest
Addition, and the 20-foot alley adjacent to said Block 2, and

*AYSJ Lots 1, 2. 3, Block 1 and Lots 1,2. 3, Block 2, Eastridge
Eleventh Addition. Generally located at the southwest cor-

1/mailt ner of Kellogg and Rock Road.

GALBRAITH pointed out the area on the map and reviewed the
follawing staff report:

4432%
49·'9

Comments

1. The applicant presently has approximately 5.5 acres of "LC"
zoning and is requesting additional "LC" in order to have a
larger site (12.7) acres for commercial and office develop-
ment. As required under the commercial CUP provisions of
the zoning ordinance, the applicant has submitted a devel-
opment plan for review and recommendation by the Planning
Commission. The development plan indicates the required
information pertaining to gross area, maximum building
heights, maximum building coverage, proposed general uses,
maximum curb cuts, sign controls and minimum building set-
backs. Proposed uses include an office tower to a height
of 175 feet, bank facilities, retail shops, movie theater,
club and restaurant, shopping center. motel, service ata-
tion, and the possible expansion of an automobile sales
agency. It is proposed that the existing drive-in theater

4

would be removed.

screening does not provide for the reduction of the re-
2. Statement #14 under "General Requirements" concerning

quired wall to three feet in height adjacent to the front
yard setback of 25 feet on Longfellow Lane. The plan also

222 L
AE®

'9954
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P

Fi/4 . r .t···61*does not provide for the required 10-foot planting strip
of low shrubbery on Rock Road for that portion of subject 1.lit *It=,i//8
property across from "AA" residential lying south of the south ...=-,j
line of Orme Street as extended from the east. The required
screening must be indicated on the plan and referred to li

under "General Requirements. " The applicant should first
determine whether or not the required planting area is per-
mitted within the area designated as a "Continental Pipe-
line Easement. " Should the Company refuse the use of the li=t=Ilt
easement for planting purposes, then the required planting bi

area should be designated west of the pipeline easement. '.i'.

5.

f

It should almo be noted that the Engineering Division has
stated that there is a possible need for additional right-
of-way for the Kellogg frontage Road and that there may
also be a need to abandon and/or relocate several sanitary
sewer lines on subject property. These problems as well as
drainage will be determined at the time of platting.

If the Planning Commission determines that the request for
additional "Le' zoning is proper and the CUP le Fit ; afactory,
then the following conditions would be consistent with other
approved CUP's:

a. Platting within one year from the date of approval by
the City Commission, or the application be denied, and
that the ordinance effectuating the zone change not be
published until the plat has been recorded with the
Register of Deeds.

b. The development of this property shall proceed in accord-
ance with the development plan as recommended for approval
by the Planning Commission and approved by the governing
body, and any substantial deviation of the plan, as deter-
mined by the Superintendent of Central Inspection and the
Director of Planning, shall constitute a violation of the
building permit authorizing construction of the proposed
development.

c. Any major changes in this development plan shall be re-
submitted to the Planning Commission and to the City
Commission for its consideration.

d. The transfer of title of all or any portion of the land *?P .
included within the Community Unit Plan does not con-
stitute a taimination of the plan or any portion thereof, .„ix

but said plan shall run with the land for development and 3*€€

be binding upon the present owners, their successors and *44;
assigns, unless amended.

e. Under Parcels #1, 02, 53, 04, and 05, change "Maximum Floor
Area" to read as "Maximum Gross Floor Area. EN

gatt<

f. Statement #4 under 'General Requirements" shall be amended
to read as follows and the same reflected on the face of

the CUP: 'Screening and Landscaping: A 5'-8' high solid
wall, constructed either of stone, brick, masonry, tile or
other similar material shall be constructed along the prop-
erty line adjacent to the residential areas along the south
and west sides of Parcel #5 and along the south side of
Parcel #1 and 12, said solid wall shall be reduced to 3'
in height along the required 25' front yard setback on
Longfellow Lane. A planting strip of low shrubbery, not
less than 10 feet in width by 140 feet in length, shall be
provided along Rock Road.

.,ffi j

04

GALBRAITH stated that there are existing drainage problems *fi
which can be resolved in the platt:ing process, and he felt that 13
the required wall along the south property line will assist in
preventing water from flowing onto adjacent properties. CALBRAITH
also pointed out that a letter from the Deputy Base Commander,

r William T. Hendricks, Colonel, USAF at McConnell Air Force Base,

/?¥749»4/
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'2849

247•1115/"'*WI"'10¢. €'*:*,



pir#N'r's--- .1

g

Mts/*

f#42

9 FAT.fjy

indicates that the proposed office tower conforms to the airport
zoning ordinance go far as height, but indicated the concern of the
Air Bage was with respect to noise, and he suggested that the
developers be made aware of the potential of severe problems in
this re/pect. The letter suggested that the developers should
design their office tower taking into consideration the fact that
the Air Force installation activities may at times cause incon-
venience to occupants of the building.

GALBRATIH said the staff considers the proposed development
appropriate for the area and that with minor changes relative to
fencing and screening, it is recommended that the application be
approved, subject to the conditions as suggested in the staff re-
port.

MAX EBERHART spoke in support of the requests on behalf of the
applicants. He said they are a Wichita-based firm and have great
faith in the eastern section of Widhita and considered subject loca-
tion the heart of the eastern growth center. He pointed out that
subject site has been utilized for commercial purposes for a number
of years (drive-in theater) on a nonconforming basis, except for a
few uses which are in the north 300 feet which is already zoned
light commercial. He stated that they have a model of the office
tower which is proposed on Parcel #2, which will be the first phase
of the total development. He stated that it is hoped to enhance the
utility of subject property, its value and aesthetics of the entire
community.

When questioned as to whether they hire local people or out-
siders, EBERHART said they have hired local people and have just
opened Rockborough Executive Park which will be completed in March,

EBERHART said his statement about this location being the growth
and they have several other locations which they intend to develop.

center of Eastern Wichita is based on the high traffic volume at
this intersection.

EBERHART and the architect, Ronald Spangenberg, displayed a
model of the office tower structure proposed for Parcel #2, which
is proposed to be 8 stories high with a wing for shops and possibly
other offices.

EBERHART referred to Parcel 41 on Longfellow, and indicated
that the possible development would be a bank with drive-in facil-
ities. The office tower is proposed to be 125 feet high as
illustrated by the model, but he pointed out that it is difficult
to pinpoint precisely the height at this time. but it would not
be more than 150 feet to 175 feet. The building proposed for
Parcel #5 would not be more than two stories, although the plan
indicates 60 to 90 feet.

1
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RONALD SPANGENDERG said the office building would contain
approximately 80,000 square feet, and that the parking provided
would exceed the City Code requirements. He said they have con-

Bidered various schemes for the remaining parcels of ground - they
could be used for a motel, shopping facilities, etc., but it is
planned that the total development will result in a very desirable
center. Wilen questioned about the investment, SPANGENBERG said the
office building represents $2 1/2 million without the cost of the
ground.

As for the noise factor, SPANGENBERG said the firm Ls in the

business of leasing quality office space and they are aware of the
planes and noise involved, and they are designing the structure to
minimize the noise as much as possible through the lise of insulated
glass and other methods devised to control the noise.

SPANGENBERG indicated again that the uses for other parcels
are indefinite and said that they have shown a child care center
because many people have suggested there might be a need for such,
but he did not want to mislead anyone that uses listed would be the
precise uses developed.
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RISING expressed his concern with respect to the noise factor and
pointed out that in the Los Angeles area many of the homes are being
acquired in the flight cone at a tremendous investment because of
the noise nuisance. He said he was pleased at the confidence shown
in Wichita by the proposed development; however, RISING continued
that it was his suggestion that a planning study be made with respect
to noise as he felt it calls for serious creative research and that

Wichita, in view of its airport and Air Base, should attenpt to
develop an ideal solution of noise control. RISING indicated he

did not mean to infer that the development proposed would be any
more of a problem than homes in the same area.

SPANGENBERG said they propose to use insulated glass and in
the roof design and construction. a concrete slab at least 4
inches thick which will reduce noise considerably. He felt there
would be less problems with an office building than with residences
in the flight cone.

EBERHART stated they have attempted to comply with every request
made by the staff and that the use of the property is actually not
changing because it has been used for "LC" (drive-in theater) on
a nonconforming status for at least the last 20 years. It was his

sincere belief that it would be impossible to develop single-
family homes on the property and that its best Ilse would be for
light commercial.

BURNETT asked if they had made a feas ibility study as far as
a need for offices in the area and whether or not they would expect
to attract offices from the downtown area, or whether their own
offices might be located here.

LuERHART pointed out that their offices are already located in
the Rockborough Executive Park on Rock Road to the north. He
pointed out also that they have no intention of a concerted effort
to attract offices from the downtown area, but commented that there
are some people who prefer a suburban office location while some
prefer a downtown area, and that their intent is to have space
available for those who desire the suburban location. He did not

consider that they would be conipeting with the office rental busi-
ness in the downtown area. He commented also that sometimes people
prefer to work closer to their homes which might be an inducement
for offices in the suburbs.

HENNESSY brought out the fact that the development proposed
would increase traffic on Rock Road which already carries a con-
siderable amount of traffic from Eastgate Center, FcConnell Air
Force Base and the aircraft plants.

SPANGENBERG pointed out that they have shown their main access
on Rock Road opposite the one to Eastgate as it would be easier to
control traffic with a single light at this intersection when traf-
fice warrants such installation. The traffic situation and right-
of-way width of Rock Road was discussed briefly and it was agreed
that the Traffic Engineering Division would have some suggestions
in this respect. EBERHART said they have worked closely with the
Traffic Engineering personnel and they anticipated problems which
would need to be resolved. It was pointed out that Longfellow
traffic from the proposed bank would have to travel on the service
road to Armour before entering U. S. 54 proper.

TAYLOR referred back to the height of the structure proposed on
Parcel #2 and asked what would determine the minimum and maximum

height. SPANGENBERG said that economics would be the controlling
factor and the absolute maximum would be 10 stories.

i544%

HENNESSY s aid he reali zed that access control, drainage, right-
of-way, etc. would be handled at the time of platting, but in view }2»94
of the tremendous problems which could be developed he thought it
desirable to bring it up at this time.

EBERHART said they were aware of such problems and prepared
to work with the City and others toward a resolution.
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ALFRED FARHA, 554 Longfellow (northeast corner of Orme and
Longfellow), spoke in opposition, stating that many of the mai-
dents in the area feel that Longfellow will become a commercial
street, but if this is approved. PARRA said he would like to have
his property zoned "LC" also and that noise from the present drive-

' in theater is considerable.

There was discussion about the possibility of deadending
Longfellow at Orme and the drainage problems that would result, and
it was agreed that property owners to the south would have to be
consulted before any consideration of the closing of Longfellow
could occur. LAKIN pointed out that Oma east of Longfellow is
merely a "paper" street and should be vacated. and would require
the consent of all adjacent owners.

There was more discussion about vacating or deadending Long-
fellow, and it was pointed out that apparently much of the concern
is the fact that the Schofield Agency (storing new cars on a por-
tion of subject property adjacent to Longfellow), utilizes the
street considerably in their business and to deadend the street
would eliminate such traffic in a residential area. LAKIN stated

that if there is to be serious discussion about closing the street,
adjacent owners and people in the area should be consulted.

MRS. CLEVE C. HOLLAND, 7814 East Indianpolis. related the
serious problems so far as traffic and circulation through the area,
pointing out the difficulty encountered in entering Rock Road from
the west and the fact that much of the frontage road traffic on
Kellogg cuts through the residential area to get to Rock Road.

MRS. HOLLAND emphasized the present undesirable traffic con-
ditions and pointed out that the development proposed would
generate even more of a problem. She said that Schofields do account
for much of the traffic on Longfellow and that often it is trans-
port trucks unloading cars on the residential street. She pointed
out the need for the widening of Rock Road and perhaps a medial and
signalized intersection. During the discussion, it was agreed that
additional right-of-way on Rock Road would be necessary and that it
would no doubt eventually be widened to a four lane major street
such as already improved north of Kellogg. MRS. HOLLAND felt that
a cul-de-sac on Longfellow would surely improve the traffic situa-
tien in the residential area.

MRS. HOLIAND indicated she was opposed to some of the uses
which might be allowed, such as clubs and motels, because of the

late traffic and other pos sible problen= associated with such uses.
She said they would be opposed to a building 175 feet in height, but
except for the points she has brought out, she would not be opposed
to the proposed development. Several other residents of the area

in tile audience indicated that ?trs. Holland was representing them
also.

MRS. LOWELL FARRIS, 615 Longfellow, was opposed to the dead-
ending of Longfellow and doubted if the developer would want that
because if it is to be a drive-in bank there must be some method

of access to and from the facility. She also expressed concern
for the narrowness of Rock Road and the volume of traffic it car-

ries and the need for improvement of this situation. She pointed
out that the bridge proposed across the drainage ditch by the
Holiday Inn will facilitate traffic movement in the area.

MENNESSY pointed out that the traffic problem will be handled
by the Traffic Engineering Division at the time of platting.

t

When asked if she was opposed to the project as a whole,
MRS. FARRIS said she was not and that it would be an improvement
over the present drive-in theater activities, and she commented.1
that speakers are left on many times and create a nuisance in the

4. residential area.

JAMES HARRIS, 7920 East Indianapolis, said he was not opposed
to the plans and welcomed the elimination of the drive-in theater,
but stated he would be opposed if an access road is required because
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his home ia located in what would be required for right-of-way. He
also expressed concern for the need to improve traffic problems in
the area and indicated that four lanes on Rock Road would not

interfere with his home, but if an access road in addition is re-
quired, then it would.

r

LAKIN pointed out that the right-of-way on Rock Road now is
110 feet and he felt that four lanes, plus possibly a medial and a
stacking lane could be provided on that right-of-way. He pointed
out that the stacking lane width usually tapers back into the normal
width at the end of commercial development. He pointed out, however,
that definite design of the roadway improvements would have to be
decided later.

3' ir:0

JOSEPH MIZENKO, 7720 East Indianapolis, said he was not opposed
to the plan and felt it would be much more acceptable in the
residential neighborhood than the drive-in theater, but he was con-
cerned for the drainage with respect to the runoff from subject
property and the fact that homes adjacent to Parcel 45 would be ad-
versely affected by such drainage.

It was pointed out that the drainage problems would be considered
at the time of platting and that the developer would be responsible
for the proper handling thereof.

As an example of the possible handling of the drainage problem,
GALBRAITH pointed out that at The Mall on East Harry, a screening
wall was required and catch basing installed in the parking lot
to take care of the drainage so that it did not run onto the
properties to the south.

HARRIS, with reference to the noise factor, pointed out that
it is bad enough without having an echo from the proposed build-
ing, and asked if a building could be constructed in such a manner
as to absorb the noise rather than reflect it. SOUDERS said that

landscaping helps in controlling noise some.

EBERHART agreed that drainage would be resolved during the
platting process and that there appears to be a difference of
opinion as to closing of Longfellow, which could be considered at
a later date.

JOHN MOODY, 608 Longfellow, suggested that there should be
more of a study made and various opinions acquired from people in

the area before any decision is made concerning the closing of Long-
fellaw.

MOTION: HENNESSY moved that, inasmuch as the
ReIgRHorhood residents are willing to have this
project enhance their area and because this is the
nucleous of East Wichita, and would be for the enhance-
ment o f the City and community, and inasmuch as drain-
age problems, access control, dedication of necessary
right-of-way for frontage roads and traffic problems on
Longfellow and Indianapolis will all be considered fully
at the time of platting, the Planning Commission
recommend to the City Commission the approval of the

zone change request ( Z-1336) , subject to the approval
of the Community Unit Plan; and to recommend the
approval of the CUP, subject to the following con-
ditions:

2249

Platting within one year from the date of approval by the
City Commission, or the application be denied, and that the
ordinance effectuating the zone change not be published until
the plat has been recorded with the Register of Deeds.

y>25£

t

The development of this property shall proceed in accordance *i
with the development plan as recommended for approval by the
Planning Commission and approved by the governing body, and
any substantial deviation of the plan, as determined by the
Superintendent of Central Inspection and the Director of

Planning, shall constitute a violation of the building permit
authorizing construction of the proposed development. ,
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Any major changes in this development plan shall be re-
submitted to the Planning Commission and to the City Commis-
sion for its consideration.

. The transfer of title of all or any portion of the land
 included within the Community Unit Plan does not conatitue

a termination of the plan or any portion thereof, but said
plan shall run with the land for development and be binding
upon the present owners, their successors and assigns, unless
amended.

Under Parcels #1, 42, 03, 44, and #5, change Maximum Floor
Area to read as "Maximum Gross Floor Area. "

Statement 84 under "General Requirements" shall be amended
to read as follaws and the game reflected on the face of
the CLIP: "Screening and landscaping: A 5'-8' high solid
wall, constructed either of stone, brick, masonry, tile or
other similar material shall be constructed along the prop-
erty line adjacent to the residential areas along the south
and west sides of Parcel #5 and along the south side of
Parcels #1 and #2, said solid wall shall be reduced to 3'
in height along the required 25' front yard setback on
Longfellow Lane. A planting strip of low shrubbery, not
less than 10 feet in width by 140 feet in length, shall be
provided along Rock Road. The applicant should determine
whether or not the 10-foot planting area can be placed within
the Continental pipeline easement and if not, designate the
area 10 feet to the west.

14444%41
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The possibility of looking with favor on "LC" for Mr. Farha' s
property was ' night up and HENNESSY said he did not see how the
Commission could refuse "LC" if requested. JACKSON indicated he lity
might also look favorably on such a change, but it was agreed 1.':,

that actually such should not be considered at this time. fi
VOTE Oil ABOVE MOTION: BURNETT seconded the i

1r above motion and it carried unanimously. A

LAKIN said the Air Base Commander had requested that his letter 
be received and filed and entered into the record of proceedings. 1
CHAIRMAN SOUDERS so ordered, and the letter follows:

2??#**

10 November 1971

Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
104 South Main Street

Wichita, Kansas 67202

Gentlemen:

As noted in the October 25, 1971 edition of the Wichita Beacon, the
Jack P. DeBoer Associates, Incorporated propose to construct a
building in the vicinity of Kellogg and Rock Road.

Of course, the Air Force realizes that the proposed construction
does not violate any of the existing airport zoning ordinances. We
fully appreciate and realize that this Commission has the great
responsibility to determine the appropriate use of land, taking into
consideration the growth and development of Wichita and Sedgwick
County. The Air Force would not in any way desire to hamper overall
plans and programs for development, and our concern lies in the con-
tinued effective flying mission accomplishment at McConnell.

2:6m Concurrent with our effective mission accomplishment goes our desire
e not to inconvenience local citizens by reason of noise pollution,

aircraft traffic patterns, and personal property loss or damage.
McConnell is an active Air Force installation and even though we
are taking all possible measures to avoid inconveniencing Wichitans,
some such inconveniences are inevitable.

L
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We must assume that all the factors involved in our aircraft opera-
tions have been considered by the applicants for this construction:
If not, we would be glad to discuss the matter at any time. It
would be extremely unfortunate for this construction to be under-
taken only to have the ultimate occupants become disenchanged with
the operation of McConnell to the eventual financial disappointment
of the applicants.

We trust that this communication has not indicated in any way our
'9t opposition to the proposed construction. Rather, we as local

citizens wish to see Wichita continue to grow and prosper and
maintain the outstanding relationship with McConnell Air Force
Base that has always existed. Please feel free to call upon me
at any time concerning this matter.

William T. Hendricks, Colonel, USAF
Deputy Base Commander.

29



291:·t

7200

..

November 12, 1971

William T. Hendricks, Colonel, USAF
Deputy Base Commander
Headquarters 23rd Combat Support Group (TAC)
McConnell Air Force Base, Kansas 67221

Dear Colonel Hendricks:

In response to your letter of November 10, 1971 pointing out
the concern of the Air Force regarding the noise pollution
and the inconvenience that might occur on the proposed devel-
opment at Rock Road and Kellogg, this is to advise you that
the Planning Commission received and filed your letter and
made it a part of the permanent record of the meeting. In dis-
cussing the problem of noise, the applicant and his architect
pointed out that they were aware of the problem and considera-
tion was being given in the design of the structure to minimize
the noise affect.

The action of the Planning Commission was to approve their Com-
munity Unit Plan request provided that at the time the property
is platted the applicant submit his design proposals for review.
The Planning Commission also instructed the Department to conduct
a study of the noise problem so that development standards could
be incorporated in the ordinances of the City which would make
development more acceptable in areas of intense noise.

We appreciate your contacting our office and will keep you ad-
vised as the study progresses.

Sincerely,

Jack H. Galbraith
Chief Planner

JHG:ber
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Metropolitan Area Planning Commission J
104 South Main Street Et METROPOLITAN «
Wichita, Kansas 67202 MA a•NNiNG /<;i Milig-<-.29

Gentlemen

Of course, the Air Force realizes that the proposed construction does not
violate any of the existing airport zoning ordinances. We fully appreciate
and realize that V _. commission has the great responsibility to determine

the appropriate use of land, taking into consideration the growth and
development of Wichita and Sedgwick County. The Air Force would not
in any way desire to hamper overall plans and programs for development,
and our concern lies in the continued effective flying mission accom-

plishment at McConnell.

loisE
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Concurrent with our effective mission accomplishment goes our desire

not to inconvenience local citizens by reason of noise pollution, aircraft

traffic patterns, and personal property loss or damage. McConnell is

an active Air Force installation and even though we are taking all

possible measures to avoid inconveniencing Wichitans, some such

inconveniences are inevitable.
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We must assume that all the factors involved in our aircraft operations

have been considered by the applicants for this construction. If not,

we would be glad to discuss the matter at any time. It would be ex-

tremely unfortunate for this construction to be undertaken only to have

the ultimate occupants become disenchanted with the operation of

McConnell to the eventual financial disappointment of the applicants.

As noted in the October 25, 1971 edition of the Wichita Beacon, the

Jack P. DeBoer Associates, Incorporated propose to construct a
building in the vicinity of Kellogg and Rock Road.

We trust that this

opposition to the p

communication has not indicated in any way our
ronosed construction. Rather. we as local citizens
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wish to see Wichita continue to grow and prosper and maintain the

outstanding relationship with McConnell Air Force Base that has

always existed. Please feel free to call upon me at any time concerning
this nlatter.

WILLIAM T. HENDRICKS, Colonel, USAF

Deputy Base Cornrnander

fwiRia):
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METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING November 12, 1971

COMMISSION
AMHO.sT Z·0611 -- AREA COPE ./

<@/ CrTY BUILDING ANNEX
104 S. MAIN ST.
WICHITA. KANSAS 67202

Mr. Max E. Eberhart

260 North Rock Road

$9,97.- 3 Wichita, Kansas 67206

Re: 2-13 36 - "AA" and "LC" to "LC"
<CEE33> - Commercial cUp
Southwest corner of Kellogg
and Rock Road

*Tr*

1 ''Moth

Dear Mr. Eberhart:

At its regular meeting on November 11, 1971, the Metropolitan
Area Planning Commission considered the above-captioned zone
change request and Commercial Community Unit Plan. After
considerable discussion concerning the noise hazard to future
tenants due to the location of the proposed office tower in
relation with the flight pattern of McConnell Air Force Base,
and based upon your assurance that the building would be
designed to minimize the noise factor, and inasmuch as drain-
age problems, access control, dedication of necessary right-
of-way for frontage roads and traffic problems on Longfellow
and Indianapolis will all be considered fully at the time of
platting, it was the action of the Planning Commission to recom-
mend the approval of the zone change request subject to the ap-
proval of the CUP. The Planning Commission further recommended
the approval of the CUP, subject to the following conditions:

F

f 1.5

a. Platting within one year from the date of approval by 4%*tithe City Commission, or the application be denied, and
I 3%that the ordinance effectuating the zone change not be

57***{published until the plat has been recorded with the
Register of Deeds.

t49,0.9

re:17,41

The development of this property shall proceed in accord-
ance with the development plan as recommended for approval
by the Planning Commission and approved by the governing
body, and any substantial deviation of the plan, as deter-
mined by the Superintendent of Central Inspection and the
Director of Planning, shall constitute a violation of the
building permit authorizing construction of the proposed
development.
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Page 2 - Mr. Max ·E. Eberhart

November 12, 1971

c. Any major changes in this development plan shall be re-
submitted to the Planning Commission and to the City
Commission ·for its consideration.

d

e

f

The transfer of title of all or any portion of the land
included within the Community Unit Plan does not con-
stitute a termination of the plan or any portion thereof,
but said plan shall run with the land for development and
be binding upon the present owners, their successors and
assigns, unless amended.

Under Parcels #1, #2, #3, #4, and #5, change "Maximum Floor
Area" to read as "Maximum Gross Floor Area. "

'*64.31

if

Statement #4 under "General Requirements" shall be amended
to read as follows and the same reflected on the face of
the CUP: "Screening and landscaping: A 5'-8' high solid
wall, constructed either of stone, brick, masonry, tile or
other similar material shall be constructed along the prop-
erty line adjacent to the residential areas along the south
and west sides of Parcel #5 and along the south side of
Parcel #1 and #2, said solid wall shall be reduced to 3'
in height along the required 25' front yard setback on
Longfellow Lane. A planting strip of low shrubbery, not
less than 10 feet in width by. 140 feet in length, shall be
provided along Rock Road.

It is necessary that you now determine whether or not you can
place the required 10-foot planting area within the Continental
pipeline easement and if not, designate the area 10 feet to the
west. It is· also necessary that yoG revise statement #4 under
General Provisions as well as make the other corrections as shown

on the enclosed marked copy.

If we receive the ten corrected copies by 5:00 p.m. on November 29,
1971, these cases will be forwarded to the Board of City Commis-
sioners for consideration on December 7, 1971, at 9:00 a.m. in
Room 201 City Building, 204 South Main.

If you have any questions concerning this matter, please contact
our office.

Sincerely,

Jdc H. Galbraith
Chief Planner

JHG:ber

Enclosure

CC: Gladys H. G. Wiedemann and The Fourth National Bank
and Trust Company, Wichita, as Trustees.under the
will of K. T. Wiedemann, deceased
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November· 12, 1971

cc: (Continued)

J. W. Shane, Trust Division, 4th National Bank & Trust
Company,· 200 East bouglas 67201

Transamerican Investment Properties, Inc., 260 N. Rock Road 67206
Ronald L. Spangenberg, Architect, 260 N. Rock Road 67206
i,lfred Farha, 554 Longfel]nw 67207
Mrs. Cleve C. Holland, 78i4 East Indianapolis 67207
Mrs. Lowell K. Ferris, 615 Longfellow 67207
James Harris, 7920 East Indianapolis 67207

f.- PL.€, Joseph Mizenko, 7720 East Indianapolis 67207
1& James Moody, 608 Longfellow 67207

4
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METROPOLITANAREAPLANNING

COMMISSION
AMHERs'r 2-0611 - AREA CODE 318

CITY BUiLDING ANNEX

lOis. MAIN ST.

WICHITA KANSAS 67202

Mr. Alfred Farha

554· Longfellow
Wichita, Kansas 67207

Re: Z-1336 - "AA" and "LC" to "LC"

<IZEIP - Commercial CuP
Southwest corner of Kellogg
and Rock Road

Dear Mr.,Farha:

At the regular meeting of the Metropolitan Area Planning Commis-
sion on November 11, 1971, the above-captioned zone change request
and Community Unit Plan were considered. The action of the Plan-

ning Commission was to recommend approval of both requests, sub-
ject to certain conditions as shown in the enclosed copy of a
letter to Mr. Eberhart, the attorney for the applicants on the
above two cases.

If you wish to submit a protest petition with respect to the zone
change request, it must be filed in the office of the City Clerk.
Inasmuch as the ordinance provides that you have 14 days from the
date of our meeting in which to file valid protest petitions, and
since the 14th day falls on Thanksgiving Day, it is necessary that
protest petitions be filed in the Office of the City Clerk not
later than 12:00 noon on Friday, November 26, 1971. A protest
petition form is enclosed in case you desire to register a com-
plaint and additional forms are available at our office if you
know of others in the area who wish to protest.

If you have any questions concerning this application, please
contact our office.

Mincerely,

Jadk H. Galbraith
Chibf Planner

JHG:ber

Enclosure

CC: Mrs. Cleve C. Holland, 7814 East Indianapolis 67207

Mrs. Lowell K. Ferris, 615 Longfellow 67207

James Harris, 7920 East Indianapolis 67207

Joseph Mizenko, 7720 East Indianapolis 67207
James Moody, 608 Longfellow 67207

1

I
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WICHITA SEDGWICK COUNTY
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

:LAPC HEARING DATE: NOV. 11, 19 71

';920%&4

9446
·1

Case No. Z-1336 ! Request. ·AA" and "LC" to "LC"
DP-·44 1 Approval of Commercial

CUP

934

iR{flk

Location: Southwest corner of Kellogg and Rock Road

Reason: 'To uniformly zone m site which has been associated with
commercial use. This Will germit its needed orderlv and attrac-
tive development in a manner that will benefit the site and the
surrounding area.

Acres: 12.7  Size. Irregular shape

:¢4.%fi

Land Ufe ARRi!12

Existing Drive-in theater, automobile sales agencY, "AA" & "LC"
restaurant & liquor store

North Service station and undeveloped "LC"
East Parking lot for Eastgate Shopping Center,

service station & single-family "AA" & "LC"
South Single-family "AA"
West Single-family & automobile sales agency "AA" & ' LC"

Necessary street right-of-way
to be acquired at time of platting
History: Z-0045 "B" to "LC"

iIAF}C: 5-26-60 Approved
BCC: 6-7-60 Approved

Platted: Yes - in part
Sidewalks: No

*13>.

-'4'17 '22

943

/373.

Comments

1. The applicant presently has approximately 5.5 acres of "LC"
zoning and is requesting additional "LC" in order to have a
larger site (12.7) acres for commercial and office develop-
ment. As required under the commercial CUP provisions of
the zoning ordinance, the applicant has submitted a devel-
opment plan for review and recommendation by the Planning
Commission. The development Flan indicates the required
information pertaining to gross area, maximum building
heights, maximum building coverage, proposed general uses,
maximum curb cuts, sign controls and minimum building set-
backs. Proposed uses include an office tower to a height
of 175 feet, bank facilities, retail shons, movie theater,
club and restaurant, shopping center, motel, service sta-
tion, and the nossible expansion of an automobile sales
agency. It is proposed that the existing drive-in theater

Eet#'-'Immiwi

44%4

(49 1 A,
'44

i. 14

-4*#&*#*.
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Page 2 -
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Case No. 0-1336 and Case No. DP-44
November 11, 1971

2. Statement #14 under "General Requirements' concerning 
screening does not provide for the reduction of the re-
quired wall to three feet in height adjacent to the front
yard setback of 25 feet on Longfellow Lane. The plan also
does not provide for the recuired 19-foot planting strip
of low shrubbery on Rock Road for that portion of subject
property across from "AA" residential lying south of the 30(lth
line of Orme Street as extended from the east. The required
screening must be indicated on the plan and referred to
under "Gene.al Requirements. ' The applicant should first
determine whether or not the required planting area is per-

»Le.4 line Easement. " Should the comnany refuse the use of the
mitted within the area designated as a 'Continental Pipe-

easement for planting purnoses, then the required planting
area should be designated west cf the pipeline easement.

%91....

£.

i.42

j«3?-4-

3. It should also be noted that the Engineering Division has
stated that there is a possible need for additional right-
of-way for the Kellogg frontage Road and that there maY
also be a need to abandon and/or relocate several sanitary
sewer lines on subject property. These problems as well as
drainage will be determined at the time of nlatting.

5. If the Planning Commission determines that the request for
additional "LC" zoning is proper and the CUP is satisfactory,
then the following conditions would be consistent wit'i other
approved CUP's:

iffif-:

'453*

//94496

a. Platting within one year from the date of approval by
the City Commission, or the application be denied, and
that the ordinance effectuating the zone change not be
published until the plat has been recorded with the
Register of Deeds.

1,93¥61
t.:*A «tr....

b. The development of this property shall proceed in accord-
ance with the development plan as recommended for approval
by the Planning Commission and approved by the governing
body, and any substantial deviation of the plan, as deter-
mined by the Superintendent of Central Inspection and the
Director of Planning, shall constitute a violation of the
building permit authorizing construction of the proposed
development.

c. Any major changes in this development plan shall be re-
submitted to the Planning Commission and to the City
Commission for its consideration.

d

k»55«2«29
'p#iete

Fti*0*i
4, ·91%
5*?>5t47

The transfer of title of all or any portion of the land
included within the Community Unit Plan does not con- .»#*a=-I

stitute a termination of the Flan or any portion thereof,
"*PAA#.but said plan shall run with the land for development and

be binding upon the present owners, their successors and
assigns, unless amended. 46i

&31

- » .#I

./4-4 '/1:..

/:fir
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4 Page 3 - Case Ro. Z-1336 and Case 110. DP-44
November 11, 1971

e. Under Parcels 41, #2, 83, 14, and #5, change "Maximum Floor
Area" to read ase Ilaximum GroGS Floor Area. '

f. Statement # 4 under "General Pequirements' shall be amended
to read as follows and the same reflected on the face of

the CUP: '·Screening and Landscaping. A 5'-8' high solid
wall, constructed either of stone, brj. ck, masonry, tile or
other similar material shall be constructed along the prop-
erty line adjacent to the residential areas along the south
and west sides of Parcel 05 and along tha south side of
Parcel #1 and #2, said solid wall shall be reduced to 3'
in height along the required 25' front yard setback on
Longfellow Lane. A planting strip of low shrubbery, not
less than 10 feet in width by 140 feet in length, shall be
provided along Rock Road.

if?*

t> T . .ri . :

97«91

t**6
9454

4,8,4*k
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ICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY
1 sAP'

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION
CITY BUILDING ANNEX, 104 South Main

WICHITA, KANSAS 67202

October 28, 1971

NOTICE TO ADJOINING PROPERTY OWNERS:
./·•!

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that on November 11. 1971, at 1:30 p.m.,
"':. •Ite The Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission,

14% &55

441
.A...

in Room 401 City Building Annex, 104 South Main, Wichita, Kansas.
will consider an application for a COMMUNITY UNIT PLAN - PLANNED
COMMERCIAL DEVELOPMENT, known as "East Side center ", for proper ty
legally described as follows:

Dp-44 - A tract in the NE 1/4 of Section 30, Township 27 South,
Range 2 East, described as beginning at a point on the south
right-of-way line of U.S. 54 Highway and 150 feet west of
the east line of said NE 1/4, thence southeasterly 120.33
feet to a point 65 feet west of the east line of said NE 1/4
and 85 feet south of the south line of said U.S. 54 Highway
right-of-way; thence south 713.73 feet to a point 877 feet
south and 65 feet west of the NE corner of said NE 1/4;
thence west parallel with the north line of said NE 1/4,
100 feet; thence north parallel with the east line of
said NE 1/4, 50 feet; thence west parallel with the north
line of said NE 1/4, 540 feet; thence north parallel with
the east line of said NE 1/4, 752 feet to the south line
of said U,S. 54 Highway; thence east 555 feet to beginning
except the north 10 feet thereof for service road as recorded
in Misc. 468, page 388, together with Block 2, Kellogg Crest
Addition to wichita, Kansas, and the 20 foot alley Adjacent
to said Block 2, and Lots 1, 2, 3, Block 1 and Lots 1, 2, 3,
Block 2, Eastridge Eleventh Addition to Wichita, Kansas.
Generallv located at the southwest corner of Kellogg and

Qa L.

This Development Plan has been submitted as required under the
Community Unit Plan provisions of Section 28.04.190 of the Code of-
the City of Wichita. The Development Plan is on file in the office
of the Planning Director, Room 402 City Building Annex, 104 South -
Main, Wichita, Kansas, and is available for public information and < review.

The Deve lopment Plan on file proposes an approximate 12.7 
acre commercial development which will include office tower, bank
facilities, retail shops, movie theaters, restaurant and club,
shopping center, motel and possible expansion of an automobile sales
agency. Included in the Development Plan is information concerning
building setbacks, maximum ground coverage by Itructures, maximum
gross floor area, screening, and sign and building height limitations

14*%4 1

(over)

199=m

1 t 2%1'2J 4%

Ift· .4 *®.0, ·.@» A*r, c.·- -44*94'240*
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Nglyi: 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, Robert A. Lakin, 104 South Main, 7 days prior to the meetina.

The Chairman or the Secretary may grant such a request for defer-
ral. Persons requesting deferrals will be charged with the cost of

preparing and mailing new notices.
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334
:1,1 t.1 October 18,
r., &/

Traniamerican Inviatment Propertioi, Inc.
c/o Max E. Ebirhart
260 North Rock Road

Wichita, Kansas 67206

1971

Subjects DP-44 - East Sid• Center
Commircial CUP. Generally located
at the southwest corner of 10•11099
and Rock Road.

Gentlemen:

2#m'#'

Wa have revi•wed the above refirred to CUP with other mimbire of

th• Planning Department itaff and the Traffic Engineering, Engineering
and thi Maintinance-,lood Control Division, of the Department of
Public Worki. This im to adviie you that thi development plan ae
iubmitted ii for the mo,t part acciptabl•; however, there are Borne
chang,i and addition, which nied to bi made in thi plan prior to
th• planning Comatilion hearing of November 11, 1971.

Ar»¥ac

119*.0

.Re:*L
2. ..10

43%
€94*4': '4*y

4%9

Thi notation• •unlimited acce:,- indicated adjacent to the Kellogg
frontage road ,hould be d•l•ted fr cm the plan a, ther• ia to bi
no accoli control r•,trictione along said frontag• road and thi
maximum number and width of accia, points will bi governed by the
City Curb Cut Ordinance. Thi plan indicat•, that an additional
10 feet of striet right-of-way ii to bi dedicated for thi Ke 11ogg
frontage road; however. thi Engineering Divi,ion of th• Department
of Public Worki advi,•i that at least 5 fiet of additional zight-of-
way ia needed. Thi applicant should contact thi City Engineer
regarding thi exact amount of right-of-way nied•d and the iame
•hould thin bi reflected on th* Plan.

A note Bhould b• added to th• plan which indicates that thi 48

foot vide acce,i point to Rock Road will b• ponitted only if it
1, de,igned u a major drive with a modian provided. A note allo

il¥*M

4%441*

 43»1511
99€Kfil
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49,43·- Page 2 - Traniamirican Investment Propirtioi, Inc.

October 18, 1971

noidl to be added to the plan under gon•ral requir•ments with

regard, to the Continental Pipeline adjacent to Rock R,ad and
Ihould read a. follows "The property owner ohall bi responsible
for any adjustments of the pipeline which may be required as a result
of improvemint, associated with the CUP and future platting of mubject
property.' It should 8180 be pointed out that the Engineering
Division of the Department of Public Works haa advised that it will

b• necessary to abandon and/or relocate aevegal manitary sewer
lin•8 located on s ubject property at the time of platting.

In addition to the above comments thi Maintenance-Flood Control

Office hae advi,•d that con•truction of a storm ,•wer will bi

necessary to handle the surface drainage from,ubject property
when development occurs, am the nearest drainage channel lies

approximately 1/4 mile to the mouth and west of subject proper ty
and that Orme Street and Longfillow Lane ar• not capable of handling
the drainage trom subject property.

In addition to these comments, the following additions and corrections
are needed:

:19 4

?«el

1. Add a ®tatement under General Requirements aa follows: "Drainage

problime will be resolved at the time of platting. "

2. Add th• following statement under General Requir•mints: "Parking
shall be provided as required by the Zoning Ordinance."

*54.

Statement #1 concerning mign control shall be changed to read
a. follow.: "...subject to the approval by the Board of City
Commiioners.•

Under parcili *1, #2, #3, 4)4, and *5, change "Maximum Building
Area= to read u Maximum Floor Area.

Und•z parcel *1 proposed ge add th• following i q...expansion

for automobile galls agency with Board of Zoning Appeals
approval."

V....42

3**t
9*imJEW,

Under parcel *4, thi proposed use ahould be more apecific than
'any uie permitted in "LC" zoning", as there are Iomi uees
permitted in "LC" zoning which may not be compatible with the
other typee of wee, propomed on th• CUP.

9394% - r. -/.40.

1

4

· Wh *

L---

i



*# 24*

0,1/Am

M i
*dit.. 4

12€30:

%44%
S.*SCI
369%
*82

Page 3 - Tran,american Invist=nt Properti••, Inc.
October 18, 1971

It ahould be noted that the dimenlion indicated on the plan for
thi northeast line of parcel *3 and that given in t he legal
deic: iption for subject prope,ty ·on the CUP application do not
correspond. and Ihould W checked.

4.16

tiONki

Thile are all the comments we have at this time . Please submit

14 copies of a revised plan indicat ing the changes and addit ioni
mintion•d above by October 26, 1971 in order that wi can have
th• revisid plan available for th• mailout for the Planning
Commission hearing of November 11, 1971. A marked copy 18 enclosed
for your information and filea.

If you have any quistion, concerning this matter, please contact
our Office. "241

sincerely,

Jack H. Galbraitn

Chief Planner

JaG:ls 1%00%3
9- 23*j'·r

Enclosure
120 4/ER

ec K. T. Wiedemann Trust, Bax 1276, Eldorado 67042 1.. .XMN:
11446··

J. W. Shane, Trust Division. 4th National Bank & Trust Co.,
200 East Douglas 67202

€*

/41220
4-,-Maerr 439 *le- 4



..

THE CITY OF WICHITA

OFFICE OF Ass't. Supt. of Public DATE Oct. 15, 1971

Works Maintenance

m Curtis Newby, Planning Analyst

FROM M. S. Mitchell

SUBJECr - DP-44 - Community Unit
Plan of East Side Center

I discussed this site with Mr. Spangenberg, architect for
Transamerican Investment Properties, Inc., and advised him that
the only problem we forsee was in getting runoff from the site
into Armour channel which lies approximately 1/4 mile west.
Anticipating high density of buildings and paved parking sur-
faces, we recommend that he not plan to discharge runoff from
the site on to the surface of either Longfellow Lane or Orme
Street and consider the cost of building a storm water sewer
to serve the site.

M. S. Mitchell,
Ass It. Superintendent of
Public Works Maintenance

MSM/glm

cc: G. H. Wilton, Supt. of Public Works Maint.
DP-44 File

-1

351.1

0
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October 5, 1971

Dick Linn, City Engineer
Paul Grave„ Traffic Engineer
M. S. Mitchell, Ait. Supt. of Maintenance

r

Curtis L. Nowby, Planning Analy,t

DP-44 - East Side Cont•r CUP

Attached for :your information and comment im a CUP which ha
boin submitted for property located at thi southwit corner of
Kellogg and Roek Road.

AB tae applicants are trying to meet the filing date of October 13,
w would appreciate any comments you may have concerning thim plan
by October 8, 1971, 00 that wi may incorporate your comment, in our
reply to th• applicanti.

CLN: 10

Attachment

fejAWAL

/2fill
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APPLICATION FOR COMMUNITY UNIT PLAN

(PLANNED RESIDENTIAL OR COMMERCIAL DEVELOPMENT)

GE.Ae FOR PROPERTY LOCATED WITHIN THE LIMITS OF THE Al.03

CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS

This is an application for a Community Unit Plan - Planned Development.
The form must be completed and filed at the Planning Department, Room
402, City Building Annex, 104 South Main, Wichita, Kansas, in accord-
ance with directions on the accompanying instruction sheet. AN INCOM-
PLETE APPLICATION CANNOT BE ACCEPTED.

I. Name of applicant or applicants and/or their agent or agents.

a. Applicant Gladv• H. G. Wiprlemann and The Fn,Irth NAtian•1 Ranlf An,1 Tril,t Company,
Wichita, as Trustees under the Will of K.T. Wiedemann, deceased, Owner

Address 200 Fast Doualag, Wic.hit; Manvaq 67701 Phone 268-4220

Agent Mr. J. W. Shane. Trust Division. The Fourth National Bank and Truit Company

Address 200 East Douglas. Wichita. Kansas 67201 Phone =261=!122

b. Applicant T ran sameri can Investment Properties . Inc. . Contract Buyer

Address 260 N. Rock Road. Wichita. Kansas 67206 Phone 685-5155

Agent Mr. Max E. Eberhart
3%33%

Address 260 North Rock Road, Wichita, Kansas 67206Phone 685-5355

c. Applicant

Address Phone

Agent

Address Phone

(use separate sheet if necessary for names of additional applicants)
edi.t·

II.A The applicant hereby requests Community Unit Plan approval on
combination of LC, AA ./4.liezo/¥d

property zoned and legally described as Lot(s)

, Block(s)

Addition.

(If appropriate, metes and bounds description may be provided in

the space below or on an attached sheet.)

See description attached.
21€1

TT m 12.7 arres (round to nearest tenth) in the above

described property.

T9-330-3

' 4%*amas ./; ff?f'
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WILLIAM L KORBER  RONALD G WAYMIRE
BAUGHMAN CO.

,hurrevi.rs

WICHITA KANSAS 6721 1

CUP DESCRIPTION

A tract iii the NE* of See. 30, Twp. 27.S, R.2.E, described
as beginnine at a potnt on the sou.th riont-of-way 1 - ne o.'
US-54 Hi,chway and 150 feet west of the east line of said
NE,1, thonce coutheasterly 120.31 feet to a point 65 feet
west of the oast 11 -0 of' said .:El and 85 foot south of the
south line 02 oa,1 In,-54 Nichwar rinht-of-way; thenco

south 713.73 feet to a point BI7 fCt south and 65 feet West 1: 1 :·:·,62

of the N. E. Corner of said NE.,1 nce Went parallel with 1)..C. ...73,

the north line of said NEt, 100 feet; ·:hence north parallel
with the east lino 01' said Ent, 50 foot; thence west [9
parallel with the north line of saic NER, 540 feet; thence
north parallel with the east line of said MEi, 752 feet to
the south line of slid US-54 ·il'·hway; thenco east 555 feet
to beginning, exceut the no' th 10 feet thereof for service
road as recorded in Misc. 468, pac:e 388, together with %44
Block 2, Kellogg Crest Addition to Wichita, Kannas, and the 07.Re'.

20 foot alloy adjacent to said Elock 2, and Ints 1.2-3, i
Block 1 and lots 1-2-3, Plock 2, 2astridge Eleventh Addition ·443
to Wichita, Kansas.

%*99%39=m

't»ye:te9rfey?.'0
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I STATEMENT OF OWNERSHIP

STATE OF KANSAS )
) SS

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 reco ds in the office of the

Register of Deeds of Sedgwick County, Kansas, with reference to the owner-
ship of the following property in Sedgwick County, Kansas, viz:

Property lying within a radius of 500 ft of:

Beg at the NE cor NE* Sec 30, Twp 27, R 2 E; th
West 705 ft; South 827 ft; E 705 ft; N to beg,
except Rock Road.

Beg 827 ft S of NE cor NE* Sec 30, Twp 27, R 2 E;
th West 165 ft; South 50 ft; East 165 ft; N·to
beg., exc Rock Rd.

And from such examination find that the owners the)·eof

are as set opposite the description of the property below, viz: (Addresses as
given are furnished as a service and not certified. )

$1.a.



LOTS BLOCK ADDITION OWNER

1-2-3 1 Eastridge 1lth Add-boladys H.G. Wiedemann
& 4th Nat Bank & rr Co.
Trustees of K.T.

Wiedemann Deceased.

Wichita, Kansas 67202

4 1 " JAlfred A. Farha

Nancy Farha 554 Longfellow
67207

1-2-3 2 b Gladys H.G. Wledemann
& 4th Nat Bank & Tr Co.

Trustees of K.T.

Wiedemann Deceased

Wichita, Kansas 67202

4 2 " La rry G. Elliott

Jean B. Elliott

553 Longfellow 67207

5 2 .Koakish W. Cleaton Jr.

Glenysse M. Cleaton
7604 E. Orme 67207

.........m" 7 1 & W 2' 2 4 " /Eugene O. Schenck
Kiyoko Schenck
7503 E. Orme 67207

2 Exc W 2' 4 Carter Hart Jr.

Mozelle W. Hart

(unknown)

3 4 /Valerian J. Greiving
MA/emral= 8 8 n. 1.-1 n c Wir ,
7515 E. orme 67207

4 4 " Volen Allison l/t
Thelma C. Allison

7603 E. orme 67207

S

5 Exc S 4' 4 . I 'Wesley L. Ma hannah

Bonita Mahannah

603 Longfellow 67207

4, 5 & 6 4 . 11 I Robert B. Walker 1

Nadine Walker

609 Longfellow 67207

7 & N 2.51 8 " .
I " /Lowell K. Ferris

Katherine L. Ferris

615 Longfellow 67207

·st- 8925? 8 Exc N 2.51 " " 4homas S. Shireman
- Corliss J. Shireman

7610 E. Orme 67207

&'/6/
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LOT BLOCK ADDITION OWNER

15 6 Eastridge 11th ¢Richard Reim

Cleata F. Reim

7908 E. Gilbert 67207

16 /Roy E. Morlan
Agnes M. Morlan

7902 E. Gilbert 67207

17 Robert Donald Greenberg
Norma L. Greenberg

7820 3, Gilbert 67207

18 - Derald R. Linn

Joan L. Linn

unknown

19 /Ed L. St sk

Laverne Sisk

101 Morningslde 67207

20 David P. Cook

Phyllis M. Cook

7/tee 724 S. Dellrose 67207

--Muriel V. O'Connor

unknown

22 / James Fl Chartrau
Helen R. Chartrau

7714 E. Gilbert 67207

23 John J. Priestley

Audrey G. Priestley
unknown

v'Linn A. 016 rrison

Ruth Garrison

634 Longfellow 672@7

1 7 ,Norvan E. Richards

7503 E. Indianamlis 67207

2 " ' 'Donald R. Wasson 64?Agmt
Lillian J. Wasson ·ift·'j//11'C@*2

7509 E. Indianaplis 67207

3 James Robert Nave

lie Annette Have

7515 E. Indianaplis 67207

4 v' Thomas Herbert Holland

Betty Jean Holland

7603 E. Indb napolis 67207

¢4943-
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LOTS BLOCK ADDITION OWNER

9 Exc W 4 Eastridge 11th 'Hugh A. Amick
LaRita K. Amick

7604 E. Indianapolis 67207

10 & pt 9 ·/Doyle E. Meade
Jeanne S. Meade

7516 E. Indianoplls 67207

1 5 lKatharina E. Voth

Edna S. Voth
7701 E. Orme 67207

2
·/John D. Moody

Suzanne Moody
608 Longfellow 67207

3 Dale L. Morss

Martha Morss

014 Longfellow 67207

"Robert E. Haynes
Margaret M. Haynes
022 Longfellow b7207

5 'Vaughan 0. Stevens
Grace L. Stevens

220 Locninvar Dr 67207

6
Joseph Mizenko

Mozelle Mizenko

(720 E. Indianoplis *7207

/James Parker Rescn
Jeanette M. Resch

05022 E. Indlanoplis 67207

1o /Robert A. Barnes

Pnyllis Ann Barnes
,020 E. Icidianoplls 0720,

12
•'Eugene V. Moser
Carol M. Moser

/9ue E. Indianoplls 6720/

13 Steven R. Krueger

Patricia J. Krueger r

7914 E. Indianoplis 67207 1
14 /James Russell Harris

4/4 Ruth R. Harris

7920 E. Indianoplis 67207 2....34

J
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LOT BLOCK ADDITION OWNER

1 6 Eastrige 1lth Add DVaughan 0. Stevens
Grace I. Stevens

220 Lochinvar 67207

2 •'Charles C. Forsyth
Garyfallia L. Forsyth

8007 E. Lynwood Blvd 67207

3 John Keith Lewis

Lorinda Lou Lewis

7715 E. Indianoplis 67207

4 Richard L. Cole

Elizabeth L. Cole

702 Windsor 67207

5 /Warren E. Moore

Mary Ellen Moore

7803 E. Indianoplis 67207

'Joseph A. Speer

gate Dorothy M. Speer

7809 E. Indianoplis 67207

7 /Charles F. Lowder

Sheryl N. Lowder

7815 E. Indianoplis 67207

8 ' Wayne L. Richardson

Florence M. Richardson

7821 E. Indianoplis 67207 :'

9 /Michael Ray Cope
Wynema M. Cope

7903 E. Indianoplis 672@7

10 /Ralph C. Sapp

Vera I. Sapp

207 E. Kelley l

Augusta, Kansas 6 -10/0

11 i Nellie A. Capron
7915 E. Indianoplis 67207

12 'Victor L. Durrington ,
Wanda L. Durrington

546 Trigg 67207

Levitt Jewelry Co. Inc.
P.O. Box 18185 SE St 67218

14 " /Gary D. Swa ney

Linda J. Swaney

7914 E. Gilbert 67207

-4/
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LOT BLOCK ADDITION OWNER

5 7 Eastridge 11th Add 'Harold F. Levine
Velva E. Lavine

8401 Killarney 67206

6 v Bonnie I. Tucker

629 Longfellow 67207

7 /David L. Jones

Cynthia D. Jones

635 Longfellow 67207

8 JJack B. Herber

Lola D. HArber

t 7608 E. Gllbert 67207

9 4]eorge H. Cash Jr

Shirley A. Cash

7602 E. Gilbert 67207

10 'Ne il H. Nave

Mercedes B. Nave

8001 Dresden Ln. 67207
Uitle

12 4 Sam A. Lassley

Mildred J. Lassley
Unknown

11 5 Ambrose rg/ Allison
Jacqueline Allison
unknown

Lots 1 to 7 1 Eastmoor Add. D Levitt Je*elry Co. Inc.
inclusive P.O. Box 18185 SE St.

67218

1 2 Floyd J. Finn V

Margaret M. Finn
Unknown

j
42 Larry LeedvicKee

Nima J. Mc Kee

Unknown

3 Jjames H. Baugh
Ellen Baugh
8013 E. orme 67207

i
4 Herbert Berger

Lila Lee Berger

8019 E. Orm@ 67207
16 J Bobby J. Thomas

Delores J. Thomas

8015 MMckingbird Ln 67207 

Ii..:44.9 99% . 1 h .I) f ?i./1
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LOT BLOCK ADDITION OWNER

5 2 Eastmoor Bernard Virgil Fairchild
Vieki Sue Fairchild

8025 E. Orme 67207

6 'William H. Smith

Kathleen L. Smith

8031 E. Orme 67207

15 <Joseph A. Sevart
Mary L. Sevart

8032 E. Indianapolis 67207

17 'William R. Calhoun
Joean Calhoun

8020 E. Indianapolis 67207

18 'John E. Huston

Marilyn J. Huston

8014 Indianapolis 67207

19 ·'Earnest H. Dennison

.,yA
James L. Dennison

6324 Eilerts 67218

7028

20 ROy D. Flock
4

Nancy J. Flock
8002 E. Indianapolis 67207

$

1 3 'Clifford L. Ferch
9€f€f

Helen Ferch

8001 E. Indianapolis 67207

2
»413 1

Helen L. Wedel

8013 E. Indianapolis 67207

4 /Galen Lee Young
Beverly J. Y Ung

8019 E. indianapils 67207

5 'James R. Rabe

Sharon A. Rabe

8025 E. Indianapolis 67207

6 /Budd E. Dorsey
%379,44.1,4 Phyllis J. Dorsey

8031 E. Indianapolis 67207

/Juvenclo Lara

Elizabeth A. Lara

8026 E. Gilbert 67207

17 George W. Hottinger

Sharrel D. Hottlnger
unknown11% 0

*"*P+113%491
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LOT BLOCK ADDITION OWNER

18 3 Eastmoor Add 2!ichael K. Russell

Joan M. Russell

8014 E. Gilbert 67207

19 ./Larry Dean Sharpless
Joyce C. Sharpless
8043 E. Indianapolis 67207

20 Herbert E. Robinson

Jessie M. Robinson

9910 E. Chamberlin 67206

All of Block 4 Eastridge 8th Eugene W. Lightner
219 N. Market 67202

Lot 6 2 'Helen Y. White

Lois Tefft

609 Armour Dr. 67206

4 7 2 /Lawrence E. Lybarger 40.
Helen L. Lybarger
2214 S. Rutan 67218

7& 8 2 /Sldney L. Foulston Jr.
Ruth Helen Foulston

625 Armour Dr 67206

2 Rockwood South Brd Add. /Bob Moore Oldsmobile Inc.

44,5 E. Mettor 671/2
£6Avis-mooe. 234·DE:j

S 300' of SE-1- Exc Highway & Exc Rockwood Rock Road Imp. Inc.

South lst, 2nd & 3rd Add & Exc W 30 ft C/O Chrysler Realty Corp ,
Box 1919 Detroit, Mich.4-neo I'll"I'll

Beg NE cor NE: 30-27-2E, W 705 ft, S 827' 'K.T. Wledeman Tr. P#At;9%%34

E 705' N to Beg P.0 Box 1276 14*43:
El Dorado, Ks. 6700£ *1?34

Beg 827' S NE cor NE* 30-27-2E, W 165' Same.

3 50' E 165' N to POB.
06%41*44
*11**

Lot 1 Rockwood South 2nd Add. deproco Inc.

1st Nat Bank Bld

Bartlesville, Okla

Fred D. Clemons
Nona C. Clemons

60 S. Stratford Road.

67207

=.Ii. Lot l Clemons Add lIrwin Kallman
#3 Hills Point Lane

- Port Chester N.Y. /0513 3

. 74003 0

Lots 2&3 Clemons Addition.

4
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1 ·lei
1.2€L

kK.T. Weldeman Trust JLot 1 Block 2 Kellogg Crest Add.
P.O. Box 1276
ElDorado, Ks.

Lot 1 Replat of Pt Block 1 Kellogg Crest. DK.T. Weideman Trust
P.O. Box 1270

ElDorado Ks.

Lots 2&31n Replat of Pt Kellogg Crest 4obert s. Iightner
219 N. Market

67212

744¢4,4

Oitte

¥2%*to

+€*4&

Dated at Wichita, Kansas this 27th day of Stp. 1971
at 7:00 A.M.

FIDELITY TITLE CO*N¥-NC.

VP

No. 11552
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