DR60-4 - PRocESSING OF VACATION
RequEsTs (MEMORANDUM FROM LAWRENCE
'E. CurFMAN TO LELAND R. EpmenDS)
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METROPOL ITAN PLa»llﬁn IMAncn i6, 1960

| LAWRENGE E. CurrFMAN, AgsI8TANT CITY ATTORNEY Al
Lo Lo LiTrLE, DirECTOR OF PLANNING
VACATION PROCEEDINGS

You WILL RECALL THAT WE MAVE RECENTLY DIBCUSSED WITH YOU THE
NECESSITY, IF ANY, FOR FORWARDING /ACAYION APPL(CATIONB TO
THE BoARD oF CiTY COMMISS IONERS WHWEN SUCH APPL ICATION AFFECTS
b PROPERTY OUTBIDE THE CITY LIMITE BUT WITHIN THE THREE MILE ;
PERIPHEARY, |T 18 CUR UNDERSTANDING THAT YOU BEL IEVE BUCH A PRO-
CEDURE SHOULD BE FOLLOWED BECAUBE OF THE LANGUAGE IN THE BTATUTE
WHICH READS AB FOLLOWSE ; 3 \
PPROVIDED THAT MO SUCH -VACAT)ON BHALL BE QRANTED IF
. THE QOVERKING BODY OR PLANNING COMMIBBION OF ANY CITY
! HAVING JURISDICTION WITH RESPECT TO THE PLATTING OF
LANG IN THE AREA IN WHICH SAID PROPERTY I8 LOCATED
BHALL PROTEST AGAINSY BUCH VACATIONM,

THI® MATTER WAS PRESENTED TO THE PLANNING CoMMISS1ON RECENTLY AND kit
THE PLANNING COMMIBBION HAB DIRECTED THAT THE DEPARTMENT SHOULD :
TAKE SUCH STEPS AB ARE NECESSARY TO IMITIATE THE SBUGGEETED PRu~
CEDURL AT THE EARLIEST POSSIBLE TIME. A

ATTACHED TO THIS MEMORANDUM 18 A DRAFT COPY OF THE FoLLOWINGS

b A MEMORANPUM TO THE CiTY MAMAGER FROM Lo Lo LITTILE
DISCUSBING THE PROPOSBED PROCEDURE AND REFERRING TO
CERTAIN OPINIONS FROM YOUR OFFICE AS WE UNDERSTAND ;
THEM,

2. A PROPOSED REBOLUT 1ON WHICH MIGNT BE ADOPTED BY THE
Boarp oFf City CoMMIBBIONERS IF IT APPROVED THE
VACATION REQUEST WITHIN THE THREE MILE PERIPHERY. L

WITH RESPECT TO THE PROPOSED RESCLUT ION, WE WOULD SOLICIT YOUR -
SPECIFIC COMMENTS A8 TO THE ADVISABILITY OF INBERTING A .BECTION
WHICH WOULD REQUIRE THAT THE COST OF PUBL ICATION OF THE RESOLUTION
BE BOANE BY THE APPLICANT. WE UNDERSTAND THAT A8 A MATTER OF PRO=
CEDURE, THIB 18 THE CABE AND (B HANDLED THROUGH THE CiTY CLERk®s
OFFICE, : : .

WILL YOU PLEARE TXAMINE BOTH THE DRAFT COPY OF THE MEMORANDUM AND
THE DRAFT. 6OPY OF THE RESOLUTION, AND GIVE US YOUR CONMENTS AS TO
THE CONTENTS AND FORM AT YOUR EARLIEST COMVEN IENCE,

Le Lo LiTT0LE

Dirgcror oF PLANM ING
LLL:LREzBER
ATTAGHHMENTS -
cel Fred ALgy ¥ ? :
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[ WICHITA-SEDGWIC > COUNTY © DRU"‘" -

ME.ROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION j
orFFice oF METROPOL ITAN PLANNING pate MARcH 16, 1960 X

Ta FrRANK H, BauksTRoM, CITY MANAGER

FROM Le Lo LiTTLE, DIRECTOR OF PLANNING
SUBJECT VACATION PROCEEDINGS

ON JANUARY 22, 1960, YOou APPROVED A CHANGE IN PROCEDURE FOR
REQUESTS FOR VACATIONS OUTSIDE THE CITY LIMITS BUT WITHIN
THE THREE MILE LIMIT} SUBJECT TO APPROVAL BY OUR LEGAL
COUNSBEL. PREVIOUSLY ALL SUCH VACATION REQUESTS. WERE
REVIEWED BY THE PLANNING TOMMISSION AND FORWARDED DIRECTLY
To THE CouNTY COMMISSION FOR ACTION. |IN THE QPINION OF
LEGAL COUNSEL NOT ONLY THE PLANNING COMMISSBION BUT ALSO THE
CiTy COMMISSION MUST APPROVE ANY VACATION PROCEEDINGS

LYING WITHIN THE "THREE MILE RING™,

MR, LAWRENCE CURFMAN ADVISES US THAT THE PROPER METHOD BY
WHICH THE CiTYy COMMISSION MIGHT APPROVE SUCH VACATION PRO=
CEEDINGS WITHIN THE THREE MILE PERIPHERY 18 THROUGH THE
ADOPTION OF AN APPROVING RESOLUTION. A FORMAT FOR BUCH A
RESOLUTION HAS BEEN PREPARED AND HAS BEEN APPROVED AS TO
FORM BY MR, CURFMAN. |IN THE FUTURE, WHENEVER S8UCH VACATION
PROCEEDINGS ARE RECOMMENDED FOR APPROVAL BY THE PLANNING
CoMMISSION, SUCH RECOMMENDATION, TOGETHER WITH THE NECESSARY
RESOLUTION, WILL BE FORWARDED TO YOU FOR PRESENTATION TO

THE CITY CoMMISSION.

AS IN THE PAST, IT 18 SUGGESTED THAT ANY APPROVAL OF THE
VACATION SHOULD BE CONDITIONED ON BEING WITHOUT COST TO THE
CiTY AND COUNTY. THE PETITIONER WILL THEN BE RESPONSIBLE FOR
THE COST OF PUBLISHING THE NECESSARY RESOLUTION.

Le Lo LITTLE
DIRECTOR OF PLANNING

LLL:RAL:BER




RESCLUTION
A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE VACATION OF (AN ALLEY,
: ; %m_sr. EASEMENT OR ADDITION) DESCRIZED A5

ALL TR €GO 1GK COUNTY, RANSAS
) i E

i

WHEREAS THERE WAD BECE FILED 1IN THE OFFIGE OF THE
WiCH | TASEDOR 1oX CQuNTY METROPOL ITAW AREA PLANNING DEPARTHENT,
PROCECOINGD FoR THE vacaTion oF a (Ax) (ALLEY, RTRELT, EAryEs-
MENT or ADRITéoh) Sdrecringn as | : : :

“A!l ™7 : _~ Fi

TAHD

WHEREAS 6A1D DEPARTHENT. HAS &IVEN MOTICE OF GuUcH PRo=
CLEDINGS TO ALL ADJDINING PROPERTY OWNERS OF A PUALIC HEARING
To 8E HELG BeFoRs THE WicHiTA~denawion CoUlTY METROPOLITAN
ARKA PLANNING COMMIBAION] AND B

WHEREAS SUCH A PUULIE WEARING WAB WELD BY THE WIOHITA=
Sepuwtcit SOUNTY METROPOL ITAN AREA PLAMNING ComMMtumlON OR
A t L P b RIS | .

BE (T RE&OLVED AY THE GOVERMING B0DY OF THE CITY OF :

WICHITA, KANSABE - -, e

SECTION §.  ThAT THE {ALtey, GTREEY, TASTHCNT DR AUDIS
TICH) OESCRIBED AB FOLLOWE, TO=WIT? : G,

| (Fuln LEGAL DESCRIPTION DR THAT L4 ICH 18 TO €
vAgaTED) ;

DE AND YHE BAME 18 APPROVED FOR VACATIGH,.

SECTION 2, THAT 1T 18 HEREDY RECONMENDTD TO THE 3PARD OF
County CoMMiagiobEre oF Scaewick County, KANBAS, 'YHAT THE RAID ABOV
UDESGRIBED LAND BE VACATED IN THE CVERT YHAT A PROPER PETITION 13
UMOER THE PROVIBIONS OF SECTION 67-618 €7 8rqQ, GENENAL STATUTES
Kansan, 1949, on ANY AMENODMENTS THERETO. A

SECTION 3, THAT THIS REGOLUT 10N SHALL SE IN FORCE AND T4

EFFLGT FROA AHD AFTER I1TH PASRABE AKD PUBLITATION ONCE l'. THE O"‘IJ}
BATY FARER, ; . e
PasaED 1§D,QQQI0vnn AT WigHITA, KANGAN, THIS . DAY OF

2 i : ; el puntly

ATTESTY o i :
EivvCiea AL ST
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METROPOL ITAN PLANNING MarcH 16, 1960

Frank H. BacksTRoM, CITY MANAGER

L., Lo LiTTLE, DIRECTOR OF PLAMNING
VACATION PROCEEDINGS

ON JANUARY 22, 1560, YOU APPROVED A GHANGE IN PROCEDURE FOR
REQUESTE FOR VACATIONS QUTBIDE THE CITY LIMITS BUT WITHIN
THE THREE MILE LIMIT§ BUBJECT TO APPROVAL BY OUR LEGAL
COUNSEL. PREVIOUSLY ALL 8UCH VACATION REQUESTS WERE
REVIEWED 8Y THE PLANNING CoMMISSION AND FORWARDED DIRECTLY
v0o THE CounTy COMMISSION FOR ACTIONa |N THE QPINION OF
LEGAL COUNSEL KOT ONLY THE PLANN ING COMMISSION BUT ALSO THE
CiTy CoMMiasiON MUST APPROVE ANY VACATION PROCEEDINGS

LYING WITHIN THE "THREE MILE RIKG™.

Mr. LAWRENCE CURFMAN ADVISES UB THAT THE PROPER METHOD BY
WHICH THE CITY COMMISSION MIGHT APPROVE SUCH VACATION PRO=
CEEDINGS WITHIN THE THREE MILE PERIPHERY 18 THROUGH THE
ADOPTION OF AN APPROVING RESOLUTIONe A FORMAT FOR BUCH A
RESOLUTION HAS BEEN PREPARED AND HAS BEEN APFROVED AB TO
FORM B8Y MR CURFMAN. IN THE FUTURE, WHENEVER BUCH VACATION
PROCEEDINGS ARE RECOMMENDED FOR APPROVAL BY THE PLANNING
CoMMIB8 10N, SUCH ..EZCOMMENDATION, TGRETHER WITH THE NECESSBARY
RESOLUT 10K, WILL BE FORWARDED TO YOU FOR PRESENTATION TO

THE CiTy COMMISSEI0N.

AS IN THE PAST, IT I8 SUGGESTED THAT ANY APPROVAL OF THE
VACATION SHOULD EBE CONDITIONED ON BEING WITHOUT cOST TO THE
CiTY AND COUNTYe. THE PETITIONER WiLL THEN BE RESPONSIBLE FOR
THE COST OF PUBLIBHING THE NECESSARY RESOLUTION.

Le Lo LITTLE
DIRECTOR OF PLANNING

LLL:RALSBER
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RESOLUTIION

A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE VACATION OF (AN ALLEY,
?TREET, EASEMENT OR ADDITION) DESCRIBED A3

ALL IN SEDG@WICK COUNTY, KANSAS,

WHEREAS THERE MAS GEEN FILED IN THE OFFICE OF THE
WicHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY METRGPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT,
PROCEEDINGS FOR THE VACATION ofF A (AN) (ALLEY, &TREET, EASE-
MENT OR ADDITION) DESCRIBED As (

AND

WHEREAS sa1D DEPARTMENT HAS QGIVEN NOTICE OF SUCH PRO=
CEEDINGS TO ALL ADJOINING PROPERTY GWMERS OF A PUBL IC HEARING
TO 3E HELD BEFORE THE WICHITA~-SEDGWICK CoUNTY METROPOL ITAN
AREA PLANNING COMMISSTON; AND

WHEREAS sucH A PUBLIC HEARING WAS HELD 8Y THE WicHITA=
SEDAWICK CounTY METROPOL ITAN AREA PLANNING COMMIBSION ON
s 19 :

BE iT RESOLVED BY THE GOVERNING 80DY OF THE CITY OF
WICHITA, KANSAS:

SECTION 1. THAT THE (ALLEY, GTREET, EASEMENT OR ADOI-
TION) DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS, TO=WITS

(FULL LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF THAT WHICH IS TO BE
VACATED)

BE AND THE SAME |8 APPROVED FOR VACATION.

SECTION 2. THAT IT 1S HEREBY RECOMMENDED TC THE BOARD OF
CouNTYy COMMISSIONERS oF SEDaWicK COUNTY, KANSAS, THAT THE SAID AROVE
DESCRIBED LAND BE VACATED IN THE EVENT THAT A PROPER PETITION 18 FILED
UNDER THE PROVISIGNS oF Section 67-613 ET sEQ, GENERAL STATUTES OF

KANSAS, 1949, OR ANY AMENDMENTS THERETO.

SECTION 3. THAT THI5 RESOLUTION 3HALL BE IN FORCE AND TAKE
EFFECT FROM AND AFTER IT3 PASSAGE AND PUBLICATION ONCE IN THE OFFICIAL

CITY PAPEr.

PASSED AND APPROVED AT WICHITA, KANBAS, THIS DAY OF

s 19 .

ATTEST:

MAYOR

CITY CLERK (SEAL)

E
\
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METROPOL ITAN PLANNING MarcH 7, 1960

GLEN EICHER, PLANNER |

LELAND R. EDMONDS, SENIOR PLANNER

VACAT 10N PROCEDURE

EFFECTIVE IMMEDIATELY IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE PLANNING ComMmission
DIRECTION, APPLICATIONS FOR VACATION OF PUBLIC WAYS IN THE

THREE MILE AREA MUST BE SUBMITTED NOT ONLY TO THE PLANNiING

COMM188 10N BUT ALSO TO THE BOARD OF CITY CoMMI8BIONERS FOR
CONSIDERATION. THIS BHOULD BE MADE CLEAR IN ANY LETTERS OF ADVICE
WHICH ARE MAILED AND SHOULD POSBIELY BE INCORPORATED IN THE
INSTRUCTION SHEET AND APPLICATION FORM.

| WiLL Ask Bos LAKIN TO PREPARE A DRAFT OF A RESOLUTION WHICH CAN
BECOME A STANDARD FORM TO BE PRESENTED TO THE BOARD OF CITY
CoMMISSIONERS WITH EACH SUCH REQUEST FOR VACATION OUTSIDE THE CITY
LIMITS. THE FORM SHOULD BE APPROVED BY THE DEPARTMENT OF Law,
WHEN IT HAS BEEN 80 APPROVED, A MEMORANDUM BHOULD BE DRAFTED TO
THE CITY MANAGER BY LAKIN ADVISING OF THE ACTION LEADING UP TO THE
PREPARATION OF THIS RESOLUTION AND ADVISING OF THE PROCEDURE WHICH
WILL BE FOLLOWED IN THE FUTURE.

CONTACT ME IF YOU HAVE QUESTIONSB .

LELAND R. EpMONDS
SENI1OR PLANNER

LRE:pw
CC: Bos LakiIn




WICHITA=SEDBWICK COUNTY
METROPCLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION

OFFICE OF METROPOL !ITAN PLANNING Fesruary 9, 1960

T0 METROPOL § TAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSI6N

FROM L Lo L3TTLE, DIRECTOR OF PLANNING

SUBJECT VacaTion PROGEDURE

[T HAS RECENTLY coME TO THE ATTENTION ©OF THE DEPARTMENT
THAT THERE BHOULD EBE A CHANGE INITIATED N THE PROCESSING
OF VACATICN APPLICATIONS OUTSIDE THE CITY LiMITS BUT WITH=
IN THE THREE MILE FERIPHERY. THIS I8 BASED ON OPINIONS
RENDERED FY THE DEFARTMENT oF LAW WITH RESPECT TO THE
FOLLOWING LANGUAGE:

"PROVIDED THAT NO SUCH V.CATION SHALL BE
GRANTED IF THE SOVERMING BOARD OR PLANNING
COMMISSION OF ANY CITY HAVING JURISDICTION
WITH RESPECT TO THE PLATTING OF LANDS IN
THE AREA Ill WHICH SAID PROPERTY 18 LOCATED
SHALL PROTEST AGAINST SUGCH VACATION."

PAST PROCEDURE HAas NOT PROVIDED FOR Citvy CoMMISSION REVIEW
OF THREE MILE AREA VACATION REQUESTS. THIS SUGBESTS THAT
THE PROCEDURE HAS BEEN FAULTY AND SHOULD BE CORRECTED TO
PROVIDE FOR SUCH REVIEW.

THE CiTY MANAGER AND THE DEPARTMENT OF LAW HAVE CONCURRED
IN THE DEPARTMENTAL SUGGESTION THAT FUTURE THREE MILE AREA
VACATION REQUESTS SHALL BE PRESENTED TO THE BOARD oF CITY
COMMISSIONERS AS WELL AS TO THE PLANNING CommissioN. THE
CiTy COMMISSION WOULD THEN HAVE AN OPPORTUMNITY TO ADOPT A
RESOLUTION EXFRESSING EITHER (TS APPROVAL OR DISAPPROVAL OF
THE VACATION REQUESTED.

Ls Lo LiTTLE
DiIRECTOR OF PLANNING
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THE CITY OF WICHITA
OFFICE OF TR
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METROPOL ITAN PLANNING ; JANUARY 28, 1960

LAwrRgNCE E, CurPMAN, ABBISTANT CITY ATTGRNEY.

LELAND Ro EOMoNDB, SENIOR PLANNER

PROCESABING OF VACATION
REQUEBTS

PLEABE REFER TO YGUR LETTER RELATIVE TO THE GENERAL SUBJEGT

OF VACATIONS DATED JANUARY 18, 1960, IN THI® LETTER YOU
DISCUSSED THE ROLE OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION AND THE CiTy
GovERNING BODY WITH RESPECT TO REQUESTS FOR VACATIONS OUTSIDE
THE CITY LIMITS BUT WITHIN THREE MILES OF THE GITY LiMITS, :
You CITED A PORTHON OF THE STATUTES WHICH APPEARE TO INDICATE
THAT NO VACATION WITHIN THE THREE MILE PERIPHERY MAY BE
APPROVED BY THE CouNTY CoMMIBBION #F ENTHER THE PLANNING
CoMMisEiON OR THE Govznulnn BoDY 8MOULD 0BJECT TO BUCH VAGA=
TIONe ; 3

AS A RESULT OF THIB GOMMUNIGATION, WE FORWARDED A uluonluoun
TO THE C4TY MANAGER BUGGESTING A CHANGE N THE VACATION PRO-
CEDURE WHICH WE HAVE FOLLOWED FOR THE PAST SEVERAL YEARS, A
COPY OF THAT MEMORANDUM #8 ATTACHED FOR YOUR INFORMATIOWs .

THE Mﬁﬁlltl HAS lhb!ﬂlf‘ﬁ THAT HE CONGURS IN OUR PROPOSAL

TO INITHATE THE NEW PROCEDURE (MMEDIATELY, PROVIDED THAT THE
PROPOBAL MEETS WITH THE APPROVAL OF THE DEPARTMENT oF LAws
WE wouLD, Tu:a:fﬂ&t, APPRECIATE YOUR REVIEWING 9UR MEMORANDUM
Y0 THE MAMAGER ln LIGHT. OF YOUR LETTER OF JANUARY |8,

WE witL APPRIGI‘T! YOUR COMMENTS CONCERMING OUR PRD'O.AL ‘AT
YOUR EARLIEST CONVENIENCE,

LeLano R. EoMonzs
Stnloa PLANNER
LRESsER
ATTACHMENT




THE CITY OF WICHITA
OFFICEOF  The City Manager pATR  January 22, 1960

TO L. L. Little, Director of Planning

FROM Frank H. Backstrom, City Manager
SUBJECT  Vacation Procedure

The procedure outlined in your memorandum of January 20,
1960 relative to requests for vacation meets with my approval,
subject to 2 check with the Planning Department attorney on
whether or not such procedure is in violation of state statutes.

&)

Frank H. Backstrom
City Manager

%

\/?/(G f\-

/




METROPOL ITAN PLANNINO JANUARY 20, 1960

FRaMK He BACKSTROM, Civy MANAGER,

Le Lo LiTTLE, DIRECTOR 0F PLANNING

VACAT ION PROCEDURE

FOR' THE PAST SEVERAL YEARZE THE PLANMING DEPARTMENT HAS OPERATED ON

i TORHMAL LEGAL ADVICE WITH RESPECT TO THE PROCESSING OF REQUESTS FOR
VACATION CUTBIRE YHE CITY LIMITS BUT WITHIN 3 MILES OF THE CITY LIMITB
SUCH REQUESTS HAVE BEEN PROCESSED THROUGH THE SUBODIVISION COMMITTEE

OF THE METROPOL ITAN AREA PLANNING COMMIGB 1ON AND THROUGH THE PLANNING
CoMMIB8 10N ITBELF. SUCH REQUESTS, HOWEVER, HAVE WOT BEEN FORWARDED

TO THE UOARD oF CiTY CoMMiB9 IONERS FOR ITS CONS IDERATION AND
RECOMMENDAT 10N,

WE HAVE RECENTLY RECEIVED AN OPINION FROM THE DEPARTHMENT oF LAW
CONCERWING VACATIONS IN GENERAL. I[N THIB OPINION STATUTES WERE CITED
WHICH STATE THAT THE COARD oF COUNTY COMMIBS IONERB SHALL NOT APPROVE
REQUESTS FOR VACATIONS OUTBIDE THE CORPORATE LIMITS OF THE CITY BUT
WITHIN THREE, HILES THEREOF IM THE FOLLOWING LANGUAGE!

"PROY IDED THAT HO BUCH VACATIiON BHALL BE
QRANTED IF THE QOVERMING BOARD OR PLANNING
COMMISEION CF ANY CITY HAVING JURIBDICTION
WITH REBPECT TO THE PLATTING OF LANDS IN
THE AREA iW WHICH BAID PROFERTY I8 LOCATED
SHALL PROTEST AGAINBY BUCH VACATION,™

IT WoULD APPEAR THAT YHE PROCEDURE W H MAD BEEN FOLLOWED 1IN THE PASBT
I8 IN ERROR IN THAT WHILE THE PLANNING COMMISB ION HAS HAD AN OPPORTUNITY
TO EXAMINE EACH OF THESE REQUESTS AND PROTEST AGAINSY THE PROPOSAL THE
QOVERN NG BODY HAS HOT HAD SUCH AN OPPORTUNITY. IT WOULD APPEAR PROPER,
THEREFORE, THAT IN THE FUTURE ALL REQUESTS FOR VACATION, WHETHER THEY

BE WITHIN THE CITY LIMITS OR WITHIN 3 MILE® OF THE CITY LIMITS GHOULD

BE PREBENTED YO THE COARD ofF CiTy COMMISS IONERS TOGETHER WITH AN :
ORDINANCE FOR CONMS IDERATION OF THAT SOARD. LUPOM ADOPTION OF THE ORDINANCE
THE BOARD oF CiTY COMMISS 1ONERS WOULD THEN INDIGATE TO THE DOARD OF i
COUNTY COMMISBIONERS THAT IT HAD NO OBJECTION TO THE PROPOSED VACATION
BUT IN FAGY RECOMMENDED THAT 8UCH REQUEST BE APPROVED. |T wOULD NOT,

OF COURBE, BE NECESSARY TO SUBMIT QUCH A REQUEST OR ORDINANCE TO THE ]
GoARD oF CiTy COMMIS8® IONERS FOR CONBIDERATION IF THE PLANNiNG CoMHiasioN
DENIES THE REQUEST.




THE PLANNING DEPARTHENT SROPGSES TO INITIATE THiS PROCEUURE
L¥FeCTIVE IMMEDIATELY UNLESS £RE 1§ DIRECTION FROM YOUR OFFICE OR

gao THE CFFICE 0F THE CiiTe RMEY TO THE CONTRARY.

Le Lo LiTTLE
DIRECTOR OF PLANMING
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METRCEOLITAN PLANNING . JANUARY 15, 18

LAWRENCE Eo CURFMAN, ABS18TANT CITY ATTORNEY

LELAND R. EDMONDS, SENIOR PLANNER
VAcATIONS

TWO QUESTIOHMS LAVE RECENTLY BEEN PREQENTED T0 THE PLANNING
GePARIMENT DONGERNING 'VACATIONS OF PUBLIC WAYSs WE WILL .
ARPREGIATE YOUR ADVICE WITH REBPECT TO THESE TWO QUESBTIONS

le TERTAIN BTREETS ARE UBED AB BOUNDARY BTREETS
FOR THE CITY OF WICHITA AND THE BOUNDARY
ORDINANCE ADOPTED ANNUALLY BY THE CITY REFERS
TO EITHER A RIGHT=0F=WAY LINE CR A GENTER LINE
OF A 8TREET IM BOME LOCATIONSB. |F ONE OF .
THEBE BOUNDARY BTREITE WERE TO BE VACATED AND
THE TITLE WERE TO REVERT TO ADJACENT PROPERTY
OWNERB, WOULD THIS IN ANY WAY AFFECT

Ao THE VALIDITY OF THE EXISTING BOUNDARY
ORDINANCES ADOPTED PRIOR TO THE VACATION
PFROCEEDINGB] OR

Bs YHE ACTUAL PHYBICAL LOCATIION OF THAT
PORTION OF THE CITY BOUNDARY.

2s I8 THE SuBDiviaion COMMITTEE A LOCAL ATTORNEY HAS
STATED THAT IN THE GCONBIDERATION OF A REQUEBT TO
VACATE A PLAT WHICH LIES OUTBIDE THE LIMITS OF THE
City OF WicHITA, THE BoARD oF CounTy CoMMIBS!ONERS
MAKES THE FINAL DECIBION AND THE PLANNING CoMMiasioN
BERVES ONLY AN ADVIBCRY FUNCTION IN RECOMMEND ING
THAT THE PLAT BE VACATED OR THAT IT NOT BE VACATED.
IT HAB BEEN THE UNDERBTANDING OF THI8 DEPARTMENT
THAT BUCH A PLAT LOCATED OUTBIDE THE CITY BUT WITHIN |
THREE MILES OF THE CITY, CANNOT BE VACATED BY THE
BoarRs OF CouNTY COMMIBSIONERS IF EITHEA THE PLANNING
CoMMtB810N OR THE CITY GOYERNING aoov WERE TO DBJECT
TO BUCH: YAGATIDN.

MAY WE FLEABE HAVE YOUR COXMENTS WITH REBPECT TO THE TWO quturtonu¥
POBED ABOVE?

i

LeLanp R. EpMonND®
SENIOR PLANNER
LREIBER




WICHITA-SEDGWI™ Y COUNTY e

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION
OFFICE OF Senior Planner DATE april 18, 1958 éﬂjq

TO L. L. Little, Director of Planning

FROM Leland R. Edmonds, Senlor Planner
SUBJECT vacation of public ways

On this date, I discussed certain problems relative to vaca-
tion of public ways with the Manager and certain of them he
has suggested should be called to your attention, These
problems, as I see them, are as follows:

1. For vacations which lie outside the clty limits
but within the 3 mile periphery, there is no
statutory requirement that they be presented
to the City Commission for approval, disapproval,
or recommendation for approval or disapproval,
From a planning standpoint it would appear that
in many instances it would be wise to call these
vacations to the attention of the City Commission
inasmuch as the 3 mile periphery will ultimately
be a part of the city, This represents a new
policy, however, and it is the Manager's suggestion
that it might well be started now while the Metro-
politan Area Planning Commission is in its early
and formative stages.

2. A vacation c? land within the city must take
certain steps:

(a) Recommendation from the Metropolitan Area
Planning Commission,

(b) Presentation to the Board of City Commis=-
sioners for approval or disapproval, (This
step vacates the use of the land as opposed
to the title of the land).

(c) The presentation to the City Commission of
an ordinance by which the use of the land may
technically be vacated, (This is the official
act of vacation as opposed to the steps taken
in (b) above, which is merely an indiecation
that official action will be taken at the
appropriate time),

(d) carrylng forth the legal processes before the
Board of County Commissioners by which the title
of land may be vacated,

-
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Page 2 - L, L, Little, Director of Planning
April 18, 1958

In the past the policy has been somewhat hazy as to what
we should expect from the petitioner or his attorney. 1In
all instances vacations, if granted or recommended, are

to be "at no cost to the city". It is appropriate here to
note that there is no fee charged for the filing of a vaca-
tion petition.

The planning staff has rather consistently withheld Planning
Commission recommendations on vacations until such time as
all conditions such as substitute easements, new dedications,
etc., have been made and proof has been received in this
office. In some instances, vacations have been forwarded to
the City Commission without an ordinance and in other in-
stances vacation recommendations have been held here until the
ordinance is received, 1In my conversation with the Manager
on this date, he agreed that it appeared perfectly reasonable
to expect the attorney to provide an approved ordinance which
would accompany the vacation recommendation, and that the
petitioner could be notified that the request would not be
taken to the City Commission until such time as an ordinance
is in our hands.

At the presenttime there are a large number of vacation re-
quests which are being held in abeyance for cne reason or
another, 1In almost all instances an ordinance is lacking,

On the strength of the Manager's statements relative to these
vacations which are concerned with land within the city limits,
I have notified all of the pétitlioners for vacation of such
lands that requirements, including an ordinarce, must be met
and proof furnished to us before they will be submitted to the
City Commission,

I would urge that you immediately consider a policy relative
to the proper handling of vacations outside the City Limits,
This may well be a difficult situation because of the past
conflicts between Clty and County. On the other hand, it
appears highly proper that the city be allowed an opportunity
to express itself on matters which affect the land which will
ultimately be under the control of the City Commission,
Finally, I would suggest that there is some urgency for a
decizion on this matter inasmuch as certain of the petitions
heard at the April 15th meetling are being held in abeyance
with no further action taken as per the instructions of the

Manager,
Leland R, Edmonds
LRE:br Senior Planner




