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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY DATE
March 10, 1970
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

MISSION
ROAD TO SAFE‘I’V

T0 Jack Galbraith, Senior Planner AF[.I.
FROM Robert A. Iakin, Director of Planning zil/
SUBJECT Right-of-way Requirements - Arterial Intersections

Please remember we have a report to get to the Planning
Commission on policy on arterial intersections. Try to
get this by the time I get back from ASPO. Overtime is
authorized.

RAL:ber
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY DATE

December 3, 1969
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

THE MISSION
ROAD TO SAFETY

70 Jack Galbraith, Senior Planner SAF[IY W

FROM Robert A. Lakin, Assistant Planning Director{&

suBJECT DR 69-30 - Arterial rights of way Policy

At the Planning Commission meeting of November 26, and in
connection with zone Case Z-1153, a discussion was held on
the policy of requiring 75-foot half rights of way at the
intersection of arterials. Reference was made to the above
case and to previous cases, such as the Safeway case at
pouglas and Hillside, where the application of this policy
does create inequities.

I was questioned as to whether this is common practice in
other areas, and I indicated that requiring platting and
dedication of roadways was common practice but that we

were probably the only area that I knew of that was getting
75-foot half-street rights of way. The Chairman and others
suggested that perhaps a policy to guide the granting of
the exemptions or modifications to the policy should be
established. It was my impression, however, that there

were few, if any, of the five Commissioners present, who
were willing to abandon the policy at the present time. It
was my suggestion that we develop a policy somewhat along
the lines that I have been talking to you on, to govern the
application of this right of way rule in the older areas of
the city.

please prepare a draft of a policy statement that can either
be used as policy or as an amendment to the Subdivision
Regulations or, perhaps, as an amendment to the Comprehensive
plan even, if it is so indicated, addressing itself to t he
problem of the granting of 75-foot half-street rights of way.
I would like to have this policy statement available so that
we can meet with the Subdi vision Committee of the Planning
commission in the first two weeks of January. In developing
this policy, make contact with the City Engineer's Office,
Traffic Engineering and the County Engineer.

RAL:ber




December 3, 1969

Jack Galbraith, Senior Planner
Robert A. Lakin, Assistant Planning Director

DR 69-30 - Arterial rights of way Policy

At the Planning Commission meeting of November 26, and in
connection with zone Case Z-1153, a discussion was held on
the policy of requiring 75-foot half rights of way at the
intersection of arterials. Reference was made to the above
case and to previous cases, such as the Safeway case at
Douglas and Hillside, where the application of this policy
does create inequities.

I was questioned as to whether this is common practice in
other areas, and I indicated that requiring platting and
dedication of roadways was common practice but that we
were probably the only area that I knew of that was getting

75-foot half-street rights of way. The Chairman and others
suggested that perhaps a policy to guide the granting of
the exemptions or modifications to the policy should be
established. It was my impresion, however, that there
were few, if any, of the five Commissioners present, who
were willing to abandon the policy at the present time. It
was my suggestion that we develop a policy somewhat along
the lines that I have been talking to you on, to govern the
application of this right of way rule in the older areas of
the city.

Please prepare a draft of a policy statement that can either
be used as policy or as an amendment to the Subdivision
Regulations or, perhaps, as an amendment to the Comprehensive
Plan even, if it is so indicated, addressing itself tothe
problem of the granting of 75-foot half-street rights of way.
I would like to have this policy statement available so that
we can meet with the Subd vision Committee of the Planning
commission in the first two weeks of January. In developing
this policy, make contact with the City Engineer's Office,
Traffic Engineering and the County Engineer.
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