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I. Introduction

This proposal is intended to discuss the goals and objectives of

the Wichi ta Art Museum Board and the Ci ty of Wi chi ta for providi ng

adequate museum facil ities for the city. Included in this proposal

are the assumed goals and objectives of the Wichita Art Museum Board,

the problems with the present art museum facility, information on the

proposed new museum, the proposed location of a new art museum facll i ty,

initial information concerning capital outlay, and a proposed develop-

 ment schedule.

The information in this report was drawn from various professional

sources and completed reports on specific elements dealing with the

construction. One such report was made by the College of Business

Administration at Wichita State University. The intent of the information

presented herein is to point out the general goals and objectives and

set some guidelines for fulfilling them.

II. Assumed Goals and Objectives

The goal s and objectives of the Wichi ta Art Museum Board for the

immediate future i nclude the construction of a new museum facil ity.

Indications are that civic leaders and various sectors of the Wichita

conmunity have expressed their support for a new museum faci 1 i ty. The

Board of City Commissioners has given its approval to the idea of

construction of a new museum but itis not aware at the present time of

Tf
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44?441, The new proposed cost. The amount of $1 million in general obligation

bonds was provided for in the 1974 phase of the 1972-77 Capital Improvement

Program for the City of Wichita.

The tentative goal of the Wichita Art Museum Board is to locate

the Art Museum at a downtown location in Wichita giving easy accessibility

from all parts of the city and all tourist facilities such as hotels,

motel s, and restaurants. The new museum has been projected to contain

a total of 63,250 square feet of floor space.

94·4

The objective of constructing a new art museum in Wichita concerns

both social benefit and economic impact. Museums are generally considered

to be cultural rather than economic elements to a community. The community

establishes the facilities in order to meet those desires of the public just

as we do educational institutions. While the measurement of good or bad is

not readily obtainable, the mere indication for desire of such facility as

a new museum gives it the tag of public interest thereby becoming a govern-

mental concern and in this case function.

The economic impact of such facilities may be somewhat more definable

than the social benefit. Beginning with the construction phase there is

an impact on the labor force of the community by placing more dollars in

more hands and generating additional potential purchasing power. The long-

range economic impact i s dependent on the type of facil i ty constructed and,

in the case of a museum, on the type collections and other attractions housed

Obviously, the long-run economic impact relates to attracting tourist trade
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to the area. Estimated recei pts from travel ers to Sedgwick County for

1970 show $62,900,000. Using a conservative estimate of increase caused

by an attracting art museum of 5%, the Wichita area economy would experience '*

a basic (outside new) dollar flow of $3,145,000 per year with an economic

impact of $15,725,000 using the multiplier of 5.
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III. Problem

The present facility of the Wichita Art Museum consists of the

original 1935 structure modified by an additional approved in 1962 at

a cost of $150,000 obtained from City of Wichita general bonds.

At the time this addition was made it was recognized by all concerned--

the City Commission, the City Managers Board of Wichita Art Museums Director

of the Museum, the architect for the addition, and the Park Board--that

this solution was clearly of a temporary nature. All principals involved

appreciated that the ultimate solution demanded a new generally enlarged

art museum relocated in the downtown cul tural complex area. In 1962 a

letter from the City Manager, Russell McClure, to Mrs. Ina Galland, former

director and trustee of the museum, he stated that "consideration is now

being given to the enlargement of the present art museum and its eventual

location in the new civic cultural center." At the present time the park

location of the museum provides a pleasant setting but does not offer any

integration with other cultural activity locations.

The 1963 addition to the museum helped to alleviate an extremely

critical situati6n but the expanded building was inadequate the day it

was reopened. Today the situation is again extremely critical . An
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art collection worth several million dollars, virtually irreplaceable,

is daily being endangered because of inadequate space for proper exhibi-
tion and storage. Temporary exhibitions of major importance cannot be

considered because of severe spacial limitations and accordingly exhibi-

tions of less than outstanding quality must be shown.

The present building has a total area of slightly over 15,200 square

feet. Of this, only 2,170 square feet is available for display of the

permanent collection of the Wichita Art Museum and only 2,800 square feet

can be used for temporary exhibitions. This space comprises approximately

one-fourth of the immediate minimal need. Because of these space inadequacies

the museum is limited in displaying even its most prized collections. Only

25% of the Roland P. Murdock Collection, 10% of the Naftzger Collection,

and 40% of the Evans Collection can be shown at one time. All collections

and exhibitions are actually endangered because of crowded conditions. In

addition, with two-thirds of the museum works in storage it is difficult to

actively solicit art and money to purchase art. In the possible event of -
an offer of a number of Remi ngton' s and Russell ' s the museum would be unabl e
to house them.

Office space for the museum staff is very cramped and inadequate for

additional staff or volunteers. In addition the Fire Department has placed

maximum capacity of 150 persons on the auditorium which severely limits its

possible uses. As a resul t the audi torium often overcrowded to the point of

discomfort and danger does not meet even 20% of the current needs of the

Museum. The vault used for storage purposes is both poorly designed and
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./. overcrowded. There is a lack of needed spaces in all areas of the Museum.              -

These special problems obviously restrict program development and

community participation in the activities of the art museum. At the
i...

present time there is no provision for meetings of the Board or Museum - -

affi 1 iated groups at the Museum, no faci li ties for laboratory or photographic .,  I
-- 1..

work, and no available room for sculpture or three dimensional works of art. .ile-
-9*4;

The museum is severely limited in all the services it can provide. .

As the need for these services increases with population and public

awareness there will be a greater demand on the art museum to provide

these services. This is demonstrated by the fact that in the years since i
//// U t

1962 use of the museum has drawn from 20,000 visitors to nearly 80,000

t

visitors per year and is continuing to grow. This increase obviously taxes f

0/Will'll//60 1
the limit of the present facility.

IV. The Proposed New Museum

The proposed new art museum offers the opportunity to correct the

many deficiencies of the present facility. A total area of 63,250 square

feet as opposed to the 15,229 square feet now in use would allow room for

both current requirements and expansion as growth of the museum continues.
ree«Z-Lf f

31; 91*9 A permanent collection display area of 9,000 square feet would allow

the full display of the most prized possessions of the museum to be viewed

*:'. a
at all times, and a temporary display area of 12,000 square feet would

3}19 11 permit top-notch traveling exhibitions to be viewed for the first time in

45'43 Wichita. A 10,000-square-foot auditorium would create numerous possibilities

for new and expanded programs of the museum. An enlarged studio would aid
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education while a conference room, laboratory and sculpture court would

greatly enhance the value of the museum to its users. ..Ef

Estimates on the cost of a new art museum for Wichita have been made -

by archi tectural firns and a construction company. They placed the cost

at $3 million for the cost of the building and $500,000 for land acquisition. ;
However, si nce the time of that estimate i t has been reconsidered wi th the -

new estimate reaching close to $4 mi 11 ion for constructi on and up to $500,000

for land acquisition. The financial considerations which will be discussed -

later in this report will consider the construction costs of the art museum '9=1

at the original $3 million figure for discussion purposes. More accurate
-=t

figures will beavailable after a current architectural study is completed.

Proposed Location of New Art Museum Facility

The Center City Steering Cammittee has focused 1 ts efforts on rehabili-

tation of the East Douglas area. The development would be similar to that

which has occurred on West Douglas with the Century II Complex, the Garvey

Center, the Public Library, the now-under-construction Chamber of Commerce

offices, and the proposed new hotel complex.

'5*fg,",

The East Douglas development plan includes acquisition of the area

generally bounded by Emporia, Washington, William and First Streets.

Renovation of the area includes razing of much of the existing property,

rehabilitation of other, and construction of public and private structures.

Included among the public buildings proposed for construction in this area

is an art museum complex.

Proposed plans are to locate the museum complex in the block north
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0 of the Eaton Hotel. Shuttle bus service would be provided between this

VI

J

VII.

location and the downtown loop. This proposed location is consistent with

the objectives of the Board of the Wichita Art Museum, as stated earlier in

this report.

. Financial Considerations

Capital Outlay

The construction cost of the proposed new art museum was initially

estimated to be $3 mill ion wi th an additional $500,000 necessary for land

acquisition. Provided the total project cost is established at $3.5 million,

City of Wichita 20-year general obligation bonds could be sold to finance

the $3 million City share. The foregoing being acceptable, $1 million in

general obligation bonds could be sold in each of the three years 1973,

1974, and 1975 to cover the cost of construction for the new art museum.

The Wichita Art Museum Board is committed to securing $500,000 to

contribute to the project through other sources such as donation gifts, etc.

It is evident that $3.5 million is not a realistic figure, but until an

accurate analysis by an architect is made, this figure will be used.

Proposed Development Schedule

Present to
January 1, 1973 During this time period the Board of the

Wichita Art Museum should settle on concrete

proposals for the physical facility, physical

site, and select an architect for the project.

A $30,000 outlay needs to be approved at this

time to obtain an architect in 1973.

A. W V :
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January 1, 1973 The Board of the Wichita Art Museum should be

ready to submit its proposals to the architect

to proceed with development of the initial plans.

July 1, 1973 Architect's plans should be complete in all

phases.

Note: During the preceding time period procedures to acquire

the site from whatever source should be transpiring

with final acquisition planned for not later than

December 31, 1973.

August 1, 1973 Architect's plans should be approved and

accepted by this time. Plans should be

submitted to contractors for bid prepara-

tions at this time.

September 15, 1973 Receive bids from the contractors for

review by the Board of the Wichita Art

Museum.

Note: The period between receiving contractors' bids and award

of the construction contract will depend on progress of the

site acquisitions procedures. It is anticipated that site

acquisition should be completed with the site prepared for

construction not later than January 1, 1974.

January 1, 1974 The construction contract should have been

awarded and construction begun by this date.
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January 1. 1976 Allowing 24 months for construction, the

facility should be accepted and occupied

by this date.

The precedi ng devel opment schedule is dependent i n large measure

on site acquisition and preparation. Acquisition of the property and'

preparation of same for construction should receive top priority with
maintenance of cost consciousness.
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THE CITY OF WICHITA
ON SAFETY

OFFICE OF CITY MANAGER DATE September 17, 1973 PHASE n

TO See Distribution

FROM Ralph Wulz, City Manager

SUBJECT Funding of Wheelchair Ramp Program
Phase II

In accordance with the action of the City Commission on May 15, 1973, please insure

that funding of Phase II of the Wheelchair Ramp Program is included in the 1974

Capital Improvement Program Budget.

Ralph Wulz

City Manager

RW/lmip

cc: Don E. Anderson, Director of Administration

Glen E. Dockery, Research & Budget Officer

Ray W. Bruggeman, Director of Public Works
Dick Linn, City Engineer

Robe rt A. Lakin, Director of Planning -
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LAW /*vICES

DRESIE, JORGENSEN & WOOD
81/ UNION NATIONAL BUILDING

BROADWAY AND DOUGLAS

WICHITA. KANSAS 67202
G•.I IMES,2

(316' 267·423,J. P.Ul JORGE.5.N Ill,2·I.671 ...0........7,0.

JO- P. JORGE-IN P O 80* 2.2
DAVID J. WOOD

mc-- A. EUSON July 19, 1974

Mr. Jack Turner

County Counselor
Sedgwick County Courthouse
Wichita, Kansas 67203

Dear Jack:

We have received the original copy of the enclosed opinion
from the Attorney General's office regarding K. S.A. 68-1103
and thought you might like to have it for your permanent files.

Very truly yours,

DRESIE JOiGENSEN & WOOD
y j

GD:bjm

encl.

34: .
isV...

,«41.
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STATE OF KANSAS

Office Of0 tke Attornv .C5cite,•c€{

St:,te (:apittil l}ld,1. (913) 296·2215 T„rcka. Kan.:i: 66612

VERN MIl.LIER

Alt,ii,ley General July 15, 1974

Opinion No. 74- 234

Mr. Grey Dresic
Dresie, Jorgensen & Wood
815 Union National Building
Broadway and Douglas
Wichita, Kansas 67202

Dear Mr. Dresie:

K.S.A. 68-1103, originally enacted as ch. 80, § 3, L. 1917,
commences thus:

Whenever it is necessary to construct or
repair any bridge or culvert on any county road
in any county of the state, the board of commis-
sioners of such county shall appropriate a sum
not exceeding ... ($160,000) to meet the county 's
share [Emphasis supplied.]

K.S.A. 68-1107 states thus:

"Brid(Toi and culverts located on public roods
or highways of this state shall be classified as
follows:

(a) All bridges located on county or township
roads shall be known as 'county bridges';

(b) all culverts located on county roads or
within the right of way lines of a county road shall
be known as 'county culverts';

(c) all culverts located on township roads with
a required opening of twenty-five (25) square feet or
more, as determined by the county engineer, shall be
known as 'county culverts';

(d) all culverts located on township roads hav-
ing a required oponing of less than twenty-five (25)
square feet, as determined by the county engineer,
shall he known as 'township culverts. [Emphasis

supplied.]

1 'flt ?770%.
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Mr. Grey Dresie
July 15, 1974

Page Two

The underscored language of K.S.A. 68-1103, supra, has not been
changed since its 1917 enactment. K.S.A. 68-1107, originally
enacted as eli. 80, § 7, L. 1917, stated thus:

946·

"That all bridges or culverts built in this :
state at county expense, or for which the county has
granted aid, shall be known as 'county bridges' or
'county culverts, ' and shall he maintained thereaf-
ter under the direction of the county board and the
county engineer at county expense. All bridges or
culverts on township roads built at the expense of
the several townships without county aid shall be
known as 'township bridges ' and 'township culverts, '
and shall be maintained thereafter under the direc-
tion of the township board and the county engineer
at township expense."

/2'>*39

It was amended to its present form by ch. 75, § 1, L. 1923. 4*
Thus, in the original enactment which included the predecessors
of both K.S.A. 68-1103 and -1107, a clear distinction was drawn £ 99between township bridges and county bridges, the former being
those bridges on township roads built at the expense of the town-
ship without county aid. This distinction was abandoned in 1923, .7 444,7 -
as pointed out above, at the same time the county was required to PS62:
bear the cost of construction and reconstruction of "county
bridges and county culverts located on township roads. "

Ch. 80, § 4, L. 1917, the predecessor of the present K.S.A.68-1104, placed the responsibility for such township bridges on , Ithe township:

"That whenever it is necessary to construct or dem!=

repair any bridge or culvert on a township road in
any county of this state, the county engineer's 4.E,· · 17443': .
estimated cost of which will not exceed three hundred gagg-

dollars ($300), the township board of highway commis- Cols. «1174""i
sioners of the township... shall appropriate =i jl'=
from the road fund of such township a sum sufficient =
to meet the entire expense of the proposed work,
.... and when the ... estimated cost of such

-ED -gu-ESs, .01=k ---
work exceeds the sum of ...($300) and is less

propriation from the county bridge fund and shall .. 4=.=m

than $10,000 the county board Shall make an ap- E 33Eit

1 .IZ f proceed in the same manner as provided in this act. "                                                                                                                 ·--

I. and reconstruction of "county bridges and county culverts located .& 301[,.:0

Tn 1923, at the same time bridges located in county roads were - lireclassified as "county bridges, " tile foregoing section was
amended to place the responsibility for the cost of construction

1 '1

4%:'

0%€

.?,gl

729=8?

h
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Mr. Grey Drosie
July 15, 1974
Page Three

on township roads" on the county. As then amended, K.S.A.
68-1104 now reads, in pertinent part, as follows:

"The board of county commissioners shall

construct, reconstruct, repair and maintain fll.1
county bridges and county culverts located on
county roads and township roads and the cost of
such work shall be paid from the bridge fund of
the county. All township culverts shall be con-
structed, reconstructed, repaired and maintained
by the township board... and the cost of such
work shall be paid from the road fund of the
township." [Emphasis supplied.]

As amended in 1921, it contained the following additional language,
deleted since by subsequent amendments:

:29:*

t

f
. 4

Yi

«5,2. I

"All county bridges and county culverts located
on township roads shall be repaired and maintained
by the township board... and the cost of such
work shall be paid from the road fund of the town-
ship until such bridge or culvert has been con-
structed or reconstructed by the county: Provided,

That after such bridge or culvert has been con-

structed or reconstructed by the county it shall
be repaired and maintained by the board of county·
commissioners and the cost of such work shall be

paid from the county bridge fund...."

&45% 1.-·13

./i,44% 93Pray. Ke

Thus, in the course of amendments of the constituent sections
of the original enactment, of which the quoted portion of K.S.A.
68-1103, supra, is a part, the term "county bridge" as defined
by K.S.A. 68-1107 and for which the county must bear the cost of
construction and reconstruction, has come to include bridges 10-
Gated on township rc,ads. K.S.A. 68-1103 was enacted as an inte-

gral part of the original act providing for the construction,
reconstruction and repair of bridges, and provides the means
whereby the county may meet its responsibility as fixed by other
provisions of the artie] o. The phrase "any bridge or culvert
on any county road," as it appears in this section must be con-
strued in light of the subsequent amendments to other sections
of the enactment. In our view, this phrase includes any "county
bridge" as defined by K.S.A. 68-1107.

leafF.

You inquire secondly concerning K.S.A. 68-1413, which states in
pertinent part thus: -

"Whenever it is necessary to replace, recon-
struct or repair any bridge... which shall have
been destroyed or rendered impassable by flood,

I.

-
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Mr. Grey Dresie
July 15, 1974
Page Four

high water, fire or other casualty...."
[Emphasis supplied.]

You inquire whether this statute may be utilized to construct,
reconstruct or repair bridges which have suffered damage,
rendering them impassable to all but passenger vehicles, result-
ing from a number of years of intermittent high water and sub-
sequent deterioration.

"Where general words follow specific words in an enumeration
describing the legal subject, the general words aro construed to
embrace only those objects similar in nature to those objects
enumerated by the preceding specific words. " 2A Sutherland,
Statutory Construction, § 47.17 at p. 103. The term "casualty,"
in our view, embraces only those kinds of calamitous occurrences
similar in nature to the enumerated specific causes of damage,
i.e., flood, high water, or fire. The kind of damage eneisioned
by your question is that which results over a period of years of
a gradual nature in the course of natural deterioration resulting
from fluctuating water levels. Thus, the term "casualty does

not, in our view, include the kind of damage which you describe.
Moreover, inasmuch as the bridge remains passable, although to
limited and restricted kinds of vehicular traffic, it is diffi-
cult to conclude that the bridge has beon "rendered impassable"
as required by K.S.A. 68-1413 to permit use of its provisions.
Accordingly, we cannot but conclude that the provisions of K.S.A.
68-1413 are not available for the reconstruction of bridges sub-
ject to the kind of deterioration which you describe, and which
remain passable, albeit to restricted vehicular traffic, not-
withstanding that damage.

Yours very truly,

VERN MILLER

Attorney General

VM:JRM:jsm
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THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF SEDGWICK COUNTY, KANSAS

RESOLUTION IN RE: REPLACEMENT OR

' RECONSTRUCTION OF BRIDGES. K. S.A.
68-1106.

€7;

WHEREAS, the County Engineer of Sedgwick County, Kansas,
has this day presented the Board of County Commissioners of Sedgwick
County, Kansas, with information that Bridge No. 599-24-861,
located on 81st Street North, an F.A. S. Route, is unsafe and needs
to be replaced at a present estimated cost in excess of One Hundred
Sixty Thousand Dollars ($160,000.00) for the County's share of such
cos+, and that Bridge No. 771-U-100 on 391st Street West has
wall,ed out and needs to be reconstrucced at a present estimated
cost in excess of One Hundred Sixty Thousand Dollars ($160,000.00)
for the County's share of such cost.

ah,ale:g NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the Board of County
Commiss ioners of Sedgwick County, Kansas, in regular meeting duly
assembled that it is necessary that Bridge No. 599-24-861 on 81st
Street North in Sedgwick County, Kansas, be replaced, and that
Bridge No. 771-U-100 on 391st Street West in Sedgwick County,
Kansas, be reconstructed. The cost of replacement and reconstruction
in both instances, having been estimated at a present cost 'in
excess of One Hundred Sixty Thousand ($160,000.00) for the share
to be paid by Sedgwick County, Kansas.

9,

Dated this 12th day of June, 1974. -

Chairman

(h

0/

C'/-- "77;, f2«l»»
Itommis dioner,//

1%*< B -R t
. . Commissioner

.· r

BaARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

OF SEDGWICK COUNTY, KANSAS
'14*4:< ·&....

ATTEST:
24

County Clerk »' /.:       (-LA A<-.0,72424.-)
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THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF SEDGWICK COUNTY, KANSAS 1

, RESOLUTION IN RE: REPAIR OR

RECONSTRUCTION OF BRIDGES UNDER

K. S.A. 68-1103.

WHEREAS, there has been submitted to the Board of County
Commissioners of Sedgwick County, Kansas, by the County Engineer
of said County,al ist of county bridges which have been constructed

more than thirty years ago and are unsafe and inadequate to meet
the demands of present day traffic, and

WHEREAS, the County Engineer recommends to the Board of
County Conmissioners of Sedgwick County, Kansas, that a resolution
be adopted by such body condemning such bridges for the reasons
hereinbefore set out and determining and finding a necessity for
the repair or reconstruction of each of such bridges as recommended
by the Sedgwick County Engineer in the lis t attached hereto and
made a part hereof, at a cost to be determined by estimate of the
County Engineer, such cost not to exceed One Hundred Sixty Thousand
Dollars ($160,000.00) per bridge.

€·Di.y

it@*1%44

«i 

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the Board of County Commissioners
of Sedgwick County, Kansas, in meeting regularly assembled that
the list of county bridges attached hereto are hereby condemned as

-.-- being unsafe and inadequate to mee t the demands of present day
traffic, all of said bridges being more than thirty (30) years of
age, and that it is determined that there is a necessity for the
repair and/or reconstruction of such bridges at a cost to be deter-
mined by the County Engineer but in no event is the repair or w
reconstruction of any one bridge to exceed One Hundred Sixty Thousand
Dollars ($160,000.00) in cost; and be it further resolved that the
cos t of such repair and recons true tion shall be pa id from the proceeds
of bonds or warrants of Sedgwick County, Kansas, such bonds or
warrants to be retired by a levy not to exceed two (2) mills
upon the assessed valuation of the County in any one year and such
tax levy to be in addition to all other levies authorized or limited
by law and shall not be subj ect to the aggregate tax levy limitation
prescribed in K. S.A. 1973 Supp. 70-1947. Be it further resolved that

any of such bridges which are located across any stream on any
eounty road shall be repaired and/or reconstructed before any other
bridges.

1

Ifiwtw.

4%4358

41*

t

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the County Engineer is hereby
instructed to prepare complete plans and specifications for the
repair or reconstruction of such bridges and to file the same with
the County Clerk and to forward to the Board of County Commissioners
an accurate and sworn estimate of the cost of the repair and/or
reconstruction of each of such bridges.

Dated this 12th day of June, 1974.

DL-"

I ' i;.4.1.4 r
ATTEST:

Chairman '

Ircommissionezi 1

'lt,€. 2 · eR *£
coatia, ioner

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

OF SEDGWICK COUNTY, KANSAS

1, ty#g

C6unty C).rk
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY

DATE f

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT September 10, 1974

T¤ Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning
FROM Robert L. Young, Principal Planner

suaJEcT Comparison of 1974 County Engineer Road
Program with 1974-1981 County C.I.P.

I have compared the approved q9.unty Road Program with the
CIP and found the following variations:

CR-1 - 21st Street from Hoover to Ridge Road originally
scheduled for reconstruction in 1974 in the CIP at an estimate
of $355,560 Co. and $355,560 FAS has been cut back in scope to
a grading and drainage project estimated at $99,600 Co. and
$233,000 FAS for this year in the road program.

CR-5 - 21st Street from Ridge Road to Colwich Road originally
scheduled for grading and drainage in 1974 in the CIP is not
listed and three other projects previously scheduled for 1975
have been moved up to 1974 in the Road Program. These projects
are CR-3 reconstruction of 61st Street North at Andale from
247th Street West to 1/2 mile west and two bridge projects B-4
and B-5 associated with the 61st Street North improvement.

The remaining projects in the Road Program which consist of
bridges and right-of-way purchases correspond to the proposals
of the CIP.

The bridges listed in the CIP also correspond to those listed
in the bridge replacement program submitted by the County
Engineer and approved by the Commission on June 12, 1974.
RLY:rme
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September 10, 1974

Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

Robert L. Young, Principal Planner

Comparison of 1974 County Engineer Road
Program with 1974-1981 County C.I.P.

I have compared the approved County Road Program with the
CIP and found the following variations:

CR-1 - 2lst Street from Hoover to Ridge Road originally
scheduled for reconstruction in 1974 in the CIP at an estimate

of $355,560 Co. and $355,560 FAS has been cut back in scope to
a grading and drainage project estimated at $99,600 Co. and
$233,000 FAS for this year in the road program.
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CR-5 - 2lst Street from Ridge Road to Colwich Road originally
scheduled for grading and drainage in 1974 in the CIP is not
listed and three other projects previously scheduled for 1975
have been moved up to 1974 in the Road Program. These projects
are CR-3 reconstruction of 61st Street North at Andale from
247th Street West to 1/2 mile west and two bridge projects B-4
and B-5 associated with the 61st Street North improvement.

?49

The remaining projects in the Road Program which consist of
bridges and right-of-way purchases correspond to the proposals

6 4': 37 5 of the CIP.

The bridges listed in the CIP also correspond to those listed
in the bridge replacement program submitted by the County
Engineer and approved by the Commission on June 12, 1974.
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COUNTY OF SEDGVVICK

HIGHWAY DEPARTMENT .
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· COUNTY ENGINEER PHONE 261-7201 -2
MF(Smf
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'2* June 4, 1974

Board of County Commissioners
Sedgwick County, Kansas
Sedgw i ck County Courthouse
525 North Main

Wichita, Kansas 67203

RE: Road Program

Gentlemen:

Et-

01.

The enclosed map indi cates the Road Program for the year 1974 that has been based
on information gathered from the Board on proposed work to be done in their dis-
tricts. The program as indicated has by necessity been reduced in scope from the
previous programs. The reduction in scope of this proposed program is a direct
result of the costs of al I materials for highway construction in the last year.

990

·Aig:®ea

The Engineering Office has been in contact with suppl iers of road construction
materials and has found there is no price stability for the purchase of most ma-
terials. The fluctuation of prices on a day-to-day basis for materials results
in day-to-day increases i n project costs and estimates prepared on today's prices
will not be good estimates +omorrow. The 1974 Road Program, therefore, will be
carried out on a project Dasis and the Board will be informed of the changes in
material prices so that the program.as submitted may be changed. The budgeted
funds cannot be exceeded; therefore, great care must be exercised during this
construction season to insure that each project is held to a minimum cost of ma-
terials purchased for each project. The project .costs shown for each project
reflect the estimated cost of materials to be purchased for that particular pro-
ject b ased on today 's pri ces .

The F.A_.i: Program qhowp -bag al•n h*An reduced in scope due to material prices.
The Count, Engineer was informed the State of Kansas wi I I no longer make turn
key pfojects where grading, drainage, and surfacing are in one contract. Sur-.
facin-cocaciswil_leed segarately.after the grading and drainage con-
tracts have been completed. T81-2-Ill.LEMigL.i!!R_=nairuction time of each
am.inci- This is the result of the lack of price stability for: constructionl
materials. The program reflects that the bridges wi 1 I be financed on a 50%-50%
basis, 1.e., 50% F.A.S. Funds rd 50% bond funds, whi le the grading, dratnage
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Board of County Commissioners
June 4, 1974
Page 2

pro.iects for roadway construglign-_arl-go_a-Xl%=.301-basla. 1.e., 70% F.A.S.
funds and 30% road and bridge budget funds.

The bridge reconstruction/replacement program will be submitted to the Board
at their next regular meeting, June 12, 1974, for its review and approval.
Upon approval by the Board, the sdledtlie fer the reconstruction/replacement
of bridges for the county will be submitted to the Board for its review. The
construction of the bridges on the bridge program wil I ·start d.uring this con-
struction season and wi I I be continuous ·throughout i ts duratfon. .

-lhls is respectively submitted to the Board for its consideration and approval .
l

tprs very trulp-> /7

,/©' d c. McLu're, Jr.,i.E.
County Engineer /
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· Se¢!g-wick County Kansas ,- . a,xy
DecE]ber 31; 1970 )

Statenent of Zond€i ludebtedness

Interest Amount
Date oil

Amount
Rates

Name or Issue
of Oats·tamding Interest

Series Issue %I iv Issue 12-31-70 Dates

I b Flood Control 3 '/8
?4 -3-1.5-51 526,229.16 52,00.00 Mal>Sepfilt 5 -0164 3 1/2 and 378 -744 419,650.00

5 Of Coupt House Ble+ 180,000.00 May-Nov
2-1955 11.-Cl-53 4, 2. aill 2 302--'"" 5,760,000.00 1,728,0(0.00 May-Nov8-1958 - 2-15"58 3,.3,1/4 ancr[.3 37%. ",w k 950,000.00Voting Macbine Bldg. A-1962 384.030.00 .f May-Nov7-19.62 112.000.00Aunview Heights 24,000.00 Apr-Oct
A-1954 1001-54 1 3/4,2; 2 1/2 & 43;9£)r-A f : 79;834.36073 ' CC, CV and ML 1-1955 7-01 20,000.00 Apr-Oct

·55 · 2 3/4 ana fiZE,r 44 · 523,000.00
t-Ow:na Find Forsces MAY-NOV

6.01-56 5, 2 3,/8214/2, 2 9
and ¢ 7/81.9 r mAy 116.6%9.57 Mmr-Ron

4 . 802,149.62 397,000.00 . May-Nov
- uu. A,

A , .Wastliuks, J.st,2/nd, j..4 2.-1959 7-20.59 4.' 662,724.15 320,600.00 May-Nov
1 4 44 4 . 917 nlp 40

103,000.00 May-NovI 'p li:Ni11·*:c :7igtty*:t,9,1 7-:O-69
r ju •Rolg. :illr, 32·d & 5thLU"fv/4 .D-1951 e·.oi-6i

68:coo.00 Fet-Aug9-01-80 - 3 3/4 2 *St, . 5;23 400,09.00 Ma>Sep

· ·,1 i 22 •'Co.A Tyler & Westridge, 3-·1962 12-15-62 ,'3 2/4 ard /6'9-rvt€"r, 1 ,597.99 115 -000.00 M"):'1 vSherwo.xt and WL 5-th-3,1- H 3 '-t:Ta-,21%72 -zoo 54. A-1963 8-(,1.-63 K"4 anl f 1/2 51 '4- ' 1 4,4 13 10,626 , CRS 01 000 on A
, a J '11 'C'' 9 1/0 --A tr,·C·-fO jL u146 64,®84,194.52 60,00.00 M

B..1<4

 A-Il)67 7-(Ii-'67 4 7/8.(3 r//1©Dand/3 3/4.>·76'943,050,0¢0'.00 2,610:co).00 Mi 4\ Miles West Wii 2. Lake Est A-1671 6-01- 'ZL/91%/#.,.-ti74 --- 41,020.0; A

f 4'' Court House Imp ' rt B.·1971 6-15··70. 4 1/4, 4 and 4.1 300,000.00 . 14

FRA ''3;1-< 15:690,696.07 6,783:000.00

i 1,1 Mer:gart27 N.0-Fu:id Whi·n. t... . 1
:4,4 New Court Pooms 'C..ri. . '' '  Chant'·2· 347 10,28 c.- ,.<10 4  

 ' :,0,3 7.,08·.68 --3.95 ........-...... 190,000.03 114,000.00

i. 1 *venile Court Facilitics
K.S.A. 3.9-15, 123 aria ju-(L)4 10-15-70 4.40 - 262,500.00 262,500.00'  Court uf ec.nnon Pleas - Div 4

4 1 1 . -L=-wl" fu 3.00% 111,925.00 111,925.00

564,425.Co 482,425.00-:iii i k
Conuy Flre 1·lit. Me. 1 .  t .

04% j K.o.A. 19-3607. Order 2,0. ·'99-,- 4-27..71 . n./

107,324.00 167,324.00

ay-Nov

Pr-Oct
ar-Sep

ir-Sep

pr-Oct
aD-Sep

**Afk



4944&44 .

r

id!

/8 f 1

Amount

of

2 -·. fL·/ Issnie

c 'i - lc,-H . '
i; 14f40'' ·526,229.16

'712>4 w.-·0 419,650.00
5,760,000.02

3 3/31/l/>»lk 950,000.00
112.000.00

friA)-Af. 79;834.36
./1/0 rn# · 523,000.00
.23/4
r..AY 316,635·53

802.149.62
662,724.15
217,012.62

.z£>10 m.,f 808,169.51
/8-» r.9-11 130,851.15
.l*954(,in 171,597.99
/2 >37 * d,#,40 135,626,96

A« 84,194.32
,24?650,000.00

41,020.00
300,000.CO

15,690,696.07

A:nount Amount Due

Oatstanding Interest Princj.pal . 1-1-71 to 12-31-71
1231-70 Dates Due Interes. Principal

52,003.00 Mar,-Sep Mar 812.76 52,730.00
160,000.00 ' May-Nov Ahy 5,709.0,1.2 . 1,5.con.00

1.728,0©0.00 M.v-Nov NO.7. 38.160.09 228,000.CO
384,030.00 my-Nov N,)v 12,963.84 46.Go).00
24;ceo.00 Ap--0ct Apr 48 '.0 12,000.00
20:000.00 Apr-Oct 03 5-0.00 lt:,COD. 29

130,00,00 hy-in- Nov 3.250.00 22,000.0,3

95,00.00 Mar-Sep  . Scp 2,740,80 16.000.00

397,000.00 , May-Nov NOV -.#.U.''c QQI or 43,000.00
May- irov Prov 125 80<), 60 35,000.003.J,uju.00

..OV 4.-90.00 12.000.00103,000.00 1.ky·-Nav
400,000.00 1.1»Sep Err· 13,550.00 40;000.00
63:000.00 Fet-Auc k.:g , 2,40.48 7:030.Ce

Elf,000.00 May··Nov 242:f .:.0.5 2.* 8,0·cio.00
91,00.00 Apr-Oct Apr -2.9.1.0.59 7,900.00
60,00.00 Mar-Sep Sep 2,155·00 4.020.00

2,610,000.00 Mar-Sep M.ar & Ses· 93,52'7.50 370.000.00
-G. Apr-Oct Cct

- 0- blar-Zep Sep -
--

6,*3:000.00 · Ejo:-?12.-0.9 1,817:DCo.00

.l=unt Due

1.-1-72 to 12-31-72

Int-erect Pri=cipal

- 4:078,17 :11, 45,000.00 74
32.400.00 2E35(00.00 16
11,342·36 M.000.00 -79'

210.00 12.000.00 -

4110.00 Coco.00 , 79
2,600.00 21,000.00 15

2,300.So 16,000.00 ' 76 -
14, ].60.00' 43 ,·00.00 '79
11,400.CO 35,000.00'79
3-'3:.3.00 12,000.CO'79

12:050'00 4c.000.60 '80 ·.

2.227·98 7.oco.·00'79 ·
3:572.50 8,000.00 '30
·2,734.34 7,(>00.00
2,015.00

79.,837.50 370:to
4145,03 ····4920··»

1.5.,091'12 30.0.10-700
%531-tr.77-' -%265:36

FfE

-- . 190,000.00 114,000.00 3,835·00 38,000.Do 2,340.42 Ju'l.-..
OP ™ha 00

262,500.00 252,500.00 23„iv..0 52,300·00

111,925.00 111,92522- ..Labki 111.925.9
564,425.00 31.1.34.71 .7=Um/:to

167,324.00 167,324.00 6,825.00 41,531.00

1%aft.§

/41.2
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February 19, 1974
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1. DISCUSSION OF MINOR STREET PRIVILEGE CHARGES FOR PROPERTY

pit, ...

ADJACENT TO 925 EAST MURDOCK. €39J.E.!4%000

¥=44& -Continued from the meeting of February 12, 1974, to provide opportunity
for notification of consideration to Mr. McDowell. -

Requested by Mr. LeRoy McDowell, President, the MAC Building, Inc., -
925 East Murdock.

ACTION: Take such action as the Commission deems

to be in the best interest of the public.

345*

ANNOUNCEMENT OF RECESSED MEETING.

At the conclusion of regular business at the meeting of February 19,

1974, the Mayor will announce that the meeting will be recessed until

7:00 p. m. on Wednesday, February 20, 1974, for continuation of J.
public hearing on the 1974-1979 Capital Innprovernent Program.

00/Al
Ek·' h-·'v:

RECESSED MEETING

BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS

CITY OF WICHITA

KANSAS MNWRB1912,Ma
rg331*.4,

<.4*February 20, 1974 .1$44%

7:00 P. M.
S*54

*, 42?4, J-17 CITY MANAGER'S AGENDA

1. PROPOSED 1974-1979 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM FOR THE

CITY OF WICH I TA.

Deferred from the meeting of February 5, 1974, to provide the
opprotunity for further public hearing.

, The proposed 1974-1979 Capital Improvement Program has been submitted
for approval by the City Commission.

The proposed program, excluding the self-supporting utility program
expenditues. consists of 208 projects with an estimated cost of $95,262,000.
The estimated total cost for the program is $11,244,000 less than the
1973-1978 program which was in the amount of $106,506,000.

Financing the 1974-1979 program is provided from the following sources:%4*>¢.
··e·«-

..,413
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449*.M

General Program Expenditures
Gene ral Obligation Bonds $42,825,000
Special Assessments 17,036,000
Federal& State Grants 30,886,000
Public Building Commission & Other 4,515,000

$95,262,000

Utility programs included in the proposed 1974-1979 program are projected
at a total cost of $74, 214,830 compared to $35,282,000 in the 1973-1978
program. The following is a comparison for each utility between the 1973-1978
program and the 1974-1979 program.

Utility Expenditures

1973-1978 1974-1979
Water $10,627,000 $ 9,688,000
Sewer Utility 13,541,000 38,187,000
Transit Authority 1,472,000 1,739,830
Airport -1641,000 ..24,600,000

f

4#.....igaf. ' W'BON#.I........

.

r: e . Ills: z..6 4» ..fl ...
I



t

2.492.1 1. A u,, , a .4,..k /8. Ce·,·1-..,.. / Da-,- 4./2,'*
64,»:

35?6· A,2424 "*.t........6-t,.1  04.3 *_ 6=/.644
8.ket- 76-4-1 U  + uudEkip

Pu;48$
2166 - 751,74 1 4-k E.4, <Ult 9--

--1 -T:-43UG=46-
6.-, Imicgzz=:7237>¤:DE---/21,1·p.%.16·-8947 *4""•+ -Zilf..7..c,o..4) r..,s'op.0. -&71.

1 ./
........

66*

2-41
#F S..2
4 1 L G.-231 2/10 91-.£960(4.10

4 4,0 #1 - 4-1 94.-'
1,rp.1, 9,-,a-€liatur:* 6-2*-

82-2. G,f,;C: - 86117*» 1& S•,441MS'14 MAL, 007/04 -A 621 -74'4 -75- 9-/54 ty, L.-1)
74 c--1 t-ti'74 <-htc - 3-72 Ut.. 0-4 -

»,4-5-0

W-41 7 On .AU.fuL:-1 14 404.7k %6..6

C1

........

2%(t
3/4, 4/1

0A

9

4

9 319%

.%543,

f *41{3

at .9, I

GL=6, .

ac

4311.- f.0 ... '.233fff8fp0 L... :'.r ...4.

..: I



7 . .D,< 41-4-

.2 4 9414*3·49*28·put
74 . ·.ur. .,;03243*aps,.

./.4.A·+4
· 3520@*

33

City Commission Meeting
Page 21

February 19,1974
V

$: .1 (Item Continued)

The sewer utility fund reflects an increase of $24,645,000 above the
2973-1978 prograrn and includes for the first time programs and projects i.

recommended by the Professional Engineering Consultants long-range --2

report entitled "The Next Thirty Years". The Airport utility fund reflects
2-

an increase of $14,959,000 above the 1973-1978 program as projects and
program s from the airport master plan report by Landrum and Brown, Inc.,
were included for the first time.

7**10/I

The total amount of the Capital Improvement Program for 1974- 1979 including
utilities, is $169,476, 830 or an increase of $27,688,830 above the 1973-
1978 program of $141,788,000. This increase is the result of an increase
of $38,932,830 in the utilitie s offset by a decrease in the public building
requirements of $12,120,000.

4 14,
.:4#4.

/ 5 4.-'- mil

1, 7 +

The proposed Capital Improvement Program is designed to present a balanced
and coordinated program for the construction of expre ssways, arterials,
bridges, drainage, parks and public buildings to serve all of the community' s
citizens.

Since publication of the proposed program, two requests for changes have
been received.

The Department of Public Works has requested that funding for the Central
Maintenance Facility be increased from $1,268,000 to $1,973,500 based on
preliminary e stimates provided by the architectural firm of Schaefer, Schirmer
& Associates. The funding used for o riginal planning in the CIP was that
proposed in the Facility Study by Oblinger & Smith Corporation. Representatives
of the firm of Schaefer, Schirmer & Associate s will be pre sent to answer
questions of the Commissioners. The proposed new funding distribution
for the facility would be $1,250,000 in 1974 and $723,500 in 1975. The
amendment would increase the total general program expenditures to

1921'
.*33.

$95,967,000.

The Board of Park Commissioners has submitted an amendment to the Park -ME.e,%&':

CIP reallocating funds as a result of approval of a 50% federal grant for
facilities at Kiwanis and Planeview Parks. The amendment provides
for a $10,000 decrease in G. O. funding for Planeview Park and a $25,000
increase in G. O. funding for the Park Maintenance Facilities.

The Metropolitan Area Planning Commission has reviewed the program and
finds it in conformance with the adopted comprehen sive plan. The Metropolitan
Area Planning Commission recommends approval of the proposed program
subject to some considerations they are suggesting to the City Commission.
A copy of MAPC comments has been provided to the Commissioners.

a

aa·.la.

Outside civic and citizen groups have been provided copies of the proposed
Capital Improvement Program, and may wish to address the City Commission
concerning certain areas or projects in the program. A letter from the
Mid-Town CitizenB Association has been provided to the Commissioners.

'.9

1
Mr. Jay R. Hunter of the Mid-American All-Indian Center, Inc., has requested
the opportunity to discuss the plans and needs of the Cente r with re spect to
project P-28, Tennis Complex for Riverside Park. -

/33,94<

The City Manager recommends approval of the proposed 1974-79 Capital
bnprovements Program, approval of the amendment requested for the
Central Maintenance Faci lity and approval of the reallocation recommended

9tel by the Board of Park Commissioners.

ACTION: Approve the amendments for the Central Maintenance Facility.
approve and file the amended 1974-1979 Capital Improvement

*9•;n-
Program and approve the reallocation of Park Board CIP Funds.
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REVISED TO REFLECT PUBLIC WORKS AND PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATIONS

1974-1979 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
SUMMARY OF PROPOSED GENERAL OBLIGATION

EXPENDITURES

(IN TlUSANDS)

1974 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 Total TotalGO Other G10. Other 9.2. 2&tler RaL other E.g. Oth£.E R.R. Other G.0. Other

Er:

+22·

EXPRESSWAYS

ARTERIALS

TRAFFIC SIGNALS

BRIDGES

DRAINAGE

PARKS

PUBLIC BUILDINGS

TOIAL

$ 724

4,448

441

4, al=&
(4) 6'661

600

0 5.905

'4,466
$14406

42,131 $ 1,825

5,924 '&%.
88 212

480 ¢,)*8
687 635

600

3,2Mt

$82 $ imf

$ 5,475 4 60 4 140 $ 60 $ 140 $ 858 $1,200 $ -- $ -- $ 3,527 $ 9,086Xm
1,639 2,806 2..382 24*38 2,465 3,200 2,218 3,222 14,683 22,488

1,/3/ 3,/28

210 290 282 330 300 263 333 355 228 1,921 1,4
420 445

300
3.#7154-0 35 555 1,545 590 550 35+2·1 3,6144035

1,250 27359 2,930 1,800 2,300 -- 500 -- 2,500 6,097 10,187
149 600 600 600 200 600 465 600 205 3,600 1,619

4414,000 231 ---2 380 -- _ 695 __:z _-120 -- -51 6 778 55; 66'1. 6,463 44 55 129 $ 64968 $ 4.062 $448 $ 5,436 $7,245 $ 3,913 $6,705 $444*M $52,4371

Add: 87. Debt

Outstanding
Sum/ 41,753 (g, 1 62 42,/19 47 7/7January l $33,394

$4+r049 $491:20- $497*43-
Less: Bonds

4,51.1 ef 5, 532 6./66taRetired 3,899 4-,41-2.
+rv +7*16 61490

TOTAL DEBT OUT-
;Cutt 1%%? 44 j 65 48,/19 99,717 45,464STANDING

$4+04,9 $414&05 $42-A= $44·148.6

8% Legal Debt limit 41494 48920 50400 11£220 51*80 55 0803033 /67

1%1 2221 1*IR*&
£ 1'./ 38% Legal Debt Margin .£2Et =b£21

Mill Levy Rcantr=ent 7.875 TE69 lilli *3ii it,#66
Em

Add: PBC Bonds - -- .463
.441 .419 .398

Less: Structural
Parking Revenues - .204 .194 .185 .175 .167

1%6 2&70 6.665 12.3I2
Total Mill Levy 7.875

(,) >,15 -/79 - 71«1 .1,0.-AL,.. 1 BAL '€•42.- aA-*#.-- 4977 A /915 <560,000 20 Jts.,0,0 4-·Ca.-·-40la) At.244"15 6. Ili.,;U,4 =A,
5-64 -/4¢00'JadU-? 28-1112%,Siffll_rr*-Li44'U

F.·--.776 1.,49.1 6,z/00 1$0.-1,·,0...0 2443

3 Mit**CA»16»*'MU:Aftift,Dy'*45.0Lk--1977* 1475(».000 b.0.)
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··<*95+ ; 1 CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDED DEVELOPMENT PLAN h.6- 1

*4441 1),r .4
January 1, 1974

•t•J#3
CONCLUSIONS:

1. The Indian Center's feasibility should not be contingent
A . i {11

upon large contributions from the federa I government. C.le
Federal assistance to administer selected social service

programs seems reliable, but funds for capital improve-

ments or museum programs are not predictable.

4 +Xf.

3 01

2. The Indian Center project can be completed on the pro-

posed site at the conf I uence of the rivers for about . -
$4,100,000 which breaks down as follows:

A. Building (approximately 40,000 sq.ft.@ $40/fl $1,600,000 1.=R=

<7* for Indian Center; 10,000 sq.ft. commerical ./
0 $30/ft) 300,000 I.

-1
8. Site improvements (include ceremonial area,

river bank improvementi & parking) 1,500,000

 C. Professional fees 250,000

D. Special Equipment 250,000

E. Start up Cost through Jan. 1, 1976 (Staff 12"lam

21./A
f8jasefi... & costs of borrowing initial exhibits) 200.000

$4,100,000
--,

.

3. The operating budget for the Indian Center will be about

$300,000 per annum. This will accommodate 15-18 salaried

professional administrative and custodial staff. Of the

$300,000 about $205,000 will come from admission, member-
22»3239r * ship, special event and concession (rental) income. The

reina In i ng $95,000 must come from governmenta I sources,

private foundations, United Fund or Endowment Income.

This estimated budget breaks down as follows:

I.U.G.jer -·>/ illli

.sk 615 Ar ' 3, Dod, 000 ' 4 I''l
fts;.1 19)6-: E#{411

ill

n iii: -1,

<4*1
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Revenue

Admissions $ 95,000

Rent & Concessions0,3,7< 55,000

Memberships & Special Events 55,000

Governmental Sources. Unt ted Fund „--0ZE
& Endowment

$300,000

Expenditures

Professional & Administrative Staff

(salaries & benefits) $180,000

Utilities & Maintenance 45,000

Programs 35,000

Misc. Operating costs (Insurance,

Office Equip. etc.) 30,000

$300,000

4. In order for the Indian Center to be viable, a local

base of support must emerge. Community based support
Is most meaningfully expressed In dollars, both public

and private. MAAIC does not have currently this kind

of con,nunity participation and involvement. With the

exception of special event income, MAAIC is almost r

totally dependent upon the federal government for

operating funds. The proposed Indian Center cannot be

built on this unpredictable foundation. A combination

of private and local government financial support will

be required and a strategy to achieve this support Is
an Immediate need.

5. The following sources of federal assistance are possibly

available and should be pursued as time and money permit.
-15*f-

A. EDA: Technical assistance funds and

capital improvement funds through their

PWIP program.

t
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B. National Endowment for the Arts (and

Humanities): Matching grants for arts

and crafts programs and for museum programs

once the Indian Center is built.

C. Smithsonian Institution: Continued technical

assistance support.

D. National Park Service: Possible col laboration

In the feasibility analysis. Possible desig-

nation of a National Cultural Park which opens

up many alternative management and funding alter-
natives.

E. HEW: This executive branch is currently admin-
f< tA..0..L Istering the Indian social programs and it's a

good bet that educational and social programs

for urban Indians will be expanded in the future.

6. The Indian Center project has received competent assistance

In the past and already has accumulated'valuable information
relating to its feasibility. This material plus the information

developed in the past six months should be integrated into a

comprehensive feasibility document on the Indian Center pro.iect.

3%49

This feasibility report would be the basis of requests for

support from the public and private sector.

RECOMMENDED PLAN OF DEVELOPMENT

$* r 7

92

d

In a nutshell, the recommended strategy is to develop a feasibility document
(corroborated and endorsed by the National Park Service) and present it to

the City Commission with the request that the City finance the capital im-

provements. Once the City agrees to provide the capital (or a portion thereof),
the Indian Center project proceeds with fund raising from private and federal
government sources and begins the sequence of activities required to open the
doors by 1976. The strategy assumes that a commitment from the City will

establish the integrity of the project and motivate contributions from private
sources as well as windfall grants from the Federal government. (The City could

' . 4*002
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actual ly motivate the organization of fund raising by issuing its commitment to
build the capital improvements subject to some matching amount received from

na that the IndiAn Cani-Ar <hal, Irl have A wh.'11. '...W."13 ..1

stantial endowment at the outset.)

The following time sequenced list of milestones is a recommended plan to achieve

 an Indian Center opening on January 1, 1976. The time frames shown are realistic -
the real unknown at this point Is the amount of time'required to raise the money.

f

7 ,

691

'9'e.

Taraet Date Activity

January 1, 1974 Begin Feasibiltty Study (in collaboration with National
Park Service)

January 31, 1974 Indian Center objectives defined and approved
by MAAIC

March 31, 1974 Finish Feasibility Study - present to City Comnission

and request cap i ta I improvement fi nanci ng.
April 30, 1974 Receive letter of intent from City of Wichita.

May 1, 1974 Begin to recruit Executive Director of Indian Center

and begin to organize fund raising effort. Begin to

negotiate Architectural contracts.
June 1, 1974 Hire Executive Director.

Finalize and execute architectural contracts.

September 1, 1974 Begin construction.

March 1, 1975 Hire Curator.

June 30, 1975 Complete Construction.

July 15, 1975 Staff expansion.

January 1, 1976 Open Indian Center.

99.-1.,
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mid-america all-indian cenler, Inc.

P-O. BOX 1638 / 1650 EAST CENTRAL / (316) 262-0489 / WICHITA, KANSAS 67214

January 22, 1974

Ms. Marjorie L. Taylor. Chairman
Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
City Building Annex
Wichita. KS 67202

Dear Ms. Taylor:

Since our organization in 1969, Mid-America All-
Indian Center's goal has been to establish a permanent
Indian Center in Wichita to direct programs for urban
Indians in this region and to preserve and perpetuate
the cultural heritage and customs of all Indian people.
The enclosed brochures (for Planning Commlssloners)
summarize the scope of the proposed Indian Center.

In 1973. the Wichita Bicentennial Commission en-
dorsed the Indian Center as a goal of Wichita's Bi-
centennial Program. With the assistance of the
Bicentennial Commission. the planning of the proposed
Indian Center has made significant progress. We have
received technical planning assistance from the Smith-
sonlan Institution and National Park Service and have
been included as an integral part of the South Central
Kansas Tourism strategy. In the planning process, we
have defined the capital improvement and operative
requirements of the proposed Indian Center.

The proposed Capital Improvements Programs 1974-
1979. has not included funds for Bicentennial programs
in general or the Indian Center in particular. I
would like to present our plans to the Plannlng Com-
mission for their consideration at the January 24.
1974, review of the proposed CIP. I will call MAPD
Thursday for instructions as to time and place.

Sincerely yours,

Z JAN 23 1974
44 R. Hunter E METROPOUTAM EN
Executive Director

JRH:pw

cc Robert Lakln. Director of Planning

¥ R HI ./1. INL'b v,RIER 1(,11#l I VI
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PROJECT REQUEST FORM

CIP 1974-1979

1. PROJECT CATEGORY 2. PRoJECT TITLE

Traffic Engineering Traffic Signals
3. LOCATION 4. PROJECT HISTnRY 5. LAST ASSIGNED PROJECT NUMBER

see attached list NEW O REVISED Q

6, DESCRIPTION AND JUSTIFICATION (Need anct Purpose)

7. RELATION TO OTHER PROJECTS (Federnl, State, Local)

see attached list

8. ANNUAL Op[RATING Coll 9. ADDITIONAL PERSONNEL REQUIRED

n/a n/a
10. ANTICI/A¥/9 REVENUES 11. ESTINATED LIrE OF NE* FACILITY

none 20 years
12. STREET WIDTH

13. AGE 14. TRAFFIC COUNT (24 Ar· vol. J
NEW n/a OLD n/a n/a n/a

15. EXISTING SURTACE 16. REOUIMI RIGHT OF WAY OR AREA

CONCRETE [1 EXISTING REOUIRED

ASPHALT W/BASE ¤ 17. CONDITION COMMENTS

ASPHALT MAT GOOD []

GRAVEL O FAIR []
DIRT [1 POOR 0 nla

UNOPENED [] HAZARDOUS O

18. PROJECT CosTs fin Thousands)
1974 1975 1'976, 1977 1976 1979 AFTER 1979

GENERAL OBLIGATION

Major Streets ---- $353.000 $122.500 $169,500 $202,000 $119,500 $287,000

Urban System. _--_ 88.000 147.300 120.900 128.400 143,400 97,500

TOTAL $441,000 $269,800 $290,400 $330,400$262,900 $384,500
19. RECOMMENDED FINANCING {SPECIFY PERCENTAGE OF EACH PROJECT AS TO TYPE OF FUNDING)

G.O. CITY AT LARGE G.O. SPECIAL ASSESSMENT REVENUE BONDS OTHER
STATE All FEDERAL AID URBAN SYSTEMS-SECONDARY ROAD SYSTEM-TaPICS PROGRAM PUBLIC ....imrE./.r/SION URBAN RENEWAL AGENCY

20 STATUS Or PROJECT:

NOT STARTED [] SURVEYS COMPLETED El PRELIMINARY PLANS COMPLETED EL]
FINAL PLANS COMPLETED [-1 UNDER CONTRACT |3 COMPLETED E-]

21. 18 THE PROJECT INCLUDED 14 THE ADOPTED MASTER PLAN7 1&99.I:
YES O NO 0

22. PREPARED B¥:

Div'•'on Deport•ent

Form 22-105
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Traffic Signals Required Total Method
14·10- co 01

under Capital Project of MS
Improvements Program

c.

Cost Financing Number

Harry and Meridian 9,1.-&' 17,500 GO

Harry and West · X 17,500 GO

Kellogg and Webb u (22 12,000 GO

Kellogg and Bonnie Brae-032 X 4,000 GO

Kellogg and Heather -5 41'. X 4,000 GO e
Kellogg and Woodlawn 5;Yul(L-1 X 9,000 GO

Central and Woodchuck 54.J 4,250 GO

21st and Estelle X 4,250 GO

Harry and -K-42 99„,U. X 18,000 GO

13th and Ridge Road X 25,000 Go

29th and Arkansas , 17,500 GO 2 + m S / 46·-8
Harry and K-15 1. X 15,000 GO 22

Harry and Hydraulic . X 20,000 GO 22

West and K-42 X 15,000 GO 32

Seneca and MacArthur · i X 22,500 GO 49

Seneca and 47th . .' 1 : X 22,500 GO 49 e
Seneca and 55th X 25,000 GO 50

Hydraulic and MacArthur X 15,000 GO 52

Hydraulic and 47th X 25,000 GO 52

21 st and Woodlawn X 22,500 GO 59

37th and Broadway , X 25,000 GO 65

K-15 and Mt. Vernon L -0 J , X 17,500 GO 68

Hydraulic and Mt. Vernon '!, · ·-'·' : · X 22,500 GO 68

1 + :fit
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Traffic Signals Required
L.0 LOCO C.

Total Method
under Capital Project of MS

Improvements Program Cost Financing Number

Central and Washington X $ 20,000 Go 72

17th and Mosley X 22,500 GO 91

Central and Ridge X 22,500 Go 96

Maple and McLean X 20,000 GO 99

Mt. Vernon and Market X 20,000 GO 106

Mt. Vernon and Broadway X 20,000 GO 106

Mt. Vernon and Topeka , X 20,000 GO 106

Mt. Vernon and Emporia X 20,000 GO 106

Mt. Vernon and St. Francis X 20,000 GO 106

Mt. Vernon and Washington X 20,000 GO 106

31st and Oliver · X 20,000 Go 108A

37th and Arkansas X 22,500 GO 113

Hillside at Murdock, Elm & Central X 30,000 Go 118

Lincoln and Hydraulic X 22,500 Go 120

Kellogg and Armour X 22,500 GO 126

Kellogg and Rock Road . X 25,000 GO 128

Rock Road and Lincoln X 15,000 Go 128

Central and Rock Road X 22,500 GO 129

Tyler Road and Kellogg X 20,000 GO 130

Tyler Road and Maple X 22,500 GO 130

Tyler Road and 13th X 22,500 GO 132

West Street and 31st X 22,500 GO 133

Pawnee and West X 22,500 GO 134

21st and Arkansas X 22,500 GO 146B

tu

-4 1
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Traffic Signals Required Total
under Capital co

Method
Project

Improvements Program
of MS

Cost Financing Number

2nd and Waco X $ 10,000 GO 171
2nd and Water X 10.000 GO 171
2nd and Main X 10,000 Go 171
Pawnee and Rock Road X 20,000 GO 173
2nd and McLean X 15,000 Go 174
Main and Douglas X 10,000 GO 176
Main and First X 10,000 GO 176
Main and Second X 10,000 GO 176
Main and Third X 10,000 GO 176
Main and Central X 10,000 GO 176
Main and Murdock X 10.000 GO 177
Harry and Woodlawn X 20,000 Go 179

23rd and Broadway X 20,000 GO 180

Maple and Ridge X 25,000 GO 181

Kellogg and Greenwich X '22,500 GO 195
2nd and Sycamore X 22,500 GO 212
1st and Waco X 22,500 GO 213
Kellogg and West X 26,000 GO 228

School signals as needed X 12,000 Go

School signals as needed X 12,000 GO

School signals as needed X 12,000 GO

School signals as needed X 12,000 GO

School signals as needed X 12,000 GO i
School signals as needed X 12,000 GO

-"46·1854;10'uve·'5 74*fRIWIm*.¥4 1
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*0 0 - 00 0-1 Total
-h--r-

C}C,C,CC' Project MSUrban System
Cost Method of Financing Number

Geo. Wash. Blvd. and Harry X $ 28,000 $14,000 Federal 71
14,000 GO

Geo. Wash. Blvd. and Hillside X 25,000 12,500 Federal 71
12,500 GO

Geo. Wash. Blvd. and Mt. Vernon X 28,000 14,000 Federal 71
14,000 GO

Grove and Douglas X 25,000 17,500 Federal 157
7,500 GO

Grove and First X 25,000 17,500 Federal 157
7,500 GO

Grove and Second X 25,000 17,500 Federal 157
7,500 GO

Grove and Central X 25,000 17,500 Federal 157
7,500 GO

29th and Amidon X 25,000 17,500 Federal 36
7,500 GO

37th and K-96
X 25,000 17,500 Federal 36

7,500 GO

31st and Mclean X 25,000 17,500 Federal 122
7,500 GO

Mclean and MacArthur X 25.000 17,500 Federal 122
7,500 GO

Geo. Wash. Blvd. and Bayley X 25,000 12,500 Federal 185
12,500 GO

29.: '*th:#/.
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34
24

Total

Ch Ch Project MS
Urban System Cost Method of Financing Number

K-15 Signaliza'tion and improvement X 70,000 35,000 Federal 219
from Pawnee to 31st Street. New 35,000 GO

signal at Wassall.

18 School crossing signal revisions 216,000 151,200 Federal
composed of overhead indications 64,800 GO
and 3-section signals in confor-
mance with the new Manual

19 School Crossing signal revisions 228,000 159,600 Federal -
composed of overhead indications 68,400 GO 22'
and 3-section signals in confor-
mance with the new Manual

19 School crossing signal revisions X 228,000 159,600 Federal
composed of overhead indications 68,400 GO
and 3-section signals in confor-
mance with the new Manual

19 School crossing signal revisions X 228,000 159,600 Federal
composed of overhead indications 68,400 GO
and 3-section signals·in confor-
mance with the new Manual

Traffic signal and pavement marking X 50,000 35,000 Federal
improvements at 31st and Seneca 15,000

Optically programmed signals at left 125,000 87,500 Federal
turn bays and skewed intersections 37,500 GO

Optically programmed signals at left X 125,000 87,500 Federal
turn 'bays and skewed intersections 37,500 GO

4k

t*



co Total
C. ProjectUrban System

Cost Method of FinancingModerni zation·of CBD traffic
X

$200,000 $140,000 Federal
signals

60,000 GoComputerization study of
X 100,000 70,000 Federal

signal systems
30,000 GOModernization of traffic signals

X 100,000 70,000 Federalto comply with 1971 MUTCD
30,000 GO

Modernization of traffic signals
X 100,000 70,000 Federalto comply with 1971 MUTCD

30,000 GO
Interconnection and coordination

X 125,000 87,500 Federalof signal system groups
37,500 GOReplacement of obsolete equipment

X 100,000 70,000 Federalwith solid state equipment
30,000 GO

2'Z
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THE CITY OF WICHITA
ON SAFETY

OFFICE OF PARK BOARD DATE January 5, 1974 PHASE Il

TO Mr. Ralph Wulz, City Manager, and the CIP Administrative
Committee

FROM H. Jay Setter, Director

SuBJEcr Land Acquisitions, Park Board -
Bond Issues

In order to put the subject of park land acquisition in its proper
perspective as it relates to the capital improvement program and
city development, I submit the following for your consideration.

Considerable land has been acquired since 1969, some highly desir-
able and some possibly of a lesser degree. Maximum use was made of
available matching Federal funds as the past five years indicate.

Park Bonds Land Percent of

Issued Acquired Annual Issue

1969 $555,400 $164,025 29.53%

1970 $600,000 $ 90,000 15. uu*

1971 $600,000 $225,522 37.58%

1972 $600,000 $140,895 23·48%

1973 $600,000 $ 83,000 13.83%

1974 $600,000 -0- -0-

As previously stated, due to the non-availability of matching grants,
higher priorities, and the relocation of the park shops, land was
eliminated in 1974. This, however, is not ipso facto, undesirable,
or negative.

As of 1962 and a few years thereafter, the land area of the city
versus park land and population was somewhat out of proportion
relative to national desirable standards. (1 acre per 100 persons.)
From 1962 through 1972 park land increased from 1,405 acres to 2,652
acres or 47%. During the same period, the land area of the city
increased 11.80 square miles, or approximately 13%. The population,
although varying from time to time, actually decreased by approxi-
mately 1.4%. As I have also stated on previous occasions, some
people actually think we have too much land al ready, and especially
those who consider only the aspect of it being off the tax rolls.

L
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Mr. Wulz 2 January 5, 1974

Park City Area City Acres/

Acreaqe Sq. Mile Population Person

1962 1405 79.20 267,516 190

1963 1418 81.50 274,600 193

1964 1418 81.50 276,431 194

1965 1576 81.50 279,122 177

1966 1836 82.88 280,013 152

1967 1994 83·30 281,110 141

1968 2007 84.26 282,400 140

1969 2257 86.51 282,989 125

1970 2424 89.20 276,554 114

1971 2531 90.50 263,297 104

1972 2652 91.00 263,801 99.5

Heretofore in the capital improvement programs, as well as the bond
resolutions, the proposed land acquisitions have been described in
some detail, which in fact limits the use of the bond funds for any
land other than that actually described. This has become a
problem since we are not sufficiently clairvoyant to anticipate
which direction or which area of the city is going to develop first
and be annexed. With us it's generally an after-the-fact situation.

I have requested an opinion from Mr. Lawrence Curfman, which, if he
coticurs wilh ntt:, will permit us lo inject inlo the annual bond
issue a certain amount or percentage for land acquisition without
having to legally describe it or pinpoint it to a given area. This
would then give us the flexibility to maintain these bond proceeds
in a land acquisition account or fund which could be used to match
Federal grants, purchase surplus land from other governmental
agencies as it becomes available, and/or buy land from developers
at the time it is platted, developed, or annexed to the city.

To my knowledge, the Board of Park Commissioners has not, within
the last two and one-half years been offered any land pursuant to
existing subdivision regulations (Article 7, Sections 105(A) and
(B)); however, 1 assume that in the future years, this procedure
could be established.

If anyone has any questions concerning this matter, please do not
hesitate to call. Likewise, your comnients and views, if any, will
be appreciated.

RECAVEO

H. Jay Setter, Director fS. al.,POUN fPLANNING
HJS:g
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PARK BOARD LAND ACQUISITION EXPENDITURES
7

C'4*Kh (Excludes Airport Operations)

Over the last six years the Park Board has expended 1.2 million

dollars for land acquisition, or in other words an average of

$200,000 per year. A substantial proportion of this money was

acquired through Federal Open Space Grants, (less than 50%).

$ for Land Acq. Total Park and Rec. Exp.

1967 $ 253,811 $ 2,299,000

1968 603 1,919,026

1969 1,934 1,934,577

1970 240,238 2,472,724

1971 532,446 2,562,837

1972 206,503 3,602,319

TOTAL $1,235,535 $14,790,483

Average %of Expenditures of Land Acquisition 8.4%

r.r y · . L r., 21:2:i,9 .1.. '3 :112 2 L



CANAL ROUTE LOCAL MATCH

Presented below is an estimate of the local match requirement

associated with the recreational development of the I-35W

299.€ I project. The estimate of $363,000 does not include develop-
.' ·.%*44

ment of the northern or southern sections for which the Federal

Highway Administration and the State Highway Commission will

not share costs. The additive alternates are items which are

considered local responsibilities only and therefore there is

no federal or state participation on these. Our best estimate

for scheduling the expenditure of Canal Route monies would be

1975 and this could continue through 1980.

Basic System

Total Cost Local Match

Plant Material $1,086,884 $108,684

Earth Mounding 63,024 6,300

Bike Paths 331,032 33,100

Bridges 72,945 7,300

Lighting 456,277 45,600

Irrigation 893,024 89,300

Fencing 320,264 32,000

Chain Barrier 144,000 14,400

Signing 95,000 9,500

Recreation Areas 166,950 16,950

TOTAL $3,629,400 $363,000 7717,/17
Additive Alternates

Total Cost Local Match

Underpasses $ 424,800 $424,800*

Lighting 400,000 400,000

TOTAL $ 824,000 $824,800

*This to be PArt of canal lining cost.
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY

n/1/7 63 8
IA'

17\71¤@ll
METROPOLITANAREAPLANNING December 19, 1973

DEPARTMENT

039,4.*

PHONE 262-0611 -AREA COOEE 36

CITY BUILDING ANNEX

104 5. MAiN ST.
WICHITA. KANSAS G7202

E.cutive Director

Mr. Paul F. MeGinnis

Metropolitan Transit Authority
1825 South licLIan Boulevard

Wichita, Ranias 67213

Rri
Dear Pat.

Filf.
Et'
he>%34
Etit;*

We have receivsd an initial ramponse from Barry Lundbarg,
Manager of W. C. Gilman Codfany, regarding the "Bicentannial
Transit Proposal". I am forwarding a copy of his letter for
your information and filem. and would au=arlie the points
that Mr. Lundberg makes as follows:

Ef:9%1
99%'dll

1. 89 8*prisses support for the concept of a shuttle bu
system for downtown Wichita. de •tates that a raviow

atudy, and opecific itom• to be included in the review
of the propomal is within thi *copi of thi ourrinli

are noted. I might point out however, that our work
schedule calli for transit system recommendations to
be prepand by sumer 1974 and therefore we would not
be in a poaition to make any firm decisions regarding
the proper mix of public transportation until that
time.

2. He Itate• on page two that "the liTA ia propo•ing no
fare'--ther,foze, thi biue of patronage (hinoi revenue) ,
i• relatively unimeortant". It i, our understanding.
how•ve:, that the *no mvinue" provi•ion would only bi
trul for thi two year demonstration period. after which
logal sourze, for funding the system would need to bi
identifild.

bailed on demand, rather than expinding fund, for a flaai-
3. Mr. Lundbarg would 1 "incremental implamentation

bility study. I think we need to dioculs thim itim
further.

4. 21• 18 doubtful that the project would qualify for domon-
•tration moni••, but he •uggest. that the NIA oontact UMTA
to detenine thi aoceptability and thi typi of oupporting
documentation that would be required.

£.4 -
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Page 2 - Mr. Paul r. Mcalnnis

Decombor 19. 1973

5. He would be glad to broaden thi Icope of work and increall
their budget to acoo-odate any additional work riquired. f%%%41

As you know the multants ha planned on visiting I thia
week, but have had to postpone their trip. m intend to dip-
cuos thi• matter further with th-, end wa will kiep you
info=ed of any further development• on this and other matterm
pertaining to our mass tran,it planning •tudieB. 4*¥'

f &
Willard .. Btock••11

Chief Planner

Advance Plang Division

WLS:BAC:jl

811010•ur•

ces Melene Little. Chairman, Motxopolitan Tran,lit Authority
Dith St•vini. Metropolitan Transit Authority Mimber

/Robirt A. Lakia, Director of Planning
Art Larsen, Langston, Kitch and Usociates
Barry D. Lundbarg, Manager, W. C. Gilman Company

4
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W.C. Gilman & Co. A Division of Banon-Aschman Associates.Inc. 1771 W. Howard Street Chicago. Illinois 60626 Telephone 312 338·3215

December 12, 1973

Mr. Willard L. Stockwell
Chief Planner
Advanced Planned Division
Metropolitan Area Planning Department
City Building Annex
104 South Main Street
Wichita, Kansas 67202

Dear Bill:

Thank you for your letter of December 5, 1973--and the
enclosures which describe the current status of the MTA's
"Bi-Centennial Transit Proposal.

While we have not yet studied the routes or'service plan
in any detail, we certainly support the concept of a shut-
tle bus system for downtown Wichita. I'm sure that if the
MTA had not already been at work on this idea our study
would have developed a similar concept. Accordingly, we 7,34certainly view the review of the MTA plan as within the
scope of our study. This review would include:
- Veri fication of route (s) vis-a-vis location of major

traffic generators, traffic engineering constraints,etc.

- Determination of vehicle requirements to achieve both
a five and a ten minute headway.

- Estimation of operating costs for both five and ten
minute headways.

- Identification of the availability (and cost) of spe-4*t cially designed buses.

/'El,
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Mr. Willard L. Stockwell
December 12, 1973
Page Two

Additionally, the shuttle bus system would be coordinated
with the ultimate transit program we developed for thecommunity at large. Our overall scope and budget will not
permit us to go beyond the above review, however. Fortu-

nately, the MTA is proposing "no fare" --therefore, the
issue of patronage (hence revenue) is relatively unimpor-tant. In this case, concern regarding the amount of rider-
ship is only pertinent in terms of system capacity. Rather
than the MTA expending funds to have a "feasibility study"
conducted, I would suggest incremental implementation.
Then, if there is a complete lack of capacity at five or
ten minute headways, more buses can be added if desired.

%91,>.6

A month ago I would have given you a very pessimistic
reading regarding the possibility of UMTA funding for sucha demonstration grant. First of all, UMTA's position has
been to devote demonstration monies almost.exclusively to
the development of new "hardware." Secondly, there are
numerous examples of downtown shuttle bus operations
throughout the country--causing UMTA to question "What are
you trying to prove in Wichita?" However, the current
energy crisis could re-orient UMTA's demonstration priorities.

-·,By
I would recommend the MTA, if they have not already done so,
contact UMTA and discuss the Bi-Centennial Transit Proposal
concept, and their interest in receiving federal assistancefor its implementation. This would be valuable in several
respects; first of all, UMTA's receptivity to such a proposal
could be gauged, and secondly, the type of justification UMTAwould require to support such a request determined.92?
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If the justification required is beyond the level of effort
we can put into it (as outlined above)--in combination with
past MTA work--we would be pleased to discuss broadening our
present scope of work and increasing our budget to allow for
whatever detailed analysis and documentation of cost andbenefits is required.
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Mr. Willard L. Stockwell
December 12, 1973
Page Three

I look forward to discussing this in more detail with you
next week. At that time we would appreciate having a
detailed description of the routes and level of service
(by route) planned for this shuttle system by the MTA.
Best regards,

Barry D. Lundberg
Manager

BDL:agh
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447 WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY DATE

Horamber 9, 1973
ITIOPOLITAN ARIA PLANNING DIPARTMINT

TO eard of City Commis,ioniza

FR=M 90,0 Wheeler. Chaizman, Center City steering Cogaittie

Rloommand,4 CIP for thi Center City Area.'U'JECT

The Center City St-ring Coomitte• hold two a.*sions to
revi- the Capital Impm-=U hogr= and to make reoo-
mon,lations to ta• City Commi•*lon, CIP Colmitte•. Urhan
Res-al *goncy and various City departments on CIP projects
within or related to tho Canter City Ami.

Pliage flad attached the ze¢019,09.Id priority liating and
commenti for your reviow and consideration.

1 1032*6
*Wijl

Same Memo Sent To: The CIP Committee

Ralph Wulz
Don Anderson

Glen Dockery
Ray Bruggeman
Robert Lakin

Kenneth Kitchen

Gary Richert

L
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS PROGRAM PRIORITY' LISTING

PREVIOUS CIP

PROJECT

YEAR STATUS

la. Storm Sewer Improvements ---- Not previously included
First & Second Streets in CIP.

€*696

49%9;%8

lb. Storm Sewer 2nd Street;
River to Market.

1977 This is a URA proposal
which would be coor-

dinated with priority la.

2. B-64 1st and 2nd Streets-

Railroad Underpasses.

3a. MS-213 & 213A 1st Street

Big Arkansas River to Waco,
ROW, and Big Arkansas River
to Water (Construction).

3b. URA-2 Riverbank Improve-
ments, Douglas Avenue to 2nd
Street.

.E

1976 This project is not
feasible until storm

sewer improvements
(priority 1) are made. f

***** 9%
1972 CCSC members agreed that f.%11

 projects 3a-3f should be
 considered together as
1 they all relate to River
1 development, the 1st and
/ 2nd Street Bridge and the

1974 / Bi-Centennial celebration.

 these projects be coor-
It was recommended that

dinated with Priority 2

*14'·'
%€22.

3c.

3d.

3e.

. 94(i

3f.

4a.

54¥05: 1.....
4b.

Land Acquisition (URA
Proposal); Bi-Centennial
Site West of Arkansas River.

B-41 1st and 2nd Street at
Eg Arkansas River.

MS-174 2nd Street; Big
Arkansas River to Dodge.
(Construction).

MS-171 2nd Street; Greenway
to Main (reconstruction).

Pedestrian Improvements
Douglas Avenue; Main to
Broadway

Pedestrian Improvements
Douglas Avenue; Broadway
to Emporia.

1 as they involve the clos-
19741 ing of 1st and 2nd Streets.

 All of these projects
# need to be accomplished
1 prior to 1976 if the Bi-
 Centennial Park is to

1974 1 be developed in this area.
1 However, if the Bi-Centen-
1 nial Park project is not
1 initiated, some of these

1976 1 projects could be scheduled
 over a period of several
1 years, however, projects
 involving street closings

/ should be coordinated to
191 6 minimize the time the

streets are closed.
*****

1977
It is recommended that

these projects be
initiated during the
same project year.

1978

ik.1 -

226:4
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5. E-7D Kellogg; Lulu to 1974 his will provide ira-

Topeka (ROWY. proved access to the
downtown area and re-

place a deteriorating
viaduct.

6. AR: New Museum 1975 Action was taken by the
Kil Construction City Commission to adopt
AR2 Plans a site south of the
AR3 Land Acquisition Library.

S-ce acquisitioi; 4,1
commercial iefe el.jp-

.n 1978.

7. E-13 Inner Loop; ROW. 1976 This project will pro-
1977 vide access to and
1978 around the Center City

and lessen traffic

1 4/3..

8.

9.

10a,

1Ob.

10c.

*gr,=el

u?«61'·
€*19

Urban Park

North 4 of block bounded by
St. Francis, Douglas, R/R
tracks and William. This

area was proposed as a
park in the East Douglas
Study.

Pedestrian Improvements
Urban Park North 5 of block

bounded by St. Francis,
Douglas, R/R tracks & William.

Old Cit Building (New Item)
To bring building up to
code standards.

Electrical

Sprinkler
Fire Exit

Mechanical

Police Building and Shop.

Site Development (for Gas-
light Park).

Construct Park
Engineering
Gaslight park is to be

located at the site of

the Old Police Building.

congestion.

*929 ,
1974 The Salvation Army is

willing to move from
this area. The park would 1111111
provide a setting for
the "Old Town" develop-
ment.

1975 See No. 8. --

1975 ..!62 1

These projects are con-
sidered together because 
of their-relationship
to Gaslight Park develop-
ment.

1975

1975

..har b ' '-11'ce 13

-elation:hip.

:49
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11. Pedestrian Improvements 1976

Old Town Square

12. Land Acquisition Block bounded 1978 Revision of Number 10,
by Douglas, Emporia, 1st and CIP proposals. Com-
St. Francis. This site was mercial development is
previously proposed for the now proposed for this
new art museum. land.

13. 8-63 Bridge at Maple and 1977 This project is a key
Arkansas River. in the further develop-

ment of proposed East-
West Circulation through ff: 2
the core area.

' *Ifi

26.:
&*»r
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DATE

May 17, 1972
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

TO
The Center City Steering Committee

1-ROM Richard L. Mathews, Planning Aide III, Advance Plans Dj.vision

Short Range and Long Range Pedestrian Circulation in Downtown Wichita
SUBJECT

The Center City Steering Committee for the past several months
has been evaluating short and long range development plans for
the Central Business District (CBD) of Wichita. An integral part
of the plans is a method of increasing intereactions between
retaij., office and public attractions. This involves reducing
both the resistance to walking between attractions within the
CBD and any possible resistance to long term parking expense
by shoppers or employees .

f**Mi

The importance of distances can be seen in Table I, of the
Appendix. This table shows measured walking distances in
five cities. An approximate average curve is similar to the
line representing Dallas. This indicates that 40% of those
interviewed would walk 750 fect (.14 miles) while only 20%
would walk approximately 1,250 feet (.24 miles) . When these

acceptable walking distances are compared with the following
table of Wichita's CBD distances between major retail attrac-
tions, Wichita's pedestrian problem becomes evident.

TABLE II SHORT RANGE PLAN DISTANCES*

Walking Walk Bus

Distance Time Time

Attractions {Feet) (Minutes)

Kiva Mall...........Topeka Street 1,765 7.0 2.5

City Annex Bldg.....Topeka Street 1,260 5.1 2.0

Farm Credit Bank

of Wichita·· · ·· ...Topeka Street 1,430 5.8 2.3

Macy's........... . . - Topeka Street 750 3.0 1.2

Macy's.-...........Kiva Mall 1,670 6.7 2.7

Macy.' s.., - - . . Century II & Library 1,190 4.8 1.9

American Savings. ..Century II & Library 1,500 6.1 2.4

-1--Ff„--r-irmet....--··c,4'Y/IN„9:-*·-5,/30047,wifnljifieq:,jimz-,4,#*IR·¥•a''3*9.7-r-'1;MI'J¥**

-_ --_- a ·· - ----a•--9---=-====:=,==132*,a=t92,5/ am'INI&ImEMaE,•IkEUm'CM·EM2/£%32.2.
:44294Cr¥494*Ot;'
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LONG RANGE PLAN DISTANCES*

Walking Walk Bus

Distance Time Time
Attractions (Feet) (Minutes)
Administration

Center Century II & Library 3,350 13.6 5.4
Penny's Century II & Library 1,880 7.6 3.1
Kiva Mall Possible Museum/Old 2,500 10.1 4.1

Town Complex Area
Eastside Fringe

Parking......,....Macy's 2,950 12.0 4.7

Eastside Fringe Administration 6,150 24.9 10.0
Parking Center

Lawrence Stadium Administration 5,700 23.1 12.0

Center

Administration

Center. Macy's 3,000 15.0 7.6

* Walking Speed =2.8 mile/hour (Average adult not handicapped
or elderly)

Bus Speed = 7 mile/hour

Major CBD retail activity stretches east and west on Douglas
from the Kiva Mall to Topeka Street .33 miles away. The
north and south pedestrian activity stretches from American
Savings to Century II and the Library .284 miles apart. By
1980 these boundaries could range east and west from the Kiva
Mall to the proposed museum/old town complex area .47 miles
away and north and south from the Administration Center to
Century II and the Library .64 miles away.

From the above table it can be seen that a "people mover"
would cut pedestrian walk times in half for those attractions
on the bus route. Given the degree of attractiveness of CBD
destinations pedestrian activity would be stimulated by a
reduction in travel times between destinations. Add to this,
low cost long term parking and pedestrian movement in the CBD
would increase.

The direct and spillover benefits resulting from fringe parking
and pedestrian circulation are incurred by various entities.
The City of Wichita gains financially with reduced hard core
parking needs and the a 1ternative of locating needed parking
on less expensive land. Downtown merchants gain from increased
retail and restaurant activity. There is a general increase
in convenience to CED employees and shoppers. Automobile
travelers in the CBD benefit with reduced traffic and there-
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fore improved travel times, reduced air and reduced noise pollu-
tion. In addition the Metropolitan Transit Authority's system
could gain from the improved awareness of transit generated from
the pedestrian circulation system.

9*1
f *-6

In recognition of the public benefits derived from transit
systems, there is evidence of a more conducive transit atmos-
phere in the Federal government. The result is a proposed
amendment to the 1972 Housing and Urban Development Act which
would amend the Urban Mass Transportation Assistance Act of
1964. This amendment, passed by the Senate and the Housing
would change the existing 2/3 Urban Mass Transit Administration
(UMTA) capital grant matching ratio to an 80-20 basis. The

amendment also provides for operating assistance which could
run from 7¢ to 8¢/passenger. Activity of this type at the
Federal level lends a very favorable atmosphere to CBD pedes-
trian circulation planning.

6. EXISTING SYSTEM

Route The existing peak hour shuttle service is operated by the
Metropolitan Transit Author.ity and runs from the Lawrence
Stadium parking lot to the core area on the route shown on
Map I. This route is serviced between 7:00 a.m. and 9:00 a.m.
and 4:30 p.m. and 6:00 p.m. with 10-minute headways. The fare

for the trip is 10¢.

Buses Two 1953 buses, purchased second hand in 1966, are used to main-
tain the shuttle service. In addition, the South Seneca and
Friends University route buses service the parking lot on
their way to and from the CBD. These buses have poor air-
conditioning and heating systems, they have push-open back doors,
and provide a rough ride throughout the shuttle route.

Operations - In 1971 the MTA received $12,187 from their shuttle service
operations. Based on the MTA's revenue figures as shown on

1.9. Table III, one can see the variation of shuttle ridership
between winter and summer. Ridership ranged from an average
418 passengers/day in the summer months (May-September) and
506 passengers/day in the winter months (October-April). To
indicate the number of passengers generated from parked cars,
a spot check was made one morning in March. There wore 630

cars parked in the Lawrence Stadium lot by 9:00 a.m. which
generated approximately 260 riders. These 260 riders represented
42% of the cars parked by 9:00 a.m. on that morning.
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Total capacity of the Lawrence Stadium lot is about 980. Using
the rough estimate of generation (42%) the existing system could
be carrying a maximum of 410 passengers in the 7:00 a.m. to
9:00 a.m, period. This includes the parking area near the
Metropolitan Baptist Church.

THE SHORT RANGE PLAN

Route After four months of evaluating the possibility of upgrading
the shuttle system in Wichita's CBD, an initial short range
system based on the existing east-west route has been determined
feasible. Continuance and improvement of the existing system can
best serve the short range pedestrian needs (1972-1975). This

route is designed to serve major retail and office attractions
in the CBD. As seen on Map II this route services from approxi-
mately 50 to 780 public parking spaces at each bus stop.

Buses The upgrading of the existing system entails the use of three
19-passenger buses running on 5-minute headways 12 hours a
day (7:00 a.m.-7:00 p.m.). This would cut the existing head-
ways in half and extend service to off-peak hours. These

buses would provide comfortable air-conditioned rides and since
these buses are only 21 feet long, they would be much easier
to maneuver in traffic. The use of small attractive buses can
add to the pedestrian atmosphere of the CBD.

Several companies are currently manufacturing small buses for
shuttle bus and pedestrian circulation systems. GMC, a tradi-

tional bus manufacturer, is currently investigating the possi-
bilities of adding a small bus to their product line. With

the national accent on pedestrian circulation systems, the
availability of small buses should increase.

Currently, the companies of Ward Bus Body, Flxible, Mercedes
Benz, Mini-bus, and Highway Products offer suitable sized
buses for CBD pedestrian circulation systems. Table IV pro-
vides costs data on each unit, three units for the short range
plan and two additional units for the long range plan. Urban

Mass Transportati.on Administration (UMTA) capital grants of
2/3-1/3 could be obtained for the purchase of these buses, with
the 1/3 to be supplied locally. These units range from $12,900
for the 14-passenger Ward Bus Body bus to $17,000 for the
25-phssener Highway Products bus. Total cost for the short

range program ranges from $39,000 to $51,000 for the three
buses. Under the present 2/3 UMTA matching program the three

1 __og:21
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buses would cost the City from $12,900 to $17,000. Under

the proposed 80-20 matching program this system would cost
from $7,700 to $10,000. The acquisition costs of these buses

are considerably smaller than the 45-passenger GMC buses being
purchased by the MTA at $35,000 per unit.

Operations - In determining operating costs, operation data was collected

from the Wichita MTA, Minneapolis, Washington, D.C., and several

other cities with CBD shuttle systems. Special reports on

pedestrian circulation systems were also utilized. Based on

a twelve hour day with 80,900 miles per year, the total opera-

ting costs for three shuttle buses is roughly $48,000/year.

This is approximately $.59/miles or $.031/seat miles for a

19-passenger bus. These figures include all direct and indirect

costs as detailed in Table V of the Appendix. These costs are

similar to those projected in a study on 14 center cit trans-
portation systems done by Wilbur Smith and Associates. These

14 cities ranged in size from New York, Chicago, and Los Angeles
to cities the size of Charlotte, North Carolina and Trenton,·

New Jersey.

To project revenues for the short range system, the existing

use of the Lawrence Stadium parking lot was extrapolated to

capacity over three years. This was done to arrive at a

maximum possible revenue figure from the lot. In addition,

CBD route ridership was increased from two to five passengers

per trip over a three year period to approximate retail and

office growth. This pedestrian ridership figure represents

an average over the total twelve hours of operation for the

three buses and was arrived at by considering the existing

CBD parking lot locations as shown on Map II. Based on 10¢

fares, the total revenue from the first year of operation is

approximately $24,000 and increases to about $39,000 by the

third year of operation. Given a proposed UMTA operating

subsidy of 7¢ to 8¢ per passenger, operating revenue could
range from $41,900 the first year of operation to $68,000

in the third year of operation. This would allow the system

to operate at a profit after the first year of operation
which includes the initial capital outlay.

Equipment

Evaluation - In evaluating buses to be used in a CBD pedestrian circu-
lation system a general screening was first made. This was

based on the criteria of maneuverability in traffic, easy
entrances and exits from the bus, general attractiveness, and

1
F.J. Devaney, "Planning Requirements for People Movers"
Wilbur Smith and Associates, October 26, 1971.

r
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being manufactured by an experienced firm. Buses meeting these

criteria ranged in size from 14 to 25-passenger capacity.

To evaluate these buses, a cost-benefit method of analysis
was used to deal with the costs and revenues accruing over a
five-year period. A five-year period of operation was considered
predictable with reasonable certainty for both the cost and
revenue or benefit streams of the project. Cost and benefit

streams are the monetary costs and revenue receipts incurred
each year over a five-year period. This method involves dis-

counting each bus' cost-benefit streams back to the investment
date (1973). The total present value of the cost stream was

then subtracted from the total present value of the benefit
stream to arrive at a present worth for each investment. Present

worth is the value (benefit minus cost) of a five-year investment.
project at the date of implementation.

Based on a 2/3 UMTA capital grant, Lawrence Stadium and CBD

ridership revenue at 10¢ fares, and an initial operating cost
of $48,000, none of the buses showed a positive present worth.

Therefore the minimum negative present worth was used for
evaluating each bus investment. It should be noted that

acquisition and operating costs were compared only to those
benefits guantifiable in monetary terms. Had benefits other
than derived revenues been quantified and compared to the sys-
tem's cost, higher present worths mby have developed. For

example, reduced CBD traffic, improved travel times, reduced
air and reduced noise pollution, increased trade, increased
pedestrian convenience, and public awareness of Wichita's MTA
system are all benefits.unquantifiable in monetary terms within
the scope of this study.

Table VI shows that present worths range from -$100,067 over
a five-year period for the 14-passenger Ward Bus Body proffer
(four buses required) to -$88,991 over the same period for the

Mercedes Benz proffer. The ranking of buses remained the
same when each stream was discounted at 3% and 7%. The second

best entry was the Flxette with a -$90,786 loss for five years.

An entry whose cost has not yet been determined is the Mini-bus
which, based on Washington, D.C.'s experience, should parallel
the Flxette closely.

With only -$1,795 difference in present worths between the
Mercedes Benz and the Flxette, the diseconomies involved in
maintenance of two diverse chasis must be considered. That

is, the additional tools and knowledge involved in servicing
the Mercedes Benz could easily cost more than the present

worth difference of -$1,795 over a five-year period. Although

I-
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Mercedes Benz would provide free training for mechanics, MTA
officials expressed concern over parts distribution and mechanic

turnover problems presented by the Mercedes Benz bus. Therefore
the Flxette and possibly the Mini-bus are considered acceptable
choices.

-Alternative

_Systems Several different systems of revenue collection and scheduling
were evaluated for implementation of the short range three bus
pedestrian circulation system. These are based on the cost

stream over a five-year period for a 19-passenger bus with
an initial investment of $15,000. These are as follows:
(Table VII in Appendix)

A - Three buses running twelve hours per day (7:00 a,m,-7:00
with 4.7 minute headways and 10¢ fares collected upon ent
into the bus. Present worth of five-year stream = -$90,7

B - The above system amended by using three buses on peak hours
(7:00 a.m.-9:00 a.m., 12:00 noon-1:00 p.m., 4:00 p.m.-6:00 p.m.)
and two buses on off-peak hours (9:00 a.m.-12:00 noon, 1:00 p.m.
4:00 p.m., 6:00 p.m.-7:00 p.m.). Present worth of five-year
stream = -$70,405.

C - System A with a fare increase to 15¢, using the Simpson-
Curtin formula of demand elasticity for transit ridership.
Present worth of five-year stream = -$71,303.

D - Provide free shuttle service but charge 15¢ per day to all
cars parking in the Lawrence Stadium lot. The capacity

of the lot, 980 cars, was reached in the first three years.
Lot attendant salary of $6,447 per year was used and inflated
for the cost stream. Present worth of five-year stream =
-$100,146.

E - The above system but charging 25¢ per day parking. Present
worth of five-year stream = +$256.

F - Using bus schedules A or B and providing free Lawrence Stadium
Parking, free bus service to and from the Stadium and free
service throughout the downtown area. The total cost of

operations would be covered by downtown retail and office
establishments. Present worth of five-year stream = -$230,781.

The advantage of the present worth method of cost-benefit analysis
is that it allows a meaningful ranking of alternatives. The

six alternatives given above can be ranked E, B, C, A, D, F.

-4*€
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On the basis of present worth, these alternatives are recommended
in that order.

The above alternatives represent three possible methods of
revenue collection. Systems A, B and C represent methods of
direct user charges for the bus service provided to the rider.
Systems D and E are indirect methods of collecting revenue by
providing a complimentary service. Alternative F provides
maximum promotion of the downtown area and is financed indi-
rectly by those receiving monetary benefits from the system.
Several variations of these three approaches exist but represent..j·:-:
only minor amendments to, or combinations of the above six
alternatives.

By eliminating the operation of one bus on off-peak hours as
described in alternative B, first year operating costs are
decreased by approximately $9,000 while operating revenues are
reduced by approximately $3,000 from alternative A. Using only
two buses on off-peak hours is recommended until an additional
third bus is warranted for the system.

Alternative C is not recommended because of the high elasticity
of ridership demand. The Simpson-Curtin formula (a 1% increase
in fare results in a 1/3 of 1% decrease in bus ridership) could
well understate the elasticity of a pedestrian circulation
system's demand. This formula is based on city-wide transit
and does not account for the competitiveness of walking that
exists with a CBD pedestrian system. Therefore, a change from
the existing system's 10¢ fare is not advisable.

Alternative E is not only the superior parking fee method of
collection but is superior to the three user charge methods.
This alternative is partially dependent on Lawrence Stadium
parking improvements and cooperation between the Parks Depart-
ment and the Metropolitan Transit Authority. The Metropolitan
Area Planning Department is currently surveying the need for
Lawrence Stadium improvements, after which a cost estimate of
improvements can be prepared.

The premise of system F is to provide the downtown pedestrian
with the convenience he would receive when using outlying shopping
cent*ers ob office facilities. Providing free means of parking
and circulation between downtown retail and office activity is
expected to increase pedestrian activity in the downtown area.

.-, ..4-2.-
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The importance of dependable and constant service should be
stressed at this point. These alternatives should not suggest
variability in the system's operation after its implementation.
Rather, these alternatives are presented to indicate possible
means of operating a pedestrian circulation system and not
methods to be experimented with after initiation of the system.
The two exceptions are Systems A and B where 5-6 minute headways
can be maintained on off-peak hours with two buses and 4.7
minute head-ways with three buses during peak hours.

The decision as to which bus and system is most desirable
should be made by the MAPD and the MTA at the time of imple-
mentation. At which time a program of announcement and adver-
tising should be established on the basis of available funds.

LONG RANGE PLAN

Long range development plans now being considered by the CCSC
for the East Douglas area include Art and Historical Museums,
an "Old Town'I, major retail stores and office activity. In

addition, an Administration Center will be constructed at
the southwest corner of Central and Main by 1974. Both areas

of development will be large traffic generators and require
means of pedestrian circulation. There will be a natural desire
to move back and forth from the proposed museum center/old town
area to Century II and from the Kiva to the new 4·th National
Bank retail shops.

To service the proposed East Douglas development the short range
shuttle system should be extended eastward as needs dictate.
For example, the renovation of Kassebaum's property and possibly
the Ward' s building will require the extention of the east-west
shuttle further east on Douglas. As an East Douglas museum/
old town complex becomes a reality and additional long term
parking is warranted, .a second fringe parking area east of the
overpass should be established. The Centor-£112_eroposals -
f!!cruEe several sites where this parking could be provided.
It is expected that FederalassisES'nce could be obtain for
fringe parking from the Urban Renewal Agency and UMTA.

Extending the east-west shuttle service to an eastside fringe
parking area would create a continuous three bus (five-minute
headway) service between the two fringe parking lots. As
shown on Map III this service would run east on Douglas and
west on William. This would allow pedestrians to travel from
the Ki.va Mall. to the area of the proposed museum/old town
complex in 4.1 minutes or from the eastside fringe parking lot
to Macy's in 4.7 minutes.

* -64 · . I$. -- -
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To service the Administration Center and north-south pedestrian
traffic, a loop running on Main, English, Broadway and Central
could be established with two buses running on five-minute head-
ways. This loop, shown on Map IV, would allow pedestrians or
employees to travel from the Administration Center to Macy's
in 7.6 minutes or to Century II and the Library in 5.4 minutes.
The north-south loop could also run on Market rather than
Broadway as shown on Map IV. This will depend on the develop-
ment occuring on these streets before 1975.

A total pedestrian circulation system is developed with these
two loops interconnecting to provide service to the CBD as
shown on Map V. For example, one could park in Lawrence
Stadium and ride to Douglas and Broadway, transfer for free,
and ride to the Administration Center in approximately 12.0
minutes. Coming from an eastside fringe parking lot one could
reach the Administration Center in approximately 10 minutes.

With the addition of two buses for the north-south loop it is
recommended by MTA officials that a back-up bus be purchased.
This would make a total of three additional buses required for
implementation of the long range plan. The cost of the addi-
tional three buses to the City would range from $12,900 to
$17,000 with an UMTA 2/3-1/3 capital grant matching and between
$7,700 and $10,000 with the possible 80-20 UMTA matching.(Table IV)

The operating costs for these two buses would be approximately
$28,067 per year. This is based on an eleven hour day (7:00 a.m.-
6:00 p.m.) and the costs associated with the short range system
(Table V). Given three passengers per trip (averaged over the
entire day) and 10¢ fares, the revenue from operations would
be approximately $8,900 per year. This would leave a deficit
of about $19,000 per year. With an UMTA operating subsidy of
7¢ to 8¢ this deficit would amount to approximately $12,500 per
year.

Financing - The answer as to who should finance the operating deficit
bhould be based on the externalities or spill-over benefits
of the system. That is, all benefits other than those received
by the rider himself. There are many types of support for
transit systems in the country rangj.ng from parking meter
revenue to a cigarette tax. Unlike a city-wide transit service
a pedestrian circulation system benefits a special area and
services a select group. Therefore, financial support of such
a system should encompass means which avoid a city-wide tax
base. Methods of support involving select recipients of a

r
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pedestrian circulation system include: direct user charges in
the form of bus fares; indirect user charges in the form of
parking fees; collection from retail and office operations for
increased pedestrian traffic; and special district assessment
based on derived benefits and possible increased land valuation.

A method of direct user charges would involve fares paid by
riders for the service provided them by the circulation system.
In order for this system to cover all costs of operations,
using the ridership figures projected for a 10¢ fare, a fare
of 20¢ would have to be charged. It is doubtful that a fare
this large would attract the ridership necessary to cover
operations costs. Alternatives A and B are based on 10¢ fares
which only partially cover operations costs yet insure a more
successful circulation system than the 20¢ fares. This method

of support would require additional financing from the MTA,
the City or downtown businessmen.

Charging indirectly for bus service through parking fees not.
only provides a profitable service but distributes the cost
of the bus service to all persons using the lot. Core area

parking lots and garages could participate in a park and ride
program to replace the 10¢ fare for pedestrians parking within
the CBD.

A third method of financing a pedestrian circulation system is
total or partial support from downtown retail and office
establishments. The difficulty of implementing this system
is in determining a satisfactory proxy to base individual
retail or office support. Suggested proxies are total annual
sales for retail establishments and total number employed in
office buildings or individual offices. A more general means
of support could be collected through membership fees in Greater
Downtown Wichita Inc.

Total support from the core area retail and office establishments
would range from $48,000 for operations plus $9,000 to $15,000
for bus acquisition the first year of operation to approximately
$59,000 the fifth year of operations. A means of partial support
could be developed with the City paying the acquisition costs,
the MTA paying 7¢ to 8¢ per passenger and the remaining operations
costs being payed by retail and office establishments. This
method would leave approximately $30,000 the first year of
operations and $29,500 the fifth year of operations for the
retail and office portion.

The fourth method of support, special dj.strict assessment, is
normally not recommended where the possibility of user charge
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support exists. Because of the current question of correct

CBD assessment, the possibility of special district assessment
for the pedestrian circulation system's support should be
reserved until 1975 or 1976.

RECOMMENDATIONS

On the basis of this study it is recommended that the existing
peak hour shuttle service be improved and developed into a
pedestrian circulation system operating throughout the day.
This recommendation comprises the replacement of the two exis-
ting 45-passenger buses with three small buses in order that
the existing 10-minute headways be reduced to 5-minute headways.
These buses should run on the MTA's current Lawrence Stadium

Shuttle route until redevelopment in the East Douglas area
warrants extending the route east beyond Topeka Street. This 

i . short range pedestrian circulation system should be implemented
as soon as funding is available.

Long range (1975-1980) development of this system should proceed
in response to added CBD pedestrian attraction. When developments

in the East Douglas area such as the proposed museum/old town
complex and Kassebaum' s renovation projects warrant service, the
short range route should be streamlined by eliminating the
Water-lst-Main Street section and extending the route eastward
on Douglas and William. When added parking for East Douglas

area is warranted, an eastside fringe parking facility should
be considered.

When the Administration Center is completed and pedestrian
traffic between the Center and the hard core can support a bus

service, a CBD loop could be established with two buses. This

route could run on Central-Main-English-Broadway or Market
depending on future development of the two streets.

The long range circulation system is dependent on the success
of the short range system. The long range decision of extending
the east-west service or implementing the north-south loop can
be made on the basis of the short range system's operations and
the state of pedestrian attraction at that time.

RLM:mwq
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WALKING DISTANCES IN TNE CENTER CITY

The above graph was taken from "Planning Requirements for People
Movers", a study done by Wilbur Smith and Associates. The graph

shows the relationship between the percentage of people walking
and the distance they walked. For example, 60% of those inter-
viewed in Dallas walked approximately 375' while only 20% would
walk 1250

Note the two extremes in the above set of curves were both measured
in Seattle. The number ¢1) curve being a measure of between
building walks and the number (8) curve being measured from
parking facilities. An explanation of Seattle's large walking
distances between buildings could be their system of ·elevators
between certain buildings in hilly sections of the CBD.
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TABLE II

SHORT RANGE PLAN DISTANCES*

Walking Walk Bus

Distance Time Time

Attractions (Feet) (Minutes)
Kiva Mall Topeka Street 1,765 7.0 2.5

City Annex Bldg Topeka Street 1,260 5.1 2.0

Farm Credit Bank of Wichita.Topeka Street 1,430 5.8 2.3

Macy's Topeka Street 750 3.0 1.2

Macy's Kiva Mall 1,670 6.7 2.7

Macy's Century II & Library 1,190 4.8 1.9

American Savings Century II & Library 1,500 6.1 2.4

LONG RANGE PLAN DISTANCES*

Walking Walk Bus

Distance Time Time

Attractions (Feet) (Minutes)

Penny's Century II & Library 1,880 7.6 3.1

Kiva Mall Possible Museum/ Old 2,500 10.1 4.1

Town Complex Area

Eastside Fringe Parking.....Macy's 2,950 12.0 4.7

Eastside Fringe Parking Administration Center 6, 150 24.9 10.0

Lawrence Stadium Administration Center 5,700 23.1 12.0

Administration Center Century II & Library 3,350 13.6 5.4

Administration Center.......Macy's 3,000 15.0 7.6

* Walking Speed =2.8 mile/hour (Average adult not handicapped or elderly)

Bus Speed = 7 mile/hour

L
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M T A REVENUE FROM SH[ITTLE BUS SERVICE*

1971 Qnkll AQult

January $ 1,253.00
1

February 866.00

March 1,298.00

April 1,105.00

May 980.00

June 925.00

July 885.00

August 869.00

September 935.00

October 945.00

November 1,060.00
December 1.066.00

TOTAL $12,187.00 - 496 passengers/day

1972 MQ11111 Am2311112

January $1,086.00

February 1,023.00
March 1.165.00

TOTAL $3,274.00 - 546 passengers/day

Summer months (May - Septeinber)

TOTAL - 45,940 passengers - 417.6 passengers/day

Winter months (October - April)

TOTAL - 75,930 passengers - 506 passengers/day

*Based on 10¢ fare with 10 minute headways and operating from

7:00 a.m. and 4:30 p.m. - 6:00 p.m.
1February 1971 snowstorm caused the low monthly revenue figure.
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TABTE TV

BUS ENTRTES
1

City's portion City's Portion
Short Long Range UMTA Matching (2/3) UMTA Matching (80-20)
Range +2-Units & 3-Units 2-Units 3-Units 2-Units

Bus 1-Unit 3-Units 1 Back-up 1 Back-up 1 Back-up

SM-20 $12,900 $38,700 $38,700 $12,900 $12,900 $7,700Ward Bus Body $7,700

(14 passenger)

Mercedes Benz $13,100 $39,200 $39,200 $13,100
(19 passenger

$13,100 $7,800 $7,800

standard model)

Flxette $15,000 $45,000 $45,000 $15,000 $15,000 $9,000 $9,000(19 passenger
Flxible Co.)

44in Coach $17,000 $51,000 $51,000 $17,000 $17,000 $10,000 $10,000(25 passenger

Highway Products)

1

Costs based on 1972 prices.

r
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OPERATING EXPENSES 1

SHORT RANGE PLAN

Operating Supplies (fuel & oil)..........$ 1,368.00
Tubes and Tires..........,......... 294.00

Repair Parts Bus
..... 713.00

Salaries: Driver. ...
...... .39,193.002

Workman's Compensation ................ 615.00
Employee FICA. . .

........ 2,743.00

Insurance - Hospital and Life
1 434-.00

Insurance - Buses. ........
1 500.00

Vehicle Licenses
..... 151.00

TOTAL. ........ $48,011.00

Cost/Bus ............. .16,003.00

Mile ............. $.593

Cost/Seat Mile (14 passenger).

(19 passenger).

(25 passenger).

$.0424

$.03125

$.02375

1 Based on short range plan route as shown on Map I with three
buses, five-minute headways and twelve hours of operation
per day.

2

Figure is based on possible December, 1972 wage increase
resulting from MTA-Union contract negotiations.
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TABLE VI

AVAILABLE SPNITTLE BUSES
Present Value

of 5 year streams-7%

Bus Costs Rece.ipts Present Worth

(Deficit)

SM-20

Ward Bus Body $240,062 4139.995 $(100,067)

(14 passenger)

Mercedes Benz

Standard Model 228,986 139.995 (88,991)

(19 passenger

Flxette

Flxible Company 230,781 139,995 (90,786)

(19 passenger)

Twin Coach

Highway Products 232,650 139,995 (92,655)

(25 passenger)

$15,000 bus with
possible UMTA 80-20
Capital Grant Matching 225,173 244,936 19,763

and 7-8¢ operating
subsidy

O
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(7 am-7 pm) with 4.7
minute headways and
10¢ fares.

B - The above system $192,201 $121,796 $(70,405)
amended by using three
buses on peak hours
(7 am-9 am, 12 noon-1 pm,
4 pm-6 pm) and two buses
on off-peak hours
(9 am-12 noon, 1 pm-4 pm,
6 pm-7 pm).

C - System A with a fare $230,781 $159,478 $(71,303)
increase to 150, using
the Simpson Curtin
formula of demand

elasticity for transit
ridership.

D - Provide free shuttle

service but charge 15¢
per day to all cars
parking at Lawrence
Stadium. Lot attendant

salary of $6,447 per year
was used and inflated for
five-year stream.

$230,781 $130,635 $(100,146)

E - The above system; a 25¢ $230,781 $231,037 $256
per day parking charge.

F - Using bus schedules A or B $230,781 -0- $(230,781)
and providing free Lawrence
Stadium parking, free bus
service from the stadium and
free service throughout the
downtown area. The total costs

of operations would be covered
by downtown retail and office
establishments.

1.6.6*.. r I 'll

1 :714 ·6Affs:ft .: - e#24.
4 7- . 13*14.rer'%lt'Lark+%.. i

rh TABLE VII

SHORT RANGE ALTERNATIVE SYSTEMS

PRESENT VALUE

(5-year stream) PRESENT WORTH
DESCRIPTION COST RECEIPTS (Deficit)

A - Three buses running $230,781 $139,995 $(90,786)
12 hours per day
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MAP I

Existing Route Among CBD Attractions
Existing Attractions - 9
Possible Future Attractions E

Short Range Route (Existing)
Possible Route Extention

3 buses - 4-6 minute headways

f Tl fl

ft

\ 310%

- IL JI. . 1
no 17 0 0



-1

MAP II

I Number of Public Parking Spaces
Existing Parking Facilities l[J·COEServed by Existing Route

1

Possibile Future Parking
Facilities

Short Range Route (Existing)
Possible Route Extention
3 buses - 4-6 minute headways 7 71'- -
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MAP III

L J W.-1 LULULL]U 1
! Long Range East-West Shuttle Route

Existing Attractions
Possible Future Attractions a

j Long Range East-West Shuttle
Route

2 buses - 4-6 minute headways
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MAP IV

Long Range North-South Loop
Existing Attractions

l I

Possible Future Attractions E
Long Range North-South Loop

Possible Alternates

2 buses - 4-6 minute headways
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MAP V

Total Long Range Pedestrian
Circulation System

Existing Attractions
Possible Future Attractions E

Long Range East-West Shuttle
Route

Long Range North-South Loop

5 buses - 4-6 minute headways
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FROM Glen E.Docket> Research and Budget Officer
U#4-*» . SUBJECT Outside Agency Review of
/ Proposed Capital Improvement' Program

As requested by the City Commission the Proposed 1974-1979
Capital Improvement P rogram was dis tributed to various
outside interested agencies and citizen groups for their
review and comments prior to official action by the
Board of City Commissioners.

The proposed program was accompanied with a letter
inviting comments to be submitted to the Budget Office
by January 30, 1974 for distribution to the City
Conal,ission prior to the February 5 meeting date.
The program was distributed to 29 outside agencies
and citizen groups on January 10, 1974.

As of this date we have received one written response
from Mid-Town Citizens Association, Inc. The letter
is attached for your review. I would note the letter
has been forwarded by Mid-Town to members of the
City Commission, Other groups may appear in person
at the City Conmtission meeting for oral presentations.

GED:hlp
Attachment
CC: CIP Administrative Committee /48?X
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ZERO 1
THE CITY OP' WICAITA.

OFFICE OF Budget and Management ON SAFETYDATE January 31, 1974· PHASE II

TO Robert G. Finch, Assistant City Manager
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DEPARTMENT OF ADMINISTRATION
202·0611 -AREA CODE 316 January 10, 1974
CITY BUILEDING -- 204 S. MAIN sT.

WICHITA, KANSAS 67202

NE

Gentlemen:

Enclosed is a copy (or copies) of the City of Wichita's ../.*2
Proposed 1974-1979 Capital Improvement Program as developed F/*Il*..
by the Capital Improvement Program Adminis trative Committee.

The Wichita Board of City Commissioners has indicated a
desire to provide outside agencies, citizen groups, and
interested individuals an opportunity to review and comment
on the proposed program prior to final approval.

The enclosed program is being forwarded to you for your
and/or your committee' s review to provide you an opportunity
to respond with any suggested comments or recommendations
prior to final adoption by the Board o f City Commissioners.

Any written response that you may have concerning the
proposed program should be forwarded to the City' s Budget
and Management Division, 204 South Main, by January 30, 1974.
Comments will be assembled and forwarded to the City
Commissioners for their review.

If, in the event you would prefer to be in attendance and
make an oral presentation as opposed to submitting written
comments, the program will be reviewed by the Board of
City Commissioners on February 5, 1974 in the City Commission
room as a regular agenda item.

9

imi
Sincerely yours,

Glen E. Dockery
Research & Budget Officer

GED:hlp
Enclosure
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6.94 ;**91 Mid-Town Citins
4-€Wy rk K 4··' 3
./.,t//41>1"A ' .% 1

I Association,Inc.
WICHITA, KANS.

W:lt#& ,+2' 1

18 thAN 3 0 1974 1 J
MANAGEME J
BUDGET &

9 -i·CAC

To: Glen E. Dockcry
Budget and Kinagement Division
City of Wichita
204 S. Main

Wichita. Kansas 60202 27 January 1974

Thanif you for in'cluding Midtown Citizens Association in your circulation of information
regarding the 6 year capital iriprovcnents proposal. We want to respond to the proposal
both in this letter and at the public discussion before the city commission. For the
purpose of clarity, our response relates primarily to that section of the project
proposal headed Park-Irving, also known by our association as Midtown.

gi*i[CT

./ '.%¥%?r yx<&6370
4% 1*MEF

The 1:idtown Association has spent considerable time developing a comprehensive zoningconcept for the entire neighborhood which offers the opportunity for St. Francis Hospital to exoand within reasonable limits. However, we question the allocation of roughly
$900, boO for the acquisition of land to a private organization (St. Francis Hospj.tal).
They seem fully capable, financially, of conduction of their own land acquisition.

We are shocked that no mention was made of the proposed park for the center of the
Midtown neighborhood. Said park is proposed to 00 located between 13th and 14th streets
and Park Place and Market Street. Our association has spent considerable time working
with Model Cities and Urban Renewal on this park proposal but apparently no consideration
was given to it in the 6 year plan.

Thank you for your consideration of this matter and we trill have a representative
present to speak at the meting on February 5, 1974.

cc: James M. Donnell

Connie A. Peters

Garry Porter

Glenn J. Shanahan

John Stevens

Silicerely,

·eUt· 4. 94-202.,4
Theodore R. Collins, President /
Midito,m Citizens Association

1141 N. Market

Wichita, Kansas 67214

We view the money allocated to Rehabilitation grants ($1,912,500), Acquisition ($450,000), 
Relocation ($562,500), and Demolition ($72,000) as very positive for our neighborhood I
and we hope that our association i:ill be directly involved in the decision-making process
regarding the use of this money for the improvement of the l·:idtown (Park-Irving)
neighborhood.

t.1$23.031%          -:.

We also noticed that amounts of $283,250 and $137,900 have been allocated for Park
and Opportunity acquisition. As residents of this area, we feel that the city commission
should involve us in the planning and expenditure of these funds.

:aff....We are pleased that, after years of neglect, the Midtorm neighborhood is receiving
considerable attention in the capital improvements area. 1,·ie look foriard to working
along with the responsible authorities to make inner city areas such as ours somethingmore than decaying areas which offer little opportunity for residents. We hope that the 5
planning departrient and the city con·.ission will support tax abatement programs, urban 
homesteading (similar to the Philadelphia Plan), and programs such as the Brothers -
Redevelopnent program in Denver, Colorado. The.ie and other programs across the nation -'
would seem to serve as exariples of what coordination efforts between the people and

governing bodies can do to improve inner city living here in the city of tachita. -

1
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T}LE CITY OF r VICHITA
KOOD

OFFICE OF Adminis tration DATE January 30, 1974 ON SAFETY
PHASE III

Ralph 8817-4·3/ Manager

FROM Don Ed Andepson, Director of Administration

4€

SUBJECT Central Maintenance Facility

It is my opinion that the costs that have been projected by Schaefer,
Schirmer and Associates should be questioned and certainly the plans
should be examined as to any reductions that can be made in the cost
of this proj ect.

DEA:mg

c.c. CIP Administrative Committee

R. W. Linn, City Engineer
Paul B. Graves, City Traffic Engineer
G. H. Wilton, Supt. of Public Works Maintenance

 JAN :31 1914 METROPot:11ZN 27
4 FLANNING X
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January 28, 1974

Ralph Wulz, City Manager%**

Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

*A«
MAPC Review of the 1974-1979 Capital Improve-
ment Program of the City of Wichita

The Metropolitan Area Planning Commission reviewed the current
City Capital Improvement Program during their regular meeting
of January 24, 1974. During their review, several specific
projects were presented for consideration by Commission members.

Mr. Jay Hunter, representing Mid America All Indian Center, Inc.,
presented his group's proposal to construct an Indian Cultural-
Museum complex at the confluence of the Big and Little Arkansas
Rivers. Mr. Hunter requested that the City incorporate $3,000,000
into the CIP to assist in financing the project. After discus-
sion of the merits of the project, the effects of adding it to the
CIP and alternate methods of financing, the Planning Commission
unanimously passed a motion that the project be forwarded without
comment to the Board of City Commissioners with the exception that
in determining project feasibility, the City Commission consider
a master plan bond election as provided for by State Statutes, asa posaible means of financing.

In additional discussion, the Planning Commission indicated their
concerns regarding the 1st and 2nd Street railroad underpasses.
The Commission is specifically interested in the possibility of
constructing additional overpass facilities on other east-west
arterial streets. To this end, the Planning Commission unanimously
passed a motion recoinmending that $50,000 be incorporated into the
CIP for a study on the feasibility of constructing railroad over-
passes at Central and 13th Streets. The Commission also passed a
motion reconunending that the scheduling for projects B-64 and
D-37 (lot and 2nd Street underpasses and drainage facilities) be
moved forward in the CIP to 1974.

Following this action, Mr. K. 0. Taylor, consulting engineer
representing a landowner in southeast Wichita, requested that
projects MS-179 and 3-51 (reconstruction of Harry Street between
Woodlawn and Rock Road) be moved forward in the CIP from 1977 to1975. It was indicated that these projects had been scheduled for
1975 in last year's CIP and that the property owners affected have
been proceeding on that basis with their platting and development
activities. After discussion, the Planning Commission unanimously
pasmed a motion recommending that the scheduling of these two
projects (MS-179 and B-51) be returned to 1975.

m. 71
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Page 2 - Ralph Wulz, City Manager
January 28, 1974

Following additional discussion regarding the CIP in general, the
Planning Commission passed a motion requesting that in preparing
next year's program, proposed expenditures be sumarized on a
percentage basis by general priority categories (i.e., safety,
convenience, efficiency, economy, etc.) .

At the conclusion of their review, the Planning Commission unani-
mously passed a motion recommending that the 1974-1979 Capital
Improvements Program of the City of Wichita be adopted subject to
the specific recormendations set forth above.

RAL: RLY:ber

CC: Don Anderson, Director of Administration

Glen Dockery, Budget Director

19,34,
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THE CITY OF WICHITA

ON SAFETYOFFICE OF Budget and Management DATE January 10, 1974 PHASE n

TO See Distribution Below

FROM Glen E. Dockery, Research and Budget Officer

SUBJECT 1974-1979 Capital Improvement
Program

Attached with this memorandum is the Proposed 1974-1979
Capital Improvement Program as developed by the Capital
Improvement Administrative Committee. This copy is
provided to yo u for your information and review.

The revised Capital Improvement Program calendar calls
for a review o f the program by the Metropo litan Area
Planning Commission on January 24, 1974. The program
will be considered by the Board of City Commissioners
on February 5, 1974.

Certain members o f the Capital Improvement Administrative
Committee have been requested to be in attendance at an
infoofial wozkuhop session with the Planning Ccmmicsien
on Friday, January 11. Members requested to be in
attendance for the workshop session have been no tified
by previous memorandum.

Please feel free to contact the Budget Office if you
have any questions concerning the attached program.

GED:hlp
Attachment

TO: Capital Improvement Administrative Committee Members
Robert G. Finch

Dick Linn

Jay Setter
Ford Rockwell

Chief Carney
George Wilton
Paul Graves

George Vollmer
Grover McKee

John Wynkoop
Vic Pickering
Paul McGinnis
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THE CITY OF WICHITA

064
010

OFFICE OF THE CITY MANAGER
262-0611 -AREA CODE 316

CITY BUILDING -- lOis.MAIN ST. .'ll.*
WICHITA. KANSAS 67202

January 7, 1974

The Honorable Mayor and Board of City Commissioners
City of Wichita
Wichita, Kansas

Gentlemen:

Presented herewith for your approval is the proposed 1974-1979
Six Year Capital Improvement Program. The Capital Improvement
Program is a lis ting and scheduling of public and governmental
physical improvements correlated within financial means avail-
able. The program is reviewed and recommended annually by
the Capital Improvement Administrative Committee.

The proposed Capital Improvement Program is designed to meet
the anticipated community needs and represents a long-range H-

program of coordinated physical and financial planning. The il 1-
1974-1979 Capital Improvement Program represents a balanced
and coordinated program for the construction o f expressways,
arterials, bridges, drainae, parks, and public buildings toserve all o f the community s citizens.

3

Throughout the preliminary Capital Improvement Program Admini-
strative Committee hearings the Committee was cognizant of the
exis ting energy crisis. Consequently, the original program 3.

request for arterials was reduced accordingly. Included in the -. 1

program for the first time is $200,000 programmed in 1974 for ...../.a

a peripheral parking lot for downtown commuters to be located - 3

on the east side of the downtown core area. - i=

The proposed program, excluding the self-supporting utility
program expenditures, consists of 208 projects with an estimated
total cost of $95,262,000. The estimated total cost for the
1974 six year Drogrim is $11,244,000 less than the 1973-1978
program which was approved in the amount of $106,506,0007 It
should be noted these figures do not include utility expenditures. Egemili
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Financing the proposed program is provided from the following
sources:

General Program Expenditures

i:kiey:

1 _1 General Obligation Bonds $42,825,000
Special Assessments 17,036,000
Federal and State Grants 30,886,000
Public Building Commission and Other 4,515,000

24&181

ftgt35

$95,262,000

Utility programs included in the proposed 1974-1979 program
are projected at a total.. cost of $74,214,830 compared to
$35,282,000 in the 1973-1978 program. A summary comparihon
of each utility for the 1973-1978 program and the 1974-1979
program is presented below:

Utility Expenditures

4.-vet.

7 4330

>Ng.0.4.
P*Ir. I

1973-1978 1974-1979

Water $10,627,000 $ 9,688,000
Sewer Utility 13,542,000 38,187,000
Transit Authority 1,472,000 1,739,830
Airport 9,641,000 24,600,000

$35,282,000 $74,214,830

A listing of projects and summary of expenditures and financing
for utility operations is shown in detail beginning on Page 48
of this publication.

The proposed program for the water utility is based on the
figures from the Black and Veatch report recommending a 157
rate increase. As n6ted on the summary o f expenditures for
the Water Department the rate increase was projected begin-
ning January 1 of 1974.

The sewer utility fund summary reflects a total six year program
increase of $24,645,000. Included for the first time in the
sewer utility proj ec tion are programs and proj ec ts recommended
by the Professional Engineering Consultants long-range report
entitled "The Next Thirty Years. " Financing the proposed
program is based on a projected rate increase of 35% as
recommended by the Black and Veatch report on sewage service
charges.

ii
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The Wichita Mid-Continent Airport proposed improvements from
$9,641,000 in the approved 1973 program to a projected $24,600,000
program in 1974 through 1979 reflects a revenue bond issue in
1974 in the amount of $5,000,000 and an additional revenue bond
issue of $8,000,000 in 1978. The program calls for Capital
Improvement Program expenditures in the year 1978 of $11,290,000

ite

;h

ry

ogram

rbnds

3,527
L4,683
1,921
3,121
6,097
3,600
9,876

,825

Individual projects for the year 1974 are listed in detail
beginning on Page 1. In addition to the general obligation
and utility programs, the Urban Renewal Agency project list
is presented for the year 1974 in the amount of $7,500,000.

Included in this publication for the first time is the comple
six year Urban Renewal Agency program found on Page 38 throug
47. The total $45,000,000 Urban Renewal program is not
necessarily a commitment of possible Better Community Act
funds on the part of the Capital Improvement Program Admini-
strative Committee. The total program will require review
in the event pending federal legislation is passed. The

City Commission should be aware that if the Urban Renewal
Agency is required to expend the majority of their funds in
the Bridgeport area, certain projects included in the City
program presently projected utilizing Urban Renewal funds
would be required to be financed by general obligation bonds.
An example is the purchase of right-of-way and cons truction
of Wichita Street from Douglas to Central presently projected
at a total cost of $677,000 in 1974.

The summary of the proposed general obligation expenditures
is presented on Page 13. It can be observed from the Summa
Table that the proposed six year program can be financed
within the 8% legal debt margin. The mill levy requirement
to finance the proposed program ranges from a low o f 7.875
mills in 1974 to a high of 11.751 mills in 1979.

Significant Changes from Last Year

The following table presents a comparison of the 1974-1979
Capital Improvement Program with the approved 1973-1978 pr
by major category, illustrating the total cost and general
obligation requirements for the six year program.

1973-1978 1974-1979
(In Thousands) (In Thousands)

Total G.O. Bonds Total G.O. E

Expressways $ 16,378 $ 4,253 $12,613
Arterials 37,167 14,811 37,171
Traffic Signals 3,576 2,193 3,364
Bridges 7,665 3,825 6,735
Drainage 9,948 3,423 16,284e
Parks 5,776 3,600 5,219
Public Buildings 25,996 15,183 13,876

Total $106,506 $47,288 $95,262 $42
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m
It can be observed from the above table that expressways,
arterials, traffic signals, bridges, and public buildings
require less general obligation bond financing than the
approved 1973 program. A significant increase is proposed
for drainage projects.

a The Wichita drainage canal lining proj ect from English to
17th Street was presented in the 1973 program projected at
$1,650,000 in general obligation bonds and $1,650,000 in

m federal funds for a total estimated cost of $3,300,000. The
1974 program presents the anticipated increased cost to
complete this program and reflects a $3,600,000 general obli-
gation expenditure and $3,600,000 in federal funds for a to tal

g project cost of $7,200,000. In addition to the increased
p cost for the drainage canal lining, a new project, the Maple

Street interceptor storm water sewer, is included in the 1974
8 program in the amount of $2,000,000 scheduled for the year

1979. These two projects along with other miscellaneous
3 changes require the drainage category to increase from

$9,948,000 in the 1973 program to an estimated $16,284,000
for the six year program beginning in 1974.

Several significant changes occur in the public buildings section of the attached proposal. The Northeast Branch
Library projected at a cost of $300,000 in the 1973 program
'has been increased $100,000 and budgeted for $400,000 in 4
1974.

In the 1973 approved program structural parking for the new
City Administrative Center was projected at $2,500,000
financed from Public Building Commission bonds. As a result
of City Commission action limiting structural parking at
$1,500,000, the 1974 program projects this project at
$1,500,000 financed from general obligation bonds with the
debt service to be paid from parking revenues. The total
program Summary Table found on Page 13 reflects the mill
levy reduction begin*9.g_18 -1275_as a result of parking
revenues.

The City material yard is projected in this program at
$750,000 for 1974 and $518,000 in 1975. This represents
a substantial decrease from the $4,750,000 included in the9496# 41
1973 program.

-le

Included for the first time in the 1974 program is $200,000
programmed for 1974 for a peripheral parking lot for downtown
commuters. While a definite site has yet to be determined,
it is projected that the parking lot will be constructed on
the east side of the downtown core area.

/¢2*
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The 197;f program projected the cost of the new Art Museum
at.$3,500,000 less other funds in the amount of $2,500,000
resulting in a net general obligation bond requirement o f
$1,000,000: For the 1974 program it is proposed that the
Art Museum be projected at a cost of $3,500,000 utilizing
Public Building Commis s ion bonds.

Presented for the first time in 1974 is an estimate of the

local match requirement associated with the recreational
development of the I-35W project. The 1974-1979 program
contains a to tal of $360,000 in general obligation funds
projected at $120,000 for each year beginning in 1977.
The projected requirements are for items which are considered
local responsibilities and therefore federal and/or state
participation is not available. The basic system requiring
a local match consists of earth mounding, bike paths, lighting,
irrigation, fencing, etc.

fi

I t has been determined that certain remodeling requirements
will be necessary for the existing City Building prior to its
being utilized for any other purposes at the time the City
occupies the new City Administrative Building. For 1974
$25,000 has been proj ected in general obligation bonds for
preliminary plans for the restoration of the present City
Building. In addition, $500,000 has been included for the-
year 1975 which is the projected cost of the yestoration_
of this building.

The six year Capital Impmvement Program is assembled based
on annual requests by City departments and agencies for capital
proj ects to be cons true ted during the next six year period.
The Capital Improvement Administrative Committee reviews each
project request in detail and makes recommendations as to
placement in the program and financing of the proj ect.

The recommended program is forwarded to the Wichita-Sedgwick
County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission for their review
and consideration. The MAPC is charged with the respons ibility
of reviewing the program as to its conformity with the compre-._
hensive master plan. Findings and recommendations of the
Metropolitan Area P lanning Commission are forwarded to the
Board of City Commissioners prior to the official adoption
of the Capital Improvement Program.

The 1974-1979 Capital Improvement Program has been prepared
based on the following criteria:

1. The Project List is in conformance with the compre-
hensive transportation plan and the goals approved
by the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area
Planning Commission.

V
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2. The City of Wichita through its Capital Improvement
Program strives to implement goals and programs
which will s timulate economic ac tivity and provide
facilities which will encourage economic expansion
and provide sufficient cultural and recreational
facilities to satisfy the needs of the community
and provide the citizenry of'this City with a
pleasing physical and mental environment in which
to live.

3. Streets that connect with the inter-state system,
are scheduled at such time that the time of closure
of such street system is held to a minimum.

4. Improvements are scheduled on major north-south and -D
east-west thoroughfares in order that they will com-
plete the arterial system into and through the City. "

5. Streets carrying a high volume of traffic will .
receive priority for elimination of traffic congestion,
improvement o f traffic flow, and reduction of
accidents.

6. Streets with excessive maintenance costs will receive
priority, and, bridges on the street will be
scheduled for reconstruction or construction at the
same time the construction of the street project
takes place.

The Board has from time to time indicated a desire to have
outside civic and interested citizen groups given the opportunity
to review the proposed Capital Improvement Program and make
comments on the proposal prior to final review by the City
Commission. The distribution list of the proposed Capital
Improvement Program has been expanded to include those agencies
and groups.

Due to the timing, the financial projections of the attached
proposed Capital Improvement Program have been proj ected in
accordance with existing financing policies. Any changes
to the existing special assessment financing policy will
require changes in the general obligation bond requirements
of this program.

Re ect:fully submitted,

1.3.*RIC» .24 e Citr Manager D'?j?¢:E

€4

RW:dhp

Attachment

Vi

4 . 7,960..

-1.



yer

CITY OF WICHITA BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS

James M. Donnell, M.D. Mayor
Garry L. Porter, M.D. Vice Mayor
Connie A. Peters
Glenn J. Shanahan

John S. Stevens

WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY METROPOLI TAN
AREA PLANNING COMMISSION

Marjorie L. Taylor Chairman
Harlan Kamen Vice Chairman

Alvin J. Hennessy
Robert Blakey

94?f Austin Rising
Sam Arnholz

Jo Gardenhire
Theo H. Hill

Dwight Hopper
Michael D. Gragert

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT ADMINISTRATIVE COMMITTEE

Ralph Wulz City Manager
Don E. Anderson Director of Administration

Glen E. Dockery Research and Budget Officer
R. W. Bruggeman Director of Public Works
Robert Lakin Director of Planning
Russell Brenner Federal Aid Coordinator
Kenneth Kitchen Urban Renewal Agency (ex-officio)
Gary W. Richert Economic and Industrial Development

Officer

PREPARED BY:

DEPARTMENT OF ADMINISTRATION
BUDGET AND MANAGEMENT DIVISION

ad-#£.*?-1.#MA/&

A<:·*9'.te



e

TABLE OF CONTENTS

Page

City Manager' s Transmittal Letter i

1974 Capital Improvement Budget 1

L

Summary of Proposed General Obligation Bond
Expenditures 13

Expressways 14

-L

41 4*5%

2 3884

Arterials

Traffic Engineering

Bridges

Drainage

Park

Public Buildings

Urban Renewal

Water Department Proposed Expenditures and
Financing

Sewer Utility Fund Proposed Expenditures and
Financing

Metropolitan Trans it Proposed Expenditures
and Financing

Mid-Continent Airport Proposed Expenditures
and Financing

14

22

28

30

32

36

38

48

50

55

57

r



17/#ca:i ·'4*e=wa=*

''i./.-·:8

32*

9*wg

29@809

.

0 0
TIlE CITY OF WICHITA

43299=

Jg

33 OFFICE OF THE CITY MANAGER
262-06lt -- AREA CODE 316

CITY BUILDING *04 S. MAIN ST,

WICHITA. KANSAS 67202

January 7, 1974

The Honorable Mayor and
Board of City Commissioners

0'***C. 1,90&92. City of Wichita
Wichita, Kansas

·406· .141.W™- Gentlemen:

Presented herewith for your approval is the proposed 1974-1979t.'f' 1

Six Year Capital Improvement Program. The Capital Improvement
Program is a listing and scheduling of public and governmental
physical improvements correlated within financial means avail-
able. The program is reviewed and recommended annually by

.·4 the Capital Improvement Administrative Committee.

:444)90

The proposed Capital Improvement Program is designed to meet
the anticipated community needs and represents a long-range
program of coordinated physical and financial planning. The
1974-1979 Capital Improvement Program represents a balanced
and coordinated program for the construction of expressways,
arterials, bridges, draina¥e, parks, and public buildings to
serve all of the community s citizens.

Throughout the preliminary Capital Improvement Program Admini-
strative Committee hearings the Committee was cognizant of the
existing energy crisis. Consequently, the original program
request for arterials was reduced accordingly. Included in the
program for the first time is $200,000 programmed in 1974 for
a peripheral parking lot for downtown commuters to be located
on the east side of the downtown core area.

The proposed program, excluding the self-supporting utility
program expenditures consists o f 208 proj ects with an estimated
total cost of $95,26,000. The estimated total cost for the
1974 six year program is $11,244,000 less than the 1973-1978
program which was approved in the amount of $106, 506,000. It
should be noted these figures do not include utility expenditures.

: 2%** ·t- · ' 1 '
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Financing the proposed program is provided from the following
sources:

General Program Expenditures

General Obligation Bonds $42,825,000
Special Assessments 17,036,000
Federal and S tate Grants 30,886,000
Public Building Commission and Other 4,515,000

$95,262,000

Utility programs included in the proposed 1974-1979 program
are projected at a total cost of $74,214,830 compared to
$35,282,000 in the 1973-1978 program. A summary comparison
of each utility for the 1973-1978 program and the 1974-1979
program is presented below:

Aa'?65,1

Utility Expenditures

1973-1978 1974-1979

Water $10,627,000 $ 9,688,000
Sewer Utility 13,542,000 38,187,000
Transit Authority 1,472,000 1,739,830
Airport 9,641,000 24,600,000

$35,282,000 $74,214,830

'92%. A lis ting of projects and summary of expenditures and financing
for utility operations is shown in detail beginning on Page 48
of this publication.

n

The proposed program for the water utility is based on the
figures from the Black and Veatch report recommending a 15%
rate increase. As noted on the summary of expenditures for
the Water Department the rate increase was projected begin-
ning January 1 of 1974.

The sewer utility fund summary reflects a to tal s ix year program
increase of $24,645,000. Included for the first time in the
sewer utility projection are programs and projects recommended
by the Professional Engineering Consultants long-range report
entitled "The Next Thirty Years." Financing the proposed
program is based on a projected rate increase of 35% as
recommended by the Black and Veatch report on sewage service
charges.

.*33
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The Wichita Mid-Continent Airport proposed improvements from
$9,641,000 in the approved 1973 program to a projected $24,600,000
program in 1974 through 1979 reflects a revenue bond issue in
1974 in the amount of $5,000,000 and an additional revenue bond
issue of $8,000,000 in 1978. The program calls for Capital
Improvement Program expenditures in the year 1978 of $11,290,000.

Individual projects for the year 1974 are listed in detail
beginning on Page 1. In addition to the general obligation
and utility programs, the Urban Renewal Agency project list
is presented for the year 1974 in the amount of $7,500,000.

Included in this publication for the first time is the complete
six year Urban Renewal Agency program found on Page 38 through
47. The total $45,000,000 Urban Renewal program is not
necessarily a commitment of possible Better Community Act
funds on the part of the Capital Improvement Program Admini-
strative Committee. The total program will require review
in the event pending federal legislation is passed. The

City Commission should be aware that if the Urban Renewal
Agency is required to expend the majority of their funds in
the Bridgeport area, certain projects included in the City
program presently proj ected utilizing Urban Renewal funds 7
would be required to be financed by general obligation bonds.red a An example is the purchase of right-of-way and construction y.i
of Wichita Street from Douglas to Central presently projected &3
at a total cost of $677,000 in 1974. 42
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The surnmary of the proposed general obligation expenditures
is presented on Page 13. It can be observed from the Summary
Table that the proposed six year program can be financed
within the 8% legal debt margin. The mill levy requirement
to finance the proposed program ranges from a low of 7.875
mills in 1974 to a high of 11.751 mills in 1979.

Significant Changes from Last Year

The following table presents a comparison of the 1974-1979
Capital Improvement Program with the approved 1973-1978 program
by major category, illustrating the total cost and general
obligation requirements for the s ix year program.

1973-1978 1974-1979
(In Thousands) (In Thousands)

Total G.O. Bonds Total G.O. Bonds

Expressways $ 16,378 $ 4,253 $12,613 $ 3,527
Arterials 37,167 14,811 37,171 14,683
Traffic Signals 3,576 2,193 3,364 1,921
Bridges 7,665 3,825 6,735 3,121
Drainage 9,948 3,423 16,284 6,097
Parks 5,776 3,600 5,219 3,600
Public Buildings 25,996 15,183 13,876 9,876

Total $106,506 $47,288 $95,262 $42,825

'104*·.6
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It can be observed from the above table that expressways,
arterials, traffic signals, bridges, and public buildings
require less general obligation bond financing than the
approved 1973 program. A significant increase is proposed
for drainage projects.

The Wichita drainage canal lining pro j ec t from English to
17th Street was presented in the 1973 program projected at
$1,650,000 in general obligation bonds and $1,650,000 in
federal funds for a total estimated cost of $3,300,000. The
1974 program presents the anticipated increased cost to
complete this program and reflects a $3,600,000 general obli-
gation expenditure and $3,600,000 in federal funds for a total
project cost of $7,200,000. In addition to the increased
cost for the drainage canal lining, a new project, the Maple
Street interceptor storm water sewer, is included in the 1974
program in the amount of $2,000,000 scheduled for the year
1979. These two projects along with other miscellaneous
changes require the drainage category to increase from
$9,948,000 in the 1973 program to an estimated $16,284,000
for the six year program beginning in 1974.

-*1679'·

Several significant changes occur in the public buildings
section of the attached proposal. The Northeast Branch
Library projected at a cost of $300,000 in the 1973 program
has been increased $100,000 and budgeted for $400,000 in
1974.

EN.,fht:,2 1.4
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In the 1973 approved program structural parking for the new
City Administrative Center was projected at $2,500,000
financed from Public Building Commission bonds. As a result
of City Commission action limiting structural parking at
$1,500,000, the 1974 program projects this project at
$1,500,000 financed from general obligation bonds with the
debt service to be paid from parking revenues. The total

program Summary Table found on Page 13 reflects the mill
levy reduction beginning in 1975 as a result o f parking
revenues.

wis:%:..,1, I

The City material yard is projected in this program at
$750,000 for 1974 and $518,000 in 1975. This represents
a substantial decrease from the $4,750,000 included in the
1973 program.

Included for the first time in the 1974 program is $200,000
programmed for 1974 for a peripheral parking lo t for downtown
commuters. While a definite site has yet to be determined,
it is projected that the parking lot will be constructed on
the east s ide o f the downtown core area.
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The 197#' program projected the cost of the new Art Museum
at $3,500,000 less other funds in the amount of $2,500,000
resulting in a net general obligation bond requirement o f
$1,000,000. For the 1974 program it is proposed that the
Art Museum be projected at a cost of $3,500,000 utilizing
Public Building Commission bonds.

49%1
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Presented for the first time in 1974 is an estimate of the
local match requirement associated with the recreational
development of the I-35W project. The 1974-1979 program
contains a total of $360,000 in general obligation funds
projected at $120,000 for each year beginning in 1977.
The proj ected requirements are for items which are considered
local responsibilities and therefore federal and/or state
participation is not available. The basic system requiring
a local match consists of earth mounding, bike paths, lighting,
irrigation, fencing, etc.

I t has been determined that certain remodeling requirements
will be necessary for the existing City Building prior to its
being utilized for any other purposes at the time the City
occupies the new City Administrative Building. For 1974
$25,000 has been projected in general obligation bonds for
preliminary plans for the restoration of the present City
Building. In addition, $500,000 has been included for the
year 1975 which is the projected cost of the restoration
o f this building.

The six year Capital Improvement Program is assembled based
on annual requests by City departments and agencies for capital
projects to be constructed during the next six year period.
The Capital Improvement Administrative Committee reviews each
project request in detail and makes recommendations as to
placement in the program and financing of the project.

The recommended program is forwarded to the Wichita-Sedgwick
County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission for their review
and consideration. The MAPC is charged with the responsibility
of reviewing the program as to its conformity with the compre-
hensive master plan. Findings and recommendations of the
Metropolitan Area Planning Commission are forwarded to the
Board of City Commissioners prior to the official adoption
o f the Capital Improvement Program.

The 1974-1979 Capital Improvement Program has been prepared
based on the following criteria:

1. The Project List is in conformance with the compre-
hensive transportation plan and the goals approved
by the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area
Planning Commiss ion.

-X
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2. The City o f Wichita through its Capital Improvement
Program strives to implement goals and programs
which will stimulate economic activity and provide
facilities which will encourage economic expansion
and provide sufficient cultural and recreational
facilities to satisfy the needs of the community
and provide the citizenry of this City with a
pleasing physical and mental environment in which
to live.

3. Streets that connect with the inter-state system
are scheduled at such time that the time of closure

of such street system is held to a minimum.

4. Improvements are scheduled on major north-south and
east-west thoroughfares in order that they will com-
plete the arterial system into and through the City,

5. Streets carrying a high volume of traffic will
receive priority for elimination of traffic congestion,
improvement of traffic flow, and reduction of
accidents.

6. Streets with excessive maintenance co s ts will receive
priority, and, bridges on the street will be
scheduled for reconstruction or construction at the
same time the construction of the street project
takes place.

The Board has from time to time indicated a desire to have
outside civic and interested citizen groups given the opportunity
to review the proposed Capital Improvement Program and make
comments on the proposal prior to final review by the City
Commission. The distribution list of the proposed Capital
Improvement Program has been expanded to inc lude those agencies
and groups.

:294*

042>64 I

Due to the timing, the financial proj ections o f the attached
proposed Capital Improvement Program have been projected in
accordance with existing financing polic ies. Any changes
to the existing special assessment financing policy will
require changes in the general obligation bond requirements
of this program.

Etfully submitted,

RW:dhp

Attachment

Cit
Manager - 
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1974 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT BUDGET

CITY OF WICHITA

Abbreviations used for Methods of Financing.

GO General Obligation Bonds paid for by the City at large.

SA Special Assessment General Obligation Bonds paid for
by properties specially benefitted by the improvement.

PBC Building Commission.

R Revenue Bonds.

C Cash.

F Federal Funds.

S State Funds.

US Federal Aid Urban System.

URA Urban Renewal Agency.

1974 PROJECT LIST

Project Method of
1 Number Description Amount Financing

49*f· EXPRESSWAYS

E-13 Inner Loop; Right-of-way $ 7,000 GO

E-6F Northeast Diagonal Location 30,000 GO

Study 70,000 S

KELLOGG FREEWAY

E-7F Kellogg; Estelle- to Clifton 500,000 GO
Right-of-way 1,500,000 S

E-9 Kellogg West; I-235 to Seville
Avenue (Right-of-way - Local 187,000 GO
share) 561,000 S

e

1

410*>»·
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Project 44%«.I:
Method of

.6 Number Description Amount Financing

ARTERIALS

MS-2 29th Street North; Broadway $ 110,000 GO
to Arkansas 110,000 SA

MS-45C McLean; 31st to 29th Street
South, Right-of-way 20,000 GO

MS-68 Mt. Vernon; K-15 to Hydraulic 60,000 GO
(Construction) 32,000 SA

MS-68A Mt. Vernon; K-15 to Hydraulic
(Right-of-way) 15,000 GO

MS-71 George Washington Boulevard; 810,000 GO

Pawnee to 800' North of Harry 182,500 SA

(See B-26) 992,500 S

MS-87 Interstate Connectors 50,000 GO

MS-88 Lincoln Street Connector; from
Poplar to Green 105,000 GO

MS-118 Hillside; Right-of-way from
300' South of Central to
Frisco RR 340,000 GO

MS-118A Hillside; Reconstruction from
300' South of Central to 240,000 GO
Frisco RR 120,000 SA

MS-126 Kellogg; from 960' West of
Armour to 750' East of Rock 50,000 GO

Road (Construction) 300,000 SA

MS-126A Kellogg; from 960' West of
Armour to 750' East of Rock I

f Road (Right-of-way) 100,000 GO

MS-127 Rock Road; from North Line of
Kellogg to South Line of 35 000 GO

Douglas (Construction) 182,500 SA

MS-127A Rock Road; from North Line of
Kellogg to South Line of
Douglas (Right-of-way) 25,000 GO

MS-128 Rock Road; Kellogg to Harry 115,000 GO
? (See B-35) 115,000 SA

280,000 S

1%
2

'7214.

A F.



r

0 .,4.
@ @

Project Method of
Number Description Amount Financing

MS-147 MacArthur Road; Arkansas $ 135,000 GO

River to Hydraulic 135,000 SA

270,000 S

MS-149 Seneca and Pawnee Intersection 350,000 GO
(Reconstruction) 350,000 S

MS-149A Seneca and Pawnee Intersection 20,000 GO

(Right-of-way) 20,000 S

MS-157 Grove; 100' South of Lewis to 180,000 GO

Elm Avenue (Right-of-way) 420,000 S

MS-172 Pawnee; from Cherry Creek 90,000 GO

Drive to Oak Knoll 30,000 SA

MS-176 Main Street; Douglas to Pine 245,000 GO

165,000 SA

MS-185 George Washington Boulevard;
from North Line of Lincoln to 85,000 GO

Menlo Drive 85,000 S

MS-186A Grove; Reconstruct from 130,000 GO
Lincoln to North Line of Orme 130,000 S

MS-213A 1st Street; Big Arkansas River
to Waco Street (Right-of-way) 250,000 GO

MS-214 1st Street; Water to Waco 130,000 GO

36,000 SA

200,000 URA

MS-216 Central Avenue; Ridge Road 105,000 GO

to I-235 (Construction) (See 105,000 SA

B-57 and B-58) 210,000 S

MS-216A Central Avenue; Ridge Road to
I-235 (Right-of-way) 100,000 GO

MS-217 Cleveland; Central to Murdock 11,000 GO

54,000 SA

MS-219 K-15; Hydraulic to MacArthur 72,000 GO

Road 72,000 S

MS-225 Wichita Street; Douglas to
First (Right-of-way) 266,000 URA

MS-226 Wichita Street; Douglas to
Central (Construction) 411,000 URA

3

IL @iG
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€ 9%91. Project Method of

Number Description Amount Financing

MS-227 Wheelchair Ramps on William,
from Main to Emporia $ 45,000 GO

MS-228 Intersection of West Street

and U. S. 54 (Construction) 165,000 GO

MS-228A Intersection of West Street

and U. S. 54 (Right-of-way) 75,000 GO

MS-231 Third Street; Wichita to Main 50,000 URA

MS-232 Tyler Road; 115' No. of Center
Line of Central to 965' No.

t.
of Center Line of Central 60,000 GO

RS-1 Residential Street Improvements 100,000 GO

450,000 SA

CS-1 Collector Streets; that part
exceeding residential street 25,000 GO

standards 150,000

TRAFFIC ENGINEERING

SIGNALIZATION

TE-19 Harry and Meridian 17,500 GO

Harry and West 17,500 GO
e

Kellogg and Webb 12,000 GO

Kellogg and Bonnie Brae 4,000 GO

Kellogg and Heather 4,000 GO

Kellogg and Woodlawn 9,000 GO

Central and Woodchuck 4,250 GO

1.· i -449>. 21st and Estelle 4,250 GO

29th and Arkansas (See MS-2) 17,500 GO

'Ast,d- K-15 and Mt. Vernon (See MS-68) 17,500 GO

Hydraulic and Mt. Vernon (See
MS-68) 22,500 GO

Central and Ridge (See MS-96) 22,500 GO

e Central (See MS-118) 30,000 GO

SA

Hillside at Murdock, Elm and

4

S.l
Ry

42·43. „L..2 ,
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Project Method of
j Number Description Amount Financing

Kellogg and Armour (See MS-
126) $ 22,500 GO

Kellogg and Rock Road (See
MS-128) 25,000 GO

Rock Road and Lincoln (See
MS-128) 15,000 GO

Pawnee and Rock Road (See
MS-173) 20,000 GO

Main and Douglas (See MS-176) 10,000 GO

Main and First (See MS-176) 10,000 GO

Main and Second (See MS-176) 10,000 GO

Main and Third (See MS-176) 10,000 GO

Main and Central (See MS-176) 10,000 GO

Kellogg and West (See MS-228) 26,000 GO

School signals as needed 12,000 GO

Geo. Wash. Blvd. and Harry 14,000 GO

(See MS-71) 14,000 US

Geo. Wash. Blvd. and Hillside 12,500 GO

(See MS-71) 12,500 US

Geo. Wash. Blvd. and Mt. Vernon 14,000 GO

(See MS-71) 14, 000 US

Geo. Wash. Blvd. and Bayley 12,500 GO

(See MS-185) 12,500 US

K-15 Signalization and improve-
ment from Pawnee to 31st Street.

New signal at Wassall (See MS- 35,000 GO
f

219) 35,000 US

BRIDGES

B-26 George Washington Blvd. at Dry 20,000 GO

Creek (See MS-71) 20,000 S

B-35 Rock Road at Gypsum Creek (See 51,000 GO

MS-128) 119,000 S

®

5
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Proiect Method of

Number Description Amount Financing

B-36 Roseberry at Dry Creek (See
D-3A) $ 65,000 GO

B-41 1st/2nd Street at Big Arkansas 300,000 GO

River (See MS-171, 174, 213) 300,000 S

B-45 Bridge; Cessna Drive at Dry
Creek Diversion (See D-3A) 65,000 GO

B-50 Walkways - Bridge at Amidon
and Big Arkansas River 50,000 GO

B-57 Bridge; Central & Big Slough 120,000 GO

(See MS-216) 120,000 S

B-58 Bridge; Central & Floodway 365,000 GO

te.. Me-916) 365 non R

Collector Street Bridges 40,000 GO

DRAINAGE

Dry Creek Diversion; Gypsum
Creek to Pawnee (Right-of-way
and relocation) 155,000 GO

Dry Creek Diversion; Gypsum
Creek to Pawnee (See B-36 and
B-51) 140,000 GO

/¢53( ..'i ts.*
Dry Creek Channel; Pawnee to

21. 3

Mt. Vernon (Right-of-way) 80,000 GO i**b

Storm Water Sewer (unidentified) 400,000 SA

Little Arkansas River Dam 350,000 URA

Drainage Study and Engineering
Southwest Industrial Area 50,000 GO

Drainage Structures in Central 125,000 GO

Avenue with Project MS-216 125,000 S

Gypsum Creek; 300' East of
Hillside to George Washington
Blvd. (relocation of utilities) 70,000 GO

D-29 Gypsum Creek; 355' East of
Hillside to George Washington
Blvd. (See B-53) (Const. ) 150,500 GO

'*44rk

B-60

D-3A

D-3B

D-4

D-5

D-6

D-11

D-25

mk'Pt·

D-28

6
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Proj ect
Method of

Number Description Amount FinAncing

D-31 Right-of-way for Gypsum Creek
south of Harry, west of
turnpike $ 20,000 GO

D-32 Right-of-way for Dugan
Tributary 10,000 GO

D-35 Cherry Hills Tributary to
Gypsum Creek (Right-of-way) 6,000 GO

D-36 Sluice gates and Storm water
sewers at 31st and Hydraulic 100,000 GO

D-38 Wichita Street storm water
sewer, 2nd to 3rd Streets 81,000 URA

D-39 Third Street storm water sewer
Wichita to Main Streets 81,000 URA

D-41 Big Slough, Right-of-way,
between Maple and Central 20,000 GO

W 24
D-42 Arkansas River, Right-of-way

left bank, Lincoln to Gilbert 35,000 GO

PARK

P-10 Park Maintenance Facilities
Shops and Storage 200,000 GO

P-23A Orchard Park Swimming Pool 140,000 GO

p-23£ Orchard Park Parking Area
and Drive 20,000 GO

P-27B Planeview Park Shelter and
Rest Rooms 35,000 GO

P-28 Riverside Park Tennis Complex 180,000 GO

P-102A Kiwanis Park Children's Play
Area 25,000 GO

PUBLIC BUILDINGS

L-2 Branch Library; Northeast (Land,
construction and equipment) 400,000 GO

PB-14 City Administrative Building 2,500,000 URA-GO
PB-15 Structural Parking 1,500,000 URA-GO
PB-20 City Material Yard

(Construction) 750,000 GO

7
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yiproject  Method of
Number Description Amount Financing

PB-21 Peripheral parking lot for
.e downtown commuters $ 200,000 GO

AR-2 Preliminary plans for new
Art Museum 30,000 GO

CB-1 Preliminary plans for

  restoration of presentCity Building 25,000 GO

URBAN RENEWAL AGENCY

164

ADMINISTRATIVE CENTER

URA-1 Acquisition*

R/W for Wichita Street
Between Douglas and 1st,
adjacent to Waco 266,000 URA

 ;42, 'Al.,24

tz».a ··. :.0/J· I

Land Acquisition
Between 2nd and 3rd, Riverview
and Waco 161,000 URA

Site Improvements

Street Paving
Wichita Street; Douglas to
Central 411,000 URA

BRIDGEPORT

URA-2 Acquisition*

Land Acquisition
Blocks bounded by 35th, 33rd,
Emporia, and Santa Fe 672 000 URA

y.I-t>'
0 7

1

g

WACO-FINN ACTIVITY AREA

URA-3 Acquisition*

Site Improvements

Storm Drainage
Arkansas River to Waco, North
on Waco to 22nd, East on 22nd
to Jackson, West on Jackson
to Fairview 280,000 URA

21st St., Shelton to Welling-
n; Waco, 21st to 22nd; 22nd
., Jackson to Fairview

E0

St 325,000 URA

*Includes land costs, acquisition expenses, relocation and
demolition if required.

8

'rl

L
22- 1
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Project Method of

Number Description Amount Financing

Rehabilitation Program

URA-4

4€E>li4

Rehabilitation Grants

12 at $4,500 each $ 54,000 URA

Acquisition
9 tenant occupied residential
structures and 4 owner

occupied residential 58,500 URA

Relocation

9 tenants and 4 owners 62,500 URA

Demolition , t we'.4}bAi

28 vacant residential structures 11,200 URA 10*HUMB

AMY-ISELY ACTIVITY AREA
1984711%'

Acquisition* =?Fidi#

Land Acquisition 92*WIP.

Blocks bounded by 15th, 17th, i
Lorraine and Hillside 517,250 URA

Rehabilitation Program

Rehabilitation Grants 50 the first year 225,000 URA

Acquisition
15 occupied dilapidated
structures per year 75,000 URA

Relocation

90 household relocations per .2
year 93,750 URA

Demolition

180 structures @ rate of 30

per year 12,000 URA

fq

PARK IRVING

URA-5 Acquisition*

Land Acquisition
Parcels in blocks bounded by
AT & SF RR., Emporia, 9th and
Murdock 179,670 URA

04*
*Includes land costs, acquisition expenses, relocation and
demolition if required.

i

6(P%*4

9
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Project Method of
Number Description Amount Financing

Parcels in block bounded by
AT & SF RR., St. Francis,
9th and 10th $ 205,580 URA

Rehabilitation Program

Rehabilitation Grants

50 grants 1st year 225,000 URA

Acquisition

15 occupied dilapidated
structures per year 75,000 URA

Relocation

90 relocations % owner
occupied 31 tenant occupied 93,750 URA

Demolition

180 structures @ rate of
30 per year 12,000 URA

CENTRAL INDUSTRIAL CORRIDOR

URA-6 Acquisition*

Additional Acquisition 72,000 URA

PLANEVIEW ACTIVITY AREA

URA-7 Acquisition*

WEST DOUGLAS

URA-8 Acquisition*

Land Acquisition
Bi-Centennial Site west of
Arkansas River 2,228,800 URA

EAST DOUGLAS

URA-9 Acquisition*

Urban Park

North 4 of block bounded by
St. Francis, Douglas, R/R
tracks and William 434,000 URA

*Includes land costs, acquisition expenses, relocation and
demolition if required.

**W '

r:lk 0 4

10
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Project Method of
Number Description Amount Financing

WATER DEPARTMENT

W-65 Distribution System; Feeder
Mains and Main Extension

(Unidentified) $1,000,000 C

W-91 Deep Well Disposal Facilities
(1) Sludge Collection and

Thickening System 756,000 R

(2) Sludge Disposal Well 226,000 R

16-inch feeder main; Hoover
and 31st Street South 174,000 C

SEWER UTILITY

ST-1 Digested Sludge Disposal
Facilities: Sewage Treatment 625,000 GO (1)
Plants No. 1 & No. 2 625,000 F

S-4 Reconstruction of Sanitary
Sewer System 105,000 GO

S-5 Sanitary Submain and Lateral
for Future Development and
Developed Areas which are 50,000 GO (1)
Annexed 1,000,000 SA

S-6 Interceptors Unidentified 125,000 GO (1)
375,000 F

S-7 Sanitary Sewer to Serve 151,000 GO (1)
County Zoo 264,000

385,000 COUNTY

S-8 Dry Creek Interceptor on
George Wash. Blvd., from 112,000 GO (1)
Pawnee to Bluff 338,000 ¥

S-9 Sanitary Sewer No. 22 - Lift
Station No. 4 Relief Line on
25th Streets Meridian to 20,000
Amidon

GO (1)
60,000 F

S-10 Sanitary Sewer No. 12 in 375,000 GO (1)
Grove, Lincoln to 2nd Streets 1,125,000 F

S-11 W.S.U. Interceptor on 16th 95,000 GO (1)
Street, Pennsylvania to Yale 285,000 F

e (1) Outside Debt Limit

11
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Project Method of

Number Description Amount Financing

S-18 St. Joseph's Hospital Relief
Line $ 41,000 GO (1)

TRANSIT AUTHORITY

MT-8 10 New 45-Passenger Buses
for Replacement and Added 87,360 C

Services 349,440 F

MT-26 32 Side Destination Signs 672 C

2,688 F

MT-30 21 Bus Stop Waiting Shelters 4,035 C

16,141

MT-31 Spare Parts 6,129 C

24,514 F

AIRPORT

A-3A Maintenance Shops 10,000 GO (1)

A-9D Stream Diversion 360,500 GO (1)
1,081,500 F

A-17 Roads and Drives 92,500 GO (1)
277,500 F

A-18 Utilities Extensions 100,000 GO (1)

A-19 Hangars, etc. 1,000,000 GO (1)

A-26 Land Purchase for Extension 50,000 GO (1)
of Runway 1L-19R 150,000 F

e

(1) Outside Debt Limit

f.ff:

tuati: -
Ajlmt

r
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1974-1979 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
SUMMARY OF PROPOSED GENERAL OBLIGATION

EXPENDITURES

(IN THOUSANDS)

1974 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 Total Total

i.2 2&!EE 95her i.0 Other Qther 6.2. Other GO. Other GO her

EXPRESSWAYS $ 724 $2,131 $ 1,825 $ 5,475 $ 60 $ 140 $ 60 $ 140 $ 858 $1,200 $ -- $ -- $ 3,527 $ 9,086

ARTERIALS 4,448 5,924 1,531 3,598 1,639 2,806 2,382 3,738 2,465 3,200 2,218 3,222 14,683

TRAFFIC SIGNALS 441 88 212 210 290 282 330 300 263 335 385 228 1,921 1,443

BRIDGES 1,076 924 290 420 100 140 510 35 555 1,545 590 550 3,121 3,614

DRAINAGE 1,312 687 635 1,250 2,350 2,950 1,800 2,300 500 2,500 6,097 10,187

PARKS 600 600 149 600 600 600 200 600 465 600 205 3,600 1,619

PUBLIC BUILDINGS 5.405 -- 3,045 4.000 231 380 695 120 -- 9.876 4,000

TOTAL $14,006 $9,754 $ 8,138 $15,102 $ 5,270 $6,918 $ 6,062 $6,713 $ 5,436 $7,245 $ 3,913 $6,705 $42,825 $52,437

=-Add: 8% Debt

Outstanding
January 1 $33,394 $43,501 $47,127 $47,049 $47,523 $47,143

Less: Bonds

Retired 3,899 4,412 5,348 5,588 5,816 6,190

TOTAL DEBT OUT-

STANDING $43,501 $47,127 $47,049 $47,523 $47,143 $44,866

8% Legal Debt Limit 47.494 41.220 50.400 51.920 12..QAQ

8% Legal Debt Mrgin -1 221 -1123 222 1227 6.337 10.214

Mill Levy RQ:irement 7.875 8.286 11.021 11.154 11.322 11.520

Add: PBC Bonds .463 .441 .419 .398

Less: Structural

Parking Revenues .204 .194 .185 .175 .167

Total Mill Levy 7.875 8.082 11.290 11.410 11.566 11.751

i./ . t
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capital improvements program city of wichita 

® project Idirllill
project description 1-izizizlzllnumber Cost

EXPRESSWAYS

E-13 Inner Loop; Right-of-way X 7,000 GO

X 60,000 GO

140,000 S

X 858,000 GO

1,200,000 S

E-14 Design Location for Inner X 60,000 GO

LOOP 140,000 S

E-6F Northeast Diagonal X 30,000 GO
Location Study 70,000 S

KELLOGG FREEWAY

E-7D Kellogg; Lulu to Topeka X 500,000 GO

7

Right-of-way 1,500,000 S

49/4f

E-7F Kellogg; Estelle to Clifton X 500,000 GO

Right-of-way 1,500,000
X 325, 000 GO

975,000 S

E-9 Kellogg West; I-235 to Sevillf X 187,000 GO

Avenue (Right-of-way - local 561,000 S
share) X 1,000,000 GO

3,000,000 S

ARTERIALS

MS-1 29th Street North; Amidon to X 200,000
Arkansas (See B-48) 200,000 SA

MS-2 29th Street North; Broadway X 110,000 GO2>9351 ' to Arkansas 110,000 SA

MS-22 Harry; K-15 to Hydraulic X 100,000 GO

90,000 SA

MS-32 West Street; Merton to K-42 X 190,000 GO
190,000 SA

MS-35 Meridian; 37th Street North to X 5,000 GO

City Limits K-96 5,000 SA

25,000 S

:»..tf MS-36 Amidon; 29th Street to 37th X 70,000
Street (See B-34) 70,000 SA

330,000 S

22-134

lilli 11

S

GO

14

GO
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capital improvements program @ city of 1 I

e project 'El:01.Inl I I project
project description 1-121&12'Flolnumber cost

.*94:4

MS-45C McLean; 31st to 29th Street
South, Right-of-Way X 20,000 GO

* MS-49 Seneca; MacArthur Road to 80,000 GO
47 th Street South X 80,000 SA

370,000 S

MS-50 Seneca; 47th to 55th Streets X 80,000 GO
80,000 SA

370,000 S

MS-52 Hydraulic; MacArthur Road to 80,000 GO
47th Street South X 80,000 SA

370,000 S

MS-59 Woodlawn; Rockhill to 29th 600,000 GO
Street X 600,000 SA

MS-65 37th Street North; Broadway 66,000 GO
to Hydraulic X 66,000 SA

308,000 S

MS-68 Mt. Vernon; K-15 to Hydraulic 60,000 GO
(Cons true tion) X 32,000 SA

MS-68A Mt. Vernon; K-15 to Hydraulic
(Right-of-Way) X 15,000 GO

MS -71 George Washin5ton Boulevard; 810,000 GO
Pawnee to 800 North of Harry 182,500 SA

f F P

(See B-26) X 992,500 S

MS-72 Central; Santa Fe to 51,000 GO
Pennsylvania X 51,000 SA

208,000 S

MS-87 Interstate Connec tors X 50,000 GO
X 50,000 GO

X 50,000 GO
X 50,000 GO

MS-88 Lincoln Street Connector;
from Poplar to Green X 105,000 GO

MS-91 17th Street; Broadway to I-351, X 190,000 GO

e 160, 000 SA

22·134 15

497.
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capital improvements program G @ city of wichita

€ project
number project description

' project
cost

MS-96 Central; Woodchuck to Ridge 160,000 GO

Road X 40,000 SA

MS-99 Maple; Sheridan to McLean X 830,000 GO

(See D-19) 550,000 SA

MS-106 Mt. Vernon; K-15 to Market 325,000 GO

Construction X 215,000 SA

MS-106A Mt. Vernon; K-15 to Market
Right-of-Way X 50,000 GO

MS-108A 31st Street South; K-15 to 260,000 GO

Turnpike X 220,000 SA

MS-108B 31st Street South; Turnpike 260,000 GO

to George Washington Boulevard X 90,000 SA

MS-113 Arkansas Avenue; from 600' 310,000 GO

North of 29th to I-235 X 310,000 SA

MS-118 Hillside; Right-of-Way from
300' South of Central to

Frisco RR X 340,000 GO

MS-118A Hillside; Reconstruction from
300' South of Central to 240,000 GO

Frilco RR X 120,000 SA

MS-120 Hydraulic; Kellogg to Harry X 340,000 GO

:-49

=699*91

230,000 SA

MS-122 McLean Boulevard; 29th Street
to MacArthur Road (Construe- 210,000 GO
tion) X 500,000 S

MS-126 Kellogg; from 960' West of
Armour to 750' East of Rock 50,000 GO

Road (Construction) X 300,000 SA

e

22·134 16

r
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capital improvements Program © ...L. city 01 wlchlt, 2*i-
1-9,1

illl o project
I number

project description
/ project

cost

2-11
%

MS-126A Kellogg; from 960' West of
Armour to 750' East of Rock
Road (Right-of-Way) X 100,000 GO

E.RL·

MS-127 Rock Road; from North Line of
Kellogg to South Line of 35,000 GO

Douglas (Construction) X 182,500 SA
»5

im MS-127A Rock Road; from North Line of
Kellogg to South Line of
Douglas (Right-of-Way) X 25,000 Go

41

MS-128 Rock Road; Kellogg to Harry 115,000 GO

(See B-35) X 115,000 SA
280,000 S

MS-129 Rock Road; Central to 15 Mile 140,000 GO

North of Central X 140,000 SA

MS-130 Tyler Road; Kellogg to Maple X 175,000 GO

175,000 SA

MS-132 Tyler Road; 700' North of
Central to 700' North of 13th 340,000 GO

Street X 280,000 SA

t41Ed 29:291

122 \·64

MS-133 West Street; 31st Street Soutt 75,000 GO

to I-235 X 75,000 SA

MS-134 West Street; K-42 to 31st 270,000 GO

Street South X 270,000 SA

MS-146B Arkansas Avenue; 21st Street 310,000 GO

to 600' North of 29th Street X 255,000 SA

MS-147 MacArthur Road; Arkansas 135,000 GO

jityl:
*41 1./.Ill River to Hydraulic X 135,000 SA

270,000 S

MS-148 MacArthur Road· I-235 to 66,000 GO

Seneca (See 8-32) X 66,000 SA

308,000 S

MS-149 Seneca and Pawnee IntersectioL 350,000 GO

(Reconstruction) X 350,000 S

22-134 11
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capital improvements program G 3 city of wichita

e project project descriptionnumber 1 1-1-1-.1-1.-1 cost
E-

MS-149A Seneca and Pawnee Intersection . 20,000 GO
(Right-of-Way) X 20,000 S

4 MS-150 Seneca and 3lst Street Inter- 170,000 GO
section (Reconstruction) X 400,000 S

MS-150A Seneca and 31st Street Inter- 60,000 GO
section (Right-of-Way) X 140,000 S

MS-157 Grove; 100' South of Lewis to 180,000 GO
Elm Avenue (Right-of-Way) X 420,000 S

X 540,000 GO
1,260,000 S

MS-157A Grove; 100' South of Lewis to 90,000 GO
Elm Avenue(Construction) X 90,000 SA

430,000 S

MS-171 2nd Street; Greenway to Main
Streets X 65,000 SA

95.000 [IRA 4 - 4
MS -172 Pawnee; from Cherry Creek 90,000 GO

Drive to Oak Knoll X 30,000 SA

MS-174 2nd Street; Big Arkansas 150,000 GO
River to Dodge (See B-41) X 90,000 SA

30,000 URA

MS-176 Main Street; Douglas to Pine X 245,000 GO
165,000 SA

MS-177 Main Street; Pine to 12 th 165,000 GO
Street X 165,000 SA

MS-179 Harry; Woodlawn to Rock Road 250,000 GO
(See B-51) X 250,000 SA

MS-180 Broadway; 21st Street to 51,000 GO
25th Street X 51,000 SA

238,000 S

MS-181 Ridge Road; U.S. 54 to 700' 35,000 GO
North of Maple X 35,000 SA

140,000 S

22·134 18
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capital improvements promm city of wichita

€ project project - 1
number prold destl¥ion I:C I Z f EZIE' tost fal
MS-182 13th Street; Tyler Road to 65,000 GO

Maize Road X 10,000 SA

175,000 S

MS-185 George Washington Boulevard;
from North Line of Lincoln to X 85,000 GO

Menlo Drive 85,000 S

MS-186A Grove; Reconstruct from 130,000 GO
Lincoln to North Line of Orme X 130,000 S

MS-193 Emporia; 13th to 17th Streets X 220,000 GO

145,000 SA

MS-195 Greenwich Road; Douglas to 48,000 GO

KTA X 48,000 SA

224,000 S

MS-199 47th Street South; Hydraulic 160,000 GO

to I-35W X 110,000 SA

MS-200 47th Street South; Broadway 280,000 GO

to Seneca X 280,000 SA

MS-205 37th Street; Meridian to East
Line of Sherwood Glenn, 2nd X 220,000 GO *r
Addition 220,000 SA

MS-208 Rock Road; Harry to Pawnee 54,000 GO

(2 -lane to 4-lane) X 54,000 SA

252,000 S

MS-212 Sycamore; MeLean Boulevard to 270,000 GO

U.S. 54 X 270,000 SA

MS-213 1st Street; Big Arkansas River 26,000 GO

to Waco Street (Construction) X 26,000 SA

(See B-41) 52,000 URA

MS-213A 1st Street; Big Arkansas River
to Waco Street (Right-of-way) X 250,000 GO

MS-214 1st Street; Water to Waco X 130,000 GO

36,000 SA

200,000 URA

@
144
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capital improveme•t: 1,0111 0 S

® project
number

project description
/ project

cost
EN
Eal

MS-216 Central Avenue; Ridge Road 105,000 GO

to I-235 (Construction) (See 105,000 SA

B-57 and B-58) X 210,000 S

MS-216A Central Avenue; Ridge Road to - f
I-235 (Right-of-Way) X 100,000 GO li

MS-217 Cleveland; Central to Murdock X 11,000 GO

54,000 SA

MS-219 K-15; Hydraulic to MacArthur 72,000 GO
.=f

Road X 72,000 S

MS-222 Hillside; Bayley to Skinner X 285,000 GO ----- C

190,000 SA

MS-224 Bmadway; Arkansas River to 65,000 GO
290' South of the Centerline 65,000 SA
of Pawnee (See B-49) X 130,000 S 1.

 MS-225 Wichita Street; Douglas to
First (Right-of-way) X 266,000 URA 

MS-226 Wichita Street; Douglas to
Central (Construction) X 411,000 URA

MS-227 Wheelchair Ramps on William, 1

from Main to Emporia X 45,000 GO

MS-228 Intersection of West Street

and U.S. 54 (Construction) X 165,000 GO ...' i.b
flia.'lli.

MS-228A Intersection of West Street

i=@Ey¢ and U. S. 54 (Right-0 f-Way) X 75,000 GO

MS-229 Grove; Elm to 14th Streets X 318,000 GO

212,000 SA

MS-230 Grove; 14th to 21st Streets X 105,000 GO
105,000 SA
140,000. S

MS-231 Third Street; Wichita to Main X 50,000 URA

MS-232 T'yler Road; 115' No. of Centei
Line of Central to 965' No.
of Center Line of Central X 60,000 GO

MS-233 Highway 81; 47th Street So. tc 30,000 GO

55th Street So. (Right-of-way: X 70,000 S

'4Ne·het.

P.· 9,/1 ...

40#+

An.
,tt»A
2>.0.-
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capital improvements promm @ city of wichita

e project
:- number

project description
lili 1 cost

E-

RS-1 Residential Street Improve.-
ments X 100,000 GO

450,000 SA

X 100,000 GO
450,000 SA

X 100,000 GO
450,000 SA

X 100,000 GO
450,000 SA

X 100,000 GO
450,000 SA

X 100,000 GO
450,000 SA

CS-1 Collector Streets; that part X 25,000 GO

exceeding residential street 150,000 SA
standards X 25,000 GO

150,000 SA

X 25,000 GO
150,000 SA

X 25,000 GO
150,000 SA

X 25,000 GO
150,000 SA

X 25,000 GO
150,000 SA

9{fe

€
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capital improvements Ir,Rram city of wichita

01. Project
number

project description 1-1-12lzle'ZI tost U
TRAFFIC ENGINEERING SIGNALI-

ZATION

TE-19 Harry and Meridian X 17,500 GO

Harry and West X 17,500 GO

Kellogg and Webb X 12,000 GO

Kellogg and Bonnie Brae X 4,000 GO

Kellogg and Heather X 4,000 GO

Kellogg and Woodlawn X 9,000 GO

Central and Woodchuck X 4,250 GO

21st and Estelle X 4,250 GO

f
29th and Arkansas (See MS-2) X 17,500 GO

1,{d'J c
K-15 and Mt. Vernon (See MS-
68) X 17,500 GO

Hydraulic and Mt. Vernon (See
MS-68) X 22,500 GO

Central and Ridge (See MS-96) X 22,500 GO

45
Hillside at Murdock, Elm &
Central (See MS-118) X 30,000 GO

Kellogg and Armour (See MS-
126) X 22,500 GO

Kellogg and Rock Road (See
MS-128) X 25,000 GO

Rock Road and Lincoln (See
MS-128) X 15,000 GO

Pawnee and Rock Road (See
MS-173) X 20,000 GO

Main and Douglas (See MS-176) X 10,000 GO

Main and First (See MS-176) X 10,000 GO

22-134 22
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capital improvements promm city of wichita

i

I project 11*Lilli project
project description 12'ZINE'EFI cost 2.3number

lili E-

* 31-6 - TE-19
(cont. ) Main and Second (See MS - 176) X 10,000 GO

Main and Third (See MS -176) X 10,000 GO

Main and Central (See MS-176) X 10,000 GO

Kellogg and West (See MS-228) X 26,000 GO

School signals as needed X 12,000 GO

Geo. Wash. Blvd. and Harry
(See MS-71) X 14,000 GO

14,000 US

Geo. Wash. Blvd. and Hillside X 12,500 GO

(See MS-71) 12,500 US

Geo. Wash. Blvd. and Mt. X 14,000 GO

Vernon (See MS-71) 14,000 US

e
Geo. Wash. Blvd. and Bayley X 12,500 GO
(See MS-185) 12,500 US

K-15 Signalization and
improvement from Pawnee to
31st Street. New signal at X
Wassall (See MS-219)

35,000 GO
35,000 US

TE-20 Harry and K-42 X 18,000 GO

13th and Ridge Road X 25,000 GO

Harry and K-15 (See MS-22) X 15,000 GO

Harry and Hydraulic (See MS-
22) X 20,000 GO

Main and Murdock (See MS-177) X 10,000 GO

1st and Waco (See MS-213) X 22,500 GO

School signals as needed X 12,000 GO

Grove and Douglas (See MS-157: X 7,500 GO

17,500 US
.*002·-

22-134 23
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capital improvements proiram city of wichita

n * project .,r /p . - projectproject description , 2 5.22 £
number 11 l Cost

.«iff, · TE-20
(cont.) Grove and First (See MS-157) X 7,500 GO

17,500 US

Grove and Second (See MS-157) X 7,500 GO

17,500 US

Grove and Central (See MS-157) X 7,500 GO

17,500 US

31st and MeLean (See MS-122) X 7,500 GO

17,500 US

McLean and MacArthur (See MS- X 7,500 GO

122) 17,500 US

18 School crossing signal
revisions composed of over- 0*% A
head indications and 3-sectior

signals in conformance with X 44,800 GO
the new Manual 104,500 US

TE-21 West and K-42 (See MS-32) X 15,000 GO

Seneca and MacArthur (See MS-
49) X 22,500 GO

Seneca and 47th (See MS-49) X 22,500 GO

Lincoln and Hydraulic (See MS -
120) X 22,500 GO

West Street and 31st (See MS-
133) X 22,500 GO

Pawnee and West (See MS-134) X 22,500 GO

2nd and Waco (See MS-171) X 10,000 GO

2nd and Water (See MS-171) X 10,000 GO

2nd and Main (See MS-171) X 10,000 GO

School signals as needed X 12,000 GO

22-134 24
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project lili 'col.1 ..\.Ed il
number

project description C 1%11*1%1 cost la

TE-21

(cont.) 29th and Amidon (See MS-36) X 7,500 GO

17,500 US

37th and K-96 (See MS-36) X 7,500 GO

17,500 US

19 School crossing signal
revisions composed of over-
head indications and 3-sectior

signals in conformance with X 68,400 GO

the new Manual 159,600 US

Optically programmed signals
at left turn bays and skewed X 37,500
intersections , 87,500

TE-22 Seneca and 55th (See MS-50) X 25,000 GO

Hydraulic and MacArthur (See
MS-52) X 15,000 GO

Hydraulic and 47th (See MS-
52) X 25,000 GO

17th and Mosley (See MS-91) X 22,500 GO

Central and Rock Road (See
MS-129) X 22,500 GO

Tyler Road and 13th (See MS- -
132) x 22,500 GO ./1r=

2nd and McLean (See MS-174) X 15,000 GO

-# Harry and Woodlawn (See MS-
179) x 20,000 GO

12* -E

2%12

Kellogg and Greenwich (See
MS-195) X 22,500 GO

School signals as needed X 12,000 GO

I:44%€

22·134
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642 capital impr•,ments Protram @ city of wichita

a, project
- number lilli

TE-22

(cont.) 19 School crossing signal
revisions composed of over-
head indications and 3-sectior

signals in conformance with X 68,400 GO
the new Manual 159,600 US

Mbdernization o f CBD traffic

signals X 60,000 GO

140,000 US

TE-23 21st and Woodlawn (See MS-59) X 22,500 GO

31st and Oliver (See MS-108A) X 20,000 GO

Tyler Road and Kellogg (See
MS-130) X 20,000 GO

Tyler Road and Maple (See
MS-130) X 22,500 GO

2nd and Sycamore (See MS-212) X 22,500 GO

School signals as needed X 12,000 GO

19 School crossing signal
revisions composed of over-
head indications and 3-section

signals in conformance with X 68,400 GO
the new Manual 159,600 US

Traffic signal and pavement
marking improvements at 31st X 15,000 GO
and Seneca (See MS-150) 35,000 US

1.4.
Computerization study of X 30,000 GO

signal systems 70,000 US

Modernization of traffic

signals to comply with 1971 X 30,000 GO
MU'MD 70,000 US

TE-24 37th and Broadway (See MS-65) X 25,000 GO

Central and Washington (See
MS-72) X 20,000 GO

22·134
26
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capital improvements promm city of wichita

.. * project project description project  1
4 number

TE-24

(cont.) Maple and McLean (See MS-99) X 20,000 GO

Mt. Vernon and Market (See
MS-106) X 20,000 GO

Mt. Vernon and Broadway (See
MS-106) X 20,000 GO

Mt. Vernon and Topeka (See
MS-106) X 20,000 GO

Mt. Vernon and Emporia (See
MS-106) X 20,000 GO

(See MS-106) X 20,000 GO

Mt. Vernon and Washington
(See MS-106) X 20,000 GO

37th and Arkansas (See MS-113) X 22,500 GO

21st and Arkansas (See MS-
146B) X 22,500 GO

23rd and Broadway (See MS-
180) X 20,000 GO

Maple and Ridge (See MS-181) X 25,000 GO

School signals as needed X 12,000 GO

Modernization of traffic

32 F signals to comply with 1971 X 30,000 GO
MUTCD 70,000 US

Interconnection and coordina- X 37,500 GO

tion of signal system groups 87,500 US

Replacement of obsolete equip-
ment with solid state equip- X 30,000 GO

ment 70,000 US

C

't

1-/ cost
1111111

Mt. Vernon and St. Francis

22-134 27
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capital improvements proiram City of wichita

© project
f number project description

11-1-/-l=IN cost

BRIDGES

B-26 George Washington Blvd. at 20,000 GO
Dry Creek (See MS-71) X 20,000 S

B-34 Amidon; Meridian at Flood 180,000 GO
Control (See MS-35 & MS-36) X 420,000 S

B-35 Rock Road at Gypsum Creek 51,000 GO
(See MS-128) X 119,000 S

B-36 Roseberry at Dry Creek (See
D-JA) X 65,000 GO

B-40 Bridge at Flood Control & Big 515,000 GO
Arkansas River West of I-235 515,000 Canty
and 25th Street Interchange X 1,030,000 S

€ 8-41 1st/2nd Street at Big Arkrtsas 300,000 GO
River (See MS-171, 174, 213) X 300,000 S

B-45 Bridge; Cessna Drive at Dry
Creek Diversion (See D-3A) X 65,000 GO

B-46 Bridge; Elmwood at Dry Creek
(See D-4A) X 70,000 GO

B-48 Bridge Widen; 29th Street at
Little Arkansas River (See
MS-1) X 225,000 GO

B-49 Bridge; Broadway at Big Ar- 550,000 GO
kansas River (See MS-224) X 550,000 S

B-50 Walkways-Bridge at Amidon
and Big Arkansas River X 50,000 GO

B-51 Bridge; Harry Street and
*psum Creek (See MS-179) X 210,000 GO

B-52 Bridge; MacArthur Road & Big 35,000 GO
Slough (See MS-148) X 35,000 S

ggly. ;
22-134 28



 ,, ,: „ , capital improvements,rogram city of wichita

39

i j je project project description , ../se/de04 number Costllllll
B-57 Bridge; Central & Big Slough 120,000 GO

(See MS-216) X 120,000 S

B-58 Bridge; Central & Floodway 365,000 GO
(See MS-216) X 365,000 S

B-60 Collector Street Bridges X 40,000 GO
- X 40,000 GO

P

X 40,000 GO
X 40,000 GO

X 40,000 GO
X 40,000 GO

B-64 1st/2nd Streets - Railroad 60,000 GO
Underpasses (See D-37) X 140,000 S

1-y<lin

22·134 29



calital improvements Drolram @ city of wichita

number
project description 1-lzlzle'Rigi costlilli

DRAINAGE

D-3A Dry Creek Diversion; Gypsum
Creek to Pawnee (Right-of-way
and relocation) X 155,000 GO

D-38 Dry Creek Diversion; Gypsum
Creek to Pawnee (See B-36 and
B-51) X 140,000 GO

D-4 Dry Creek Channel; Pawnee to
Mt. Vernon (Right-of -way) X 80,000 GO

D-5

D-6

D-8

D-11

D-12

D-12A

D-12B

D-19

Ey D-24

22·134

Dry Creek Channel; Pawnee to
Mt. Vernon (See B-46) X 435,000 GO

Storm Water Sewer(unidentifiecX 400,000 SA A*Pat01

x 450,000
X 450,000 SA

X 500,000 SA

X 500,000 SA

X 500,000 SA

Little Arkansas River Dam X 350,000 URA

Wichita Drainage Canal Lining X 1,800,000 GO

English to 17th Street 1,800,000 F
x 1,800,000. GO

1,800,000 FDrainage Study and Engineering
Southwest Industrial Area X 50,000 GO

Third Street; Drainage Canal
to Grove (Construction) X 200,000 URA

Third Street; Drainage Canal
to Grove (Right-of-way) X 100,000 URA

Third Street; Grove to Hillsich X 200,000 GO

Maple Street Interceptor, Stom
Water Sewer (See MS-99) X 2,000,000 SA

19th Street; Shadybrook Storm X 700,000 URA
Sewer X 700,000 URA

30

4
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calital improv,m,•ts pretram city of wichita

6 € project
number project description

D-25 Drainage Structures in Central 125,000 GO
2 9 Avenue with Project MS-216 X 125,000 S

D-28 Gypsum Creek; 300 ft east of
Hillside to George Washington
Blvd (relocation of Utilities: X 70,000 GO

D-29 Gypsum Creek; 355 ft east of
Hillside to George Washington
Blvd (See B-53) (Const.) X 150,500 GO

r

D-31 Right-of-way for Gypsum Creek
south of Harrj west of Unpike X 20,000 GO

D-32 Right-of-way for Dugan
Tributary X 10,000 GO

* D-35 Cherry Hills Tributary to

9.447 Gypsum Creek (Right-of-way) X 6,000 GO

'424*J
D-36 Sluice Gates and Storm Water

Sewers at 31st and Hydraulic X 100,000 GO
9 4

D-37 1st Street Storm Water Sewer,
Water to Santa Fe (See B-64) X 350,000 GO

D-38 Wichita Street Storm Water

Sewer, 2nd to 3rd Streets X 81,000 URA

D-39 Third Street Storm Water Sewer
Wichita to Main Streets X 81,000 URA

D-41 Big Slough, Right-of-way,
Between Maple and Central X 20,000 GO

D-42 Arkansas River, Right-of-way
Left Bank, Lincoln.to Gilbert X 35,000 GO

22·134 31
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1/

€ project
number project description 1-,2" 2/2/B cost Na11-111-1

PARK

P-lB Aley Park 10,500 GO

Children s Play Area X 10,500 F

P-5 College Hill Park
Recreation Building
Including Equipment,
Furnishing, Parking Area
and Walks X 135,000 GO

*N© t

P-10 Park Maintenance Facilities

Shops and Storage X 200,000 GO

P-1QA Park Maintenance Facilities

Maintenance Shops and 50,000 GO

Storage X 50,000 F

P-12 McAdams Park 15,000 GO
t

Two Lighted Tennis Courts X 15,000 F

P-17 Murdock Park 15,000 GO

Two Lighted Tennis Courts X 15,000 F

P-18B Linwood Park 25,000 GO

Parking Area and Drives X 25,000 F

P-18D Linwood Park

Recreation Center,
Including Equipment and
Furnishing X 330,000 GO

P- 18G Linwood Park 30,000 GO

Light Two Softball Fields X 30,000 F

P-23A Orchard Park

Swimming Pool X 140,000 GO

P-23C Orchard Park

Parking Area and Drive X 20,000 GO

€9 P-258 Edgemoor Park
Children's Play Area, 25,000
Walks and Site Development X 25,000 F

22·134 32
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capital improvements Proiram © * city of wichita

PE
004:4

project description
project :.1

Edgemoor Park 10,000 GO

Parking Area X 10,000 F

Planeview Park

Shelter and Rest Rooms X 35,000 GO

Riverside Park

Tennis Complex X 180,000 GO

Riverside Park Redevelopment
Additions and Rehabilitation 75,000

of existing facilities X 75,000

Riverside Park 130,000 GO

Site Development X 130,000 F

Riverside Park

Additions and Rehabilitation 80,000 GO

of existing facilities X 80,000 F

Riverside Park 160,000 GO

Swimming Pool X 160,000 F

Watson Park

Extend Train Track X

4%

Schweiter Park 12,500 GO -

Two Lighted Tennis Courts X 12,500 F

Schweiter Park

One Multi-Use Court X

39·94'
Buffalo Park

Two Lighted Tennis Courts X

Boston Park

Parking Area X

Boston Park

Swimming Pool X

) P-87E Boston Park

Recreation Center including
Equipment and Furnishings X

1.91

60,000

5,000
5,000

15,000
15,000

25,000
25,000

135,000
135,000

340,000

GO

GO

F

GO

F

GO

F

GO
F

GO

33

33

2,116.
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$ plujuul
number

P-25D

P-27B

P-28

P-28A

P-28B

P-28C

P-28D

P-31A

P-33

P-33A

P-3&A

P-87C

P-87D



r
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Sktig*11j capital improvements program city of wichita b 't

*9 e project project
number project descripti

cost

P-87F Boston Park 15,000 GO
Two Lighted Tennis Courts X 15,000 F

P-102 Kiwanis Park
Recreation Building includ-ukol:
ing Equipment and Furnish-
ing X 121,000 GO

P-102A Kiwanis Park
Children's Play Area X 25,000 GO

P-102B Kiwanis Park
11,000 GO

Parking Area X 11,000 F

P-105A Chisholm Creek Park 13,000 GO
Site Development X 13,000 F

6/*' P-105B Chisholm Creek Park 25,000 GO
Shelter and Restrooms X 25,000 F

P-105C Chisholm Creek Park 15,000 GO
One Lighted Softball Field X 15,000 F

P-105D Chisholm Creek Park 45,000 GO
Site Development X 45,000 F

25,000 GO
X 25,000 F

50,000 GO
X 50,000 F

P-200 Land Acquisition 54,500 GO
Parks X 54,500 F

30,000 GO
X 30,000 F

P-202A River Bank Beautification
Bike Trails, Walks and 75,000 GO
Site Development X 75,000 F

P-202B River Bank Beautification 4*44
Bike Trails, Walks and 40,000 GO 444'.f

A Site Development X 40,000 F

22-134 34
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capital improvements program city of wichita

& 4 € project project test*on Ifinumber lizlEi-1- Cost

P-202C River Bank Beautification 50,000 GO

S ite Development X 50,000 F

P-203 West Douglas Park 13,750 GO

Two Lighted Tennis Courts X 13,750 F

P-203C West Douglas Park 13,750 GO

One Lighted Softball Field X 13,750 F

P-204 Willow Park

Children's Play Area, Walks 30,000 GO
Benches and Site Development X 30,000 F

P-206B Pawnee Prairie Park 45,000 GO

Site Development X 45,000 F
120,000 GO

X 120,000 F
30,000 GO

X 30,000 F

P-210 Sycamore Park
Children' s Play Area, Walks,
Softball Field, Multi-Use 30,000 GO

Court and Site Development X 30,000 F

P-21QA Sycamore Park 15,000 GO

Parking Area and Drives X 15,000 F

P-211 Sycamore Park
Recreation Center including
Equipment and Furnishing X 340,000 GO

P-211A Sycamore Park 15,000 GO

Two Lighted Tennis Courts X 15,000 F

P-215 Lawrence Stadium
Rehabilitation X 55,000 Go

P-220 Brown Thrush Park 40,000 GO
Site Development X 40,000 F

22-134 35
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capital improvements proiram city of wichita

lili
project descriptionnumber cost

E-

PUBLIC BUILDINGS

FS-5 Fire Station No. 13 and

Equipment id the vicinity of
West Street and Bounous X 231,000 GO

4»14 FS-17 Fire Training Grounds; 31st
and Oliver, Project E Exten-
sion of paving for driver
training area X 57,000 GO

FS-25 Fire Station in the vicinity
of 33rd Street North and
Broadway. Relocation of

"t t:th-dr,LV

FS-26

present station at 18th and
Market X 225,000 GO 4

r>:32*

Fire Station in the vicinity
of Lincoln and Market.
Replacing #2 Station at Lewis

59

and Topeka and #6 Station at
Mt. Vernon and Santa Fe X 375,500 GO

L-2 Branch Library; Northeas t
(Land, construction and
equipment) X 400,000 GO

4%09;
L-3 Branch Library; Cons truction

of new Boulevard Branch to

replace rented quarters X 260,000 GO

L-4 Branch Library; Construction
of branch for Westlink to

replace rented quarters X 200,000 GO

PB-14 City Administrative Building X 2,500,000 URA-GO
; A92. X 2,000,000 URA-GO

PB-15 Structural Parking X 1,500,000 URA-GO

, 6:*1 PB-20 City Material Yard (con- X 750,000 GO
struction) X 518,000 GO

PB-21 Peripheral parking lot for
downtown commuters X 200,000 GO

AR-1 New Art Museum X 3,500,000 PBC
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* project project
number project description 1-11TMN Cost

AR-2 Preliminary plans for new
Art Museum X 30,000 GO

C-1 Pave and meter present dirt
lot at Century II X 70,000 GO

C-2 Land acquisition for Century
II parking X 175,000 GO

CA-1 Canal route recreation X 120,000 GO
development (City share) X 120,000 GO

X 120,000 GO

CB-1 Preliminary plans for
restoration of present
City Building X 25·,000 GO

CB-2
Nkff49* Restoration of present

City Building X 500,000 OTHER

399(3

e

tri
22-134 37
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Urban Renewal Agency

Summary of Expenditures

1974-1979 Program

1974 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 Total

Administration 750,000 750,000 750,000 750,000 750,000 750,000 4,500,000

Administration Center 838,000 681,000 1,246,000 791,600 150,000 3,706,600

Bridgeport 672,000 1,107,400 1,091,800 1,968,800 738,400 5,578,40*
Waco-Finn 791,200 905,400 818,400 364,000 2,879,000

Amy-Isley 923,000 2,007,100 1,268,250 518,250 518,250 518,250 5,753,100

Park-Irving
w (Midtown Inc.) 791,000 801,500 656,150 801,350 751,700 518,250 4,319,950

Central Ind. Corridor 72,000 604,600 348,600 451,000 1,260,500 2,736,700

Planeview 793,800 1,517,400 2,740,650 4,453,000 9,504,850

West Douglas 2,228,800 675,000 2,903,800

East Douglas 434,000 263,200 271,000 440,000 1,400,000 2,808,2(@
Historical Museum

(Old City Hall) 309,400 309,400

Total 7,500,000 7,500,000 7,500,000 7,500,000 7,500,000 7,500,000 45,000,000

4

4
k
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capital improvimints Brollrim 0 city of wichita

llllll'* C project
project description /2/y,N/- ./ 1 project 11number

cost i a

ADMINISTRATION CENTER

URA-1 Acquisition*

R/W for Wichita Street X 266,000 URABetween Douglas and Ist,
adjacent to Waco

Land Acquisition X 161,000 URABetween 2nd and 3rd,
Riverview and Waco

Land Acquisition X 72,000 URABetween 18 t and 2nd,
Waco and Wichita

Land Acquisition X 1,174,000 URA
aff'.lk

Parcel southwest of
2nd and Waco

Site Improvements

Street Paving X 411,000 URAWichita Street; Douglas to
Central

Storm Sewer X 81,000 URAMain Street; 2nd to 3rd
Streets

Pedestrian Improvements X 500,000 URAMain Street; Douglas to Pine

Pedestrian Improvements X 100,000 URACity Building

Street Paving (City Project) X 30,000 URA

2nd Street; Greenway to Main
Storm Sewer

X 425,600 URA3rd Street; Alley west of
Riverview to Market

60441
Storm Sewer X 336,000 URA2nd Street; East Bank of
Arkansas River to Market

*IncludeE land costs, acquisition expense! , re-.ocation and demolition
39
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calitil *,r•-Its Ir,gram @ city of wichita 

€ project project description le/wils/i/fl/ project „•
number cost 0%Illlll.

ADMINISTRATION CENTER (cont.)

X 150,000 URA

Federal Building
Pedestrian Improvements

BRIDGEPORT

URA-2 Acquisition*

Land Acquisition X 672,000 URA

Blocks bounded by 35th, 33rd,
Emporia, and Santa Fe

Blocks bounded by 37th, 35th X 1,107,400 URA

2% Emporia, and Santa Fe,
excluding school property1,»42
Blocks bounded by 37th, 33rd, X 746,500 URA

Lawrence and Emporia

Blocks bounded by 37th, 33rd, X 1,581,800 URA

Frisco R/R tracks and Cleve-
land

Site Improvements7 »All:

Phase I - West Side X 345,300 URA

Streets, storm sewers, water
lines and engineering

Phase II - West Side X 387,000 URA

lines, and engineering, 33rd
to 35th

Streets, storm sewers, water

Additional Improvements -
West Side X 167,300 URA

y4%

33rd street paving, storm,
and sanitary sewer, water

3 15.;
lines and engineering

East Side Improvements X 571,100 URA

4 Sanitary, and storm sewer
water lines, street paving
and engineering

01*
*Includef land costs, acquisition expense: , re .ocatior and demolition
if required.

22·134 40
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@capital improvements promm City Of wichita

project Ilescription i./r·lr/( / Project *e.Ill @ Project
 number EFFKFFi cost

WACO-FINN ACTIVITY AREA

URA-3 Acquisition*

Commercial Development X 332,100 UNA

North of 21st Street and
Broadway

Site Improvements

Storm Drainage X 280,000 URA

Arkansas River to Waco, North
on Waco to 22nd, East on 22nd
to Jackson, West on Jackson
to Fairview

Street Paving (50%) X 55,000 URA

Market; 18th to 20th

2 lst St., Shelton to Welling- X 325,000 URA

ton; Waco, 21st to 22nd; 22nd
St., Jackson to Fairview

Utility Improvements X 675,400 URA

Street paving, storm sewer;
sidewalk, drives

Street paving, sidewalks and X 458,300 URA

drives

Street paving, storm sewers X 252,000

Pedestrian Improvements X 28,000
Commercial area north of 21st
and Broadway

Commercial area south of 21st X 112,000 URA

and Broadway

URA

URA

Rehabilitation Program

Rehabilitation Grants

12 at $4,500 each X 54,000 URA

13 at $4,500 each X 58,500 URA

L./ *Includef land costs, acquisition experse:, re Location a nd demolition
if required. 44%1

22·134 41
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08$ capital improvemelts Nomm @ city of Wichita

44 a project
project description ,=/2/./.,0,u

14:21:LLLI project 1
a number I EFFFI Cost

E-

WACO-FINN ACTIVITY AREA (cont.)

Acquisition
9 tenant occupied residential X 58,500 URA
structures and 4 owner

occupied residential
9 tenant occupied residential X 54,000 URA

462% structures and 3 owner
occupied structures

Relocation

9 tenants and 4 owners X 62,500
9 tenants and 3 owners X 52,500

Demolition
28 vacant residential

structures X 11,200
25 structures X 10,000

AMY-ISELY ACTIVITY AREA

URA-4 Acquisition*

Land Acquisition X 517,250 URA

Blocks bounded by 15th, 17th,
Lorraine and Hillside

Land Acquisition X 738,850 URA

Blocks bounded by 15th, 17th,
Lorraine and Chautauqua

Site Improvements

Storm Sewer

Shadybrook Sewer 1st i of line X 750,000
2nd 15 of line X 750,000

*f¢ Rehabilitation Program

Rehabilitation Gran ts
50 the first year X 225,000 URA

75 the succeeding 5 years X 337,500 URA

X 337,500 URA
X 337,500 URA

X 337,500 URA
X 337,500 URA

*Includea land costs, acquisition experses, re Locat .or and demolition 35443.
if requ Lred. 2,90%.3,

22·134
;71#9.:
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capital improvements program e city of wichiti

e project  / L- 44 / project j,
number project description

1 IN cost i 0
E-

AMY-ISELY ACTIVITY AREA (cont.)

Acquisition

15 occupied dilapidated
structures per year X 75,000 URA

X 75,000 URA
X 75,000 URA

X 75,000 URA
X 75,000 URA

X 75,000 URA
Relocation

90 Household relocations per
year X 93,750 URA

X 93,750 URA 91
X 93,750 URA

X 93,750 URA
X 93,750 URA

X 93,750 URA

Demolition

180 Structure @ rate of 30
per year X 12,000 URA

X 12,000 URA
X 12,000 URA

X 12,000 URA
X 12,000 URA

X 12,000 URA

PARK IRVING

URA-5 Acquisition*

Land Acquisition X 179,670
Parcels in blocks bounded

URA

by AT & SF RR., Emporia, 9th
and Murdock

Parcels in block bounded X 205,580 URA
by AT & SF RR., St. Francis,
9th and 10th

Park and Opportunity Acquisi- X 283,250tion X 137,900

Land Acquisition X 86,800
Parcel in block bounded by
St. Francis, Emporia, Pine
and Murdock

*Includes land costs, acquisition expenseE, relocation and demolitionif requl red.

22·134 43
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calital improv,ments Irogram city of wichita
-452*

® project
project description

4/11/.ki project ...
number /-lZ1zlZlZ|&1

Ililin Cost

PARK IRVING (cont.)

Parcels in block bounded by X 196,300 URA
AT & SF RR., St. Francis,
10th and 11th

1902'
3/gr

5 €,'ll·r
4 %19

4 : 'h
"//9"0 49

rarcels in Diocks Dounaea Dy A Zjj,430 UKA

Santa Fe, Emporia, 10th and
11th

Rehabilitation Program

Rehabilitation Grants
50 grants 1st year X 225,000 URA
75 grants the succeeding yeari X 337,500 URA

X 337,500 URA
X 337,500 URA

X 337,500 URA
X 337,500 URA

Acquisition
15 occupied dilapidated X 75,000 URA
structures per year X 75,000 URA

X 75,000 URA
X 75,000 URA

X 75,000
X 75,000

Relocation

90 relocations i owner X 93,750 URA
occupied % tenant occupied X 93,750 URA

X 93,750 URA
X 93,750 URA

X 93,750 URA
X 93,750 URA

Demolition
180 structures @ rate of X

30 per year
12,000 URA

X 12,000 URA
X 12,000 URA

X 12,000 URA
X 12,000 URA

X 12,000 URA

22·134
44

r
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.: capital im,rovements iroiram city of wichita

i * project
number Cost

CENTRAL INDUSTRIAL CORRIDOR

URA-6 Acquisition*

Goodman Tractor X 161,000 URA

Land Acquisition X 443,600 URA
Blocks bounded by Frisco RR,,
Ohio, 16th and 17th

Blocks bounded by Frisco RR., X 348,600 URA

Ohio, 15th and 16th

Blocks bounded bv Frisco RR.. 451-000

92.

./le

»3....

, -.1 D

4/'

Canal, 19th to 2ist

Blocks bounded by Washington, X 176,740 URA

Mosley, Bently Place and 21st

Block bounded by Washington, X 258,770 URA

if € Mosley 19th and Bently Place

r Block bounded by Ohio, Wabash, X 290,780 URA
13th and 14th

Block bounded by Wabash, X 107,470 URA

Washington, 14th and 15th

Additional Acquisition X 72,000

Additional Acquisition X 24,740

Site Improvements

Storm Sewers

Wabash Ave; 16th to 17th X 10,000
Mosley Ave; 18th to 19th X 10,000
19th st.; Wabash to Central X 15,000

Street paving
17th St.; Mosley to Ohio X 99,800
Ohio Ave; 17th to 21st X 267,200

*Include! land costs, acquisition experse :, re LocatLor and demolition
if requ-red,

22-134 45
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capital improvements program @ city of wichita

 e project
number project description

Ill cost

PLANEVIEW ACTIVITY AREA

URA-7 Acquisition*

f*&*.tl, Land Acquisition 793,800 URA
Portion of N.E. corner of
Planeview Sub. #1

North central portion of X 1,337,000 URA
Planeview Sub. #1

Remainder of N.E. portion and X 2,413,750 URA
S.E. portion of Planeview
Sub. 41

Remainder of Planeview Sub. X 3,847,000
#1 and Part of north portion

URA

of Sub.#2

Site Improvements

Land Improvements
Streets, storm drainage, X 180,400 URA
water and sanitary sewers X 326,900 URA

X 606,000 URA

WEST DOUGLAS

URA-8 Acquisition*

Land Acquisition X 2,228,800 URA
Bi-Centennial Site west of
Arkansas River

Site Improvements
6

Pedestrian Improvements X
Bicentennial Park 675,000 URA

EAST DOUGLAS

URA-9 Acquisition*

Urban Park X 434,000 URA
North 4 of block bounded by
St. Francis, Douglas, R/R 343.3 A
tracks and William

*Include g land costs, acquisition exper.se 3, reloc at Lot; and demolitiorif requ:red.

22·134 46
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.· capital improvements program 0 0 city of wichita

Cle
.Im @ project project description 1-1212121°

'2/2/,p/0/si/ project
* number , cost1111-1-1

EAST DOUGLAS (cont.)

Land Acquisition X 1,000,000 URA

Block bounded by Douglass
byafff* Emporia, 1st, and St. Francis

Site Improvements

Pedestrian Improvements
Urban Park-north 4 of block X 263,200 URA

bounded by St. Francis,
Douglas, R/R tracks and
William

Old Town Square X 271,000 URA OSF

Douglas Ave; Main to Broadway X 440,000 URA

Douglas Ave; Broadway to X 400,000 URA 472%6
Emporia

HISTORICAL MUSEUM

URA-10 City Building - Code Com-

pliance

Electrical X 10,000 URA

Sprinkler X 15,000 URA
Fire Exit X 12,000 URA

Mechanical (include Municipal 60,000 URA

Courts)

Police Building and Shop

Demolition X 17,500 URA

Site Development

23*Ya f Construct Park X 174,000
Engineering X 20,900

f?*44

WA

22·134 47
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WATER DEPARTMENT

UTILI TY IMPROVEMENT FUND

SUMMARY OF EXPENDITURES AND FINANCING
1973-1979

(In Thousands)

1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979

REVENUE

Balance UIF Jan. 1 $6,439 $3,478 $2,301 $5,751 $5,367 $3,176 $2,628
Add: Operating

Income to UIF 838 1,614 1,566 1,449 1,391 1,321 1,279
Federal Funds

Revenue Bond
Issue 3,500

Sub-Total $7,277 $5,092 $7,367 $7,200 $6,758 $4,497 $3,907
t

EXPENDITURES

Total Project Cost $3,151 $2,156 $1,000 $1,200 $2,932 $1,200 $1,200
Plant Retirement 20 20 20 20 20 20 20

Construction

Refunding 40 40 40 40 40 40 40

Replacements 588 575 556 573 590 609 628

Year-End Balance $3,478 $2,301 $5,751 $5,367 $3,176 $2,628 $2,019

The above computations were based on figures from the Black
& Veatch report recommending a 15% rate increase. Rate
increase was proj ected beginning January 1, 1974.

949*
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capital improvements program O city of wichita

. project project
project descriptionnumber

E-

20-inch Feeder Main; in
Hillside from Bayley to
Mt. Vernon X 132,000 C

W-65 Distribution System; Feeder X 1,000,000 C
Mains and Main Extension X 1,000,000 C
(unidentified) X 1,200,000 C

X 1,200,000 C
X 1,200,000 C

X 1,200,000 C i

W-91 Deep Well Disposal Facilities
(1) Sludge Collection &

Thickening System X 756,000 R
(2) Sludge Disposal Well X 226,000 R

16-inch Feeder Main; Hoover
& 31st Street South X 174,000 C

W-92 Comotara Pump Station X 1,600,000 R

494&

22·134 49
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REVENUE:

Cash Balan

Add: oper
Less: Tot
Add: Reve

Total Cash &

Ltt
EXPENDITURES

Total Proj,
Less: Spe,

Fed,

Exp,

Year-end Bal,

09

47- 1.34

SEWER UTILITY FUND

SUMMARY OF EXPENDITURES AND FINANCING
1974-1979 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

(In Thousands)

1974 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979

e Jan. 1 $ 873 $1,535 $1,938 $1,813 $1,275 $ 670 i
ting Revenues 4,122 4,163 4,205 4,247 4,248
1 Expenditures 3,460

4,290
3,760 4,330

ue Bonds
4,785 4,853 4,900

1,699 3,235 3,095 1,068 1,300 967
Revenues $3,234 $5,173 $4,908 $2,343 $1,970 $1,027

Jt Cost $6,156 $9,187 $8,519 $4,809 $5,171
Lal Assessments 1,385 1,000

$4,345
1,000 1,000 1,233 1,029ral & State Funds 3,072 4,952 4,424 2,741 2,638 2,349

iditures $1,699 $3,235 $3,095 $1,068 $1,300 $ 967

ice $1,535 $1,938 $1,813 $1,275 $ 670 $ 60

2% t

l

74
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city ol wichitar capital improvements proiram

0 project 441.1
: number

project description 'MMEIZIZIal Cost 22lilli 1-1/
ST-1 Digested Sludge Disposal

Facilities: Sewage Treatment 625,000 GO (1)
Plants No. 1 & No. 2 X 625,000 F

ST-2 Standby Power - Sewage 37,500 GO (1)
Treatment Plant No. 1 X 37,500 F

Standby Power - Sewage 47,500 GO (1)
Treatment Plant No. 2 X 47,500 F

ST-3 Sewage Effluent Chlorination 104,250 GO (1)
Facility X 312,750 F

ST-4 Treatment Plant Interceptor 2,201,000 GO (1)
from Plant No. 1 to Plant X 2,201,000 F
No. 2

X 2,201,000 GO (1)
2,201,000 F

ST-5 Pumping and Treatment of 700,000 GO (1)
Extraneous Flows X 700,000 F

ST-7 Grease Incineration Facility X 210,000 GO (1)
210,000 F

S-4 Reconstruction of Sanitary
Sewer System X 105,000 GO

X 105,000 GO
X 105,000 GO

X 105,000 GO
X 105,000 GO

X 105,000 GO

S-5 Sanitary Submain and Lateral 50,000 GO (1)
for Future Development and X 1,000,000 SA
Developed Areas which are 50, 000 GO (1)
annexed X 1,000,000 SA24%14

50,000 GO (1)
X 1,000,000 SA

50,000 GO (1)
X 1,000,000 SA

X 50,000 GO (1)
1,000,000 SA

X 50,000 GO (1)
1,000,000 SA

22·134 51
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capital improvements program city of wichita

® project
project description

number 1 1 11 cost

S-6 Interceptors Unidentified X 125,000 GO (1)
lit?5%14: 375,000 F4 4;94 X 125,000 GO (1)

375,000 F
X 125,000 GO (1)

375,000 F
X 125,000 GO (1)

375,000 F
X 125,000 GO (1)

375,000 F
X 125,000 GO (1)

375,000 F

S-7 Sanitary Sewer to Serve 151,000 GO (1)
County Zoo X 264,000 F

385,000 COUNTY

S-8 Dry Creek Interceptor on
George Wash. Blvd., from 112,000 GO (1)
Pawnee to Bluff X 338,000 F

S-9 Sanitary Sewer No. 22 - Lift
Station No. 4 Relief Line on

25th Street, Meridian to 20,000 GO (1)
An!idon X 60,000 F

S-10 Sanitary Sewer No. 12 in 375,000 GO (1)
Grove, Lincoln to 2nd Streets X 1,125,000 F

S-11 W. S.U. Interceptor on 16th 95,000 GO (1)
Street, Pennsylvania to Yale X 285,000 F

S-12 Arkansas Street Extension in

Arkansas, from 36th to 53rd 165,000 GO (1)
Streets X 500,000 F

S-13 Sanitary Sewer No. 22 - West X 200,000 GO (1)
Street Interceptor on West 600,000 F
Street, from 31st Street X 400,000 GO (1)
South to U.S. 54 1,200,000 F

S-14 Sanitary Sewer No. 1 and
No. 20 - Reconstruct 1889 75,000 GO (1)
Sewer North of Douglas X 225,000 F

X 110,000 GO (1)
335,000 F
186,000 GO (1)
559,000 F

X 89,000 GO (1)
267,000 F

22·134 52
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city of wichita

project description
1-Irislilz'Zi cost E-

9 - s-14 Sanitary Sewer No. land
No. 20 - Reconstruct 1889

Sewer North o f Douglas
(Continued) X 100,000 GO (1)

300,000 F

S-15 Lift Station No. 6 (replace) 19,000 GO (1)
Glenn and 32nd Street South X 56,000 F

S-16 Sanitary Sewer No. 12 (Recon-
struct) Pawnee to the Treat- 500,000 GO (1)
ment Plant X 1,500,000 F

S-17 2nd Street Extension -

Cowskin along Cowskin Creek, 67,000 GO (1)
2nd to Central X 202,000 F

S-18 St. Joseph's Hospital Relief
Line X 41,000 GO (1)

j r- S-19 W. I.S. - Beech Relief Inter-
ceptor - Along Gypsum Creek, 35,000 GO (1)
Peach Tree to Central X 105,000 F

S-20 Westlink Street Extension,
along Westlink north of 68,000 GO (1)
13th Street X 68,000 SA

eA943 .4.

S-21 Big Slough S.W.I. Extension 165,000 GO (1)
(North of Zoo) X 165,000 SA

S-22 Gypsum Creek - Tara Street
Extension on Tara Street,
Extended Through the Wichita 26,500 GO (1)
Country Club X 79,500 F

S-23 Gypsum Creek - Tara Street
Extension along Gypsum Creek, 67,000 GO (1)
from Central to 17th Street X 202,000 F

S-24 Lift Station No. 7 (replace)
on 27th Street South, between 5,000 GO (1)
Oak and Sycamore Streets X 15,000 F

S-25 Sanitary Sewer No. 12 -
Pawnee to Lincoln Streets 600,000 GO (1)
(replace) X 1,700,000 F

aliF:/1-

9-48=*2391

9*.,ch

U 53
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capital improvements prolrim @ city of wichita

number
project description

lilli 01
Cost

S-26 Sanitary Sewer No. 1 and 125,000 GO (1)
No. 20 - South o f Douglas X 375,000 F

S-27 Sanitary Sewer No. 22 - K-15
Pawnee to Treatment Plant 210,000 GO (1)
No. 1 X 630,000 F

S-28 Cowskin - 2nd Street Exten-
sion -West, North of Central 29,500 GO (1)
and East of Millbrook X 29,500 SA

S-29 Cowskin - 3rd Street Exten-
sion - East, West of Maize, 48,000 GO (1)
Central to 17th Street X 144,000 F

S-30 Cowskin Interceptor, Maize
Road Juncture, Along Cowskin 175,000 GO (1)

Creek, Harry to 2nd X 525,000 F

4

54
22-134
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METROPOLITAN TRANSIT AUTHORITY
SUMMARY OF EXPENDITURES AND FINANCING
1974-1979 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS PROGRAM

1973* 1974* 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979

Cash Balance Jan. 1

Operating Fund $ (1,167)$ (483) $ (321) $ (285,849) $ (591,074) $ (916,448) $(1,263,1231
Revenues 974,284 1,192,820 929,420 994,553 1,064,437 1,139,427 1.219,90

Total Cash Balance

and Revenues $973,117 $1,192,337 $ 929,741 $ 708,704 $ 473,363 $ 222,979 $ (43,216)

Deduct: Expendi-
tures 973.600 1,093,820 1,170,387 1,252,316 1,339,976 1,433,775 1,534,139

f g Cash Available $ (483)$ 98,517 $ (240,646) $ (543,612) $ (866,613) $(1,210,796) $(1,577,355)

Less:

Utility Improve-
ment Costs 490,979 226,013 237,311 249,176 261,634 274,717

Deduct: Federal

Contribution 392,783 180,810 189,849 199,341 209,307 219,774

UIF Contribution $ -- $ 98,196 $ 45,203 $ 47,462 $ 49,835 $ 52,327 $ 54,94*
Year-end Cash

Balance $ (483)$ 321 $ (285,849) $ (591,074) $ (916,448) $(1,263,123) $(1,632,298)

*Revenues for 1973 and 1974 reflect appropriated revenue sharing funds in the amount o f
$107,000 and $316,115 respectively
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calital improvemelts proiram City of wichita@
fF

€5) Project project ZE
number project description

'84@
E-

C)
MT-8 10 New 45-Passenger Buses X 87,360 C

for Replacement and Added 349,440 F
Services

MT-9 5 New 45-Passenger Buses X 45,203 C
for Replacement 180,810 F

MT-10 5 New 45-Passenger Buses X 47,462 C
for Replacement 189,849 F

MT-11 5 New 45-Passenger Buses X 49,835 C
for Replacement 199,341 F

MT-26 32 Side Destination Signs X 672 C

2,688 F

MT-29 5 New 45-Passenger Buses X 52,327 C
for Replacement 209,307 F

42 MT-30 21 Bus Stop Waiting Shelters X 4,035 C

16,141 F

MT-31 Spare Parts X 6,129 C

24,514 F

MT-32 5 New 45-Passenger Buses X 54,943 C
for Replacement 219,774 F

34%19

ra»··

1
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WICHITA MID-CONTINENT AIRPORT

SUMMARY OF EXPENDITURES AND FINANCING
(1974-1979)

(In thousands)

1974 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979

REVENUE:

Cash Balance Jan. 1 $1,131 $4,522 $3,281 $1,743 $ 1,367 $2,675
(1) Operating Revenue 1,819 1,928 2,044 2,167 2,297 2,435

Revenue Bonds 5,000 8,000
Less:

(2) Operating Expenses 1,736 1,823 1,914 2,010 2,111 2,217
(3) New Debt Service 250 250 250 250 650

Sub-Total $6,214 $4,377 $3,161 $1,650 $ 9,303 $2,243

EXPENDITURES:

C.I.P. Expenditures $3,122 $3,848 $3,050 $1,330 $11,290 $1,960
(4) Less: Federal Fund 1,430 2,752 1,632 1,047 4,662 1,115

Local Expenditure $1,692 $1,096 $1,418 $ 283 $ 6,628 $ 845
Year-end Balance $4,522 $3,281 $1,743 11,367 $ 2,675 $1,398

i

Notes:

(1) Operating revenue is projected at 6% increase per year
(2) Operating expenses are projected at 5% increase per year
(3) New debt service reflects only interest payments; principal payments to begin

after present debt service has been retired in 1983
(4) Federal funds for 1974-1979 are based on 90% reimbursement during the year

in which the projects take place and 10% the following year

It
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capital improvements profram city of wichita

. 400 project
project description /-/-0'YVe'-1' number cost W i

AIRPORT

Land Acquisition for
50,000 GO (1)Airport Development X 150,000 F

A-2 Service-Security Road X 18,000 GO (1)
72,000 F

A-3A Maintenance Shops X 10,000 GO (1)
A-4 Cargo Building X 880,000 GO (1)
A-5 Airline Maintenance Building X 180,000 GO (1)
A-6 Land Acqdisition for 87,500 GO (1)Airport Development X 262,500 F
A-7 Construct Runway 14L-32R X 410,000 GO (1)and Taxiways 1,230,000 F
A-8 Cargo Apron X 100,000 GO (1)

300,000 F

Stream Diversion X 360,500 GO (1)
1,081,500 F

A-9E 1L-19R & Taxiway Extension X 889,500 GO (1)
2,668,500 F

A-10 Land Acquisition for
25,000 GO (1)Airport Development X 75,000 F

A-11 Taxiways X 1,410,000 GO (1)
4,230,000 F

A-12 Passenger Terminal X 4,692,500 GO (1)
727,500 F

A-13 Auto Parking X 80,000 GO (1)./

A-14 Construct Hangars
X 1,060,000 GO (1)

A-15 Land Acquisition for 25,000 GO (1)Airport Development X 75,000 F

A-17 Roads and Drives X 92,500 GO (1)
277,500 F

9 A-18 Utilities Extensions X 100,000 GO (1)
A-19 Hangars, etc. X 1,000,000 GO (1)

Yer©

22·134 58



capital improvements Novam City of wiclita

: /, project project description /2/2 project * 1
number

11 FFI El
1 2.•I

cost 2 0
AIRPORT

A-22 Extend Taxiway lA north and
construct all of Ta*iway 3D

132,500 GO (1)
X 397,500 F

A-24 Reconstruct Runways and 200,000 GO (1)Taxiways X 600,000 F

A-26 Land Purchase for Extension 50,000 GO (1)
of Runway 1L-19R X 150,000 F

A-32 Construct Holding Areas for
h Runways

75,000 GO (1)
X 225,000 F

A-33 Taxiway Sign System X 37,500 GO (1)
112,500 F

(1) Outside Debt Limit;

22·134
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THE CITY OF WICHITA
EAFETY

OFFICE OF Director of Public Works DATE January 28, 1974 ,<%-2---fLFI
Jlf44

TO Ralph Wulz, City Manager 29 1

FROM R. W: Bruggeman, Director of Public Works

SUBJECT Central Maintenance Fadn*E[3

On October 3, 1973 I submitted a report of cost and the time factor
for acquisition and construction of the new Central Maintenance Facility.
Subsequent to this dates the City Commission approved an agreement
for the employment of the firm of Schaefer, Schirmer and Associates
for preparation of plans, specifications and estimate of cost for this
facility on Site A- 1.

On January 22, 1974 this firm submitted a total project cost estimate
based on the work that they had done to date. Their estimate is in the
amount of $1,973,136. A comparison of their estimated cost and €he
estimated cost of the firm of Oblinger-Smith Corporation, presented
in June, 1973, is as follows:

Schaefer, Schirmer
& Associates

Oblinger-Smith
Corporation

Total Building
Construction $ 1,525,600 $ 847,939

Dernolition .. 12,000
Paving 70,000 70,000

-Fencing_ 5.000 24

C Landscaping/
\--Sc=nWals--49.= -

,370

Utilities 117,000 117,000

Sub-Total $ 1,777,600 $ 1,071,309

Contingencies 88,880 128,569

Design and
Inspection 106,656 67,835

Total. Project

Cost Estimate $ 1,973,136 $ 1,267,713

174
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Ralph Wulz, City Manager Page 2

January 28, 1974

The firm of Schaefer, Schirmer and Associates arrived at the construction

cost estimate by using an average co st pesquare foot for building construction

of $17. 34 plus a cost escalation of 10% or $1.73, for a total estimated cost
per square foot of $19.07. The firm of Oblinger-Smith Corporation used a
cost ranging from $6.50 per square foot to $21.50 per square foot. The
firm of Schaefer, Schirmer and Associates recommends a total building
construction of 80,000 square feet and the firm of Oblinger-Smith

Corporation recommended a total building construction of 80,658 square
feet

The 1974 - 1979 Capital Improvement Program contains an expenditure

for this project in 1974 of $750, 000 and in 1975 of $518, 000. It is my
recommendation that this amount be increased for 1974 to $1, 250,000

and 1975 b $723,500.

Please bring this matter to the attention of the City Commission so that it

may be approved at the time the 1974 - 1979 Capital Improvement Pro-

gram receives approval. Representatives of the firm of Schaefer, Schirmer
and Associates will be available at the City Commission meeting to discuss
this itern.

Director of Public Works

RWB:gg

cc: CIP Administrative Committee J
R. W. Linn, City Engineer

Paul B. Graves, City Traffic Engineer
G. H. Wilton, Supt of Public Works Maintenance

L

L
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The Commission has been furnished a copy of the proposed
1974-19 79 Capital Improvement Program of the City of Wichita
and the City Manager's surmnaty cover letter directing this
document to the Board of City Commissioners. Prior to City
Commission action, the Capital Improvement Program is re-
quired by local law to be formally reviewed by MAPC to deter-
mine its conformity to adopted Comprehensive Plan elements.

j'%4422.....lika....."2*/*i........ P¥*e™*ne"- r.-

0 Q
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January 18, 1974

......2 Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan
SM@*02'. Area Planning Commission

Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

6 DR 73-20 - Review of 1974-1979
Capital Improvement Program of
the City of Wichita

As was indicated in the work session held on January 11, the
six year Capital Improvement Program is an annual updating4--

/24%.P imili whereby the past year' s completed projects are deleted from
4*061 the program and an additional year and new projects are added.
iw-Al# During this process, all projects within the program are

reevaluated as to their priority in meeting current goals
and objectives and the projected financial ability of the com-
munity to satis fy apparent needs.

As indicated in last Friday' s work session, the program has
been reviewed item-by-item by the City Manager's Capital Im-
provement Administrative Committee. MAPD staff has been
involved in this review and has evaluated projects on the
basis of the recommendations contained in the various adopted
elements of the Comprehensive Plan. Staff has also reviewed
the coordination of related city projects to those contained
in the recently approved County Capital Improvements Program.
On the basis of this review, it appears that the projects
listed in the 1974-1979 City CIP are consistent with the
recommendations of adopted plan elements. Furthermore,
the total program is now within the projected financial
capability of the City in regard to legal debt limit require-
ments.

..ta:*41: ...1
i?31

The priorities and selection of projects are basically de-
rived from the various operating departments. Until a more
sophisticated process is developed to provide a more objective
overview of projects, the existing subjective approach will
suffice. As the Director of Planning, I made two general
comments as to priority selection. These both involve auto-
nomous boards and their policies, goals and ob jectives.

i>@14
NAM/·-
'9230"
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Page 2 - Metropolitan Area Planning Commission

January 18, 1974

mti312

First, I have questioned the advisibility of commencing the
clearance of Planeview (URA-7) as an Urban Renewal project.
This is not to say it doesn' t need to be done, but is to
suggest that the same dollar amounts may be more effective
in rehabilitative e fforts in some of the older neighborhoods.
I also have a concern about having too many projects commenc-
ing without completing old projects.

My second concern is in the area of park land acquisition
(P-200) . It is granted that the Park Board has acquired much
land since 1964 and that the drying up of Federal grants has
created several financing problems. Also, new demands such
as relocating the park shops has crimped their ability to
schedule land acquisition in 1974. Hawever, I argued in the
Administrative Committee that additional monies in the six
year program should be available for what I call "opportunity
acquisition" . These would be for smaller park sites in the
10-20 acre range which should (must?) be acquired as land is
being platted. This is the same as USD 259 does in acquiring
sites in advance of need. It is too late after all the land

is platted and is impossible after the houses are built. Some
new grant monies may become available after July, either in
reopening the HUD Open Space Program or as a part of Special
Revenue Sharing-Better Communities Act (BCA). Note the URA

programs are being s cheduled in anticipation of their receipt
of a major portion of any local BCA monies. The Director of

Parks has s uggested another alternative. This would be for

the MAPC to amend the Subdivision Rules and Regulations to
require dedication of park (and school7) sites, or making
in-lieu payments, by the developer.

The Conmission in their work session asked for a re-evalua-
tion of PB-21, a proposed parking lot on the east side of
downtown which would operate like Lawrence Stadium. A num-
ber of sites have been examined. Land costs would appear
to vary from $200,000 for mediocre internal sites to $500,000
for really optimum sites. An additional $140,000 would be
required for imrovements on a 200,000 square foot site.
Although urban system funds could be used as a federal grant
match, the available funds have been allocated for 1974 and
programmed in the CIP for the remaining six years. If the

Commission is in s upport of PB-21, the funds to be programmed
should be earmarked.

Should you have any additional questions regarding the program
or specific projects contained therein, staff members of the
Department of Administration will be available to answer the
game.

RAL:ber

4.42
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THE CITY OF WICHITA
ON SAFETY

OFFICE OF Budget and Management DATE January 8, 1974 PHASE U

TO See Distribution Below

FROM Glen 5. Dockery, Research and Budget Officer

SUBJECT Capital Improvement Program
Review with MAPC

An informal work session has been scheduled for Friday,
January 11, 1974 from 2:00 p.m. to 4:00 p.m. in the
Planning conference room for the purpose of reviewing
the proposed Capital Improvement Program with the
Metropolitan Area Planning Commission.

You may recall that last year the review was held
with the Planning Commission prior to the date
established for formal P lanning Commission review.

It would be helpful for the individuals in receipt
of this memorandum to be present to discuss the
proposed program with members of the Planning
Commission.

GED:hlp

TO: Don E. Anderson, Director of Administration
R. W. Bruggeman, Director of Public Works
Robert Lakin, Direc tor o f Planning /
Dick Linn, City Engineer
Kenneth Kitchen, Executive Director, URA
Jay Setter, Park Board Director

/6/ RECO,ED 9x
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY DATE

December 19, 1973

METROPOLITAN ARIA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

T¤ Willard L. Stockwell, Chief Planner
Advance Plans Division

FROM

James P. Looney, Senior Planner
Advance Plans Division

Su.JECT 1974 - 1978 CIP

Drainage, Water, Sewers

There are 25 drainage projects listed on pages 17 and 18.
These projects are classified as follows:

Priority #1 - 11 projects
Priority #2 - 3 projects
Priority #3 to #5 - 9 projects and

one project listing unidentified storm water sewers and one for
the Dam on the Little Arkansas River. This project does not
fit the priority classifications but it is dealt with in the
"Water Plan" as a necessity to provide an alternate water supply.

I find there has been a change in policy in listing pro-
jects for water. They are not listing recurring items such as
replacement of water wells but including these items in their
budget. This appears to be contrary to the principal of Capital
Improvement programming. Most of the distribution mains listed
4s needed in 1973 have been built. They do not show projects
carried over or in progress under the CIP heading of 1973 &
prior years.

SANITARY SEWERS
SmUGE nEATMENT

Nearly all of the 35 projects listed on pages 31 through
34 are listed in the Sewer Plan. The exception is projects
which are continuing such as 54, 55, and 56.

JPL:df
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1973

8% LEGAL DEBT MARGIN

BASED ON ACTUAL AND ESTIMATED DEBT

AS OF DECEMBER 31, 1973

fiti
Assessed Valuation $567.449.490

Legal Debt Limit $ 45,395,959

Bonds Outstanding 12/31/73 $ 30,622,124

ADD: Projects Underway $3,920,633
Projects Yet to be Initiated 2,543,500 6,464,133

Total Actual & Estimated Debt 12/31/73 $ 37,086,257

Legal Debt Margin 12/31/73 S 8.309.702
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1972

dWITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM 
PROJECTS YET TO BE INITIATED

AS OF DECEMBER 31, 1973

City's Share
C.I.P. Estimated Project Costs

Proiect No.

Expressways

Northeast Diagonal Location & Study E-6F $ 30,000 $ 30,000

Arterials

Mt. Vernon, K-15 to Hydraulic MS-68 60,000 92,000

13th, 1/2 mile West of Ridge Rd. to
Big Slough MS-93 330,000 385,000

MacArthur Rd.,Arkansas River

to Hydraulic (DAKM573081) MS-147 135,000 270,000*

Seneca & Pawnee Intersection

(Reconstruction) MS-149 350,000 350,000*

Seneca & Pawnee Intersection

(Right-of-Way) MS-149A 20,000 20,000*

George Washington Blvd., NL
Lincoln to Menlo Drive MS-185 85,000 85,000*

Grove-Reconstruct from
Lincoln to Orme MS-186A 130,000 130,000*

K-15, Hydraulic to MacArthur Rd. MS-219 72,000 72,000

Wichita Street; Douglas to Central MS-225

Traffic Siqnalization

Traffic Signals-Urban System TE-18 85,500 231,000

Bridges

Roseberry at Dry Creek (D-3A)
DBKD572032 B-36 65,000 65,000

Cessna Drive at Dry Creek
Diversion (D-3A) B-45 65,000 65,000

Central & Big Slough (MS-216) B-57 120,000 120,000*

Central & Floodway (MS-216) B-58 365,000 365,000

Collector Street Bridges B-60 40,000 40,000

Drainage

Dry Creek Diversion; Gypsum Creek
to Pawnee (B-36, 45) DBKD572031 D-3B 140,000 140,000

Little Arkansas River Dam (URA) D-6

Drainage Study and Engineering
S/W Industrial Area D-11 50,000 60,000

Gypsum Creek; 300' East of Hillside
to George Washington Blvd. (-53) D-29 205,000 205,000

Gypsum Creek; South of Harry West
of Turnpike (R/W) D-31 50,000 50,000

Right-of-Way for Dugan Tributary D-32 10,000 10,000

Public Buildings

Branch Library; Northeast
(Acq. and Equip.) L-2 300,000 300,000

4%4,
Sewers

12 jgf...9
Reconstruction of SS #12 S-4

(Grove, Lincoln to Lewis) DBKJ573024 187,500 187,500* 93-,Wit
(Grove, Lincoln to 2nd) DBKJ573023 187,500 187,500*

Sanitary Sewer to Serve
County Zoo (DBKM572018) S-6 151,000 536,000*

Dry Creek No. SS #12 (DBKM573011) S-6 65,0001 65,000*

Dry Creek Interceptor S-6 25,0001 112,500*

Wichita State University (DBKJ573026) S-6 65,000
1

65,000*

TOTAL WITHIN 8% DEBT LIMIT $2.543,500

Atihi>,1

1. Outside Debt Limit

* City's Share
T

719mrl
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fl THE CITY OF WICHITA
ON SAFETY

OFFICE OF Budget and Management DATE December 3, 1973 PHASE M

TO CIP Administrative Committee

FROM Glen E. Lockery, Research and Budget Officer

SUBJECT Revised Schedule for Capital
Improvement Program

Attached with this memorandum is the revised calendar for

the completion of the Capital Improvement Program. Delays
in receiving the proposed project requests have necessitated
extending the adoption calendar.

It should be noted the first meeting of the Administrative
Committee is planned for Wednesday and Thursday, December 19
and 20. Please reserve those days on your calendar. Hopefully
only one-half day will be required for each of the two days
noted above.

The City Commission has from time to time indicated a desire

0 to have outside civic and interested citizen groups to have
the opportunity to comment on the proposed Capital Improvement
Program prior to presenting the proposal to the City Commission
for final approval. Attached with this memorandum is a
proposed distribution list to outside citizen groups. If you
have suggestions for additional agencies to receive the
proposed CIP, please advise this office.

If you have any additional questions or are in need o f further
clarification, please advise.

GED:hlp
Attachments

% RECEIVEO T-f: DEC 5 1973 
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REVISED

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
CALENDAR FOR 1974-1979

34*39

Monday, October 1, 1973 City Manager's letter and Project
Reques t forms sent to Department
Heads.

Fridays October 19, 1973 All CIP project requests due to
Budget and Management Division
from departments.

Budget and Management Division
prepares draft of the CIP budget.

Wednesday, December 12, 1973 Budget and Management Division
forwards draft of CIP budget to E ./

CIP Administrative Committee. , M

Wednesday and Thursday, CIP Administrative Committee and

<4, December 19 and 20,. _1973 MAPC Subcommittee review draft 22%=

CIP list, make recommendations
and adjustments for final CIP
budget.

Friday, December 28, 1973 Distribute proposed CIP budget
to Planning Commission and other
interested civic and citizen groups . ,

73*6.71:

Thursday, January 10, 1974

421 44
Monday, Januaryi*, 1974

Civic and interested citizen groups
respond with any suggested recom-mendations concerning CIP to  
Budget and Management Division.

Informal presentation of CIP to
MAPC.

11
./

Thursday, January 24, 1974 MAPC reviews CIP for conformance

with the Comprehensive Plan and
makes recommendations to the City
Commission.

I.

Tuesday, February 5, 1974 CIP presented to City Commission
for final approval.

December 3, 1973

ry

El

-*34.=·=2*e*:: i t.*14291.c'04£irrip.

e
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SUGGESTED DISTRIBUTION OF THE PROPOSED
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Wichita State University

Board of Education
USD #259

Wichita Area Chamber of Commerce

Community Planning Council

Urban League of Wichita

Plainview Neighborhood Center

Sleepy Hollow, Inc.

Mid Town Citizens Association, Inc,

Center City Steering Committee

County Engineer

Greater Downtown Wichita

§·92.4 5.·

WREAC

Community Action Agency Neighborhood Centers

Chairman of the Community Ac tion Board

Chairman -0 f-the Model Ci:ties Neighborhoed-foune·ils __ -

Chairman of the Model Cities Physical Development and Housing
Task Force

Chairman of the Model Cities Governing Board

December 5, 1973

421'
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- - Ogr pe@Am¢it 14hd Letter q.- t:.wa5 11, i -Of?1--0/ 1\·21-1.YL·/ 71

A.U.:U

M ocT 1 1973 
To: All Department HelidsMETROPOOTLY ·AW DH 599

.., PLANNING < Issded: October 1, 1973
Subject: 1974-1979 Capital ·,<}0" Destroy: December 31,1973 Improvement Prog'rhin-1-"031> 3%

The calendar for the preparation of the 1974- 1979 Capital knprovement
Program is attached. Completion of the Capital Improvement Program
in ac cordance with the attached schedule will require the cooperation of
all departments and divisions of the City and the Park, Library, and Art
Museum Boards.

The Budget and Management Division of the Department of Administmtion
has been assigned the responsibility for coordinating the CIP and summarizing
its financial requirements. Budget analysts will be assigned to the depart-
ments and boards to assist in the development of the requests if desired. T'he
1974- 1979 project request forms will be made available from the Budget Office. ./

imme

As a part of your capital improvement proposals it will be necessary to indi- 7.0@a
cate the types of funding which will be necessary to finance your improvements.
The same revenue sources should be utilized on your projects as in prior **
years. Capital improvements for utilitie s should be included only if they can 11"ZiEbe finan ced within the re source s of the utility. Of cour se, if available, federal
funds can be utilized to offset utility capital improvement expenses.

The Board of City Commissioners has received a study prepared by Dr. Fisher
recommending certain changes in the special assessments and the financing of
public improvements in the City of Wichita. Included within the report are
recommendation s which would, in the event of adoption, affect significantly
the City' s existing capital improvement financing policies. As of this writing,
the City Commission has requested City staff to study the recommendations and
provide further comments at a later date. Due to the timing and the dates
established by the attached calendar, departments and divisions should project
capital improvement programming for 1974 in accordance with existing policies.

-Fyi"%,

:4 '.

9%

As a part of the justification for your capital improvements also provide
criteria for each category of projects which established the project priority
and the justification for the year that the project is to be initiated. This
justification and criteria will be submitted to the City Commission along
with the proposed capital improvement program.

All open CIP projects which will not be under construction by December 31,
1973, or have not been put under contract at that time, will be rescheduled
during the annual CIP budgeting process. Therefore, any projects presently
in the 1973-1978 CIP which have been accelerated or will be delayed during 1973
will have to be taken into consideration when completing requests. Only those
projects under contract and/or construction in 1973 will be carried forward
automatically.

Office of City Manager 9.

%?yi I

2

L L

914?76,44.
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 Department Head Letter 
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2*kil
'34/'-IN:

-354*t
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DH 599-2
(2nd Page) October 1, 1973

Subject: 1974-1979 Capital
Improvement Program

Review and recommendations of the Administrative Committee will begin
Wednesday, October 31, 1973. On that date, the Budget and Management

Division will forward a draft copy of the CIP budget to the Administrative
Committee.

It is my de sire that the Federal Aid Coordinator sit as a member of the
Administrative Committee to recommend and advise the committee with

respect to federal fund programming for the CIP budget.

64% 4-7·93

iff.

3*Fy
420
%.tfht:.>09.0
*21'
6.44

45¢42
1&2
*©ty

·ty*l

'Ralpli Wulz

City Janager
RW/fmp

Attachment

f44.
1
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Office of City Manager
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CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

CALENDAR FOR 1974-1979

it
Monday, October 1, 1973 City Manager's letter and Project

Request forms sent to Department
Heads. 54

Friday, October 19, 1973 All CIP project requests due to
Budget and Management Division
from departments.

Budget and Management Division
prepare s draft of the CIP budget.

Wednesday, October 31,1973 Budget and Management Division
forwards draft of CIP budget to
CIP Administrative Committee.

Wednesday and Thursday, CIP Administrative Committee and r

November 7 and 8, 1973 MAPC Subcommittee review draft

CIP list, make recommendations

and adjustments for final CIP
budget.

Thursday, November 15, 1973 Distribute proposed CIP budget
to Planning Commission and other
interested civic and citizen groups.

Wednesday, November 21, 1973 Civic and interested citizen groups
respond with any suggested recom-
mendations concerning CIP to
Budget and Management Division.

Monday, November 26, 1973 Info rmal presentation of CIP to
MAPC.

Thursday, Decernber 13, 1973 MAPC reviews CIP for conformance
with the Comprehensive Plan and
makes recommendations to the City
Commission

Tuesday, Decernber 18, 1973 CIP pre sented to City Commission
for final approval.

*L
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY
OATE

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMEN
January 28, 1974

TO Ralph Wulz. City Manager /
FROM Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning, 1 -

14,/
IUBJECT MAPC Review o f the 1974-1979 Capital Improve-

ment Program of the City of Wichita

The Metropolitan Area Planning Commission reviewed the current
City Capital Improvement Program during their regular meeting
of January 24, 1974. During their review, several specific
projects were presented for consideration by Commission members.
Mr. Jay Hunter, representing Mid America All Indian Center, Inc.,
presented his group' s proposal to construct an Indian Cultural-962 Museum complex at the confluence of the Big and Little ArkansasNHM Rivers. Mr. Hunter requested that the City incorporate $3,000,000
into the CIP to assist in financing the project. After discus-
sion of the merits of the project, the effects of adding it to the
CIP and alternate methods of financing, the Planning Commission
unanimously passed a motion that the proj ect be forwarded without
comment to the Board of City Commissioners with the exception that
in determining project feasibility, the City Commission consider
a master plan bond election as provided for by State Statutes, asa possible means of financing.

In additional discussion, the Planning Commission indicated their
concerns regarding the 1st and 2nd Street railroad underpasses.
The Commission is specifically interested in the possibility of
constructing additional overpass facilities on other east-west
arterial streets. To this end, the Planning Commission unanimouslypassed a motion recommending that $50,000 be incorporated into the
CIP for a study on the feasibility of constructing railroad over-passes at Central and 13th Streets. The Commission also passed amotion recommending that the scheduling for projects B-64 and
D-37 (lst and 2nd Street underpasses and drainage facilities) bemoved forward in the CIP to 1974.

Following this action, Mr. K. 0. Taylor, consulting engineer
representing a landowner in southeast Wichita, requested that
projects MS-179 and B-51 (reconstruction of Harry Street betweenWoodlawn and Rock Road) be moved forward in the CIP from 1977 to1975.

It was indicated that these projects had been scheduled for1975 in last year's CIP and that the property owners affected have-' ' been proceeding on that basis with their platting and developmentactivities. After discussion, the Planning Commission unanimouslypassed a motion recommending that the scheduling of these two
projects (MS-179 and 8-51) be returned to 1975.

L



Page 2 - Ralph Wulz, City Manager
January 28, 1974

Following additional discussion regarding the CIP in general, the
Planning Commission passed a motion requesting that in preparing
next year's program, proposed expenditures be sumarized on a
percentage basis by general priority categories (i. e., safety,
convenience, efficiency, economy, etc.).

At the conclusion o f their review, the Planning Commission unani-
mously passed a motion recommending that the 1974-1979 Capital
Improvements Program of the City of Wichita be adopted subj ect to
the specific recommendations set forth above.

RAL: RLY:ber

cc: Don Anderson, Director of Administration
Glen Dockery, Budget Director

flofER f. 4

L



WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY
OATE

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT
January 28. 1974

TO Ralph Wulz, City Manager /

FRoM Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning,
SUBJECT MAPC Review o f the 1974-1979 Capital Improve-

ment Program of the City of Wichita

I > y.4,9 - The Metropolitan Area Planning Commission reviewed the current
City Capital Improvement Program during their regular meeiing
of January 24, 1974. During their review, several specif.·c
projects were presented for consideration by Commission me-mbers.

Mr. Jay Hunter, representing Mid America All Indian Center, Inc.,
presented his group's proposal to construct an Indian Cultural-
Museum complex at the confluence of the Big and Little Arkansas
Rivers. Mr. Hunter requested that the City incorporate $3,000,000
into the CIP to assist in financing the project. After discus-

sion of the merits of the project, the effects of adding lt to the
CIP and alternate methods of financing, the Planning Commi ssion
unanimously passed a motion that the proj ect be forwarded without
comment to the Board of City Commissioners with the exception that
in determining project feasibility, the City Commission cc·nsider
a master plan bond election as provided for by State Statites, as
a possible means of financing.

In additional discussion, the Planning Commission indicat€d their
concerns regarding the 1st and 2nd Street railroad underpasses.
The Commission is specifically interested in the possibility of
constructing additional overpass facilities on other east-west
arterial streets. To this end, the Planning Commission unanimously
passed a motion recommending that $50,000 be incorporated into the
CIP for a study on the feasibility of constructing railroad over-
passes at Central and 13th Streets. The Commission also passed a
motion recommending that the scheduling for projects B-64 and
D-37 (lst and 2nd Street underpasses and drainage facilities) be
moved forward in the CIP to 1974.

Following this action, Mr. K. O. Taylor, consulting engineer
representing a landowner in southeast Wichita, requested that
projects MS-179 and B-51 (reconstruction of Harry Street between

39977 Woodlawn and Rock Road) be moved forward in the CIP from 1977 to
1975. It was indicated that these projects had been scheduled for
1975 in last year's CIP and that the property owners affected have
been proceeding on that basis with their platting and development
activities. After discussion, the Planning Commission unanimously
passed a motion recommending that the scheduling o f these two
projects (MS-179 and B-51) be returned to 1975.
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Page 2 - Ralph Wulz, City Manager
January 28, 1974

Following additional discussion regarding the CIP in general, the
Planning Commission passed a motion requesting that in preparing
next year's program, proposed expenditures be sumarized on a
percentage basis by general priority categories (i.e., safety,
convenience, efficiency, economy, etc.).

At the conclusion of their review, the Planning Commission unani-
mously passed a motion recommending that the 1974-1979 Capital
Improvements Program of the City of Wichita be adopted subject to
the specific recommendations set forth above.
RAL:RLY:ber

cc: Don Anderson, Director of Administration
Glen Dockery, Budget Director
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY
DATE

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT
January 28, 1974

TO Ralph Wulz, City Manager /

FRDM Robelt A. Lakin, Director of Planning/
SUBJECT MAPC Review of the 1974-1979 Capital Improve-

ment Program of the City of Wichita

't I. The Metropolitan Area Planning Commission reviewed the current
City Capital Improvement Program during their regular meeting
of January 24, 1974. During their review, several specific
projects were presented for consideration by Commission members.
Mr. Jay Hunter, representing Mid America All Indian Center, Inc.,presented his group's proposal to construct an Indian Cultural-
Museum complex at the confluence of the Big and Little ArkansasRivers.

Mr. Hunter requested that the City incorporate $3,000,000 )into the CIP to assist in financing the project. After discus-
sion of the merits of the project, the effects of adding it to theCIP and alternate methods of financing, the Planning Commission
unanimously passed a motion that the project be forwarded withoutcomment to the Board of City Commissioners with the exception thatin determining project feasibility, the City Commission consider
a master plan bond election as provided for by State Statutes, asa possible means of financing.

In additional discussion, the Planning Commission indicated theirconcerns regarding the 1st and 2nd Street railroad underpasses.The Commission is specifically interested in the possibility ofconstructing additional overpass facilities on other east-westarterial streets. To this end, the Planning Commission unanimouslypassed a motion recommending that $50,000 be incorporated into theCIP for a study on the feasibility of constructing railroad over-passes at Central and 13th Streets. The Commission also passed amotion recommending that the scheduling for projects B-64 and
D-37 (lst and 2nd Street underpasses and drainage facilities) bemoved forward in the CIP to 1974.

Following this action, Mr. K. 0. Taylor, consulting engineerrepresenting a landowner in southeast Wichita, requested that
projects MS-179 and B-51 (reconstruction of Harry Street betweenWoodlawn and Rock Road) be moved forward in the CIP from 1977 to1975. It was indicated that these projects had been scheduled for1975 in last year's CIP and that the property owners affected havebeen proceeding on that basis with their platting and developmentactivities. After discussion, the Planning Commission unanimouslypassed a motion recommending that the scheduling of these twoprojects (MS-179 and 8-51) be returned to 1975.
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Page 2 - Ralph Wulz, City Manager
January 28, 1974

Following additional discussion regarding the CIP in general, the
Planning Commission passed a motion requesting that in preparing
next year's program, proposed expenditures be sumarized on a
percentage basis by general priority categories (i.e., safety,
convenience, efficiency, economy, etc.).

24+ At the conclusion of their review, the Planning Commission unani-
1-04 mously passed a motion recommending that the 1974-1979 Capital
30  Improvements Program of the City of Wichita be adopted subj ect to

the specific recommendations set forth above.

RAL: RLY:ber

CC: Don Anderson, Director of Administration

Glen Dockery, Budget Director
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PNOJECT ADMINISTRN CENTER

Category Project Description * Project
Cost

Acquisition*
R/W for Wichita Street - X 266,000
Between Douglas and 1st,
adjacent to Waco

Land Acquisition X 161,000
Bel·ween 2nd and 3rd,
Riverview and Waco

Land Acquisition X 72,000
Between 1st and 2nd,
Waco and Wichita

Land Acquisition X 1,174,000
Parcel southwest of

2nd and Waco

Site

Improvements
Street X 411,000
Wichita Sl·reet; i

Douglas to Central i

Storm Sewer X 81,000
Main Street; 2nd to
3rd Stree·l·s

Pedestrian Improvements X 500,000
Rain Street;
Douglas to Pine

Pede.51·rian Improvements X 100,000
City Building

Street (City Projeci·) X 30,000
18.75% by URA

2nd Street; Greenway to Main

Storm Sewer X 425,600
3rd Street;

Alley west of

Riverview to Market

44*t Storm Sewer 336,000
2nd St reet;

East bank of Arkansas

Rivei- to Markel

Podosirhin Imorc,vcments X 150,000
Federal Bu ilding

'Includes lord costs, acquisition expenses, 1-olociti in ln[ d,molit on if required.

63-42

114*,
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PROJECT BRIDGEPORT 0

Cateoory Pr··juct 1.In. rin¥""' .. u' co N *4/2/ Projectb Wueul PLUOil
CostIll

Acquisition'
Land Acquisition X 672,000

Blocks bounded by 35th, 33rd,
Emporia and Santa Fe

Blocks bounded by 371-h, 35th X 1,107,400
Emporia, and Santa Fe, excluding
school property

Blocks bounded by 37th, 33rd X 746,500
Lawrence and Emporia

Blocks bounded by 371·h, 33rd, St. X 1,581,800
Louis & San Francisco R/R -tracks
and Cleveland

Site

Improvemenis
Phase I

Streets, storm sewers and water 345,300
lines and 'engineering

Phase 11

Streets, storm sewors, water lines X 387,000
engineering, 33rd to ,33-1 h

East Side Imorovement·s

Sanitary, storm, water ·lines, X 571,100
engineering, paving

»41:
Additional Improvements

33rd street paving, storm, sanitary X 167,300
and water lines

*Includes Und costs, acquisition expenses, relo:al·ion and cbmelilior if required.

5%4/t

1 '.



PROJECT WACO-FINN ACT'|TY AREA 0

Category Project Descriotion Project
Cost

\cquisition
Commercial DeveloDment

North of 21st Street & Broadway X 332,100

Site

improvements 6

Storm Drainaqe

Arkansas River to Waco thence North X 280,000
in Waco to 22nd and then East to

Jackson and West to Fairview

Street Pavinq (50.'

4arket; 18th to 20th X 55,000

215·t St.; Shelton to Wellington, X 325,000
Waco; 2lst to 22nd, 22nd St.; Jack-
son to Fairview

Jti Iii·y Improvement+s
Street paving, storm sewer; side- X 675,400
walk, drives

Street paving, sidewalks and X 458,300
drives

Streel paving, storm sewers X 252,000

Pedestrian Imorovemonts

lanning and landscaping X 28,000
ommercial area North of 21st &

roadway

Commercial area south of 21st St. X 112,000
i Broadway

Rehabilitatiin

Program
Rehabilitation Grants

12 at $4,500 each X 54,000
13 at $4,500 each X 58,500

Acquisition
18 tenant occupied residential X 56,000
structures and 7 owner occupied X 56,500
residential

*Includes lend costs, acquisition expenses, relo·al· on an] d.ornolilior if required.

Cli (j -0



I ' 9iI PROJECT WACO-FINN ACT 11Y AREA 0

lilli
Category Project Description f Project

/-/-1--/4/-72*-»/ Cost
?

Rehab i Ii tatic n

Program
Demolition

25 structures X 17,200
28 preprogrammed vacant residential X 6,000
structures

Relocation

18 tenants X 59,000
10 owners X 58,500

· *144



" PROJECT AMY-ISELY ACTIV* AREA

0

if ProjectCategory Project Description
Cost

Acquisition'
Land Acquisition X 517,250

Block bounded by Carmen,
21st and Hillside.

Land Acquisition X
734,750

Blocks bounded by Carmen,
Chautauqua, Maplewood, Hillside
and 21st.

Site

Improvemenls
Sl+orm Sewer

Shadybrook Sewer 1st 1/2 of line X 750,000

2nd 1/2 of line X 750,000

Rehabilitation

Program
Rehabi Iii·a·l·ion Grants

V30 1-he First Year X 225,000
©

75 the Succeeding 5 Years X 337,500
X 337,500

X 337,500

X 337,500
X 337,500

2 Acquisition

15 occupied dilapidated structures
per year X 75,000

X 75,000
X 75,000

X 75,000
X 75,000

X 75,000

Relocation

fsts
90 Household Relocations X 93,750

X 93,750
4744 X 93,750

X 93,750 69*4
X 93,750

X 93,750

*Includes 12·id cosis, acquisition expenses, rolo:ation :tril ¢3nicliltot if required.

-«2»0
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fROJECT AMY- 1 SELY ACT 1199-Y AREA

11 1 1>1 ProjectCategory Project Description /,3/2/2Al Cost

Rehabil itatijn
Frogram

(Contd.)
Demolition

180 Structure @ rate of 30 per
year X 12,000

X 12,000

X 12,000
X 12,000

X 12,000 f
X 12,000

I 1 646·.

tjifis

k

r-- , ;
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PROJECT PARK IRVING 2!b

Category Project Description &&&46£67 Project
Cost

c».·4% Acquisition'
Land Acquisition

Parcels in Blocks bounded by AT & X 179,670

SF R.R., Emporta, 9th and Murdock

Parcels in block bounded by AT &
SF R.R., St. Francis, 9-th and 101·h X 205,580

Park & Opportunity Acquisition
X 283,100

X 137,900

Land Acquisition

Parcel in block bounded by St. X 86,800

Francis, Emporia, Pine, and Murdock.

Parcels in block bounded by AT & X 195,440

SF R.R., St. Francis, 10th and
11th

Parcels in blocks bounded by Santa
Fe, Emporia, 10th and 11th X 233,450

Rehabilitation

Program
Rehabilitiation Grants

50 grants ls-I· Year X 225,000

75 grants the succeeding Years X 337,500
X 337,500

X 337,500
X 337,500

X 337,500Acquisi·tion

15 occupied dilapidated structures X 75,000

per year X 75,000

X 75,000
.224514:.' X 75,000

X 75,000
Relocation X

'ifft.
1/2 tenent occupied

X

75,000

90 relocations 1/2 owner occpied X 93,750
X 93,7 0

93,7 0

X 93,7 0

filf®h
X 93,7 0

Demoli ·1·ion X 93,750

180 struc·turos at rate of 30/year X 12,000
X 12,000

X 12,000
X 12,000

X 12,000
...4 t.€Ny % Includes lind costs, acquisil·ton exponses, rolc-alion al d X 12,000

demolil lon if required.
f

ta Lf :A C
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PROJECT
CENTRAL I NDUS AL CORRIDOR ©

Category Project Description 0/ Project
1-1-/-1-/.'-/*i4i Cost

Acquisition*
Goodman Tractor X 233,000

Land Acquisition

Blocks bounded by St. Louis-San X 443,600
Francisco R.R., Ohio, 161-h and 17tl-

Blocks bounded by St. Louis, San X 348,600
Francisco R.R., Ohio, 15th and lOtt·

Blocks bounded by St. Louis-San X 451,000
Francisco R.R., Canal, 19th to
21st

Blocks bounded by Washington, X 176,740
Bently Place and 21st

Block bounded by Washington, Mosley, X 258,770
19th, and Bently Place

Block bounded by Ohio, Wabash, 13th

Mottey.

X 290,780
and 14th

4403

Block bounded by Wabash, Washing-
ton 141·h and 15th X 107,470
Additional Acquisition

28,840
Site

Improvemenis
Storm Sewors

Wosbash Ave; 16·th to 17th X 10,000
Mosley Ave; 181·h ·to 19·1·h X 10,000
191·h St. Wasbash 1-0 Central X 15,000

Stroct Pavinq

171·h St. Mosley to Ohio X 99,800
Ohio Avo; 17th ·to 21si X 267,200

#60··

t. 39'.L %14%

*Includes trnd cosl·s, acquisition expenses, rolo:a·l on anJ ditrolilior if required.
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PROJECT PLANEV I EW ACTTY AREA 0
lilliCategory project Description 666/6/r/%/2/ Project

Cost

Acquisition*
Land Acquisition

Portion of N.E. corner of Plane- X 793,800
view Sub. #1

North central portion of Planeviow X 1,337,000
Sub. #1.

Remainder of N.E. portion and soutl· X 2,413 ,800
east portion of Planeview Sub. #1

Remainder of Planeview Sub. X 3,847,000
#1 and Part of north portion of
Sub. #2.

Site

Improvements

91

Land I mprovements

Streets, storm drainage, X 180,400
wator ond sanitary sewers X 326,900

X 606,000

i

3tkitlf
f .41>31

*Includes I:nd costs, acquisition expenses, re lical ior or d c omc 1 P i on i f required.

F

321 Avy.

v- -
......, 6;€4-·::'.' se324·<,Uadd23'LM#·41; 44#WRGIN/NA 44 j

·b h·· I.,  *./.



tiN·2

PROJECT WEST DOUGLAS 0

Ill
Category Pro,iect Description  M Project

Cost

Acquisition*
Land Acquisition

Bl-Centennial Site West of X 2,228,800
et Arkansas River X

Site

Improvement s
Pedestrian Improvements

Bicentennial Park X 675,000

2 9%6

*Incl udes lald costs, acquist tion expenses, rolo:al on an] d.mo.liliot if required.
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PROJECT EAST DOUGLAS

0 C

Category Project Description - * <° - * * A roject

Acquisition'
Urban Park

North 1/2 of block bounded by St. X 434,000Francis, Douglas, R/R tracks and
William

Land Acquisition

i©Fflafir Block bounded by Douglas, Emporia, X 1,000,0001st, and St. Francis

24422·. site
Improvemenis

Pedesi·rian Improvements

Urban Park north 1/2 of block X 263,200
bounded by St. Francis, Douglas,
R/R tracks and William

Old Town Square X 271,000

Douglas Ave; Main to Broadway X 440,000

Douglas Ave; Broadway to Emporia X 400,000

€Al*t

*Includes h.lid costs, acquist·tion expenses, relocal ion alt J o)mc I i -1 i 01 i f reg u i red .

:.:**PJI

6-



HISTORICAL MUSEUM* / 4 PROJECT

11117ll.
Category Project Description /2:/2/2/0/WmO Project

Cost

City Building
Code Compliance'f«4*

Electrical
X 10,000Sprinkler X 15,000Ftre Exit
X 12,000Mechanical (include municipal X 60,000Couri-s)

Police Building and Shop

Domolition
X 17,500

ItSite Dovel opmenl·

Construct Park
X 174,000Engineering X 20,900

€ 4

:2
·'43/ ' '

9

29**St

Mit·
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4171.

1974 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 Total

Administration 750,000 750,000 750,000 750,000 750,000 750,000 4,500,000
Administration Center 677,000 681,000 1,407,000 791,600 150,000 3,706,600
Bridgeport 672,000 . 1,107,400 1,091,800 1,968,800 738,400 5,578,400
Waco-Finn 791,200 909,500 818,400 364,500 2,883,600
Amy-Isley 923,000 2,003,000 1,268,200 518,200 518,200 518,200 5,748,800
Park-Irving (Midtown Inc.) 791,000 801,400 656,200 800,500 751,700 518,200 4,319,000
Central Industrial Corridor 233,000 443,600 348,600 451,000 - 1,260,600 2,7800
Planevjew 793,800 1,517,400 2,740,700 4,453,000 9,504,900
West Douglas 2,228,800 675,000 2,903,800
East Douglas 434,000 263,200 271,000 440,000 1,400,000 2,808,600
Historical Museum (Old City Hall) 309,500 309,500

Total < 7,500,000 7,500,000 7,500,000 7,500,000 7,500,000 7,500,000 45,000,000

7



»f#.

. City Commission Communication r

'.9¥.ah

To: The Honorable Board of City Commissioners cc 625

Subject: Amendments to the 1973 Capital September 6, 1973
Improvement Program

BACKGROUND

On August 23, 1973, Commission Communication 624 was published
recommending certain amendments to the 1973 Capital Improvement
Program. This CC makes further revision to the previous change
recommendations following further review by the Department of
Public Works.

CHANGES TO CC 624 - 1971 AMENDED CAPITAL PROJECTS

ARTERIALS

Retain: MS-147 MacArthur Road, Arkansas River
to Hydraulic.

135,000 GO
135,000 SA
270,000 FAS

*91

Sedgwick County is in the Drocess /i /91 /
of issuing a work order for the :repian a
construction of a new bridge on AL y
MacArthur Road across the Arkansas Ar RECEIVED
River and it is necessary that acontract be entered into with a  SEP 7 1973 rQ 1 34
consultant for the improvement ofMacArthur Road, Arkansas River 1PLVNQT 3 to Hydraulic.

DRAINAGE

38*%0

A

Add: D-33 Storm Water Sewer, Mission 35,000 Go
Road and Gypsum Creek

Relocation of Gypsum Creek
channel southward away from the
end of Mission Road requires
installation of a storm sewer.

Add: D-34 Storm Water Sewer, Meridian 15,000 GO
Avenue, North of AT&SF Railway

Outfall for drainage system in
connection with the Santa Fe -
Orlent Industrial Addition.

s a result of these revisions to the 1973 Capital Improvement Pro-
ram, the general obligation bond requirement will decrease by
2,088,000 to a total of $10,317,000.

City of Wichita, Kansas

g'Mt;t'·F:

1522dMNA

#4*'4??

3*n

e· pr!,xmm':ymm,45·-'
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City Commission Communication.)

CC 625.2buD jecu. nux„u„.„Gs to the 1973 Capital
Improvement Program

R./3,44:'

RECOMMENDATION

The City Manager recommends that the revisions to the 1973 Capital
Improvement Program be approv..A

,fully submitted,

04
nager • amm

Fgul

Resp ct

Ha ph ¢
Cit Ma
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City of Wichita, Kang•q
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