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METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING
DEPARTMENT ;
ciTy :ALL — TENTH FLOOR 2 97
455 NORTH MAIN STREET
WICHITA, KANSAS 67202 February 2, 1978
(316) 268-4561
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All Interested Legislative and Administrative Groups
and Agencies

Robert A. Lakin, Secretary, iJichita-Sedgwick County
iletropolitan Area Planning Commission

DR 77-23, ADOPTIOW OF AJ AILEJDHMEJT TO THE TRANSPORTATION

PLAJ ELEMENT OF TIIE COMPREHENSIVE DEVELOPMEJT PLAN OF
Y JICUITA-SEDGWICK COUATY METROPOLITAN AREA

Attached for your information and files is a
certified copy of the Plan Amendment deletinyg the
L 7 Inner Loop Expressway from the Transportation Plan

3 ] Element of the Comprehensive Plan for the ilichita-
Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area.

The Plan Amendment complies with the action
of the llichita Joard of City Comnmissioners, who,
on December 13, 1977, acting under £.S.A. 12-704a,
directed that the Innar Loop Expressway be deleted
from the Transportation Plan Element of the Com-
preiensive Plan for the 'lichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area.
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If you should have any questions concerning
t this matter, please contact the ylichita-Sedgwick
County lletropolitan Area Planning Department.

T T TN

Sincerely.,

o

,”3"/7/ v i
R

Robert A. Lakin
.Jichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission

RAL:JAS:rh
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Attachments: Certificate
Plan Amendment




CERTIFICATE

I, Robert A. Lakin, duly elected Secretary of tie Wichita-
Sedgwick County Hetropolitan Area Plaaning Comumission, do hereby
certify that the attached Plan Amendment deleting the "Inner Loop"
complies with the action of the Jlichita Board of City Commissioners,
who, on December 13, 1977, acting under K.S.A. 12-704a, directed
that the Inner Loop Expressway be deleted from the Transportation
Plan Element of the Comprehensive Development Plan of the Wichita-

Sedgwick County iletropolitan Area.

Given under my hand and seal this &é _ day of
Egﬂjgm# , 1978,

ert A. Lakin, Secretary
Wichita-Sedgwick County
Hetropolitan Area Planning
Commission




PLAN AMENDMENT

WHEREAS, pursuant to the provisions of K.S.A. 1976 Supp.
12-704, the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission did give notice by publication in the official city
and county newspapers on September 2, 1977, of a public hearing
to be held on the amendment‘ to the Transportation Plan Element
.of the Comprehensive Plan for Wichita and Sedgwick County; and

WHEREAS, the Plar.ming Commission on September 29, 1977, at

- 1:00 p.m. in the City Commission Room of City Hall, 455 N. Main,
Wichita, Kansas, did hold the public hearing, at which hearing
‘the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
voted to not amend the Transportation Plan by deleting the Inner
Loop Expressway #rom the Transportation Plan; and

WHEREAS, the Wichita Board of City Commissioners on November 1,
1977, requested that the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
reconsider the proposed amendment to remove the Inner Loop
Expressway ffom the Transportation Plan; and

WHEREAS, the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission, on
November 10, 1977, reconsidered said amendment without making a

recommendation; and

WHEREAS, the Wichita Board of City Commissioners on December 13,

1977, by a three-fourths majority vote, overruled the Planning Com-
mission's decision to not delete the Inner Loop by adopting a pl‘an
amendment which was considered by the Planning COmissibn at their
hearing of September 29, 1977.

NOW THEREFORE, under the provision of K.S.A. 12-704a, the
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Transportation Plan Element of the Comprehensive Plan for the
Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area is hereby deemed
amended by deleting the contents and proposals of the
"Preliminary Study of the Inner Loop Expressway," Volumes I
and II, dated May 1, 1967; and by deleting therefrom on Re-
vised Map 13A, dated February 3, 1966, and on Map 5I, as
amended January 25, 1968, and on Map 5P: :

The Inner Loop Expressway; and

by deleting all written material following the heading of

"Northeast Diagonal and Inner Loop," beginning on page 39 of

:ﬂr\ac.—wA-

Volume II of the "Transportation Study of the Wichita-Sedgwick

County Metropolitan Area," as previously amended on January 25,

1968, and continuing through that part of page 41 preceding the

heading "COUNTY ARTERIAL SYSTEM," and substituting the following:

Northeast Diagonal

"The purpose of the Northeast Diagonal is to
complete and complement the highway and expressway
circulatory system in the Wichita Metropolitan Area.
This facility would provide a radial route into the
northeast quadrant where a heavy concentration of

population exists and where more development is ex-
pected to occur.

B el

"The Northeast Diagonal, which connects FAI 135
to the Northeast Zircumferential Route:, would complete
the highway and expressway circulatory system in the
northeast quadrant of the City.

T RN T T S Ty e TS T

|

"Traffic assignments on the Northeast Diagonal
indicate volumes of 4,000 to 14,000 vehicles per day

in 1975, and 11,000 to 21,000 vehicles per day in
1985, \ ;

"The Northeast Diagonal is a collector-distributor
expressway for the northeast quadrant and directly con-
nects it to the Central Business District Area.

R TR 3
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"Anticipated traffic volumes indicate that the
Northeast Diagonal should be an access-controlled,
on-grade facility with channelized intersections.
The alignment for the facility is shown within the
existing Frisco right-of-way. It is recommended
that this section of the Frisco tracks be abandoned
and the right-of-way made available for an express-—
way facility. The alignment of the Northeast
Diagonal from the Frisco tracks to the proposed
Northeast Circumferentail Route is a general align-
ment and would be subject to an engineering design
study prior to a final alignment selection., The
Proposed alignment is shown on Map 5I.

"The inclusion of the Northeast Diagonal into
the thorofare system will relieve the traffic loads
on East 21st, East 13th, and Central Avenue. Re-
lieving only a portion of the traffic loads on these
arterials will result in a safer and more efficient
flow of traffic. g

"CENTRAL BUSINESS DISTRICT FEEDER AND
CIRCULATION STREETS

"The streets which feed and circulate traffic
generated by the Central Business District form an
important section of the thorofare system. Some of
these streets have been classified as arterials and
improvements to them have been considered in the
preceding arterial system analysis. A supplementary
street inventory was made for the streets serving
the Central Business District which were not classi-
fied as arterials. A comparison of capacity vs.
demand revealed that all but a few of the streets
in this area could handle the traffic demands with
the continued use of traffic engineering techniques
now employed in Wichita.

"The proposed thorofare system for the Central
Business District is indicated on Map 5J, dated
September 1977, replacing the location maps on
pages 8 and 9 of the "Preliminary Study of the Inner
Loop Expressway."

"The long-range repair or reconstruction plans
for the Central Business District streets should in-
clude provisions to upgrade the streets to the
pPreviously indicated desirable standards, if possible.
It must be recognized, however, that desirable addi-
tional street rights-of-way and pavement widths, as
well as sufficient room for channelization and turning
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bays may be difficult to obtain and construct in the
intensely developed Central Business District Area."

And by deleting the paragraph "Northeast Diagonal and Inner Loop"
on page 77 of Volume II of the "Transportation Study of the Wichita-
Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area," as previously amended in Janu-
ary 25, 1968, and substituting the following:

"Northeast Diagonal

"The purpose of the Northeast Diagonal is to com-
plete and complement the highway and expressway circu-
latory system in the Wichita Metropolitan Area. The
Northeast Diagonal is a collector-distributor express-
way for the Northeast Quadrant which would be directly
connected to the Central Business District area. The
inclusion of this facility in the thorofare system
will relieve traffic volumes on East 2lst, East 13th,
and Central Avenue."

A certified copy of this amendment to the Transportation
Plan Element of the Comprehensive Plan shall be provided to the
governing body of the City of Wichita and the governing body of

Sedgwick County and to all legislative and administrative agencies

affected by the plan. 2
Signed this __ A "¢ Asviac) e ; 197(

RGbert A. Lakin, Secretary

Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area
Planning Commission
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WICHITA — SEDGWICK COUNTY

We!

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING
DEPARTMENT
CITY HALL — TENTH FLOOR

455 NORTH MAIN STREET February 2, 1978
'WICHITA, KANSAS 67202
(316) 268-4561

All Interested Legislative and Administrative Groups
and Agencies

Robert A. Lakin, Secretary, ilichita-Sedgwick County
iletropolitan Area Planning Commission

DR 77-23, ADOPTION OF AJ AIIEJIDMEJT TO THE TRANSPORTATION
PLA.] ELBUESNT OF TIlE COMPREHENSIVE DEVELOPMEJT PLAN OF
THE JICHITA-SEDGWICK COUJTY METROPOLITAN AREA

Attacned for your information and files is a
certified copy of the Plan Amendment deleting the
Inner Loop Expressway from the Transportation Plan

Element of the Comprehensive Plan for the ichita-
Sedgwick County letropolitan Area.

The Plan Amendment complies with the action
of the llichita doard of City Commissioners, who,
on December 13, 1977, acting under X.S5.A. 12-704a,
directed that the Innar Loo» Expressway be deleted
from the Transportation Plan Element of the Com=-
prenensive Plan for the Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area.

If you should have any questions concerning
this matter, please contact the iichita-Sedgwick
County lietropolitan Arca Planning Department.

Sincerely,

\7ichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission

RAL:JAS:rh

Attachments: 1. Certificate
2. Plan Amendment




CERTIFICATE

I, Robert A. Lakin, duly elected Secretary of tae llichita-
Sedgwick County letropolitan Area Plaaning Conmission, do hereby
certify that the attached Plan Amendment deleting the "Inner Loop"
complies with the action of the iJichita Board of City Commissioners,

who, on December 13, 1977, acting under X.S.A. 12-704a, directed

that the Inner Loop Expressway be deleted from the Transportation
Plan Element of the Comprehensive Development Plan of the "Wichita-

Sedgwick County iletropolitan Area.

Given under my hand and seal this g’\é _ day of
i éfﬂug# . 1978,
g
“Robett A. ‘_/ﬁ,'gé'éretary

'Nichita-Sedgwick County
Hetropolitan Area Planning
Cormission
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PLAN AMENDMENT

WHEREAS, pursuant to the provisions of K..S.A. 1976 Supp.
12-704, the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission did give notice by publication in the official city
and county newspapers on September 2, 1977, of a public hearing
to be held on the amendment‘ to the Transportation Plan Element

‘of the Comprehensive Plan for Wichita and Sedgwick County; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission on September 29, 1977, at
1:00 p.m. in the City Commission Room of City Hall, 455 N. Main,
Wichita, Kansas, did hold the public hearing, at which hearing
the Wichita-Sedgwiék County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
voted to not amend the Transportation Plan by deleting the Inner
Loop Expressway from the Transportation Plan; and

WHEREAS, the Wichita Board of City Commissioners on November 1,
1977, requested that the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission

reconsider the proposed amendment to remove the Inner Loop
Expressway from the Transportation Plan; and

WHEREAS, the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission, on

November 10, 1977, reconsidered said amendment without making a

recommendation; and
WHEREAS, the Wichita Board of City Commissioners on December 13,

1977, by a three-fourths majority vote, overruled the Planning Com-

mission's decision to not delete the Inner Loop by adopting a plan

% ; amendment which was considered by the Planning Commission at their

hearing of September 29, 1977.

NOW THEREFORE, under the provision of K.S.A. 12-704a, the
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Transportation Plan Element of the Comprehensive Plan for the
Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area is hereby deemed
amendeq by deleting the contents and proposals of the
"Preliminary Study of the Inner Loop Expressway," Volumes I
and II, dated May 1, 1967; and by celeting therefrom on Re-
vised Map 13A, dated February 3, 1966 and on Map 5I, as
amended January 25, 1968, and on Map 5P:

The Inner Loop Expressway; and

. by deleting all written material following the heading of

"Northeast Diagonal and Inner Loop," beginning on page 39 of
Volume II of the “"Transportation Study of the Wichita-Sedgwick
County Metropolitan Area," as previously amended on January 25,
1968, and continuing through that part of page 41 preceding the
heading "COUNTY ARTERIAL SYSTEM," and substituting the following:

"Northeast Diagonal

"The purpose of the Northeast Diagonal is to
complete and complement the highway and expressway
circulatory system in the Wichita Metropolitan Area.
This facility would provide a radial route into the
northeast quadrant where a heavy concentration of
population exists and where more development is ex-
pected to occur.

"The Northeast Diagonal, which connects FAI 135
to the Northeast Zircumferential Route, would complete
the highway and expressway circulatory system in the
northeast quadrant of the City.

"Traffic assignments on the Northeast Diagonal
indicate volumes of 4,000 to 14,000 vehicles per day
in 1975, and 11,000 to 21,000 vehicles per day in
1985. i

"The Northeast Diagonal is a collector-distributor
expressway for the northeast quadrant and directly con-
nects it to the Central Business District Area.




"Anticipated traffic volumes indicate that the
Northeast Diagonal should be an access-controlled,
on-grade facility with channelized intersections.
The alignment for the facility is shown within the
existing Frisco right-of-way. It is recommended
that this section of the Frisco tracks be abandoned
and the right-of-way made available for an express-—
way facility. The alignment of the Northeast
Diagonal from the Frisco tracks to the proposed
Northeast Circumferentail Route is a general align-
ment and would be subject to an engineering design
study prior to a final alignment selection. The
proposed alignment is shown on Map 5I.

"The inclusion of the Northeast Diagonal into
the thorofare system will relieve the traffic loads
on East 21lst, East 13th, and Central Avenue. Re-
lieving only a portion of the traffic loads on these
arterials will result in a safer and more efficient
flow of traffic.

"CENTRAL BUSINESS DISTRICT FEEDER AND
CIRCULATION STREETS

"The streets which feed and circulate traffic
generated by the Central Business District form an
important section of the thorofare system. Some of
these streets have been classified as arterials and
improvements to them have been considered in the
Preceding arterial system analysis. A supplementary
street inventory was made for the streets serving
the Central Business District which were not classi-
fied as arterials. A comparison of capacity vs.
demand revealed that all but a few of the streets
in this area could handle the traffic demands with
the continued use of traffic engineering techniques
now employed in Wichita.

e By e 50 e WAL, o ] R
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"The proposed thorofare system for the Central
Business District is indicated on Map 5J, dated
September 1977, replacing the location maps on
pages 8 and 9 of the "Preliminary Study of the Inner
Loop Expressway." .

"The long-range repair or reconstruction plans
for the Central Business District streets should in-
clude provisions to upgrade the streets to the
previously indicated desirable standards, if possible.
It must be recognized, however, that desirable addi-
tional street rights-of-way and pavement widths, as
well as sufficient room for channelization and turning
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bays may be difficult to obtain and construct in the
intensely developed Central Business District Area. "

And by deleting the paragraph "Northeast Diagonal and Inner Loop"

on page 77 of Volume II of the "Transportation Study of the Wichita-
Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area," as previously amended in Janu-
ary 25, 1968, and substituting the following:

"Northeast Diagonal

"The purpose of the Northeast Diagonal is to com-
plete and complement the highway and expressway circu-
latory system in the Wichita Metropolitan Area. The
Northeast Diagonal is a collector-distributor express-—
way for the Northeast Quadrant which would be directly
connected to the Central Business District area. The
inclusion of this facility in the thorofare system
will relieve traffic volumes on East 21lst, East 13th,
and Central Avenue."

A certified copy of this amendment to the Transportation
Plan Element of the Comprehensive Plan shall be provided to the
governing body of the City of Wichita and the governing body of
Sedgwick County a.m& to all legislative and administrative agencies

affected by the plan. :

Signed this é nd~ day of _ié%_f 1976/

obert A. Lakin, Secretary
Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area
Planning Commission
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THE CITY OF WICHITA
OFFICE OF DATE January 13, 1978

ROBERT A. LAKIN, DIRECTOR OF PLANNING
H. R. KUHN, Assistant City Attorney

SUBJECT Inner Loop Plan Amendment

As requested by the Department of Law, I have
reviewed the proposed amendment to the Inner Loop Plan.
It is the opinion of the Department of Law that the
amendment as drawn is sufficient as to form. If further
assistance is required, please advise.

. Kuhn

Assistant City Attorney

HRK:mb
cc: John Dekker
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY oate 12/29/77

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

FROM

SUBJECT

John Dekker, Director of Law -

Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning
INNER LOOP PLAN AMENDMENT

The attached Plan Amendment and Certificate were prepared for
the purpose of deleting the Inner Loop Expressway from the Trans—
portation Plan, as requested by the City Commission. We would
appreciate it if you would review these two documeats for legal
form.

Robert A. Lakin
Director of Planning

RAL:JAS:th

Attachments: 2
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY oate  2/8/78

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

SUBJEET

E. H. Denton, City Manager

Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

AMENDMENTS TO THE TRANSPORTATION PLAN

Attached you will find certified copies of:

1. The adopted resolution amending the Transportation Plan
(adding three collector streets); and

2. The plan amendment deleting the Inner Loop from the
Transportation Plan.

The Commission was given an opportunity to comment on the first
amendment (prior to MAPC adoption) at their regular meeting of
November 1, 1977. No comments were provided at that time or with-
in the 60 day waiting period. The other amendment complies with
the Commission's request on December 13, 1977, to delete the
Inner Loop from the Plan. 4

Sufficient copies have been provided for each of the City
Cormissioners and for your official file.

Robert A. Lakin
Director of Planning

RAL:JAS:th

Attachment
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- SEDGHICK  COUNTY

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING
DEPARTMENT
CITY HALL — TENTH FLOOR

455 NORTH MAIN STREET February 2, 1978
'WICHITA, KANSAS 87202
(318) 2004581

All Interested Legislative and Administrative Groups
and Agencies

Robert A. Lakin, Secretary, 'lichita-Sedgwick County
Hetropolitan Area Plaaning Commission

DR 77-23, ADOPTIOJ OF A AMEJDHMEZNT TO TJ4E TRAJSPORTA-
TION PLAJ ELEMEJT OF TIE COMPREUEISIVE DEVELOPMENT
PLAN OF TAE WICHITA-SEDGJICK COUJTY ILITROPOLITAN
AREA

Attached for your information and files is a
certified copy of the Resolution adopting an amendment
to the Transportation Plan Element of tii= Comprehensive
Development Plan for the lichita-Sedgwick County lietro-
politan Area. The approval action was taken by the
Metropolitan Ar2a Planning Commission on September 29,
1977.

In fulfilling the requirements prescribed by law,
the Planning Commission did distribute certified copies
of the approved Resolution to interested governmental
and aduinistrative agencies, and in its meeting of
January 3, 1973, having waited the sixty (60) days
prescribed by law, and having considered all comments
and recomgendations, did adopt the attached Resolution.

If you should have any questions concerning this
matter, please contact tie Jicnita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area Planning Department.

Sincerely,

~

mf dfﬁ;«.j Sa

Robert A. Lakin
‘licaita-Sedygwick County
iletropolitan Area Planning
Commission

RAL:JAS:rh

Attachments: 1, Certificate
2. Resolution
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CERTIFICATE

I, Robert A. Lakin, duly elected, authorized and acting

as Secretary of the Wichita-Sedgwick County HMetropolitan Area
Planning Commission, Sedgwick County, Kansas, do hereby certify
that the attached Resolution was adopted by the Wichita-Sedgwick
County lietropolitan Area Planning Commission on January 5, 1976.
This action completes the adoption of an auendment to the Trans-
portation Plan Element of the Comorehensive Plan of the lichita-
Sedgwick County lletropolitan Area.

Given under my hand and seal this éﬂé day

of

lobert A. n, Secratary
Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area Planning

Commission
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RESOLUTION

WHEREAS, pursuant to authority granted by statutes of
the State of Kansas, a Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area
Planning Commission was created, which Commission, pursuant to
statutory authority applicable to the City of Wichita and Sedgwick
County has heretofore duly made and adopted a Transportation Plan
Element of a Comprehensive Plan for the Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area, which Comprehensive Plan and amendments, ex-
tegsions and additions are all incorporated herein by reference;
an

WHEREAS, pursuant to statutory authority, the Wichita-
Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission may amend,
extend and add to the Comprehensive Plan for the Metropolitan
Area; and

WHEREAS, said Comprehensive Plan includes as a part
thereof the following:

"Transportation Plan Element of the Comprehensive
Plan for the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan
Area;" and

WHEREAS, having made and caused to be made careful
and comprehensive surveys and studies of present conditions and
trends of future growth of the municipality, the Wichita-Sedgwick
County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission determined that the
Transportation Plan Element of the Comprehensive Plan for the
Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area should be readopted as
previously amended and further amended thereto as set forth within
this Resolution; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to the provisions. of K,.S.A. 1976
Supp. 12-704, the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Plan-
ning Commission did give notice by publication in the official
city and county newspapers on September 2, 1977, of a public
hearing to be held on the amendments to the Transportation Plan
Elgment of the Comprehensive Plan for Wichita and Sedgwick County;
an

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission on September 29, 1977,
at 1:00 p.m., in the City Commission ~hambers on the main floor
of City Hall, 455 N. Main, Wichita, .ansas, did hold the public
hearing at which hearing more than a majority of all members of




the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
were present; and

WHEREAS, a majority of all members of said Wichita-
Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission approved the
amendments as set out herein,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the majority of all
members of the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission, in meeting duly assembled, that the Transportation
Plan Element of the Comprehensive Plan for the Wichita-Sedgwick
County Metropolitan Area be readopted as previously amended and
be further amended by adding thereto on Revised Map 13A, dated
February 3, 1966:

(1) Clarence Avenue between 45th Street South and
47th Street South as a "collector street"; and

(2) Sagebrush Lane and Zimmerly from the east line of
Timber Lakes Estates 2nd Addition to the north line
of Timber Lakes Estates 2nd Addition (generally
located in the south half of 25-27S-2E) as a
"collector street"; and

(3) Yosemite Drive in the Park Addition, generally
located at the southeast corner of Pawnee and
Maize Road as a "collector street"; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that notice of the Planning
Commission action be given all interested legislative and administra-
tive groups and agencies in the form of a certified copy of the resolu-
tion and that said groups and agencies be requested to submit to the
Planning Commission a statement of recommendation on such approval
within 60 days of the receipt of such resolution; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, in the event the Planning Commission
adopts said proposal, that Marjorie L. Taylor, Chairman, and Robert A,
Lakin, Secretary, of the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area
Planning Commission, record on the Transportation Plan Element of the
Comprehensive Plan for the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area,
as heretofore adopted, amended, extended and added to, the action
hereby taken; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, in the event the Planning Commission
adopts said proposal that an attested copy of this resolution accom-
plishing said amendments and extensions to the Transportation Plan
Element of the Comprehensive Plan be certified to the governing body
of the City of Wichita and the governing body of Sedgwick County and
to all legislative and administrative agencies affected by the plan,
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Approved by at least a majority of all the Metropolitan
Area Planning Commission members, at Wichita, Kansas, this 29th

day of September, 1977.

< Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area Planning

Commission

'ATTEST:

in, Secretary
Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission

(SEAL)
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After notice having been given to all interested groups and
agencies and 60 days having elapsed since their receipt of such
notice, and having considered the comments received by all
interested groups and agencies, the foregoing resolution is
hereby adopted as approved.

ADOPTED by at least a majority of all the Metropolitan Area
Planning Commissioners at Wichita, Kansas, this 5th '‘day of
January, 1978.

j y [
Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission

ATTEST:

ert A. Lakin, Secretary

Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission

(SEAL)
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RESOLUTION

WHEREAS, pursuant to authority granted by statutes of.
the State of Kansas, a Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area
Planning Commission was created, which Commission, pursuant to
statutory authority applicable to the City of Wichita and Sedgwick
County has heretofore duly made and adopted a Transportation Plan
Element of a Comprehensive Plan for the Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area, which Comprehensive Plan and amendments, ex-
tensions and additions are all incorporated herein by reference;
and

WHEREAS, pursuant to statutory authority, the Wichita-
Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission may amend,
extend and add to the Comprehensive Plan for the Metropolitan
Area; and

WHEREAS, said Comprehensive Plan includes as a part
thereof the following:

"Pransportation Plan Element of the Comprehensive
Plan for the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan
Area;" and

WHEREAS, having made and caused to be made careful
and comprehensive surveys and studies of present conditions and
trends of future growth of the municipality, the Wichita-Sedgwick
County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission determined that the
Transportation Plan Element of the Comprehensive Plan for the
Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area should be readopted as
previously amended and further amended thereto as set forth within
this Resolution; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to the provisions of K,S.A. 1976
Supp. 12-704, the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Plan-
ning Commission did give notice by publication in the official
city and county newspapers on September 2, 1977, of a public
hearing to be held on the amendments to the Transportation Plan
Element of the Comprehensive Plan for Wichita and Sedgwick County;
and ;

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission on September 29, 1977,
at 1:00 p.m., in the City Commission Chambers on the main floor
of City Hall, 455 N. Main, Wichita, Kansas, did hold the public
hearing at which hearing more than a majority of all members of
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the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
were present; and

WHEREAS, a majority of all members of said Wichita-
Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission approved the
amendments as set out herein.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the majority of all
members of the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission, in meeting duly assembled, that the Transportation
Plan Element of the Comprehensive Plan for the Wichita-Sedgw.
County Metropolitan Area be readopted as previously amended and
be further amended by adding thereto on Revised Map 13A, dated
February 3, 1966:

(1) Clarence Avenue between 45th Street South and
47th Street South as a "collector street”; and

(2) Sagebrush Lane and Zimmerly from the east line of
Timber Lakes Estates 2nd Addition to the north line
of Timber Lakes Estates 2nd Addition (generally
located in the south half of 25-27S-2E) as a
"collector street"; and

(3) Yosemite Drive in the Park Addition, generally
located at the southeast corner of Pawnee and
Maize Road as a "collector street"; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that notice of the Planning
Commission action be given all interested legislative and administra-
tive groups and agencies in the form of a certified copy of the resolu-
tion and that said groups and agencies be requested to submit to the
Planning Commission a statement of recommendation on such approval
within 60 days of the receipt of such resolution; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, in the event the Planning Commission
adopts said proposal, that Marjorie L, Taylor, Chairman, and Robert A,
Lakin, Secretary, of the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area
Planning Commission, record on the Transportation Plan Element of the
Comprehensive Plan for the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area,
as heretofore adopted, amended, extended and added to, the action
hereby taken; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, in the event the Planning Commission
adopts said proposal that an attested copy of this resolution accom-
plishing said amendments and extensions to the Transportation Plan
Element of the Comprehersive Plan be certiified to the governing body
of the City of Wichita and the governing body of Sedgwick County and
to all legislative and administrative agencies affected by the plan,
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After notice having been given to all interested groups and
agencies and 60 days having elapsed since their receipt of such W
notice, and having considered the comments received by all &
interested groups and agencies, the foregoing resolution is 3
hereby adopted as approved. 4

ADOPTED by at least a majority of all the Metropolitan Area
Planning Commissioners at Wichita, Kansas, this 5th day of
January, 1978.

L
i
b
z
»
Metropolitan Area Planning ﬁ
Commission )
f
#

Robert A. Lakin, Secretary
Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission

T, o e

(SEAL)
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" WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY pate 12/29/77

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

SUBJECT

John Dekker, Director of Law

Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning
INNER LOOP PLAN AMENDMENT

The attached Plan Amendment and Certificate were prepared for
the purpose of deleting the Inner Loop Expressway from the Trans—
portation Plan, as requested by the City Commission. We would
appreciate it if you would review these two documents for legal
form.

Robert A, Lakin
Director of Planning

RAL:JAS:th

Attachments: 2




: VI1CHITA — SEDGWICK [}{mY

Wl

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING
DEPARTMENT

CITY HALL — TENTH FLOOR
455 NORTH MAIN STREET

CERTIFICATE

I, Robert A. Lakin, duly elected Secretary of the Wichita-
Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission, do hereby
certify that the attached Plan Amendment deleting the "Inner Loop"
complies with the action of the Wichita Board of City Commissioners,
who, on December 13, 1977, acting under K.S.A. 1:2—704a, directed
that the Inner Loop Expressway be deleted from the Transportation
Plan Element of the Comprehensive Development Plan of the Wichita-
Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area.

Given under my hand seal this day of

Robert Lakin, Séc::etary

hita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan
Area Planning Commission
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PLAN AMENDMENT

WHEREAS, pursuant to the provisions of K.S.A. 1976 Supp.
12-704, the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission did give notice by publication in the official city
and county newspapers on September 2, 1977, of a public hearing
to be held on the amendment to the Transportation Plan Element
of the Comprehensive Plan for Wichita and Sedgwick County; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission on September 29, 1977, at

- 1:00 p.m. in the City Commission Room of City Hall, 455 N, Main, .

Wichita, Kansas, did hold the public hearing, at which hearing
the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
voted to not amend the Transportation Plan by deleting the Inner
Loop Expressway from the Transportation Plan; and

WHEREAS, the Wichita Board of City Commissioners on November 1,
1977, requested that the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
reconsider the proposed amendment to remove the Inner Loop
Expressway from the Transportation Plan; and

WHEREAS, the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission, on
November 10, 1977, reconsidered said amendment without making a
recommendation; and

WHEREAS, the Wichita Board of City Commissioners on December 13,
1977, by a three-fourths majority vote, overruled the Planning Com-

mission's decision to not delete the Inner Loop by adopting a plan

amendment which was considered by the Planning Commission at their

hearing of September 29, 1977.

NOW THEREFORE, under the provision of K.S.A. 12-704a, the
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Transportation Plan Element of the Comprehensive Plan for the
Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area is hereby deemed
amended by deleting the contents and proposals of the
"Preliminary Study of the Inner Loop Expressway,” Volumes I
and II, dated May 1, 1967; and by déleting therefrom on Re-
vised Map 13A, dated February 3, 1966, and on Map 5I, as
amended January 25, 1968, and on Map 5P:

The Inner Loop Expressway; and
by deleting all written material following the heading of
"Northeast Diagonal and Inner Loop," beginning on page 39 of
Volume II of the "Transportation Study of the Wichita-Sedgwick
County Metropolitan Area," as previously amended on January 25,
1968, and continuing through that part of page 41 preceding the
heading "COUNTY ARTERIAL SYSTEM," and substituting the following:

"Northeast Diagonal

"The purpose of the Northeast Diagonal is to
complete and complement the highway and expressway
circulatory system in the Wichita Metropolitan Area.
This facility would provide a radial route into the
northeast quadrant where a heavy concentration of
population exists and where more development is ex-
pected to occur.

"The Northeast Diagonal, which connects FAI 135
to the Northeast Zircumferential Route, would complete
the highway and expressway circulatory system in the
northeast quadrant of the City.

"Traffic assignments on the Northeast Diagonal
indicate volumes of 4,000 to 14,000 vehicles per day
in 1975, and 11,000 to 21,000 vehicles per day in
1985,

"The Northeast Dingonal is a collector-distributor
expressway for the northeast quadrant and directly con-
nects it to the Central Business District Area.
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"Anticipated traffic volumes indicate that the
Northeast Diagonal should be an access-controlled,
on-grade facility with channelized intersections.
The alignment for the facility is shown within the
existing Frisco right-of-way. It is recommended
that this section of the Frisco tracks be abandoned
and the right-of-way made available for an express-—
way facility. The alignment of the Northeast
Diagonal from the Frisco tracks to the proposed
Northeast Circumferentail Route is a general align-
ment and would be subject to an engineering design
study prior to a final alignment selection. The
proposed alignment is shown on Map 5I.

“"The inclusion of the Northeast Diagonal into
the thorofare system will relieve the traffic loads
on East 21st, East 13th, and Central Avenue. Re-
lieving only a portion of the traffic loads on these
arterials will result in a safer and more efficient
flow of traffic.

"CENTRAL BUSINESS DISTRICT FEEDER AND
CIRCULATION STREETS

"The streets which feed and circulate traffic
generated by the Central Business District form an
important section of the thorofare system. Some of
these streets have been classified as arterials and
improvements to them have been considered in the
preceding arterial system analysis. A supplementary
street inventory was made for the streets serving
the Central Business District which were not classi-
fied as arterials. A comparison of capacity vs.
demand revealed that all but a few of the streets
in this area could handle the traffic demands with
the continued use of traffic engineering techniques
now employed in Wichita.

"The proposed thorofare system for the Central
Business District is indicated on Map 5J, dated
September 1977, replacing the location maps on
pages 8 and 9 of the "Preliminary Study of the Inner
Loop Expressway."

"The long-range repair or reconstruction plans
for the Central Business District streets should in-
clude provisions to upgrade the streets to the
previously indicated desirable standards, if possible.
It must be recognized, however, that desirable addi-
tional street rights-of-way and pavement widths, as
well as sufficient room for channelization and turning
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bays may be difficult to obtain and construct in the
intensely developed Central Business District Area."

And by deleting the paragraph "Northeast Diagonal and Inner Loop"
on page 77 of Volume II of the "Transportation Study of the Wichita-
Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area," as previously amended in Janu-
ary 25, 1968, and substituting the following:

"Northeast Diagonal

"The purpose of the Northeast Diagonal is to com-
plete and complement the highway and expressway circu-
latory system in the Wichita Metropolitan Area. The
Northeast Diagonal is a collector-distributor express-
way for the Northeast Quadrant which would be directly
connected to the Central Business District area. The
inclusion of this facility in the thorofare system
will relieve traffic volumes on East 2lst, East 13th,
and Central Avenue."

A certified copy of this amendment to the Transportation
Plan Element of the Comprehensive Plan shall be provided to the
governing body of the City of Wichita and the gqx.rerning body of
Sedgwick County and to all legislative and administrative agencies
affected by the plan.

Signed this day of . 197 .

Robert A. Lakin, Secretary
Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area
Planning Commission
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY DATE 12/27/77

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

TO

FROM

SUBJECT

The Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission

Willard L. Stockwell, Chief Planner, Advance Plans Division
DR 77-23, AMENDMENTS TO THE TRANSPORTATION ELEMENT OF THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN

On January 5, 1977, the Planning Commission will meet to consider
the adoption of the attached resolution, which proposes the addition of
three (3) designated collector streets to the Transportation Plan Element
of the Comprehensive Plan. This resolution received unanimous MAPC
approval on September 29, 1977.

On October 5, 1977, certified copies of the approved resolution were
sent to the following interested parties, as part of the required notifica-
tion procedure.

Sedgwick County Board of Commissioners

Wichita Board of City Commissioners

E. H. Denton, City Manager

John Dekker, Director of Law

R. W. Bruggeman, Director of Public Works

Grover McLure, Sedgwick County Department of Public Works
Dick Linn, City Engineer

Paul Graves, Traffic Engineer

E. D. Landman, Urban Transportation Planning Engineer, KDOT
Verne Craig, Engineer of Planning, KDOT

Ted Hill, Sedgwick County Counselor

After waiting the sixty (60) days prescribed by law, no comments
or recommendations have been received.

RECOMMENDED ACTION: That the Planning Commission adopt the
resolution adding the three designated collector streets to the
Transportation Plan Element of the Comprehensive Plan.

v,

1118rd Lr®t58kwell
Chief Planner
Advance Plans Division

WLS:JAS:th




RESOLUTION

WHEREAS, pursuant to authority granted by statutes of
the State of Kansas, a Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area
Planning Commission was created, which Commission, pursuant to
statutory authority applicable to the City of Wichita and Sedgwick
County has heretofore duly made and adopted a Transportation Plan
Element of a Comprehensive Plan for the Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area, which Comprehensive Plan and amendments, ex-
tensions and additions are all incorporated herein by reference;
and

WHEREAS, pursuant to statutory authority, the Wichita-
Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission may amend,
extend and add to the Comprehensive Plan for the Metropolitan
Area; and

WHEREAS, said Comprehensive Plan includes as a part
thereof the following:

"Transportation Plan Element of the Comprehensive
Plan for the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan
Area;" and

WHEREAS, having made and caused to be made careful
and comprehensive surveys and studies of present conditions and
trends of future growth of the municipality, the Wichita-Sedgwick
County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission determined that the
Transportation Plan Element of the Comprehensive Plan for the
Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area should be readopted as
previously amended and further amended thereto as set forth within
this Resolution; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to the provisions of K.S.A. 1976
Supp. 12-704, the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Plan-
ning Commission did give notice by publication in the official
city and county newspapers on September 2, 1977, of a public
hearing to be held on the amendments to the Transportation Plan
Element of the Comprehensive Plan for Wichita and Sedgwick County;
and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission on September 29, 1977,
at 1:00 p.m., in the Cit; Commission Chambers cn the main floor
of City Hall, 455 N. Main, Wichita, Kansas, did hold the public
hearing at which hearing more than a majority of all members of
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the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
were present; and

WHEREAS, a majority of all members of said Wichita-
Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission approved the
amendments as set out herein. .

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the majority of all
members of the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission, in meeting duly assembled, that the Transportation
Plan Element of the Comprehensive Plan for the Wichita-Sedgwick
County Metropolitan Area be readopted as previously amended and
be further amended by adding thereto on Revised Map 13a, dated
February 3, 1966:

(1) Clarence Avenue between 45th Street South and
47th Street South as a "collector street"; and

(2) Sagebrush Lane and Zimmerly from the east line of
Timber Lakes Estates 2nd Addition to the north line
of Timber Lakes Estates 2nd Addition (generally
located in the south half of 25-275-2E) as a
"collector street"; and

(3) Yosemite Drive in the Park Addition, generally
located at the southeast corner of Pawnee and
Maize Road as a "collector street™; and

H

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that notice of the Planning
Commission action be given all interested legislative and administra-
tive groups and agencies in the form of a certified copy of the resolu-
tion and that said groups and agencies be requested to submit to the
Planning Commission a statement of recommendation on such approval
within 60 days of the receipt of such resolution; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, in the event the Planning Commission
adopts said proposal, that Marjorie L, Taylor, Chairman, and Robert A.
Lakin, Secretary, of the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area
Planning Commission, record on the Transportation Plan Element of the
Comprehensive Plan for the Wichita-Sedgwick County. Metropolitan Area,

as heretofore adopted, amended, extended and added to, the action
hereby taken; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, in the event the Planning Commission
adopts said proposal that an attested copy of this resolution accom-
plishing said amendments and extensions to the Transportation Plan
Element of the Comprehensive Plan be certified to the governing body
of the City of Wichit: and the governing body of Sedgwick County and
to all legislative and administrative agencies affected by the plan,
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Approved by at least a majority of all the Metropolitan
Area Planning Commission members, at Wichita, Kansas, this 29th

day of September, 1977.

ichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission

s

z

ATTEST:

e

Robert A. Lakin, Secretary
Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission

e

i
i
g
i
i
i
i
:

_ (SEAL)
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY oATE  12/2/77

’

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

TO The Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission

FROM Willard L. Stockwell, Chief Planner, Advance Plans Division
SUBJECT  pR 77-23, AMENDMENTS TO THE TRANSPORTATION ELEMENT OF THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN

On December 22, 1977, the Planning Commission will meet to comsider
the adoption of the attached resolution, which proposes the addition of
three (3) designated collector streets to the Transportation Plan Element
of the Comprehensive Plan. This resolution received unanimous MAPC - |
approval on September 29, 1977.

On October 5, 1977, certified copies of the approved resolution were
sent to the following interested parties, as part of the required notifica-
tion procedure.

Sedgwick County Board of Commissioners

Wichita Board of City Commissioners

E. H. Denton, City Manager -
John Dekker, Director of Law

R. W. Bruggeman, Director of Public Works

Grover McLure, Sedgwici Couaty Department of Public Works
Dick Linn, City Engineer

Paul Graves, Traffic Engineer

E. D. Landman, Urban Transportation Planning Engineer, KDOT
Verne Craig, Engincer of Planning, KDOT

Ted Hill, Sedgwick County Counselor

After waiting the sixty (60) days prescribed by law, no comments
or recommendaticns have been received.

k RECOMMENDED ACTION: That the Planning Commission adopt the
resolution adding the three designated collector streets to the
Transportation Plan Element of the Comprehensive Plan.

o Ao ‘
pfsctnl D ABAAC ALl
illard L. Stockwell

Chief Planner
Advance Plans Division

=

WLS:JAS:rh

et




RESOLUTION

WHEREAS, pursuant to authority granted by statutes of
the State of Kansas, a Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area
Planning Commission was created, which Commission, pursuant to
statutory authority applicable to the City of Wichita and Sedgwick
County has heretofore duly made and adopted a Transportation Plan
Element of a Comprehensive Plan for the Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area, which Comprehensive Plan and amendments, ex-
tensions and additions afe all incorporated herein by reference;
and ;

WHEREAS, pursuant to statutory authority, the Wichita-
Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission may amend,
extend and add to the Comprehensive Plan for the Metropolitan
Area; and

WHEREAS, said Comprehensive Plan includes as a part
thereof the following:

"Transportation Plan Element of the Comprehensive
Plan for the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan
Area;" and

WHEREAS, having made and caused to be made careful
and comprehensive surveys and studies of present conditions and
trends of future growth of the municipality, the Wichita-Sedgwick
County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission determined that the
Transportation Plan Element of the Comprchensive Plan for the
Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area should be readopted as
previously amended and further amended thereto as set forth within
this Resolution; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to the provisions of K,S.A, 1976
Supp.'12-704, the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Plan-
ning Commission did give notice by publication in the official
city and county newspapers on September 2, 1977, of a public
hearing to be held on the amendments to the Transportation Plan
Elgment of the Comprehensive Plan for Wichita and Sedgwick County;
an

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission on September 29, 1977,
at 1:00 p.m., in the City Commission Chambers on the main floor
of City Hall, 455 N. Main, Wichita, Kansas, did hold the public
hearing at which hearing more than a majority of all members of




the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
were present; and

WHEREAS, a majority of all members of said Wichita-
Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission approved the
amendments as set out herein.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the majority of all
members of the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission, in meeting duly assembled, that the Transportation
Plan Element of the Comprehensive Plan for the Wichita-Sedgwick
County Metropolitan Area be readopted as previously amended and
be further amended by adding thereto on Revised Map 13a, dated
February 3, 1966:

(1) Clarence Avenue between 45th Street South and

47th Street South as a "collector street"; and

(2) Sagebrush Lane and Zimmerly from the east line of
Timber Lakes Estates 2nd Addition to the north line.
of Timber Lakes Estates 2nd Addition (generally
located in the south half of 25-27S-2E) as a
"collector street"; and

(3) Yosemite Drive in the Park Addition, generally
located at the southeast corner of Pawnee and
Maize Road as a "collector street"; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that notice of the Planning
Commission action be given all interested legislative and administra-
tive groups and agencies in the form of a certified copy of the resolu-
tion and that said groups and agencies be requested to submit to the
Planning Commission a statement of recommendation on such approval
within 60 days of the receipt of such resolution; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, in the event the Planning Commission
adopts said proposal, that Marjorie L, Taylor, Chairman, and Robert A,
Lakin, Secretary, of the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area
Planning Commission, record on the Transportation Plan Element of the
Comprehensive Plan for the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area,
as herctofore adopted, amended, extended and added to, the action
hereby taken; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, in the event the Planning Commission
adopts said proposal that an attested copy of this resolution accom-
plishing said amendments and extensions to the Transportation Plan
Element of the Comprehensive Plan be certified to the governing body
of the City of Wichita and the governing body of Sedgwick County and
to all legislative and administrative agencies affected by the plan,
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Approved by at least a majority of all the Metropolitan
Area Planning Commission members, at Wichita, Kansas, this 29th

day of September, 1977.

ich:.ta-Sedgwick caunty
Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission

Robert A. Lakin, Secretary
Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission

(SEAL)
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After notice having been given to all interested groups and
agencies and 60 days having elapsed since their receipt of such
notice, and having considered the comments received by all
interested groups and agencies, the foregoing resolution is
hereby adopted as approved.

ADOPTED by at least a majority of all the Metropolitan Area
Planning Commissioners at Wichita, Kansas, this 22nd day of
December, 1977.

Marjorie L. Taylor, Chair
Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission

Robert Lakin, Secretary
Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission

(SEAL)
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December 19, 1977

Mr. E. D. Landoman

Urban Transportacion Planning tngineer
Planning & Development

Kansas Department of Transportation
State Office Huilding

Topeka, K& 066012

Acttu: Vic lioser
Dear Mr. Landman:

The Soard of City Comuiasioners took action Tuesday, December 20, 1977
to amend the Transportacion Plan deleting the Inner Loop Freeway. Officially

the Transportation Plan amendment will bLe posted in the ceuprenansive plan
d L as 1 ded by che Techuical Advisory and Coordinating loumittees.

Please feel free to prepare traffic forecasts for the U.5. 54 Topeka
to I-235 locacions study assuming no Inner Loop. I would Buggest tohat the
year 2000 ctrafiic assignment to the existing plus comaitted uetwork be made
prior to finalizing & forecast for tue location study. If our scaff could
be of any assistance in crip geueration please advise.

Sow chat the Inner Loop has been resoved from the Trausportacion Plan,
the plan update tekes on new weaning. During the discussion with che MAPC,
it was generally agreed tbat all alternatives should be considered in the
Iuner Loop corridor. We pointed out that emphasis would be put on non—
freeway solutions. I expect that the question of a freeway will be dis-
cussad agaiu, once we begin the review of plau alternatives.

Agocher item relating to the Inner Loop is how saould we procedurally
handle the air qualicy review? Perhaps we siould discuss prior co tae
next TAC meeting.

Sincerely,

ke Liundebak

Priucipal Planasr

Advance Plans Division
MEL:zh

ec: Willard L. Scockwell, Chief Plaoner, Advance Plans Division




WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY
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METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

TO

FROM

SUBJECT

E. H. Denton, City Manager

Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning
INNER LOOP FREEWAY

In response to the Board of City Commissioners' request to
reconsider removal of the Inmer Loop from the Tramsportation Plan,
the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission met November 10, 1977.

The first motion considered was to recommend to the City
Commission that the Inner Loop be retained on the Transportation
Plan. This motion failed 3 to 5. A second motion, recommending
the Inner Loop be deleted from the Transportation Plan resulted
in a 4 to 4 moot vote.

It is recommended that this be placed on the City Commission
agenda. A 3/4ths majority vote by the City Commission will delete
the Inner Loop from the Transportation Plan. Should the City
Commission wish to delete the Inner Loop Freeway the following
action is recommended.

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Instruct the Secretary of the
Metropolitan Area Planning Commission to post the amendment
deleting the Inner Loop Freeway from the Tramsportation Plan
in the Comprehensive Plan document; noting that a public hearing
was held, the Planning Commission denied the amendment, the City
Commission formally requested Planning Commission reconsideration,
the Planning Commission reconsidered without a recommendation and
the City Commission approved the amendment.

AT A,

paTe 12/2/77

Robert A. Lakin
Director of Planning

R e




THE CITY OF WICHITA

a4 [
OFFICE OF - CITY MANAGER DATE November 8, 1977 -\ ‘ = N
, Recemep
| NOV 10 105 ©
1 TO  Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning METROPO 1y
| Py

FROM E. H. Denton, City Manager

b
SUBJECT Alternative to Inner Loop ~L

Now that the City Commission has taken action to direct the removal of the
Inner Loop project from the Transportation Plan, it is time that we begin to
consider alternatives for the movement of traffic from the 9th Street/I-135
area to Downtown and the Westbank, My intent is not to 1imit consideration
to any particular type of design of roadway, but to see consideration of
other than freeway type designs.

For administrative review purposes only, please provide your analysis and
comments to me, Perhaps you will be sufficiently along for a meeting some
time in mid-to-late December to discuss your ideas,

« H, Denton
City Manager

EHD/tpd
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK coumv.;

ovember 4, 1977
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Metropolitan Area Planning Commiss.ion

Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning
sussecy Inner Loop

Attached is a memorandum from the Manager's office indicating
action taken by the City Commission requesting the Planning
Commission to delete the Inner Loop from the Comprehensive
Plan. This is in accordance.with their expected actions based
on the legal opinion furnished to them. The opinion provides

a procedure to override the Planning Commission. This involves
a motion to you of the intent in the event the Planning Commission
does not agree, then upon such action o failure to respond in
30 days, the City Commission may by ote order the plan
amended. 3 41‘, ;

The City Commission has been advised of your intent as per the

motion passed on October 27, and a copy of your detailed motion
was provided tc them. Copies of that motion is attached to this

memorandum.

The Planning Commission should respond to the City Commission
in whatever way they deem appropriate.

Robert A. Lakin
Director of Planning

RAL:rme

Attachments - Memo from the Manager's Office
Motion from MAPC
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Hoverber 4, 1977

Ms. Ma.rjor'ie Taylor
Chairperson
Metropclitan Area Planning Commission

Dear Fﬁ’ Jm&'a

On Hovember 1,[1977, the Board of City Commissioners of the City of
Wichita met and considered the action taken by the Hetropolitan Area

Planning Cormijsion on September 29, 1977, to not delete the Inner
Loop projec fn\cm the Transportation Plan.

The City Comission moved to notify the [iAPC of its intent to remove

the Inner Loop from the Transportation Plan. Should the MAPC find the
proposed change unsatisfactory, please advise this office in writing no later
than Monday, !lovermber 14, 1977, If the INAPC continues to disapprove of the
removal of the Inner Loop, a 3/4ths vote on the part of the City Comaission
will be required to cverrule the MAPC and delete the Inner Loop from the
Transportation Plan.

Sincerely,

e

E. H. Denton
City Manager

EHD/tsw
cc: The Honorable Board of City Cormissioners
~Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

-

i -
oY o T e '.‘;5
i MOV & __’
7 GETROPOLITATE
PLANNING =

AL

Hign 2




T T T g e

VB

——

et

Metropolitan Area Planning Commission Meeting - October 27, 1977
Off Agenda - Inner Loop

Savina moved that the City Commission be informed that: ,

a) the vote of the Planning Commission is
intended that the Inner Loop be maintained
on the comprehensive plan until an alter-
nate is arrived at, but not necessarily
saying the road should be there. The

; Planning Commission is in essence following

o L the advise of the State Re their comments

: on the environment, noise control, alternate
traffic assignments, and the already large
investment in land and Interstate construction;
and for the Board of City Commissioners to
recognize they want an alternate plan and
that they want this plan to stay until an
alternate plan is adopted; and

S
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i
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that the Board of City Commissioners regquest
the Attorney General to provide a legal
opinion as to whether the Board of City
Commissioners can overrule the Planning
Commission on the comprehensive plan as
indicated by the Director of Law.

Bayouth seconded and it carried with a vote of 4 in favor

(Savina, Bayouth, Hartstein and Hennessy) and 2 opposed
e (Greider and May). Taylor, Barrier, Bell and Cole were

3 absent.
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Metropolitan Area Planning Commission Meeting - October 27, 1977
Off Agenda - Inner Loop

Savina moved that the City Commission be informed that:

a) the vote of the Planning Commission is
intended that the Inner Loop be maintained
on the comprehensive plan until an alter-
nate is arrived at, but not necessarily
saying the road should be there. The
Planning Commission is in essence following
the advise of the State Re their comments
on the environment, noise control, alternate
traffic assignments, and the already large
investment in land and Interstate construction;
and for the Board of City Commissioners to
recognize they want an alternate plan and
that they want this plan to stay until an
alternate plan is adopted; and

that the Board of City Commissioners request
the Attorney General to provide a legal
opinion as to whether the Board of City
Commissioners can overrule the Planning
Commission on the comprehensive plan as
indicated by the Director of Law.

Bayouth seconded and it carried with a vote of 4 in favor
(savina, Bayouth, Hartstein and Hennessy) and 2 opposed
(Greider and May). Taylor, Barrier, Bell and Cole were
absent.
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY oaTE 10/26/77 !

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT
TO | Robert Finch, Deputy City Manager
FROM Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning
SUBJECT INNER LOOP EXPRESSWAY
The enclosed material has been prepared for the November 1

City Commission meeting.
=LY, &
Lt

Robert A, Lakin
Director of Planning

RAL:JAS:th

Enclosure
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WICHITA-SEDGW!CKWCOUNTY DATE _ 10/25/77

METROPOLITAN AREA PI.AVNNING DEPARTMENT

TO

FROM

BUBJECT

Wichita Board of City Commissioners

Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning
INNER LOOP EXPRESSWAY

Earlier this year, the Urban Renewal Agency (URA) requested that
the Inner Loop be removed from the Transportation Plan. The request
was made as a tesult of a land transfer agreement between the URA and
the Board of Education (BOE). The land which was to be sold to the
BOE was being held in reserve for the Inner Loop. It was the initial
opinion of the URA that in order to give clear title to this land, the
Inner Loop would have to be removed from the Transportation Plan.

As a result of the URA's request and by direction of the City Manager
to the MAPD, steps were taken to amend the Plan.

As the first step in the amendment process, the Technical Advisory
Committee (TAC) for Transportation Planning reviewed the issue on June 6,
1977. On July 11, 1977, the TAC voted to approve the removal of the
Inner Loop. The TAC recognized, however, the possible effects to the
transportation planning process of early removal of the Inner Loop and
stated the importance of considering these impacts at the systems
analysis stage of the Transportation Plan Update.

As the second step in the process, the Coordinating Committee was
polled to determine its recommendation. The results were as follows:

(1) Voting in the affirmative were:
- the Chairman of the Board of County Commissioners,
- the Chairman of the Metropolitan Transit Authority, and
- the Deputy City Manager (representing the City Manager);
(2) Abstaining from voting was:
- the KDOT representative; and
(3) A conditional vote from: £
~ the MAPC Chairman ("If the Inner Loop is removed,
there should be consideration for the development
of non-freeway alternatives in that corridor.")

The final outcome was, therefore, the recommendation from the Coordinating
Committee that the Inner Loop be removed from the Tramnsportation Plan.

On September 2, 1977, legal advertisement was made notifying the
public of a hearing which was to be held on September 29, 1977, before
the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission for the purpose of amending
the Transportation Plan. The outcome of the public hearing was a
5 to 3 vote against the deletion of the Inner Loop. The exact motion,
which was made by David Bayouth, reads as follows:
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK-COUNTY DATE _ 10/25/77

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Wichita Board of City Commissioners

Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

INNER LOOP EXPRESSWAY

Earlier this year, the Urban Renewal Agency (URA) requested that
the Inner Loop be removed from the Transportation Plan. The request
was made as a result of a land transfer agreement between the URA and
the Board of Education (BOE). The land which was to be sold to the
BOE was being held in reserve for the Inner Loop. It was the initial
opinion of the URA that in order to give clear title to this land, the
Inner Loop would have to be removed from the Transportation Plan.

As a result of the URA's request and by direction of the City Manager
to the MAPD, steps were taken to amend the Plan.

As the first step in the amendment process, the Technical Advisory
Committee (TAC) for Transportation Planning reviewed the issue on June 6,
1977. On July 11, 1977, the TAC voted to approve the removal of the
Inner Loop. The TAC recognized, however, the possible effects to the
transportation planning process of early removal of the Inner Loop and
stated the importance of considering these impacts at the systems
analysis stage of the Transportation Plan Update.

As the second step in the process, the Coordinating Committee was
polled to determine its recommendation. The results were as follows:

(1) Voting in the affirmative were:
— the Chairman of the Board of County Commissioners,
- the Chairman of the Metropolitan Transit Authority, and
- the Deputy City Manager (representing the City Manager);
(2) Abstaining from voting was:
~ the KDOT representative; and
(3) A conditiomal vote from: 5
- the MAPC Chairman ("If the Inner Loop is removed,
there should be consideration for the development
of non-freeway alternatives in that corridor.")

The final outcome was, therefore, the recommendation from the Coordinating
Committee that the Inner Loop be removed from the Transportation Plan.

On September 2, 1977, legal advertisement was made notifying the
public of a L=aring which was to be held on September 29, 1977, before
the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission for the purpose of amending
the Transportation Flan. The outcome of the public hearing was a
5 to 3 vote against the deletion of the Inner Loop. The exact motion,
which was made by David Bayouth, reads as follows:

g
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Wichita Board of City Commissioners -2- October 25, 1977

"I move that we not delete the Inner Loop from
the Transportation Plan but shelve it for an unlimited
period of time, until the Planning Departmernt can present
alternatives."

The following members voted "for" this motiom: David Bayouth, Jerry
Greider, Kenneth Harstein, John Hennessy and Michael Savina. These
members expressed the opinion that the Inner Loop is an essential
part of the Plan, and that until other alternatives are presented, it
should not be removed.

Members voting against the motion were: Mary Ellen Barrier,
Jerry Cole, and Joan May. These members felt that because the
majority of citizens that spoke at the Inner Loop public hearing
requested that it not be built and that the governing body had
expressed the desire to abandon the project, the Plan should be
amended to delete the Inner Loop.

Following the MAPC action, we requested further legal clarifica-
tion. The first question concerned the disposition of URA lands. The
second concerned the respective authority of the Planning Commission
and the City Commission.

The legal cpinion that we received was that:

(1) The "reserve" status on the land in question could be
removed by means of replatting or through vacation procedures.

(2) The City Commission does have the authority to overturn
a Planning Commission decision. The City Commission would hava
to notify the Planning Commission of its intent to alter the Plan.
If the Planning Commission disagreed with the change, it would
indicate so in a letter to the City Commission, who in turn could
overrule the disapproval of the Planning Commission by a 3/4 majority
vote. The Plan would then be considered amended. (See Attachment "A"
for a copy of the legal opinion from H. R. Kuhn, Assistant City
Attorney.) 2

In view of the City Commission's earlier decision to "abandon
the Inner Loop project' and the recent MAPC decision to "not remove
the Inner Loop from the Plan," the following alternative courses of
action are presented for your consideration:

(1) The City Commission can let the MAPC decision stand as
is, thereby leaving the Inner Loop on the Plan until
the entire Transportation Plan is updated. In choosing

this alternative, replatting or vacation procedures
would have to be used to remove the reserve status
from lands being held for the Inner Loop.




Wichita Board of City Commissioners -3- October 25, 1977

(2) The City Commission can overrule the decision made by the
MAPC and delete the Inner Loop from the Transportation

Plan, In choosing this alternative, the reserve status
would automatically be removed from lands being held ‘9_.,)
for the Inner Loop. ((gD"

If the City Commission feels it is desirable to -\

amend the Transportation Plan by deleting the Inner \\e_'s
| Loop, it should direct the City Manager to prepare

t a letter to the Planning Commission stating that it

| is the intent of the City Commission to alter the

! Transportation Plan by deleting the Inner Loop.

RECCMMENDED ACTION: That the City Commission take whatever action
it deems to be in the best interest of the public,

AL

Robert A, Lakin
Director of Planning

RAL:JAS:th

cc: Metropolitan Area Planning Commission




e 2 ATTACHMENT A i
|

THE CITY OF WICHITA

OFFICE OF PLANNING DEPARTMENT DATE  October 10, 1977 1

TO WILLARD L. STOCKWELL, Chief Planner

FROM H. R. KUHN, Assistant City Attorney

SUBJECT Inner Loop Freeway

Your memo of October 3, 1977 directed to John Dzkker,
Director of Law, has been handed to me for review and response.

I believe that the first question you posed in your
memoradnum was answered by me in my opinion directed to Bob Lakin
under date of September 27, 1977. The only alternative to the
use of the "replatting statute" (KSA 12-512b) would be the
vacation proceedings authorized under KSA 12-504, et seq.

As to the second question presented, it is our opinion
that the City Commission does have authority to overturn a
Planning Commission decision even though the decision of the
Planning Commission is not to amend. It is our opinion that the
governing body could notify the Planning Commission of its intent
to alter the comprehensive plan adopted by the Planning Commission
in the change and/or location of prospective public improvements,
public facilities or public utilities. If the suggested change
or changes are unsatisfactory to the Planning Commission, the
Planning Commission can then indicate its disapproval in writing.
The governing body may then, by a vote of three-fourth majority
of its membership, overrule the disapproval of the Planning
Commission and the plan for the area shall be deemed to have been

amended.
i If further information is required, please advise.
H. R. KUHN
ASSISTANT CITY ATTORNEY
HRK:mb

cc: John Dekker

AA 'v.sz(_. 2 ) .
X, Director of\ Law g Rﬁ' 01911 T
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY oaTe  10/25/77

A A

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

FROM

EUBJECT

File

Joyce Schafer, Planning Analyst, Advance Plans Division

INNER LOOP EXPRESSWAY (DR-77-23)

On this date, Mike Lindebak called H. R. Kuhn, Assistant City
Attorney, about procedural requirements for the City Commission to
overturn a Planning Commission's decision. Kuhn said that the
procedure stated in his memo of October 10, 1977, is the procedure
that is required for the City Commission to initiate a plan amend-

ment.
C)ﬁbiuﬂ 4:424<2Lié1\’/
yczﬁchafer V
anting Analyst
Advance Plans Division
JS:rh
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October 20, 1977

Metropolitan Area Planning Commission

Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

Cancellation of City Comuission/Metropolitan Area
Planning Commission Meeting, October 25, 1977.

When the City Commission inquired relative to their rights

on the Inner Loop as to its inclusion or not in the master
plan, we wrote the legal department requesting a legal opinion
as to whether or not the City Commission could override the
Planning Commission's action. A copy of that legal opinion

is attached. In summary it says that the City Commission may
by a 4/5's vote override the Planning Commission's decision and
direct the exclusion of the Inner Loop. With this information
provided to the City Commission, it was their determination
that a meeting was no longer necessary at this time. Therefore,

the meeting originally scheduled for 1:30 p.m. on October 25,
is cancelled.

Robert A. Lakin

Director of Planning
RAL:xrme

Attachment
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10/14/77

E. H. Denton, City Manager
Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

INNER LOOP

We inquired as to the City Commission legal ability
to override the MAPC's decision on not removing the Inner
Loop from the Comprehensive Plan. Attached is our inquiry,
the response and the statute. The Department of Law in
their opinion states that by a three-fourths majority vote
the Board of City Commissioners can force the change. This
overrides my original interpretation of the statute.

With this information, it may not be necessary to hold
the joint meeting on October 25 with the Board of City Com-
missioners and the MAPC. I would suggest that following
receipt of the opinion, the Commission may wish to cancel
the meeting and instruct the City Manager to return for
their consideration on October 25, 1977, an action to
affect the action of deletion.

Robert A. Lakin
Director of Planning

RAL:rh

Attachments: Memo to Law Department
Memo to Planning Departmwent
Statute (extract)
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Octobexr 11, 1977

Hetropolitan Area Planning Commission
Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

Moeting of the City Cormission with the Metropolitan Area
Planning Commission.
N

28 some of you may be awara, the City Commission, when consid-
ering the induatrial revenue bonds for St. Francis Hospital,
heard commonts relative to the Innerloop and inquired as to the 2
atatus of the Innerloop project. When informed that the Planning °
Commission had declined to remove it from the Comprehensive Plan,
the City Cormission asked what alternative they had relative to
this matter. I explained as far as the Urban Renewal lands, that
the Urban Renewal Agency and the City Commission could amend the
adopted Urban Rencwal plan and replat it or disposa of the land
in such a fashion as they deem appropriate. I told them that it
was my understanding that the Planning Commission had sole
responsibility for adopting and amending the Comprehensive Plln.

The City Commission has requested that the Planning Commission
meet with thexz Tuesday, Uctouber 253, 1977, at 1:00 p.m., in the
City Ccmmission !eoting Room. The County Commissioners will
also be invited., We will have the samae information available
at tha City Commission meeting which we presented to you at
your public hearing on amending the master plan. Please
advise me if you will not ba available for this meeting.

aohart%ln\-

Director of Planning
RAL:xrme

cc: E. H. Denton, City Manager
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ATTACHMENT A
THE CITY OF WICHITA
OFFICE OF PLANNING DEPARTMENT DATE October 10, 1977

TO WILLARD L. STOCKWELL, Chief Planner
FROM H. R. KUHN, Assistant City Attorney

SUBJECT Inner Loop Freeway

Your memo of October 3, 1977 directed to John Dekker,
Director of Law, has been handed to me for review and response.

I believe that the first question you posed in your
memoradnum was answered by me in my opinion directed to Bob Lakin
under date of September 27, 1977. The only alternative to the
use of the "replatting statute" (KSA 12-512b) would be the
vacation proceedings authorized under KSA 12-504, et seq.

As to the second question presented, it is our opinion
that the City Commission does have authority to overturn a
Planning Commission decision even though the decision of the
Planning Commission is not to amend. It is our opinion that the
governing body could notify the Planning Commission of its intent
to alter the comprehensive plan adopted by the Planning Commission
in the change and/or location of prospective public improvements,
public facilities or public utilities. If the suggested change
or changes are unsatisfactory to the Planning Commission, the
Planning Commission can then indicate its disapproval in writing.
The governing body may then, by a vote of three-fourth majority
of its membership, overrule the disapproval of the Planning
Commission and the plan for the area shall be deemed to have been
amended.

If further information is required, please advise.

H. R. KUHN
ASSISTANT CITY ATTORNEY

HRK: mb
cc: John Dekker

r, Director oft Law

hn Dekk
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THE CITY OF WICHITA
OFFICE OF CITY MANAGER " DATE (October 6, 1977

TO Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning
FROM  Robert G. Finch, Deputy City Manager

SUBJECT Meeting of City Commission and
Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission

~

You are aware of the request made by the City Commission on October 4, 1977, to
meet with the members of the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission (MAPC).

Accordingly, we are scheduling the meeting as an agenda item for 1:00 p.m.,
Tuesday, October 25, 1977.

As we discussed with the City Manager, an invitation will also be made to the

. County Commissioners to attend this session,

o

obert G. Finch
Deputy City Manager

RGF/pd
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THE CITY OF WICHITA
OFFICE OF CITY MANAGER DATE (October 5, 1977

TO Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning
FROM  Robert G, Finch, Deputy City Manager

SUBJECT Status of the Various Plans
Containing Provisions for the
Inner-Loop

On October 4, 1977, the City Commission asked that it be provided a report
listing the various plans (i.e.; MAPD transportation, URA development, etc.)
that contain the Inner-Loop as part of the plan, and the status of actions
required to remove the Inner-Loop from each of the plans.

Please accept responsibility for collecting this information and the submittal

gf a consolidated report to reach this office for the agenda of October 25,
977.

(=]

Robert G, Finch
Deputy City Manager

RGF/pd




10/3/77

John Dekker, Director of Law
Willard L. Stockwell, Chief Planner, Advance Plans Division
INNER LOOP FREEWAY

As you are probably aware, at their meeting of Septem-
ber 28th, the Planning Commission voted 5 to 3 against a
proposed amendment to the Transportation Plan deleting the
Inner Loop freeway. The exact motion reads as follows:
BAYOUTH: "...I move that we not delete the Inner Loop from
the Transportation Plan, but shelve it for an unlimited
period of time, until the Planning Department can present
alternatives," Mr. Lakin and I have discussed the matter
and would like to request an analysis of some of the legal
ramifications of the Commission's action. Primarily, we
are concerned with what actions can now be taken regarding
disposition of Urban Renewal properties in the study cor-
ridor. It is our understanding that the "reserve" status
on these lands can be removed by means of replatting. Are
there any legal problems with this that we may have over-
looked or that we may not be aware of? Also, are there
any alternative means for removing the "reserve" status
on these lands.

Our other question concerns the authority of the
Planning Commission and the City Commission. We are aware
of the fact that the Planning Commission, in accordance
with K.S.A. 12-704, has the authority to recommend and
approve additions or deletions to the Transportation Plan.
However, the statute is somewhat unclear as to whether a
Planning Commission decision not to delete a proposal from
the plan can be challenged. Our question is - Does the
City Commission have the authority to overturn a Planning
Commission decision, when the decision is not to amend?

Due to the Manager's concern regarding this matter,
we would appreciate a response at your earliest possible
convenience.

Willard L. Stockwel
Chief Planner
Advance Plans Division

WLS:PLN:xrh

cc: Ken Kitchen, Director, Urban Renewal Agency




10/3/77

Ken Kitchen, Director, Urban Renewal Agency
Willard L. Stockwell, Chief Planner, Advance Plans Division

INNEF LOC? FREEWAY

Attached you will find a copy of a memo sent to John
Dekker concerning the legal ramifications of the Planning
Commission's decision not to delete the Inner Loop from.
the Transportation Plan. Specifically, we are concerned
about the disposition of the URA lands, which are now being
held in reserve for the Inner Loop.

We are asking Dekker for a legal opinion. We would
also like to hear from you regarding your concerns in re-
moving the "reserve" status from these lands so that you
may dispose of them. Please let us know if you forsee any
problems or if you have any suggestions on how to best
handle this matter.

Willard L. Stockwell
Chief Planner
Advance Plans Division

WLS:JS:ms
Attachment




THE CITY OF WICHITA

. : e
OFFICE OF PLANNING DEPARTMENT ' DATE September 27, 61‘9-?;7
/57 Rk

ROBERT A. LAKIN, DIRECTOR OF PLANNING
H. R. KUHN, ASSISTANT CITY ATTORNEY

Your memorandum of September 6, 1977 was handed to me for attention
and response. I have reviewed the matter and it is my opinion that
the "replatting statute" (KSA 12-512b) can be utilized to effectively .
vacate the reservations to which you refer. Said statute was

adopted subsequent to the Kansas case to which you referred in your
memorandum. The wording of the statute makes it rather clear that
any "public reservation" can be vacated by the filing and recording
of the new plat or replat.

If I can be of any further help, please advise.

H.-RT KUHN
__— ASSISIANT CITY ATTORNEY

HRK: mb
cc: John Dekker




9/6/77

John Dekker, Director of Law
Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

Park Plaza 2nd Addition

I was recently in a meeting with Finch, Kitch‘en, Brenner, Charlie Porter,
and George Parson, Chairman of the LHA, determining what steps remain

to make the land north of the present Greenbriar building available for
development. We have outlined the steps necessary to remove the Inner ;
Loop from the adopted Comprehensive Plan. It would seem that that action’
is a foregone conclusion. The Urban Renewal Agency is also in the process
of platting the Board of Education lands and replatting portions of Park
Plaza 2nd Addition and Park Plaza lst Addition to provide an additional
"site" north of Greenbriar for development of Section 8 or other housing.

It appears that Reserve A, Park Plaza 2nd Addition, and Reserves E and
F, Park Plaza lst Addition, is the area which will be reused for housing,
subject to replatting. In reviewing these plats, however, it would seem
to me that there is a question which should be answered, 1In the plat
of Park Plaza 2nd Addition, Reserve A "is hereby resarved for public
open space and/or limited access highway." The same 1angnag1e appears

in Park Plaza lst Addition relative to Reserves E and F. It should be
noted on Park Plaza lst Addition that certain other reserves were reser-
ved for highway and/or interim open space thus making a distinction and
that certain other reserves were reserved for "open space" alone. Also,
one reserve on Park Plaza lst Addition was dedicated to the public where
all the rest of the reserves were reserved for public open space/etc.

The question that I have is that even though the Urban Renewal Agency
has not formally dedicated these reserves to the City or to the Board
of Park Commissioners has their act in any way vested any public rights
in these reserves for open space? If so, does it take the Park Board
or others quit claiming that interest? It seems to me that there was
an old Kansas case relative to the public square when it was indicated
for public use that the act of platting and placing the reserve label
on the plat was sufficient to vest public interest in the square. I haven't
the facilities for checking out what happened to that case, whether or
not there has been subsequent case law overturning that, or even whether
my memory is correct.

There is also the issue of whether or not any of these sites from a policy
matter should be kept in public ownership for open space even though
Inner Loop does not go through the area. This I will address separately
and directly to Mr. Allen. :

The reason I am raising these questions is that I don't want any problems

to occur later on which would cause a "housing project" to falter because
there had been incomplete staff work on it. Would you please advise as




Memorandum to John Dekker September 6, 1977
Re: Park Plaza 2nd Addition 24 Page 2

to your views on this matter at your earliest convenience.

Robert A, L n, Director of P anning

ec: Robert Finch, Deputy City Manager NG
Kenneth Kitchen, Director of Urban Renewal -
Tom Allen, Director of the Board of Park Commissioners

RAL:ew

Attachments:

Xerox Face Pk Pl 2nd

Dedicatory Clause Pk Pl 2nd

Xerox sections Pk P1 1st
showing reserves

Xerox Dedicatory Clauses
Pk Pl 1st
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY DATE

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT L0/

Selected MAPD Staff

Mike Lindebak, Principal Planner
Advance Plans Division

BSuBJECT :
CBD Circulation Map

Attached is a copy of the updated Circulation
Map that would have been added to the Transportation
Plan if the Inner Loop had been removed. Because the
MAPC, on September 29, 1977, voted down a proposal
to remove the Inner Loop, the map was not needed.
It still remains a useful map, though, showing the
one- and two-way street system in the CBD, as cur-
rently expressed in the Transportation Plan. The
only exception to the map's accuracy is that the
Inner Loop is not shown.

Additional copies of the map can be obtained
from Joyce Schafer.

Principal Planner
Advance Plans Division

ML:JS:ms
Attachment
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-PROPOSED MAILOUT LIST FOR THE
APPROVED RESOLUTION AMENDING THE
TRANSPORTATION PLAN ELEMENT

Tom Scott, Chairman of the Board of County Commissioners
Tony Casado, Mayor
E. H. Denton, City Manager
John Dekker, Director of Law
R. W. Bruggeman, Director of Public Works
Grover McClure, Sedgwick County Department of Public Works
Dick Linn, City Engineer
Paul Graves, Traffic Engineer
E. D. Landman, Urban Transportation Planning Engineer,
Planning & Development Dept. KDOT, State Office Building,
Topeka, Kansas, 66612
Verne Craig, Engineer of Planning, KDOT, 503 Kansas,

6th Floor, Topeka, Kansas, 66603

Lakin, Stockwell, Lindebak, file, one extra

copies
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DEPARTMENT October 5, 1977
CITY HALL — TENTH FLOOR
455 NORTH MAIN STREET
WICHITA, KANSAS 67202
(318) 2684561

TO: All Interested Legislative and Administrative Groups
and Agencies

FROM: Robert A. Lakin, Secretary, Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area Planning Commission

SUBJECT: DR 77-23, Adoption of an Amendment to the Transporta-
tion Plan Element of the Comprehensive Development
Plan of the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan
Area.

Attached for your information and files is a certified copy
of the Resolution approving the proposed adoption of an amend-
ment to the Transportation Plan Element of the Comprehensive

Development Plan of the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan
Area. The approval action was taken by the Metropolitan Area
Planning Commission on September 29, 1977.

In fulfilling the requirements prescribed by law, the Plan-
ning Commission is now distributing certified copies of the
approved Resolution to interested governmental and administra—
tive agencies., After waiting the sixty (60) days prescribed
by law, the Planning Commission will meet to consider the
comments and recommendations on the proposed amendment and
consider adopting the Amended Plan Element.

If you should have any questions concerning this matter,
Please contact the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area
Planning Department.

Sincerely,

L
Robert A. Lakin, Setfetary

Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area
Planning Commissiocn
RAL:ms
Attachments:
1. Certificate
2. Resolution
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ICHITA — SEDGWICK COUNTY

&

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING
DEPARTMENT

CITY HALL —TENTH FLOOR

455 NORTH MAIN STREET

WICHITA, KANSAS 67202

(316) 268-4561

CEEIRETOTER T-CIA T B

I, Robert A. Lakin, duly elected, authorized and
acting as Secretary of the Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area Planning Commission, Wichita, Sedgwick
County, Kansas, do hereby certify that the attached Reso-
lution was approved by the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metro-
politan Area Planning Commission on September 29, 1977,
leading forward to the adoption of an amendment to the
Transportation Plan Element of the Comprehensive Develop-
ment Plan of the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan
Area.

Given under my hand and seal this g)iﬁ day of

October, 1977. @

Robert A. Lakin, Secretary
Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area

Planning Commission




RESOLUTION

WHEREAS, pursuant to authority granted by statutes of
the State of Kansas, a Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area
Planning Commission was created, which Commission, pursuant to
statutory authority applicable to the City of Wichita and Sedgwick
County has heretofore duly made and adopted a Transportation Plan
Element of a Comprehensive Plan for the Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area, which Comprehensive Plan and amendments, ex-
tensions and additions are all incorporated herein by reference;
and

WHEREAS, pursuant to statutory authority, the Wichita-
Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission may amend,
extend and add to the Comprehensive Plan for the Metropolitan
Area; and

WHEREAS, said Comprehensive Plan includes as a part
thereof the following:

"Pransportation Plan Element of the Comprehensive
Plan for the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan
Area;" and

WHEREAS, having made and caused to be made careful
and comprehensive surveys and studies of present conditions and
trends of future growth of the municipality, the Wichita-Sedgwick
County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission determined that the
Transportation Plan Element of the Comprehensive Plan for the
Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area should be readopted as
previously amended and further amended thereto as set forth within
this Resolution; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to the provisions of K,S5.A. 1976
Supp. 12-704, the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Plan-
ning Commission did give notice by publication in the official
city and county newspapers on September 2, 1977, of a public
hearing to be held on the amendments to the Transportation Plan
Element of the Comprehensive Plan for Wichita and Sedgwick County;
and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission on September 29, 1977,
at 1:00 p.m,, in the City Commission Chambers on the main floor
of City Hall, 455 N. Main, Wichita, Kansas, did liold the public
hearing at which hearing more than a majority of all members of
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the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
were present; and

WHEREAS, a majority of all members of said Wichita-
Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission approved the
amendments as set out herein,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the majority of all
members of the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission, in meeting duly assembled, that the Transportation
Plan Element of the Comprehensive Plan for the Wichita-Sedgwick
County Metropolitan Area be readopted as previously amended and
be further amended by adding thereto on Revised Map 13A, dated
February 3, 1966:

(1) Clarence Avenue between 45th Street South and
47th Street South as a "collector street"; and

(2) sagebrush Lane and Zimmerly from the east line of
Timber Lakes Estates 2nd Addition to the north line
of Timber Lakes Estates 2nd Addition (generally
located in the south half of 25-27S-2E) as a
"collector street"; and

(3) Yosemite Drive in the Park Addition, generally
located at the southeast corner of Pawnee and
Maize Road as a "collector street"; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that notice of the Planning
Commission action be given all interested legislative and administra-
tive groups and agencies in the form of a certified copy of the resolu-
tion and that said groups and agencies be requested to submit to the
Planning Commission a statement of recommendation on such approval
within 60 days of the receipt of such resolution; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, in the event the Planning Commission
adopts said proposal, that Marjorie L, Taylor, Chairman, and Robert A.
Lakin, Secretary, of the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area
Planning Commission, record on the Transportation Plan Element of the
Comprehensive Plan for the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area,
as heretofore adopted, amended, extended and added to, the action
hereby taken; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, in the event the Planning Commission
adopts said proposal that an attested copy of this resolution accom-
plishing said amendments and extensions to the Transportation Plan
Element of the Comprehensive Plan be certified to the governing body
of the City of Wichita and the governing body of Sedgwick County and
to all legislative and administrative agencies affected by the plan.
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Approved by at least a majority of all the Metropolitan ki
:’« Area Planning Commission members, at Wichita, Kansas, this 29th g
day of September, 1977. i
e
57
& ichita-Sedgwick County
ﬁbﬁ Metropolitan Area Planning ‘
£ Commission
b i
)
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bl Robert A, Lakin, Secretary i
E Wichita-Sedgwick County . : il
i Metropolitan Area Planning : .
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VIICHITA-SEDGYICK COUNTY
HETROPOLITAN AREA PLAMINING COITIISSION

AGELIIDA

SEPTCMBER 29, 1977

The reqular meeting of the 'lichita-Sedgwick County lletro-
politan Area Planning Commission will be held on Thursday,
September 29, 1977, in the City Commission ’leeting Room, 455
Morth !lain, Wichita, Kansas, beginning at 1:00 p.m.

The following items will be considered:

dP‘ THIS ITEM IS TO BE CONSIDERED AT 1:00 P.M.
1. Case Ho. DR 77-23 - Public Hearing for Consideration

of Amendments to Transportation Plan (Deletion of in-
ner loop and addition of some collector streets).

2., Approval of minutes of meeting of Auqust 18, 1977.
SUBDIVISION COIMITTEE:

3. D-0785 - Bernadine M. Smith dedicates street right-of-wa
Tegally described as: The west 10,81 Feet of Eﬁ south 3&
feet of the west 3 acres of the east 4 1/2 acres of Lot 25,
R. A, lorris Tracts. Generally located on the east side of
of Doris, north of 9th Street.

SUBDIVISION COMMITTEE RECOITCNDATION: SEPTEMBER 22, 1977:

this dedication be accepted.

e e e e e e e e e e 0 e

D-0786 - Hartleys Artists in Iron, Inc., dedicates street
rights-of-way, legally described as Rnight Street,” Knight
Street, the east 30 feet of the south Iri feet of Lot '
and the east 30 feet of Lot 40, Freeman's Addition; AND

Esthner Street, the north 20 feet of the east 81.5 feet and
the north 50 feet of the east 89.5 feet of the west 233.5

feet of Lot 39, Freeman's Addition. Generally located at

the southwest corner of Knight and Esthner.

SUBDIVISION COMMITTEE ROCOMMZNDATIOW: SEPTEIBER 22, 1977:
That this dedication be accepted.

o o = e e .

R ol - i e

%
b
4

ST

S




o
B

u\/ ﬁM/‘/" Gichoo BF- X Srent Ourenne) .
| St Diiactrv (o Do
I %Gﬁwc wt Mﬂ gamcﬂ

M&mwdrfw
375/ E. Oaw/w
L h P /c.s/S/a,?sa/?

Mm edwcﬂ.)

806 S . Moot

2 WichBa S 22024
e Wl Bl & 195"

263~ 6195
| st o2 Moo Fwe F,va"
R)T B

Wr'cJZ\AFc./ ;@S (7203

W 8 Pbod foce. e
Ty "

Chawi man s/ ERAR
e

ol 24/0 4. Jeth St 793-749 r’ﬂmu
(Wichita , &S

235603 (hare )

L7203

&DUM“V\I'\RJ Q—MJ'\S:-O‘V\_/ Arz\
nzs’o;,m Worse Ul 538 "=

e e
wr‘cﬂfﬂq}m oA

‘NAM "

JA.z’A‘f SSgc.

IO Leesiclles
&)r‘wﬁ, /‘:5

62203

.WJQWMEA %4}[}-‘!—)
|U:t€;"‘\ Uu‘w-@m‘c&vﬁ
W' 3K (chila S fe Somk,
i bl 7// W. Doslho
Wichda  <S
263-919)

C73L>




l/l ?’23

e T

\ by u'\»aaQ obo Jf c\h\f eu
{‘\ \ﬁ b i Mo,/am«- 8 ﬁd Aw
2 .Zrmn L"”(r //a—-- Awpicdonnd /ﬂué/ A Aoméy

&// A«(H J Db- It/lité \/‘h foso‘&' }A/A—;
-}dl Co 4&.[-‘(/ ) Awdp ¥ / %f é(u/}

M&f &r?m,'taﬁm //tu/ Spele af /gg
s art’ m/.wt'a—"taz 2

Cion/C e MM‘

:-am: ' 0,/ /‘///a-—-v-- /
Prsainide ven. e
Wey ¢ Hobtr //o—-—-d7 &W.‘ /

A W
G

;p/éqe &7‘1’&7(‘-—/

| poraed ¢ 7/ -
W“* . %}iﬁ/; ZM




SLIDES

Map of URA lands
~identify streets, city hall & courthouse.
CBD Circulation Map (Map 5J, Sept. 77)

Transportation Plan - Volume II (cover)

T A L T g

Preliminary Study of the Inner Loop Expressway, Volumes I and II (covers)

AMENDMENT PROCESS
7-11-77 9-29-77
TAC Public
Approval Notice Hearing
Approval 5

12-13-77
12-1-77 12-14-77

60 days MAPC City & County
Adoption Concurrence

6. TAC ACTION

(7-11-77)

"The Technical Advisory Committee for Transportation Planning recommends
that the necessary action be taken to remove the Inner Loop from the Transpor-
tation Plan, TAC read the concerns expressed by KDOT in their memo of 7]11/77

as to the impact of the Inner Loop removal and stated the importance of consid-

ering those impacts at the systems analysis stage of the Transportation Plan

Update to be undertaken later this fall,"




S A AT AT T i

i

o5t =

o el e e —

e,

<

10, 11 & 12. Close-up of each collector street on 13A Map (showing nearby arterials &

COORDINATING COMMITTEE ACTION

(8-1-77)

Recommended the removal of the Inner Loop from the Transportation Plan.
Telephone Vote
3 votes - "Yes"

1 vote - "Abstained"

1 vote - "Conditional" (Emphasis should wew
be placed on non-freeway alternatives)

8. KDOT CONCERNS

(as expressed in their memo of 7-11-77 to the TAC)

Removal of the Inner Loop could affect:

(1) projections of air pollution

(2) traffic volumes and thus design of facilities
(3) previously approved EIS's

(4) the ultimate use of the 9th Street Interchange,

KDOT suggested that these effects be studied prior to deleting the

Inner Loop.
13A Map highlighting collector streets,

freeways)
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Chronology of Inner Loop Events
8-17-76 City Commissioners voted 3-0 to "abandon the Inner Loop Project."

1-19-77 City Manager directed Lakin to initiate action to delete the
Inner Loop from the Transportation Plan.

o : Ken Kitchen advised Lakin that the URA had entered into a contract
with the USD 259 to transfer land that was previously acquired

as Inner Loop ROW in the vicinity of Waco and Central Avenue.

Technical Advisory Committee for Transportation Planning was advised
that Urban Renewal was requesting that the Inner Loop be deleted

from the Plan, No action was taken.

0T presented a memo to TAC expressing their concerns over early

removal of the Inner Loop. It was essentially stated that

o
®

B R N e

such removal could affect: (1) projections of air pollution,
(2) traffic volumes and thus design of facilities, (3) pre-
viously approved EIS's, and (4) the ultimate use of the 9th
Street Interchange., KDOT suggested that these ~affects be

studied prior to deleting the Inner Loop.

7-11-77 Technical Advisory Committee

recommended that the necessary action be taken to remove the
= ¢ . Inner Loop from the Tramsportation Plan, TAC read the concerns

expressed by KDOT in their memo of 7/11/77 as to the impact

of the Imner Loop removal and stated the importance of con=

sidering those impacts at the systems anal,sis ctage of the

Transportation Plan Update to be undertaken later this fall,
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK @UNTY : @ paTE  8/5/77

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Wichita Board of City Commissioners

Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

BUBJECT  NOISE ANALYSIS--KELLOGG, TOPEKA TO LULU

Attached you will find a copy of the noise analysis report for
the Kellogg freeway construction project from Topeka to Lulu including
an interchange at Washington,  We have read and reviewed this report,
which was prepared by the Kansas Department of Transportation (KDOT),

i KDOT is expected to begin construction on the Kellogg project
in 1979. It is anticipated that the project will be completed in 1982
at an estimated cost of $7 million (70% federal/30% state).

The noise analysis report identifies three potential noise problem
areas. (These areas have been highlighted on the report photos because
of the difficulty in reading the Xeroxed copies,) The three areas are
as follows:

1. First residences south of Kellogg on Topeka and Emporia.
2, First residences south of Kellogg on Patti and Lulu,
3. The Kellogg Elementary School playground fronting Kellogg,

It is in these three areas that the anticipated traffic noise level,
according to ‘the report, will exceed the standards -established by the
Federal Highway Administration, It is the opinion of the State, how-
ever, that the degree to which the standard is exceeded does not
justify taking any action relative to noise attenuation, The State
1s therefore requesting an exception to the design noise level from

. the Federal Department of Transportation,

From a field investigation made by MAPD staff, it was determined
that only one house (at 528 S, Pattie) remains in the two residential
areas, The following observations were made as a result of the investi=-
gation: :

1. The structure at 720 S. Topeka was torn down by the Wichita
Urban Renewal Agency early in 1977 at no cost to the property
owner under the Urban Renewal Agency's Voluntary Residential
Demolition Program because of the unsound conditions of the
structure,
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7-27 thru Coordinating Committee for Transportation Planning voted by

8-1-77 telephone to recommend the removal of the Inner Loop
from the Transportation Plan, Three "yes" votes were
received, one abstention, and one conditional (in that

emphasis should be placed on a non-freeway alternative).

Public Notice of the hearing was published in the Wichita

Beacon and the Daily Record.
9-29-77 Public Hearing before the Planning Commission,
12-1-77 MAPC adoption of the resolution,
12-13-77 City concurrence.

pr e 4 12-14-77 County concurrence.
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Wichita Board of City Commissioners  -2—

2.

3.

Both Mr.

The structure at 717 S, Emporla, as shown on the aerial
map, was torn down and a new office/warehouse structure
was recently constructed, apparently, as an expansion of
the next door business, Communication Arts Associationm,
addressed at 721 §, Emporia. (Because it is now commer-—
cial property, it is not affected by residential noise
standards.)

No structures were found act 529 S, Lulu and 533 S, Lulu,

Vancil Richardson, 528 S, Pattie, and Dr, Alvin Morris,

Superintendent of Schools, have been notified of the existence
of the report and its findings.

RECOMMENRDED ACTION:

That the Wichita Board of City

Commissioners receive and file the report.

-~

bert A. Lakin
Director of Planning

RAL:JAS:th

Attachment

August 5, 1877
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY 9/23/77

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

The Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission

Willard L. Stockwell, Chief Planner, Advance Plans Division

SUBJECT DR 77-23, AMENDMENTS TO THE TRANSPORTATION ELEMENT OF THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN

Advertisement has been made the required 20 days in advance for a
public hearing on September 29, 1977, to approve amendments to the Trans—
portation Element of the Comprehensive Plan, The public hearing will be
conducted at 1 p.m. as part of your regular meeting agenda,

The following four amendments will be discussed and considered for
approval at the public hearing:

1, The deletion of the proposed Inner Loop Expressway;

2, The designation of Clarence Avenue between 45th Street South
and 47th Street South as a collector street;

3. The designation of Sagebrush Lane and Zimmerly from the east
line of Timber Lakes Estates 2nd Addition to the north line
of Timber Lakes Estates 2nd Addition (generally located in
the south half of 25-275-2E) as a collector street;

The designation of Yosemite Drive in the Park Addition,
generally located at the southeast corner of Pawnee and
Maize Road, as a collector street,

BACKGROUND INFORMATION
ON THE PROPOSED AMENDMENTS

Removal of the Inner Loop

The Inner Loop Expressway is part of the Transportation Element
of the Comprehensive Plan, which was originally adopted in May 1966.
Plans for the Inner Loop were later refined in Volumes I and II of the
"Preliminary Study of the Inner Loop Expressway,' which was officially
adopted as part of the Plan in January 1968,

The MAPC conducted location studies and held a location hearing
August 12, 1976. At that time, the City Commission voted to discontinue
planning on the project.

The Urban Renewal Agency (URA) was holding lands in reserve for the
Inner Loop. In order to give clear title to certain parcels, the URA
requested that the Inner Loop be removed from the Plan.




Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan =2~ September 23, 1977
Area Planning Commission

As the first step in the removal process, the Technical Advisory
Committee (TAC) reviewed the issue on July 11, 1977, and voted to approve
the removal of the Inner Loop. The TAC recognized, however, the possible
effects of early removal of the Inner Loop as expressed by KDOT (see memo
attached). Briefly, KDOT's concerns included impacts on: (1) projections
of air pollution, (2) traffic volumes and thus design of facilities, (3)
previously approved EIS's, and (4) the ultimate use of the Ninth Street
Interchange, The TAC stated the importance of considering these impacts
at the systems analysis stage of the Transportation Plan Update.

As the second step in the process, a telephone vote was taken on
August 1, 1977, to determine the recommendations of the Coordinating
Committee. The results were as follows: (1) three votes were in favor
of removing the Inner Loop; (2) the KDOT representative abstained from
votings and (3) one member voted a "conditional"” yes in that if the
Inner Loop is removed, there should be consideration for the development
of non-freeway alternatives in that corridor. The final outcome was,
therefore, the recommendation from the Coordinating Committee that the
Inner Loop be removed from the Transportation Plan.

Addition of the Collector Streets

Three streets have been designated by the MAPC as collector streets
in conjunction with platting of the areas, In order to be included in
the Transportation Plan, however, the Plan must be amended according to
State statutes,

As part of the official amendment process, the Technical Advisory
Committee and Coordinating Committee approved the addition of these
collector streets on July 11, 1977, and August 1, 1977, respectively.

In order to remove the Inner Loop and add the collector streets,
the attached resolution makes the necessary changes to the existing
Transportation Plan's texts and maps., These changes include the
necessary deletion of Volumes I and II of the "Preliminary Study of
the Inner Loop," dated May 1967, and revisions to portions of Chapter 5
and 13 of Voluze II of the Transportation Study for the Wichita-Sedgwick
County Metropolitan Area,' as previously amended.

ard L, Stockwell
Chief Planner
Advance Plans Divisions

WLS:JAS:rh
Attachments (2)
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TRANSPORTATION PLAN
AMENDMENT
SCHEDULE

Remaining Steps
Public Notice . .
Public Hearing .
MAPC Adoption
City Concurrence

County Concurrence

September 2, 1977
Sept;mber 29, 1977
December 1, 1977
December 13, 1977

December 14, 1977
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RESOLUTION

i WHEREAS, pursuant to authority granted by statutes of
the State of Kansas, a Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area
Planning Commission was created, which Commission, pursuant to
statutory authority applicable to the City of Wichita and Sedgwick
County has heretofore duly made and adopted a Transportation Plan
Element of a Comprehensive Plan for the Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area, which Comprehensive Plan and amendments, ex-
tensions and additions are all incorporated herein by reference;
and

WHEREAS, pursuant to statutory authority, the Wichita-
Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission may amend,
extend and add to the Comprehensive Plan for the Metropolitan
Area; and

WHEREAS, said Comprehensive Plan includes as a part
thereof the following:

"Iransportation Plan Element of the Comprehensive
Plan for the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan
Area;" and

WHEREAS, having made and caused to be made careful
and comprehensive surveys and studies of present conditions and
trends of future growth of the municipality, the Wichita-Sedgwick
County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission determined that the
Transportation Plan Element of the: Comprehensive Plan for the

" Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area should be readopted as

previously amended and further amended thereto as set forth within
this Resolution; and i ’

WHEREAS, pursuant to the provisions of K,S.A. 1976
Supp. 12-704, the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Plan-
ning Commission did give notice by publication in the official
city and county newspapers on September 2, 1977, of a public
hearing to be held on the amendments to the Transpcriation Plan
Element of the Comprehensive Plan for Wichita and Sedgwick County;
and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission on September 29, 1977,

0 p.m,, in the City Commission Board Room on the main floor
y Hall, 455 N. Main, Wichita, Kansas, did hold the public
hearing at which hearing more than a majority of all members of
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the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
were present; and !

WHEREAS, a majority of all members of said Wichita-
Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission approved the
amendments as set out herein.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the majority of all
members of the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission, in meeting duly assembled, that the Transportation
Plan Element of the Comprehensive Plan for the Wichita-Sedgwick
County Metropolitan Area be readopted as previously amended and be
further amended by deleting the contents and proposals of the
"Preliminary Study of the Inner Loop Expressway," Volumes I and
II, dated May, 1967; and by deleting therefrom on Revised Map 13a,
dated February 3, 1966, and on Map 5I, as amended January 25, 1968,

and on Map 5P:
The Inner Loop Expressway; and

by deleting all written material following the heading of "North-
east Djagonal and Inner Loop," beginning on page 39 of Volume II
of the "Transportation Study of the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metro-
politan Area," as previously amended on January 25, 1968, and con-
tinuing through that part of page 41 preceding the heading "COUNTY
ARTERIAL SYSTEM," and substituting the following:

"Northeast Diagonal

"The purpose of the Northeast Diagonal is to
complete and complement the highway and expressway
circulatory system in the Wichita Metropolitan Area.-
This facility would provide a radial route into the
northeast guadrant where a heavy concentration of
population exists and where more development is
expected to occur. :

"The Northeast Diagonal, which connects FAI 135
to the Northeast Circumfegential Route, would complete
the highway and expressway circulatory system in the
northeast quadrant of the City.

"rraffic assignments on the Northeast Diagonal
indicate volumes of 4,000 to 14,000 vehicles per day
in 1975, and 11,000 to 21,000 vehicles per day in
1985,

e
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"The Northeast Diagonal is a collector-distributor
expressway for the northeast quadrant and directly con=-
nects it to the Central Business District Area.

"Anticipated traffic volumes indicate that the
Northeast Diagonal should be an access-controlled,
on-grade facility with channelized intersections.
The alignment for the facility is shown within the
existing Frisco right-of-way. It is recommended
that this section of the Frisco tracks be abandoned
and the right-of-way made available for an express-
way facility. The alignment of the Northeast
Diagonal from the Frisco tracks to the proposed
Northeast Circumferential Route is a general align-
ment and would be subject to an engineering design
study prior to a final alignment selection. The
proposed alignment is shown on Map 5I.

"The inclusion of the Northeast Diagonal into
the thorofare system will relieve the traffic loads
on East 21st, East 13th, and Central Avenue, Re-
lieving only a portion of the traffic loads on these
arterials will result in a safer and more efficient

flow of traffic.

"CENTRAL BUSINESS DISTRICT FEEDER AND
CIRCULATION STREETS

"The streets which feed and circulate traffic
generated by the Central Business District form an
important section of the thorofare system. Some of .
these streets have been classified as arterials and
improvements to them have been considered in the
preceding arterial system analysis, A supplementary
street inventory was made for the streets serving
the Central Business District which were not classi-
fied as arterials. A comparison of capacity vs,
demand revealed that all but a few of the streets
in this area could handle the traffic demands with
the continued use of traffic engineering techniques
now employed in Wichita.

"The proposed thorofare system for the Central
Business District is indcated on Map 53, dated
September 1977, replacing the location maps on
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pages 8 and 9 of the "Preliminary Study of the Inner
Loop Expressway."

e e

"The long-range repair or reconstruction plans
for the Central Business District streets should in-
clude provisions to upgrade the streets to the
previously indicated desirable standards, if possible.
It must be recognized, however, that desirable addi-
tional street rights-of-way and pavement widths, as
well as sufficient room for channelization and turning
bays may be difficult to obtain and construct in the
intensely developed Central Business District Area,"

And by deleting the paragraph "Northeast Diagonal and Inner Loop"
on page 77 of Volume II of the "Transportation Study of the Wichita-
Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area," as previously amended in Janu-
ary 25, 1968, and substituting the following:

Northeast Diagonal

"The purpose of the Northeast Diagonal is to com-
plete and complement the highway and expressway circu-
latory system in the Wichita Metropolitan Area. The
‘Northeast Diagonal is a collector-distributor express=
way for the Northeast Quadrant which would be directly
connected to the Central Business District area, The
inclusion of this facility in the thorofare system
will relieve traffic volumes on East 21st, East 13th,
and Central Avenue,"

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Transportation Plan Element
of the ‘Comprehensive Plan for the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan

Area be further amended by adding thereto on Revised Map 13A, dated
February 3, 1966:

(1) Clarence Avenue between 45th Street South and 47th
Street South as a "collector street"; and

(2) Sagebrush Lane and Zimmerly from the east line of
Timber Lakes Estates 2nd Addition to the north line
of Timber Lakes Estates 2nd Addition (generally
located in the south half of 25-275-2E) as a
"collector street"; and
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(3) Yosemite Drive in the Park Addition, generally
located at the southeast corner of Pawnee and
Maize Road as a "collector street"; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that notice of the Planning
Commission action be given all interested legislative and administra-

tive groups and agencies in the form of a certified copy of the resolu--

tion and that said groups and agencies be requested to submit to the
Planning Commission a statement of recormendation on such approval
within 60 days of the receipt of such resolution; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, in the event the Planning Commission
adopts said proposal, that , Chairman, and Robert A,
Lakin, Secretary, of the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area
Planning Commission, record on the Transportation Plan Element of the
Comprehensive Plan for the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area,
as heretofore adopted, amended, extended and added to, the action
hereby taken; and :

g . BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, in the .event the Planning Commission °

adopts said proposal that an attested copy of this resolution accom-,
plishing said amendments and extensions to the Transportation Plan

Element of the Comprehensive Plan be certified to the governing body
of the City of Wichita and the governing body of Sedgwick County and
to all legislative and administrative agencies affected by the plan,’

Approved by at least a majority of all the Metropolitan
Area Planning Commission members, at Wichita, Kansas, this - 29th

day of September , 1977.

Chairman
Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area Planning Commission

ATTEST:

Robert A, Lakin, Sccretary
Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission =

(SEAL)
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After notice having been given to all interested groups
and agencies and 60 days having elapsed since their receipt of such
notice, and having considered the comments received by all interested
groups and agencies, the foregoing resolution is hereby adopted as
approved,

ADOPTED by at least a majority of all the Metropolitan
Area Planning Commissioners at Wichita, Kansas, this-- . day of
. . 1977. e

1 Chairman
Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission

ATTEST:
Robert A. Lakin, Secretary
Wichita-Sedgwick County

Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission

(SEAL)




WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY DATE

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

1) Ken Kitchen, Director, Urban Renewal Agency

EEEM Willard L. Stockwell, Chief Planner, Advance Plans Division

BUBJECT  pyRLTC HEARING ON AMENDMENTS TO THE TRANSPORTATION PLAN

Attached 18 a copy of the official notice that the Matropolitan

9/2/77

Area Planning Commission will hold a public hearing for the purpose of

approving amendments to the Transportation Plan--including deletion

of the Inner Loop and addition of three collector streets.

Chambers
The hearing will be held in the City Commission -Beasd-Room-

‘on the main floor of City Hall at 1:00 p.m. on Thursday, September 29,

1977.

There may be questions raised at the hearing as to the involve-

ment of the URA, such as why the URA requested that the plan be amended,

how the lands are to be used, etc. We will, of course, present the
necessary background information to the Commissioners, but we would
appreciate it if you would be available at the hearing to answer any
specific questions the Commissioner's or the public may have regarding

the URA's involvement.

COPY

Willard L. Stockw:1l

Chief Planner

Advance Plans Division
WLS:JAS:rh

Attachment
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY DATE 9/8/77

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

TO

FROM

SUBJECT

Hembers of the Coordinating Committee and the Techmical Advisory Committee
for Transportation Planning

Robert A, Lakin, Director of Planning
PUBLIC HEARIIG ON AMENDMENTS TO THE TRANSPORTATION PLAN

Official public notice was given on September 2, 1977, that the Wichita-
Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Plamning Commission will hol.u a public
hearing for the purpose of approving amendments to the Trangpor tion
Plan. The hearing will be held in the City Commission Bﬁ-ﬁeﬂ on the
main £loor of City Ball, 455 H. Main, Wichita, Kansas at 1:00 p.m. on

Thursday, September 29, 1977.
The following amendments will be discussed at the hearimg:
1. Deletion of the proposed Inner Loop Expressway;

2. Designation of Clarence Avenue between 45th Street South and 47th
Street South as a collector street;

3. Designation of Sagebrush Lane and Zimmerly from the east line of
Timber Lakes Estates 2nd Addition to the north line of Timber Lakes
Estates 2nd Addition (generally located in the south half of 25-275-2E)
as a collector street;

4, Designation of Yosemite Drive in the Park Addition, gemerally located
at the southeast corner of Pawnee and !laize Road, as a collector
street.

The amendments to be discussed will include the mecessary deletion of
Volumes I and II of the "Preliminary Study of the Inner Loop Expressway,”
dated May, 1967, and revisions to portions of Chapters 5 and 13 of
Volume II of the "Transportation Study for the Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area,” as previously amended.
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Robert A, Laiin TS
Director of Planning
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the Daily Recordszs-

AFFADAVIT OF PUBLICATION

86387 (First Publishod In the Daily Record, Septeml
2,1977) 1+ |Anvsnr|szmsnr Fanpunucnmma
ON PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO

THANSPOH'I‘A'IIO& PLAN OFFICIAL NOTICE
TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN AND ALL PERSONS
INTERESTED:
PUBLIC NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT the
Wichita-Sedgwlck County Metropolitan Area Plenning

Izslon wiil hold & public hearing for the. puwc-u of

epproving emendments to the Traasportation
Flement of tha Comnrehansive Plan for tha Wichl-
ta-Sedgwick County Metraoalitan Area. The haaring will
ba held In tho City Commission Board Reom on tha main
floar of Gity Heil, 435 N. Maln, Wicnita, nansas, et 1.00
p.m. on Tnumay Seplambw 20, 1977. Said public
hearing may barecasssd and continued fram tima ta tima
without further natica.

Sald public hearing will ba held pursuant to tha
provisiona of K.S.A. 1976 Supp. 12-704 at which tima it is

o) to make the following amendments to the
Transportation Plan Elemant of the Comprehensive Plan
for tha Wichita-Sedigwick County Metropolitan Area, a3
reedopted and previously amended:

| . The deletion of tho proposod Innor Loop Express-

z " The designation of Clarenca Avenue betwean 45th
Stroat tnum and 47th Sireet Snum &3 a collector streel;

3. eslgnation of Sagobruan Lono and Zimmorly
from mn east lina of Timber Lekos Estates 2nd Addition
1o the north Hina of Timber Lakea Estatea 2rd Addition
{genarally lnunnd In the eouth hail of 25-275-2€) &s a
callector strew

4. The umknnulun of Yesemito Drivo In tho Park
Addition, generally located &t tho southeast corner of
Pawnoo and Malz a collector slroot.

The amendments to bo diecusssd will Includa the

dolotion of Velumos | end Il of tha

“‘Praliminary Study of the Inner Loop Expressway,'
dated May, 1657, end revisions to portions of Chapters 5
@nd 13 of Velume 11 of the " Transportation Sludy for the
Wichite-Sedgwick County Matropolitan Area,” &3 pro-
viously amend

The amandments described above shall bo discuzsed
and conaldered for epproval by tha sald Wichite-Sedg-
wick county Area Planning
and all pargons Interested In esld matter will be heard et
thia time concerning thelr views end wishea In tho
piamises e3 by law provided. Copiea of the datnlicd
languege proposed to ba changed and coples of the maps
0 avallablo for digplay end roading In the offica of the
\vichite-Sedgwick County Metropollten Area Pignning
Dapariment during busincss houre. Tho oltica Is focated
:(r;lrm tenth ficor of City Hall, 455 N. Maln, Wichita,

WITNESS my hand and eoal thia 18t day of Saptamber,

ROBERT A, LAKIN, Secretery

Wichite-Sectgwick County Motropolitan Area Planning
Cominlzalon
(SEAL)

STATE OF KANSAS, SEDGWICK
COUNT
. of lawful age,

being first duly sworn, deposes and
says that she Is Business Manager of
THE DAILY RECORD formerly
known as The Democrat & Daily
Record, a newspaper printed in the
State of Kansas, and published in
and of general paid circulation on a
weekly, monthly or yearly basis in
Sedgwick County, Kansas, and that
said newspaper is not a ftrade,
religious or fraternal publication.

Said newspaper Is published at
least weekly fifty (50) time a year,
has been so published continuously
and uninterrupted in said County
and State for a period of more than
five (5) years prior to the first
publication of the notice attached,
and has been admitted at the post
office of Wichita in sald County and
State as second class matter.

That a notice, a true copy of which
is hereto attached, was published in
the regular and entire issue of said
newspaperlor 2¢3

as follows:

s A Bl e 9'2, /g 77
nd el
Ird —
4th
5th
&th

Business, Manager

Subscribed and sworn to before
me this

/ / //////'//
Nolarv Public

My commission ~ ' expires
MOV 25 19

Publication Fees

WILLIAM G. SHEIDON

SN
< NOv. 25, 1978




ﬂla& I Published in at Daily Record, September 2, @.

ADVERTISEMENT FOR PUBLIC HEARING ON
PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO TRANSPORTATION PLAN

OFFICIAL NOTICE
TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN AND ALL PERSONS INTERESTED:

PUBLIC NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan
Area Planning Commission will hold a public hearing for the purpose of approving
amendments to the Transportation Plan Element of - the Comprehensive Plan for the
Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area, The hearing will be held in the City
Commission Board Room on the main floor of City Hall, 455 N, Main, Wichita,
Kansas, at 1:00 p.m. on Thursday, September 29, 1977. Said public hearing may
be recessed and continued from time to time without further notice.

Said public hearing will be held pursuant to the provisions of K,S,A,
1976 Supp. 12-704 at which time it is proposed to make the following amendments
to the Transportation Plan Element of the Comprehensive Plan for the Wichita-
Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area, as readopted and previously amended:

1. The deletion of the proposed Inner Loop Expressway;

2, The designation of Clarence Avenue between 45th Street South and tnhh
Street South as a collector street;

3. The designation of Sagebrush Lane and Zimmerly from the east line of
Timber Lakes Estates 2nd Addition to the north line of Timber Lakes Estates
2nd Addition (generally located in the south half of 25-275-2E) as a
collector street;

The designation of Yosemite Drive in the Park Addition, generally located
at the southeast corner of Pawnee and Maize Road, as a collector street,

The amendments to be discussed will include the necessary deletion of
Volumes I and II of the "Preliminary Study of the Inner Loop Expressway,' dated
May, 1967, and revisions to portions of Chapters 5°'and 13 of Volume II of the
"Transportation Study for the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area," as
previously amended.

The amendments described above shall be discussed and considered for approval
by the said Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission, and
all persons interested in said matter will be heard at this time concerning their
views and wishes in the premises as by law provided, Copies of the detailed
language proposed to be changed and copies of the maps are available for display
and reading in the office of the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area
Planning Department during business hours. The office is 1ncated on the tenth
floor of City Hall, 455 N, Main, Wichita, Kansas.

WITNESS my hand and seal this lst day of September, 1977,

ROBERT A, LAKIN, Secretary
Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan
Area Planning Commission




LEGAL PUBLICATION
Pubiished in the Wichita Beacon, Sevtember 2,
ADVERTISEMENT FOR PUBLIC HEARING

-] AMENDMEN’TS TO TRANSPORTA.
TION PLAN
BFFImAl, NOTICE
0 WHOM \' CQHCEEN AND ALL PER-
SONS INTE! 1!

UBLIC NDTICE 15 HEREBY GIVEN THAT
the Wi ick nt itan Area
Pllminﬂ tmlubﬂ will hﬂid  public hllrlm

ng amendments

Trommrll!lnn Plan Eltmﬁl M N'-
sive Plan for the ita-Sedowlck County Maetro-
olitan Area. The hearing will h mld In he City|
| Commission Room on the mal GfCW
H.Ii.is! N, mlmwlchllm Kansas, ll| .00 p.m.

hursday, September 29, 1977. Sald mtl:mr\m
mlv be recessad and continued from fime fo

without further nofice.

Sald public hearing wlll be held pursuant 1o the

erovisions of K.5.A. 1976 Supp. l:lm-mnlm 1ime|

it is proposed fo make the fel ing amendments

fo the Transportation Plan Element ' of lhl Cm

|prehensive Plan for the Wichita-Sedgwick Count
'an Area, as readopted and

Bmlmi!
amended:
1. TP.UIMIMMHUWIHWWEI

|resey

The deslanation of Clarence Avenue between
dlh Straet South and 47th Street South as 8 collec-
for sirest;
deslgnation of Sapebr:

The amandments o be discussed
necessary deletion M Volumes. I
"lemmrv Study of the §

y." dated May, 1967, and uvlliom |Dmdlmlcl
Chasters 3 and 13 of Voluma |1 of the “Tranpor:
fation Study for the Wi:hﬂlrlldwldl County
Matrosolifan Ares,* a3 previouly amended.

The described sbove shall be dis.
8| said
Arsa
aion, and ail persons Imreaied
said matter will b- heard at this lime concern.
H-H their views and

nged
avallable 'or disalay and reading In |?|l dllu nl
the Wichita.! .'lﬂw-IckCﬂm!'Milm Arl

office is located on the "nlh llwrol CH\! Hali, l.'AS
N. Main, Wichits, Kansas,
WITNESS my hand and seal fhis 18! day of Sev-

femnber, 1977.
OBERT A. LAKIN, Secretary|
\’limlll-hdmnrl:k County Matropollt
rea Planning Commiss

(SEAL)

88387 (First Published In the Dall M.lmln
2,1!?1)1‘-?:““1‘“0;“1’!“"’0.!—%‘ NG
TRANSPORTATION PLAN OFFICIAL NOTICE
TDWHDMITMA\'MNANDAI.L PERSONS
mnucncmeeuvmmmﬂm
Commission witl hold & public ”Mm:
L]
amandments Plan

the

m‘a the Comorshensive Plan the Wichi-
ta-Bedgwick County Metrooolitan Area. The hearing will
hmmmcmm ion Board Room on m?
fioor of Hail, 455 N. Maln, Wichita, raneas, at 1:
pm on , September 29, wn Said public

nunwbownlm{m-!rmnllmwtlm
without I‘unlv-'nn!

W,
ROBERT A. LAKIN,
‘Wichita-Sedgwick Cou
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) Published in@ Daily Record, September 2, lm-

ADVERTISEMENT FOR PUBLIC HEARING ON
PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO TRANSPORTATION PLAN

OFFICIAL NOTICE

. TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN AND ALL PERSONS INTERESTED:

PUBLIC NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan
Area Planning Commission will hold a public hearing for the purpose of approving
amendments to the Transportation Plan Element of the Comprehensive Plan for the
Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area., The hearing will be held in the City
Commission Board Room on the main floor of City Hall, 455 N, Main, Wichita,
Kansas, at 1:00 p.m. on Thursday, September 29, 1977. Said public hearing may
be recessed and continued from time to time without further notice.

Said public hearing will be held pursuant to the provisions of K,S,A,
1976 Supp. 12-704 at which time it is proposed to make the following amendments
to the Transportation Plan Element of the Comprehensive Plan for the Wichita-
Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area, as readopted and previously amended:

1. The deletion of the proposed Inner Loop Expressway;

2. The designation of Clarence Avenue between 45th Street South and 47!:11
Street South as a collector street;

The designation of Sagebrush Lane and Zimmerly from the east line of

Timber Lakes Esctates 2nd Addition to the north line of Timber Lakes Estates

2nd Addition (generally located in the south half of 25-275-2E) as a

collector street;

The designation of Yosemite Drive in the Park Addition, generally located

at the southeast corner of Pawnee and Maize Road, as a collector street,

3.

The amendments to be discussed will include the necessary deletion of
Volumes I and II of the "Preliminary Study of the Inner Loop Expressway," dated
May, 1967, and revisions to portions of Chapters 5 and 13 of Volume II of the

"Transportation Study for the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area," as
previously amended.

The amendments described above shall be discussed and considered for approval
by the said Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission, and
all persons interested In said matter will be heard at this time concerning their

‘ views and wishes in the premises as by law provided, Copies of the detailed

language proposed to be changed and copies of the maps are available for display
and reading in the office of the Wichita~Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area
Planning Department during business hours, The office is lucuted on the tenth
floor of City Hall, 455 N, Main, Wichita, Kansas.

WLTNESS my hand and seal this lst day of September, 1977.

ROBERT A, LAKIN, Secretary
Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan
Area Planning Commission

=L S




) Published in Q Wichita Beacon, September 2, 7.

ADVERTISEMENT FOR PUBLIC HEARING ON
PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO TRANSPORTATION PLAN -

OFFICIAL NOTICE
TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN AND ALL PERSONS INTERESTED:

PUBLIC NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT the Wichita-Sedgwick €ounty Metropolitan’
Area Planning Commission will hold a public hearing for the purpose of approving
amendments to the Transportation Plan Element of the Comprehensive Plan for the
Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area. The hearing will be held in the City
Commission Board Room on the main floor of City Hall, 455 N, Main, Wichita,
Kansas, at 1:00 p.m. on Thursday, September 29, 1977, Said public hearing may
be recessed and continued from time to time without further notice.

Said public hearing will be held pursuant to the provisions of 'K,S,A.
1976 Supp, 12-704 at which time it is proposed to make the following amendments
to the Transportation Plan Element of the Comprehensive Plan for the Wichita-
Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area, as readopted and previously amended:

1. The deletion of the proposed Inner Loop Expressway;

2, The designation of Clarence Avenue between 45th Street South and 47th
Street South as a collector street;

3. The designation of Sagebrush Lane and Zimmerly from the east line of
Timber Lakes Estates 2nd Addition to the north line of Timber Lakes Estates
2nd Addition (generally located in the south half of 25-275-2E) as a
collector street;
The designation of Yosemite Drive in the Park Addition, generally located
at the southeast corner of Pawnee and Maize Road, as a collector street,

The amendments to be discussed will include the necessary deletion of
Volumes I and II of the "Preliminary Study of the Inner Loop Expressway," dated
May, 1967, and revisions to portions of Chapters 5 and 13 of Volume II of the
"Transportation Study for the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area," as
previously amended.

The amendments described above shall be discussed and considered for approval
by the said Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission, and
all persons interested in said matter will be heard at this time concerning their
views and wishes in the premises as by law provided. Copies of the detailed
language proposed to be changed and copies of the maps are available for display
and reading in the office of the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area e
Planning Department during business hours, The office is located on the tenth
floor of City Hall, 455 N, Main, Wichita, Kansas. .

WITNESS my hand and seal this lst day of September, 1977,
ROBERT A, LAKIN, Secretary
Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan

Area Planning .Commission

(SEAL)




l}{af t/Joyce Schafer ,

TO:  Mke ?/ 24/, 77

FROM: J:’a"‘ |

SUBJECT: PROPOSED TRANSPORTATION PLAN AMENDMENTS = DELETION OF THE INNER LOOP
& ADDITION OF 3 COLLECTOR STREETS

A public hearing before the Planning Commission on the above referenced
subject has been tentatively scheduled for Thursday, September 29, 1977,
at 1 p.m. In order to comply with state statutes, notice of thig hearing
must be made 20 days in advance, which in this case would be by Thursday,
September 8, 1977,

In preparing both the announcement and the resolution, some questions

have arisen concerning what specific revisions are necessary in order to

amend the Plan. Adding the three collector streets to the Pian should
simply involve the addition of such streets to Revised Map 13A, dated
February 3, 1966, There 1s some question, however, as to what is
necessary in order to delete the Inner Loop,

Certainly, the Inner Loop Expressway must be removed from the
Revised Map 134, But the Inner Loop is also shown on several other
maps, as follows:

nner Laop and N. E. Diagonal Thruways "

ﬂ?uplSN ._"memé -Urban ﬂim. Therelare -Sysf
p

an 8A - "Potential Express Transit Time Zones

Map 9B - "Proposed Intercity Truck Routes"

Map 10D - "Plan A-=Off~Street Parking--Phase IIT--1985"

Map 10E - "Plan B--Off-Street Parking--Phase III--1985"
Must the Inner Loop be removed from all of these?

The Inner Loop 1s also included in the following tables:

Table 5A - "Forecasted Travel (Vehicle Miles Per Average Weekday)




Draft/Joyce ‘fer

Table 5E - "Estimated Costs of Thorofare Improvemmts,". as amended
1/25/68

Table 5F - "Suggested Governmental Participation in Expressway
Improvements"

The major discussion of the Inner Loop is found in Chai)l:é"r 5,

\__ Yajor Thorofare Plan Proposals, on page 39 under the heading "Northeast
{ b) i

Diagonal and Inner Loop," (amended 1}25/6@). The Inner I.oop‘ is also
mentioned and discussed in the following chapters (copies are attached):
Chapter 6 - "Recommendations Concerning Railroads in the
Wichita Metropolitan Area"

Chapter 9 - "Conclusions and Recommendations Concerning Intercity
Bus and Truck Activity"

Chapter 10 - "Future Parking Space Demands in the Central Business
District"

Chapter 11 - "Utilization of the Transportation Study"

Chapter 13 - "Summary"

The other area of major importance is the "Preliminary Study of the
Inner Loop Expressway," Volumes I and II, May 1967, adopted January 25,
1968, Should this study be deleted?

Attached 1is a summary of amendments that have been made;tu the Trans-
portation Plan since its adoption in May 1966. Tﬁts is the first time

that a major expressway has been deleted from the Plan,
[4
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Table 2-7

BONDED DEBT IN SEDGWICK COUNTY B
" s =) ] Thousand Dollars

e General Obligation & Special Assessment Bonds Temporary s

i Year County County Cities Town- = School  Other Sub- Revenue ‘Notes & Tof

8 General Road ships Dists. Special Total * Bonds . ‘Warrants g B

e R B L A S e R Rl e B e e o e e
5,875 2,741 47,103 35,227 1,808 92,764 108,142 3,398 . 204,304
5,042 2,540 46,338 35,554 1,682 91,165 114,872 5.;39 208,787
7,693 2,342 47,499 32,548 1,588 91,678 113,424 R A ° 208,059
6,753 2,149 54,586 31,272 1,580 96,347 111,348 6,138 . 213,833
5,554 1,952 55,595 27,208 1,401 91,716 124,212 9,667 225,595
5,025 1,750 58,746 24,234 1,667 91,427 83,826 6,879 182,132
4,262 1,548 58,683 21,454 1,753 87,704 90,789. 6,360 184,853
4,208 1,345 63,000 20,076 1,647 © 90,279 110,739 9,237 210,255
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CHAPTER 5

MAJOR THOROFARE PLAN PROPOSALS

TRANSPORTATION LOPMENT
AND TRAFFIC ASSIGNMENTS FOR
1975 AND 1985

Intro

The Finl step in th dcvclnpmcnl of a limrn{nrc
pated

demands, is o c\"llualc the cxisting tem

by relating it to both present and future tralfic de-
mands. Thorofares are defined as major streets
which include all anerial streets, expressways and
freeways in the Wichita Metrapolitan Arca. The
basis for the evaluation of the existing system was
the detailed street inventory completed by the De-
partment of Public Works of the City of Wichita
and the Scdgwick County Engincer’s Office. The
inventory included information concerning roadway
widths, surface types, existing trallic volumes,
parking and sig ation and oiher tralfic controls.

Tahle 1.in Appendix 3 summarizes the urban
arterial street inventory and i
their existing practical capaci
mated tralfic volumes for 1975 and 1985, Parking
conditions shown in the tables are related to peak
hour conditions. In analyzing the tables, it was

cities. Comparing the 1975 and 1985 traffic vol-
umes to the existing practical capacities indicates
that many additional arterials will be added to this
list if no improvements are made.

Traffic volumes should not be considered as the
only criteria for an improvement to a thorofare
system. The desirable level of ser the type
and extent of land use development, the character
of traffic using the facility, the physical condition

of the Tacility itseli, and the character and condi-

tion of corsecting street facilities all play o part:

in the determination of improvements for a given
arterial.

To evaluate a thorofare system, it is necessary
to know the number of schicular trips made on the
system, as well as the origin and destination of
these trips. Knowing the travel desices of the pub-

lic 15 of primary importance in understanding the
traffic patterns they produce. The pattern
are mportant indication of future traffic.

Graphic presentations of the estimated 1985
average daily internal trip desires and average *
daily external intcrnal trip desires were shown on
Maps 4C and 4D in the previous chapter.

System Development

In order to evaluate the effect of gralfic demands
on a thorolare system, it was first necessary (o
assign these demands to a system.

Several ‘different traffic networks were used for
the assignment of 1975 and 1985 travel in order to
determine the best location of K=96 entering the
city from the northwest and to scleet the most
feasible of three locations for the Canal Route
(1-35W) through !

The different networks were numhered consceu-
tively in the order in which they were studicd for
identification purposes.

Network 1 was the existing thorofare network as of

“19460.

Network 2 was a n..lwnrk referred 1o as the Com-
mitted System, consisting of the 1960 existing net-
work together with highway and strect construction
and improvements expected to be completed before
1975 and 1985. Network 2 was modified several
times and was finally designated as Network 9.

Network 10 was described as the Proposed System
of expressways and arterials for 1975 and 1985, It
included the total Committed System plus several
additional expressways and freeways that were
considered  necessary for the future thorolare.
system.

Wilson and Company, contracted for the prepara-
n of a major thorofare plan for the Wichita Met-
ropolitan Arca, utilized 1 stem development
in their study. The Committed System consisted




of the arterials existing in 1960 and the following
improvements: 5
1. U.S. 54 extension from Mcl.can Boulevard to

Broadway
2. Federal Aid Interstate Route 235

3. Proposed K-96 alignment from the west '

county line to FAI 235
Relucation of K-254 from the FAI 35W-
FAL 235 North Directional Interchange,
northeasterly to a point cast of Kechi
Mclcan Boulevard from MacArthur to 21st
Street
North Wichita Thruway (South Industrial
Thruway) S i
Proposed K-15 extension from Pawnce
northwest to Washington and north to Kellogg
- Rock Road from Central to 13th Street
FAI 35W on the canal route alignment
Inner _Loop and  Northeast Diagonal from
gton to Hillside
1. Fiest and Second Streets from Waco to Oliver,
In general, the Proposcd System was deseribed
as the Committed System. with the addition of
several expressways and freeways that should he
constructed to improve the overall efficieney of the
thorofare system. The Proposed System included
the following improvements:

1. “Inner Loop and Northeast Diagonal from
Sencea to W, ngton
Northeast Circumferential from K-254 south-

casterly to Kellogg Rl
Northcast Diagonal from Hillside to the
Northeast Circumferential

Kellogg Expressway — improvement from
Melcan to Washington, and a new location
from Washington to Edgemoor .
Emporia from Central to 13th Street (The
reason that Emporia from Central to 13th
Strect appears in the proposed system is due
to the fact that this link was not initially
included as an arterial in the Committed
System.)

Interchange at FAI 35W and relocated 1.5,
54

The Proposed System delcted the following
streets from the arterial system.

1. Sencca from Mclcan to Central

2. Central from Sencca to Waco

3. Waco from Central to 13th Street

4. Waterman from Waco to Broadway."'!

1Urban Highwaya, Wilson and Company, p. 29.

¢ deletions do not necessarily indicate that
these street seetions will be closed, although por-
tions af these sections may be closed. These de-
letion: nily that these street sections were no
longer considered as arterials and the traffic move.
ments previously assigned to them were re igned
to ather arterials.

The Committed System has 139 miles classified
as cexpressways or freeways; whereas, the Pro-
posed System has 181 miles in this classification,
The arterial mileage is 1,127 miles in the Com-
mitted System and 1,125 miles in the Proposcd
System,

Traffic ignments

Tralfic assignments to the two networks were
made by the State Highway Commission in coopera-
tion with their consultants, Campbell & Associates
of Chicago, Illinois. The method used for assigning
traffic is called the Opportunity Model, which
assigns traffic to the nctwork by means of the
capacities and travel times of the various com-
ponents of the nctwork. Tablé 1 in Appendix 3
shows the 1975 and 1985 projected average daily
traffic (ADT) by arterial strect,

These tralfic assignments are shown on Maps
SA, 5B, 5C and 5D. The distribution of vehicle
miles by system and type of roadway for the fore-
cast period are shown in Table SA.

These assignments indicate that approximately
25 percent of all the wehicle miles traveled on an
average weckday in Wichita and Sedgwick County
will be made on expressway facilities.?

STREET STANDARDS

The classification of individual strects in a
thorofare  system is a most important part of a
street improvement program. The four classcs of
streets are: Freeways or cxpressways, arterials,
collectors and loeal streets. They are desecribed
as follows:

Freeways and Expressways
i) porlle L oo

The primary function of freeways and cxpress:
ways is to move traffic, It is often nccessary, in
heavy tralfic gencerating arcas, to reduce excessive

traffic on the arterial system by shifting as much

21bid, p. 29
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@ - TABLE SA

FORECASTED TRAVEL

(VENICLE MILES PE

1975

Committed Proposcd

AVERAGE WEEKDAY)

1985
Committed Proposed

Arterials. 3,300,000 3,080,000 4,460,000 4,140,000

I'.!prcsswaya or

- Freeways 1,000,000 1,220,000 1,240,000 1,560,000
TOTAL 4,300,000 4,300,000 5,700,000 5,700,000

Source: Urhan Highways, Wilson and Company, p. 29.
of it as is possible to these higher type [acilitics.

A freeway is the highest type of street facility
with complete access control and grade separated
lmuchangu. An expressway is a divided street
lac l)‘ with no property. access and may have
cither separated or at—grade public road access.
Examples of freeway facilitics in the Wichita Met-
ropolitan Area are the Kansas Turnpike and the

west By-Pass (1=235). 1L.S. 54 west of the Arkan-

sas River in Wighita would be an expressway [acil-
ity. For the purpose of this study the term express-
way will normally be utilized when referring to any
street of a 'ghcr type than an arterial, Thruway as
utilized in study also refers to an expressway
type lacility.

ressways, with various types of interchanges

type of roadway can carry high volu
it may have considerable effect on lzuld socio-
cconomic development and arterial patterns

Expressway standards should include the follow-

Access control with grade separation wher-
ever warranted.

Access to and from the u.tpresmvny only at
interchange and interseetion points. These
facilities should be designed in accordance
with standards of the Am Association
of State Highway Officials.

Urban expressway geometrics based on de-
sign speeds of S0-60 mph.

Divided roadways with ample widths and
adequate  shoulders (o maintain  design -
speeds,

Connections with other Federal or State ex-

pressways and highways.
6. Frontage roads where nccessary to’preserve
localized circulation patterns, !

The recommended desirable standards of con-
struction for freeways and cxpresswoys are in-
dicated on Chart 5A and Table 5B.

Arterial Stecets

Arterials are defined as streets serving major
traffic movements. Arterials arc primarily. traflfic
carricrs between various sections of the City and
form a nctwork of through streets. Service to
abutting propertics and access to these properties
are sccondary functions. In the establishment of
arterial strect standards, the following criteria
should be considere

1. Arterial streets should be spaced approxi-
mately onc mile apart so that they attract
optimum _trallic volumes and encourage
through trallic movements. i
Residential access and parking should be
controlled.

_Large trallic gencrating activities should
have access to arterials only by means of

channelization wherever require

Land usc development bordering arterials
a.lmuld be regulated to preserve the charac-
teristics  necessary for  efficient arterial
operation.

Connections should be made with the County
arterial system to provide good access to
and from rural arcas.2

Uibid, p. 36
2hid, pp. 35, 36
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lishing a street system on which people and goods
can he moved cfficiently and safely from one place
to another. The efficiency of a system is measured
mainly “hy the driving public in terms of con-
venience and the travel time required to reach their
destinations. The Wichita-Sedgwick County Met-
ropolitan Area, like many other metropolitan arcas,
has been unable to expand its thorofare system
rapidly enough to keep pace with the traffic growth,
However, the application of modern traffic engincer-
ing techniques and an arterial reconstruction pro-
gram have done much to keep the system opera-
tional in the Wichita Metropolitan Area. Future
trallic projections indicate an increasc in trallic
which will make the  traffic situation even more
rious.
Arterial System Improvements

Table 5C lists the arterials by section, length,
existing pavement widths, and proposed improve-
ments. The improvements will provide adequate
capacities and facilitics for cxisting and future
traffic loads. The table docs not speeify where med-
ians should be utilized. This should be determined
in consideration of the intensity of land uses adja-
cent to cach arterial when it is improved. Table 5C
and Map 5P (sce financial scetion) indicate and il-
lustrate a suggested scheduling of arterial improve-
ments in five-year increments. Estimated improve-
ment costs by arterial scction are shown in Table
5D later in the financial scction of this chapter.
The improvement schedule developed by the con-
sultants is based on traffic requircments and phys-
ical conditions and is only offercd as a guide.
Other considerations, such as the financial capabi-
lities, and intergovernmental obligations, will great-
ly influence the construction schedule of these
improvements, .

In arcas of new development, the highest arterial
standards consistent with projected traffic volumes
should be used. In some cases stage construction
must be used effectively. The staging of construc-
tion is an accepted engincering practive whereby
the ultimate standards of construction arc initially
established and improvements arc accomplished in
stages as demands warrant and as funds become
available. In older developed areas it may be
necessary to use standards less than those con-
sidered desirable; however, in cach instance the
highest practical acceptable engineering standard
should be used. The practice of building to mini-
mums has historically proven to be costly. Invari-
ably the project must be rebuilt to the higher stan-

dard at prices much in excess of those which would
have been paid in the first instance. Also, if the
higher standards are not used, new development
may oceur which will preclude the upgrading of the
facility from a practical standpoint. In addition to
the dollars and cents involved in the Talse cconomy
of building to minimums, there is the matter of pro-
viding improvements to accommodate the public.
convenience and safety. This cannot be measured
in dollars alone. The higher standard improvements
provide a safer and more convenicnt method of
travel in nearly i

Any street improvement should have the speei
recommendations of the staff of the Wichita Depa
ment of Public Works or the Sedgwick County
gincer, prior to its initiation. When improvements to
arterials are considered in newly developing arcas,
the Wichita Department of Public Works and the
County Engincering stalf should fully consider the
character and intensity of the newly developing
area.

Practically all at-curb parking on arterials must
be restricted to accommodate the 1975 and 1985
traffic volumes. These restrictions may take the
form of peak-hour or full-time prohibition. Hourly
traffic vanations, intersection conflicts and park-
ing turnover are only a few of the factors which
must he considered in-order to maximize the dollar
investment in the arterial system. Determination of
the type of parking restriction, warranted on in-

ividual sections of the system, should be made
by the Tralfic Engincering Division of the Depart-
ment of Public Works in accordarice with the report
Major Traffic Strect Parking Policy of the City of
Wichita as of April, 1962. When parking is pro-
hibited, especially in commereial arcas, considera-
tion must be given to the replacement of the lost
parking spaces. :

EXPRESSWAY SYSTEM

The recommended expressway system is based
on the Proposed System or Network 10, The grid
pattern of streets in Wichita offers little opportunity
for radial tralflic movement but provides good cross-
town movement with the exception of some areas of
congestion which contribute to traffic delay. Sev-
cral expressways arc proposed to correct these
deficiencies. They are: improvements on U.S. 54,
the North Wichita Thruway, the Northeast Circum-
ferential Route, the Northcast Diagonal and the
Inner Loop,




approximately 9.5 miles in length \@n estimated

initial cost of:

8 220,000
997,500

$1.217,500
322,000

Bridges
Gruding and Paving

Right-of-way
Contingencies, Engincering,
Legal, cte.

Total Cost

The 1962 Kansas Highway Needs Study- also re-
cognized the need for a Northeast Circumferential
Route and recommended that it be included in the
State Highway System as a controlled aceess hi
way. This scems quite logical and would provide
an excellent conneetor for K<96 entering the north-
west quadrant of Wichita and tying to K=96 cast of
Wichita which would climinate the current route
through the congested portion of Wichita.

© 182,500
$1,722,000

o[ Loop is to complete and complr.mr:m the
and expressway circulatory system in the Wichita
Metropolitan Arca. These facilities would provide
a radial route into the northeast quadrant where a
heavy concentration of population cxists and
where more development is expeeted to oceur.

The Inner Loop would conneet the 9th Street in-
terchange on FAI 35W to West U.S. 54 at Scncea
Avenue. The inclusion of the I Loop would
complete a much needed system of expressways
that circle the Central Business District. The
Northeast Diagonal, which connects the Inner Loop
and FAI 35W to the Northeast Circumferential
Route would complete the highway and expressway
circulatory system in the northeast quadrant of the
City.

The Inner Loop should be designed to function
as a major traffic carricr for both intra-city and
through movements. By completely circling the
Central Business District, traflic originating from
or destined to this arca has a choice of approach
on high-type facilities. It will tend to c.quahrc the
traffic volumes on the arterial system in the Cen-
tral Business District. 1t will also, by pw\ndmg a
safe and efficient interconneeting facility, relicve
the traffic loads on FAI 35W and U.5. 54 in the
Central Business District Area.

The Inner Loop is proposed to be an clevated

freeway lacility wiﬁncrclmnge connections to
the arterial system. Limited access right-of-way is
nece to prescrve the high operational charae-
teristies of the facility. Map SI indicates the gen-
eral location of this frecway with suggested inter-
change locations.

Traflic assignments on the Inner Loop show fore-
casted ftraflic volumes of from 10,000 1o 27,000
vehicles per day in 1975 and from 13,000 0 33.000

vehicles per day in 1985, The assignments on the
Northeast Diagonal indicate volumes of 4.000 to
14,000 vehicles per day in 1975 and 11,000 to
21,000 vehicles per day in 1985,

The function of the Northeast Diagonal is bas-
ically the same as the Inner Loop. It is a collector-
distributor expressway for the northcast quadrant
and directly conncets it to the Ccntral Business
Distriet Arca.

Anticipated traffic v’o]umca indicate that the
Northeast Diagonal should be an access-controlled,
on-grade facility with channclized interscetions.
The alignment for the facility is shown within the
existing Frisco right-of-way. It is rccommended
that this section of the Frisco tracks be abandoncd
and the right-of-way made available for an express-
way facility. The alignment of the Northcast Dia-
gonal from the Frisco tracks to the proposcd North-
cast Circumferential Route is a gencral alignment
and would he subject to an enginecring design
study prior to a [linal alignment selection. The
proposed alignment is shown on Map SI.

The inclusion of the Inner LntT and Northeast
Diagonal into the tharofare system will relieve the
traffic loads on [East 21st, [East I3th, Central
Avenue and 1st and 2nd Streels. Relicving only a
portion of the traffic loads on these arterials will
result in a safer and more clficient flow of traffic.

A solution to some of the existing crosstown cir-
cu!atinn Imslzh.ms can l)c accomplished by immed-

Northeast I'hap,nn:ll In thi
could be improved from Hillside to the FAI3SW-9th
Street Interchange. West of the interchange, the use
of local streets converted to onc-way usage can
accomplish the interconnection to Murdock Street.
Murdock Street should then be improved westward to
Main Street. By providing a facility such as this,
the distribution characteristics of the system will
be increased and traffic congestion on some of the
west arterials will be reduced, From this
basic begiming, the complete Inner Loop and the




“ Northeast  Diagonal can then be constructed in
stages as funds become.available.!

Wichita Street, south of the |
posed to function as a collector-d
connceting the Inner Loop with the C
ness District and the Civie Cultural
interchange near Wichita Street would connect the
Inner_Loop with the Central Business Distriet cir-
culation system. Wichita Street would be recon-
structed as a two-way street parallel to the Mis-
souri Pacific Railroad track e street would run
south on the cast side of these tracks following the
railroad alignment to a point where it would inter-
seet with Waco Street. This nment would elim-
inate the crossing of the Missouri Pacific

k om  this point it would continue south
along the western extremity of the Civie Cultural
Center Site adjacent to the river to conneet with
Lewis Street near the Lewis Strect River Bridge as
indicated on Map 5], :

The River Drive from Douglas to Lewis is
neeessary to provide a basic internal circulatory
system for the Civic Cultural Center and provide
convenient access to it from the various clements
of the freeway and expréssway system.

Due to the Civie Cultural Center Projeet, re-
development proposals are being developed by
private land owners outside of the Urban Rencwal
Project Arca and by thuse who may be ‘interested in
redevelaping land in the Urban Renewal Area itself.
f plans may call for some street relocation
In consideration of thesc development proposals,
the Wichita Street cxtension connecting to Waco
could be extended west from Waco south of the rai
road tracks to the River and connected to a north-
south River Drive :aterconnccting with a River
Drive extending south from the Park Plaza Urban
Rencwal Area to the River Drive through the Civie
Cultural Center Arca. This aligninert is not as
desirable as utilizing Wichita-Waco to Douglas
in moving traffic between the proposed Inner Loop
and the Civie Cubwural Center. There would also
probably be some design problems encountered in
constructing the road along the river from the
Missouri Pacific tracks to Douglas,

utor street
ral Busi-

One question often raised is the status of Cen-
tral Avenue in relation to the Inne and the
Park Plaza Urban Renewal Project. In ially, Cen-
tral Avenue would continue to function as a cross-
town street bisccting the Park Plaza Urban Re-
newal Project until the final construction phase of

Iibid, p. 66 .

enter. An

the Urban Renewal Projeet would necessitate
closing. This is shown on the Central Bus
District  Cicculation Map (Map 5]). Nowever, at
that time the large share of the crosstown tralfic
would then be using the Tnner Loop. In the
of the Inner Loop, care must taken to provide
adequate aceess to the Riverside arca. T

some  problems in d

hat with the use of both inside and out-
sideramping techniques or other design techniques,
these technical design problems can be overcome.
Actual planning and design work on the Inner Loop
and Park Plaza circulation system should he plan-
ned so that access o the Riverside area can he
maintained.

The following is an estimate of cost for the
Northeast Diagonal and Inner l.ngp;z
Northeast Diagonal to FAT 35W

Dridges $ 100,000
Grading and Paving 1,320,000
# 1,420,000

Inner Loop, FAI 35W 15 U.S. 54

Arkansas River
Structure
Grading and Paving 4,200,000

$2,500,000

$ 6,700,000

% 8,120,000

Right-of-way 6,852,000

Contingencies, Engincering,
Legal, ete.

TOTAL COST

1,218,000
$16,190,000

CENTRAL BUSINESS DISTRICT FEEDER AND
CIRCULATION STREETS

The streets which feed and circulate traffic
generated by the Central Business District, shown
on Map 5], form an important section of the thorofare

“. Some of these strects have been classilied

as arterials, and improvements to them have been
idered in the preceding arterial system anal-

A supplementary street inventory was made
streets serving the Central Business Dis-

trict which were not classified as arterials. A com-
parison of capacity vs. demand revealed that all
but a few of the streets in this arca could handle
the traffic demands with the continued use of tralfic

211id, p. 69
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THOROFARE PLAN PROPOSALS

In the next two decades, the thorofare system in
the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area
will be called upon te accommadate approximately
twice the vehicle miles presently accomnodated by
the existing system,

As citics become larger, tne average distance
between trip origin and  destination becomes
greater, As trip length increases, volumes on arte-
rials incrcase. Expressways arc developed to
relicve the arterials of excessive volumes, and
to provide a safc and efficient facility for these
longer trips. :

FAI 235 and K-1S5 are examples of existing
facilities which form the nucleus of an expressway
system. The basic design and diagonal location
of George Washington Boulevard can be considered
as the first major attempt’ to provide a high-type
traffic facility in Wichita. The proposed FAl 35W;
the improvement of K-15; the proposed Inner Loop,
Northeast Diagonal, North Wichita Thruway and the
Northeast Circumferential Route are all extensions
of an expressway systemm.

The upgrading of the arterial system ‘and the
completion of the system of proposcd expressways
will provide the Metropolitan Area with an effective
and elficient thorofare system.

The recommended thorofare proposals for the
Wichita-Scdgwick County Mctropolitan Arca shown
on Maps SN and 50, provides the arca with a net-
work of arterials, expressways and highways neces-
sary to accommodate the existing and anticipated
traffic loads. Future gre.th arcas are also in-
dicated on Maps 5N and 50.

Some additional section line roads were added
to the arterial network in desirable development
arcas mainly in the northeast and west parts of the
Urbanized Area. They were added because resi-
dential platting is occurring and will probably con-
tinue to occur in these areas. If development
occurs more rapidly than anticipated and encom-
passes arcas outside of the limits of the proposed
arterial network, the scction line roads bounding
these arcas should also be designated and class-
ified as arterial streets. In short,nearly all section
line roads should be considered as potential arte-
rial streets.

These thorofare proposals should be used as
guide for the development of a planned system of
of major thorofares. These proposals should, after

appropriate public hearings and public discussion,
be officially adopted as a part of the Transportas
tion Plan which is an element of the Comprehensive
Development Plan for the Wichita-Sedgwick County
Mctropolitan Area.

COSTS AND FINANCING

The financing of an Urban llighway Program is a
most important consideration, The costs of the
system of major thorofares will be shared
ing degrees by Wichita, the County, the

State and the Federal Government, :

Tt is difficult to assign the cost responsibility
for cach segment of the thorofare system to any
specific agency. This is also further complicated
by the number of various plans for improvement to
the system which could be undertaken. An cxample
of this is in the Kellogg improvement which could
range from six to sixteen million dollars, It is
recommended that the various agencies invelved
in strect and highway construction in Sedgwick
County will formulate a workable plan of linancing.

There are several methods of financing the con-
struction ol the thorofare system; some of these
are:

L. Interstate Funds - 90 percent Federal, 10
percent State ’ g
2. Federal Aid Primary ~ 50 percent Federal
and 50 percent State for construction only —
50 percent Federal, 25 percent State and 25
pereent Local for right-of-way only. s
Federal Aid Sccondary - 50 percent Federal,
50 percent County
Special asscssments of henefited property
owners |
General obligation bonds ~ community at
large
City sales tax, gasolinc tax, registration
fees, cte.
* Toll facilities
unknown today what role the Federal Gov-
ernment will play in the financing of urhan trans-
portation systems after the completion of the Inter-
state System in 1972, Many anticipate thatthe
Federal Government will become more and more
interested in the financing of vital urhan highways.
Even so, [inancial participation by local govern-
ments will be conducive to a close working rela- -
tionship between themsclves and the State and
Federal highway authoritics.

The consultants analyzed the proposcd thorofare
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system with respect to existing condition and
future anticipated traffic,- and made recommenda-
tions for both the City and County over a 20-ycar
period in five-year capital improvement programs.
City-County cost responsibilitics were divided at
the existing 1964 City lir Future expansion of
its will, in some cases, vary the cost
ties ol the participating agenc
These cost estimates were made basing
financial - arrangements on existing policies
function or purpose of the roadway. Availahility
of these funds was not investigated as a part of
this study. The assignment of financing to any
particular unit of rove oot does not and should
not he construed o be an obligation of or an
aceeptance of responsibility by that unit of govern-
ment.,

An anal concerming the availability of future
focal (unds the funding of improvements of all
clements of the Comprehensive Development Plan
will be undertaken in a study by the Wichita-
Sedgwick County Metropalitan Area Planning De-
partment.

The cost sharing ¢ es are shown on Table
5D, but do not include proposed expressways or
the Central 13 I 1 feeder and collector
streets. A graphic presentation of the time schedule
of improvements to the thorofare system in the
Urbun Arca is shown on Map 5P.1

The Kansas Mighcay Needs Study, completed in
1962 by Roy Jorgenson and Associates, Washing-
C. recognized that there were no clear cut
Federal statutes relating to city streets. However,
there was a provision whereby the State could
designate certain streets as connecting links to the
State Highway System. The report further states,
its definition of urban state highways:

“The extensions of state highways into or
through incorporated cities should be officially
recognized as part of the State lighway System,
with the same status as rural portions of the

System. The e Highway Commission should
be given the authority and responsibility for
coordinated planning, acquisition of right-of-way,

control and  maintenance.

s may include alternate routes 1o serve effic-
iently and conveniently hoth through waffie and
wralfic within the City."

It is recommended that the State Highw.

Nbid, p. 86 .

mission and the Burcau of Public Roads he re-
quested by the City of Wichita to include North
Wichita Thruway and the Inner Loop into the State
or Federal Highway System as connccting links,
and that the Stute and/or Federal Government
participate in the construction of these fac
Similarly the Northeast Circumferential  Route
should be placed on the State Highway System as
a continuation of Highway K-96.

The Inner Loop and the North Wichita Thruway
are proposed.to serve as connections Lo major
Federal routes for through movements, and as
colleetor-distributor  str for intra-city use,
Tralfic originating from or destined to the Central
Bus i District and the North Industrial Arca
has a choice of approach on high-type facilit
This  will, in cffect, distribute traffic volum
mare evenly on the arterial s The two
ities will also relieve the traffic volumes on
35W, FAI 235 and 1.8, 54 in the Urban Arca.

es improvements  recommended

city streets are necessary due to Fed-

nd State highway construction affecting them.

In these cases Federal and/or State participation

should be sought for improving the local strects
which are afleeted.? {

c. Bickel, 13th Street, 21st Strect,

ssibly be linanced by 50 percent Federal funds.
As an example, a street requiring $60,000 worth
of improvement could be improved with 30,000
Federal and $30,000 City-County funds. In this
example, the City and County would contribute anly
815,000 cach in matching money toward a $60,000
project. The City would pay the County $15,000 to
share of the matching money. The Fed-

heyond the scope of this study 1o thoroughly
igate the various methods by ‘which I |
Aid could be obtained in the stree
program. At all tmes the City and County should
maintain a close working relationship  with the
State and Federal Highway agencies,

bid, p. 86




M T e,
ﬂ.‘_ g

[

The estimated costs for the thorofare system are
indicated in Table SE. Due to the condition of

many streets in the system, it is recommended that
they be improved as soon as passible.

TABLE 5E

ESTIMATED COSTS OF THOROF ARE IMPROVEMENTS

Project

Description Cost Less R/W
e e Bl

U.S. 54 East (Freeway) $6,930,000
North Wichita Thruway 2,845,500
Northcast Cireum[crenlia! 1,400,000

Northeast Diagonal and
Tnner Loop 9,338,000

Expressway Costs
CBD Street Improvements
Arterial Street Improvements
Total 20~Year Program Cost
Source: Urhan Highways, Wilson and Company, p. 88,

Table SF suggests haw the various government
agencies could participate in constructing the
proposed expressway system. It should be remem-
bered that these are recommendations only and are
not commitments by cither the State Highway Com-
mission or the Bureau of Public Roads. Legislation

Right-of-Way Tatal
5t Project Cost

9,400,000 $16,330,000
585,500 3,431,000
322,000 1,722,000

6,852,000 - 16,190,000
$37,673,000

4,335,000

43,404,000

585,412,000

and available resources may affect the ability of
both of these agencies to participate as suggested.
The cost allocation should be reviewed periodical-
ly to determine the effeet of current resources and
legis!ation, This should be included in the prepura-
tion of the Capital Improvements Program,

TABLE SF

SUGGESTED GOVERNMENTAL PARTICIPATION
IN EXPRESSWAY IMPROVEMENTS

Estimated
Location tal Cost

U.S. 54 (Interim) 718,000
U.‘S. 54 (Final) 6-16 Million
North Wichita Thruway 3,431,000
Northeast Circumferential 1,722,000

Northeast Diagonal and
lpﬂuﬂ_lfﬂ_ 16,190,000

Source: Urban Ililnvus. Wilson and Company, p. 89.

State &

Percent Construetion

Local Period

25% R/W 75% R/W 1965-70
100% Other

25% R/W 75% R/W 1980-85
100% Other

25% R/W 75% R/W 1965-70
100% Other

100% Total 1965-70

25% R/W 75% R/W 1970-80
1005% Other
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SOURCE: URBAN HIGHWAYS

PROPOSED THOROFARE
IMPROVEMENT BY 5 YEAR PERIODS

1970 - 1975

1980 - 1985
PROPOSED INDUSTRIAL AREA
PROJECTED NON - INDUSTRIAL AREA

EXISTING
COMMITTED
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The consultants felt that solution 3 would he
4 the most desirable which recommended that:
ESTIMATED C TS FOR FRISCO RELOCATION ol 3 5
< T Y Mam Jine grade crossings on the Santa Fe,
i 3 Rock Island and  Frisco between Central
(_hﬂh'lﬂ!C“Uﬂ : Avenue and 19th Stre North be eliminated
Costs Length-Miles by:
gl Aol st

TABLE 6A°

——

Line | 41,870,000 8.2 a. The construetion of highway under-
9th

passes  at Avenue and 9
Strect North, highway over crossings
at 12t amd 17th Sireets, North, and li‘\e
closing of Murdock Avenue, 10th Street
North, 1lth Street North, 15th Street
North and 18th Street North.

Li $1,324,000 7.6
Linc 3 $2,113,000 8.0

Source: Railroads, Sverdrup and I‘nn:cl.. p- 13

O the three lines investigated, Line 2 was the Relocating Rock Island main line op-
most desirable and Linc 3 was the least desirable. crations  over ganta Fe right-of-way
Line 2 was the shortest, re quired no grade between North Tower and 16th Street
ton (assuming use of the Rock Island Railroad Northy
- right-of-way to underpass proposed 1235W highway), Relocating Rock Island main line op-"
would provide a better junction th the existing crations .hul:wcen.lﬁlh Street North and
system and would be the least expensive. Thus, it their existing line near 20th Street
way recommended that: North over a relocated line west of
X Mead Avenue. %
. 1 1 I, Line 2 be sclected  whicl relocates the :
. ; Frisco main track from appro ately Green- Relocating Fr in line operations
) Road and extended northerly and west- over Sunta Fe right-of-way hetween
erly to connect with the south” end of the North Tower and 16th  Street North
Wichita Yard at 29th Street North. until such time as the Frisco reloca-
2 - 4 3 tion is vonstructed.
Existing Friseo line and fagilities be aban-
doned and removed from the cast line of . Existing Rock Islund main track across 9th
Rock Roud to the west line of Piaty Street; Sreet  North, 13th Street North and 17h "
the abandoned right-of-way could then be Strect North be bandoned and removed, and
wilized for a Northeast gonal Express- service 10 ¢ ing industrics be [_arowinlcd-
way. by new indus lead tracks extending from
1 the Mead Avenue track and connceting with
Table 3 in Appendix 4 shows the total prelimin- the relocated Rock Island main line track.
ary “.Sl Slumeles for all relocation and inprove: Frisco main line, and industrial tralfic from
ments in the railroad plan. the vicinity of Hydraulic be routed via the
new industrial lead track to the Sunta Fe
right-of-way, thence along the Rock Island
relocated line and Ros ok 1sland ex
1o conneet with existing Frisco line on
Washington Avenue south of the Ruck Island

TRACK REVISIONS, DOUGLAS AVENUE TO
21ST STREET NORTH

3%
§

4

¥

&5

I

B oo T e o gl

There are 11 main line grade crossings between
2nd Street North and 21 Sureet North; many indus=
trial tracks also cross streets” between Ce
Avenue and 21st Strect North. Three solutions were
considered for relieving the grade crossing s
tion along this scction of tracks.

. Flevating the tracks from 2nd Street Nosth o
_ north of 21st Street North.
2. Carrying the s
by elevating the

3, Combination of 1 and 23

1Railrouds, Sverdrup and Parcel, p. 43

crossing.

Friseo track along Washington Avenue be
abandoned and removed from opposite P'inc
Sirect to the north line of 9¢h Street North,
and_industrialtraffic north of Yth Street
North he routed over the remaining existin
line along Washinglon 1o the Yard north o
th.”'2 See Map 0B which re-
ceommended track revisions from

Douglas Avenue 10 21t Strect North.

(ruction together with

The completion of thi
1 g over the trieks

2 hid, pp. 43, 44
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at_approximately 9th Strect North would climinate
all street grade crossings of main line tracks and

some industrial tracks between 2nd Strect North

and 20th Street North, Tahle 6B lists the main
track grade crossings which would be climinated
between Central Avenue and 21st Strect North, Map
6C shows the crossings which are to he eliminated.

TABLF, 68

MAIN TRACK GRADE CROSSINGS ELIMINATED
BETWEEN CENTRAL AND 21ST STREE'

RAILROAD
Ruck
Street Name  Suntn Fo  Inlond  Frisco  Total

Central ® 1 1
Wabasrh
Murdock
Bth

9th

10th
Hth
12th

13th

14th
15th

16th *
17th

18th

19th

20th
21st

Total ; 11

* On W.U.T.

**Docs not include longitudinal occupancy of
Washington Street by Frisco from Murdock Street
to 21st Street North,

e e T e oS e e
11 1 —mm ] =] e
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16** 38

_ Source: Railronds, Sverdrup and Parcel, p. 20

To accomplish this, highway underpasses would
be required at Central Avenuc and 9th Strect. Over-
passes would be required at 13th and 17th Streets
North (note Map 6C).

Estimated cost of track revisions from Douglas
Avenue to 21st Street North is $14,357,000. No
allocation of costs were made by the consuliants
for this or any of the plan proposals,

TABLE 6C

MAIN TRACK GRADE CROSSINGS ELIMINATIED
EN GILBERT AND MAC ARTHUR

RAILROAD

Street Name Santa Fe Rock Island ) Total

Gilbert* |
Lincoln 1
Bayley I
Washington -
Zimmerly 1
Boston
( & Ida-Santa Fe) 1
Harry
Onic -
Funston -
Skinner 1
Mt. Vernon |
Clark -
Kinknid -
1
1
1

-

Hydraulio

Pawnee

Wassall

Haughton

MacArthur

Total 12
*On W.ULT.

Source: Ruilroads, Sverdrup and Parcel, p. 28

]———N———NN——NN LR R S N
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Five railroad bridges, providing 2 tracks, will
be required; no highway overpasses will he re-
quired (note Maps 61 and 6C). The total estimated
cost for this scetion is $4,525,000.

TRACK REVISIONS, KELLOGG TO INDUSTRIAL
AVENUE
A solution of elevated track and sirect over-
passcs was proposcd to alleviate the grade cross-
ing problem in this arca. It was recommended that:

1. “Main linc Santa Fe krndc crossings be-

tween Kellogg and MacArthur Road be elim-
inated by the construction of highway under-
asses at Lincoln, Zimmerly, Narry, Mt
hmm and Pawnee.

Service of Santa Fe and Frisco to industrics
north of Lincoln Street be routed via a new
lead track constructed across Omme Street
between Kellogg Strect and Indianapolis
Street, v
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POTENTIAL EXPRESS TRANSIT TIME ZONES

SOURCE : A STUDY OF MASS TRANSIT IN THE
METROPOLITAN AREA , WSCMAPD , 1963

TIME INTERVALS ( MINUTES )
6-5
5-10 ===
10-15
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foute serves fhe l'rlt.iuslrl'nl area south and shown on the Map; many of (hese industrial ang’
West ol 55th and Weyq Streets., : wholesaling uses must be served by trucks,

8. F.AS, 60‘7 or Zl.lvt Sfrccl from Bickel fa The future 1-35w should be uiilized as an addi-
the west County line. "'c_": Were approxi- tional  north-5 oyl truck route thraugh (he City
lna.tcly 200 trucks pey day in 1960 with an which would eliminate at-grade railroad cross ngs
origin or destination inside the cordan and inadequate Space for turning movements at
linc. intersections, A portion of (he existing nor(h-

9. Bickel fram 2lst Street (o 1-235. This south truck route should he retained as a (ryck
route conncets 21 5 Street to [-235, r«:jmc due to fdm[ lnuutionvnfhmany tmt‘:‘f& u;rminals

adjacent to Mosley and Washington, ashington,
0. F.AS. & or2lst Street from B'fdcr Coun- Fn{\mec and LS, S)I {Broadwny)gsmnh of Zimmgcrfy
Y to the praposed Northeasy Cireunferen- to MacArthur Road shoulg be discontinued a5

;ia] R"m_"" An pmxr'rnal;r.ly 235 ,""ch fisr truck roure when K-15 s exlended (o Wu.vllinglnu
ay crossed the ctmfnn. ¢ on 215t Streey as shown on Map 95,

in 1960.: 2

The truck traffic on K-15 could utilize I-35W as
a north-south conncetor through the City. The pro-
posed intcrclmngu located at (e intersection of-
K-15 and 1-35W i1 permit the transferral of north-
bound traffic from K-15 to 1-35W, Southbound (raf-

fic on 1-35W wif) he able to transfer to K-15 ¢

rng in a southerly direetjon, The proposed ¢

tension of K-15 from Pawne

It is anticipated thye intercity (ruck traffic on
2Ist Streer from: 1-35W to (he Northeast Circyn.
" ferential Route and Greenwich Road Trom K-254 1o
U.S. 54 will decrease upon completion of the refo.
cation of K254 ang the proposcd expressway and
highway sysiem in and through Wichiya, Intereity
truck traffic shoylg be discouraged on 21st Strect
from 1-35W (o (he Northcasicircum[crcnlial Route:
the anticipated fupyre land uses adjacent (o 2]
Street from Oliver to the Northeast Circumfcmulinl'
Route are mainly residential in nature.

The relocation of US. 54 (l(el]ogg) from Wash-
ington to Edgemoor woulg expedite castbound and
westhound truck movements. Intereity tryck move-
ments should then be discouraged on (he present
alignment  of Kellogg  hetween Washington . and
Edgemoor.

When the K-96 realignment from (he west County
Intereity iruck traflfic should he discouraged on line to 1-235 is completed, intercity truck traffic
Ridge Road between 21s5¢ Sireer and U.S. 54 duye will be able (o utilize 1-235, bypassing the City, or
to residential development contiguous to this por- connceting with 1.5, 81 or 1-35W 10 conneet with
tion of Ridge Road,  Truck traffic between these the North Industrin] District and (he Central Busi-
points should utilize 1-235. 8 ness District, The State of Kansas should be cn-
A couraged (o establish the Northeast Circumferential
Intercity trueks o Route as g pey K-96 1o the cast of the City, The
:r:":h:::‘-s;‘ﬁ:“lﬂmﬁ" the relocation of K-254 from CHLITE LD ".'“g"mcm mulh'of 1235 via City
Kechi to 1-235 i mmp[“ed' o streets connceting to 1.5, 8L in the City should
et g not he utilized hy intereity trucks,

URBANIZED AREA TRUCK ROUTES Truck traffic should be prohibited on McLcan
Boulevard other than the portion from larry Street

Map 98 indicates the existing and proposed cx- to the proposed || ressway in the vi-
| Pressway and major arterial stree system which cinity of Secand Street. T Portion serves indys-
could be utilized ay truck routes in and through the trial whulcsnling and truck terminal arcas.

ichita Urbanized Area when the proposed systems :
s are shown where growth is The completion of the North Wichita Thruway

imost likely (o oceyr, Existing and proposed indys- will conncet the Nogh Industrial Arcq to the Fed-
ial ang wholesaling land yse areas are also eral Interstate S)’-'“““'-.




PROPOSED INTERCITY TRUCK ROUTES

SOURCE : A STUDY OF IN-TERCITY BUSES AND TRUCKS WICHITA
& SEDGWICK COUNTY, WSCMAPD , 1964,

s RECOMMENDED  HIGHWAY AND EXPRESSWAY ROUTES
seninn HIGHWAYS AND EXPRESSWAYS NOT RECOMMENDED FOR ROUTES

= ma m RECOMMENDED ARTERIAL TRUCK ROUTES
: EXISTING iNDUSTRIAL AND WHOLESALING AREAS

[/} rroposen INDUSTRIAL AREAS

PROJECTED NON=INDUSTRIAL GROWTH AREAS -
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s Office,  These spaces would es would be used during the peak

be used to 100 pereent of capacity. parking period of the peak day. 2

. Enough parking s s would be provided
for public parkers, hoth on and ofl
so that only the practical capacity_of the

Table 10F indicates the additional parking spaces
aceded at the present time (o meet the parking de-
mand at the Conrthouse .

TABLE 10E
PRESENT ADDITIONAL REQUIRED PARKING SPACE,

Employee Public Total

Space Danand 539
Existing Legal Spaces 357
Additional Spaces

Needed 5 182

72 1301
482 : 839

2% 472

‘Source:  Parking Needs Related to the Sedgwick County Courthouse Arca, Wichita-Sedgwick County Metro-

politan Arca Planning Deparument, p. 71

The present demand for the peak parking period
during the peak parking scason of the year (January
and February) is 539 employce spaces plus 772 pub-
lic spaces for a total of 1,311 spaces. The present
supply of spaces is 839 which indicates a need for
472 additional parking spaces.

The luture demand for the peak parking period is
estimated to be 733 employce spaces plus862 pub-

. lic spaces for a total of 1,595 spaces by 1975.
The future parking spaces needed by 1975 would be .

756 additional spaces over the present supply of
839 spaces. .

The population of Sedgwick County is anticipated
to reach 432,000 persons by 1985, which will mean
greater activity and further development at the
Courthouse, The peak parking demand is estimated
to approach 1,900 spaces by 1985, of which approx-
imatcly 800 spaces will be anticipated for use by
employecs. ! il

Recommended Alternate Plans

“Two recommended plans (A and B) were prepared
to meet both the present and future parking demands
at the Courthouse, The major difference between
Plans A and B involves the utilization of the old
Courthouse site for parking in Plan B only. Recent
considerations by the City and County Commissions
indicate that the old Courthouse site may be oe-
quired by the City for an administrative building

11bid, p. 71

site. This would mean that Plan B could not be
undertaken on a permanent basis, [ a City adminis-
trative building is constructed on the old Courthousc

site, parking demands will increase considerably =

more than predicted for Courthouse parking alone.

The construction of the proposed Inncr Loop will
affect the amount of land avai for future Court-
housc parking. It had been proposed to be construct-
ed by 1985; however; recent construction phasing
considerations indicate that the Inner Loop could be
completed by 1975, Since the highway will probably
be clevated over Main Street and the Missouri-
Pacific Railroad tracks on Wichita' Street, it is re-
commended, if possible, that an agreement be enter-
ed into with the State to permit surface parking un-
der this structure,

Plans A and B arc recommended with the assump-
tion that the City, County and Urban Rencwal Agen-
cy will enter into an agreement whereby parking
space will be provided for the County in the exist-
ing Park Plaza A" Urban Rencwal Project as the
development progresses. All locally shared estimat-
ed costs for land acquisition and clearance are
hased on 1964 dollar value cstimates. These esti-
mated local share costs are the total costs that

Needs Related to the Sedgwick County Court-
’ 3 ounty hMetropolitan Arca

.




local govermuental agemcies would pay the Urhan
Renewal Ageney for the cleared Lirhan Renewal
land. The Ciy and County, through agreement,
would arrange for participation in the local govern-
mental costs, !

Plan A:
Phase |1

Phase 1is recommended s an immediate solution
for the parking problem at the Courtho which
could he aceomplished in 1966, This phase involy
the utilization of three parcels of land in the o

laza *'A" Urhan Renewal Projeet shown

+ XI and Xil on Map 10B. In addition,
there would be approximately 71 on-street parking
spaces available in this phase,

The total lacal share of land and clearance costs

for these areas is estimated to be £142,100.
Phase 1l ;

This phase is recommended to meet the parking
demand of approximately 1,600 spaces estimated
by 1975, and would invalve the ation of another
Urban Rencwal Project which would include the
land shown as Arc IF on Map 10C. The alleys
and that portion of Water Street within the parking
arca would he vacated. Approximately 136 on-street
spaces would he available. The 1otal local share of
land and clearance costs for the additional arca for
parking is estimated 1o be $250,000,

~ The total local cost for Phases [ and If is esti-
mated to be $392, 100,

IT the proposed Inner Loop is constructed by 1975,
parking space lost by its construction could be ro-
placed by vacating Elm Street from Main to Wichita
and by including enough land north of Pine and west
“of Water to off-xet this loss in spaces.2 L

Phase 111

Another Urhan Renewal Projectwill probably have

| to be initiated before 1985 to acquire and clear the
land arcas shown as XV an Map 10D 10 provide the
additional area nceded to meet the estimated de-
mand of 1,900 spaces by 1985, The Inner Loop will
probably he constructed by 1985 and will affect the

11bid, pp. 8 and 9

211id, p. 10

king in the Courthouse arca.
5 construction are considered

space demands for 1985, Approximately 99
on-street spaces would be available in this phase.

Spaee aval

The total local e of land and nice costs
for the additional arca for parking is estimuted (o he
$126,000. 'Me wotal lacal share of land and clear-
ance costs for Plan A ix estimated to he 8518,100.3

Plan B2
Phase |

This phn.s-c is the saome as that recommended in
Phase 1ol Plan A.

Phase 11

This phase assumes that the old Courthouse site:
(see Area X1V an Map 10C) will be ¢leared and wi-
lized for Courthouse parking, This phas he
completed by 1975 or before in order to meet the es-
timated demand of about 1,600 spaces, i is assumed
in this phase that exi ting parking arcas VI, Vil
and VI north of the courthouse will continue to he
used (see Map 10B), There would he approximately
171 on-street spaces available in this phase.

IT the proposed Tnner Loop constructed by
1985, 70,000 square™Teet of additional land should
he acquired through -an Urban Renewal Project di
cetly north of the new Courthouse site to provide
for space lost by the construction of the Inacr Laop.

Phase 111

To meet the estimated demand of at least 1,900
spaces and o ng that the proposed Inner Loop
will be construeted by 1985, n-icliﬁonal'}m'lng
space could be obtained by initiating action for
anather Urban Renewal Projeet including the land
in Arca NIl on Map 10E. All streets and alleys
would be vacated within this arca, Approximately
99 on-strect spaces would he available for parking
in this phasc.

The total local ¢ costs for the additional
s phase is estimated (o be
$250,000, The total local share costs for the addi-
tional area needed for parking in Plan B is estimat-
ed to be $392,000.4

31bid, ppi 11

A1bid, pp. 11 and 12 -
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- OFF-STREET PARKING - PHASE 111-1985

SOURCE: PARKING NEEDS- RELATED TO THE SEDGWICK
COUNTY COURTHOUSE AREA, WSCMAPD, 1964

ROMAN NUMERAL - PARKING AREAS

ARABIC NUMERAL - NUMBER OF SPACES
[C=——1 URBAN RENEWAL AREA - PARK PLAZA A
EEmE EXISTING OFF - STREET PARKING BY 1985
PROPOSED ADDITIONAL PARKING
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MAP 10E
PLAN B - OFF-STREET PARKING - PHASE 111-1985

SOURCE: PARKING NEEDS - RELATED TO THE SEDGWICK
COUNTY COURTHOUSE AREA WSCMAPD 1964

ROMAN HNUMERAL - PARKING AREAS
ARABIC MUMERAL - NUMBER OF SPACES

[0 URBAN RENEWAL AREA - PARK PLAZA A
EXISTING OFF - STREET PARKING BY 1985
PROPOSED ADDITIONAL PARKING
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12ATION OF T/ TRANSIDCTAIror)  STULy

stood only by professional staffs and Planning transportation and involve an entire plan-
Commission inembers. B ning arca. The Study involved all of
Sedgwick County and all modes of trans-
transportation.

g BT e 3. Flexible as to Status of Project Develop-
1. Policy Determination: Enables the Wichita I the Transpartation Plan is to be

City d Sedgwick County Comni e elfeetive in primary policy determination
to cons _crund agree (a) on a def uses, it must focus on main issues. It
of policies that will be nsed te govem should not include any d s that will

The suggested uses of the. Transportation Plan
as related to the governing bodics are as follows:

D S ST ——

the future trans portation system develop-
ment in the City and County; and (b) on a
general transportation system design for
the Area showing how the policies are to
be carried out.

Policy Effcctuation: Enables the City

and unty Commissions to view cvery
specific transportation improvement upon
which they must act against a definite
framework of desirable long-range devel-
ment for the entire Metropolitan: Arca.

Communication: Enables the City and
County Commissions to convey their long-
range transportation system development
policies to the citizens, to government
leaders, and to civic and husiness organ-
izations.

Conveyance of Adviee:, Enables the

City and County Commissions to receive
recommendations concerning transporta-
tion system development matiers from the
Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
and other advisors in a meaningful form.

Enables the members of the

City and County Commissions to cducate

themselves and others concerning trans-
portation system development problems
and the relationship of these problems
to the social and economic issucs in-
volved.

The Transportation Plan developed from this
Volume must be:

1. Long-Range: The Transportation Plan

should be predicated on a planning per-
iod in the future as far as it is possible
to make reasonable judgments as to what
trans portation needs will be. " The Trans-
portation Study covered a planning period
to 1985.

. Comprehensiv The Transportation

Plan should deal with all clements of

tend to obscure or detract attention from
the major policics and physical design
proposals. The Plan should he intended -
to provide general locations of the major
streets and indicate the desirable re-
lationships between them.

An example of a projeet evolving from
the plan stage to the preliminary engi-
stage is the Inner Loop,
ty was developed as’a general
concept in the 1955 Transportation Study
and adopted in 1957 as an amendment to
the 1946 City Master Plan. The Inner
Loop was first shown merely connecting |
a proposed Canal Routg and a ‘proposed
West U.S. S4.  Interchange points were £
not preciscly located, hut were establish- [
cd in general terms to accomplish the
function of the proposcd facility. In the |
carly 1960's, the Inner Loop question
was again raised in relation to Urhan Re- |
newal Projects and the future construet-
ion of the Canal Route. Dilferent align- |
ments were studied; one was selected as |
the basis for future and more detailed |
planning. Currently, it is heing proposed
to do a preliminary design study of the
Inner Loop to determine exact right-of-
way requirements, general design of
structures  (ground, elevated or both),
and type and location of interchange
ramps. At any of these stages, the align
ment and actual requirements may chang

It should not be expected that the Trans-
portation I’lan can provide exact locatio
requirements until design studies havd
been completed and approved.  Unt
then, the Plan must of necessity be
statement of general intent and guid
for fuwre and more detailed planning:
Where improvements are  proposed fors
existing facilities such as llillside

13th Street, the Plan can be more spec
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also provide direct access to the Municipal Airport.

East Kellogg, between the Arkansas River and
Edgemoor presents the most serious traffic problem
in the Wichita Metropolitan Area. The tralfic fore-
cast indicates that this scction of Kellogg will
have the highest traffic volumes to be found on
Kellogg in the Wichita Metropolitan Arca. One
long-range solution would be to improve existing

" Kellogg by: (1) purchasing additional right-of-way

necessary to provide for an cight-lane divided
facility with at-grade intersections, or (2) providing
grade scparations  and interchanges at major
streets, or (3) constructing an clevated roadway
over the present roadway.

Another long-range solution would be to relocate
East Kellogg from the cast end of the railroad over-
pass to npproximately Woodlawn to the north or
south of its present location. Prescnt land uses
adjacent to Kellogg indicate that a south align-
ment would be more practical. Prcliminary esti-
mates of costs show that the right-of-way for such
a facility would be approximately 9.5 million
dollars if it were to be extended as far cast as
Woodlawn. Total project cost would be in excess
of 16 million dollars.

Studies to be conducted by the State Highway
Commission will dctermine which of these or
other plans is the best solution for this portion of
U.S. S4. If the long-range improvements are not
undertaken within the next ive years, interim im-
provements should be undertaken immediately.

North Wichita Thruway:

The ‘primary function of the North Wichita Thru-
way is to connect the major industrial and com-
mercial traffic generators in North Wichita to the
existing and proposed Federal Aid Interstate
routes. Other functions are to provide case of
movement for crosstown traffic through the in-
dustrial area and to provide a route for service and
through traffic which docs not have to cross (at-
grade) the mahy railroad tracks in the North In-
dustrial Area.

An alignment along 25th Stecet West to the 1-235
By-Pass is recommended in that it provides better
overall service to the North Industrial Area and is
the least costly solution. It is believed that this
solution would best protect the public’s interest,

Northeast Circumferential Route:
The Northeast Circumferential Route is included
in the proposed system to complete the periphery

system of highways in the Wichita Metropolitan
Arca. The purposes of this Tacility are to:

1. Provide a direct connection between East ||
U.S. 54 and North FAI 35W and K-254. -

Relieve US. 54 and the north-south arterials
in East Wichita from traffic destined for the.
North Industrial Arca.

Serve us a collector-distributor facility for |

existing and future development in North-
east Wichita.

This route could also be utilized as a new K-9
connecting link, thus eliminating the present route
through a congested area of Wichita.

Northeast Diagonal and Inner Looj i

The purposcs of the Northeast Diagonal and |
Inner Loop are to complete and complcment the. |
highway and expressway circulatory system in the
Wichita Metropolitan Area. The Inner Loop would
be utilized as a collector-distributor freeway for
both the intra-city and through movements. The
functions of the Northeast Diagonal are basically
the same as the Inncr Loop. It is a collector-
distributor expressway for the Northeast Quadrant
which would be directly connected to the Central
Business District area. The inclusion "of these
[acilities in the thorofare system will relieve
traffic volumes on East 21st, East 13th, Central
Avenue and Ist and 20d Streets.

County Arterial System
— T Ty

The County arterial road system should provide
a network of roads constructed to high standards
which will allow rapid safe and economic trans-
portation between its cities. This system of roads
should he interconnccted with City arterial streets y
to allow cificient movement between rural and
urban arcas, The Counly artcrial system should be
connccted  with the arterial systems of adjacent
counties to provide efficient intercounty travel.

The County arterial road system should provide

access to the State road system al approximately N

five mile intervals and connect with frceway inter-
changes at these points if possible.

RAILROAD PROPOSALS

The primary consideration of the railroad study
concerned the rail-vehicular conflict problem in the
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TRANSPORTATION PLAN ELEMENT OF COM.E’REHI:‘-NSIVE
AND. AMENDMENTS THERETC A
)

May 19, 1966 - Adopted Volume II Transportation Study for the
Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area including Revised
Maps' 5J, 13A, 13B dated February: 3, 1966, subject to inclu-
sion of 13th Street, Bickel to Windmill as an "arterial"
and subject to deletion of proposed railroad overpass at
9th Street, v

November 10, 1966 - Adding to Revised Map 13A, dated February 3,
1966, 63rd Street South between Hydraulic and Oliver as an
“arterial"”, :

January 25, 1968 - Deleting Revised Map 5J, dated February 3, 1966;
beginning page 39 through 40 and pert of page 41, subtitled
"Northeast Diagonal and Inner Loop" amended; Table 5E, page
44 "Estimated Costs of Thorofare Improvements" amended and
contents of "Preliminary Study of Inner Loop Expressway"
Volumes I and II, May 19&7, adopted subject to replacement

. of Sheet 7, Volume II, with Revised Sheet 7R, dated January
25, 1968, : o 4
January 25, 1968, Adding to Revised Map 13A dated February 3,
1966: i
(1) 21st Street North, from Amidon to West Street as an
"arterial",

(2) West Street from 2lst Street North to 13th Street North
as an "arterial",

(3) Extension of 25th Street North from I-235 to West Street
as an "arterial", s

June 26, 1969 - Deleting from Revised Map 13A, dated February 3,
-1966: °
: 13th Street, from Windmill Road to Bickel Avenue as an
. "arterial",
. Deleting from Revised 13B dated February 3, 1966:
Existing U.S. 54, from the Kingman County line to F.A.S.
Route 599 as an "expressway"; and ? 7
Adding to Revised Map 13A, dated February 3, 1966
(1) Seneca Street from Central Avenue to McLean Boulevard
as an."arterial", e >
(2) Relocated Central Avenue from Waco Avenue to Seneca
Street as an "arterial".

.
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Adding to Revised Map 13B, dated February 3, 1966

(1) Relocated U.S. 54 from Kingman County line % mile North of existing
U.S. 54, to 279th Street West thence Southeasterly to connect with
existing U.S. 54 at F.A.S. 599 as an "expressway",

(2) Existing U.S. 54 from Kingman County line to F.A,S. 599 as an "arterial",

(3) Meridian Avenue from 85th Street North to 10lst Street North, as an
"arterial",

(4) 10lst Street North from Meridian Avenue to Broadway, as an "arterial",

January 15, 1970 - Adopted Collector Street System Study

February 12, 1970 - Deleting from Revised Map 13A dated Feb 3, 1966 and Volume I,
page 8 of the "Preliminary Study of the Imner Loop Expressway:"
River Boulevard, Douglas to Lewis as an "arterial",

B PR T T et e B

November 12, 1970 - Adding to Revised Map 13A, dated February 3, 1966:
Additional runways for the Wichita Municipal Airport to serve
the general aviation function; and Revising those portions of
Chapter 7 reflecting this change.

February 24, 1972 - Amended all written material under the heading "North Wichita

Thruway" on pages 36-38 and revised Maps 5G and 13A of Volume II of the
Transportation Study,

May 24, 1973 - Deleting from Revised Map 13A, dated February 3, 1966:
lst & 2nd Streets from Grove to Oliver as "arterials," reclassifying
them as "residential;"
Deleting from Revised Map 13A, dated February 3, 1966, and page 8 of the
"Preliminary Study of the Inner Loop Expressway,"” Volume I, dated May, 1967
The 2nd Street Bridge, from a point on 2nd Street east of the Arkansas
River thence southwesterly to the intersection of 2nd Street & Sycamore
west of the River as an "arterial;" and
Deleting from Map 13B, dated February 3, 1966:
The four mile section or roadway lying one mile east of F.A,S, 114,
from MacArthur Road south to F.A.S. 601 as an "arterial;" and = -
Adding to Revised Map 13A, dated February 3, 1966:
(1) McLean Blvd,, from MacArthur Road to 47th Street South as an
"arteria and
(2) Ridge Road, from MacArthur Road north one mile to K-42 Highway
as an "arterial;" and
Adding to Revised Map 13A, dated February 3, 1966, and on page 8 of the
"Preliminary Study of the Inner Loop Expressway," Volume I; dated May 1967:
The relocated 2nd Street Bridge, from the intersection of Waco & lst
Street east of the Arkansas River thence directly west to a point
on 2nd Street west of the River as an "arterial"; and
Adding to Map 13B and Revised Map 13A, dated February 3, 1966:
Maize Road, from MacArthur Road south eight miles to 103rd Street
South (Clearwater Road) as an arterial®
Adding to Map 13B, dated February 3, 1966:
Goddard Road (FAS 114) from MacArthur Road south five miles to K-42
Highway as an "arterial;" and
Also included is the addition of the proposed Municipal Airport runway
extensions as outlined in the Airport Master Plan; with written text noting
that when runway 1-L is extended to the southwest, consideration will be
given to the deletion or relocation of Tyler Road,

i




April 10, 1975 - Deleting from Volumes I and II of the "Preliminary Study of the
Inner Loop Expressway," dated May 1967 and Revised Map 134, dated February 3,
1966, any reference to:

The proposed McLean-Sycamore one-way "arterial" pair from a

point near Handley Street on the north to a point near Munrell

Avenue on the south, and
Deleting from Volumes I & IT of the "Preliminary Study of the Inner Loop
Expressway," dated May 1967, and Volume IT of the "Transportation Study
of the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area," as previously amended
on 1/25/68, any reference to:

(1) The proposed section of Wichita Street from Douglas Avenue to

First Street; and
(2) The proposed section of Wichita Street from First Street to Second
Street as one-way northbound; and
(3) Waco Avenue, from Douglas Avenue to Central Avenue as proposed
one-way southbound; and
Deleting from Volumes I and II of the "Preliminary Study of the Inner Loop
Expressway," dated May, 1967:

First and Second Streets from Wichita Street to Waco Avenue as one=yay; and
Deleting from Volumes I & II of the "Preliminary Study of the Inner Loop
Expressway," dated May, 1967, and on Revised Map 13A, dated February 3, 1966:

McLean Boulevard, from a point near Douglas Avenue, thence northwesterly

to a point near Handley Streets; and
Adding to Volumes I and II of the "Preliminary Study of the Inmer Loop
Expressway," dated May, 1967:

(1) Sycamore Street, from Second Street to

"residential"; and

(2) Wichita Street, from First Street to Second Street as

bound; and

(3) Waco Avenue, from Douglas Avenue to Cen

(4) First and Second Streets from Wichita §

two-way; and
Adding to Volumes I & II of the "Preliminary

Dayton Avenue as a two-way
one-way south-

tral Avenue as two-way; and
treet to Waco Avenue as

Study of the Inner Loop Express-
way," dated May, 1967, and Revised Map 13A, dated February 3, 1966:

McLean Boulevard, relocated to west of the existing alignment along
a corridor just east of the Midland Valley Railraod, from a point

near Douglas Avenue northwest to a point near Handley Street as a two-
way "arterial."
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of Map 5I, which is in conflict with Volumes I and II,
of the “Preliminary Study of the Inner Loop Expressway"
be deleted; and that page 39, beginning with "North-

@ast Diagonal & Inner Loop", page 40, and that part of
Page 41, preceding "COUNTY ARTERIAL BYSTEM", and Table

SE on page 44, be amended as set forth within this
Resolution; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to the provisions of K.5.a.
1965, supp. 12=-704, the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metro=-
‘Politan Area Planning Commission did give notice by
publication in the official city newspaper on October 5,
1967, of a public hearing to be hald on amending the
Transportation Plan Element of the Comprehensive plan
for the wichita-sedgwick County Metropolitan Area in
relation. to the Inner Loop Expressway; and

: WHEREAS, the wichita-sedgwick County Metro—
politan Area Planning Commission, on October 26, 1967, :
in Room 401, City Building Annex, 104 South Main, Wichita,
Kansas, did hold the public hearing, at which hearing at
least a majority of all nambar:s of the Wichita=Sedgwick
County Motropolitan area Planning Commission was present,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the majority
of 211 members of the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metro-

politan area Planning Commission, in meeting duly assembled
that s

Revised Map 57, dated February 3, 1966, as pre=
viously adopted and amanded, be deleted as a
; portion thereof of the Transportation Plan Element
s of the Comprehensive Plan, and that Volume II of

the Transportation pPlan Element beginning on page
39 with the subtitle, F
Logp", continuing through page 40, and through that
9."&_, part of page 41 preceding the subtitle "COUNTY
o . ARTERIAL S Y be

Ows 2

: : S Northeast Diagonal 8R4 —Trner—Teop.

“The purpose of the Wortheast Diagonal ahe-
FnOer-LODR is to complete and couplement the high-
way and expressway circulatory system in the

e vy s
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Wichita Metropolitan irea. Thégn fm:ilit,len would
provide a radial route into the northeast gquadrant
where a heavy concentration of population exists
and where more development is expected to occur.

"The—Inner—Loop-would-connect-the 9th Street
interchange-on-FAI-35W-to Wast U.: S. 54-at _Sanaca
Avenuae,—The inclusion—of- the Inne r-Loop-would

h.needed-system-of-exprassways_ that
circle the-Central Business-Distriet. The North-
east Diagonal, which connects
FAI to the Northeast Circumferential Routa
would complete the highway and expressway circula=
tory system in the northeast quadrant of the City.

"Tho Inner-hoop-should-be- designed-to—function
as_a _major—trefficcarrier—for-both-intra=city-and
through-movements«—By-completely-circling-the
Central -Business District;—traffic originating
from-or—destined to this area has a choice-of-ap—
proach-on-high=type facilitie It will tend-to
egualize the traffic-velumes—on the arterial-system
in—the-€entral-Business Pistrict: It will-alse; by

i a—safe and efficient inter-connecting
facility;-ralieve-the-traffie-loads-on-FihI-35wW—and
U.-5. 54 in the Central Business District-Area.

“The-Inner—Loop-is—proposed-to-be-anelevated
freewayfacility with interchanga connections—to—
the-arterial-system: —Limited access right-of-way -is
necessary to preserve the high operational character—
-isties-of the—facility.—Map 5I; indicates the ganeral
-location of-this—freeway.

“Note-should-be-made; -however; that-the-Prelimi~

: -Rary-Study-of-the-Inner-Loop EXpressway, dated May,

1967, which-supercedes—Map-5I;—whe conflicts exist,
deletes-the-proposal-on-Map-5I,-of a First Street
-bridge and proposes-the-ad -of interchange

facilitiesat -'ropeka"r vernu a Avenue &nd Second

Streat,

“Praffic-assignments on the Inner Loop thow fore—

casted tra ﬁiﬂolmaruf"frqm ~10,000to 27,000 vehicles
pex-day-in-1975; and from 13,000 to 33,000 vehicley par-

-3=
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Fha asslunments-on the Northeast Diagonal
indicate volumes of 4,000 to 14,000 vehicles par
day in 1975, and 11,000 to 21,000 vehicles per day
in 1985.

Mﬂrﬂfﬁe Northeast Diagonal ims—

: . ¥t-is a
collector~distributor expressway for the northeast
quadrant and directly connects it to the Central
Business District Area. :

‘"Anticipated traffic volumes indicate that the

Northeast Diagonal should be an access-controlled,
on=grade facility with channelized intersections.
The alignment for the facility is shown within the
existing Frisco right-of-way. It is recommended
that, this section of the Frisco tracks bea abandoned
and the right-of-way made available for an express—
way facility. The alignment of the Northeast
Diagonal from the Frisco tracka to the proposed
Northeast Circumferential Route is a general align-
ment and would be subject to an engineering design
study prior to a final alignuwent selection. The
proposed alignment is shown on Map 5I.

: e
"The inclusion of the—Inner—hoop—amd Northeast.
Diagonal into the thcrofare system willgelieva the
traffic loads on East 2lst, East 13th,%Central Avenuae-
and—ist—end—2nd-Streets. Relieving only a portion
of the traffic loads on these arterials will result
in a safer and more efficient flow of traffic. &
: e O
"Tha River-Brive fromDouglas—to-Lewis—is :
nacessary. to-provide-a-basie-internal-circulatory
-syatem for—the-€ivic-Cultural-center-and-provide-
convenient—access—to-it—fromthe-various-elemants
of the freeway and-expressway system.
5 :
“Due to the Civic Cultural Center Project, re-
development by privato\l' d owners outside of the
Urban Renewal Project Mea and by those who may be
interested in xedeve}{pin land in the Urban Renawal
Area itself. These/plans i call for some street

....4—
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ment proposals,
connection to Wa
to the River

no: River Drive inter-
connecting with a R\ser Drive extending south
from the Park Plaza Renewal Area to the
River Drive through thx civic Cultural Center
Area. This alignment/i \not as desirable as
utilizing Wichita-Wgco to\Douglas in moving traf-
fic between the proposed Inper Loop and the Civic
Cultural Center, /There would alsoc probably be
some design problems encountetred in constructing
the road along/the River from ‘the Missouri
Pacific tracks to Douglas,

."One question often raised is the status of
Central Avenue \in relation to the Inner Loop and
the Park Plaza Urban Renewal Project< Initially,
Central Avenue would continue to ction as a
cross—town street'\b
Renewal Projecc unbil
the Urban Renewal P
relocation., In the design’ of the Inner Loop, care
must be taken to provide adequate access to the
Riverside area., This ¢ present some problems
in design, however, it appears that with the use
of bath inside and outsideramping techniques or
other design technfquas, these technical design
problems can be overcome, Actyal planning and
design work on the Inner Loop ahd Park Plaza
circulation system should be plahned so that
access to the Riverside area can be maintained,

"The follgwing is an estimte of cost for the
Northeast Diagonal:

Northeast Diagonal
Bridges 100, 000
Grading and Pavihg 1,320,000
$1,420,000

L/ 1bid, p. 69
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4,367,000
1,538,000

587,000

A supple—
mentary street inventory de for the streets
serving the Central Businesg/District which were not
classified as arterials. omparison of capacity
va. demand revealed that 1l hut a few of the
streets in this area cou}é handle the traffic demands
with the continued use ¢f traffib engineering tech-

niques now employed in Michita, :
sed thorofare systgm for the Cgrtral
Business Disgrict ig indicated the \locatigh\Maps
the Prelimihary Study thg Inner )
Loop ExpreSsway. 5

“Tha long-range repair or reconstruction plans
for the Central Business District strecats should in=
clude provisiodns to upgrade the streets to the pra-

M v G{

Van Doren, Hazard, Stallings and Schmacke, May, 19

-6-




viously indicated desirable standards, if possible,
It must be recognized, however, that desirable
additional street rights—-of-way and pavement widths,
as well as sufficient room.for channelization and
turning bays may be difficult to obtain and construct
in the intensely developed Central Business District
Area,"

And that Table 5E on page 44, be amended to read as fol=-
lows: .

TABIE 5E

ESTIMATED COSTS OF THOROFARE IMPROVE MENTS
— = nnnn IMPROVEMENTS

Project Cost Right-of-way Total
Description —Iesa BRAY __ _Cost  project cost

U.S. 54 East (Freeway) s 6,930,000 .$9,400,000 $16,330,000
North Wichita Thruway 2,845,500 585,500 3,431,000
Northeast Circumfer=-
ential 1,400,000 ° 322,000 1,722,000
Northeast Diagonal 1,420,000 - 1,420,000
Inner Loop 18,223,000 7,268,000 M
Expressway Costs $48,394,000
' CBD Strect Improvements 4,335,000
Arterial Street Improvements 43,404,000

Total 20-year Program Cost : ; $96,133,000

SOURCES$ Urban Highways, Wilson & Company, p, 88, and

Preliminary Study of the Inner Loop Ex pressway,

Van Doren, Hazard, Stallings & Schnaecke, p. 31

and that the contents and proposals of the "Preliminary
Study of the Inner Loop Expressway", Volumes T and II,
prepared by Van Doren, Hazard, Stallings and Schnacka,
Enginears and Architects, May, 1967, be approved and
adopted in its entirety as an addition to the Trang-
portation Plan Element of the COmprohens_j.ve Plan for
the wWichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area; and

—7-
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also provide direct access to the Municipal Airport.

East Kellogg, between the Arkansas River and
Edgemoor presents the most scrious traffic problem
in the Wichita Mctropolitan Arca. The tralfic fore-
cast' indicates that this scction of Kellogg will
have the highest traflic volumes to be found on
Kellogg * in the Wichita Mectropolitan Arca. One
long-range solution would be to improve existing

" Kellogg by: (1) purchasing additional right-of-way

necessary to provide for an cight-lanc dividcdqﬁ'
facility with at-grade intersections, or (2) pwviding(\/' 4
grade  scparations and interchanges at major
strects, or (3) constructing an clevated roadway

system of highways in the Wichita Metropolitan
Arca, The purposes of this facility are to:

1. Provide a dircet conncction between East
U.S. 54 and North FAT 35W and K-254.
Relieve U.S. 54 and the north-south arterials
in East Wichita from tralfic destined for the
North Industrial Arca.

Serve as a collector-distributor facility for|

existing and future development in North-
east Wichita.

This route could also be utilized as a new K-96 |
connecting link, thus climinating the present route

ovet the present roadway. g_ﬂquﬁ{g(z%_}"wwswd arca of Wichita.

* Another long-range solution would he to relocate
East Kellogg from the cast end of the railroad over-
pass to approximately Woodlawn to the north or
south of its present location. Present land uses
adjacent to Kellogg indicate that a south align-
ment would be more practical, Preliminary esti-
males of costs show that the right-of-way for such
a [facility would be approximately 9.5 million
dollars if it were to be extended as far cast as
Woodlawn. Total project cost would be in excess
of 16 million dollars,

Studies to be conducted by the State Highway
Commission will determine which of these or
other plans is the best solution for this portion of
U.S. 54. If the long-range improvements are not —c;;
undertaken within the next five years, interim im-
provements should be undertaken immediately,

North Wichita Thruway:

The primary function of the North Wichita Thru-
way is to connect the major industrial and com-
mercial traffic generators in North Wichita to the
existing and proposed Federal Aid Interstate
routes. Other functions are to provide case of
movement for crosstown tralfic through the in-
dustrial arca and to provide a route for service and
through traffic which does not have to cross (at-
grade) the many railroad tracks in the North In-
dustrial Area.

An alignment along 25th Street West to the 1-235
By-Pass is recommended in that it provides better
overall service to the North Industrial Area and is
the least costly solution. It is believed that this
solution would best protect the public's interest.

Northeast Circumferential Route:
The Northeast Circumferential Route is included
in the proposed system to complete the periphery

Northeast Diagonal -and-Innertoop:

The purposeg of the Northeast Diagonal -a
"“to complcte and complenent thel

highway and cxpressway circulatory system in the|
Wichita Mctropolitan Arca.
th “co i i
both—the—intra=city “and " through—movements:—Fhe|
functions-of The Northeast agonal are=hesically|
the—same—as—the—Inner—koop. J¢ is a collector-f
distributor expressway for the Northeast Quadrant|

which would be directly connected to the Cengral
Business District arca, The inclusion of thé¥e]
fac Ja in the thorofare system will rglicvel
tralli¢ volumes on East 21st, East 13th, Central|

Avenue. o
>

ty Artcrial System

The County arterial road system should providc|
a network of roads constructed to high standard.,
which will allow rapid safc and economic trans.
portation between its citics. This system of roads)
should be interconnected with City arterial streets|
to allow efficient movement between rural and
urban arcas. The County arterial system should bel
connected  with the arterial systems of adjacent]
counties to provide efficient intercounty travel,

The County arterial road system should provide|
access to the State road system at approximately
five mile intervals and connect with frecway inter-|
changes at these points if posaible.

RAILROAD PROPOSALS

The primary consideration of the railroad stud
concerned the rail-vehicular conflict problem in tf
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY DATE |
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT August 3, 1977

| To Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

{

{ FROM Michael E. Lindebak, Principal Planner, Advance Plans Division

SUBJEET  Transportation Plan Lmendment.

Since we now have the TAC and Coordinating Committee
recommendations on amendment of the Transportation

Plan to delete the Inner Loop and add the collector
Streets, we need to set a time and date for the MAPC
public hearing. T suggest we hold the hearing on
September 29, at 1:30 p.m. TIf this meets your approval,
I will prepare the hearing notice and advertise as
required by law.

APPROVED :

j : Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

MEL:vn
cc: Jack H. Galbraith, Chief Planner, Current Plans Division
Willard L. Stockwell, Chief Planner, Advance Plans Division

e L
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY DATE  8/9/77

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANHINI’_;’ DEPARTMENT ;

TO

FROM

SUBJECT

Coordinating Committee for Transportation Planning

Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning °
RESULIS OF THE TELEPHONE VOTE

The telephone vote that was taken between July 27 and August 1
resulted in approval of the following two amendments to the Trans—
portation Plan:

Amendment #1 - Removal of the Inner Loop

In August of 1976, a location public hearing was held for
the Inner Loop Freeway project. Subsequent to the hearing, it
was decided by the City Commission that all planning should be
discontinued on the project, MAPD and KDOT planners will have
the opportunity to evaluate the effects of removing the Inner
Loop and develop non-freeway alternatives for the Inner Loop
corridor as the Transportation Plan is being updated,

It is the recommendation of the Coordinating Committee
that the Transportation Plan be amended to delete the Inner
Loop Freeway.

Of the five voting members, three voted for the amendment without
reservation, Verne Craig, Kansas Department of Transportation, abstained
from voting on Amendment #1 considering the position that KDOT had already
taken in that any decision to remove the Immer Loop should be delayed until
further study can be done,

William Goebel, MAPC, added a condition to this "yes" vote, He is
not in favor of removing the inner loop if nothing 1is to replace it, He
emphasized that part of the amendment which reads: "MAPD and KDOT planners
will have the opportunity to... develop non-freeway alternatives for the
Inner Loop corridor.”

Amendment #2 - Addition of Designated Collector Streets

The Coordinating Committee recommends that the Transpor=
tation Plan be amended to include the following designated
collector streets:

(1) Clarence Avenue between 45th Street South and
47th Street South;




®)

Coordinating Committee for August 9, 1977
Transportation Planning

(2) Sagebrush Lane and Zimmerly from the east line of Timber
Lakes Estates 2nd Addition to the morth line of Timber Lakes Estates
2nd Addition (generally located in the south half of 25-275-2E),

(3) Yosemite Drive in the Park Addition, generally located
at the southeast corner of Pawnee and Maize Road,

Amendment #2 was unanimously approved.

Since we now have the Technical Advisory and Coordinating Committees'

dations on dments to the Transportation Plan to delete the
Inner Loop and add the collector streets, a public hearing before the
MAPC has been scheduled for September 29, at 1:00 p.m.

Dbt i Fakor

Robert A, Lakin NEL
Director of Planning é’ %

recc
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY DATET/21/77

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

TO Coordinating Committee for Transportation Planning

FROM Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

SUBJECT AHEIDMENTS TO THE TRAWSPORTATION PLAN |

On Monday, July 11, the Technical Advisory Cormittee for Transportation
Planning approved the following proposed amendments to the Transportation
Plan:

1. Removal of the Inmer Loop (See Attachment A.)
2. Addition of three desipnated collector streets. (See Attachment B.)

In order to amend the Transportation Plan, the following steps must
be taken: (1) action must be taken by the Coordinating Committee, (2) an
Hapg public hearing must be held (legal notice must be given 20 days in
advance), (3) a 60-day waiting period must take place following the hearing,
(4) the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission may then take official action,
and (5) the amendment is forwarded to the City and County Commissions for
concurrence.

We attempted to schedule a meeting on the 25th but had difficulty
in getting everyone together. e are therefore suggesting that this
matter be handled by a telephone vote.

During the week of July 25-29, we will be calling you to obtain
your votes on the two amendments as follows:

1. Removal of the Imner Loop

In August of 1976, a location pubiic hearing was held for the Inner
Loop Freeway project. Subsequent to the hearing, it was decided by the
City Commission that all planning should be discontinued on the project.
MAPD and KDOT planners will have the opportunity to evaluate the effects
of removing the Inner Loop and develop non-freeway alternatives for the
Inner Loop corridor as the Transportation Plan is being updated. &

It 18 the recommendation of the Coordinating Committee that the
Transportation Plan be amended to delete the Imner Loop Freeway.

2, Addition of Designated Collector Streets

The Coordinating Committee recommends that the Transportation Plan
be amended to include the following designated collector streets:

(1) Clarence Avenue between 45th Street South and 47th Street South;

(2) Sagebrush Lane and Zimmerly from the east line of Timber Lakes
Estates 2nd Addition to the north line of Timber Lakes Estates 2nd Addition
(generally located in the south half of 25-275-2%).




Coordinating Committee for Transportation Planming —2- July 21, 1977

(3) Yosemite Drive in the Park Addition, generally located at the
southeast corner of Pawnec and Maize Road.

If you have any questions or comments ing the dments or
the voting procedures, please feel free to contact Bill Stockwell or Mike
Lindebak.

e

Robert A, Lakin o
Director of Planning

RAL:JAS:th
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY oare /2171

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

TO

FROM

SUBJECT

ATTACHMENT A
The Coordinating Committee for Transportation Planning

Willard L. Stockwell, Chief Planmer, Advance Plans Division
DELETION OF THE INNER LOOP FROM THE TRAHSPORTATION PLAI

The Inner Loop was initially adopted as a part of the Transportation
Plan by the MAPC in 1966. The MAPC conducted location studies and held a
location public hearing on August 12, 1976. 1In addition, preliminary design
plans for the facility were developed in 1967 in conjunction with the I-135/
Ninth Street interchange design.

Recently, a request was received from the Urban Renewal Agency, and
supported by the City Manager, to delete the Inner Loop from the current
Transportation Plan. The basis of this request is an agreement for land
transfer between the Agency and Unified School District 259. The property
in question is currently owned by the URA and was to have been used as
right-of-way for the proposed Inner Loop Freeway. [However, on August 17,
1976, the Board of City Commissioners voted to abandon the Inner Loop
Project.

In order to comply with URA's request, the Technical Advisory Committee
met on June §, 1977, to discuss the issue. No action was taken at that
time. On londay, July 11, the matter was again brought before the Committee
and the following motion was made and approved:

"The TAC recommends that the necegsary action be taken to remove the
Inner Loop from the Transportation Plan. The TAC read the concerns
expressed by KDOT in their letter of 7/11/77 as to the impact of the
Inner Loop removal and stated the importance of considering those impacts
at the systems analysis stage of the Transportation Plan Update to be
undertaken later this fall."

The letter referenced in the motion was presented by representatives
of KDOT at the TAC meeting of 7/11/77. A copy of that letter is attached.

The effect of removing the Inner Loop will be evaluated when alternative
transportation systems are tested. Preliminary land use allocations have
been made. Population and employment are now being distributed on the
basis of land use allocations. When this step has been completed, the
testing of alternative networks will begin. The first network, the existing
street and highways, plus those improvements that have been programned for
construction, will be evaluated this fall.

e e e 7 s 77
Willard L. Stockwell
Chief Planner

Advance Plans Division

WLS:JAS:th
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July 7, 1977

,MEMORANDUM TO: MEMBERS OF THE TECHNICAL ADVISORY C
 FROM: Mr. Victor Moser, P.E., Wichita Urban Planning Engineer

SUBJECT: Evaluation of Planning Requirements With Respect to Removal of
the Inner Loop from the Adopted Transportation Plan (Agenda Item 3)

The removal of the Inner Loop from the adopted Transportation Plan was dis-
cussed at the Technical Advisory Committee meeting on June 6, 1977. Because
we expressed a need for additional analysis, we were requested to amplify our
views by letter so that the removal could be further discussed at today's
meeting. This letter has been prepared for that purpose.

It is our opinion that removal of the Inner Loop from the adopted Transporta-
tion Plan will have the following immediate consequences:

1. Because the removal cf the Inner Loop will most likely be construed as a
major change that impacts on regional air quality, a reassessment of the
Wichita Air Quality Certification Analysis will have to be performed and
the consistency of the Plan and Program with the State Implementation Plan
will have to be determined;

Previous traffic forecasts for vicinity freeway and arterial improvements
that have assumed the construction of the Inner Loop as a basis for esti-
mation will require reexamination;

3. If the above mentioned traffic forecasts will be significantly changed,
environmental studies based on them will require revision; and

4. Changes in traffic forecasts may affect the design of some projeéts.

Another concern is the future usage of the Ninth Street interchange on Inter-
state 135, The interchange was built to accommodate the terminus of the

Inner Loop. If the Inner Loop is removed from the Plan, it will continue to
serve only the local streets to which it is presently connected. In that
event, we recommend that a study be made — either as part of the Plan update
or as an amplification of the East-West Traffic Study — to determine the best
usage of the interchange.

The Location Study that was prepared for the Inner Loop provided officials
with the Social, Economic, and Environmental (S.E.E.) effects of building this
segment of the plan. In order to be consistent with procedures for a compre-
hensive, cooperative, and continuing transportation planning process, it is
necessary to study the S.E.E. effects of not building the Inner Loop and of

. building other projects in place of the Inner Loop.
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* If work on the update of the Trans;

Memorandum to: -2- July 7, 1977

Members of the Technical Advisory Committee

portation Plan proceeds according to
expectations the development and testing of alternate future transportation
systems will soon be underway. It is important that when entering into the
formulation of alternate systems, we have all our options open, thus allow-
ing the performance of the most objective analyses of alternate transporta-
tion systems. Rather than remove the Inner Loop now, our preference is to
consider the freeway solution as well as others that may satisfy the pro-
Jected central city traffic demands in a system context as a means of com-
parison in the development of the new Plan. At that time, the public and

elected officials will have an opportunity to study alternate systems with
the benefit of greater information.

VLC/jas
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.WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY paTte 7/21/77

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

SUBJECT

ATTACIZ[ENT B

The Coordinating Committee for Transportation Planning

Willard L. Stockwell, Chief Planner, Advance Plans Division

ADDITION OF DESIGNATED COLLECTOR STRUETS TO THE TRANSPORTATION PLAN

Periodically, as plats are accepted, collector streets are designated
by the MAPC. Three such streets are now being considered for addition to
the Transportation Plan. They are as follows:

1. Clarence Avenue between 45th Street South and 47th Street South;

2, Sagebrugh Lane and Zimmerly from the east line of Timber Lakes
Estates 2nd Addition to the north line of Timber Lakes Estates 2nd
Addition (generally located in the south half of 25-278-2E).

3. Yosemite Drive of the Park Addition, generally located at the
southeast corner of Pawnee and Maize Rd.

See the attached map for the location of the three streets.

On July 11, 1977, the Technical Advisory Committee approved the
additions.

e, /4 "/ (."‘:.JJ-{"

Willard L. Stockvell
Chief Planner
Advance Plans Division

WLS:JAS:rh
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E. H. Denton, City Manager

Willard L. Stockwell, Chief Planuer, Advance Plans Division

PROGRESS REPORT: REMOVAL OF INNER LOOP FROM ADOPTED TRANSPORTATION PLAN

On Monday, July 1lth the Technical Advisory Committee for Transportation
Planning met to consider a formal action to remove the Inner Loop from the
adopted Transportation Plan. At that meeting vepresentatives of the Kansas
Department of Transportation presented the attached letter commenting on the
removal of the Imner Loop.

Briefly the letter indicates that removal at this time without full con—
sideration of che effect on the adopted transportation plan is not recoomended
by KDOT. They believe that since our updating procedures are only 6-8 months
away that we should not prematurely eliminate a freeway link from the system
unless we know the repercussions on the remnaining transportation system, I
believe the majority of the TAC members including myself agree with KDOT on
this.

Some of XDOT's concerns are related to traffic projections based on full
network availability and the resultant overloads if the Inner Loop is not in
place. This of course affects: (1) projections of air pollutions; (2) total
volunes of traffic and thus design of facilities, (3) previous approved
Eavironmental Impact Statements and (4) the ultimace use of the Ninth Street
Interchange to its full capability. KDOT haa asupgested that all of the effacts
listed above should be studied if the Inner Loop is to be deleted at this
time.

However, in light of the Governing Body's concern over this issue I made
the motion to proceed with removal of Inner Loop from the Transportation Plan
and my motion was approved.

This matter will nov be considered by the Transportation Coordinating
Committee on July 25th at 1 P.M. in the MAPD Conference Roow.

Assuming that the Coordinating Committee concurs with the recommendations
to delete the Incer Loop, a public hearing before the MAPC will be lagally
advertised 20 days in advance of the hearing. Once the hearing has taken
place, a 60-day waiting period (as required by State statute) must occur
before official action can be taken by the MAPC. The amendment would then
be forvarded to the City and County Commissions for concurrence.

If you desire to discuss this matter further please call me.

Willard L. Stockwell, Chief Flanner
Advance Plans Division

WLS:JAS:Th
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TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE
FOR
TRANSPORTATION PLANNING

Hinutes of Meeting
July 11, 1977

ATTENDANCE:
Members Present:

Vic Moser, Urban Transportation Plamning Engineer, KDOT, representing E. D,
Landman, Vice-Chairman, Urban Transportation Engineer, KDOT.

Willard L. Stockwell, Secretary, Chief Planner, Advance Plans Division,
Hetropolitan Area Planning Department.

Ray Bruggeman, Director of Public Works, City of Wichita.

Elmer Karstensen, Director, MTA.

C. Gerald Jasper, Federal Highway Administvation, representing W. T. Jordan,
Planning and Research Engineer, FHWA.

M. G. Seibel, Fifth Division Engineer, KDOT.

Floyd Roedell, Director of Engineering, Mid-Continent Airport, representing
Jay Setter, Director of Aviation, Wichita Airport Authority.

Dick Linn, City Engineer, City of Wichita.

Paul Graves, Traffic Engineer, City of Wichita.

Others Attending:

Mike Lindebak, Principal Planner, Advance Plans Division, MAPD.
Brent Remsberg, Sedgwick County Department of Public Works.
Bill Armstrong, KDOT.

Bob Mielke, Traffic Engineering, City of Wichita.

Don Losew, Junior Planmner, MAPD.

Phil Nelson, Planning Analyst, MAPD.

Joyce Schafer, Planning Analyst, MAPD,

Membera Absent:

Robert A. Lakin, Chairman, Technical Advisory Committee and Director of PWm,
MAPD.

E, D. Landman, Urban Transportation Engineer, KDOT.
W. T. Jordan, Planning and Research Engineer, FEWA.
Chuck Donald, UMTA, Regional Office.

L. D. Gilsworth, Airports Division, FAA.

John Meyer, Urban Planning Engineer, KDOT.

e

b i i Sy ot

L P Ry P




. e e e R S AT

o

2

&

e

B e 1 T T M N AT S

o e

o

e

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE FOR TRANSPORTATION PLANNING
Minutes of Meeting, July 11, 1977
Page Two

Grover McLure, Director, Sedgwick County Public Works Department.

J. 0. Foster, Wichita Area Chamber of Commerce.

R. D. Fogo, Chief Engineer, Kansas Turmpike Authority.

Ted Farmer, Director of Public Works, Butler County.

M. P, Zobkiw, County Engineer, Harvey County

Jay Setter, Director of Aviation, City of Wichita.

Dr. R. Eola:ead. Director, School Plant Planning and Operations Service,
U.8.D. #259,

John Smith, Union Terminal Association.

The meeting was called to order by Vic Moser, representing Vice-Chairman
E. D. Landman, on Yonday, July 11, 1977, at 10 a.m. in the Metropolitan Area
Planning Commission Conference Room on the temth floor of City Hall,

1. Approval of minutes of the June 6, 1977 meeting.

The minutes were approved as distributed,

2. Briefing by MAPD on the CBD Bikeway and Cunal Hike and Bike Trail,

Don Losew, MAPD, presented background information on the CBD Bikeway and up-
dcted the Committee on its current status. Plans have been approved by both RDOT
and FHWA. Construction is to begin in August or September with completion ex~
pected by November or December, at the latest.

Losew went on to explain that the Canal Hike and Bike Trail will extend from
Pawnee to 17th Street, The modified design is expected to be fimalized in July
or August. Letting will probably take place in 1978.

3. Follow-up on the Status of the Inner Loop. ¥

Vic Moser, KDOT, handed out the attached memo to the TAC members on the
subject of "planning requirements with respect to removal of the Inner Loop
from the Transportation Plan." The memo was in response to a Tequest by
Bill Stockwell at the 6/6/77 TAC meeting to provide the Committee with a letter
identifying the problems that would result from early removal of the Inmer Loop.
Stockwell then briefly reviewed the memo.

Ray Bruggeman agked when the Transpertation Update would be completed.
Stockwell said that the systems analysis stage will be completed this fall,

Mike Lindebak, MAPD, then presented the Urban Remewal Agency's proposal,
which was to delete the Inmer Loop from the current Transportation Plan.
He explained that in order to give clear title to the Board of Education, who
wants the land that is being held by the URA, the Inner Loop stigma must be
removed.




TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE FOR TRANMSPORTATION PLANTING
Minutes of Meeting, July 11, 1977
Page Three
The following discussion ensued:
Bruggeman: Is there an agreement between the BOE and the URA?
Lindebak: Yes, that's why they want to remove the Immer Loop "reserve.’

Bruggeman: Does the BOE have immediate plans [For the land/? Is 6 months
too long to wait /for the Transportation Plan Update/?

Lindebak: The URA has been trying for the past 6 months.

Moser: Is a delay [_Iu the removal of the Inner Loop/ a viable alternative?

Stockwell: No.

Lindebak: No other freeway will be planned. Arterial streets must be used
instead.

The following motion was made by Stockwell after suggestions from the TAC
members:

"The TAC recommends that the necessary action be taken to
remove the Inner Loop from the Transportation Plan. The TAC read
the concerns expressed by KDOT in their letter of 7/11/77 as to the
impact of the Inner Loop removal and stated the importance of con-
sidering those impacts at the systems analysis stage of the Trans-
portation Plan Update to be undertaken later this fall."

Dick Linn seconded the motion. The motion passed (6 for —— O against).

4. Anendments to the Transportation Plan other than the Inmer Loop. >

Lindebak explained that the following 3 streets have been designated by
the MAPC as collector streets (in conjunction with platting of the areas):

~— Clarence Avenue between 45th Street South and 47th Street South.

-- Sagebrush Lane and Zimmerly from the east line of Timber Lakes Estates
2nd Addition to the north line of Timber Lakes Estates 2nd Addition (generally
located in the south half of 25-275-2E).

-- Yosemite Drive in the Park Additiom, generally located at the southeast
corner of Pawnee and Maize Rd.

Responding to a question from Paul Graves, Lindebak said a new 13A map would
be developed in a year or so--after the Update.

Bruggeman made a motion to add the collector streets to the Transportation
Plan. Karstensen seconded it, and the motion passed.




TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE FOR TRANSPORTATION PLAMNING
Minutes of Meeting, July 11, 1977
Page Four

5. Briefing by KDOT on the Adrport Planning Grants.

Vic Hoser presented information on the nevly established state airport
planning grant program. $100,000 has been appropriated for this program, and
the money 1s to be used exclusively for airport master planning activities, The
program is generally applicable to the smaller airports, $25,000 is the maximum
grant available on an 80/20 ratio, It is anticipated that 6 or 7 grants will be
awvarded this year. Grants will be avarded on the basis of existing facilities,
present and future demands, cost of work, and the effect on the eity/community.
Moser pointed out that nearly half of the airports in Kansas are now unsurfaced
and unattended and that many are closed at night. He said that this progran is

essentially a one year experiment to show that the state can handle airport
planning grants and that there 1s a need.

6. Presentation by MTA on the various marketing strategies that have been
enployed to increase ridership,

Karstensen, Director of MTA, told the Commi:
and advertising budget 1s $15,000 but that it 1s not available right now. He
went on to explain some of the marketing techniques that are being used or will
be used in the near future. For example, miniature buses that are small enough
to fit inside buildings have been built for advertising/demonstration purposes.
The "family ‘fare" has also been introduced

+ Under this plan a family can ride
all day for only 75¢. The scenic surrey to the zoo and the Downtowner were also
mentioned by Karstensen.

ttee that the 1977 MTA marketing

Some possible new ideas included "ride & work" passes that could be sold
through the employers, focus on energy comnservation in MTA's advertising

antiﬂt:l.es. and school fares for elementary, junior high, and senior high school
students,

Karstensen pointed out tkat ridership wvas down in January but that it went
up in May.

He went on to say that they were in
Paul Graves then asked him where the sc!

""Ws

the process of making new schedule maps.

hedules were posted. Karstensen replied,
» banks, Chamber of Commerce, etc." Graves then asked why smaller buses

were not used. Karstensen said it was because no good small buses are being
built now (mini ones, yes).

7. Slide-tape show presenting KDOT trangportation programs.

The film discussed KDOT's 1976-77

transportation programs with special
smphasis on the state 3-R Pprogram.

With no further business, the meeting wis adjourned.
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Willard L. Stockwell
Secretary
Technical Advisory Comnittee
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Section 8-B
Wichita ATS

. MEMORANDUM T MEMBERS OF THE TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE

FROM: Mr. Victor Moser, P.E., Wichita Urban Planning Engineer

SUBJECT: Evaluation of Planning Requirements With Respect to Removal of
the Inner Loop from the Adopted Transportation Plan (Agenda Item 3)

The removal of the Inner Loop from the adopted Transportation Plan was dis-
cussed at the Technical Advisory Committee meeting on June 6, 1977. Because
we expressed a need for. additional analysis, we were requested to amplify our
views by letter so that the removal could be further discussed at today's
meeting. This letter has been prepared for that purpose.

It is our opinion that removal of the Inner Loop from the adopted Transporta-—
tion Plan will have the following immediate consequences:

1. Because the removal of the Inner Loop will most likely be construed as a
major change that impacts on regional air quality, a reassessment of the
Wichita Air Quality Certification Analysis will have to be performed and
the consistency of the Plan and Program with the State Implementation Plan
will have to be determined;

Previous traffic forecasts for vicinity freeway and arterial improvements
that have assumed the construction of the Inner Loop as a basis for esti-
mation will require reexamination;

- If the above mentioned traffic forecasts will be significantly changed,
environmental studies based on them will require revision; and

4. Changes in traffic forecasts may affect the design of some projects.
—_—

Another concern is the future usage of ‘the Ninth Street interchange on Inter-
state 135, The interchange was built to accommodate the terminus of the
Inner Loop. If the Inner Loop is removed from the Plan, it will continue to
serve only the local streets to which it is presently connected. In that
event, we recommend that a study be made — either as part of the Plan update
or as an amplification of the East-West Traffic Study — to determine the best

usage of the interchange.
—————————

The Location Study that was prepared for the Inner Loop provided officials
with the Social, Economic, and Environmental (S.E.E.) effects of building this
segment of the plan. In order to be consistent with procedures for a compre—
hensive, cooperative, and continuing transportation planning process, it is

necessary to study the S.E.E. effects of not building the Inner Loop and of
building otheT projects In place of the Inner Loop.
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Memorandum to: -2- July 7, 1977

Members of the Technical Advisory Committee

If work on the update of the Transportation Plan proceeds according to
expectations the development and testing of alternate future transportation
systems will soon be underway. It is important that when entering into the

formulation of alternate systems, we have all our options open, thus allow-
ing the performance of the most objective analyses of alternate transporta-
tion systems. Rather than remove the Inmer Loo, now, our preference is to
consider the freeway solution as well as others Chat may satisfy the pro-
Jected central city traffic demands In & System context as a_peans of com-
parison in the development of the new Plan.

ed officials will have an opporl

the benefit of greater information

VLC/jas
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WICHITA — SEDGWICK. COUNTY

W

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING
DEPARTMENT
CITY HALL — TENTH FLOOR

455 NORTH MAIN STREET July 1, 1977
WICHITA, KANSAS 67202
(316) 268-4561

HOTICE OF MEETING

There will be a meeting of the Technical Advisory Cormittee for Trans-
portation Planning on ilonday, July 11, 1977. The meeting will be held at
10 a.nm. in the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission Conference Room on the |
tenth floor of City Hall, 455 M. Main, Wichita, Fansas.

AGEIDA
Approval of minutes of June 6, 1977 meeting.

Briefing by MAPD on the status of the CBD Bikeway and the Canal
Hike and Bike Trail.

Follow-up on the status of the Inner Loop.

Last meeting, it was explained that a request had been received from
the Urban Renewal Agency and supported by the City Manager to delete
the Inner Loop from the current Transportation Plan. This meeting,
KDOT will present information on the possible results of early removal
of the inner loop. Also, Urban Renewal will identify specifically

what land is desired by the Board of Education, Section 8 housing, etc.
Action required.

RECOMTEIDED ACTIOH: That the Technical Advisory Committee take whatever
action it deems appropriate.

2 4. Anendments to the Transportation Plan other than the Inner Loop.
The UAPC has recommended that the following streets be designated
as collector streets:
~Clarence Avenuc between 45th Street South: and 47th Street South.
-Sagebrush Lane and Zimmerly from the east 1ine of Timber Lakes
Estates 2nd Addition to the north line of Timber Lakes Estates
2nd Addition (generally located in the south half of 25-275-2E).

Other recommendations will be considered at this time. (See attachment.)
Action required.

RECOMHENDED ACTION: That the Technical Advisory Cormittee approve the
addition of these collector streets to the Transportation Plan.
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_AGENDA (continued) -2- July 1, 1977

5. Briefing by KDOT on the Airport Planning Grants.

Oo the last day of the 1977 Legislature, $100,000 was appropriated
through an omnibus eppropriations bill for the establishment of a state
airport planning grant program. The money is to be used exclusively

I for airport master planning activities. The program will provide grants

=t : to six or seven municipalities in the state. The state director of aviation
has written rules and regulations. An application has been prepared and
sent to those communities showing an interest in obtaining a grant. The
presentation will be of special interest to airport sponsors in the tri-
county area.

Presentation by MTA on the various marketing strategies that have been

employed to increase ridership.

Presentation will also include information on budget proposals and .
recomnmendations. o

T A T A

ape s sent: 's transportation ‘ ograms, ;

This promotional film was developed by KDOT for use by the State's !
L Secretary of Transportation. The film discusses KDOT's 1976-1977 ‘"j
] . transportation programs with special emphasis on the state 3-R &
E'»-* S program. ‘1
7 R 8. Other business. *j
ki '
%5 s Respectfully submitted, j
% : 5
!
k Willard L. Stockwell, Secretary 4
bis Technical Advisory Committee B
4 for Transportation Planning i
b
i
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY Har

June' 16, 1977

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

TO

FROM

SUBJECT

Bill Stockwell, Chief Planner
Advance Plans

Jack H. Galbraith, Chief Planner
Current Plans

Amendments to the Transportation Plan

During M.A.P.C. consideration of two recent plats, recommen-
dations were made that certain streets be designated as
collectox streets. These streets are as follows:

1k Clarence Avenue between 45th Street South and 47th Street
South;

21 Sagebrush Lane and Zimmerly from the east line of Timber
Lakes Estates 2nd Addition to the north line of Timber
Lakes Estates 2nd Addition (generally located in the
south half of 25-275- 2E),.

Please keep these recommendations in mind when you next revise

the Transportation Plan.
JM ;yalbraith

Chief Planner
JHG:LO:rme

cc: Mike Lindebak, Principal Planner, Advance Plans
Caldwell's First Addition plat file (S/D 76-105)
Timber Lakes Estates 2nd Addition plat file (S/D 76-50)




TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE
FOR

TRANSPORTATION PLANNING

lfinutes of Meeting

June 6, 1977

ATTENDANCE:
Members present:

Vic Moser, Urban Transportation Planning Engineer, KDOT, representing
E. D. Landman, Vice-Chairman, Urbtan Transportation Engineer, KDOT.

Willard L. Stockwell, Secretary, Chief Planner, Advance Plans Division,
Metropolitan Area Planning Department.

Ray Bruggeman, Director of Public Works, City of Wichita.

Elzer Karstensen, Director, MTA.

Grover McLure, Director, Sedgwick County Public Works Department.,

C. Gerald Jasper, Federal Highway Administration, representing W. T. Jordan,
Planning and Research Engineer, FIWA.

M. G. Seibel, Fifth Division Engineer, KDOT.

J. 0. Foster, Wichita Area Chamber of Commerce,

Floyd Roedell, Director of Engineering, Mid-Continent Airport, representing
Jay Setter, Director of Aviation, Wichita Airport Authority.

Others Attending:

Mike Lindebak, Principal Planner, Advance Plans Division, MAFD.
Brent Remsberg, Sedgwick County Department of Public Works.

Bob Finkbiner, Urban Renewal Agency.

Don Losew, Junior Planner, MAPD.

Phil Nelson, Planning Analyst, MAPD.

Joyce Schafer, Planning Analyst, MAPD.

Jim York, Graphics, MAPD.

Members Absent:

Robert A, Lakin, Chairman, Technical Advisory Committee and Director of Planning,
MAPD.

E. D. Landman, Urban Transportation Engineer, KDOT.

7. T. Jordan, Plamning aud Research Engineer, FHVA.

Chuck Donald, UMTA, Reglonal Office.

L. D. Gilpworth, Airports Divioicn, FAA,

Jolm Meyer, Urban Planning Engineer, KDOT.

pick Limn, City Engineer, City of Wichita.
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Minutes of Meeting, June 6, 1977
Page Two

Paul Graves, Traffic Engineer, City of Wichita.

R. D. Fogo, Chief Engineer, Kansas Turnpike Authority.

Ted Farmer, Director of Public Works, Butler County.

M. P. Zobkiw, County Engineer, Harvey County.

Jay Setter, Director of Aviation, City of Wichita.

Dr. R. Kols:;ad, Director, School Plant Planning and Operations Service,
U.5.D. #259,

John Smith, Union Terminal Association.

The meeting was called to order by Vic loser, representing Vice-Chairman
E. D. Landman, on Monday, June 6, 1977, at 10 a.m. in the Metropolitan Area
Plannl.ng_(!amieaion Conference Room on the tenth floor of City Hall.

1. Approval of minutes of the March 28, 1977 meeting.

The minutes were approved as distributed.

2. Presentation by Grover McLure, Sedrwick County Director of Public Worls,

on the County's Bridge Replacement Program.

As stated by McLure, a total of 234 bridges in Sedgwick County must be
brought up to standards under the new program. The breakdown is as follows:

System Total Replace

FAS 146 17
Ccunty 106 12

Township 318 205
570 234

McLure explained that one of the problems now facing the County is that
of financing the bridge improvements. Formerly, bonding was used and supple-
mented with FAS funds (when applicable). But now, due to such projects as the
Coliseum and the 01d County Courthouse, the County is reaching its bond in-
debtedness 1imit. McLure is proposing that a separate fund be established for
financing bridge improvements (those costing $160,000 or more). With a 2 mil’
1imit, such a8 fund could generate as much as $2 million for bridge replacement
in Sedgwick County. Swmaller counties could benefit from such a program, too,
by using it as a method of obtaining emergency funds.

Mike Lindebak asked McLure how long it would take to replace the 29 FAS
and County bridges. McLure said it would probably take 2 to 4 years but that
this was a very tentative estimate because of the many variables imnvolved. The
program could not even begin until next July because a decision on the funding
legiolation would not be made until then. McLure added that all of the bridges
vere now operable on a small ton limit.
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3. Slide-tape program on Urban Transportation Planning

Mike Lindebak, MAPD, introduced the film "Overview of Urban Transportation
Planning," developed by the Federal Highway Administration. The film was in-
tended to provide general background information on transportation planning.
The film discussed the planning process--including organization, work programs,
short and long ranged planning, and the continuous aspect of the process. It
also discussed planning in terms of goals and objectives, inventories, analysis
of existing conditions, and forecasting. ;

Xt 4. Briefing by the MAPD on the status of the Inner Loop.

Bill Stockwell, MAPD, explained that a request had been received from
the Urban Renewal Agency and supported by the City Manager to delete the Inmer
Loop from the current Tramsportation Plan. The request is based upon a land
transfer agreement made between the Agency and Unified School District 259. The
property in question is currently owned by the URA and was to have been used as
right-of-way for the proposed Inner Loop Freeway. However, on August 17, 1976,
the Board of City Commissioners voted to abandon the Imner Loop project. Stock=-
well went on to explain that TAC review is necessary in order to comply with
URA's request. The following discussion ensued:

Ray Bruggeman suggested that the total system be studied before removing
any one individual item.

Stockwell explained that there is land being reserved for the inner loop
which 1s needed not only by the Board of Education but also by certain developers
in the city for Section 8 housing. Tinkbiner concurred. -

Vic Moser stated that i1f the inner loop were removed, forecasts on other
arterials would have to be changed. Air quality and noise analysis would also
have to be done.

1 Stockwell suggeal-:'ed that Moser provide the Committee with a letter identi-
i i fying the problems that would result from early removal of the immer loop. It
would then be discussed with the City lianager and Urban Renewal.

Moser said he would and added that travel forecasts on U. S. 54 would have
to be updated. He said he supported Bruggeman's suggestion on "systematic
removal."

Foster stated that the Chamber of Commerce has been and continues to be in
favor of the Inner Loop.

Karsatensen asked whether or not U. S. 54 could handle the traffic without
the Inner Loop.

Moser said it probably could, but at a lower level of service.
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Finkbiner then questioned the feasibility of getting the City Commissioners
and the public to change their minds about the Inmer Loop.

Lindebak asked whether or not there was some way of eliminating the "reserve"
status of the land that is being held without removing the Inner Loop from the
Plan.

Stockwell suggested that at the next TAC meeting, Urban Renewal identify
specifically what land is desired by the Board of Education, developers, etc.

Jasper then added that FHWA would 1like to see the Inner Loop mnot removed
until the whole system is reviewed and updated.

Unscheduled Item - Public Attitude Survey

Vic Moser received a call from Bill Jordan saying that the FHWA would be
willing to help with the public attitude survey, if so desired.

5. Level ITI Update - 1973 Traffic Assigmment

Comparisons between the 1973 model-predicted traffic volumes and the
actual (counted) volumes were presented by Mike Lindebak. Results indicated
that overall vehicle miles of travel were overassigned by 4 percent and traffic
counts along the river cutline were underassigned by 2 percent for 150,000+
trips. In general, it was felt that the models were sufficient for forecasting
travel.

S ey

o

6. Presentation by M. G. Seibel, KDOT, on the status of highway projects in
the Tri-County area.

The attached report was delivered by M. G. Seibel.

= g

With no further business, the meeting was adjourned.
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Willard L. Stockwell
Secretary
Technical Advisory Committee
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY DATE

June 16, 1977
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT - 4

Bill Stockwell, Chief Planner
Advance Plans

Jack H. Galbraith, Chief Planner
Current Plans

SUBJEET Amendments to the Transportation Plan

During M.A.P.C. consideration of two recent plats, recommen-
dations were made that certain streets be designated as
collector streets. These streets are as follows:

1. Clarence Avenue between 45th Street South and 47th Street
South;

20 Sagebrush Lane and Zimmerly from the east line of Timber
Lakes Estates 2nd Addition to the north line of Timber
Lakes Estates 2nd Addition (generally located in the
south half of 25-275- 2E).

Please keep these recommendations in mind when you next revise
the Transportation Plan.

Jm 1braith

Chief Planner

JHG:LO:rme

cc: Mike Lindebak, Principal Planner, Advance Plans
Caldwell's First Addition plat file (S/D 76-105)
Timber Lakes Estates 2nd Addition plat file (S/D 76-50)




WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY DATE
June 16, 1977

' MEITROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

TQ Bill Stockwell, Chief Planner
Advance Plans
FROM Jack H. Galbraith, Chief Planner

Current Plans

susuzpr Amendments to the Transportation Plan

During M.A.P.C. consideration of two recent plats, recommen-
dations were made that certain streets be designated as
collector streets. These streets are as follows:

1. Clarence Avenue between 45th Street South and 47th Street
South;

o5 Sagebrush Lane and Zimmerly from the east line of Timber
Lakes Estates 2nd Addition to the north line of Timber
Lakes Estates 2nd Addition (generally located in the
south half of 25-27S- 2E).

Please keep these recommendations in mind when you next revise
the Transportation Plan.

cl H. Galbraith
£ Planner
JHG :LO:rme

COPY

cc: -/éike Lindebak, Principal Planner, Advance Plans
! Caldwell's First Addition plat file (8/D 76-105)
Timber Lakes Estates 2nd Addition plat file (S/D 76-50)
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METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

TO

FROM

BUBJECT

o e

"WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY oare

April 14, 1976

Willard L. Stockwell, Chief Planner
Advance Plans Division

Curtis L. Newby, Junior Planner
Current Plans Division

Transportation Plan Amendment.

At their regular meeting of March 18, 1976, the Planning Commission
approved the final plat of The Park Addition, which is generally
located at the southeast corner of Pawnee and Maize Road. One

of the conditions of the approval was that Yosemite Drive be
designated as a collector street and that the Transportation Plan
be amended accordingly.

Attached herewith is a copy of the plat for your information and
it is requested that the designation of Yosemite Drive as a
collector street be included in the amendments to the Transportation
Plan when next updated.

L T e D S S

If you have any questions concerning this matter, contact me.

Curtis L. Newby, Junior Plann
CLN :rme
Attachment

cc: Bruce Curfman, Junior Planner




