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WICHITA - SEDGWICK COUNTY

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING
DEPARTMENT

CITY HALL - TENTH FLOOR
455 NORTH MAIN STREET· February 2, 1978
WICHITA KANSAS 67202

(318) 268-4561

TO: All Interested Legislative and Administrative Groups
and Agencies

8 4913

*«33
«49·: 416,

€03*84"

FROM: Robert A. Lakia, Secretary, ilichita-Sedgwick Counti
iletropolitan Area Planning Commission

SUBJECT: DR 77-2 3, ADOPTIO:3 OF A.4 AIft,JDMEJT TO THE TRA,¢SPORTATICE
PLAJ ELIZI·IENT OF Tim COMPREHENSIVE DEVELOPME.JT PLAN OF
THE NICUITA-SEDGWICK COU..ITY ITETROPOLITAN AREA

Attached for your information and files is a
certified copy of the Plan Amendment deleting the -ipm''

Inner Loot' Eleressway from the Transportation Plan 1.2=m-'

Element of the Comprehensive Plan for the lichita-
Sedgwick County Metropolitan Arec.

The Plan Amendment complies with the action
.tice'll'I.=.

of the tlichita Board of City Commiss ioners, 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 Com-
prehensive Plan for the lichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area.

If you should have any questions concerning
this matter, please contact the Wichita-Sedgwick m//8///Th#,t

County iletropolitan Area Planning Department. ..#*
Sincerely, -3

4-1-2/22 221.3 -
Robert A. Lakin Immek

l
.lichita-Sedgwick County Fls»"
detropolitan Area Planning
Commission

RAL:JAS:rh

Attachments: 1. Certificate 0%=,2

2. Plan Amendment
.6*00=?
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CERTIFICATE

I, Robert A. Lakin, duly elected Secretary of the Wichita-

Sedgwick County Itetropolitan Area Plaining Commission, do hereby

certify that the attached Plan Amendment deleting the "Inner Loop"

complies with the action of the Wichita Board of Cio 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 :Ietropolitan Area.

Given under my hand and seal this R ht) day of
'N Jl ft i, r, 1,4 , 1978.

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

>92€

(SEAL)
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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
It

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

94 B.
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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
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

P t 42+4
2*11

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

r,• ,
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"Anticipatedtraffic 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.

€0.

*65.1

'20*74

"The inclusion of the Northeast Diagonal into
the thorofare system will relieve the traffic loads ./1
on East 21st, East 13th, and Central Avenue. Re- 1.==,

lieving only a portion of the traffic loads on these CZE
arterials will result in a safer and more efficient Ili.lam
flow of traffic. · im'

"CENTRAL BUSINESS DISTRICT FEEDER AND
CIRCULATION STREETS Fti-1

ept:W'-?1:

[Em}=6;-,31

40-22¥.

"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=

94*7"

1, r

"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- -I

tional street rights-of-way and pavement widths, as
well as sufficient room for channelization and turning

Pr
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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 I I 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- ¢t
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.

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.

Signed this day of BA.V , 197<
r

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

(SEAL)

-4
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WICHITA - SEDGWICK COUNTY

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING

DEPARTMENT

CITY HALL - TENTH FLOOR

455 NORTH MAIN STREET February 2, 1978
WICHITA, KANSAS 87202

(316) 268·4561

TO: All Interested Legislative and Administrative Groups
and Agencies

FROIi: Robert A. Lakia, Secretary, Wichita-Sedgwick County
Iletropolitan Area Planning Commission

SUBJECT: DR 77-23, ADOPTIO,3 OF Al AtiEADME.IT TO THE TRANSPORTATION
PLAJ EI211]ENT OF TIm COMPREIIENSIVE DEVELOPME.iT PLAN OF

THE .VICHITA-SEDGHICK COU.ITY IETROPOLITAA AREA

Attached for your information and files is a
certified copy of tia Plan Amendment deleting the
Inner Loop Expressway from the Transportation Plan
Element of the Comprehensive Plan for the lichita-
Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area.

The Plan Amendment complies with the action
of the tlichita Board of City Commissioners, who,
on December 13, 1977, acting under K.S.A. 12-704a,
directed that the Innar Loop Expressway be deleted
from the Transportation Plan Element of the Com-
prehensive Plan for the Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area.

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

Sincerely,

Robert A. Lakin
lichita-Sedgwick County

iletropolitan Araa Planning
Commission

RAL:JAS:rh

Attachments: 1. Certificate
2. Plan Amendment
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CERTIFICATE

I. Robert A. Lakin, duly elected Secretary of the Wichita-

Sedgwick County tletropolitan Area Planning Commission, do hereby

certify that the attached Plan Amendment deleting the "Inner Loop

complies with the action of the lichita Board of Cit, Commissioners,
r·Uk 

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-

Seclgwick County iletropolitan Area.

Given under my hand and seal this day of M¥

r.0 1 fr u ct n., , 1978.

Robert . axin, Secretary
Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area Planning

...

Commission

(SEAL)

*fiL
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PLAN AMENDMENT

·u,3231>·1

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
i

to be held on the amendment to the Transportation Plan Elementg
r.

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,

24 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

K

-2116.-,
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Transportation Plan Element of the Comprehensive Plan for the *4

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 L6op 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 lircumferential 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 Diagonal is a collector-distributor
expressway for the northeast quadrant and directly con-
nects it to the Central Business District Area.

t€
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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.

i

i

F

p97-1

At 13?9?k

"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.

f:$22

"CENTRAL BUSINESS DISTRICT FEEDER AND
CIRCULATION STREETS

la

"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 i'
in this area could handle the traffic demands with :4

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

E
E
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-.:'.:/4,44 I . ./
J

0



0
20&09.

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- 9*4 5

Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area, " as previously arnended 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- a

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.

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
Y

Sedgwick County and to all legislative and administrative agencies
4.

affected by the plan.

24»-, 197Signed this day of

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

(SEAL)

2 192726»=
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THE CITY OF WICHITA i. At
OFFICE OF DATE January 13, 1978 1----,WO,

TO ROBERT A. LAKIN, DIRECTOR OF PLANNING

FROM H. R. KUHN, Assistant City Attorney
+f

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.

Xespectfu>ly subIR:0ed,

Assistant City Xttorney

HRK:mb

cc: John Dekker

I JAN 17 1978
.3 MENROPONIAN
\9 PEANNING

3?fte?>irl> r

I kir - *2 1
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY DATE 12/29/77

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

TO John Dekker, Director of Law ·

FROM Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

SUBJECT 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:rh

Attachments: 2



FROM Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

SUBJECT 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.

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

Robert A. Lakin
Director of Planning

RAL:JAS:rh

Attachment

r

X

WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY DATE 2/8/78

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Tn F. N. Denton. Citv Manager
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METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING

DEPARTMENT

CITY HALL - TENTH FLOOR

455 NORTH MAIN STREET

WICHITA, KANSAS 87202

(316) 28644561

February 2, 1978 ...=t

- I .0. To: All Interested Legislative and Administrative Groups
/5: 1.44 and Agencies

FROII: Robert A. Lakin, Secretary, lichita-Sedgwick County Al-

Iletrojolitan Area Planning Counission 121**
14432*

SUBJECT: DR 77-23, ADOPTION OF An ADIEJDMENT TO T.IE T.UUSPORTA- Le#=.:ir
Immemy

TION PLAN ELEME.11 OF THE COMPREE.ISIVE DEVELOPMENT
PLAN OF Ti:E UICHITA-SEDG,JICK COUNTY 112;TROPOLITAN
AREA glimi

Attached for your information and files is a -
certified copy of the Resolution adogting an amendment
to the Transportation Plan Element of the Comprehensive

rt:{1 -34%44 Development Plan for the :Lichita-Sedgwick County Metro- r=<*i
politan Area. The approval action was taken by the 11151 .#*
Metropolitan Araa Planning Commission on September 29, /01.92'i»'l

Ht:.ut€r«:'1977. K·& :'; ?D.i.2¥
A :4*93"···
iwgil.·:

46

In fulfilling the requirements prescribed bi law,
the Planning Commission did distribute certified copies

1* clpilm#i of the approved Resolution to interested governmental
and administrative agencies, and in i ts meeting o f
January 3, 1973, having waited the sixti (60) dals

Bt ?35&19···£ prescribed by law, and having considered all comments
and recornnendations, did adopt the attached Resolution.

tr

44

0 If you should have any questions concerning this
matter, please contact thenchita-·Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area Planning Department.1.@.

64/

Sincereli,

klg--4. Ah--:ru..8*7

Robert A. Lakin

t licaita- Sedgwick County
iletropolitan Area Planning
Coinmiss ion

RAL:JAS:rh

/051

.f Attachments:

1. Certificate 2. Resolution
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CERTIFICATE

I, Robert A. La]:in, duly elected, authorized and acting

as Secretary of the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area

Planning Commission, Sedgwick County, Kansas, do hereb, certify

that the attached Resolution was adopted by the lichita-Sedgwick

County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission on January 5, 1970.
This action completes the adoption of an al, endment to the Trans-

eailf
·2*Er· portation Plan Element of the Comprehensive Plan of the .lichita-

Sedgwick County iletropolitan Area.

Given under my hand and seal this day

of , 1973.

d€'110 eL-j
41*t Robert A. Lakin, Secretary

Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area Planniag
Commissioa

4,440
(SEAL)

. 44*
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RESOLUTION --3

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

'Sm#

«29
4*21·344
14 9.*2*

e»*%:
*>*2.frat

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 City Commission r'·ambers 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

'Wr

1>f».-
1.'.4 r

'4=

·. ··Fr:97f'F
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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.

496er-:

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

14#p

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 Metropolitan1*0
Area Planning Commission members, at Wichita, Kansas, this 29th

day of September, 1977.

Greide-b, Vice-Chairman

Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission

ATTEST:

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 fczegoing 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.

Matj#rie L. Tayldr, Chairman
Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission

ATTEST:

t,22

d€J„*4 ed,
Rbbert A. Lakin, Secretary
Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission

(SEAL)

U»
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RESOLUTION

L

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

=24.-

.Ff4=

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

Lf,"A
·72»25

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

4.53%
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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.

23

8.1

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 Comprehersive 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.

"f,7*7 ' 1% .3443':
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Approved by at least a majority of all the Metropolitan
Area Planning Commission members, at Wichita, Kansas, this 29th

rF

day of September, 1977.

A

JerryC1 Greider, Vice-Chairman
Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission

ATTEST:

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

(SEAL)

0
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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 Sth day of
January, 1978.

/ F thut.,24.
Mar jde L. Maylor UChairman
Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission

ATTEST:

341144 1,
Robert A. Lakin, Secretary
Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission

t

(SEAL)
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY DATE 12/29/77

Flois METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

TO John Dekker, Director of Law

FROM Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

SUBJECT INNER LOOP PLAN AMENDMENT

The attached Plan Amendment and Certificate were prepared for999*05
the purpose of deleting the Inner Loop Expressway from the Trans-
portation Plans as requested by the City Commission. We would

40*4 appreciate it if you would review these two documents for legal
form.

Robert A. Lakin

Director of Planning

RAL:JAS:rh 79-

Attachments: 2

32#
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WICHITA - SEDGWICK CTY

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING
DEPARTMENT

CITY HALL - TENTH FLOOR

456 NOR™ MAIN STREEr
WICHITA. KANSAS 67202

(316) 288-4561

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. 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 Metropolitan Area.

Given under my hand seal this day of

197 .

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

(SEAL)

667 4



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,

44 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

4¢l
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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

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

t
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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 13 th, 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

64*i

"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

e
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bays may be difficult to obtain and construct in the

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

will relieve traffic volumes on East 21st, 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.

Signed this day of , 197 .

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

94,2
(SEAL)
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY DATE 12/27/77

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPANTMENT

TO The Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission

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

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

On January 5, 1977, the Planning Commission will meet to consider
the adop tion 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.

Willaed I>Etotkwell
Chief Planner
Advance Plans Division

WLS:JAS:rh
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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 -I. 21...
County has heretofore duly made and adopted a Transportation Plan d'.
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; thitti --and .·vea-· ·--49-/-

alwar 'A£49?4
'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

.'·,2/4$9WHEREAS, 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 on the main floor
of City Hall, 455 N. Mair. Wichita, Kansas, did hold the public
hearing at which hearing more than a majority of all members of

9 r
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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 .....Il....I

Plan Element of the Comprehensive Plan for the Wichita-Sedgwick .0ye;¥=b=k

County Metropolitan Area be readopted as previously amended and 99*49'
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

'1¥22>:79747 -

1*3349

(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 hereto fore 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 Wichi + 3 and the governing body of Sedgwick County and
to all legislative and administrative agencies affected by the plan.

R.1..
44



Approved by at least a majority of all the Metropolitan
Area Planning Commission members, at Wichita, Kansas, this 29th
day of September, 1977.

r

C \Jerrg Greider, Vice-Chairman
-'Wichita-Sedgwick County

Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission

ATTEST:

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

(SEAL)

%
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-SEDGWICK COUNTY , DATE 12/2/77

AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

The Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission

Stockwell, Chief Planner, Advance Plans Division 1,51

, AMENDMENTS TO THE TRANSPORTATION ELEMENT OF THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN
if:. 1

On December 22, 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

approvalon September 29, 1977.

On October 5, 1977, certified copies of the approved resolution were

: to the following interested parties, as part of the required notifica-

1 procedure.

Sedgwick County Board of Commissioners
Wichita Board of City Commissioners

E. It. Denton, City Manager
John Dekker, Director of Law

R. W. Bruggeman, Director of Public Works

Paul Graves, Traffic Engineer

Grover Mclure, Sedgwick County Department of Public Works

Dick Linn, City Engineer

E. D. Landman, Urban Transportation Planning Engineer, KDOT

Verne Craig, Engineer of Planning, KDOT

Ted Hill, Sedgwick Counry Counselor

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

RECO*ENDED ACTION: That the Planning Commission adopt the
r:kresolution adding the three designated collector streets to the

Transportation Plan Element of the Comprehensive Plan. ;1

144«.1 9 A*rva...A
Willard L. Stockwell 44%Chief Planner

Advance Plans Division

YX+920

£801 1

WICHITA

METROPOLITAN

TO

FROM Willard L.

SUBJECT DR 77-23,

sent

tior
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RESOLUTION 6*f

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 ate all incorporated herein by reference;
and

-f*4-

tr6·

4044* :
109?10.6...

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:
¤/i,13@

'*fri."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

74%

»An I . 72-
f.

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

3 L
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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 4

County Metropolitan Area be readopted as previously amended and -i be further amended by adding thereto on Revised Map 13A, dated
February 3, 1966:

R.

(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

3,2 Planning Commission, record on the Transportation Plan Element of the
;262"- Comprehensive Plan for the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area,

as herstofore 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.

( \Jerr* Greider, Vice-Chairman
U'Wichita-Sedgwick County

Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission

ATTEST:

Robert A. I,akin, 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, Chairman
Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission

ATTEST:

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

(SEAL)
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Ducember 19, 1977

Mr. E. D. Landman

Urban Transportation Planning Engineer
PlanninA 6 Development
Kansas Department of Transportation
State Office Duilding
Topeka, 2.6 66612

Actu: Vic .10*r

Dear Mr. Landman:

Tne boar: of City Commissioilers too•. action Tueuday, Wcember 24, 1977
to aend tile Tran,4.Ortation Pia,·1 dele tini; tne Intier Loop rmeway. Officially
ta,3 1 ranapt,rtation Flan agie,lacnent Will * posted in l,le ce.,preaan,ive plan
docuiwiaL as r: co•ID.unded uy cae Tecitnical Adviaory and Coordinatina Goiumittees.

fleaae feel free to ,·repace traffic forecata for Lite U.G. 54 Topeka
to I-:35 locatious study aa: uiling no Lmler Loop. I would .subjest: t.lat Lite
year 2000 traffic: aasionment Lo the exid cli,6 Pius commitced utatwork De made
prior to iinalizinb a forucast for ttle location964 .cudy. If our ecaff could
be Of any aualstaace in crip gui,ura Ciou pleakie adviwe.

Now Wat: 61.0 Inner Loop ita: b.un removed from the Trawiporcation Plan,
th' plan update take' on UUW weaniug. I,uring tile dlucus*ion with cae HAPC,
le waa generally abrued tuat all alternatives should k coaoidered in the
Inner Loop corridor. 4 pointed out that acaphaaiu would b. put on non-
frioway solutions. 1 expect tact ch• queation of a freeway will be dis-
cioed agaiu, once we begin the raview of plau alternativea.

Anotner item relatiaa to the Ianer Loop i• how :uould we procedurally
handle tae air quality review? Ferhaps we sioul-,1 discuis pr Lot to tda
uxt TAC meetlug.

Sincerely,

.·Like Lindobak

Friucipal Fla:,wr

Advance Plan, Divi•tion
MEL: rh

cc: Willard L. Scockwell, Chief Planner, Advance Plans Divigion
4 42,

¥99,4 0
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY DATE 12/2/77

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

TO E. H. Denton, City Manager

FROM Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

SUBJECT INNER LOOP FREEWAY

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

The first motion considered was to recommend to the City
Comission that the Inner Loop be retained on the Transportation
Plan. This motion failed 3 to 5. A second motions 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 Transportation 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.

261& 4-
Robert A. Lakin

Director of Planning

RAL:MEL:rh
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THE CITY OF WICHITA

OFFICE OF . CITY MANAGER DATE November 8, 1977

i NOV 10 197 . 7
TO Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning MEmopou4 2
FROM E. H. Denton, City Manager 3 pot"NING 3¥

SUBJECT Al ternative to Inner Loop -L/01-

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 limit 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,

l
City Manager

EHD/tpd

E
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNT€'4· c 6.!.1,7,1-1,;2;4 ,•r.:... DATE/
NovemBer 4, 1977

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

TO Metropolitan Area Planning Commission

FROM Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

suBJEcT 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 rdth 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 or_ failure to respond in
30 days, the City Commission may by af-5731vote order the plan
amended.

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 to them. Copies of that motion is attached to this 
memorandum. 7If

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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CITY HALL-TI :Inf.Z:i:H Fle·-R

%·,;SM.TA. e '•27·, CU·)2

November 4, 1977

Ms. Marjorie Taylor
Chairperson
Metrop<litan Area Planning Commissi on

Dear 144 11 , e/. 1

On november 1,1977, the Board of City Commissioners of the City of
Wichita met an consi dered the action taken by the Metropolitan Area
Planning Cormi.sion on September 29, 1977, to not delete the Inner

Loop project f*ni the Transportation Plan.
The City Comission moved to notify the i;APC of its intent to remove
the Inner Loop front the Transportation Plan. Should the MAPC find the
proposed change unsati sfactory. please advise this office in writing no l'ater
than Monday November 14, 1977. If the MAPC continues to disapprove of the
removal of the Inner Loop, a 3/4ths vote on the part of the City Con,vission
will be required to overrule the 1!APC and delete the Inner Loop from the
Transportation Plan.

Sincerely

/ -E. H. Denton

 City Manager
EHD/tsw

i
cc: The Honorable Board of City Con:nissioners

•-Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

e
2>. RidNED 4

4 lenNOV

METROPOLITAN *<PLANNING i

/21\10.
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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

b) 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

4%64 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.

7

i %*·
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1%& 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

b) 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 DATE 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.

RobArt A. Lakin

Director of Planning

RAL:JAS:rh

Enclosure

L



  WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY DATE . 10/25/77

.

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

TO Wichita Board of City Commissioners

FROM Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

SUBJECT 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 f irst 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 o f 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 ("I f 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 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:

-11

11-__
7
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY DATE . 10/25/77

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

TO Wichita Board of City Commissioners

FROM Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

SUBJECT 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 inorder 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 5!anager (representing the City Manager);

(2) Abstaining from voting was:
- the KDOT representative; and

(3) A conditional vote from:
- the MAPC Chairman ("I f the Inner Loop is removed,

there should be consideration for the development
of non-freeway alternatives in that corridor.")

i 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 1.3aring which was to be held on September 29, 1977, before
the Metropoli.tan 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:

'10:%999-1yp NU< -7.4-r ...... -



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 Department can present
alternatives.

The following members voted "for" this motion: 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 opinion 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 have
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
for a copy of the legal opinion from H. R. Kuhn, Assistant City
Attorney.)

In view of the City Commission's earlier decision to abandon

the Inner Loop proj ect" 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.

16*.
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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
for the Inner Loop.

If the City Commission feels it is desirable to
amend the Transportation Plan by deleting the Inner
Loop, it should direct the City Manager to prepare
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.

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

Robert A. Lakin

Director of Planning

RAL:JAS:rh

cc: Metropolitan Area Planning Commission ...../....ill.................................lilli..."'ll"'ll- p../ I..
h
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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.

ASSISTANT CITY ATTORNEY

HRK:mb

cc: John Dekker

ctor 01, Law
·OPOLITATE

f.*_11 8
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY DATE 10/25/77

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

T. File

FROM Joyce Schafer, Planning Analyst, Advance Plans Division

SUBJECT 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.

J*cejchafer
BranIting Analyst

q
Advance Plans Division

JS:rh
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October 20, 1977
1 47%

Metropolitan Area Planning Commission

Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

Cancellation of City Comntission/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 Conunission, 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. 4··

3*tff

Robert A. Lakin

Director of Planning
RAL:mae

Attachment

t»14¢*'
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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 Corn-
missioners and the MAPC. I would suggest that following
receipt of the opinion, the Commission may wish to cancel

-899 the meeting and instruct the City Manager to return for
their consideration on October 25, 1977, an action to
effect the action of deletion.

Robert A. Lakin

Director of Planning

RAL:rh

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

Metropolitan Arta Planning Commission

Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

Mcating of tho City Cormission with the Metropolitan Area
Planning Commission.

As some of you may be aware, the City Commission, when con,id-
ering the industrial revenue bonds for St. Francis Hospital,

heard comments relative to the Innerloop and inquired as to the
status of the Innerloop project. When informed that the Planning
Commission had declined to remove it from the Comprehensive Plan,
the City Commisilion asked what alternative they had relative to
this matter. I explained ao far aa the Urban Renewal lands, that

the Urban Renewal Agency and the City Commission could amend the
adopted Urban Renewal plan and replat it or dispose 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 Plan.

The City Conimius:Lon has requested that the Planning Commission
meet with them Tuesday, uccuper 25, 1977, at 1:00 p.m., in che
City Cormnission Meeting Room. The County Corrvinionors will
also be invited. We will have the same 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 be available for this meeting.

Robert A. LaKIn
Director of Planning

RAL irina

ce: E. H. Denton, City Manager

«'Prm./........IN&
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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" CKSA 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.

942.9»
ASSISTANT CITY ATTORNEY

HRK: mb

cc: John Dekker /3P*VE
*©RECEIVE Am Dekk r, Director o Law

m ...opou- 54 - MANNING 7 A
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THE CITY OF WICHITA tobe f
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safe
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 Conunission 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).

WN

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 Managers an invitation will also be made to the
. County Commissioners to attend this session.

f +44

REbert G. Finch
Deputy City Manager

RGF/pd

1: 9.1 1 2
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THE CITY OF WICHITA

OFFICE OF CITY MANAGER DATE October 5, 1977

TO Robert A. Lakin, Di rector 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
of a consolidated report to reach this office for the agenda of October 25,
1977.

Robert G, Finch

Deputy City Manager

RGF/pd
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John Dekker, Director of Law

Willard L. Stockwell, Chief Planner, Advance Plans Division

INNER LOOP FREEWAY

92*4

10/3/77

·7» i

f

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: u...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.

'2 I 62*14

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.

M
.40

EC,

Willard L. Stockwell

Chief Planner
; Advance Plans Division

WLS:PLN:rh

CC: Ken Kitchen, Director, Urban Renewal Agency
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Ken Kitchen, Director, Urban Renewal Agency

Willard L. Stockwell, Chief Planner, Advance Plans Division

INNEP LOOP FREEWAY

Attached you will find a copy of a memo sent to John
Dekker concerning the legal ramifications of the PlanningNewite
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.

taidi

3%93'
Willard L. Stockwell
Chief Planner

Advance Plans Division

WLS:JS:ms

Attachment
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THE CITY OF WICHITA to be <

sate NyOFFICE OF PLANNING DEPARTMENT DATE September 27, 1977

al SE? SL ·-··
ROBERT A. LAKIN, DIRECTOR OF PLANNING

FROM H. R. KUHN, ASSISTANT CITY ATTORNEY

sUBJECT Park Plaza 2nd Addition----

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.

33.4- 29.:9, .%049+1,916.73

-ASSISTANT CITY ATTORNEY

HRK: mb

cc: John Dekker

4#ye
48%44
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John Dekker, Director of Law

Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

Park Plaza 2nd Addition

I was recently in a meeting with Finch, Kitchen, 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 1st 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 /9
F, Park Plaza 1st 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. In the plat
of Park Plaza 2nd Addition, Reserve A "is hereby resbrved for public
open space and/or limited access highway. " The same languat appears
in Park Plaza 1st Addition relative to Reserves E and F. It should be
noted on Park Plaza 1st Addition that certain other reserves were reser-

, that certain other reserves were reserved for "open space" alone. Also,ved for highway and/or interim open space thus making a distinction and

one reserve on Park Plaza 1st Addition was dedicated to the public where
all the rest of the reserves were reserved for public open space/etc.

4

4

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 space7 If so, does it take the Park Board
or others quit claiming that interest7 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 separatelybt# 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

46%2.
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Memorandum to John Dekker

September 6, 1977Re: Park Plaza 2nd Addition
Page 2

to your views on this matter at your earliest convenience.

Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

cc: Robert Finch, Deputy City Manager
Kenneth Kitchen, Director of Urban Renewal
Tom Allen, Director of the Board of Park CommissionersRAL:ew

Attachments:
xerox Face Pk Pl 2nd
Dedicatory Clause Pk Pl 2nd
Xerox sections Pk Pl 1st

2,34/showing reserves
Xerox Dedicatory Clauses

Pk Pl lut

her

44»
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY DATE

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT
10/7/77

T¤

Selected MAPD Staff

FROM

Mike Lindebak, Principal Planner
Advance Plans Division

SUBJECT

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.

Mik¢3 Lihaebak

Principal Planner
Advance Plans Division

ML:JS:ms

Attachment
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-**lip'XMiD MAILOUT LIST FOR THE

APPROVED RESOLUTION AMENDING THE

TRANSPORTATION PLAN ELEMENT

Tom Scott, Chairman of the Board of County Commissioners
p' 9 + 1 Tony Casado, Mayor
f 1 E. H. Denton, City Manager

1 John Dekker, Director of Law

1 R. W. Bruggeman, Director of Public Works
1 Grover McClure, Sedgwick County Department of Public Works
1 Dick Linn, City Engineer
1 Paul Graves, Traffic Engineer

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

5 Lakin, Stockwell, Lindebak, file, one extra
91.4

15 copies

0

17 (9#c'j
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WICHITA SEDGWICK COUNTY

Itt'

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING
DEPARTMENT October 5, 1977

CITY HALL - TENTH FLOOR
455 NORTH MAIN STREET
WICHITA. KANSAS 67202

(318) 268-4561

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
Devel ipment Plan of the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan 42403
Area. The approval action was taken by the Metropolitan Area 76
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,

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

RAL:ms

Attachments:

1. Certificate

2. Resolution
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WICHITA - SEDGWICK COUNTY
/4*g ·

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING

DEPARTMENT

CITY HALL - TENTH FLOOR

455 NORTH MAIN STREET

WICHITA, KANSAS 67202

{318) 288-4561

W..?. tffifth -
CERTIFICATE

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.

t.274:%?' October, 1977.

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

(SEAL)

1 il

Given under my hand and seal this r.59X day of

1
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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 .1-%
Area; and

N

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 comprehens ive 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

/42411....,0:1
-*/& .:1

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

f--44>
&7
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I ..,4.411

*tis

0-3,7..'



-     f/2..im'. :f.A

Urt .„ m gr / I I

T,
0%4462€4.?42441&J# 4

El

»3™

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, o f 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 hereto fore adopted, amended, extended and added to, the action
hereby taken; and

r

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.

-

·1,1&(Lu„, i .--352*
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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.

C \Jerr# Greider, Vice-Chairman
\JWichita-Sedgwick County

Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission

ATTEST:

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

341

(SEAL)
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1.JICHITA-SEDGETICK COUNTY

DETROPOLITAN AREA PLANHInG COMMISSION

AGENDA

SEPTEMBER 29, 1977

The regular meeting of the Ilichita-Sedgwick County Metro-
politan Area Planning Commission will be held on Thursday,
September 29, 1977, in the City Commission -Teeting Room, 455
North :lain, Wichita, Kansas, beginning at 1:00 p.m.

The following items will be considered:

THIS ITEM IS TO BE CONSIDERED AT 1:00 P.M.

1. Case No. 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 August 18, 1977.

SUBDIVISION COIIMITTEE:

3. D-0785 - Bernadine M. Smith dedicates street right-of-waIEirry described as: The west 10.81 feet of the south 
feet of the west 3 acres of the east 4 1/2 acres of Lot 25,
R. A. Norris Tracts. Generally located on the east side of
of Doris, north of 9th Street.

SUBDIVISION COMilITTEE RECOil·im:IDATION: SEPTEMBER 22, 1977:

That this dedication be accepted.
t

%

4. D-0786 - Hartleys Artists in Iron, Inc., dedicates street
FIETER-of-way, legally described as Knight Street,--REIWht
Street, the east 30 feet of the south 112 feet of Lot-357--
and the east 30 feet of Lot 40, Freeman's Addition; AND
Fsthner 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 COI·IMITTEE RECOit:·13NDATION: SEPTE.!BER 22, 19771

That this dedication be accepted.

.49'L
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SLIDES

1. Map of URA lands

-identify streets, city hall & courthouse.

2. CBD Circulation Map (Map 5J, Sept. 77)

3. Transportation Plan - Volume II (cover)

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

5. AMENDMENT PROCESS

7-11-77 8-1-77 9-2-77 9-29-77

TAC Coordinating Public 20 days I Public

Approval Committee - Notice Hearing
Approval

1

12-13-77

12-1-77 12-14-77

60 days MAPC City & County

-7 Adoption ------4 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,

f·

I1



7. COORDINATING COMMITTEE ACTION

«k (8-1-77)

44it
24'1

Telephone Vote

Recommended the removal of the Inner Loop from the Transportation Plan. 0& .

3 votes - "Yes"

1 vote - "Abstained"

1 vote - "Conditional" (Emphasis should -w
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:

7- 4-(1) projections of air pollution

(2) traffic volumes and thus design of facilities

(3) preeiously 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.

9. 13A Map highlighting collector streets,

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

freeways)

----

153*-
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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.

5-4-77 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.

-6-77 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.

7-11-77 ERQI presented a memo to TAC expressing their concerns over early

removal of the Inner Loop. It was essentially stated that

such removal could affect: (1) projections of air pollution,

ts(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 Transportation 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 con-

sidering those impacts at the systems anal, 0.3 stage of the

Transportation Plan Update to be undertaken later this fall,
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK QUNTY DATE 8/5/77

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

TO

Wichita Board of City Commissioners

FROM Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

SUBJECT .NOISE ANALYSIS--KELLOGG, TOPEKA TO LULU

Attached you will find a copy of the noise analysis report for
the Kellogg freeway construction proj ect 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),

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
is therefore requesting an exception to the design noise level from
the Federal Department of Transportation,

From a field investigation made by [APD 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.

ft14,
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47?*¢22£ 7-27 thru Coordinating Committee for Transportation Planning voted by

8-1-77 telephone to recommend the removal of the Inner Loop

r

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).

9-2-77 Public Notice of the hearing was published in the Wichita

Beacon and the Daily Record.

9-29-77 Public Hear ing before the Planning Commission,
M

12-1-77 MAPC adoption of the resolution.

12-13-77 City concurrence.

ib

12-14-77 County concurrence.

46f & 1
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Wichita Board of City Commissioners -2- August 5, 1977

2. The structure at 717 S. Emporia, 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 doorbusiness, Communication Arts Association,
addressed at 721 S, Emporia. (Because it is now commer-

cial property, it is not affected by residential noise
standards.)

3. No structures were found at 529 S. Lulu and 533 S, Lulu.

Both Mr. Vancil Richardson, 528 S. Pattie, and Dr. Alvin Morris,

Superintendent of Schools, have been notified of the existence

of the report and its findings.

3·k#%u
RECOMMENDED ACTION: That the Wichita Board of City

Commissioners receive and file the report.

231* Lt.ka
61*bart A. Lakin

Director of Planning

RAL:JAS:rh
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY DATE 9/23/77

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPANTMENT

TO The Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission

FROM 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 25-27S-2E) as a collector street;

4. 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 conductid 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.

2/7 , I.y?..
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Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan -2- September 23, 1977

Area Planning Commission
444

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
voting; and (3) one member voted a conditional" yes in that if the
Inner Loop is removed, there should be consideration for the development
o f non- freeway alternatives in that corridor. The f inal 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 Volsne II of the Transportation Study for the Wichita-Sedgwick
County Metropolitan Area, as previously amended.

bIflard L. Stbckwell
Chief Planner

Advance Plans Divisionr

WLS:JAS:rh
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TRANSPORTATION PLAN

AMENDMENT .

SCHEDULE

Remaining Steps

Public Notice .......... September 2, 1977
. '1

*4,3.7 - .1
*f€P·V.>r

Public Hearing ......... September 29, 1977

·

292

MAPC Adoption December 1, 1977

City Concurrence December 13, 1977

County Concurrence December 14, 1977
·h€.·>I
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RESOLUTION

427

h.t

4. .%334

P

WHEREAS, pursuant to authotity 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 Metropol·itan
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 offfcial
city and county newspapers on September 2, 1977, of a public
hearing to be held on the amendments to the Transporlation 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 Board Room 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

99$9
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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 maj ority 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 ,".1,';'

further amended by deleting the contents and proposals of the .mill:

"Preliminary Study of the Inner Loop Expressway," Volumes I and -'.N*#m

II, dated May, 1967; and by deleting therefrom on Revised Map 13A, -Sp-//
dated February 3, 1966, and on Map 5I, as amended January 25, 1968,
and on Map 5P.: li

The Inner Loop Expressway; and 2/'lli

by deleting all written material following the heading of "North-
east Diagonal 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:

ja

"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
expected to occuF·

p

.....r 17,2

"The Northeast Diagonal, which connects FAI 135
the Northeast CircumfeKential Router would completeto

the nignway ana expressway circulatory sysrem in une
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.

1
47
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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 -Il.&'f,7 Ui.-E...Uta

rtheast Diagonal should be an access-controlled,
1-grade facility with channelized intersections.
le alignment for the facility is shown within the
cisting Frisco right-of-way. It is recommended

mat this section of the Frisco tracks be abandoned

ld the right-of-way made available for an express-
iy facility. The alignment of the Northeast
iagonal from the Frisco tracks to the proposed

,@e:*954%

Northeast Circumferential Route is a general align-
1%3*22 ment and would be subject to an engineering designP.A'·1? t?

study prior to a final alignment selection. The

proposed alignment is shown on Map 5I.

93*4 "The inclusion of the Northeast Diagonal into
7.#446* the thorofare system will relieve the traffic loads
24448 on East 2lst, East 13th, and Central Avenue. Re-

iwi lieving only a portion of the traffic loads on these
arterials will result in a safer and more efficient

I flow of traffic.
% I.=

"CENTRAL BUSINESS DISTRICT FEEDER AND

CIRCULATION STREETS . ali

il /#
"The streets which feed and circulate traffic -

generated by the Central Business District form an lu
. important section of the thorofare system. Some of .

'

· . these streets have been classified as arterials and 1,

improvements to them have been considered in the

preceding arterial system analysis. A supplementary ./liAl . · ·4...:23

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.

Ci September  repacing the locaton map on' A
"The proposed thorofare system for the Central

Business District is indcated on Map 5J, dated
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pages 8 and 9 of the
Loop Expressway." Preliminary Study of the Inner 

"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,"

: .:1

ktr·%'· '3
ft) IrJ 3

r., ..i':i.

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

50*3·.·

. "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 - e....ms»

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."

WIE
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Transportation Plan Element ..1

of the Comprehensive Plan for the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan ,
Area be further amended by adding thereto on Revised Map 13A„datedFebruary 3, 1966: 26jtwi

IP.. .. 1 ./,*Ap/Aill
2299¥01

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

71357.7
.cL-U'44%++44-
. I >'L 4,2...1,2 . h. J

92*f

(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
"c.ollector street"; and

»Eff,4

. · or: li-. . 24.12...
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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 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 , 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.

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,. 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 -· . day of

., 1977.

, Chairman
Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission

ATTEST:

*obert A. Lakin, Secretary
04·lit Wichita-Sedgwick County

Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission

(SEAL)



WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY DATE

9/2/77

MITROPOLITAN ARIA PLANNING DIPARTMINT

T¤
Ken Kitchen, Director, Urban Renewal Agency

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

SUeJECT PUBLIC HEARING ON AMENDMENTS TO THE TRANSPORTATION PLAN

Attached le a copy of the official notice that the Metropolitan
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.

The hearing will be held in the City Commission -Bear*=Room-
on the main floor of City Hall at 1: 00 p.m. on Thursdays 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.

Willard L. Stockw:11

Chief Planner

Advance Plans Division

WLS:JAS:rh
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WICHITA-SEDGWICKCOUNTY .ATE 9/0/77

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

TO

FROM

SUBJECT

Members of the Coordinating Conmittee and the Technical Advisory Committee
for Transportation Planning

Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

PUBLIC HEARING ON AMENDMENTS To THE TRANSPORTATION PLAN

Official public notice was given on September 2, 1977, that the Wichita-
Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission will ho..u a public
hearing for the purpose of approving amendments to the Tran,poEMFign
Plan. The hearing will be held in the City Co=nission Bei**6em bn the
main floor of City Hall, 455 H. Main, Wichita, Kansas at 1:00 p.m. on
Thursday, September 29. 1977.

The following amendments will be discussed at the hearing:

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 25-27S-28)
as a collector street;

4. Designation of Yosemite Drive in the Park Addition. generally located
at the southeast corner of Pawnee and 'faize 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.

Robert A. Lakin

Director of Planning

RAL:JAS:rh
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AFFADAVIT OF PUBLICATION

86387 (First Publishod In the Daily Record. Seplember
2,1977)1·, ADVEATISEMENT FORPUBLICHEARING

ON PROPOSED AMENDMENTSTO

/3902·'
TnANSPORTATION PLAN OFFICIAL NOTICE

1-
TO WHOM IT MAY OINCERN AND ALL PERSONS

INTERESTED:f. PUBLIC NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT the
Wichita-Sodowlck County Metropolltan Area Planning
Commisolon will hold a publlc haarlig lor the purpcs, 01
oppiovtno amendmenti to the Tra.ups,Wllon FlulF Flcnient 01 W Dimoreher,slve Plan ter tho Wlchl
ta·Sedoi, Ich Counlv Metrcoolltan Area, Thi hearing will

3 beheld in tho CIM Cominlaslon Board RI,non Iho main
floor of Lt,y Ho,1,4.5 N. Mall, WIcalia, rE,02:1, at 1.00
p m. 01 1 hurejay, Sopteint>or 29, 1977. Sall public
hsarlail may buiccoscad a„/ continued hom tlmeto lima
wlthout turther notice.

Said public hour|ng will be hold purium to the

provisionsof K.S.A. 1978 Supp. 12-704/t which tlmo It is
proposed to make 11,0 tollowIng amendment: to the
Trai„portallon Plan Element 01 the Comprohons:vo Plan
for the WI/1/Seduw Irk County Motiopolltan AT-, as
roadoptod and palouoty amended:

1. The delotlon of the propooed Inner Loop Express
m way:

2. The designation of Clarenco Avenue between 45/
Street Ecgth and 47lh Slroat South I o collector atreet;

3 The deslonation of Sagobrush Lano and Zimmorly
.WI./. from thi east lino of TImber Lakes Eatat03 2nd Addition

lo thinorth Ilne of TImber Lakes Emates 26,1 Addmon

{genorally locatod In the south hall of 25-275-2E) as a

VkliA 99 colloctor street

. b,5-, 42:.6 4. Tho desion/lon 01 YOSernlto Orive In tho Park
Addmon, genorally located at the soulheost corner 01
pa/,00 and Malze load, 09 a colloctor troot,

nocessary dolotion 01 Volumos 1 and 11 of the
The ainendmento to bo dliusacd will Includo the

·/ellmInary Study / the Inner Locp Exprmway.
datod May. 1967. and revioloni to portions of Chaptim 5
and 13 of Volume 11 of the ··Transportation Study for thi
WIC.hita·Sedgwick County Mi:ropolitan Am." en pi#
viouily amended.

The amondnionts de:crlbed obove chall bo dlocu:806

and con//ored for approval by the sald Wlchlia·Scdol
%iici( county Metropolitan Area Planning Commls:lon,4 -3*
andall percons Intermed In uld matter will bo huard et
this ilme c,Jnwi,Ing their views and wiohoo In thi
prumlow no by law proilded. Copies 01 the dotalled

langue[]03 prop,scd to bo chanood and cople, 01 tho maps
0. avallable for di,!ny Mil reeding In .008. ot thi
1 Ich,1/Se<!08!ck County Mutropoll,in Area Plannl{,O
(?apaliment/arlne buslic hoa Thoonice la Inlid
rn th, lunlh Noor of CH, Hall, 455 N. Mo;n, Wichita,
Kai,ou.

WITNESS my handand Meal thls 1/ day ol Seplember,
19n.

ROBERT A. LAKIN. Secretary
W !.hita·Se,jgwlck Ccunly Ivioiropomari Area Planning

Cominlolon

(SEAL)

Li V P

STATE OF KANSAS, SEDGWICK
COUNTY SS:

Ula Hein . of lawful age,
being first duly sworn, deposes and
says that she 15 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 trade.
religiousorfraternal publication.

Said newspaper is published at 1
least weekly fifty (50) time a year.
has been so published continuously '
and uninterrupted in said County 1
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 said 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
newspaper for .-7 41 encer,11'.0-

-_= as follows:

ist .4. /. f , 2 /,7 77
1

3rd _ -

4th L

5th

6fh

Busines, Manager

Subscribed and sworn to before

me thic clay

19

' *,4 7*1 19 Or, 4
' 91 - / 1 4

4'18 Wdlk
Notary Public

My commission ' expires

NOV 2 5 1978

itd Publication Fees

e

1 WILLIAM G. SHE£66ii--STATE NCLARY Puq!.IC
1 P.!!71 'f. 0 2 ...LMY.BA ..11- i·22)' 4 878
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|) Published iPKe Daily Record, September 2,

ADVERTISEMENT FOR PUBLIC HEARING ON

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO TRANSPORTATION PLAN  
OFFICIAL NOTICE @

Re

,@

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN AND ALL PERSONS INTERESTED:

PUBLIC NOTICE IS HEREBYGIVEN 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, tt

Kansas, at 1: 00 p.m. on Thursday, September 29, 1977. Said public hearing may 2
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. 12-7,04 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:

Fi

1. The deletion of the proposed Inner Loop Expressway;
2. The designation of Clarence Avenue between 45th Street South and 47th

Stieet 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 25-27S-2E) as a
collector street;

4, The designation of Yosemite Drive in the Park Addition, generally located
at the southeas t 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 located on the tenth
floor of City Hall, 455 N, Main, Wichita, Kansas.

WITNESS my hand and seal this 1st day of September, 1977.

1 (SEA.I.)

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

Published In the Wlchlt, 8,/con. Sept,m- 2.
1977

ADVERTISEMENT FOR PUBLIC HEARING
ON 86387 (Flrot Pubtlehed In thi Daily Record, Siptemb,r

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO TRANSPORTA· 2,1977) 1-t ADVERTISEMENT FOR PUILIC HEARING
TIONPLAN ON PROPOSEDAMENOMENTS TO

OFFICIAL NOTICE
TO WHOM i. MAY CONCERN AND ALL PER·

TRAN:PORTATION MAN OFFICIAL NOTICE

SONSINTERESTED TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN AND ALL PERSONS
PUBLIC NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT INTERESTED:

Ihe Wichils·S-wick County Metropolitan Area
Plan'Ing Commlision will hold I public hearing
for Ihe purpose of approving amendmen' 10 Ihe
Transportation Plan Element 01 me Comoret/n
slve Flan #or the Wichita.Sedgw[Ck County Aletro-
Dolitan Area. The hearing will be held in Ih, City
Commlulon Board Room on the main floor & CIfy
Hall. 455 N. Main, WIchita. Kanus, at 1 :00 p.r .on
Thur,day. September 29. 1977. Said public h,aring
may be rec,ssed and con:Inued from Ilme lo time
without further notice.

Said public hearing will be held pursuant to the
provisionsof K.S.A. 1976 Supp. 12·704/ v.hlch time

pn=:.2:'=pem,=1,2 k
t,0.i*MY* Prehen•ive Plar• lor Ihe Wichita·Sed-Ick County prop-d to mik• thi following Imindmentl to thi

Tran,portation PIn Elm*nt of thi Compr,h-lv, Plin
for tho WlchitiSedgwld, County M,tropolltin Ar-, Il
-doptl ar# 0//¥k//1, Nr-ded:

1. Tri delellorn of the propo- Inner Loop E*pr,-
4», Str-t South and 47th S.- South . a coll.·

2nd Addition to Iho norlh line of Timber Lake,
Estate, 2nd Addition (gen,rally located In N

(ger•,lily l=ed In the louth h,11 01 25-278-2EE) - a

The am.n.ment, 10. /1. u.* will Include Ihe
nece,wry der/lon of Volumes I and 11 01 Ihe Paw- Ind M,lunced, I acoll,clor,treet.

"Prilimtnary Study I th, Inner Loco Exorm. Tho In/ndment, to bl dlocu-d will Include thi
way."laid May. 1967, Ind revisions to .ortions Of n•c,-ery d,10110/ of Volun- 1 -1 11 of th•
Chaplin 5 ind 13 of Volum, 11 01 the "Transpor·
lation Studv for 11- Wichita·»dgwl. Count,

··P/,1/mlnly Study of thi In- Lix,p E.*prii//ay,
datid May, 1967, Ind mill- to portions 01 Ctlet- 5Me,ropollian Aria.•• I. prevlously amended. Ind 13 01 Volumi l l of thi ·'Trmipon/lon Study lor thiTh, Imendment, descrit,d itove Shall be dis·

cus- Ind consid,r.d for approval by me uld blldgwu County 61§tropom- Ar-." - pr,wich,/ dowl. Courly M.tropoll,an Arla
Planning Cornml••lon. and all parlons Intere,fed
Insald matler w,Il be heard a, this tlme concern
Ing ,/r views and wl'hel In th, premlm al by
law provlded. Cool- 01 the d,lall,d language pro

wk*count, M,tropolit- A- PI-InIng Commi-lon,
Ild all per,- Imlrilt,d In Ild mmttlr will bl 1,-d li

10. changed Ind copies / the m.. are
a liable for /1-lay Ind reading In Ihe office of

Wlchlt•·Sodowlck County Melriollan Are,
Ing D-rimenl during business houri. Th,
Is located on thitim floor of City Hall, 45

Main. Wlchill, Kan-1, Wlchlti-Sidowick County
WITNESS m hand and leal this 101 day 01 S-
1-nt...19..

0190'tm- d,•Ing bulln,0, ho- Th, off,0 9 locmed
on th, t-th floor 01 City Hill, 450 N. M/In, Wlchita,

ROBERT A. LAKIN. S,crelar¥
Wlchli,·Siog/Ick County Mitroloiltin

Area Planning Commission WITNESSmy hmd-- thlll,t * of aplimber,
(SEAL 1977.

ROBERT A. LAKIN. S,cr-y

101, County M,tropoll-, All Pl-Ing
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C ) Published in 44 Daily Record, September 2, ld¢.2
IM*P

ADVERTISEMENT FOR PUBLIC HEARING ON

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO TRANSPORTATION PLAN

OFFICIAL NOTICE

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN AND ALL PERSONS INTERESTED:

1:16·#b»*44

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.

d./9- 2.41
149 4.:i '1

Said public hearing will be held pursuant to the provisions of K,S,A.
1976 Supp. 12-7,04 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 Es cates 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;

4, 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 disctissed 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 1.n the office of the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area
Planning Department during business hours, The office is located on the tenth

floor of City Hall, 455 N, Main, Wichita, Kansas.

WITNESS Iny hand and seal this 1st day of Sept amber, 1977, ./*it

941

ROBERT A. LAKIN, Secretary

Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan

Area P] anning Corimission

(SEAL)
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ADVERTISEMENT FOR PUBLIC HEARING ON

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO TRANSPORTATION PLAN

OFFICIAL NOTICE

<44
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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:

41'".#Fl

fA'.4

3444 (€0/ ..@943

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 25-27S-2E) as a
collector street;

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

492=

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.

A.ef

Im

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
v iews 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
Planizing Department during business hours, The office is located on the tenth
floor of City !!all, 455 N. Main, Wichita, Kansas.

WITNESS my hand and seal this 1st day of September, 1977.

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

(SEAL)
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TO: fltlk'

FROM: J 2 3 C k

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
subj ect has been tentatively scheduled for Thursday, September 29, 1977,
at 1 p.m. In order to comply with state statutes, notice of this hearing
must be made 20 days in advance, which iTt 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 Plan should
simply involve the addition of such streets to Revised Map 13A, dated
February 3, 1966. There is some question, however, as to what is
necessary in order to delete the Inner Loop,

Certainly, the Inner Loop Expressway must be removed from thelmE
if > Revised Map 13£ But the Inner Loop is also shown on several other

maps, as follows:

Map 5C - Wichita Proposed Major Street System Estimated Volumes
LMap-5I-- "Inner'Loop and N, E, Diagonal Thruways," as amended 1/25/68M:PBN 11-Propete€2 (46., Ave 7AA.·(8, . 57si.M'

,/---Rap 2 - "Proposed Thorofare Improvement by 5 ¥ear Periods" h
Map 8A - "Potential Express Transit Time Zones
Map 98 - Proposed Intercity Truck Routes

Map lOD - "Plan A--Off-Street Parking--Phase III--1985"
Map 10E - "Plan B--Off-Street Parking--Phase III--1985"

Must the Inner Loop be removed from all of these?*%16

The Inner Loop is also included in the following tables:
Table 5A - "Forecasted Travel (Vehicle Miles Per Average Weekday)

de.8 .
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Table 5E - "Estimated Costs of Thorofare Improvements, as amended

1/25/68

Table 5F - "Suggested Governmental Participation in Expressway
Improvements

The major discussion of the Inner Loop is found in Chapter 5,

Pajor Thorofare Plan Proposals, on page 39 under the heading Northeast

Diagonal and Inner Loop," (amended 1/25/68), The Inner Loop 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
District242

Chapter 11 - "Utilization of the Transportation Study"
<1(7-, 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 25,44

1968. Should this study be deleted?

Attached is a summary of amendments that have been made to the Trans-
portation Plan since its adoption in May 1966. This is the first time
that a major expressway has been deleted from the Plan.

Ail..../I---i-li-Ill-lill--ilill-=. .&/..I Ilililililililililit



Table 2-7

BONDED DEBT IN SEDGWICK COUNTY
(Thousand Dollars)

General Obligation & Special Assessment Bonds Temporary

Year County County Cities Town- School Other Sub- Revenue Notes & Total

General Road ships Dists. Special Total Bonds Warrants

Dists.

1966 5,875 2,741 47,103 10 35,227 1,808 92,764 108,142 3,398 204,304

1967 5,042 2,540 46,338 9 35,554 1,682 91,165 114,872 3,339 208,787

1968 7,693 2,342 47,499 8 32,548 1,588 91,678 113,424 208,059

1969 6,753 2,149 54,586 7 31,272 1,580 96,347 111,348 6,138 213,833

1970 5,554 1,952 55,595 6 27,208 1,401 91,716 124,212 9,667 225,595

1971 5,025 1,750 58,746 5 24,234 1,667 91,427 83,826- 6,879 182,132

1972 4,262 1,548 58,683 4 21,454 1,753 87,704 90,789 6,360 184,853

1973 4,208 1,345 63,000 3 20,076 1,647 90,279 110,739 9,237 210,255

1974 31,229

1975 5,627 941 73,115 1 1,369 112,282 162,584 16,208 291,074

1976
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CHAPTER 5

MAJOR THOROFARE PLAN PROPOSALS

1'1!ANSPORTATIC) N SYST!·31 1)1<VE 1.(11'MI·ENT
AND TRAFFIC ASSIC,NMENTS FOR

1975 AND 1983

basi. for the evaluation of the existing :ys,em was

Introduction

The first step in the devel<,pment of 2 111.rof.,re
plan, which will serve present and anticipated
1ratfie demands, iN to evaluate the disting system
by relating il to lintli pre,;ent and fult:re traffic de-
minds. Thorofares m defined as major .treets
which include all ancrial streets, expre.sways and
freeways in the Wichita Metropolitan Area. The

ihe detailed street in,entory completed by the De-
partment of |'ublic Works (,i the City of Wichita
and the Sedgwick Coutity Engineer'„ Office. The
inventory included infornmtion concerning roadway
uidths, Stirface t>·peN, exi:ting tiffic volunies,
parking and signalization and (glier trifie control'.

Table 1 -in Appendix 3 summarizeN the urban
artcrial stree inventory .·ind Ibus traffic volumes,
their C:isting practica| capacities, anti the ati
mated traffic volumex fur 1975 and 1985. Parking
conditions shown in the tables are related to peak.
hour conditions. In analyzing the tal,le.N, A was
revcaled ilint a number „[ arterials *re burdened

with ,·tilumes in exe·eNs of their prae·lical capa-
cities. Comparing the 1975 und 1985 tralfic vol.
umes to the existing practical capacities indieate
that many additional arierial. will be added t„ this
list it no improvement. are made.

Traffic volumes .hnild net be conxidered a. the
on|y criteri„ for an improventeni t„ a thorofaic
NWN. The dehirable Icvc] of scri·ice, the type
and extent el tand #C developincit. the Ch:ttaeter
of traffic ubing die facilify, the phyhical conditi„,1
of the facility it:eli, and the cliaraeter and :{indi-

5 tion of corserlilig ..Ireet facilitic' all play a part
in the delerm,imtit,11 of in,privement.s iii a gi,en
arterial.

To evaluate a th<,rofar,· sy Item, it i. :irceisary
to know the *litief 'f .chie'lar trip,; 1:.de on thc
944 as wel| as thu origin ant; dcs:iliaion id
thest, 4110. Knot.·ing the tr.ivel J:Ni.·ch of 111.2 Imb-

1

9%7.

lic 1: 4 f primary importance in under.tanding the
traffic patterns they produce. The patterns, in Iurn,
are an importan, indication of future traffic.

Graphic presentations of the est,mated 1985
average daily internal trip desires and average
daily external internal trip desires were shown w
Maps 40 and 4D in the previous chapter.

System Development

In order to evaluate the effect of traffic demand:

on a thorotaic system, it was first necessary ki
axsign these demands to a system.

Several different traffic networks were used for
the assignment of 1975 a,ld 1985 travel in order to
determine the best location of K-96 entering the
city from the northwest and to sc|cet the inost
feasible of three locatims for the Canal Route
(!-39) tl,rough Wichita.'

The different netw„rks were numlicied consecu-
tive|y M the order in which they were studied for
identificalion purposes.

Network 1 Was the existing thorofarc network as of
1960.

Network 2 was a neiwork, referied to a the Com-
miled Systrm, conNisting of the 1960 exiding net-
work together with highway and street construction
and improvement.4 expected to be completed before
1975 and 1 985. Nctworl: 2 was modifled :,everal
time. and was finally designated as Network 9.

Network W was described as dic Proposed Sy.Icm
of (Apre,sways and arteriab, for 1975 and 1985. It
inchided tlic total Commilted S;Mem plus everal
additional expressways and freeways that were
en,„idered necessary for the future thorn/are .
system.

Wilson and C{impany, contracled for the prepare-
lion of a maior thorofal: plan for the Wichi i Met-
roputilan Area, wilized |hi.4 .My..te,11 de,·clopment
in their .twily. The Cummined Sy.tem consisted

'ibilp-US>,innii,in I--hal Reiint', Slate 111.1-y
Cimni#* cif 18":·as, Chaple[ 6 ·
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of die arterials existing in !960 and the following
:kie*:241 J improvernints:

1. U.S. 54 extension from Atel.can Boulevard to
Ilroadway

21%*.11 2. Federal Aid Interstate Route 235

3. Proposed K-96 alignment from the west
ci,unly line to FAI 235
Relocation of K-254 from the FAI 35W-

FAI 235 North Directional Interchange,
northeasterly to a point cast of Kechi
Mel.can Boulevard from MaeArthur to 21si
Street

. North Wichita Thruway (South Industrial
Thruway)

. Proposed K-15 extension from Pawneer . S.*6.1, "1
northwest to Washington and north m Kellogg

8.. Rock Road from Central to 13th Street
·9. FA1 35;¥ on the canal route alignment

- 10. inner 1 i.up and N(irllicast Diagonal from
D - 1,=IME=To Itillsid:

1 It. First and Second Streets from Waco to Oliver.

In general, the Proposed System was described

1 as the Committed Syslarn with the addition ofseveral expressways and freeways that should be
, constructed W improve the overall eflicieney of thi

28 thorofor: system. The Proposed System included
the following improvements:

· I. "Inner Loop and Northeast Diagonal from
Scncco to Washington

2. Northeast Circumferential from K-254 south-
casterly to Kellogg

: 2,

3. Northeast Diagonal from Ilillside to the
Northeast Circumferential

4. Kellogg Expressway - improvement from
Alcl.can to Washington, and a new location
from Washington to Edgemoor

5. Emporia from Central to Dth Street (The
reason that Emporia from Central to 13th
Screet appears in the proposed system is due
to the fact that this link was not initially
included as an arterial in the Committed
System.)

6. Interchange at FA! 39¥ and relocated U.S.
54

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

1. Seneca from Mel.can to Central
2. Central from Scncea to Waco
3. Waco front Central to 13th Street
4. Waterinan from Waco to 13roadway."[

Al·· 'b l Urban Ilighway·,1, Wilson and Company, p. 29.

These deletions do 11(it necessarily indicate thot
thesr· slreel seclions will be closed, although pot.
tions of these sections may lic closed. These de- 10222
lel ions Mignify thal these street sections werc no 1
longer considered as arterials and the traffic move-
mencs previntily a,;signed to them were reassigned W
to other arterials.

The Committed System has 129 miles classified j
as expressways or freeways; whereas, the Pro.
posed System has lit miles in this classificalion.
'flie arterial mileage is 1,127 miles in the Com-
mitted System and 1,125 miles in the imposed
System,

l.

Traffic Assignments

Traffic assignments to the two networks were
made by tile State Highway Commission in coopera-·
tion with their consultants, Campbell & Associates
of Chicago, Illinois. 1-he method used for assigning
traffic is called the Opportunity Model, which
assigns traffic to the network by means of the
capacities and travel times of tlic various com-
ponents of the network. Tabld 1 in Appendix 3
shows the [975 and 1985 projected average daily
traffic (Al)T) by artcrial street.

These traffic assignments are shown on Maps •
5A, 58, 5£ and SD. The distribution 01 vehicle
miles by system and type of roadway for the fore-
cast period arc shown in Table M.

These assignments indicate that approximately
25 percent of all the •vehicle miles traveled on an
average weekday in Wichita and Sedgivick County
wi|I bc made on expressway facilities.2

STREET STANDARDS

The classification of individual streets in o

thorofare syslem is a most important part of a
street improvement program. The four classes of
strecls are: Freeways or expressways, artcrials,
w||c.tors and Ircal .trcels. Tlicy are described
as follows:

Freeways and Expressway6

The pri,nary function of freeways and express-
ways is to move traffic. It is oftcn necessary, in

heavy traffic generating a,ens, to reduce excessive
traffic on the a,terial system by shifting as much

2/bid, p. 29
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WICHITA PROPOSED MAJOR STREET SYSTEM
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SOURCE: URBAN HIGHWAYS, WILSON & CO. - 1964
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0 TABLE 5A 0
FORECASTED TRAVEL

(VI'llICI.E Mil,ES PER AVERAGE WEEKDAY)

1975 1985
Commilted i'roposed Committed I'roposed

33%%*
Arlerials .... 3,300,000 3,010,000 4,460,000 4,140,0009,13
Exprissways or

' , _Freeways 1,000,000 1,220,000 1,240,000 1,560,000

TOTAI. 4,300,000 4,300,000 5,700,000 5,700,000

Bj Source: Urban Ilighways, Wilson and Company, p. 29.
.'„„ of it aN is possible to these higher type facilities.

.Imp
A freeway is the highest type of street facility

with complete access control and grade separated
interchang,cs. An expressway is a divided .trect
facility with no property• access and may haveflift#.IP'"me either separated or at-grade public road ticeess.

3%1;.9%933i# Examples of freeway facilities in the Wichita Met.
34192*3492' ' r<,politan Area are tlie Kan,;as 1'.rnpike and the

.west By-Pas,; (1-235). 1 V.S. 54 west of the Arkan-
sas River in Wi•hita would be an expressway facil-
ity, For the pilrp.Ne .f this study the term express-
ivay will non,ally be utilized when referring to any
street of a higher type Ihan an arterial. Thmway its
utilized in this slt,dy al.Ni refers to an expressway
iype facility.

Expressways, with various types of interchangcs
spaced at approximately Ailie-mile intervals, mixt
have controlled neeca. Althnitgh this specialized

typc of roadway c.·in earry high volumes of miffic,

it may have c,inxiderable effect tui land tise, Now-
economic development and arterial pat[ems.

, Ekiressway staindards should include the folltiw-
7 ing:

1. Access control with grade wparation wher-
ever .·arranted.

2. Access to and from the expressway only at
interchange and inier:cetion points. l'hese
facilities should he designed in accurdance
with standards of the Anieric:in Association

of State Ilighway Officials.
3. Urban expressway geometries based mi de-

sign speeds o f Sol-60 mph.

4. Divided rundway.4 with ample widths ami

adequate *boulders to maintain design
speeds.

5. Connections with ntlier Federal or State ex-

pressways and highways.
6. Frontage roads where necessary to'Prescrve

localized circulation patterns. 1

The recommended desirable standards of con-
strlierion tor freeways and expressways are in-
dicatedon Chart SA and Table 513.

Arterial Streete

Arterials are defined as streets serving major
traffic movements. Arterials arc primarity. traffic
carriers lictween various sections {4 the City nd 29
form a network of through streets. Service to
abutting properties and access to these properties
arc secondary functions, In the establishment of
arteria[ street standards, the following criteria
should be considered:

1. Arterial streets should be spaced approxi-
mately one mile apart M that they attracL
optimum traffic volumes and encourage
through traffic movements.

2. Raidential access and parking should be
controlled.

3. Large traffic generating activities should
have access to arterials only by means or
approved exits and entrance., incorporating
channelizatim wherever required.

4. Land use developinent bordering arterials
should be regulated to preserve the charac-
teristics necessary for efficient arterial
operation.

5. Connections Mhotild be made with the County
arterinl system w provide good access [0
Md from rural areas.2

lib,id, p, 36

Zibid. I'P' 35,36
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 £ lishing a street system on which people and gonds
can 13: moved efficiently and safely Inim one place
to mother. The efficiency of a system is measured

, mainly 14 tile driving public in terms of con-
venience and the travel time required to reach their
destinations. The Wichita-Sedgwick County Met-

1 . rot)olitan Area, like many other metropolitin areas,
has been unable to expand its thorofare system
ral,idly enough to keep paec with the traffic growth.

11'wever, tile application of modern traffic engineer-
i. ing techniques and an arterial reconstruelion pro-
mz gram have done much to keep the system opera-

tional in the Wichita Metropolitan Area. Future
traffic projections indicate an increase in traffic

' which will make the traffic situation even more
Selous.

Arterial System Improvements

l'able 50 lists the arterials by section, length,
existing pavcment widths, and proposed improve-
ments. The improvements will provide adequate
capacities and facilities for existing and future
traffic loads. 'llte table does not specify where med-

32

ians should be utilized. This should be determined

in consideration of the intensity of land uses adja-
cent to each arterial whe it is improved. Table SC
and Map 5P (sce financial section) indicate ami it-
lustrate a suggested scheduling of arterial improve-
ments in tive-year increments. Estimated improve-
ment costs by arterial section are shown in Table
51) later in the financial section of this chapter.
Tile improvement schedule developed by the con-

61@Al.4 sultants is baged on traffic requirements and phy:-
ical conditions and is only offered as a guide.
Other considerations, such at; the financial coptibi-
litics,and intergovernniental obligations. will great-

 ly influence the construction schedule of these
-  improvements.

1
1,1 areas of new development, the highest arterial

standards consistent with projected traffic volumes
should be used. In some cases stage construction

J must be used effectively. The staging of construe-
tion is an accepted engineering practice whereby

i the ultimate standards of construction arc initi„:ly
established and imp,ovements are accomplished iii

stages as demands warranl and as funds become
available. In older developed areas it may be
necessary to use standards less than those con-
sidered desirable; however, in each instance the
highest practical acceptable engineering standard
should be used. The practice 01 building to mini-
mums has historically proven to lic costly. Invari-
ably the project must be rebuilt to the higher stan-

darci at price.s much in excess of time which wouid
have been paid in the first inatanee, Also, if the
higher Niandards are not used, new devehipment
may occur which will preclude the upgrading of the
facility from n plactieal stantlpoint. In addition to
the di,1!ars and cents involved in Ihe false economy
of building to mininnums, there is the matier of pro-
viding improvements to accommodate the public.
convenience and safety. This cannot he measured
in dollars alone. The higher standard improvements
provide a safer and more convenient method of
travel in nearly every instance.

Any street improveme„t should liave the specific
recommendalions of the starf of the Wichita I)epart.
ment of Public Works or the Sedgwick County En-
gineer, prior to its initiation. When improvements to
arterial, ar: considered in newly developing areas,
the Wichita Department of Public Works and the
County Engineering staff should fully consider the
character and intensity of the newly developing
area.

Practically all at-cutb 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
tndfie variations, intersection conflicts and park-
ing turnover are only a few of the factors which
mt].1 be considered iii·order to maximize the dollar
investment in the arterial system. Determination of
the type of parking restriction, warranted on in-
dividual sections of the system, should bc made
by the Traffic Engineering Division of the Depart-
ment of Public Worb: in accordalice with the report

Maior Traffic 2129 Parking Policy of the City of
W i:hita as of April, 1962. When parking is pro-
hibited, especially in comniercial areas, considera-
tion muxt be given to the replacement of the lost
parking spaces.

EXI'RESSWAY SYSTEM

 patternof streets in Wichita offers little Opoortunity
The recommended expressway system is based

on the I'roposed Sy·skin or Network 10. The grid

for radial tratfic movement but provides good cross-
town movement with the exception of some areas of

congestion n·hich contribute to Iraffie delay. Se.v-
cral c.pressways arc proposed to correct these
deficiencies. They are: improvemenEs on U.S. 54,
the North Wichita '1'hruway, the Northeast Circum-
ferential Route, the Northeast Diagonal and the
Inner Loop.

4
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approxinmiely 9,5 milcs in length iIn estimated

BAdges

initial cost of:

S 221,(100

1 Grading and l'aving 997,500

01.217,500

Right-of-way 322,0)0

Contingencies, Engineering,
Legal, etc. 182,500

Total Cost 01,722,000

The 1962 Kansas Ilighway Needs Study also re-
cognized the need for a Northeast Circumferential

t Route and recommended that it be included in the

1 State Highway System as a conirolled access high-
2 way. This Kearns quite logical and would prnvide

41 an excellent connector for K-96 entering the north-
i·k, west quadrant of Wichita and tying to K-96 Cast Of

111BWMImwIP,9£#1%$ Wichita which would eliminate the current route
through the congested portion 01 Wichita, .@lA

0»,0 196Northeast Diagonal and Inn*r Loop -5  ra-p
/ The purpose of the Northeast Diagonal and VE!1£L

· 'z?51 is to complete and complement the highway
and expressway circulatory system in the Wichita
Metropolitan Area. These facilities wotild provide
a radial mute into thi: mirtheas! qundr:int where a
heavy concentration of population exists and
where more development is expected to occur.

nle Inner I.oop would connect the ith Street in-
terchange on FAI 35\V to West U.S. 54 at Sencea
Avenue. 'llic inclusion of the Inner I.oop would ,
complete a much needed system of expressways
that circle the Central Busines,; District. The
Northeast Diagonal, which connects the Inner Loop
and FAI 35W 19 the Northeast Circumferential

Route winlid complete the highway and expressway
circulatory system in the northeast quadrant {,1 the
City.

The Inopy Loop should bc designed to function
as a major traffic carrier for both intra-city and
through movements. 14 completely circling the
Contral Business Distriel, traffic originating from
or destined to this area has a choice of approach

 on high-type facilities. It will tend to equalize the
traffic volumes on the afteria[ system in che Cch-
tral Business District. It wili also, hy providing a
Gafe and efficient interconnecting facility, relieve
the traffic loads on FAI 15W and U.S. 54 in the

C.ntr.11 Business DiNtl icl Area.

Ilie Inner Loop is ,„oposed tr, be a elevated

tiv. 44

 freeway facility witerchang: connections tothe arterial system. 1·imited access right-of-way i.
necessary to preserve the high operational chirac-
teristies of the facility. Map 51 indicates the gen-

eral location of this frecway with suggested inter-
change Ineations

Traffie assignments on the Inner Loop show fore-
casted Iraffic volumes of from 10,000 In 27.011(1

vehicles per day in 1975 and from 13,000 to 33,000

vehicles per day in 1985. The assignments on the
Northea,it Diagonal indicate volumes of 4.000 to
14,(100 vehicles per day in !975 and 1 1,000 to
21,000 vehicles per day in 1985.

The function of the Northeast Diagonal is has-
ically the sallie as the A-Kt-1.oop. It isa collector-
distribulor expressway for the northeast quadrant
and directly connects it to the Central Business
District Area.

Anticipated traffic volumes indicate that the
Noribeast Diagonal should lie an access-controlled,
on-grade facility with channelized intersections.
The alignment for the facility is shown within die

existing Frisco right-of-way. It is recommended
that this section of the Frisco tracks he abandoned

and the right-of-way made available for an express-
way facility. The alignment of the Northeast Dia- 39
gonal from the Frisco tracks to tile proposed North-
cast Circum ferentia! Route is a general alignment
and would lie subiect to an engineering design
study prior to a final alignment selection. The
proposed alignment is shown on Map 51.

'Ille inclusion 4 the Inner Loop and Norcheast
Diagonal inti, the thorofare system wi|| relieve the
traffic loads on East 21:.t, East 13(11, Central

Avenue and Ist and 2nd Streets. Rclieving only a
portion c,f the traffic loads m these arterials will
result in a safer and more efficient flow of traffic.

A solution to some of the existing crosstown cir-

culalion problems can be accomplished by immed-

iate partial con,;truction of the Inner Loop and

Northeast Diagimal. In this interini plan, 9th Street

< could bc improved from Ilillside to the FAI 35W-9th
Street Interchange. West of the interchange, the use
of local .treets converted to one-way usage can
accomplish the interconnection to Murdock Street.

Murdock Street should cheri be improved westward to
Main Street. tty providing a facility such as this,

the distriblition characterihties of the Hystent will
lie inc·rea.wd and traffic congestion on some of the
cam-west arterial. will be red,iced. From this

basic beginning, ilic complete inner Loop and the

?r¢
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Northeast I)iagonal can then be constr,jeted in
7-49§47,2 stages as funds be:inne available./

3*343 Wichita Slreet, south of the Inner 1.0/p, is pro-
posed m function as a colleet,ir-diblrili:tior xtrect

*CU.*.u- conneeling the Inner Loop with the Cen,ral 13.4-
ness Diwitrict and the Civic Cultural Center. An
interchange near Wichita Street noitld connect the
iBEL_Loop with the Central Ilitsiness District cir-
culation system. Wichita Street would be recon-
structed as a two-way .Ireet parallel to the Mis-

13(93- .Nouri Pacific Railroad tracks. The street wn„Id run
sot,th on the ead side of Ille·,e tracks Callowing the
r:ilr. Id alignment [o a point whele it would inter-
sect with Waco Strect. Thi. alignment would elm-
inate the crossing of the Alis.·,ouri  acific main line
tracks. i•'rom this point it would continue south
along the western extremity of the Civic ('witural

£ et· · Center Site adjacent 10 111: river ti, connect with
Lewis Street near the Lewis Slreet River liridge as

80*k inilicuted on Map 5J.
Ill 'llie River Drive from Douglas to 1.ew·is is

. necessary to provide a basic internal circulatory
.3*2§* Nystern for the Civic Cultural Center and provide
·39EY convenient access to it from tile various elements
<221 of dle freeway and e.pres.way sy.tem.
27== Ikic lo the Civic Cultural Center Project, re-

40 development proposal, are being developed by
private land owners outside of the Prhan Renewal
Project Area and by those who may bc'interested in'1GRB

redeveloping land in the Urban Renewal Area itself.
7'2'90'°*t These plans may call for sonic street relocations.

In consideration of these development proposals,
the Wichita Street extension connecting to Waco

'»€44 4 could be extended west from Waco wt,th of the rail-
:'173; ¥ road tracks to the Rimr and connected to a north-

f***4 south River Drive : derconnecting with a River
Pre**44 1)five extending south from the Park Plaza Urban

Renewal Area to the River Drive through the Civic
Cultural Center Area. This aligninerit is not as
desirable as utilizing Wichita-Waco to Douglas

' in moving traffic between the proposed Inner Loop
and the Civic Cultural Center. There would also
probably be some design problems encountered in
constructing the road along the river from the
Missouri Pacifie tracks to Ihiwglas.

One question often raised is the status of Cen-
tral Avenue in relation to the Inner I.oop and the
Park Plaza Urban Renewal Project. Initially, Ceo.
tral Avenue would continue to function as a cross-
town street bisecting the l'ark Plaza tirban Re-

 newal Project until the final ConAtruclion phase of
1!bid, p. 66

'v @.+2*:.I:#,41"&/0
5%49 .i[ r.

til

1 the l'rb:in Renewal Prnice, would nceeditile its
ch).sing. '1*his i.4 shonn m Ihe Central Business 9
1)islricl Circulatitin Map (Map 51). 110'vever,.at
that time the tarte .luire c,f the crosslown traffic ; 1·

7winild then be using the Inner 1.-p. In the ilegign
of the Inner 1.oop. care must be taken w provide
adequate acces.4 1,1 the Riversid: area. This may
premit Som problems in design, hinvever, it
appear. that with the use of holh inside and out- ,
side rnmping techniques m other design techniques, g
thae technical design problen,N .an be oveic-e.
Actual planning and design work on thic Inner I,oop '
and Park Plaza circulation system shonild he plan- 1
ned so that access m the Riverside area can be
imaintained.

The following is an c.timate of cost for the

Northeast Diagonal and Inner l.nop:2 .

Northeast Diagonal to FAI 351¥

Bridges % 100,000

Grading and Paving 1.320.000

1 1,420,000

Inner I.oop, FAI 35W LE U.S. 54 4.* 1 .9544' *f irArkangs River 1.1 'ed.-
Structure 92.500.000

.1 .:*i
Grading and Paving 4,200,0(10 .. 4 .944

% 6.70{1,000 K64.4.#9 · fi*
A 8,120,000 9,3/4. 1 Q 23 114@4

39., 4.ififfiRight-of-way 6,852,000

Comingencies, Engineering,
Legal, etc. 1,218,000

TOTAL COST 316.190,000

CEVTRAL BUSINESS DISTRICT FEEDER AND
CIRCUI.ATION STREETS

The streets which rect! and circulate traffic
generated hy the Central lilihiness District, shown
on Alap 5.1, folm an importaill section of the thorofare
Sy, . Some of these streets have been classified

as atterials, and improvements to them have been
considered in the preceding arterial system anal-
ysis. A wrplementary strect inventory was made
for the streets serving the Central Businct,6 Dis-
triet which were not classified as arterials. A com- f ···401

parison of capacity vs. demand revealed that atl
but a few of the streets in this area could handle
the traffic demands with the continued use of traffic

4bid, P. 69
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THOROFARE PLAN PROPOSAM

in the next two deci,des, the thorofore syxtem in
tile Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area
will he called upon to accommodate approximately
twice the vehicle miles presently Recommodated by
the existing s'ystom.

As cities become larger, tne average distance
between trip origin and destination becomes
greater. As trip length increases, volumes on nrte-
rials increase. Expressways arc developed to
relieve the arterials of excessive volumes, and
to provide a safe and efficient facility for these
longer trips.

FAI 235 and K-15 are examples of cxisting
facilities which form the nucleus of an expressway
Mystem. 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 FAI 35W;

 the improvement of K.- 15; the proposed flner I,oop,Northeast Diagonal, North Wiehita Thruway and the
Northeast Cireumforential Route are all extensions

01 an expressway system.

The upgrading of the arterial system 'and the
42 completion of the system of proposed expressways
. will provide the Metropolitan Area with an effective

and efficient thorofare system.

The recommended thorotare proposals for the
Wichita-Scdgwick County Metropolitan Area shown
on Maps SN and 50, provides the area with a net-
work o! arterials, expressways and highways neces-

'6%:AL'P Gary to aecommodate the existing and anticipated
M :a5 1#E..6 traffic loads. Future gru.th areas are also in-

dicated on Maps 5N and 50.
I ......."'B

Some additional section line roads were added

to the arterial network in desirable development

areas mainly in thc northeast anti west parts of the
Urbanized Area. They were added because resi-
dential platting is occurring and will probably con-
tintic to occur iii these arens. If development
occurs more rapidly than anticipated and encom-
passes areas outside of the limits or the proposed
artcria! network, the section line roads bounding
these areas should also bc designated and class-
ified as artcrial streets. In short, nearly all section
line roads should be considered as potential arte-
rial streets.

These thorofare proposals should be used as a
guide for the development of a planned system of
of major thorofares. These proposals should, after/-Illill<*Mi 1

:4*%1

appropriate public hearings and public iliseussion;
be ufficially adopted as a part of the Transportal
tion Plan which is an element of the Comprehensive
Developinent I'lan for the Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolilan Area.

COSTS AND FINANCING

The financing of an Urban Ilidhway Program is a
most important consideration. The costs of the
propinl system of major thorofares will be shared
in varying degrees by Wichita, the County, the
State and the Federal Government.

It i.q diffici,It to assign the cost responsibility
for each 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 coi,Id lic undertaken. An example
of this is iii the Kellogg ;Inprovement which could
range from six to sixteen million dollsrs. It is
recommended that the various agencies involved
in street and highway construction in Scdgwick
County will formulate a workable plan of fi,lancing.

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

1. Interstate Funds - 90 percent Federal, 10
percent State

2. Federal Aid Primary - SO percent Federal
and 50 percent State for construction only -
50 percent Federal, 25 percent State and 25
percent Local for right-of-way only.

3. Federal Aid Secondary - 50 percent Federal·,
50 percent County

4. Special asseswents of benefited property
owners

5. General obligation bonds - community at
large

6. City sales tax, gasoline tax, registration
fees, etc.

7. Toll larilities

It is unknown today what fole the Federal Gov-
crnment will play in the financing of urban trans-
portation syr,tems after the completion of the Inter-
state System in t972. Many anticipate that·the
Federal Government will become more and mic

interested in the fimincing of vital urban highways.
Even so, financial participation by local govern-
ments will be conducive to a close working iola-
tionship between themselves and the State and
Federal highway authnrities.

The consultants analyzed the proposed thorofare

tiffet
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MAP 5N

PROPOSED URBAN AREA THOROFARE SYSTEM

SOURCE: URBAN HIGHWAYS, WILSON & COMPANY - 1964
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ARTERIALS
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4

··R



.1

f

0
90= system with respect to existing condition and , future anticipated traffic..and niade recommenda-

tions for hoth the City and County over a 20-year
pcri,id in tive-year capital improvernent programs,
CiV'-(P,unty com responsil,ilities were divided al

Ar.'2" '  the exiting 1964 City limits. Future expansion of
th: City limit: will, in Mollie cases, vary the cost
responsibilities W the participating agencies.
71iese cost ctini:,tes were made basing pussible
financial · arrangements on Misting policies and
function or purp.se of the roadway. Availabitity
of these funds was not investigated as a part of
this study. The assignment of financing lo any
particular unit of ,·w, ,·.2 •nt dileN iuit and Nhould
not be construed in he an obligation of or an
acceptance of responsibility by that unit of govern-
ment.

An :inal,NiN e,Micerning the availability of future
Inical fin,1% and tle [undi, 14 of imprnicment 4 „f all
element.•. cif the Comprehe'imm Develcipment I'lan
will he undertaken in a *4 hy the Wichita-
Sedg.·ick County Metropolitan Area Planning Ike-
partnient.

The cost Nhaling estimates, are hown on Table
51), but do mit ilichide propokil expressways or
the Central litisine,™ Dibtrict feeder ai'd collect-

streets. A graphic presentation of the time schedule
of improvements to the th„rofar· system in the
Urban Area is shown on 11ap SP.'

Ib Kansas Iiii,t, .ay Needs Study, completed iii
1962 by Roy Jorgenson and Asaticiates, Washing-
ton, D,C. iectignized that there were no clear cut
Federal stattites relacing to city streets. |lowever,
there was a provi.ion whereby the State :01,1,1
Jehignate certain street,4 i. connecting zink. to the
State Ilighway System. 1 lie report further 6[ales,

. in its definitiou of urban state highways:

"The extenxions of state highways into or
through incorporated cities .liould ble officially
recognized 2% part of the Stat: Highway Sy·stem,
with the .same StaIUM as rural portions of the
Sy:tcm. 11: State Ilighway Cominission should
be given the auth,•ity and responsibility for
wordinated planning, acquisition of right-uf-way,
wilstruelion, tr·affic :{introl and maintenance.
Where pilne,1 neechhary by planning studieN,
this may inefull· a|ternale routes to herve effie-
ielitly and comwiently litith iliniugh traffie and
traffie ,+ithin the City."

It is recommended that the State Ilighiv:ty· Cum-

0

4. i

Anitro

/Ibid. p. 116

mission and the Bureau of Public Roads he re-

que,ded by the City of Wichita t{, include the Norili
Wichita Thruway and Ihe Inner Loop into the State
or Federal Ilighway System as emnee{ing links,
and that the State and or Federal Government 04-%42participate in the construction of tilese facilities.
Similarly the Northeast Cirewinfcrential Route
should be placed on the Statc Iiighway System as *»43-79-0
a continuation of Ilighw·ay K-96.

 The Iny l.oop and the North Wichita 11,ruway
are prniT).Alt to serve B connections to major
Federal roules for through nioven,ent,4, and a,4
eollector-distrillutor stree[N for intra-city use.
Traffic originaling from or destined to the Central
Business Distriel and Ihe North Industrial Area

has a choice of approach on high-type facilitiex.
'llii.3 will, in :ffect, ditribut: traffic volume.%
m{,ri· evenly w ihe arit·rial Nyme,11. The ti,0 acit- 4

 itieN „ill .11,0 relicie the traffic inlumch •in FAt33FW. FM 235 und t'.S. 54 in the i ?rban Area.

In mie ilist:,ices improvenic,its recon,Ii,end.1 <
for eertain city street, are ncees:,ary due tu Fed-
cral and State highway construction affecting them.
In these eaks Federal and or State partieipatinti
should he sought fur imprnving thi local streets -
which are affecied.2 43

Joint Federal-Coumy par; ieipation on a 50-50
hasix should continue to be utilised for Federal

Aid Sectindary road projects. Strcels that are within -%
the Wichita City Limits and are de,iignated FAS
routes, i.e. Bieket 13111 Street, 2],t Street, could

4%
possibly be financed by 50 percent Federal funds.
As an example, a street requirng >1611,(10(} worth ,
of improvement ' could be improved with 11{),000 ,
Federal and %3(1,0(J[1 City-County funds. In this
example, the City and County would conlribille imly

f i ,%15,(1(JO each in matching money touard a S60,[1110
pro.ject. The City would pay the County S15,000 to
add to 11% b|lare of the matelifng ni,incy. The Fed-
cral Gover,ment does not stipulate where matching
funds must originmily enine from. This procedure »
ment i,ilied is legal al]J workable and tax heen used

in Nome c,!ies in ha11Naw.  iIt iN beyond tile .cl}pe of this *ludy to thornughly
invextigate the various metixid# by nhich Federal '
Aid could be obtained in tile st reet impri>,cmelit
program. At all tinie' 11: City and Ci,iinty '11•uld
maintain a ciohe wurl,ing relatioilihip with tile
State und Fed:,al I liglin:i) age,il e.4.

14*
4%1%

2!lii•'• p. #46
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The eslimated coms for (he dhornfore system arc many streels in ihe system, it iN recommented thalindicated in Table St .. Due to the condition of they be improved a. s{ion as possible.
TABLE 5E

ESTIMATED CciSTS OF Tlic)ROFARE IMPROVEMENTS

iroject Ri,dit-of-Way TotalDescription Cost Less 11/tV Cost Project Cost
U.S. 54 East (Freeway) %6,930,000 09.400,000 816,330,000
North Wichita Thruway 2,845,500 585,SOO 3,431,000·6tf- ··' Northeast Circumferential 1,400,000 322,000 1,722,000
Northcost Diagonal and

01Tdioop 9,338,000 6,852,000 16,190,000
Expressway Costs

S37,673,000:€42/1 2

CHI) Street Improvements
4,335,000

Arterial Street Improvements
43,404,000

Torat 20-Year Program Cost
AS,412,000

Source: Urlan Ilighwavs, Wilson and Company, p. 88.
Table 5F suggests h6,9 the various government and available remurces may alfect the at,itity ofagencies could participate in con.;tructing the both of these agencies to participate as suggested.

44 proposed expressway system. Il should tie remem- The com allocation should be reviewed periodical-
bered that these are recommendations only and are ly to determine the effe.et of current resources and
not emawnts by either the State ilighway Com- legisiation. '11,is should he included tn the prepara-
mission or the Bureau of Public Roads. I.egistation lion of the Capital Improvements Program.

TABLE SF

SUGGIESTICI) GOVERNMENTAL PARTICIPATION
IN EXPRESSWAY IMPROVEA]ENTS

State &

Federal
Estimated l'ercent Partici- Construclion1.ocation Total Cost 1.Ocal pation Period

U.S. 54 (Interim) 718,000 25% H/W 75% R/W 196S-70

1(10% Other

U.S. 54 (Final) 6-16 Mmion 255 R/W 75% RAV 1980-85
100% Other

North Wichita Thruway 3,431,000 25% R/W 75% HAY 196S--70

100% Other 62%

Northeast Circumferential 1,722,000 100% Total I 965-70

Northeast Diagonal and
Inner Loop 16,190,000 25% RAV 75% 1/W 1970-Ho

1005 Other

Source: Prhan Highways, Wilson and Company, p. 89.

f 2%:65

f.
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MAP 59

JPROPOSED THOROFARE
IMPROVEMENT BY 5 YEAR PERIODS

SOURCE: URBAN HIGHWAYS
--HS
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TABI.1·. 6A

ESTIMATF.I) COSTS FOR F RiSCO RE f.(jCATION

1 Construction
Costs 1.ength-Miles

%1,870,{)00
8.2

3 1 , 324,1)00
7.6

Line 3 >(2,1133,000
8.0

Source: Railroads. Sverdrup and Parcel, p. 13
Of the [hrce lines investigated, Line 2 was the

most dehirable and Line 3 was the leust desirable.

4-4
1.inc 2 was the shortest, required no grade xeparn-

://1//e////
ton (assuming use of the Rock Island Railroad
right-'of-way to underpass proposed 1-135\V highway),
would provide a hetter junction with the e.,isting
system and would be the leatit expensive. Thus, it
wax rewinmended that;

1.i„c 2 be sclectil which relaeates the
Frisco main (rack from approximalely {,reen-wieh Road and extended northerly and we&1-er|y to conneel iilli th: south end W the
Wichita Yard at 29lh Street North.
Ii,isting I·riseo line a,id facilities he „ban·doned and ren}ove,1 trom the east line of
Rock Roud lo the west line of Man Street;
the abandoned right-id-way could then be
utilized for a Northeast Diagonal Express-
way·

fbiNE{
'Talk 3 in Appendix 4 shows the total prelimin-

ber : ary cost estimates for all relueatio,i and improve-
':igi ' meals in the railroad plan.

TRACK REVISIONS, DOUGLAS AVENUE TO
21S'I STREET NORM

There are 11 main line grade crossings between
2nd Street Nor{Ii and 21 M Street North: many indus-
trial trieks also cross streets' betweel, Central
Avenue and 2 IN, Street North. Three solutions were
considered fur re[ieving the grade Crusl.iug hilld-
tion along this section of track:

1. Elevaling the traeks from 2nd Street North to
north of list Streci Nunti.

2. Carrying (11: s<reets over ihe existing weks

Line I

1 -ine 2

47

1
l

'11,e ctinbillti,Iits Ali thai sultilicin .3 wi,uld lie
die m.:t des,rable which xeimmiended that:

1. 'Sk,in |ine grale ern,4.ing.4 on the Santa Ve,
Rock INI:ind a,11 FriNe. be¢wcen Central
Avenue anti 19th Street North he eliminated
hy

3. The con„truction o[ highway imiler-
IN,6.Nes „1 Ce,wral Avenue *11 9th
Street Norih, highway over er=inpsa< 1.L an,1 17(11 Hireet..North, and inc
closing of Murdock Avenue, 1011, Street
X,irth, till Street Niiah, 15{1 Stree{
North and Ulth Street North.

b, Mulneating Rock liland main line op-erations over Santa Fe right-01-waybetween Norib '1'oiver and 1611, Stree#
North.

e. Relneating Rock Island main tilte op· ·erations between 16/h Street North and
their Mibling line near 2t)tl: Street
North over a relocated line west of
Mead Avenue. .

d. Relticating Frise„ main line operacion:0%·er Santa Fe right-of-way between
North Tower and Ifth Street North
until such time as the Frisco reloca-
tion i. eon'(ructed.

2. Existim' Rock 1,41*1 inain track acrm,8 91!iSlreet korth, 13th Street North and 17ch ..
Street North he abandoned and zinoved, and
Nervice to exibling industries be providedby new induNtrial lead tracks extending fromthe Mead Avenue {rack aild connecting with
the reloeaied Rock Island muin line track.

3. Fri.co main li,?e, and indubtrial traffic fromthe Licinhy of 11>dritutie be routed via thenew indi.wrial !:ad track to the Santa Fe
right-of-wuy, Ihence along the Ituek hdand
rcloca(ed lise and Hock 1.4 jund existing title
to connect nith e,ihting Frisco line on
Wahinglon Avenue nuth tif {he Rock Island
er....0.

4. Frisco track (thing Washinglon Avenue be
aband,ined and femoved frinn opposile l'incStreet to the mirch line of 90, Street North,and indwrial truffie norch of Vili Street
North be routed over the Ninaininj; existingline alting Washinglon to the Yard north of294} Street Nonh."2 Se: 94,611 which re-
veals (he recommended / rack revi.ions from
1).Illlas Avenue 10 21.l Street North.

by clevating ihe stieets,
3. Comhin.,ion .f l ..1 2

The eoinplelion (i{ this construelilin logedher,viih die propo.ed IgLr l.imp crossing over the irtieks 

t

4/.itruad.. Sverdrup aud /'.irevt, p. 43
2 tbill' M. 4.1,44

29&*
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at approximately 9th Strect North would eliminate TABI.E. 1

all street grade crossings 01 main line tracks and
:mine industrial tracks between Znd Street North MAIN TRACK (;RAI)1·. CROSSINGS 1.1,IMINA'1'1'.1)

and 2Oth Street North. Table 68 lists the main 131('1'WEEN (;11.BERT AND MAC ARTHI'll ... r

track grade crossings which would bc eliminated
R At 1. R OADbetween Central Avenue and 21st Street North. Atop

6£ showv the err™Nings which are to he eliminated. Street Nnine Santa Fe Rock Island Tolal

'1'All!,1, 68 r'llic"*

1,inci,In

MAIN TRACK GRADE CROSSINGS ICI,IMINATED Ilayley 1

BF.TWICEN CENTRAI, AND 2 IST STREET Wa,4hington
Zininierly

RAILROAD Bo„ton

Rock C & lin-Snnta Fe) 1 2

Streci Name Santo Fu IMI,ind Friwn Ttital Ilarry 2

Central i I 2 Ful,Nion
Walinlih 1

Skinner Z

8#Q#, Murdock 3
Mt, Vrrtion 2

Nth 112 Clnrk
1 1 3

Kinknid
tOth Ilydratme 1

1 3 l'awnue 2
12th 1 1 Wa.sall
13th 1 3

Ilaughton 1 5

14th 1 MacArthur 1
15th 1 3 48
160, 7'Otol 12 15 27

17111 1 1 3 *On W.U.T.
18th 1 3

19th 1 2 Source: Railroads, S.crdrup and Parcel, p. 28

Topeka
20th t 2 Five railroad bridges, providing 2 tracks, will r

21st be required; no highway overpasses will le re-

31 quircd (note Maps 613 and 6C). The total estimated
Total 11 16" 38

cost for this section is %4,525,000.
* On W.U.T.

-Does not include longitudinal occupancy of TRACK REVISIONS, KELLOGG TO INDUSTRIAL
Washingion Street by Friseo from Murdock Street AVENUIC
to 21st Street North.

A solution of elevated track and st'reet over-

Source: Railroads, Sverdrup and Parcel, p. 20 passes was proposed to alleviate the grade cross-
ing problem in this area. it waN recommended that:

To accomplish this, highway undcrpasses would
1. "Main line Santa Fe grade crossings bc-be required at Central Avenue and 9th Street. Over- iwecn Kellogg and MacArthur Road be clim-

passes would be required at Ilth and 17th Streets inated by thr construction of highway under-
North (note Map 6(:). passes at lincoln, Zimmerly, Ilarry, Alt.

Vernon and Pawnce.

Estimated w.t of track revisions frn. Doug[as 2. Service or Santa Fe and FrisCO to industries
north of [.incoln Street be routed via a new

Avenue to 2bst Street North is Z14,357,000. No lead track eonstructed across Orme Street
allocation of costs were made hy the consultnnts between Kellogg Street and Indianapolis
for this or any of the plan proposals. Street.

2.

'**33
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Cer,CbtliwONS muoMME
route seves the industrial auea NoiNI, and
west of 55th and West Streets.
F. A.S. 607 or 2tst Street from Bickel to
the nest County line. Theic we,r approxi-

mately 201) iruck. per day in 1960 with an
origin or destinatiou inxide Ilic eordonline.

Bictic! from list Street 10 1-235. Iltis
route connect. liM Street to 1-235.
F.A.S. 81 of Zt st Street from Butler Coun-
ty to the proposcd Northeast Circumicren-
Iial Route. Approximakly 235 trucks per
day crossed the cordon [ine on 2 |st Streeti n 1960.·

%39e HAPTER 9
00(0/DABS, C OLFERJU

-TRack B¢,1 UN .

: ·Lt·-* j *,4t-shotin m tlic Mali; many 4 these induslrial and'
44'.13*

9 ).,

>4*,ap.Ppillill-witol:Galing usc: must be served by trucks.
M#hm
%94*titi€0;12111]c future !-3SW sliould be utilized as an addi-

tional north-soull, truek route through the Citywhic}, woul,! eliminate at-grade railroad crossingsand inadequate space for turning movements atintersections. A portion of the existing nonh-south truck route should he retained as a #ck
route due to the location of many truck terminalti
adjacent to Mosley and Washington. Washington,Pawnec and U.S. 81 (Broadway) south of Zimmerly
10 MacArthur Road should be discontinued as a
truck rouce when K-IS is exlended to Washington
a. shown on Map M. d

22

F.A.S. 1651 or Rock Road from K-15 to
Pawnee which provides access to Mc-
Connell Air Force Base and provides ala·*,ir'9·1· connection from K-15 via Ilarr'y and WebbRoad to U. S. 54.E fattit.

2939**a
11 is anticipated that intercity truck traffic on2tql Street from 1-35W to the Northeast Circum-

ferential Route and Gruenwich Road trom K-254 to· US. 54 will decrease upon con,FIction of the rclo-- calion of K-254 and the proposed expressway andi highway system in anti through Wichila. InierrityInick trallic should lic di.couraged on 21st Street finn' 1-35W to the Northeast Circumferential Rnite:
the anticipated future land t,Nes adjacent to 21 sty SAd from Oliver to [he Nurtheast Circumferential
Rouge an mainly residential in nature.

Intercity truck traffic should he discouraged orRidge R.ad kiween 21.1 Street and U.S. 54 dueto residential development conliguous to this por-
tion of Ridge Read. Truck waftic between {hesepoine: should utilize 1-235.3

y ·intercity uu.1.g should not utilize 53rd Sireet
from U.S. 81 to K-96. · There will lie less demandon this route when the relocation of K-254 fromKcchi to 1-235 ia completed.

6

URBANIZED AREA TRUCK ROUTES
Map 99 indicates the existing and proposed cot-pick.way and major arle,ial street Nystem whichcould be utilized as truck routes in and through theVichita Urbani·zed Area when the proposed systemsare completed. Amas m shown i.·liere gruwth isost likely to aectic. Existing mid proposed indus-

ial and wholesaling land use areas aic als.i

The truck traffic on K-1 5 could utilize 1-39' as
a north-south connector through the City. The pro-posed inte,chang, located at the imersecti<in ofK-/S and !-35W will permit the translcrral of north-hound {raffic from K- 15 to !-ASW. Southbound traf-
fic on 1-351V will be ahte to transfer to K-IS con-timting in a southerly direction. 1-lic proposed e.-tension of K-15 from Pawnee northwest to Wash-inglon an{} ·north to Kellogg would permit direct
access to terminals in and near the Central Busi-Bess District.

The relocation nt t).S. 54 (Kellogg) from Wash-ington to Edgemoni would expedile castbound and 64 5westbound tnick mtivements. Intercity truck move-ments should then be discouraged on the present ialignment of Kellogg between Washington und
Edgemoor. r

When the K-96 realignment from the west County ,line to 1.235 is completed, intercity truck trafficwill be able to utilize 1-233, bypassing the City, orconnecting with U.S. 81 or 1.151¥ to connect with the Noill Indwitrial District and the Central Busi-
nes,4 District. The St,te of Kansas should be en- Icouraged to cstatilixit dic Nohheast Cireinnicrent inlRoute as a new K-96 lo thc cart of t|ic City. The
exixting K-96 alignment aouth of 1-235 via City |
streets connccling in U S. St in the City shouldnot he: utilized by intercity truckx.

 Boulevird other than the poition flom Harry Sueet I
Truck traffic .hoult! be prohibited on M:Lean

to the propose·d hmer I.oop Expres.way in tlic vi-cinity of Second Street. This potiion serves indun-trial wholes,iling ··ind Lruck lerminal areas.
The completion of (he No,th Wichita Thruway„ill connect the North industrial Area to the Fed-

era| |nient.· e System.
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MAP 9B

PROPOSED INTERCITY TRUCK ROUTES

SOURCE : A STUDY OF INTERCITY BUSES AND TRUCKS WICHITA

& SEDGWICK COUNTY, WSCMAPD , 1964.
7[¢5

m RECOMMENDED HIGHWAY AND EXPRESSWAY ROUTES

•••••11•• HIGHWAYS AND EXPRESSWAYS NOT RECOMMENDED FOR ROUTES

- - m RECOMMENDED ARTERIAL TRUCK ROUTES

6§32{ EXISTING INDUSTRIAL AND WHOLESALING AREAS
WEIm,3
42%'94:>1 PROPOSED INDUSTRIAL AREAS

El PROJECTED NON-INDUSTRIAL GROWTH AREAS 
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A.sessor's Office. These spaces :MId
be iried to 100 percent cif capacity.

ti 2. Ent,ugh parkint: spaces would bc provided
bir public parkers, buth on and off-street
so that cinly the practical capacily.pt the

%4
'ti TAI

· PRESENT ADI)1'1'IONAI.

Employ
€

& Space Danand S.39

357, Existing Legal Spaces
Additional Spaces
Needed * 182

 Source: Parking Needs Related to the Sedgwiek
politan Area Planning Depariment, p. 71

e -

 The present demand for the peak parking period
during the peak parking season of the year (january
und February) ia 539 employce spaces plus 772 pub·
lie spaces for a total of 1,311 spaces. Thcpresent

supply of spaces is 839 which indicates a need for
472 additional parking spaces.

The- future demand for the peak parking period is
0 70 estimated to be 733 employee Spaces plus862 pub-

. lic space, for a total of t,595 spaces by 1975.

t
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-

imately 800 spaces will be anticipated for usc by
amployece. 1

Recommended Alternate Ptans

"Two recommeAded 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

consideration& by the City and County Commissions
indicate that the old Courthouse site may be ae-

quired by the City for an administrative building

1 Ibid. p. 71

U

-SPACE Del

'NESS 01172{C I

.space.s tvoutl he used du,ing the peak
pa,king period of dir peak day. 2

'Table IDE indicate.ihe additiomt parking spaces
needed al the present time In meet the parking de-
:wid at the C 'grth{,use.

BLE 11*:

Ill·:QUIRED PARKING SPACE

ee Public Total

772 1,311

482 839

290 472

County Ctiurthouw Area, Wichita-Sedgwick County Metro- . 2

xite. This wtild mean that Plan B could not be

undertaken on a permanent basis. 11 a City adminis- 4,+ ·4
trative building is constructed on the old Courthouse f
site, parking demands will increase considerably .
more than predicted for Courthouw parking alone.

 affect the amount of land available for future Court-The constrt,elion of ihe proposed Inner Logp will

house parking. It had been proposed to be construct-

ed hy 1985; however: recent construction phasing t,
considerations indicate that the Inner Loop could be G... , 1
completed by 1975. Since the highway will probably 3,44- 9
be elevated over Main Strect an,1 the Alissouri- :1*
Paci fic 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- 41·
tion that the City, County and Urban Ite ncwal Agen-
cy will cnter into an agreement whereby parking
space will be provided for the County in the exist-
ing Park Plaza "A" Urban Renewal Project as the :
development progresses. All locally shared cstimat-
ed costs for land acquisition and clearance are
based on 1964 dollar value estimates. These esti-
mated local sharc costs are the total costs that

214]rking Nce,Ip. Related to ttic Scdiwick County Court-
lint:r Aren, Michiti,-Sedgitick County Metropolitan Arce
Planning Department, p. AR.

.:bi#flt

:i* %
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loca| govt·rnmental agencic,4 wmild pay the Urban
3%%91 Renewal Agency fur tlic cleared ['rban Itcnewal

t · would arning: for parlicipation in Ihe local govern-ML- land. The City and County, through agrement,
menG &48."l

I'lan A:

PhaNe 1

Ph„Ne 1 i: rce,Numended as an immediate hotution
for the parking problem at the Courth{,UNe, which
e.till be accomplished in 1966. This phase involves
the utilization „f three parcel. of land in the exist-
ing Pad[ Plaza "A" Urban Renewal Project Mhown
as Areas X, NI and Xii on Map 101. In addition,
there would be appro:imately 71 (in-strect parking
space; available in thi: phase.

11, e uital hical Nhare 01 land and eleanince costs
fur th:Ne areas is cstimated to be %142,1(10.

I'llam 11

'l'his phame i,; recommended to meet the parking
/990.- · demand of approximately 1,600 :pace, estimated

hy 1975. and u·null inwdlve the initiation of another
1 Irhan Renci,1 Proiect which would inchidc the

. land :hown as Area XIII (in Map 10(. The alley.
and tha! per,hin id Water Street wi:hin the parking
nien woutd be vueated, Appinxiniately 136 on-street:'3430 -> · space,I would lie avaitable. 111. total In:,1 shate of

4 .i· land und clearance costs for dic additioital area for
parking iN estimated to hc %250,Of)(1.

* ilie tot,il 10:111 ecist for Phases I and 11 is esti-
mated to he %392,101).

 11 the prop{,Ned Inner l.unp i. constructed by 1975,
4 ...·5  patkilig space lat liy ils constinetinn could be re-' placed by vaeating Elm Street from Alain t.Wichita1': 1,6

 and liy including enough land north of l'ine and west
| ·01 Water to off-K t this 108 in spaces.2

334.- L •·-.: ifl
Phase III

Another Urban Renewal Proicetwill proliably have
m be initiated befure 1985 to acquire and clear the
land areas :hown as XV m thip IDD to provide the
:Idditional aien needed to meet the e.!imatett de-

, maud of 1,90(1 quees by 1985. Tive 1-mu '·,iop will
probably lie constructed hy 1985 and will affect the

1/hid. pp. R and 9

21/,id, p. m

1., 1414;itt

Npae: available far parking in die Gurtlwiuse iwea.
'llte .pace. 10.1 by it. Constructilin are wnxidercd
in the space demand. for 1985. Apprmimately 99
on-strect spaces wi,uld he available in thi• phase.

'llie (01,·illocal xhare of land and clearance costs
for the additianal area for parking i:, estimated to be
0126,000. '111: t„ 11 Ii,eal Nhare (,f land and clear-

ance costs for Plan A is estimated to le %5!H,10(13 
I'lan 11:

Phase I

1121. phase i: the gme as that rccominended in
Ph#: 1 of Phm A.

Phase It

This phase a. Mulnes 111,1 the {,!d Courthouse Nite
(Ne: Area >1'V on Mop 10(') will be cleared and uti-
tized far Courthouse parking. This phase .hould he
compleled by 1975 or liefare in order to mecl the es-
timated demand of about I ,600 Npaces. 11 is assumed
in ihis rhase that Nisting parking areas VI, VII
ind VII! nortit of the eourth<,use will continue m be
used (Nee Al.ip 1 011). 11,ere would be approximately
171 (in·street spaces available in this phase.

| If Ihe propoKed Inner I.opp is const•ucted hy 71
1985,70,f){M) Nqtian·-18:1 of additional land ,;hould
he acquired through an 1!rhan Menewat Prnject dir-
celly north of the new Coorthouse Nite to provide
for space hist by the construction of the Inner Loop.

Phase 111

" To meet the eslimaied demand ti at least 1,900
spam and assuming that the proposed Inner Izmt_
will be constructed by 1985, additional parking
:pace :tiold be obtained hy initiating action for
another t'rhan Renewil Proieet including the land

 in Area XIII m Map ION. All streets and alleyswuuld he vacated within this 8!eU. Apprliximately
99 mored spaces woutd be available fur parking
in this phase.

'the wal local share costs [nr the adilit,mal
area for parking in this phase is estimated to be
%250,000. '111· tol:,1 local share cost.4 for the midi-
tionat area needed for parking in Plan B i. cstimat-
ed w be :392,()00.4

31hid, I'p 1 1

A ibid, pr. 1 1 an,1 12 +
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- 3 5 stood only by professional staffs ami Planning
R 8 Commission inembers.

The.suggested uses of the.1'ransportation I'lan
as related to the governing bodies arc as follows:

M · 1. Policynctermination: Enables theWichita$ City.and Sedgwiek County Conlmissions
to consider and agree (a) on a definite set

r of policies that will be used to govern
the future trans,(irtation system develop-
ment in the City ami Counly; and (b) on a
general transportation system design for
the Area showing how the policies tire toI - ' bc carried out.

R

2. Policy Effectuation: Enables the City
and County Coinmissions to view every

f i specific transportation improvement upon
which they must act against a definite
framework of desirable long-range devel-

PP,·91 k meri for the entire Metropolitan Area.

3. Communication: Enables the City and
County Commissions to convey their long-
range transportation systen, development
po|icies to the citizns, to government
leaders, and to civic and business organ-

1 73 izations.
4. Conveyance of Advice: Enables the

City and County Commissions to receive
recommendations concerning transporta-

Metropolitar Area Planning Commission
tion system development nnatters from the

and other advisors itt a meaningful form.
5. Education: Enables the members of the

City and County Commissions to educate

to ihe social and economic bucs in-

themselves and others concerning trans-
portation system development problems
and the relationship of' these problems

volved.

The Transportation Plan developed from this
Volume must be:

1. Long-Range: The Tramportation Plan
should be predicated on a phinning per-
iod in ilic future as far as it is possible
to make reasonable judgments as to what

f trans poriation needs will lie. The Trans-
portation Study covered a planning period
to 1985.

2. Comprehensive: The Transportation
Plan should deal with all elements of

f

# 0

34
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Iransportation and involve an entire plan-
ning area. The Study involved n!1 of :
Sedgwick Ct,unty and at! m™les oftrans-
transportation

3. Flexible ..1. Status of Prniect Dev:lop- 7
ment: If the 'I'ran.%portation I'lan is to be

effective iii primary policy determination t
uxes, it must focus on main iss,tes. It
should not ineltile any details diat will J
tend to olrieure or detract atteniion from

the major policies and physical design
prop.sols. The Plan sh{.11{1 be intended · >
to provide general locations of th: major r.
strect,; and indicate the desirable ie-
lationships between them.

· An example of a project evolving from
the plan stage to the preliminary engi-
neering design stage is the Inner Loop.
This facility was developed asS-gen€i.t
col,cept in 11: 1955 Transportation Study
anti adtipted in 1957 as :in nmendment to '
the 1946 City Master Plan. The Inner <
1.oop was first slic,v,1 nierely connecting
n propoNed Canal Routq and a 'proposed ,
West U.S. 54. Interchange points .cre
not precisely located, but were establish-
ed in general terms to accomplish the
function of the proposed facility. In tic
early 1960's, the Inner |.oop question .au

.was again rai:ed inielatiA to Urban Re- €*5
newal Projeets and the future construct- 4 '47
ion of the Canal Route. Different align- 6. ··-, 3.f
ments were studied; one was selected as 23·: >-
the basis for future and more detaile,IL :'2
planning. Currently .it is being proposcd CUR- '·
to do a preliminary design study 01 theffi
Inner 1.oop to determine exact right-01- rd··.
way requirements, general design oft
structures (ground, elevated or holli), 2
and type und location of interchange¢

ramps. At any of these Htages, the alignit
ment and actual requirements may :hal,gatit*€*
It should not be expected that the Transit€%9
portation Plan can provide exact locatiokit@*t
requirements until design .tutties hall."S
been completed and approved. Unti"-

then, the Plan must of necessity lie i f
stateme!,t of general intent and guidct-**y„·
for future and more detailed planning ID-'94
Where in,provements are propused foi .
existing facilities x„ch as |lillside 00'. .
13th Street, the Plan con be more speci•:.G:-0,·i:.A

1.
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als. Prnvide direct access to the Municipal Airport.
Eaal Kellogg, between the Arka'nsas River and

Edgemoor presents the mo.t Nerious traffic problem
in the Wichha Metropolitan Area. The traffic tore-
cast indicates th:ti. this section of Kellogg will
have the .highest traffic volumes to bc found on
Kellogg in the Wichita Metrop{#litan Area. One
tong-range solution would be to improve existing
Kellogg by: (1) purchasing additional right-of-way
accessary to provide for an eight-lane divided
facility with at-grade intersections, or (2) providing
grade separations and interehanges at major
streets, or (3) constructing an elevated roadway
over the pretent roadway.

system of highways in the Wichita Metropolitan 1
Area. The pi,rposes of thii facility are to:

1. Provide a direct connection between Eapt
U.S. 54 and North FAt 3SW and K-254.

2. Relieve U.S. 54 and the north-south arleriala
in East Wichita from traffic destined for the.
Nonh Industrial Area.3· Serve as a collector-distributor facility for ex,-ling and future development in Nnrth-
east Wichita.

Thi, route could also be utilized as a new K-96
connecting link, thus eliminating the present route
through a congested area nf Wichita.

1,12

22 ki" Ey
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Aanther king-range solution would be to Tdocale
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 bc more practical. Preliminary ati-
mates of costs show that the r,ght-of-way for such
a facility would be approximately 9.5 mitlion
dollars if it were to ly extended as far cast as
Woodlawn. Total project cost would be in excess
of 16 million dollars.

Studies to be conducted by the State Ilighway
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
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 inajoi industrial and cbm-
mercial traffic generators in North Wiehiia to the
existing und 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 (or service and
through traffic which dow not have to cross Cat-
grade) the many railroad tracks in the North In-
duntrial 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 ;outd best protect the public's .interest.
Northeast Circumferential Route:

The Northeast Circumferentia! Route is included
in the proposed system to complete the periphery

Northeast Diagonal and pr Lqop: 3.1-

The purposes of the Northeast Diagonal and 0Inner Loop m to complete and complement 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. Thc :imra:
functions of the Northeast Diagonal are basically 

 the same as the Inner Loop. It is a collector- :14!Ndiatributo, expressway for the Northeast Quadratit Q
which would bc directly connected to the Central 
Business District area. The inclusion of these 4
facilities in the thorofarc system will relieve i
traffic volume: on East 21st, East 13th, Central ?8
Avenue and lit and 2nd Streets.

County Arteriat System a.t
:-02

The County arterial road system should provid 8 // ij
a network of roads constructed to high standards il

which will allowv rapid Nafe and ecoi,omic trans- . 
portalion between its cities. Thia system of roads ·p
should be interconnected with City arterial streets '
to a|tow efficient movement between rural and
urban areas. The County artcrial system should bc
connected with the arterial systems of adjacent
counties to provide efficient intercounty travel,

The County arterial road system should provide
access to the State read system al approx imatcly
five mile intervals and connect with freeway inter-
changes at these points if possible.

RAILROAD PROPOSALS

The primary ronsidera,ion of the rai road study

concerned Ihe rail-vehicujar conflict problem in the
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TRANSPORTATION PLAN ELEMENT Or COMPREHENSIVE
AND. AMENDMENTS THERETO

May 19, 1966 - Adopted Vdlume II Transportation Study for the
Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area including Revised
Maps- 5J, 13A, . 1.3B 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. ,

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 part of page 41, subtitled .
"Northeast Diagonal and Inner Loop" amended; Table 58, page -
44 "Estimated Costs of Thorofare Improvements" amended and
contents of "Preliminary Study of Inner Loop Expressway"
Volumes I and II, May 1967, adopted subject to replacement
of Sheet 7, Volume II, with Revised Sheet 7R, dated January
25, 1968.

January 25, 1968, Adding to Revised Mop 13A dated February 3, r ·
1966:

(1) 21st Street North, from Amidon to West Street as an
"arterial".

(2) West Street from 21st Street North to 13th Street North
as an "arterial".

(3) Extension of 25th Street North from I-235 to West Street
as an "arterial".

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 ,

Adding to Revised Map 13A, dated February 3, 1966
(1) Sanora Street from Central Avenue to Mc·Lean Boulevard

as an."artorial".

(2) Relocated Central Avenue from Waco Avenue to Seneca
Street as an "artarial".

9
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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:
1st & 2nd Streets from Grove to Oliver as "arterials," reclassifying
them as "re@idential ;"

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 138, 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

c, fl,ii/#

Adding to Revised Map 13A, dated February 3, 1966:
(1) McLean Blvd., from MacArthur Road to 47th Street South as an

"arterial;" 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 & 1st
Street east of the Arkansas River theme 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 arteriall'

Adding to Map 138, 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.

11,66%.

0 e

Adding to Revised Map 138, 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".
ill(3) Meridian Avenue from 85th Street North to 10lst Street North, as an"arterial".

(4) 101st 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 Inner Loop Expressway:"

River Boulevard, Douglas to Lewis as an "arterial".
9009:359/

.%49.
November 12, 1970 - Adding to Revised Map 13A, dated February 3, 1966:

Additional runways for the Wichita Municipal Airport to serve
:.Mithe general aviation function; and Revising those portions of

Chapter 7 reflecting this change.
3--
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April 10, 1975 - Deleting from Volumes I and II of the "Preliminary Study of the
Inner Loop Expressway," dated May 1967 and Revised Map 13A, 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 & lI of the "Preliminary Study of the Inner Loop
Expressway," dated May 1967, and Volume II of the "Transportation Study
of the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area," as previously amendedon 1/25/68, any reference to:

(1) The proposed section of Wichita Street from Douglas Avenue toFirst 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 proposedone-way southbound; and
Deleting from Volumes I and II of the "Preliminary Study of the Inner LoopExpressway," dated May, 1967:

First and Second Streets from Wichita Street to Waco Avenue as one-way; 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 northwesterlyto a point near Handley Streets; and
Adding to Volumes I and II of the "Preliminary Study of the Inner LoopExpressway, " dated May, 1967:

(1) Sycamore Street, from Second Street to Dayton Avenue as a two-way"residential"; and

(2) Wichita Street, from First Street to Second Street as one-way south-bound; and

(3) Waco Avenue, from Douglas Avenue to Central Avenue as two-way; and
(4) First and Second Streets from Wichita Street to Waco Avenue as

two-way; and

Adding to Volumes I & II of the "Preliminary 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."

44.
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of Map SI, which is in conflict with Volumes I and II,
of the "pre liminary Study of the Inner Loop Expressway"
be deleted; and that page 39, beginning with "North-
east Diagonal & Inner Loop", page 40, and that part of
page 41, preceding "COUNTY ARTERIAL SYSTEM", and Table
53 on page 44, be amended as set forth within this
Resolution; and

1:KEREAS , pursuant to the provisions of K.S.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 held 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 members of the Wichita-Sedgwick
County Motropolitan Area Planning Commission was present.

NON, THEREFORE, BE IT IESOLVED by the majority
of all members of the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metro-
politan Area Planning Commission, in meeting duly assembled' ***' * that:

.1

91-J.3 *1

Revised Map 5J, dated February 3, · 1966, as pre-
viously adopted and amended, be deleted as a
port ion thereo f o f the Traasportation Plan E lement
of the Comprehensive Plan, and that Volume II of
the Transportation plan Element beginning on page
39 with the subtitle, Lqnrtheast ningnnal And Tnn,UZ
1,Long", continuing through page 40, and through that
part of page 41 preceding the subtitle "COUNTY

JARTIARIAIL;iXL&&85Lkg_Amanderl tn yend m,; frill©Ws :

ffe#-
"Northeast Diagona 1 E*·Ad-4//4*e/9--3.eep-

"The purpose of .the Northeast: Diagonal aw,4-
€Fnner-Dom, is to complete an,] ce.uplament the high-
way and exprassway circulatory system in the
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Wichita Metropolitan Area. Th40• facilit!Le would
provide a radial route into the northeast quadrant
where a heavy concentration of population exists
and where more development is expected to occur.

"The-- ji,1,24,1-Leep-would--,·-•,Mn,9.-t-he--Uth--Straet
interchange -on-FAI -36W--to West U. S-. -54 at _Sengca-i- ham=us¥

A-venue-,- The inclusion of- the--Inner--Loop-would
cemplate.-a_much-needed system-of expressways-that
circle the -Central Business District. The North-

east*agonal, which connects the-+Rne-:-Loop-and_ .
FAI 6,564 to the Northeast Circumferential Route

would complete the highway and expressway circula-
tory system in the northeast quadrant of the City.

U*23&€·

"The-Inner-boop--should--be · designed--to-fttnet*on
as- a_major-traffic-ca-rrier for'···bot·h·"intra-city-anc]
through=novementar-·By -completely circling the
Central Business District, - traffic originating
front -or--destined--terthis 'area. has a choice ofap-
proach on high-type facilities. It will tend to
equal.i.a__the-12:affic.-velumes -on the arte?Ual-a¥21:nm
in-*he-eentra-1-Business-District-J-It will 0100, by
previding a- safe and efficient-inter-connecting
facilityvrelieve the -traffic-- loads on FAI--35w-   and
U. S.-54 in the Central Business District--Area.

"The -Inner-Loop-ts-proposed to-be- an---elevated
freeway -faci-lity·-w-ith-interchange connections ·to
the-·arteria 1 -systern. Limited access right-of-way -is
necessary to preserve the -high operational character-
isties of the -facility. ---Map 5Ii -indicates the--general
.location of-thi+-freeway.

Aleta-should-be-made, -however,· that the Prelimi-
-nary-Study- of the-Inner Loop Expressway, dated May,
1957. which supercedes Ma p -5I-,·where conflicts exist,
deletes.the -proposal on -Map .5I,-of a First Street
bridge and proposes the addit ion of interchange
Eacilities at Topeka 7. venue, Emporia Avenue and Second
Street.

-te·gli-fic.- assignments- on the Inner Loop-show fore-
casted traffic-volumes of from 10,000 to 27,000 vehicles
per day in 1975, and from 13,'000 to-33,000 vehicles per

4639.
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4-4aaL fhe assigntrants -on the Northeast Diagonal
indicate volumes of 4,000 to 14,000 vehicles per

493/
*4:4 day in 1975, and 11,000 to 21,000 vehicles per day

in 1985.

3

!!Whe--Anettorr-of ihe Northeast Diagonal ks-
baeicolly tho oamo as tho Inner Loop. it- is a
collector-distributor expressway for the northeast
quadrant and directli connects 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 recbmmended

that. this section of the Frisco tracks be abandoned f
and the right-of-way made available for an express- E
way facility. The alignment of the  Northeast y

?3,Diagonal from the Frisco tracka to the  proposed 
Northeast Circumferential Route is a general align- * 6
ment and would be subject to an engineering design w
study prior to a final alignment selection. The
proposed alignment is shown on Map SI.

"The inclusion of ·e*te--Enner--Lwy -,•J Northeast
Diagonal into the thorofare system will,relieve the

traffic loads on East 2lst, East 13th,facentral Avenue · crud 1..L nan] 2..J Ol..L.. Relieving only a portion
of the traffic loads on these arterials will result

in a safer and more efficient flow of traffic. Al
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aff «42 MThe--Ri.ver--Drive f.-c=-Douglas-··to· LewJs-is
Lacess=¥_to--provide·Aliasic--internal circulator-y
.a,ote,u- for- the- Civic Cultural Center and provide-
convenient access to -it -from·-the- various-e-lements

of the freeway -and-elwakwar-system.

"Due to the Civic al Center Project, re-

development by private wners outside of the

Urban Renewal Project Z d by those who may be

interested in redeve M r.d in the Urban Renewa 1

Area itself. These '912 ca 11 for some street
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relocations. f1 consideration of these develop-
ment proposals, \*he Wichita Street,,extension
connection t o Wado could be extended west from

Waco south of the\ailroad trag]Es to the River
and connected to a north-south River Drive. inter-
connecting with a River Dpfve extending south
from the Park Plaza ri Renewal Area to the

River Drive through Civic Cultural Center

Area. This alignmen not as desirable as

utilizing Wichital·*60 tkpouglas in moving traf-
fic between the pr,oposed I Loop and the Civic
Cultural Center. "'There wo ilso probably be

some design problems encou d in constructing
the road a long,'the River from the Missouri
Pacific tracks to Douglas.
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"One queation often raised is the status of
Central Avenue in relation to th- -- r Loop and
the Park Plaza Urban Renewal Pro Initially
Central Avenue w®ld continue to ion as a

cross-town streettbisecting the/ _ laza Urban
Renewal project un€,il the cong'truction phases of
the Urban Renewal Ploject wd'Gld necessitate its
relocation. In the d ' nof the Inner Loop, care
must be taken to prov adequate access to the
Riverside area. This , present some problems

in design, however, *t apRears that with the use
of bath inside and dutside *amping techniques or
other design techniques, theke technical design
problems can be 9*ercome. Achal 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.

'Hte
N.'·142*Z\

"The- fol]*dog is an estimate of cost for the
Northeast Diagohgl: a.ad-*·nner-noop·r

  l>=5- 
Northoast Diagonal t>6 FAI -3.50 ·

0*1?32

Bridges , $ 400,000 . Grading and Pav*g 1,320,000

$1,420,000 ..1

1/ Ibid, M 69

-5-7434, ift»'J. litft
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*49'.= Inner Loop, RAI 35W to U. S. 54

Bridges $,8,653,000
Grading and Draine ,/ 4,367,000
Paving

Traffic Control Bnd -*-
Utility AqEments 587,000

Engineering' and Con-

tincies 3>038,000

$18,62,3,000

Right·Dhfrway 7,263.000
17\ $25,491/000

TOTAL COST /42&,911,000

"CENTRAL BWINESS DISTRICT FEEDER AND

CI®ULATION STREETS
"The streets wllich feed and cire(late traffic

generated bv the Cer*ral Business D#strict form an
njrla>: f €> -3 important section of he thorofare,/system. Some

4 F6 of these streets have een class#ied as arterials
iF and improvements to them have bgGI- considered in

the preceding arterial 2*tom 7'nalysis. A supple-
mentary street inventory was Made for the streets

serving tile Central Busineq/District which were not
classified as arterials. 4/komparison of capacity
vs. demand revealed that 1,41 *ut a few of the
streets in this area coulil hand* the traffic demands
with the continued use of traffi*engineering tech-

644*
niques now employed in/Wichita. 

"The prom#sed tporofare oyAA *or the c*#tral
Business Dis**t ill indicated 0Nthe\,-ocatidn\Maps

on pages ilind k off the prelimi.hary St,Mq,th InneEDLoop Exprq,Qsway. 
"The long-range repair or reconstruction plans

for the Central Business District streets should in-

clude provisions to upgrade the streets to the pre -

1/ Pralj,mi,iary f:,1-ndy of the Tnnor T,nor, Expresr:wav.,
Van Dozen, Hazard, Sta].ling:; and Sclinacke, May, 1967, p.31.
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vic>usly indicated desirable standards, if possible.
It must be recognized, however, that desirable
additiona 1 street rights-of-way and pavement widths,
as well as sufficient room.for channelization and
turning bays may be difficult to obtain and construct19"/,mi in the intensely developed Central Business District
Area."

And that Table 5E on page 44, be amended to read as fol-
lows:

TABLE 5E

ESTIMATED COSTS OF THOROFARE IMPROVEMENTS

Project Cost Right-of-way Total
Ds/8/LIJLLan. rem R Aq Cr,91· IZnce=:t.Caak

U.S. 54· East (Freeway) $ 6,930,000 $9,400,000 $16,330,000North wichita Thruway 2,845,500 585,500 3,431,0004 i Northeast Circumfer-
ential

1,400,000 322,000 1,722,0001 Northeast'Diagonal 1,420,000 - 1,420,000Inner Loop 18,223,000 7,268,000 25,491,000

A .4
E. 91

Expressway Costs
$48,394,000CBD Street Improvements

4,335,000Artorial Street Improvements
43,404,000

Tota 1 20-.year Program Cost
$96.133.000

SOURCES, Urban Hiqhways, Wilson & Company, p. 88, and
Preliminary Study of the Inner Loop Expressway,
Van Doran, Hazard, Stallings & Schnocke, p. 31E-· .:li

» E z.7 ·>=1

9:...:'f 'i,

«4.41

44*7

and that the contents and proposals of the "Preliminary
Study of the Inner Loop Expressway", Volumes I and II,
prepared by Van Doren, Hazard, Stallings ancl Schnacke,
Engineers and Architects, May, 1967, be approved and
adopted in its entirety as an addition to the Trans-
portation Plan Element of the Comprehensive Plan for
the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area; and
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%91 - 4 also provide direct access t„ the Municipal Airport.

443*339 fait Kellogg, between the Arkansas River and
»33 4 Edgemoor presents the m.st serious traffic problem

03 . in the Wichita Metropolitan Area. The traffic fore-
r ille *1 cost· indicates that this section of Kellogg will..4'*064 24

have the highest traffic volumes to be found on
Kellogg in the Wichita Metropolitan Area. One
long-range sohiljon would be to improve existing./ G; ....

Kellogg by: (1) purchasing additional right-of-way ,-343 N
29 2

necessary to provide for an eight-lane divided(4
facility with at-grade intersections, or (2) providing,4 =42 . grade separations and interchanges at major
streets, or (3) constructing an elevated roadway

1.249* over the present roadway. 3§17' RT lie*
*M)5/ Another long-range solution would be to relocate

East Kellogg from the Cast end of the railroad over-
3-- pass to approximately Woodiawn to the north or

3%41 + Nouth of it. present location. Present tand uses
-.M · adjacent to Kellogg indicate that a south align-
€44 . ment would be more practical. Preliminary esti-
19* inates of costs show that the right-of-way for mich

a facility would be approximately 9.5 million
dollar. if it were to be extended as far cast as

Woodlawn. Total project cost would be in excess
of 16 million dollars.

e
414:42

system of highways in the Wichita Metropolitan 
Area. The purposes of this facility are to:

1. Provide a direct connection between East 
U.S. 54 and North FAI 35W and K-254.

2. Relieve U.S. 54 and the north-south, afterials {
 in Eaal Wichita from traffic destined for the North Industrial Area. &/rs.*.at·,

1/ 3· Serve as a collector-distributor facility for 1529:,1- existing and future development in North- 
U. east Wichita. ==69

This route could also bc utilized . a new K-96 2%*I
connecting link, thus eliminating the present Nitta 2

@g!m=h-Umested area of Wichita. £/PPAY&,3

Northeast Diagonal 4.144#Ae,-6eop:
The purpose* of the Northeast Diagonal .an,1 98

-60-6°or·- to complete and complement the $01»
highway and expressway circulatory system in the *34+4{k·
Wichita Metropolitan Area. 'ihe.Je,ee-Loop-wriuld 93**;
1*--utilized-ler-n  -colleurorglimtributorfreeway-lar . ,<.;2,,,'
both-the--intra-city and through mol,cmentsA: 9 /400
functions of lite Northeast Diagonal *ret,Mically ff?f·fiRE
thc-*ame-as-ihe--InneF····hootr, ,te in a collector- 220%%9
distributor expre,Isway for the Northcaat Quadrant ;:,.,t;
which would be directly connected to the Central -*

77 ...6 ......W'.,1.

Studies to be conducted by the State Ilighway facilitja, in the thorofore system will licveCommission will determine which of these or tralfid volumeN on East 218£, Fast 13th, Lentral
other plans is the best solution for this portion of Avenue.a••46-14-and.-211,1-8wee*:--

U.S. 54. If the long-range improvement• are not,47),4,
undertaken within the next five years, interim im- County Arterial Syatem
provements should be undertaken immediately.

AIR#·
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North Wichita Thruway:
The primary function of the North Wichita Thru-

way is to connect the major industrial and dom-
Inercial traffic generators in North Wichita to the
existing and proposed Federal Aid Interstate
routes. Other functions are to provide case of
movement for crosstown traffi6 through the in-
dustrial area 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-Pas. 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 6,ould best protect the public's interet.
Northeast Circumferential Route:

The Northeast Circumferential Route is included
in the proposed system to comp|ete the periphery

The County arterial road system should provide
a network of roads constructed to high standard.,
which will allow rapid safe and economic trans-
portation between its cities. This system of roada
should be interconnecled with City arteria! strecta
to allow efficient movement between rurat and
urban areas. The County ancrial system should be
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 freeway inter-
changes al these points if possible.

RAILROAD PROPOSALS

The primary ronsiderafion of the railroad study
concerned the rail-vehicular conflict problem in the

3*%9
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY
DATE

WETROPOLIYAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT August 3, 1977

TO Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning
'ROM

Michael E. Lindebak, Principal Planner, Advance Plans Division
SUBJECT

Transportation Plan Amendment.

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. I suggest we hold the hearing on
September 29, at 1:30 p.m. If this meets your approval,
I will prepare the hearing notice and advertise as
required by law.

Mitha« E. Litndebak, Principal Planner

APPROVED:

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
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY DATE 8/9/77

METROPOLITAN AEA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Coordinating Committee for Transportation Planning
FROM Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

SUBJECT RESULLS 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 *ugust 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 Comittee
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 Inner Loop should be delayed until
further study can be done.

William Goebel, MAPC, added a condition to this '9es vote. He is

not in favor of removing the inner loop if nothing is to replace it, He
emphasized that part of the amendment which reads: "MAE'D 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;



r

Coordinating Committee for -2- August 9, 1977
Transportation Planning

(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),

(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
recommendations on amendments 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.

Robert A, Lakin
Director of Planning

RAL:JAS:rh
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY DATE7/21/77

METROPOLIAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

To Coordinating Committee for Transportation Planning
FROM

Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

suBJEcT AMENDMENTS TO THE TRANSPORTATION PLAN

On Monday, July 11, the Technical Advisory Committee for Transportation
Planning approved the following proposed amendments to the Transportation .12.144%...
Plan:

1. Removal of the Inner Loop (See Attachment A.)

2. Addition of three designated 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
iTAPC public hearing must be held (legal notice must be given 20 days in
advance), (3) a 60-day waiting period mus t 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. We 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 Inner Loop

In August of 1976, a location puulic hearing -as 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.
MAP) 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. 6

It is the recommendation of the Coordinating Committee that the
Transportation Plan be amended to delete the Inner 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 25-27S-2E).

el
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Coordinating Committee for Transportation Planning -2- July 21, 1977

(3) Yosemite Drive in the Park Addition, generally located at the
southeast corner of Pawnee and Maize Road.

If you have any questions or comments concerning the amendments or
the voting procedures. please feel free to contact Bill Stockwell or Mike
Lindebak.

Robert A. Lakin

Director of Planning

RAL:JAS:rh
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' WICHITA-SEDGWICKCOUNTY DATE

9*
METROPOLITAN ARIA PLANNING DEPARMENT

ATTACIr:lE:liT A

m The Coordinating Committee for Transportation Planning
FROM Willard L. Stockwell, Chief Planner, Advance Plans Division

7/21/77

sue.,EcT DELETION OF THE INNER LOOP FROM THE TRANSPORTATION PLAU

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. In 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 ati 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. IIowever, 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 6, 1977, to discuss the issue. No action was taken at that
time. On Monday, July 11, the matter was again brought before the Committee
and the following motion was made and approved:

';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 andi 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.

·'(,35- 15**
The effect of removing the Inner Loop will be evaluated when alternative 99 9%43

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
cesting of alternative networks will begin. The first network, the existing
street and highways, plus those improvements that have been programmed for
construction, will be evaluated this fall.

f f

Willard L. Stockwell

Chief Planner

Advance Plans Division

WLS:JAS:rh
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.MEMORANDUM TO: MEMBERS OF THE TECHNICAL ADVISORY (6811}14#irk

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)

i .49*. .

The removal of the Inner Loop from the adopted Transportation Plan was dig-{1./6 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-
*02216'4 tion Plan will have the following immediate consequences:
*ier-j

94;

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

./

*462

4. Changes in traffic forecasts may affect the design of some projects.

44:

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 amplificacLon of the East-West Traffic Study - to determine the best
usage of the interchange.

The I.ocation 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.

1

2
3*frff
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Memorandum to: -2-

July 7, 1977
}5%12.

Members of the Teclmical Advisory Committee

If work * on the update o f 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 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 withthe benefit of greater information.

VLC/jas
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY 0*TE 7/21/77

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

ATTACnNENT B

TO The Coordinating Committee for Transportation Planning
FROM Hillard L. Stockwell, Chief Planner, Advance Plans Division

SUBJECT ADDITIO?I OF DESIGNATED COLLECTOR STREETS TO THE TRITSPORTATION 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. Sagebrush Lane and Zim,erly 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 25-279-2E).

3. Yosemite Drive of the Park Addition, generally located at the
southeast corner of Pawnee and Naize Rd.

See the attached map for the location of the three streets.

On July 11, 1977, the Technical Advisory Committee approved the
additions.

Willard L. Stockwell
Chief Planner

Advance Plans Division

WLS:JAS:rh
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7/13/77

E. H. Denton, City Manager

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

1 ».,09..

PROGRESS REPORT: RD[OVAL OF INNER LOOP FROM ADOPTED TRANSPORTATION PLAN

On Monday. July ilth the Technical Advisory Committee for Traniportation
Planning met to consider a formal action to remove the Inner Loop from the
adopted Transportation Plan. At that meeting representatives of the Kanus
Dipartment of Transportation presented the attached letter co=nenting on the
removal of the Inner Loop.

Briefly the letter indicates that removal at this time without full con-
mideration of the effect on the adopted transportation plan is not reconniended
by KDOT. They believe that since our updating procedures are only 6-8 monthi
away that we should not: prematurely eliminate a freeway link fron the sy'tem
unless we know the repercussions on the remaining tran•portation system. I
believe the majority of the TAC members including myself agree with K.DOT on
this.

Some of KDOT's concerns are related to traffic projections keed on full
network availability and the resultant overloads if the Inner Loop in not in
place. This of course affects: (1) projections of air pollutions; (2) total
volumes of traffic and thus design of facilities, (3) previous approved
Environmental Impact Statements and (4) the ultimate use of the Ninth Street
Interchange to its full capability. KDOT hae Buggested that all of thi .ffecte
listed above should be atitilied if the Inner Loop is to be deleted at this
time.

However, in light of the Governing Body' s concern over this iest, e I made
the motion to proceed with removal of Inner Loop from the Tranaportation Plan
and my motion was approved.

Thla matter will nov be considered by the Transportation Coordinating
Committee on July 25th at 1 P.M. in the HAPD Conference Roos.

Assuming that the Coordinating Committee concurs with the recommendation,
Co del•te the Inner Dop, a public hearing before the MAPC will bi legally
advertiged 20 days in advance of the hearing. Once the hearing hal taken
place. a 60-day waiting period (as required by State statute) muit occur
before official action caa be taken by thi HAPC. The amendment would then
bi forwarded to the City and County Commiasions for concurrence.

If you desire to discua. this matter furt!:er pleal. call me.

Willard L. Stocla,ell, Chief Planner
Advance Plans Divi•ion

WLS:JAS:rh

Attachment

:9:20. '
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TECHNICAL ADVISORY CODCUTTEE

FOR

TRANSPORTATION PLANNING
57

Minutes of Meeting

July 11. 1977

$ 1 ATTENDANCE:

tien&,ers Present:

Vic Moser, Urban Transportation Planning Engineer, KDOT, representing E. D.
Landman, Vice-Chairman, Urban 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.
Elmer Karatensen, Director, MTA.

C. Gerald Jasper, Federal Highway Administration, representing W. T. Jordan,
Planning and Research Engineer. FHWA.

M. G. Seibel, Fifth Division Engineer, KDOT.
Floyd Roedell, Director of Engineering, Mid-Continent Airports 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 Mialke, Traffic Engineering, City of Wichita.
Don Losew, Junior Planner, MAPD.

Phil Nelson, Planning Analysts MAPD.
Joyce Schafer. Planning Analyst, MAPD.

Membera Absent:

Robert A. Lakin, Chairman, Technical Advisory Committee and Director of Planning,
MAPD.

E. D. Landman, Urban Transportation Engineer, KDOr.
W. T. Jordan, Planning and Research Engineer, FHWA. 2444
Chuck Donald. UHTA, Regional Office.
L. D. Gilsworth, Airports Division. FAA.
John Meyer, Urban Planning Engineer, KDOT.
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TECHNICAL ADVISORY COUMITTEE FOR TRANSPORTATION PLANNING
Minutes of Meeting, July 11. 1977
Page Two

0

Grover McLure, Director, Sedgwick County Public Works Department. ..... r=J. O. Foster, Wichita Area Chamber of Commerce.

R. D. Fogo, Chief Engineer, ansas Turnpike Authority.
Ted Farmer, Director of Public Works, Butler County. -' ?.law
M. P. Zobkiw, County Engineer, Harvey County
Jay Setter, Director of Aviation, City of Wichita.
Dr. R. Holstead, Director, School Plant Planning and Operations Services

U.S.D. #259.
John Smith, Union Terminal Association.

The meeting was called to order by Vic Moser, representing Vice-Chairman
E. D. Landman, on Monday, July 11, 1977, at 10 a.m. in the Metropolitan Area
Planning Commission Conference Room on the tenth 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 Cural Hike and Bike Trail.

Don Losew, MAPD, presented background information on the CBD Bikeway and up-
dated the Committee on its current status. Plans have been approved by both KDOT
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 finalized in July
or August. Letting will probably take place in 1978.

/44

3. Follow-up on the Status of the Inner Loop. 30-

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 request by
Bill Stockwell at the 6/6/77 TAC meeting to provide the Con,nittee with a letter
identifying the problems that would result from early removal of the Inner Loop.
Stockwell then briefly reviewed the memo,

Ray Bruggeman asked when the Transportation Update would be completed.
Stockwell said that the systems analysis stage will be completed this fall.

Mike Lindebak, MAPD, then presented the Urban Renewal Agency's proposal,
which was to delete the Inner Loop from the current Transportation Plan.
He explained that ln 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.

FASCa
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TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE FOR TRANSPORTATION PIA'FTING
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 Inner Loop "reserve."

Bruggeman: Does the BOE have immediate plans #or the land7? Il 6 months
too long to wait £for the Transportation Plan Updats/?

IGEEZ< ·

3333
Lindebak: The URA has been trying for the past 6 months.

Moser: Is a delay n 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 St.ockwell after suggestions from the TAC
members:

444
-70>34ta-
*64,9

"The TAC recommends that the necessary action be taken to -i
remove the Inner Loop from the Transportation Plan. The TAC read MraM
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-
aidering those impacts at the systems analysis stage of the Trans-
portation Plan Update to be undertaken later this fall."

8*Dick Linn seconded the motion. The motion passed (6 for - 0 against).

4. Amendments to the Transportation Plan other than the Inner Loop. ,*- 6*tF.5*1

8#ji
Lindebak explained that the following 3 streets have been designated by

the MAPC aa collector streete (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 25-27S-ZE).

-- Yosemite Drive in the Park Addition, generally located at the southeast
corner of Pawnee and Maize Rd.

Responding to a question from Paul Graves, Lindebak Raid 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. Kareteneen seconded it, and the motion passed.

714

ICRS

¢t, .

--r ---

€.%04*f»»(4%



77373A.*92-4

2**9-
*'36%1

1024#71'-li
044: 't/.., A «EU . I"Wk/4.04"F
$1%.442':,kp'*-4/3/Il---

%*i/.u ·,

·4.Att**14* -   1*3%%5*1 f.

41%17-.

¥

'*28,

.*14,
4319
»1
3%$134
1.04,44
49#1
22'04

34/0

*494«
fiL.
N€10

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMlITTEE FOR TRANSPORrATION PLATINIT}G
Minutes of Meeting. July 11. 1977
Page Four

5. Briefing bv KDOT on the Airport Planning Grants.

Vic Moser presented information on the newly established state airportplanning grant program. $100,000 has been appropriated for this program, and
the money is to be used exclusively for airport master planning activities. The
program le generally applicable to the smaller airports. $25,000 is the maximumgrant available on an 80/20 ratio. It 18 anticipated that 6 or 7 grants will be
awarded this year. Grants will be awarded on the basis of existing facilities.present and future demands, cost of work, and the effect on the city/community.
Moser pointed out that nearly half of the airports in Kansas are now unsurfacedand unattended and that many are closed at night. He said that this program is
essentially a one year experiment to show that the state can handle  airport tplanning grants and that there ia a need.

6. Presentation by MTA on the various marketing strategies that have beenemployed to increase ridership.
A, 4

Karetensen, Director of MTA, told the Committee that the 1977 MTA marketingand advertising budget is $15,000 but that it ie not available right now. He 
went on to explain some of the marketing techniques that are being used or willbe used in the near future. For example, miniature buses that are small enoughto 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

1 424mentioned by Karstensen.

m,..93.44Some possible new ideas included "ride & work" passes that could be sold
..176»24:through the employers, focus on energy conservation in DrrA'B advertising
f.»activities, and school fares for elementary, junior high, and senior high school
ij*

students.

= 1 12.49*,At-'-79*49%:
...ma . 4ilKarstensen pointed out that ridership was down in January but that it wentup in May.
Ill/'662 Fipt '

3k=,4He went on to say that they were in the process of making new schedule maps.Paul Graves then asked him where the achedules were posted. Karstensen replied,"WSU, banks. Chamber of Comerce, etc." Graves then asked why smaller buses
were not used. Karateneen Baid it was because no good small buses are beingbuilt now (mini ones, yes).

:fifiAN#

43598'
C V.44/2

F :,lk7. Slide-tape Bhow presenting KDOT' s transportation programs.
...E

The film discussed KDOT' 8 1976-77 transportation programs with special Mil/4vmphasis on the state 3-R program. -
With no further business, the meeting wis adjourned.

1401
Willard L. Stockwell
Secretary
Technical Adviaory Committee
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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;

2. Previoustraffic 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;

431?

2-1

49Vt

32*F·t

3. If the above mentioned traffic forecasts will be significantly changed, im."St
environmental studies based on them will require revision; and 339332·i:.2 f

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 etermine the best
usage of the intee.

....=*.3.4 -v•,1

9*W40·:..1

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 t° 2,tudy. the S.E.E. effects of not building the Inner Loop and of
building other projects in ilace of the Inner Loop.
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itt Members of the Technical Advisory Committee
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1977

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 objecllveanalyses of alternate transporta-
tion systems. Rather than remove the Inner Loop now, our preference is to
consider the freeway solutiorE-gm-as others that may satisfy thLEEr
}ected central__citv traffic demands in a system context as i,mna--a,Lcema
parison in the development of the new Plan. 2.-ihaLUm.--Che-pul1'a-a.,4.-ZIKEEd-d officials will have an opoortunltv to stitdv,alternate systems with
thebenefit of greater information.
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WICHITA - SEDGWICK COUNTY
1-1

4 924·.

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING
DEPARTMENT

CITY HALL - TENTH FLOOR
455 NORTH MAIN STREET

WICHITA. KANSAS 67202
4318) 268·4501

July 1,
./*/-2

1977

NOTICE OFMEETING

There will be a meeting of the Technical Advisory Committee for Trans-
portation Planning on Dion,:lay, July 11, 1977. The meeting will be held at
10 8.m. in the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission Conference Room on the '
tenth floor of City Hall, 455 3. Main, Wichita, Kansas.

AGEZIDA

»et ·· 1. Approval of minutes of June 6, 1977 meeting.
 3%*entp

2. Briefing bv MAD on the status of the CBD Bikeway and the Canal
Hike and Bike Trail.

- 3. 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,ia 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.

r. i t· r . t' 601

i J  f<:/

44 .  . 0,441
.·'.\491

' 4120

4 -7.33

RECOMIEDED ACTIOU: That the Technical Advisory Committee take whatever
action it deems appropriate.

2% 4. Amendments to the Transportation Plan other than the Inner Loop.
The tIAPC has recommended that the following streets be designated
as collector streets:

-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
203 Addition (generally located in the south half of 25-275-22).

495

*Li44

Other recommendations will be considered at this time. (See attachment.)
Action required.

RECOMMEIDED ACTION: That the Technical Advisory Comittee approve the
addition of these collector streets to the Transportation Plan.

Ely*y
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AGENDA (continued) -2- July 1, 1977 ./-

5. Briefing by KDOT on the Airport Planning Grants.
On the last day of the 1977 Legislature, $100,000 was appropriated
through an omnibus appropriations bill for the establishment of a state MIES .
airport planning grant program. The money is to be used exclusively -
for airport master planning activities. The program will provide grants
to six cr seven municipalities in the state. The state director of aviation -

has written rules and regulations. An application has been prepared and - 1
sent to those co=unities showing an interest in obtaining a grant. The
presentation will be of special interest to airport sponsors in the tri-
county area. fic..,199%

6. Presentation bv MTA on the various marketing strategies that have been
employed to increase ridership. li
Presentation will also include information on budget proposals and
recommendations.

i

7. Slide-tape show presenting KDOT's transportation programs.
This promotional film was developed by DOT for use by the State's Unt/lilli'W,°» Mat
Secretary of Transportation. The film discusses KDOT'* 1976-1977
transportation programs with special emphasis on the state 3-R
program. 1 -f

tre<W/23*-

542,
8. Other business. -- MWIN

Respectfully submitted, .//1/

14
WUlard L. Stockwell, Secretary
Technical Advisory Committee j

for Transportation Planning

J
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY DATE

June·16, 1977
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

TO Bill Stockwell, Chief Planner
Advance Plans

FROM Jack H. Galbraith, Chief Planner
Current Plans

SUBJECT 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;

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).

Please keep these recommendations in mind when you next revise
the Transportation Plan.

JabOH. Galbraith
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)

£.k K.
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TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE

- FOR

TRANSPORTATION PLANNING

EX

Minutes of Meeting

i N,

June 6, 1977

ATTENDANCE:

Members present:

Vic Moser, Urban Transportation Planning Engineers KDOT, representing
E. D. Landman, Vice-Chairman, Urban 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.
Elmer Karstensen, Director, MTA.
Grover MeLure, Director, Sedgwick County Public Works Department.
C. Gerald Jasper, Federal Highway Administration, representing W. T. Jordan,

Planning and Research Engineer, FnWA.
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.

I Ib f

44% Others Attending:

Mike Lindebak, Principal Planner, Advance Plans Division, MAPD.
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 Analyet, MAPD.
Jim York. Graphics, MAPD.

15*1

Members Absent: ./6

Robert A. Lakin, Chairman, Technical Advisory Committee and Director of Planning,
MAPD.

E. D. Landman, Urban Transportation Engineer, MOT.
W. T. Jordan, Planning and Research Engineer, FHWA.
Chuck Donald, UMTA, Regional Office.
L. D. Giloworth, Airports Division, FAA.
Jolm Meyer, Urban Planning Engineer, KDOT.

*1 Dick Linn, City Engineer, City of Wichita.
.FRE
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TECHNICAL ADVISORY COZiMITTEE FOR TRANSPORTATION PLANNING

Minutes of Meeting, June 6, 1977

Page Two

032
EF€'47: aq

Paul Graves, Traffic Engineer, City of Wichita.

 John Smith, Union Terminal Association.
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. Holstead, Director, School Plant Planning and Operations Service,

U.S.D. #259. €941«,

-4,94¢Rf

31

The meeting was called to order by Vic Moser, representing Vice-Chairman
E. D. Landman, on Monday, June 6, 1977, at 10 a.m. in the Metropolitan Area
Planning Commission Conference Room on the tenth floor of City Hall.

1. Approval of minutes o f the March 28. 1977 meeting.

The minutes were approved as distributed.

2. Presentation by Grover McLure. Sednwick County Director of Public Works
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

3«ty :1

System Total Revlace

FAS 146

County 106

Township 318
570

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 Old County Courthouse, the County is reaching its bond in-
debtedness limit. McLure is proposing that a separate fund be established for
financing bridge improvements (thoge costing $160,000 or more). With a 2 mil '
limit, such a fund could generate as much as $2 million for bridge replacement
ir. Sedgwick County. Smaller 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 involved. The
program could not even begin until next July because a decision on the funding
legic] ation would not be made until then. ticLure added that all of the bridges
were now operable on a small ton limit.

1...
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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 -i
also discussed planning in terms of goals and objectives, inventories, analysis ; F
of existing conditions, and forecasting.

'By:,--' :.r:

¥ 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 Inner

Loop from the current Transportation 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 Inner 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 is needed not only by the Board of Education but also by certain developers
in the city for Section 8 housing. Finkbiner concurred.

•41:':.41

'.:143//4

Vic Moser stated that if 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.

Stockwell suggested that Moser provide the Committee with a letter identi-
fying the problems that would result from early removal of the inner loop. It
would then be discussed with the City Manager 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." e,rig

Foster stated that the Chamber of Commerce has been and continues to be in 80'll'Rm

favor of the Inner Loop. ......=.'-*.%*.95%
'-43*f

Karatensen asked whether or not U. S. 54 could handle the traffic without
Ba&DRthc Inner Loop.

Moser said it probably could, but at a lower level of service.

522
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Finkbiner then questioned the feasibility of getting the City Commissioners
and the public to change their minds about the Inner 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 like to see the Inner Loop not removed
until the whole system is reviewed and updated.

3
Unscheduled Item - Public Attitude Survev

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 III Update- 1973 Traffic Assignment

Comparisons between the 1973 model-predicted traffic volumes and the S¥
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+ A

trips. In general, it was felt that the models were sufficient for forecasting
travel.

6. Presentation by M. G. Seibel, KDOT, on the status of highway protects in
the Tri-County area.

The attached report was delivered by M. G. Seibel.

With no further business, the meeting was adjourned.

Willard L. Stockwell

Secretary
Technical Advisory Committee

3*
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY DATE

June 16, 1977
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

TO Bill Stockwell, Chief Planner
Advance Plans

FROM Jack H. Galbraith, Chief Planner
Current Plans

suaJEcT 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;

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).

Please keep these recommendations in mind when you next revise
the Transportation Plan.

JableH. Ghlbraith
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)

L



WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY OATE

June 16, 1977

MITIOPOLITAN ARIA PLANNING D••ARTMINT

T¤ Bill Stockwell, Chief Planner
Advance Plans

F.¤M Jack H. Galbraith, Chief Planner
Current Plans

au,JECT 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;

2. Sagebrush Lane and Zimmerly fram 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.

J*dll H. -Galbraith
CR*eff 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)
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY DATE

April 14, 1976METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DIPARTHiNT

TO
Willard L. Stockwell, Chief Planner
Advance Plans Division

FROM

Curtis L. Newby, Junior Planner
Current Plans Division

SUBJECT 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.

If you have any questions concerning this matter, contact me.

CLN:rme

Attachment

flD-L  <1 41-
Curtis L. Newby, Junior Planng,F

0

CC: Bruce Curfman, Junior Planner
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