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UNIT PLAN, on the west side of Rock th
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S.ac. 19 COMMUNITY UNIT PIA Z-

Twp. 27 Filed 12-22-65
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APPLICATION REQUEST: Approval of proposed planned commercial

development.

1. Applicant Rock RoadImprovement Inc.

Address 309 South Market Phone AM 2-1414

9

U

2. Agent Earl Graves
Address 309 South Market Phone AM 2-1414

3. General Location On the west side of Rock Road between Douglas and
Kellogg Address

4. Proposed Use Shopping Center

AREA DATA

1. Acres C it. by ft.)

2. Existing Zoning "Le" Proposed Zoning "LC"

3. Area XIMX (is not) platted. Addition

4. Existing R/W 60 ft. 70 ft. 80 ft.

Rock Road_ _ _St. Kellogg St. Donal as St.

Proposed R/W ft. ft. ft.

Rock Road _St. Kelloga St. Doualas St.

HISTORY

DP-1 - Residential and Shopping Center Community Unit Plan at the north-
west corner of Rock Road and Kellogg

2-0557 - "AA" & "Le" to "LC" for the northwest corner of Rock Road and

·24€

1%P 1 1."44

, 111

PROCEDURE DATA

i. MAPC Meeting:
Date Action

1-20-66

(1'

2. Governing Body
Date Action

4-,91(,(.(r A.F+*A .,.4 4. 0.416#,

r

NOTES:

721-0 55-7
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June 28, 1966

Glen Lytle, Superintendent of Central Inspection

Jack H. Galbraith, Senior Planner, Regulations Division

DP-12 - Commercial Community Unit Plan on the Weet Side
of Rock Road between Douglas and Kellogg

45%
At iti regular meeting on June 28, 1966, the Board of City
Commis•ioners considered the above-captioned community unit
plan. The action of the City Commission was to approve the
development plan as recommended by the Metropolitan Area
Planning Commission subject to the following conditions:

1. The applicant indicating a 50-foot plant ing
area adjacent to Douglas and providing the
following informat ion under General Notes:

"The north 50 feet of the shelter belt adja- .8-311 i
cent to Douglas, except for access points,
shall be improved and maintained as a land-
scape buffer under the supervision of the
Park Department".

J

2. Waiving the 5'-8' wall adjacent to the west
property line, subject to a 10-foot planting
•creen being provided.

3. Granting a reduction of the setback adjacent
to Patio Court in Parcel RS-4 from 35 feet to
20 feet.

4. Indicating a maximum two-story height on Par-

5. Indicating a 35-foot building setback line on
the west side of Parcel RS-4.

6. Changing the notation regarding access control
to Rock Road to read as follows: "Complete
acces, control, except for three openings.
The access points shall be in line with medial
cuts, and their location shall be determined by
the Traffic Engineer.

)31'1
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Glen Lytle. Superintendent 2 June 28, 1966
of Central Inapection

7. Under Parcel RS-2, the notation after "signs"
being changed to read as follows: "Adver -
tising signs permitted in the front setback
area along Armour Court - 30 feet maximum
height".

8. The development of this proparty proceeding
in accordance with the development plan as
approved by the Planning Commialion and City
Commi,sion, and any substantial deviation of
the plan, a, determined by the Superintendent
of Central Inspection and the Director of Plan-
ning, shall constitute a violation of the
building permit authorizing con,truction of
the proposed development.

9. Any major changes in this development plan44ii being resubmitted to the Planning Commission
and City Commission for their consideration.

It was pointed out to the applicant that prior to the tiou-
ance of a building permit for the automotive centers indicated 64-
on Parcele RS-1, RS-6 and RS-7, it will be neceagary that the
applicant file for an exception before the Board of Zoning
Appeals.

A copy of the development plan as approved by the Planning
Commis,ion and City Commission is attached for your informa-
tion and files.

If you have any questions concerning this matter, pleage call.

JHG:bgs

Attachment

. ry
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City Manager's Report r/91

48 Report from the MAPC to the Board of City Commissioners til331
MI

DP-12
Case No.

Considered by M.A.P r
1-20-66Reconsidered by MAPC: 6-16-66 .

Request for: Approval of Commercial Cammunity Unit Plan

80..on for request (as provided by petitioner):

none given

1

te
0-:A

,'Location of property: West side of Rock Road between Douglas and Kellogg

Legal d,scription of property:
The 64. Section 19, Township 27, Range 2 Eamt, Wichita,

i  . 232*913.

Sedgwick County, Kansas, except Rockwood South 2nd Addition.

Petittoner: Rock Road Improvement, Inc.
Address: 309 South Market

Counsel for petitioner: Charlea W. Harris, Attorney

r Protesters (Ust counsel, if any): Richard Mullins, Attorney for the City of East-
9 borough, Gene Gray, 8001 Morningside, and Gene Thomas, 6026 Mockingbird Lane,
T spoke in opposition. A letter from Mrs. Hocutt, 33 Stratford, indicated

ODposition.burrounding zoning: To the north is "AA" and "RE' 1 east and weet is "AA" and
"LC" i south ii "LC'

 Land use: Subject property ia the location of a motel, service station, vacant
and restaurant, north are patio apartments, Iingle Emily and vacant, east i,
lingll family, -imming pool and club houme, Bouth im a drive-in theater,
motal. new and used car agency, and west im Eastborough, single f=ily and

1 vacant.

94
.Al,»5

planning Co=nilion Recommendation:

IAW moved and HILL seconded that the Planning Comis,ion recom-

subject to the following: (See attached sheet for conditions.)

mend to the City Commil,ion that this application be approved.

Respectfully submitted,

unanimous ./.retary
Vote of Planning Commission

F ...t' .....

1. Approv, t... reca·olen. ation of the Metropolitan Area Planning

1 1 ACTION: CO=i=Jrjion, ©r
2. Return the application to the Metropolitan Area Planning Com-

mission for its reconsideration. The City Coninis,ion states the
following reasons for its action:

Wil/./.

94%/
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1. The applicant indicating a 50-foot pl- riting area
adjacent to Douglah and providing the Follc,wic J
information under General Notes:

0.234,

2,

4.

"the north 50 feet of the shelter belt ad:jacent

to Douglai. except for acces, points, shall be
improved and maintained as a landicape buffer
under the aupervision of the Park Department".

Waiving the 5'-8' wall adjacent to the wait prop-
erty line, subject to a 10-foot planting screen
being provided. .

Granting a reduction of the setback adjacent to Patio
Court in Parcel RS-4 from 35 feet to 20 feet.

:=6 41

Indicating a maximum two-story height on Parcel RS-12.

09<. 9 .4 -4149439.94 6

10%
/4,49 +

1

Indicating a 35-foot building setback line on the west
side of Parcel RS-4.

Changing the notation regarding access control to
Rock Road to read as follows: "Complete access control,

except for three openings. The access points shall be
in line with medial cuts, and their location shall be

determined by the Traffic Engineer.

'F

Under Parcel RS-2, the notation after "signs' being
changed to read as follown "Advertising signs per-
mitted in the front setback area along Armour Court -
30 feet maximum height".

1, f ·

8. The development of this property proceeding in accord-

ance with the d#;01»EMns approved by the Plan-ning Coninission,A and any Ii:tklid aviation o f the .1-

plan. as determined by the Superintendent of Central afl
Inspection and the Director of Planning. shall constitute
a violation of the building permit authorizing construe-

tion of the proposed development. .: '

. 1.1

.A

9. Any major changes in thit development plan being re-
submitted to the Planning Commism:Lon and City Comminion
for their consideration.

- Plel.

XCERPT FROM PTAN,JTN,= r•nuMTRATM MINT,PER r·]p .TANTIARY 20. 19#;6:

"2. Caae No. Dp-12 - Rock Road Improvement, Inc. requests approval
of a revision of DP-1, being an area on the west side of

Rock Road between Douglas and Kellogg.

60,*El///'-

The Chairman read the following letter from the City Manager
dated January 19. 1966, and addressed to the Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area Planning Commission.

'The City Commiesion has noted the item on your agenda
for January 20. 1966. relating to a request for a Coin-
munity Unit Plan modification for an a rea generally

located at the northwest corner of Rock Road and Kellogg.

f?:2 4

f.
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Pleue be advised that the City Commtiion has under
consideration an ordinance which will require community
Unit Plan modifications or revisio s to e approved by
the Governing Body. I have been inutructad b·, tl u City

commission to inform you of its o :aira that no action o n
this or any other propoied CUP Ld taken unt 1 2,+3 matter
receives the further attention of the City comminion."

LAW said he would like to suggest to the City Commission that
the Planning Commission direction of this nature should be forwarded
through the Mayor, and that staff direction be handled by the City
Manager. He felt that since the Planning Commission is a recom-
mending body to the City Commission and not to the City Manager,
direction and requests for action should be from the City Commis-
sion itself.

FOSTER said that the City Commission directed the City Mana-
ger to write the letter.

The Chairmnn said that ha had asked for consideration of the
above request from the City commission at this time (the item is
listed as the last item on the Agenda) inasmuch as if the Commis-
sion does decide to defer as requested, those people present to be
heard on this item could be excused.

In the discussion which followed. it was pointed out that the
zoning ordinance at this time does not provide for consideration
or approval of a Community Unit Plan by the City Commission. It
was noted that ··he "LC" zoning and the Community Unit Plan have
already been approved and this is a request for revision of the
plan.

ManICE: MOONEY moved that this application be
deferred as requested by the City Commission.

LAW said he saw no reason why the Planning Commission could
not proceed with the hearing (especially in view of the fact that
notices have been sent to the property owners in the area and
many are present at this time), and make a recommendation to the
City Commission and if that body desires to withhold consideration
until the ordinance is amended, they could do ao.

1.33*

7 9
HILL noted that apparently the City Commission desires to have

the final action on a community Unit Plan. and he did not think
the request was intentional to cause delay in consideration of
this application or to cause residents of the area inconvenience .
HILL said he was not opposed to hearing the application, but it
meemed desirable to defer the matter until such time as the City
Cormission amends the ordinance if that is their desire.

t¥*

FOSTER said that the Planning Department sent notices to
property owners within 500 feet on the east, west and north, and
those within 200 feet on the south. FOSTER indicated that it is

difficult to anticipate just how long it might take to amend the
ordinance.

LAW pointed out that the City Commission apparently did not
ask that the Planning Commission not hear the request, but only
that it not be acted upan.

fk '4*62*1*

522-

After more discussion pro and con to a deferral, MOMEY said
he would withdraw the above motion.

BCS PARTRIDGEAttorney for the applicant. said he was not
aware of the letter from the City Manager until now, but if the
planning Commission wanted to hear the application, he was pre-

3.3
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pared to present it on behalf of the applicant. He commented that
it il poslible that Borne of the residerts i.1 the anja are not
aware of what il planned and if a defarral i.3 granrud. an effort
would be made to meet and explain the purpose of ti. revisions to
interested propetty ners. He indluated that Light even be
poisible to resolve any controversy which now exists.

HILL asked if, after such conferences with interested proper-
ty owners, it is possible that another revised plan might be Iub-
mitted. PARTRIDGE said that on matters of real controversy, they
would be inclined to be flexible in the design of the plan. GAL-
BRAITH pointed out that the zoning ordinance does not require a
filingor publication fee applicable to a revision of a Community
Unit Plan.

RICHARD MULLINS, Attorney, said he was representing the City
of Eastborough, and said he thought it would be time saved if
this application is deferred and conferences held in an effort to
reaolve differences and controversies.

LAW pointed out that it has been a long standing policy that
if the applicant or anyone else concerned desires a deferral.
then such request should be made in time that the property owners
adjacent to an area can be notified and thus not be inconvenienced
by attending a meeting when the matter is not heard.

GENE GRAY, 8001 Morningside, said he has conferred with Borne
of the other protestors, and it was their belief that a deferral
which would permit conferences between the parties concerned would
be the best action at this time.

Discussion was had with respect to the time required for
amending the ordinance in case the City Commission desires it
amended to permit that Body to consider and act finally on Commun-
ity Unit Plans. The various steps necessary to reschedule this
matter, if the present revised plan is changed, and if an amendment
to the zoning ordinance is required and it was indicated that it
would possibly be 4 or 5 months before final action by the City
Commission.

The Chairman asked Mr. partridge if he understood that any
deferral would actually be for an indefinite time. PARTRIDGE
agreed that his client could not proceed on his plans until the
City Commiscion has made its decision on an amendment to the zon-
ing ordinance. PARTRIDGE agreed that interested parties should
be notified and indicated agreement that his client would bear the
expense of such notification.

GENE THOMAS, 8026 Mochingbird Lane, said he would like to see the
difference between what was proposed originally and what is pro-
posed now. LAW pointed out that the light commercial zoning has
already been granted and that the application at this time is for
approval of a revise.i development plan within that light commer-
cial area.

MOTIan MOOZIEY moved, HILL seconded and it
carried unanimously that the Planning Cam-
mission defer this matter indefinitely at the
direction of the Board of City Commissioners,
which requested that the Planning Commission
take no action on any proposed Community Unit
Plans until further direction by the Board of
City Commissioners.

Effflf.  19,94
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can==£152

MAPC: Approved 7-2-64
BCCI Approved 7-21-64

*4
mil - MAPC: Approved 7-21-64

1966:

l
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-         "10. CAMEL Nn. DP-12 - Rock Road Improvement. Inc. requests
aBE=gyal_Qi a COII=ircial_C-mniky-UniL-Elan. for property
ducribed al the SE4 of Section 19. Township 27, Range 2
Eait, Wichita. Sedgwick County, Kansas, except Roclavood
South Second Addition. f}*nagallxk-.lacal=L=-tha_•miLaida
La*-Eg"d-hot/mullal"/Mand-%.ilgge.

GALBRAITH pointed out the area on the map and reviewed the
following staff report.

nialaa: £:Ui:min - "AA" to "LC"
Daierred indefinitely at applicant's request - October, 1961

caam.-z=OB - AA" to "LC"

.mMAPC: Approved 10-4-62
Bcci Deferred 10-23-62

BCC: Denied 10-30-62 4-

e••a 7.-n•27 - NAA" to "LC"- CUP

MAPC: Approved "BB" for Lot 2, except S 380 feet thereof,
Rockwood South First Addition

CUP wai deferred 1-17-63

BCC: Approved north portion for "BB" 2-5-63 KEE

REd

DE=12 - mpc: Deferred indefinitely 1-20-66

2==aka:

1. There has been considerable history an this property since 1961. .46=2=

Former requests for ione changes were either denied, deferred,
or approved only in part. Upon the approval of the amended CUP
regulations, the applicant submitted an application for "IC"
zoning for the entire tract and also submitted a •development SEi
plan" and alternate proposal under the CUP regulations of the 20·
zoning ordinance. Both were approved by the Planning Commission N#*%*<

on July 2. 1964. (Case Z-0557 and Cage DP-1.) fk**k

.did@

4 am /b'Faw-*86 11:Caug Ogvg,-ca.6 ....JW.6 /% v.·#2.a.wo .66%.-1 #a*W W.-,-.-4-
approved development plan and filed an amended plan which was

-            considered by the lanning Commission on January 20, 1966. Due
to a considerable number of protestors in the area, the case was
deferred indefinitely in order for the developers and surrounding
property a,ners to meet to try to resolve as many of the problems
as possible. The applicants have now revised the amended plan and
have resubmitted it for consideration.

P'20%,Bd: ?et l · /

3. There is one area of controvorsy between the staff and the appli-- 4
cant and that is concerned with the planting screen adjacent to :$-1.1/'Il-
Douglas. At present there is an existing 70-foot wide shelter
belt on the south side of Douglas which provides an excellent
buffer for the residential development to the north. The plan

indicates the required 10-foot planting strip; however, this
appears to. an inadequate screen separating single family uses
from a 150-ecre communit ., unit plan which is proposed primarily '42%7¢K

for corm.a· :2,1 divel-,9 -:lt. It is the opinion of the planning

·20?f
·9ft€ft-=. 14*01TN:.=g.... -- *PMe·-f*44-+-1-*4.?24* '5Z,¤'*s.5EZA-=Ne=*w**.- i . ':

G .. , '. :I..:rl, '4 90:I . f., : 4' { . ' .,'. ' , ' :-f<Jfc, 92%47i'tfrit>Xyi·r¢t·itic'fy?73#BEVff;f4. ·
44% , . M *46<',·'f· ·f.*>F···-·1 :«·':·5 ···.·' ·. '  .
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Department that at least 50 feet of the shelter belt should be
---1 a,€*01 retained and improved to serve as a buffer for the single family

dwellings to the north.
970

4. The applicant has submitted a letter requesting that the setback
adjacent to Patio Court in Parcel RS-4 be reduced from the required
35 feet to 20 feet. The setback requirement in the "13" multiple
family zone is 20 feet and since this parcel is to develop for
apartments. it is the opinion of the Planning Department that the
20-foot setback as requested is proper.

- 5. The applicant has also requested that the wall requirement be 
waived adjacent to the west property lines of Parcels RS-2 and

RS-4. In lieu of a wall, the applicant is proposing a 10-foot 6 planting strip as a buffer for the property to the west. Since
offices and multiple ·hily dwellings are being planned adjacent
to the west property line. they will for all practical purposes L

-              serve as the buffer netween the commercial development to the i I
east and the residential development to the west. Therefore. it
is the opinion of the staff that the 10-foot planting strip in
lieu of the 5'-8' wall is satisfactory and wifl serve aa an
adequate buffer.

.,es:.,

Mefo.

89mtmodakian

The Planning Department recommends that the development plan
be approved with the understanding that such approval is given an the
basis that this tract of land is under one ownership and control, and
is in accordance with the intent of Section 28.04.190 of the ordinance
to promote we 11-planned and well-organized community unit plan d eve-
lopments. It is further recommended that approval of the plan be l
given subject to the following conditions: -'.m:

34%2=;

1. The applicant indicating a 50-foot planting area adjacent
to Douglas and providing the following informatian under 3*4*td····'· c.. i.. *'

9+95* I.

General Provisions:

1.9154.
The north 50 feet of the shelter belt adjacent to 28*.9 7/1

=:99*· U. · f/,49•122

Douglas, except for access points, shall be improved 002 .NE {5#Niat--3 44/1/
and maintained as a landscape buffer under the super- p·Mill
vision of the Park Department.

1=
E-f·

2. Waiving the 5' - 8' wall adjacent to the west property line,
subject to a 10-foot planting,creen being provided.

5.;23

3. Granting a reduction of the setback adjacent to Patio Court
in Parcel RS-4 from 35 feet to 20 feet. 040r

4. Indicating a maximum two-story height on Parcel RS-12.

5. The development of this property shall proceed in accordance
with tbe glevelopment. plan as approved by the Planning Commts-
sionlgngl·1*JFWIEk*%11Vial deviati on of the plan, as determ_ned
by the Superintendent of Central Inspection and the Director
of Planning, shall constitute a violation of the building p3r-
mit authoriz.ng construction of the proposed development,

6. Any maj or changes in this development plan sha 11 be resubmitted
9 -/ 42f.........

to the Planning Commission and to the City Commiesion for its

consideration. ./=

1 2,. 3.7.- 1*
4,                                         , , U»),1 ,

, 414,1,9.,1.0 e
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RICIARD MULLINS, Attorney represaiting the City of Eastbcrough,
offered objections only with respect to the fact that the usual 35-
foot setback line has not been indicated or. the west side of Parcel
RS-4.

CHARLES HARRIS. Attorney for the applicant, said they were
agreeable to this setback and that it actually was an oversight in
not showing it an the revised development plan. He continued that a
meeting had bean held with property owners in the adjacent area and
that it was his belief there would be no objection to the plan as
now revised. HARRIS said they have requested a waiver of the normal
35-foot setback to a minimum of 20 feet along Patio Court to permit

¢.2£8 -
94/9.hwha*al.../.. more flexibility in arranging the apartments proposed, and have also

requested waiver of the masonry wall along the west side of Parcels
RS-4 and RS-2, and agread to establish a 10-foot planting strip
along this side, as it was considered mcre desirable than a masonry
vall in this particular case.

9/44
.48/92//?

If,164:

MR. HARRIS said that p number of the residents of Bonnie

Brae had offered obj ections to having access to subject development
in line with their residential streets. He said that the developer
is agreeable to three access points as determined by the Traffic
Engineering Division. In discussing the matter of access on Rock
Road, it was the feeling that when this street is improved with a
medial, the Traffic Engineer would no doubt locate access to the
property to the west in line with medial breaks. HARRIS said they
would be agreeable to the three points of access being designated
either by the Traffic Engineer or the Planning Commission. It was
pointed out that there are 5 intersecting streets from the residential
area on the east side of Roc c Road and that it certainly would not be
desirable to have 8 breaks in the medial in this one-half mile. IAW
stressed the need for clarification of this point at this time and
it was the concensus ,f the Commission that there should be completei
access control to Rock Road except for three openings, which shall be
in line with medial cuts and their locations to be determined by the
Traffic Engineer. HARRIS said this was satis factory to his clients.

MR. MULLINS questioned the signs as related to RS-2 and the
possibility of their location in the rear setback area. HARRIS said
that no signs would be located along the rear of the area and that it
would be satisfactory to limit their location te along Armour Court.

HARRIS referred to the shelter bilt along the north property
line and said that the developer intends to clean out the dead plant
material (they have an agreement with the Park Department in super-
viaing the improving of this area since part of the shelter belt is
on public property). and maintain it as a green buffer. He asked
that the required buffer be flexible enough that they could have
pedestrian and vehicular access, and said also that it would be
their intention later to include this area as a recreational facility

I) for children if apartments are constructed. He said they would not4.
want to be prevented from constructing terraces, walks, etc.

In the discussion, it was pointed out that sidewalks will be
a requirement of the plat, when later submitted .

GAIBRAITH pointed out that a letter had bean received from

Mrs. Hocutt, 33 Stratford Road, in which she expressed opoisition to
the commercial deve lopment proposed for subject area.

LAW movet d.,d HIM. seconded that the

Pl..... '.1: Comminsir . recommend to the City Com-
m...d-·i Jn th t tl i :oramunity Unit Plan be approved

.Alf
14 f.t

subject to the .ollowing:
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«353 1. The applicant indicating a 50-foot planting area r

ad jacent to Douglas. and providing the following
information under General Notes:

"the north 50 feet of the shelter belt adjacent to
Douglas, except for access points, shall be improved
and maintained as a landscape buffer under the super-
vision of the Park Department".

2. Waiving the 5'-8' wall adjacent to the west property
line, subject to a 10-foot planting screen being
provided.

3. Granting a reduction of the setback adjacent to patio
Court in Parcel RS-4 from 35 feet to 20 feet.

4. Indicating a maximum two-story height on Parcel RS-12.

5. Indicating a 35-foot building setback line on the weat
side of Parcel RS-4.

6. Changing the notation regarding access control to Rock jh

Road to read as follavs: "Complete access control,
except for three openings. The access points shall be
in line with medial cuts. and their location shall be
determined by the Traffic Engineer".

7. Under Parcel RS-2, the notation after "signs" being 54

changed to read as follows: "Advertising signs permitted
in the front setback area along Armour Court - 30 feet
maximum height 293*

8. The development of this property proceeding in accordance
-6404 with the d€ velooment -Dlan aa approved by the Planning

liti- 'Clt- enmmisslort,Commission/aand any' 8-libstantial deviation of the plan,
as determined by the Superintancient of Central Inspection
and the Director of Planning. shall constitute a violation
of the building parr<.- authorizing construction of the
proposed development.

9. Any major changes in this development plan being resubmitted
to the Planning Commission and City Commission for their
consideration.

49
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A COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT PLAN FOR
ROCKWOOD SOUTH

Wichita, Kiniai

PARCEL "R. S. " - #i

Total Net Area - 8.17 AC or
355,800 sq. ft.

Maximum Land Covered by Building, 30 percent

Maximum Height
2 SWEY

Parking Ratio as Required Under L. C. Zoning
Building Set Back Line,

Armour
35 feet

Kellogg Drive
65 feet

Other Property Lines
35 feet

Commercial Uae• Permitted Under L. C. Zoning
Proposed Uses:

Automotive Sales, Service, Parti.
Automotive Center and Other Compatible Umei. 934
Subject to Board of Zoning Appeal'i Approval.

Groam Floor Area per Floor
106,740 80 ft.

SIGNS - Advertising signs permitted in let back area
30 feet maximum height

PARCEL "R. S. " - #2

Ey'€63'·;

694

....1 1.5/ ....a - 7. ., .... V.
-*V I , vvv C, 1,

Maximum Land Covered by Building 30 percent

Maximum Height
2 Story

Parking Ratio as Required Under L. C. Zoning
Building Set Back Lines

From Street
35 feet

From Property Line
35 feet

Uses Permitted Under B. B. Zoning
Proposed Uses:

Medical Clinics, Laboratoriee, Profe,itonal
Buildings, General Office Buildingi

Groia Area per Floor
122,100 10 ft.

SIGNS - Advertising sign, permitted in set back area
30 feet maximum height

GENERAL NOTES -
Width of street right-of-way and width of paving to be
determined at time of platting.

Ten foot planter strip along Ealt property line in Eait-
borough in lieu of molid fence.

62*
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PARCEL "R. S. '1 - #3

0 0

Total Net Area - 4.07 AC or 177.500 sq. ft.

Maximum Land Covered by Buildlng 30 percent

Maximum Height 2 Story

Parking Ratio as Required Under L. C. Zoning
Building Set Back Lines

35 feet from all street 35 feet

Commercial Uses Permitted Under L. C. Zoning
Proposed Uses:

Restaurant and Private Club, Medical,

Professional or Office Building - Theater -

Bowling Alley.
GrOBB Floor Area per Floor 53,250 iq. ft.

SIGNS - Advertising eigns permitted in iet back area
30 feet maximum height

:3;W"
PARCEL :'R. S. " - #4

Total Net Area - 6.43 AC or 278,000 sq. ft.

Maximum Land Covered by Building L:{m
30 percent M,11*152

Maximum Height 2 Story

Parking Ratio as Required Under L. C. Zoning
Building Set Back Lines

20 feet from "Patio Drive" 20 feet

50 feet from Douglai 50 feet

Density not to exceed A. A. Zoning
Uses Permitted Under R. B. Zoning
Proposed Uses:

Patio Plural Homes - Garden Apartmenti

Gross Floor A ·ea per Floor 83,400 iq. ft.

Additional Requirementi:

*Y 1·. Ten foot planter itrip along Weit property line in lieu
of iolid fence.

14€14.9.
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PARCEL "R. S. " - #5

Total Net Area - 10. 84 AC or 472.300 Bq. ft.

Maximum Land Covered by Building 30 percent

Maximum Height 10 Story
Parking Ratio ae Required Under L. C. Zoning
Building Set Back Lines

50 feet set back from Douglas
35 feet from English & Armour
35 feet from East property line

Density not to exceed B Zoning

Uies Permitted Under B Zoning
Proposed Uses:

Garden Apartments - High Riee Apartmenti
Grosi Floor Area per Floor 141,690 aq. ft.

Additional Requirement•:
444

Ten foot planter itrip to be maintained on Douglas.

PARCEL "R. S." - #6

Total Net Area - 8.17 AC or 355,900 iq. ft.

Maximum Land Covered by Building 30 percent

Maximum Height 2 Story

Parking Ratio as Required Under L. C. Zoning
Building Set Back Lines

35 feet from all property lines except on South

Commercial Uses Permitted Under L. C. Zoning
Proposed Uses:

Automotive Sales, Service, Parts.
Automotive Center and Other Compatible Uses.

Subject to Board of Zoning Appeal'i Approval.
Grogs Floor Area per Floor 106,770 Iq. ft.

SIGNS - Advertising eigns permitted in Bet back area
30 feet maximum height

Additional Requirements:

South 30 feet reserved for fire lane and acce,m eaement.

0-19·7. · 1 ·.
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PARCEL "R. S." - #7

Total Net Area - 8.19 AC or 356,700 iq. ft.
Maximum Land Covered by Buildings 30 percent
Maximum Height Z Story
Parking Ratio as Required Under L. C. Zoning
Building Set Back Lines

35 feet from all property lines except on North
Commercial Uses Permitted Under L. C. Zoning
Proposed Uses:

Automotive Sales, Service, Parts.
Automotive Center and Other Compatible Uses.

Subject to Board of Zoning Appeal' s Approval
Gross Floor Area 117,010 sq. ft.

SIGNS - Advertising signs permitted in set back area
30 feet maximum height

Additional Requirements:
30 feet reserve for fire lane and acce eement

on North 30 feet.

PARCEL "R. S." - #8

2*91962 4 Total Net Area - 55.13 AC or 2.401, 500 Bq. ft.
Maximum Land Covered by Building 30 percent
Maximum Height 4 Story
Parking Ratio as Required Under L. C. Zoning
Building Set Back Lines

Uses Permitted Under L. C. Zoning
Proposed Uses:

Shopping Center
Gross Floor Area per Floor 720,450 aq. ft.

SIGNS - Advertising signs permitted in eet back area
and controlled on Rock Road .

30 feet maximum height
Additional Requirements:

Ten foot planter strip along East property line.
Three accen i points on Rock Road to be determined
by Traffic Engineer.

f 1 , 903:2 1.. 1
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PARCEL "R. S. " - #9

Total Net Area - 3.78 AC or 164,900 oq. ft.

Maximum Land Covered by Buildings 30 percent
Maximum Height 2 Story

Parking Ratio as Required Under L. C. Zoning

Building Set Back Lines

35 feet from all property lines except Douglai
which is to be 50 feet.

Density not to exceed A Zoning
Uses Permitted Under B. B. Zoning

Proposed Uses:

Garden Apartments if oriented to North.
Medical Clinic, Office Building, Laboratorie,

if oriented to South.

Gross Floor Area per Floor 49,470 oq. ft.

SIGNS - Advertising signs permitted in set back area

30 feet maximum height
Additional Requirements:

Ten foot planter strip to be maintained on Douglas Avenue.

PARCEL "R. S." - #10

Total Net Area - 3.78 AC or 166,000 sq. ft.

Maximum Land Covered by Building 30 percent

Maximum Height Z Story
Parking Ratio as Required Under L. C. Zoning

Building Set Back Lines
35 feet from all prope rty lines except Douglai
which is to be 50 feet.

Density not to exceed A Zoning
Uses Permitted Under B. B. Zoning

Proposed Uses:

Garden Apartments if oriented to North.

Medical Clinic, Office Building, Laboratories
if oriented to South or East.

Gross Floor Area per Floor 49,500 iq. ft.

SIGNS - Advertising signs permitted in set back area
30 feet maximum height

Additional Requirements:

Ten foot planter strip to be maintained on Douglas Avenue.

Access control on Rock Road - Access limited to one

opening to be determined by Traffic Engineer.

t
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PARCEL "R. S. " - #11

Total Net Area - 4.99 AC or 217,400 Iq. ft.

Maximum Land Covered by Building, 30 percent

·04 Maximum Height 2 Story
Parking Ratio as Required Under L. C. Zoning
Building Set Back Line,

as Platted

Una Permitted Under L. C. Zoning
Propoled Ugeo:

Howard Johnson Motor Hotel, Reitaurant

& Private Club, Service Station - Platted
ai Lot 1 and 2, Rockwood South lit Addition.

Gross Floor Area per Floor 62, 220 iq. ft.

SIGNS - Advertising signo permitted in let back area
30 feet maximum height

Additional Requirementi:

PARCEL "R. S. " - #12

Total Net Area - 3.98 AC or 173,350 ,q. ft.

Maximum Land Covered by Building 30 percent

Maximum Height

Parking Ratio as Required Under L. C. Zoning
Building Set Back Lines

42€23
35 feet from all property line a

Uses Permitted Under L. C. Zoning
Proposed Uses:

Off Street Parking - Officee -

Bank or Other Financial Inititution,

Grill Floor Area Per Floor 52,005 iq. ft.

SIGNS - Advertising signs permitted in sit back area

30 feet maximum height
Additional Requirement:

£
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June 17, 1966  ?2=

Mt. Earl Gravea

Rock Road Impcove-nt Inc.
309 South Markit

Wichita. Ken•••

Subject. DP-12 - mevialon to lockwood South
Community Unit Plan OR thi ne:th eidi 02 Nel-
10,9 bet-la nock R-0 a:W E-therough

m. m. G.V..1
'23.4

At its regular Mating on June 16, 1966, the Metrcpolitan »ea
Planning Comal•,ion eonsidezed th, above-captioned zevilion to
Rockwood South Co-munity Unit Plan. The action of thi Planning
Co-l••ion wa to xecommend that this developoint plan he ap-
proved lubject to the following condition, i

PeeMN

Pr-

1. Thi applicant indicating a 50-toot planting azii
adjacint to Douglia. and p:oviding th, 20110Iiag
information under General Notii

4

'th• north 50 2-t 02 the Ihilter belt I§jacent
to Douglas. except for Ieciao pointe, ehall bl
i=proved Ind maintained u a lindica, bufflz
under the supixvieion of the Park Dopart-nt:

Waiving th• 50-8' wall adjacent to the weit prop-
orty lino, oubject to a 10-foot planting aczeon
being providid.

Granting a reduction of the e.tback Idjacent to
Patio Couxt in Parcel RS-4 from 35 feet to 20 1-t.

Indicating a maximum tvo--atozy height on Pager•1
RS-12.

93942

./9

0 -

4223. . 9.
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tfffi· .r te'/p),it'.2464 12'4'
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0 0
Jun. 17. 1966

5. Indicatimy a 35-foot building -tback li- 00
th, •,elt Ilde of P•:cll RS-4.

6. Changing thi notation regarding accell control
to mock -ad to --- 20110-* -00-Pliti le-
cial contgol. Ixe• fal thalle opiningi. Tal
acce„ point, Rhall be in line vith -dial cuts,
and thetz location ehall bl det•:181,ed by thi
Tzaffic .91-•0.

7. Under P=cil ZU-2. the notation afte: 910-'
being changed to read le folloil. -Advertiling
lign, per=Pted in the frent -tback azei along
Arnour Court - 30 foot maxi=111 hoight-.

8. Tho dlvelopment of tht, property procilding in
accordance with the development plan - approved
by the Planning Co-i••ion. and any substantial
deviation of the plan. al determined by thi Super- 4
intendent of Mntral Inopiction and the Director ¥A

of Planning, ahall conititute a violation of the
building permit authorizing conitruction of the
proposed development.

9. Any major changes in this development plan being
relubmitted to the Planning Commimeion Ind City
Ca-i,•ion lot theix conlideration.

hier to forwarding tho development plan to thi City Cogill,ion
for it, conlideration, it il Uciliary that yOu zivi- thi
developiant plan - *09:oved by thi Planning Co-i,Bion Ind
auhait eight corrected copil, to thii Officio

Thli develop-nt plan will be forwarded to thi City Comal,lioe
fog iti comid,zation 00 Jine 28. 1966. 12 all conditiona of
app:oval aze coflied with ind thi eight copies of thi revi,ed
-vele,-nt plan ue in our office hy 5,00 p.m.. widne,day. June
22. 1966.

U You have any question, concerning thia -tter. plo-e call.

Sincezely.

Jack a. ealbraith

Inlog Planalg

J...ge

101*+*4%*.
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DA•/6 June 16,1966

Case Ne DP-12 Requests Dr·'e'*1*ion of Devel.opment Flan

LOC,9 tien 3 North side of Kellogg between Rock Read and Eastborough
A:res· 150

agping

Ex isang 'Le'

and resti.unnt

North patic apartmenti single family AA" 6 ' RB'

and vacant

4- Single? fimil¥ 13¥121ming pool 'AA ' & 'LC'

club house

South Drive" 1 n thea,cer 4 motel. new and
Meri car auency

Weat Fagtborouah single f'amily vacant.

Unplatted _.t_

Hi.vi· cry.1. CA?E.A-vii,11 - "AA ' te
Deterred 1,7.0.finitely ak. amplicass ' s request· - October 1961 I.

CUft..t!hllbi - "AA'P k r. "LC'
MAPC* Appro·.:ed 10-·4-62 23·rt·4

BCC: Defern·: 10-23-62

BCC: Dvaled 10-30-62

Cuan_&24421 -· 'AA · to ' LC·' - CUP
MAPC<: Appro'., 2 1 for Lot 2 except S 380 feet. thereof

Roe/re:od Sourh First Addition

CUP was derer ted 1-17-63

BCCe Approved north portion for 'BB 2.-5-63

MAPC: Approved 7-2-64

ECU Approved 7-21-64
DP-1 - MAPC Approved 7-21-64
DP-12 - MAPC Deferred indefinitely 1-20-66

1. There bas been considerable history on this property since 196..
Former requests for zone changes were either denied, def exted,
or appuved onli in part. Upon the approval of the amended CUp
regulations the applicant submitted an application for "LC"
zoning for the entire tract and also submitted a "development
plan" and alternate proposal under the CUP regulations of the
zoning ordinance. Both were approved by ·the Planning Commiggion
on July 2J 1964. (Case 3-0557 and Case DP-1..
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Jurie 16 1966

the a f·eli<'apt nut:le : m,el.,11 3.1 :er r'.·· .,·.·.4 ./.1.x: 1 Ii:.11 • 5. 2. 1 ..1 :la 1

arproverl devele,pr.,ont pian #:id £.1 lau a.3 amended plan wh j ch was
4-.u,0.dered oy th• Planning Commission e Janully 20„ 3966, Due
; 0 .3 r,insiderable number of prot est·ore in the aren t.he ca se was

A-red indefinitely in ox·dez for the .jev-Jcper, and surr·<,unding
1 r.perl Y m'nt:•*F to ir.iet. 10 Uy to rea·:lve as many of the probleran

3% ;,0/libje •Ihe app }Je ants hav.· now reviged the amended plan ar,ri
1·ave remituttted 0- for considerat:ion

.*01 4.-4,

11*7 L i.t-Ii-#

...1,

5

There 1% one B.rea c.f controveray between t.be 5¢.ati and .h# appli-
0111 ar».1 t.hai is concarned with the pl.tincing screen adjacent lo
bouglas. A, p:resent i:here im an exist.ing 70··focE wide shelter
belt on the south side af Douglas which provides an eicellent
£·uffer· for th·3 re-,idential devel©Finent ..0 :he north. the plan
jr,dical.em kh·i, required 10-foot. plant·ing 84·.rip,· hmever. this
2,*peari to be an inadequate screen separat·ing single fami ly uses
tior a 150-ac:re ecm·inwity unit p].an which is propuled primarily
for commercial development . M is the opinion of the Planning
Deparl.meat. that at. leault 50 fed·. of ·Phe shelter belt ahould bc
Ie·cained and mproved to serve .-1 a burfer Lor r.ho single family
dwellings io the north .

=ieb·.2261222#*2

"iliti't

the applicant haf) ·,ubmitted a leN er request.ing that. the. setback,
adjacent to Par. i·) Court to Parcel KS·-4 be reduced from the required
35 feet to 20 feet r 'he atetback raquirement in the " B' mult iple
Family zone is 20 feel. and since thia parcel te to develop for
apartments, it. is the opinion c€ the Plaer·ing Depart:ment uhat tho
20'foot set:back as request.ed is proper .

..

1·he applicant has also requested that the wall requirenient be
t:aived adjacent to the west proper-1:y lines of Parcels RS-2 and
RS-4, i.n li.eu of a wAll,the applicant is proposing a 10-'foot
planting strip an a buffer for the .yoperty .0 the welut. Since
offices and mulliple family dwellinge are being planned adjacent
to the west property line., 2.hey will for all practical purposes
aerve as the buffer between the commercial development to the
eaet. and the residential development to the west. Therefore, it i

the opinion of the s taff that the 10-foot plant:ing strip in lieu
of the 5 - 8' wall is satisfaclcory and will serve ae an adequate
buffer.

2*62(lm/1%2&/502

The Planning Department recommends that the development plari
be approved with the understanding that such a·pproval is given or the
basis thal: this tract of land is uncies- one ownership and control ancl
is in accordance with the intent of Section 28,04.190 of the ordi.nance

to promote well-planned and well-oraanized communitv unit plan deve-

tj
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Page 3 - Case No. DP-12
June 16, 1966

lopments. It is further recommended that approval of the plan be
given subject to the following conditions:

1. The applicant indicating a 50-foot planting area adiacent
to Douglas and providing the following inf ormation under
General Provisions:

The north 50 feet of the shelter belt adjacent to
Douglas, except for access pointer shall be improved
and maintained as a landscape buffer under the euper-
vision of the Park Department.

2. Waiving the 5' - 8' wall adjacent to the west property line £
subject to a 10-foot planting screen being provided.

3. Granting a reduction of the setback adjacent to Patio Court
in Parcel RS-4 from 35 feet to 20 feet.

4. Indicating a maximum two-story height on Parcel RS·-12,

5. The development of this property shall proceed in accordance
with the development plan as approved by the Planning Com:is-

0

sion: and any substantial deviation of the plano as determined
by the Superintendent of Central Inspection and the Director
of Planning, shall constitute a violation of the building per-
mit authorizing construction of the proposed development.

6. Any major changes in this development plan shall be resubmitted
to the Planning Commission and to the City Commission for its
consideration.

». 95,
3€Et

13&

9. r
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DAE: June 16, 1966

Case No. 02-12 Reques*: DRevision of Development Plan

292ion. Noth .side af Kell·ogg between RO© Readnd Eastb.orolgh
Agell 150 1

1. .

I.Ud._LIAg. ; Zmaina

Existing Molel, se*vice slation. vacant, 'LC/

and leslaucant
Na#Sh Palio apaittments, single family "AA ' & "RB '

and vagant

East Single family, swimming pool, "AA" & "LC"

club house

South Drive-in theatec, motel, new and "LC"

used cas agency
West Easm)o,ough, singe family, vacant "AA I & ILCI

Unplat*ed =@6

lisM• gan:-29950 - 4Ae IO 'bC"
Dele,red indefinitely at applicant 's request - October, 1951

ene 3£-0928 - 'AA' to "14"
MAPC: Appreved 10-4-62

BCCI Deferred 10-23-62

BCCI Denied 10-30-62

-098. 9--943.1 - .AA " to "LC" - CUP
MAPG, Approved "BB" for Lot 2, except S 380 feet thereof

Rocleweed South First Addition
CUP was defel-red 1-17-63

BCC: Approved north portion for "BB" 2-5 -63
.QULZZQi,1,2

MAPC: Approved 7-2-64
' BCC: Approved 7-21-64

DP-1 - MAPC Approved 7-21-64

DP-12 - MAPC Deferred indefinitely 1=20-66
1. r

*ml¥*.

U ®jege has been considerable history on this property since 1961.
Fogmer requests for zone changes were either denied, deferred,
0: approved only in part. Upon the approval of the amended CUP
regulations, the applicarit submitted an application for "LC"
zoning for the entire tract and a 1so submitted a "development
plan" and alternate proposal under the CuP regulations of the
zoning ordinance. Both were approved by the Planning Commission
on July 2, 1964. (Case Z-0557 and Case DP-1).

f
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Case Nci DP-12
june 16. 1966

1, e appl*cant made seve,al major Nevi.sians from the 0,*ginal
apploved develowmenl plan and filed an amended plan which was
can*de,*d by the rlanqi.ag Commission on January 20. 1966. Due
00 a considerable number of protes®ors in the area. the case was
debqled indeginA#ely in ordeg fo, the developers and su,munding |
Mowey owners *0 meel to #y to resolve as many of *he problems
as possible. he applicants have now revised the amended plan and
h,ive res*mi.ed i.* fo; consideralion.

30 liese is on€. aaiea of cont:oversy L elween the slaff and *he appli-
cant and *hal is concened with the plan*ing sca:een adjacenE lo
Douglas. At piesenle *here is an exisling 70-fool wide shelter
bell on the soulh side of Douglas which provides an excellent
buffe; for the residen*al development lo the noreh. 2he plan
Andicales the *equired 10-fool planaing stuip; however. this
appears 60 be an inadequate screen sepa:ca*ing single family uses
tom a 150-acge communily uni; plan which is proposed primagily
for commercial develogment. Zt is the opinion of the Planning
aeparlment *hat at leas* 50 feel of the shelter belt should be
Gelained and improved to serve as a buffer foii the single family
dwellings to the north.

6.; ti,,

06.4· . 1
4. he applicant has submitted a letter requesting that the setback

adjacent to Patio Court in Parcel RS-4 be reduced from the required
35 feet to 20 feet. #e setback requirement in the 9 ' multiple
family zone is 20 feet and since this parcel is to develop for
apartments, it is the opdknion aff the Planning Department that the .-
20-foot setback as requested is proper.

m.

5. Whe applicant has also requested that the wall requirement be
waived adjacent to the west property lines of Parcels RS-2 and
RS-4. In lieu of a wall, the applicant is proposing a 10-foot
planting strip as a buffer for the property to the west. Since
offices and multiple family dwellings are being planned adjacent
to the west property line, they will for all practical purposes
serve as the buffer between the commercial development to the
east and the residential development to the west. The refore, it is
the opinion of the s ta ff that the 10- foot planting strip in lieu 1
of the 5'-8' wall is sat:is factory and will serve as an adequat e--- 49
buffer.

f.

t.k '
I aggmmkggation

: V·he Planning Department recommends that the development plan .ir

be approved with the understanding that such approva 1 is given on the '1EW-
basis that this tract of land is under one ownership and control, and .bi'.1.1

is in accordance with the intent of Section 28.04.190 of the ordinance
to promote well-planned and well-organized community unit plan deve-

-----

r
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Page 3 - Case No. DP-12
June 16, 1966

lopments. It is further recommended that approval of the plan be
given subject to the following conditions:

1. The applicant indicating a 50-foot planting area adjacent to Douglas and providing the following it ormation under
General Provisions:

The north 50 feet of the shelter belt adjacent to
Douglas, except for access points, shall be improved
and maintained asa landscape buffer under the super-
vision of the Park Department.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

Waiving the 5' - 8' wall adjacent to the west property line,
subject to a 10-foot planting screen being provided.
Granting a reduction of the setback adjacent to Patio Court
in Parcel RS-4 from 35 feet to 20 feet.

i

Indicating a maximum two-story height on Parcel RS-12.
The development of this property shall proceed in accordance
with the development plan as approved by the Planning Cammie-
sion. and any substartial deviation of the plan, al detimined
by the Superintendent of Central Inspection amd the Director
of Planning, shall constitute a violation of thi building per-
mit authorizing construction of the proposed deve 14*ant.
Any major changes in this development plan Rhall be zesubmitted
to the Planning Commission and to the City Commission for its
consideration.

3 J
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ROCK ROAD

VVichita, Kansas.

2 O. Box aaa1

June 13, 1966

4* RECEIVED 9\
 JUN 111966Mr. John Firsching

Landscape and Forestry Department

Park Board

5th Floor - City Hall Annex

Wichita, Kansas

Dear Mr. Firsching:

Re: Shelterbelt located on the South

side of Douglas Avenu e between
Eastborough and Rock Road

24 7214

At the request of the staff of the City Planning commission, we have investigated
the possibility of trying to save the shelterbelt located on the South side of Douglas
Avenue. It is our desire to save as much of this as is practical. It is my under-
standing that the Planning Staff has recommended that this belt be preserved under
the guidance and recommendation of the Park Department.

4./.··22*

When we inspected this property on the ground, it was our deci sion to give some
thought to taking an area of approximately 100 feet and at this time go in and thin
out this shelterbelt, removing all the dead trees, thinning out any trees that would
not grow successfully, cleaning up all of the underbrush and leaving this area in a

89park like condition. In order to proceed on a program of this nature, it occurred 
to me that the most logical spot to st art this type of program would be at the East 0.
edge of the Eastborough city limits on the South side of Douglas Avenue, and taking c.
the area lying West of the bridge to Eastborough and removing those trees that
necessarily would be in the street right-of-way and the 20 foot building set back
line on the adjacent property to the West of the proposed new street on the West

bank of the drainage channel, also taking into consideration the line of site for
intersections that would require additional removal of trees. The balance of this
area could then be cleaned up along the lines which we have discussed. In doing
this we would be able to find out what some of the problems are and what this
landscaping would look like upon completion of this particular segment of the
shelterbelt.

hr144

- *4141,6%%*40*e,A
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Mr. John Firsching -2. June 13, 1966

It i s our full intention to cooperate with the Park Board in every way possible
to preserve as much of this shelterbelt as possible, keeping in mind the fact
that probably 20 feet of the shelterbelt will be on public right-of-way. Since
part of this is or will be city right-of-way, we are looking forward to working
with you on this pilot project and will appreciate all your help and recommenda-
tions in order to preserve all of the green area possible without this being a
detriment to the property in the future. We certainly agree with you that if it is
feasible, economical and practical that it should be retained to its fullest extent.

We will be looking forward to working with you on this pilot project and will
appreciate your recommendations and suggestions.

ps very truly,
-u/1

77
Earl T. Graves

Assistant Secretary
Ph

ETG:elh

cc: Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan
Area Planning Commission

cc: Mr. Charley Harris

J
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33 Stratford Road

Wichita/Basas 67206
April 101966

Mr. Jack H. Galbraith, Senior Planner
W-SC Metropolitan Area Planning Commission

15*ik. City Building Annex
104 South Maln Street

Wichita, Kansas 67202

Subject: S/D 66-25 - Final Plat of Clayton Addition AND
Rockwood South Community Unit Plan

Dear Sir:

From our three-year old son, I extracted the admonitiou which he learned from his cohorts--
"You know darn well I'm right." As I write this, somehow I 'know darn well I'm right." I am

'11 3 not powerful; we are not people of affluence; if I did not feel "right," I would not have the
courage to write this letter in refutation of what Rockwood Development Co. (WKH, et al) plans
for the area between Eastborough and Rock Road, bounded on the north by Douglas and on the

·t'>Lf- south by Kellogg.

It is inconceivable and incongruous that, in a nice neighborhood, this grotesque develop-
ment even could be considered. My loyalty extends beyond Wichita to encompass all of Kansas,

r

where I was born and have spent most of my life and where our four children, the oldest of whom
is a WSU junior, are being educated. My roots in Kansas are forty-six years deep. I know that

W,·4 · my interest is more than provincial. As I stated at the April 7 meeting,I have pride in all of .4/6
r':.' the Wichita area. I care what happens to "my tom," and we are teaching our children to care.At this point, I question whether WKH cares about anything other than "dollar" values. There 4

are "people" values, too. I know that if I had developed the residential section north of Doug-las as WKH did, I could not subject these residents, and others in the area, to the ills of an INSautomotive center, bowling alley, night club, theatre, mediocre apartment complexes, etc. Auto- d
 mobile lots always have been the target of vandalism. Can you imagine row after row of cars, a3 paint and body shop, and all of the other component parts adjacent to any fine residential area? 3

Rockwood Development Co. is powerful, but that does not make them right. I think it is
i poor planning and wrong to deface good neighborhoods; to juxtapose criss commercialization and

residential areas where people care, not only about economic sense, but about esthetic things
and intangible values. If this profane encroachment is allowed in this area, or in any com-
parable area, the bllght will be on all of Wichita. Nowhere could one escape the clutch of
avarice. This whole area is yet too new and too nice for arti ficial de facement--eveu in the
name of progress. If defilement is progress, then I have a gross misconception about it, for
I believe that progress denotes improvement--not just money-grabbing.

Therefore, I implore you to reconsider seriously the developmental proposals made by Rock-
i : · wood Development Co. and by Philip F. Farha and,if necessary,to re-zone at least the north .and the west portions of the entire area between Eastborough and Rock Road, bounded on the

north by Douglas and on the south by Kellogg, so there can be a buffer, economically sound and
esthetically desirable, between Eastborough on the west and Rockwood on the north and the re-

446
1% *i

mainaer oI une area. ·1·ne new aevelopment norrn OI cencral, Detween droaamoor anu RocK k,oaa,
appears to be highly desirable. I hope comparable consideration will be given to the residents
in our area.

The weight of decision and the responsibility of power hang heavily on the head of a man
%1 0 #F who strives to act from motives pure. The fact of my faith in your individual and collective3-· t%*-:4 ..::b .:. judgment is a tribute--I hope that you cons:t:v,te--41 to be.

Sincerely yours,

APR 2 0 1966cc: Each member of the Metropolitanoj Ar € Marcelle Hocutt
S. Hocutt)

Area Planning Commission

1+9447'.
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1 WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY

----- --------- - ------METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION - ---'- '-'---

CITY BUILDING ANNEX, 104 South Main

Wichita, Kansas

NOTICE TO ADJOINING PROPERTY OWNERS

The Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area

consider the following item in Room 401, City Build

Main, Wichita, Kansas, at its meeting at 2:00 p.m.

at which timeyou may appear either in person or by

you so desire.

JUN 2 - 1966

Planning Commission will I.

ing Annex, 104 South
on JIIN 1 6 1qfS . ...
agent or attorney, if

C. Bickley Foster, Secretary

DP-12 - The SE%, Section 19, Township 27, Range 2 East, Wichita, ./
Sedgwick County, Kansas; except Rockwood South 2nd Addi-
tion. Generallv located on the west side of Rock Road

between Douglas and Kelloqq.

This Development Plan has been submitted as required under the Com-
munity Unit Plan provisions of Section 28.04.190 of the Code of the
City of Wichita, Kansas. The Development Plan is on file in the

office of the Planning Director, Room 402, City Building Annex,
104 South Main, Wichita, Kansas and is available for public infor-
mation and review.

#4,?EE.Pic/,/> :

Ki

.%4€94

4.P

The Development Plan on file proposes an approximate 150-acre
commercial development for the Rockwood South Shopping Center, In-

cluded in the Development Plan is information concerning building
setbacks, maximum ground coverage by structures, maximum gross
floor area, maximum height limitations, location of ingress and
egress, and off-street parking. The Plan also distinguishes
proposed land use (patio-garden apartments, high rise, general
offices, shopping center and related commercial uses) on specific 4
designated parcels.

This hearing is to be held as provided in Section 28.04.190 of the
Code of the City of Wichita, and the same will there be discussed
and considered by the said Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan
Area Planning Commission. Those persons interested in this matter

will be heard at that time.
2-y#

NOTE: It is the policy of the Planning Commission that any request for
a deferral of the hearing of this case shall be submitted to the Secretary,
C. Bickley Foster, 104 South Main, 7 days prior to the meeting. The Chair-

man and Secretary may grant such a request for deferral. Persons requesting

deferrals will be charged with the cost of preparing and mailing new notices.

T 9-215

?.a?je



34

*t

fte» 7 f h 0 e

SUMMARY DESCRIPTION OF CITY OF WICHITA ZONING DISTRICTS

"AA" - One-Family Dwelling District

Permits one-family dwellings, parks, schools, libraries, golf

"RB"

1' B 11

"BB"

courses, nurseries, churches and home occupations.

Two-Family Dwelling District

Permits two- family dwellings and uses permitted in "AA".

Four-Family Dwelling District

Permits three and four-family dwellings, and uses permitted in "AA"
and "A".

Multiple-Family Dwelling District

Permits multiple dwellings, off-street parking areas, apartments,
boarding houses, cemeteries, medical offices and uses permitted in
"AA", "A" and "RB".

Office District

Permits apothecaries, clinics, hospitals; medical, business and
professional offices; motels under certain conditions; and all
residential uses.

Light Commercial District
Permits all purely retail business conducted within an enclosed
building; service stations; all residential and office uses.

Ell

"F

GIl

Commercial District
Permits all commercial uses and residential and oefice uses and

some fabrication uses.

Central Business District

Permits all commercial, office, wholesale, manufacturing and
residential uses. Prohibits those which constitute a hazard or

nuisance from smoke, dust, odor or fire danger.

Light Industrial District

Permits all manufacturing activities which do not constitute a
hazard or a nuisance; and all office and commercial uses. Resi-

dential uses are prohibited.

Heavy Industrial District

Permits all office, commercial and manufacturing uses. Most

objectionable manufacturing uses are subject to conditional
approval. Residential uses are prohibited.

Mobile Home District

Permits mobile home parks and associated uses.

i

44«9

4437
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4411 0
ROCK ROAD

Wi chita, Kansas.

PO. Box 2281

May 20, 1966

Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan
Planning Commissionf 264

104 South Main 1

Wichita, Kansas
11:14*-tyyir

Gentlemen:

In connection with the revised Community Unit Plan for Rockwood South,
we are requesting a waiver of the solid masonry wall along the West side
of RS-4 and RS-2 and the approval of a ten foot planter strip to be installed
along the West property line abutting the Eastborough residential property.

We also request a waiver of the building set back line on Parcel RS-4
from 35 feet to a minimum of 20 feet along Patio Court which will permit
a little bit more flexibility for the arrangement of the Garden Apartments
or Patio Homes that are expected to be built on this tract. This set back
requirement would be the same that is required for B or RB zoning with
reference to multiple family units.

33ys very truly,
1

Earl T. Graves

A ssistant Secretary

ETG: elh

1
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May 2, 1966

Mr. Charlea W. Harri,

830 Firot National Bank Bldg.
Wichita, Kanias

Subject: DP-12 - Rockwood South Cammunity

Dear Mr. Harril:

The Planning Department hae reviewed the revised Preliminary
Development Plan with member, of the Flood Control and Traffic
Enaineerina Divimion= of th- nonartmant of P,ibl i r wr,rle* Pal-

lowing are some of the comments made by thia office and the
other departments with which this matter was discussed. Our
comments will be limited to only the general design of the Plan
aa the required information for each parcel was not ahown other
than to bi referred to on the original plan.

93:644%

It appears that the major change is the reduction of acre, pro-
posed for reaidential and office ule, and the increa,e in the

amount of land now designated as related retail or al "automotive
complex". The number of acres for residential use has been re-

duced from 40 acres to 17 acres, and the area for office, from
25 acre, to 12 acrei. The previously approved plan offered both
remidential and office uum al a buffer to the re,idential area

north of Dougla, and weit of the wast property line to the City
of Eaotborough.

Unle„ the area now developed as a Standard Service Station and
Howard Johnion Motel ham been,old and im no longer under Rock-
wood control, it ahould appear on the Development Plan. The
actual building location mult bl shown.
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May 2, 1966

Parceli No. 1. 6 and 7

Al you are probably aware, the automotive male, and service cam-

plex proposed for these three parcel, ia not a permitted use in

"LC" Light Commercial zoning. The Board of Zoning Appeals has
the authority to review Exception application, as outlined in

Section 28.04.183.2 of the City Zoning Ordinance. Please note
that even the approval by the Board of Zoning Appeals does not

permit body and fender repair. Such use requires "C" Commercial
zoning.

RaK.al-ma-1

I ..

This parcel has been reduced substantially in size as compared -

to RS-13 of the approved Development Plan. It appears that the .=-,

original proposed high-rise apartment te no longer desirable on
thii shall area and should be deleted as a proposed use. We

_.. would recommend that the south four tracts of Parcel No. 4 be
included in Parcel No. 2 and the propose, uies be listed as ?9·€0*.
originally proposed in RS-13 except that the high-rise apart- 4.*24

ment be deleted. The maximum proposed height should not exceed ,?a:%-

35 feet. 4*4&,AWM

/452

RU=Ll-Hil.-1

We see no particular problem with this parcel except the "U" -€41
6 street should be 80 feet in width and paved at a 44-foot width.

RaLial-lar.-1

r.·

We have certain reservations about the cul-de-sac in Parcel No.

4 being constructed adjacent to the City of Eastborough. The
bridge in line with the drainage channel does not offer the sight ;1//

C>.- obstruction aa does the sharp curve of Douglas at the city limit 6%*
line. We would recommend that you give consideration to the

alignment of the cul-de-Bac adj acent to the drainage channel as .
indicated on the enclosed plan.

In approving Parcel No. 4 as shown, it would be necessary for

Apithe applicant to requeit a waiver of the required 35-foot minimum
metback to a 20-foot front setback as permitted in the •B• Multi-

ple Family clamoification.

142Ii;·ff'}1'36€
In both Parcelm No. 2 and 4 where offices and garden apartments

-are proposed, the applicant may desire to reque,t a waiver of the
required 5'-8' masonry wall. The applicant may wish to propose

19.5 1 1: tff.ti .j r li4; '9':.FF,(:11·49 k.: '?t€'••
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY 3 May 2. 1966

t.*229 an alternate method of Icreining to provide a buffer adjacent
to Eastborough. The propoied residential density ahould be in-

€r,7

43

dicated for Parcel No. 4

2//al.ha-1

It haa been brought to our attention that the Traffic Engineer-
ing Divieion hai recently de,igned thi improvement, of Rock Road

1 £- and hai propo..d midiali. There is a 60-foot half-,treet ded-

6 \ ication for thi eaat half of Rock Road and it i, recommended that
the Development Plan Ihow 60 feet for the wist half. Acce,i
points to Rock Road should not exceed three openings, thi exact
location to be determined by the Traffic Engineering Division.

We would recommend that the 300-foot setback to the weit kine

of Parcel No. 8 be reduced to offer greater flexibility of de-
sign. It is al,o our recommendation that a dedication of 80 feet

be made for ah;eaat-weat street at the north of the mhopping
center parcel. This would provide better circulation for the
offices, shopping center and high-rise, and provide for etreet
frontage for the officei to the north other than on Douglam.

2alcal,-NA._5. 9 and 12

We first diecuised that Parcels No. 5 and 9 should be combined

and proposed for either high-riae or garden apartmente. The
east-west dimension of Parcels 9 and 10 which does provide office
frontage on a street being developed by single-family to the
north of Douglai Hems unrealistic.

Coniiderable thought has been given to Douglas and the existing
shelter belt which i, 70 feet in width. Nothing in the next
10 to 15 years can mature to provide the view buffer that the
pre,ent shelter belt provides. We recommend that the developer
conoider improving and maintaining the present shelter belt as
the buffer to the entire north Iide of the Plan. At least 50

feet Ihould be retained and indicated on the revi,ed Development
Plan. Thi, would make it more realistic for Parcels No. 9 and 10

to have the propoled office, facing the street to the south of
Douglam. Access to Douglam should bi controlled a, much as
poisible to encourage the continuous ehelter belt and the orien-
tation of offices to the Bouth. The propoied den, ity for the
high-riae apartment in Parcel No. 5 Ihould be indicated.
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§211

0¥. As required when the first plan was adopted, advertiiing signi
initead of institutional aigns shall be indicated both on the

RY,44149

R¢%9

29·%·,1

ple.. .nd thi general information iheet, and a maximum mign height
of 30 feet ehall also be indicated. Signs should alio be con-
trolled aa approved on the original plan.

Quinagi ./il./.Mil./..il..

In our letter dated December 14, 1965, we pointed out that the
Flood Control Division had requeated a 'finished grade profile •
of the drainage ditch. They have reviewed the profile as sub-
mitted by your engineer and have recalculated the necessary width
for the drainage channel to compensate for the drop in flow line.
The nece,aary width is indicated on the enclosed plan. Please
contact M. S. Mitchell of the Flood Control Division concerning
thia request.

It is necessary that the revised Plan indicate topography as well
as all other required information foi community unit plan approval.
The deadend street should be indicated as a "fire lane and accesm
easement". All commercial streets should be indicated at 80-foot
widths and paved to the width of 44 feet. The width of the resi- -
dential cul-de-sac will depend on the proposed density.

Encloied for your files is a marked- overlay of the submitted Plan
reflecting our commenti. After you have had the opportunity to
diacusi our comments and make revioions in the Plan, it will be
necesiary for you to submit three copies for our commente and
advise us thirty days in advance as to when you desire the Plan
to be mcheduled for public hearing.

These are most of the problems which we can foresee at this time
as related to the various segments of the submitted plan. We
will be glad to discuss any queation, concerning the revised
plan at your convenience.

Sincerely,

Jack H. Galbraith

Senior Planner

a.ur
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Enclosure

CCS Mr. Earl Grave,

309 South Market

Wichita. Kan,as
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April 26, 1966

MIl. E. S. Hocutt

33 Stratford Road

Wichita, Kansas 67206

Subjects DP-12 - Rockwood South Community
Unit Plan; and S/D 66-25 - Final Plat of
Clayton Addition

Dear Mrs. Hocutt:

This is in answer to your letter of April 19, 1966, pointing
out your concern regarding the Final Plat of Clayton Addition
and Rockwood South Community Unit Plan. Ae you are aware, the
Final Plat of Clayton Addition was considered and approved by
the Planning Commission on April 21, 1966, subject to several
conditions ae outlined in our letter on April 22. The Plan-
ning Commi,sion did not require that access control be required
adjacent to Willawbrook Road and Stratford Drive.

In regard to the Rockwood South Community Unit Plan as submit-
t.

ted by Rockwood Development Company, this plan haa just recently
been revised and submitted to our office for staff commentl.
We share several of your concerne regarding deve lopment adja-
cent to both Eaitborough and Douglal. I am assuming that after
the staff makes their comments regarding the development plan
al now submitted, the applicant may make revisions prior to
the advertisement of the plan for public hearing. As of this
date, I cannot inform you aa to when the hearing will be set,
however, we will keep you advised as to the date of the next
public hearing of this deve lopment plan.

If you have any questions concerning these matters, please call.

Sincerely,

Jack H. Galbraith

Senior Planner

JEIG:bgo
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Improvement,Inc. 4

1771 C hita, Kansas·

PO. Box 8281

April 12. 1066
h
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%11

Mr. Jack Galbriath

Metropolitan Area Planning Commimiion
City Building Annex
104 Soutl· Main

Wichita. Kansas **
0#ts

Re: Rockwood South Revined Plan 4-9-66 u
i
•iN-:08

Deat Jack.

The use,; proposed fc,r this plan are as follow®:

NO* 1 - Automotive complex - new and used car salew, service, etc.
No, 2 - Same as RS #13

No, 3 - Same aa RS /12

No. 4 - Szrne an RS #11

No. 5 - Same an RS #10 «cept no golf couree
No. 6 - Automotive complex - new and used car gala, iervice, etc.
No. 7 - Automotive complex - new and uied car nales, service, etc.
No. 8 - Same a. RS #7 alternate

Ne. 9 and 10 - Same aa RS #9

'ta

Tbe,• ar· the change#* which we feel we neea to make in our C. U. P. plan· We
have no feeling regarding the etreeta Eaot of Armour as being pnvate /treets.
We are agreeable to making Armour 80 feet North 01 Caurt providing we can take
the additional 20 feet Weit of Armour for the additional right-of-way ouggested.

We would appreciate your reviewing thiN aketch plao with your staff and giving
9 your recommendations aa aoon as po..ible.

Yourn very truly,

Earl T. Grave,0

Alsistant Secretary

E TG: elh 49C*49·®1.444.4·.9*(·952'1£VE<:1-··
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METROPabITAN ARES. PLANNING COMMISSION,

DATEc January 20, 1966

Case No. DP-12 Request: Revision of Development Plan

Location: GGnerally located on the north side of Kellegg between
Rock Road and Eastborcugh

Acres: 150

zpalla

Existing Motel, service ecation, vacant, r LC".

restaurant

North Patio apartments, single family "AA'i & „RB'

and vacant

East: Sing.la .Intily: swilening pool, ' AA '$ & 'LC"

club house

South Drive-in theater. motel. new and 'LCe

used car ageocy
Wes i. Z: jtborough, single family, vacant "AA" £ "LC"

Platted -__ or unplatted _.1-

History: 520:ElaZ.92151 - *AA" to "LC' - Deferred indefinitoly at
applicail·z.'3 request - October, 1961

QtgRS..2.04(Ul - "AA" to 'Le' - MAPC Approved 10-4-62
BCC Deferred 1 week - 10-23-62

BCC Denied - 10-30-62

CastZZ.iM.21 - "AA' to "LC" - CUP - MAPC Approved "BB' for
Lot 2, except mouth 380 foac thereof, Rockwood South
First Addition

CUP was deferred 1-17-63

SCe approved Nor'rth porvion for '28' 2-5-63
21.%21-JJ9* - MAPC Approved 7-2-64

557 BCC Approad 7-21-64
U!32.1 MAPC Acer©red 7-21-64

Cgzmant£

1. There has been considerable history on chis property since 1961.
Former reguesity for zone changes were either denied, deferred,
or approved only w part. Upon the approval of the amended CUP
regulaciong, the applicant submitted an application for •Le'
Zoning for th.1 entire tract and also submitted a 'development
plan'* and alternate proposal under the CUP regulations of the

I
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Zoning Ordinance. Both were approved by the Planning Cammie-
sion on July 2, 1964. Cease Z-0575 and Case DP-1).

2. The applicant has now made several major revisions from the
original development plan and has filed a new CUP application
and has resubmitted a revised development plan and alternate A--

proposal as required under the CUP provisions set out in- Sec-
tion 28.04.190 of the Zoning Ordinance. The Planning Depart-
ment has reviewed the proposed plan with the Traffic Engineer- Mblm//9*9

NW¥llilalme

ing Division and the Flood Control Division of the Department
40 of Public Works. The Flood control Division had several ------"

question@ concerning flood control right-of-way and requested -
that they be furnished a "finished grade profile" of the
stream. This request has been complied with. After making
certain recommended changes, the applicant submitted a deve-
lopment plan and land use summary which are attached to this
report. (Note: The plail should be brought to the planning
Commission meeting as copies are limited.)

3

41

Basically, the entire plan has been reoriented. Instead of -1 -

the commercial development as earlier proposed along Kellogg
with residential and office buffers, along Douglas and East
borough, the new plan reorients commercial development adja-
cent to resj dential zoning to the north and Eastborough to the
west. The area north of Douglas is developing as single
family residential and should continue to Rock Road as indi-
cated by the approval of the preliminary plat of Roebiood
Add it ion. r,-rzEI.

f;1 $ »443>ti

The uses originally proposed for the area along the west and to

the north of the Howard-Johnson motel and restaurant complex
have significantly been changed. The original plan listed
proposed use£ such as laboratories, medical clinics, office
buildings, professional buildings and high riae apartments.
The revised plan now lists as proposed uses automot iva center
parts, sales and services; entertainment center; private club;
clinic offices and other compatible uses.

Ir d;2£.f#

The revised plan also proposes commercial development along the
ent ire quarter mile from Douglas to Kellogg. The entire east
half of the quarter section is now designated for a shopping
center. Since Douglas is no longer designated as a major street
in the Master Plan for Thorofares and will not be constructed to
major street standards, heavy volumes of traffic should not be
drawn through Eastborough to enter the shopping center from
Douglas, but should be encouraged to Use Kellogg and Rock Road.
By orienting the shopping cer.ter facilities ·award Kellogg as
originally proposed, traffic would be encouraged to approach the
center by major streets.
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4. When the plan was originally approved; it was designed as a
mixed commercial-office-reeidential CUP. Now, however, the
plan has been reviMed to osmentially a commercial develop-
ment plan. *he degree of change is indicated in the follow-
ing table which compares ihe acreage originally designated
for certain uses againat the acreage now designared for
th•/e une,.

Plan Originally

11&·UQEECIALt

1'.amell.*.

RS-10 27.2 Acren RS-3 4.61 Acres

MS 11 12.8 Acres RS-4 4.24 Acres

ES-6 10-PLAS:ran

Total 40.0 Acres Total 18,86 Acrem

Nor?El The original plan would allow a maximum of 60,4 acres of
residenrial development.

i

91
DEDICK

RS-9 8.0 A cree 1.64 Acren

RS-12 4.6 Acres

RS-13 12.-1.4.mcal,

Total 25.0 Acres Total 1.64 Acres

l2.F£
SAHE/tm_CRU@t

ZAJ:=1_ d

RS-7 46 04 Acres RE-11 68.92 Acree

RS -8

Total 48.10 Acres 1361&81 68.92 Acres

Propooed Groas
Floor Area 2,406,000 sq. ft. 602.000 sq. ft.

%*h·fihii f,i

1.1 333.

dmill""106
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0

Plal Originally
li'proved pevisad Plan

iUU'£30 ktarAIL P.J.iD OFFIC·Z rEES

€tb;:

'45.6

t..11&-°11.-E 12@59:21-4
RS-1 So 12 Acces RS-1 4.99 Acres 
RS-2 3.76 Acres R5-2 25.83 Acres
RS-3 1.80 Acres RS-7 4.41 Acre.1
RS-4 4.30 Acres R9-8 3.93 Acres
RS-5 3.70 Acres RS-9 4.60 Acres
RS-6 .-L.,2(Lacrati RS+-10 ..12.LA=ezi

Total 22.68 Acres Tota]. 45.58 Acres

0 2.6 8 0244*. 30 •1-gu-e
5. There ara now tric alternato plar.s for street alignment for

Parcele RS--3 and RS-·4. P.Aternate #1 indicates a street along
the west side of the drainage channel 22:·am Douglas to Kellogg,
whereao .11<ernato #2 takas the £:reet west and aleng the rer.r
of the ra@idences of Eastborough at the northwest corner of the
:11.Ve:Oplian: platt. It :90.1.3 appear that Alternate *2 would be
objectiolable as it would er.courage tralf:-ic adjacent ·to the
rear of the el<isting reoidences, cireaciag {loublo front:age lots,
and generally have an adverse affoct on these properties by
increase] traffic noise. Although Alternate #1 is the prefarrf
02 the two solutions, as i·2 allews dovelopnent to back up to
the Eastborough residences, it ic the opinion o.€ the staff that
an accon; point next ad jaccne t.0 the bridgu 4 not desirable
becausc of the u. u-51 asiociated sight conf:.ict. The plan as
originally approved st ill offel·E the superior salu·cion both
functionilly and mothetically.

fe'A

6. Tlie proposed UEf38 liated under Parcel RS-3 cre garden apartmors·cs
patio, plural recidences, duple:Kes, any other residential use,
luxury rkirement unks and care home. The uses parmitti in
·this per gel shou].0 have a Demble nes of compat:ibility with the
deve].opment in Ezatborough and, therefore, tte propos,3,[3 use
"ar=.1 other residential use" 18 quite vague end ihocild ba either
flirther defined or removed. AlEc, the proposed use 01 a care
hame ila Parcel RS-3 does not seclu to be OE compatible as garden
apartmente or dupleres id jacent to the high qu;elity Ze:Dideraces
02 Eaatborough and the recently construe.-ed patic apartment:5
north of Douglas. The caro home propose€. would seam 20 be mor
apppopriate in either Parcolm RE-4 or RE-6.

2%€#

%*94*6003™
y:.i€:bp'©%.¢64#4: 1 ., i*//*
990%6¢131%99

e

7. It should Acw be re-emphasized that the granting of a full
quarter aecti.on of "LC" asconing second only to the Central Eusi--
ness Di,3..sict of Wichita, was not based on developil,g =30 entire
tract 20.c commel·cial uses but wee looke.3 upon ·with favor

P ' .1 ..' + .1 J f,A260.:f- '11,1
'im*04> i·,s,

·0 -7 4,9.·ite# ··

/7.· 4

.t '. . 91-10,
I
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because the Development Plan of E 3.red proper buittering
techniques to Notect both .Lriating and proposed residential
areas while o kill offering to the developer the highest
degree of flt:ibilier. The office and residential buffer
has now boon reduced by some 45 acres on the revised plan.
The area proposed for commercial development on the plan
approved in 1964 was approximacely 70 acres whereas there is
approxinately 115 acres proposed for commercial developmen·:
on the revised plan.

The Plarining Commission End jo Ltd of City Comili.agniners could
have approved 93'0 ane "Bar :oning along Douglar wid ac.jacent
to Easthorough and the "AA" zoning on the ·733t but, insteacl
zoned the entire garr·ter sect,ion "Le" becauge ahe Community
Unit Plan apprM.ed, along with the "LC' zoning,offered what
wae tholight to be perinanent:, adeauate and proper buffering
contrcle of resiclential areas 3091. exie·king and future.

After compa:.·ing the reviaed plan ti.th the 42·10 plans approved
6 1.64, the Plailaing Deparement 2.32.12 that the exist ing adopted
planr are bntter then the reviaed Droposal as they seem to offer
the best p·er,tection of the res.den.ial nrers both rorth and ·w;ast
while still providing ·cho applicant 21- :ib. 7..ity of development .
The eor:Eiderable increase in i.he a·-lount anc, concentraition of coun-
mercial usan; xs a n jor chailge in i.he concepts for the dovelowailt
of tbis arer as v.raeric:alerly rela·cad i:c the north--south oriantation

· Vt,Nt-1 of ccrinercia usa: rz,ther than Ce.1.-jinally focused :n Kellogg.

By eliminating the use buffer 2.·32 <19]1112 21116 high density and office
tises adjaces,2 to existing and prop,Jaccl low density residential
Fraac to the north and west, it i.s Zell: thet the tevised plan will
climir.imh the value 00 surrounding regidential properties. It f.s,
therefore, recommended :11:st ·:ha I:,3-71.sed plan flet.122 anvroved.

4

3/

4.:AW':44/&..
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Tlgichita, Kansas.

Po. Box 2281

April 12, 1966

Mr. Jack Galbriath

Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
City Building Annex
104 South Main

Wichita, Kansas r.

Re: Rockwood South Revised Plan 4-9 -66

Dear Jack:

The uses proposed for this plan are as follows:

No. 1 - Automotive complex - new and used car sales, service, etc.
No. 2 - Same as RS #13
No. 3 - Same as RS #12
No. 4 - Same as RS #11

No. 5 - Same as RS #10 except no golf course
No. 6 - Automotive complex - new and used car sales, service, etc.
No. 7 Automotive complex - new and used car sales, service, etc.
No. 8 - Same as RS #7 alternate
No. 9 and 10 - Same as RS #9

These are the changes which we feel we need to make in our C. U. P. plan. We
have no feeling regarding the streets East of Armour as being private streets.
We are agreeable to making Armour 80 feet North of Court providing we can take
the additional 20 feet West of Armour for the additional right-of-way suggested.

We would appreciate your reviewing this sketch plan with your staff and giving
us your recommendations as soon as possible.

#burs very truly,

Earl T. Graves

A ssistant Secretary

E TG: elh

·»·

t
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January 21, 1966

Er. Robert N. Partridge

Foutth National Bank Building

Wichita. Kineaa

Subjects DP-12 - Cummunity Unit Plan on the

west g ide of Rock Road between Douglai and
10 11035

Dear Mr. Partridge:

At its regulaz meeting on Januazy 20. 1366, the MEtropolitan

Area Planning Commi,oion considized the above-captioned request

for comnunity unit plan approval. Thi action of the Planning
Commi,gion was to defer thie matter indefinitely at the direc-

tion of thi Boud of City Commiuioners, which xequelted that
the Planning Commission take no action on any propoild co-unity
unit plans until further directed by the Board of City Commil-
*10••g••

.$· *·tri

You will bl notified at a later date as to when thi, matter will

agnin be *cheduled for hearing before thi Metropolitan Atea Plan-

ning Caang,ion. It ia my under,tanding that you have agreed to
covur the cost of a re-notification to the affected property
owner'.

I£ you have any queition, concerning this matter. please call.

Sincerlly yours,

C. Bickley roster

Director of Planning

Car:JUG:bgo

cci Rock Road Improvement Inc., 309 South Market

Mr. Richard F. Mullina, Beacon Building
Mr. Glne L. Gray, 8001 Morning,ide

Mr. Gene Thomal. 8026 Mockingbird Lane

Mz. Russell E. Mcflure, City Manager

3*.fy' 2

4.34 1.*7,4
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0THE CITY OF WICIA S

OFFICE OF THE CITY MANAGER
AM'-ST 2·8211 -- A.E. CODE 3/6

CITY BUILDIN- -- 2/4 S MAIN ST

WICHITA' KA .AS 67202 January 19, 1966

Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area
Planning Commission

Wichita, Kansas

/6 Gentlemen:

The City Commission has noted the item on your agenda for
January 20, 1966, relating to a request for a Community Unit Plan

die&
modification for an area generally located at the northwest corner of

23¢ Rock Road and Kellogg.

Please be advised that the City Commission h.us under consideration an

ordinance which will require Community Unit Plan modifications or

revisions to be approved by the governing body. I have been instructed
by the City Commission to inform you of its desire that no action on

this or any other proposed CUP be taken until this matter receives the

further attention of the City Commission.

Sincerely yours,

Russell E. McClure

City Manager
REM:ld

LI

cc: C. Bickley Foster, Director of Planning

Robert Lakin, Assistant Director of Planning
0ck H. Galbraith, Senior Planner

412 James F. Clancy, Executive As sistant

All·Al,URKA ALL-AMERICA CITY

9

John Dekker, Director of Law

€ 044*94.
0

11*
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T.U.0,!Z€8.z:aj®giaLCQIRITY
METROPOLITAN AREA_PIANNING COMMISSION

DATE: January 20. 1966

Case No. DP-12 Request: Revision of Dovelopment Plan

Location: Generally located on the north side of Kellogg between
Roe'- Road and Eastborough

At:es: 150

Existing Metel, service station vacant, c LC

restaurant

North Patio apartments, single family .AA" 6 .RB.

anci vacant 1

East Single family, swimming pool, LAA" & "LC"

club house

South Drive-in theater, motel, new and

used car agency
West E: stborough, single fantly, venant "AA' 6 "LC

Platt.ed or Unplatted ._1_

History: 286 Z-0350 -  AA" to "LCL - Deferred indefinitely at
applicant's request - October, 1961

Case k-0408 - "AA' to '·Le' - MAPC Approved 10-4-62
BCC Deferred 1 week - 10-23-62

ACC Denied - 10-30-62

CaiLZE:0£22 - "AA' to "LC' - CUP - Mi\PC Approved "BB' for
Lot 2, except south 380 fact thereof, Rockwood South

First Addition

CUP was deierred 1-17-63

BCC approved NorF:h portion for 'BEV 2-5-63

CasCE_Z=M.* - RPC Approved 7-2-64

5-57 BCC Approved 7·-21-64
211 MAPC Approved 7-21-64

1. There has been considerable history on this prepare.y since 1961.

Former requesto for zone changes wore either denied, deferred,

or approved or.ly in part. upon the approval of the amended CUP
regulations, rho applicant submitted an application for "LC'

zoning for the entire ·tract end also oubmittod a 'development

plan' and aliternate proposal under tlze Ct)9 regulations e£ tize
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2,

3

Zoning Ordinance. Both were approved by the Planning Cammie-

sion on July 2. 1964. (Case Z-0575 and Case DP-11.

The applicant has now made several major revisions from the
Original development plan and has filed a new CUP application
and has resubmitted a revised development plan and alternate

proposal as required under the CuP provicions set out in- Sec-

tien 28.04.190 of the Zoning Ordinance. The Planning Depart-
ment ham reviewed the proposed plan with the Traffic Engineer-
ing Division and the Flood control Division of the Department
of Public Works. The Flood Control Division had several

questions concerning flood control right-of-way and requested
that they be furnished a "finished grade profile" of the
stream. This request has been complied with. After making
certain recommended changes, the applicant submitted a dove-
lopment plan and land use summary which are attached to this
report. (Note: The Plan should be brought to the planning

Commission meeting as copies are limited.)

Basically, the entire plan has been reoriented. Instead of

the commercial development aa earlier proposed along Kellogg
with residential and office buffers along Douglas and East
borough, the new plan reorients commercial development adja-
cent to residential zoning to the north and Bastborough to the
west. The area north of Douglas is developing as single
family residential and should continue to Rock Road as indi-
cated by the approval of the preliminary plat of Rockwood
Addition.

4.

A

0

/-53./.4

·74»3

The uses originally proposed for the area along the west and to 2¥&#.Re

the north of the Howard-Johnson motel and restaurant complex -'

have significantly bean changed. The original plan listed
proposed uses such as laboratories, medical clinics, office f
buildings, professional buildings and high rice apartments.
The revised plan now lists as proposed uses automotive center -
parts. sales and services; entertainment center: private club;
clinic offices and other compatible uses.

1
PEF

The revised plan also proposes commercia 1 development along the
entire quarter mile from Douglas to Kellogg. The entire east

half of the quarter secticn is now designated for a shopping
center. Since Douglas is no longer designated as a major street r
in the Master Plan for Thorofares and will not be constructed to

major street standards, heavy volumes of traffic should not bedrawn through Eastborough to enter the shopping center from .
Douglas, but should be encouraged to use Kellogg and Rock Road.
By orienting the shopping center facilities toward Kellogg as

originally proposed, traffic would be encouraged to approach the
center by major streets. -

Slgll*bilas

-
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4. When the plan was originally approved, it was designed as a
mixed con•mercial-office-residential CUP. Now, however, the
plan has been revised to essentially a commercial develop-
ment plan. 1·he degree of change it, indicated in the follow-· 1
ing table which compares the acreage originally designated
for certain uses against. the acreage now deuignated for

theae ges.

Plan Originally

·NU·
di,LURI„IAL

0
EAK£11__4

*3 -10 27.2 Acres RS-3 4.61 Acres
RS 11 12.8 Acres RS-4 4.24 Acrog

ES -6 10.-01_8=en-

Total 40.0 Acres Total 18,86 Acres

NOTE: The original plan would allow a maximum of 60,4 acres of
reaidential development.

«54%
9211£1

2,tral.ji

RS-9 8.0 Acre6 €5-5 1.64 Acre•

RS-12 4.6 Acres
£

RS-13 1131--8.craa
Total 25.0 Acres Tot,al 1.64 Acres

SHQZE:YELEBUNR

81€21-11 Parc91.. 41.

RS-7 46.04 Acres RE-11 63.92 Acrae

RS-8 j

?total 48,10 Acres tretal 66.92 Acres

Proposed Gree;ki
Floor Area 2,406,000 gq. ft. 3,602,000 sq. ft.

Efft t
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Plan Originally
Approved Enxined_.lilan

amATQ.-RBWAIL-Alm_QUEXCLIJRES

Pa:=1*.ji Rucce,1.-t
RS-1 So 12 Acres RS-·1 4.99 Acres
RS-2 3.76 Acres RS-2 25.83 Acres

RS-3 1.80 Acres RS-7 4.41 Acres

RS-4 4.30 Acres RS-8 3.98 Acres
RS-5 3.70 Acres RS-9 4.60 Acreu
RS-6 ..Laiu=ZA. RS-10 --1.11&£,mo.

Total 22„68 Acres Total 45.58 Acres

.

5. There are now two a lternate plans for street alignment for
Parcele RS -3 ind RS-4. Alternate *1 indicates a atreet along
tho west side 02 the drainage channel trom Douglas to Kellogg,
whereaa .Uternate #2 takes the straet west and along the renr
of the residences of Eaotborcugh att the northwest corner of the
developmant plan. It would as}pear that Alternate #2 would be
objectionable as it would encourage traf:lic adjacent to the
rear of the existing recidences, creating doublm frontage lots,
and generally have an adverse affect on these Properties by.
incraaged traffic noise. Although Alternate #1 is the preferxed
of the two solutions, ao it allcws development to back up to
the Eastiorough residences, it is the opinion of the staff thet
an acces.3 point next adjacent to t:he bridge is rot desirable
buciuse of the UL·UNA amoociated sight conflict. The plan as
originally approved still offere the superior solut ion both
functlinally and :eathetically.

36

6. The proposed uses listed under Parcel RS-3 are garden apartments -
patio, plural ret,idencea, duplexes, any other residential use,
1.tix,ze retirement units and care home. The lises permitted jin
thia parcel should have a memblence of compatibility with the
development in ];asisb,·rough and, therefore, the proposed use
"any other residential use" is quite vague and should be ei.ther
further daftned or removed. AlEO, the proposed use of a care
home in Parcel 25-3 does not scem to bo as compatible M garden
apartments or duplexes adjacent to the high quality remidences
of Wastborough and the recently constructed pati© apartments
north of Douglas. The care heme proposed would seem to be more
appropriate in either Parcels Its-4 or RE;-6.

7. It Bhould now be re-emphasized that the granting of a full
A: quarter section of "LCI Eoning Tecond only to the Central Busi-

tiess District of zichita, was not based en developing the entire
tract fo: commercial uses but was looked upon with favor

4.,L

L

L_
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because the Development Plan offered proper buffering
techniques to protect both existing and proposed residential
areas while o kill offering to che developer the. higheart

degree of flexibility. The of fice and residential buffer
has now been reduced by 00:.8 45 acras or. the revised plan.
The arer propozed for commercial development ©n the plan
approved in 1964 was approxinately 70 acres whereas there is
approximately 115 acres proposed fox commorcial development
on the revised plan.

4.:h€ Planning ecmmiss.Aer. and lioard of City Co·un:j.mvbiers could
have approved ':B" and "BE" soning along Doe.glat and adjacent
to Eastl-orough and the "AA" s.oning on the weat bilt, inotead,

roned the entire qurr·ter eection "Le" 1>ecauile Illa Conumirf
Unit Plap appre=d, al.ong with :.he 'LC· zoning,offered what
wae thol.ght to be permanent, adequate and procur bu ffezing
controlt; of retridential anas bo-th exict.ir.g and future.

i

A.€43

Recommendatien

After eomparing the revined plan with the 9....,c plans approved

in 1964. the Planaing Department Zoe.,3 that the existing adophad
plans are better than the revised, ?r,2,300:1 as they seet to uff,ar
the belt prc,tectj.cm of the resietencial ates both north and wast
while Still providing tho applicant -ele;fibi.lity o:E levelotaten:r
Shs conmiderable increaae in the antount ano concentration of com-

mercial v.men, 1, e major change in thi, concepts for the devalo,lant
of th..s area as practicalarly retated to th.e nor·th- gouth ©rient,rkion
of ccmercial uses re:.har than cniginally focused N Kellogg.

By eliminating the use buffer of leadian :ind high density and office
ustis adjacent to existing and Top<cal low deneity residential
areas te thi north and west, it .1.0 2-kt· t:hot i-he re'vitjad plan :Jill
dimivish the valne of sursounding· .:as.idential pcop€,rkies. It ia,
there·fore, recomminded tbat the :re·73.-221 plan, ng.*12@ aor,0-over.

2 V

»ita1 F

.,
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E
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DATE: January 20, 1966

Case No. DP-12 Request: Revision of Development Plan

Ication: Generally located on the north side of Kellogg between
Rock Road and Eastborough

Acres: 150

Zaning

Existing Motel, service station, vacant, "I,(]

restaurant

North Pativ apartments, single family "AA" & "RB"

and vacant

East Single family, swimming pool, "AA" & "LC"
club house

South Drive-in theater, motel, new and "LC"

used car agency
West Eastborough, single family, vacant "AA" & "LC"

Platted or Unplatted _LL_

History: Case Z-035 Q - "AA" to "LC" - Deferred indefinitely at
applicant 's request - October, 1961 /0 -/7-6 /

Caw Z-0408 - "AA" to "LC" - MAPC Approved 10-4-62
BCC Deferred 1 week - 10-23-62

BCC Denied - 10-30-62

Case Z-0427 - "AA" to "Le" - CUP - MAPC Approved "BB" for
Lot 2. except south 380 feet thereof, Rockwood South
First Addition

CUP was deferred 1-17-63

BCC approved Northhportion for "BB" 2-5-63
Caae Z- 15*. - MA PC Approved 7-2-64

·557 BCC Approved 7-21-64
22:01 MAPC Approved 7-21-64

1. There has been considerabl, history on this property since 1961.
Former requests for zone changes were either denied, deferred.
or approved only in part. Upon the approval of the amended CUP
regulations, the applicant submitted an application for "LC"
moning for the entire 'tract and also submitted a "development
plan" and alternate proposal under the CUP regulations of the
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Zoning Ordinance. Both were approved by the Planning Commis-
sion on July 2, 1964. (Case Z-0575 and Case DP-11.

2. The annlicant has now made several maior revisions from the

original development plan and has filed a new CUP application
and has resubmitted a revised development plan and alternate
propomal a required under the CuP provisions set out in Sec-
tion 28.04.190 of the Zoning Ordinance. The Planning Depart-
ment ham reviewed the proposed plan with the Traffic Engineer-
ing Division and the Flood Control Division of the Department
of Public Works. The Flood Control Divisionhhdd several

questions concerning flood control right-of-way and requested
that they be furnished a "finished grade profile" of the
stream. This request has been complied with. After making
certain recommended changes, the applicant submitted a deve-
lopment plan and land use summary which are attached to this
report. (Notes The Plan should be brought to the Planning

Commission meeting as copies are limited.)

3. Basically, the entire plan has been reoriented. Instead of
the commercial development as earlier proposed along Kellogg
with residential and office buffers along Douglas and East -
borough, the new plan reorients commercial development adja-
cent to residential zoning to the north and Eastborough to the
west. The area north of Douglas is developing as single
family residential and should continue to Rock Road aa indi-
cated by the approval of the preliminary plat of Rockwood
Addition.

The uses originally proposed for the area along the west and to
the north of the Howard-Johnson motel and restaurant complex
hAve significantly been changed. The original plan listed
proposed uses such as laboratories, medical clinics, office
buildings, professional buildings and high rise apartments.
The revised plan now lists as proposed uses automoive center part
parts, sales and services; entertainment center: private club;
clinic offices and other compatible uses.

i

The revised plan also proposes commercial development along the
entire quarter mile from Douglas to Kellogg. The entire east
half of the quarter section is now designated for a shopping
center. Since Douglas is no longer designated ag a major street
in the Master Plan for Thorofares and will not be constructed to
major atreet standards, heavy volumes of traffic should not be
drawn through Eastborough to enter the shopping center from
Douglas, but should be encouraged to use Kellogg and Rock Road.
By orienting the shopping center facilities toward Kellogg as
originally proposed, traffic would be encouraged to approach the
center by major streets.
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4. When the plan wal originally approved, it was demigned as a
mixed co,-rcial-office-residential CUP. Now. however. the
plan hai been revised to es,entially a commercial develop-
ment plan. The degree of change im indicated in the follow-
ing table which compares the acreage originally designated
for certain useg against the acreage now designated for
theae u.e•.I

Plan Originally
i.NAulaa

OR=Tnlm-TAT.

2110-A
*-10

U-11

Total

1 8/14*
27.2 Acres pa*el 4.61 Acres

12.8 Acres .8-4 4.24 Acres

RS-6 10.m_Acz-

40.0 Acres Total 18.86 Acres

NME, The original plan would allow a maximum of 60.4 acres of
residential development .

9209/

RusaU

1.-9 8.0 Acres 18-5 1.64 Acres

RS-12 4.6 Acres /
RS-13 12..1.-UKAEL

Total 25.0 Acres Total 1.64 Acres

SHazznElIgn"Unla

Za.=Al-* En=.UL

RS-7 46.04 Acres RS-11 68.92 Acres

RS-8 ..121Agumi

Total 48.10 Acres retal 62.92 A#-

Propeled Gross
Floor Area 2,406,000 aq. ft. 3,602.000 sq. ft.

3--Cilitr'. ...12122,

4 ,-4

0

2 'if.J- h':ilr.

.

t. -· , /.3.
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plan Originally
a.inad-Rlan

REIaZED_22AIL AND 022ICE-Imm

RA=auk Enual--dE

RS-1 25.12 Acres RS-1 4.99 Acres

RS-2 3.76 Acres RS-2 25.83 Acres

RS-3 1.80 Acres RS-7 4.41 Acres

RS-4 4.30 Acres RS-8 3.98 Acres

R6-5 3.70 Acres RS-9 4.60 Acres

RS -6 -1.QQ-Acal RS-10 -1.1110£81

Total 22.68 Acres Total 45.58 Acres

5. There are now two alternate plans for street alignment for
Parcels RS-3 and RS-4. Alternate #1 indicates a street along
the west side of the drainage channel from Douglas to Kellogg,
whereas Alternate #2 takes the street west and along the rear
of the residences of Eastborough at the northwest corner of the
development plan. It would appear that Alternate #2 would be
objectionable as it would encourage traffic adjacent to the
rear of the existing residences, creating double frontage lots,
and generally have an adverse affect on these properties by
increased traffic noise. Although Alternate #1 is the preferred
of the two solutions, as it allows development to back up to
the Bastborough residences, it is the opinion of the staff that
an access point next adjacent to the bridge is not desirable
because of the usual associated sight conflict. The plan as
originally approved still offers the superior solution both
functionally and aesthetically.

6. The proposed uses listed under Parcel RS-3 are garden apartments -
patio, plural residences, duplexes, any other residential use,
luxury retirement units and care home. The uses permitted in
this parcel should have a semblance of compatibility with the
development in Eastborough and, therefore. the proposed use
"any other residential use" is quite vague and should be either
further defined or removed. Also, the proposed use of a care
home in Parcel RS-3 does not seem to be as compatible as garden
apartments or duplexes adjacent to the high quality residences
of Eastborough and the recently constructed patio apartments
north of Douglas. ¥he care home proposed would seem to be more
appropriete in either Parcels RS-4 or RS-6.

7. It should now be re-emphasized that the granting of a full
quarter section of "LC" zoning second only to the Central Busi-
ness District of Wichita, was not based on developing the entire
tract for commercial uses but was looked upon with favor
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because the Development Plan offered proper buffering
techniques to protect both existing and propoied residential
areas while still offering to the developer the highemt
degree of flexibility. The office and residential buffer
has now been reduced by some 45 acres on the revised plan.

The area proposed for commercial development on the plan

approved in 1964 was approximately 70 acres whereas there is
approximately 115 acres proposed for commercial development
on the revised plan.

The Planning Commission and Board of City Colamissiners could

have approved "3" and "BB" zoning along Douglas and adjacent
to Eastborough and the "AA " zoning on the west but, initead,

zoned the entire querl ar section "LC" because the Community
Unit Plan aNloved, along with the "LC" :ching,offered what

was thought to be permanent, adequate and proper buffering
controls of residential areas both existing and future.

Raggiantendalign

After comparing the revised plan with the two plans approved
in 1964, the Planning Department feels that the existing adopted
plans are better than the revised proposal as they seem to offer
the beat protection of the residential areas both north and west

while still providing the applicant flexibility of development.
The considerable increase in the amount and concentration of com-

mercial uses is a major change in the concepts for the development
of this area as practicularly related to the north-south orientation
of commercial uses rather than originally focused on Kellogg.

By eliminating the use buffer of medium and high density and office

uses adjacent to existing and proposed low density remidential
areas to the north and west, it is felt that the revised plan will
diminish the value of surrounding residential properties. It im,

therefore, recommended that the revised plan nal: be_an,orcuad.

.&,Dif L ,

=V'*Wl
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION

CITY BUILDING ANNEX, 104 South Main

Wichita, Kansas

NOTICE TO ADJOINING PROPERTY OWNERS .IAN 10 1966

The Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission will
consider the following item in Room 401, City Building Annex, 104 South
Main, Wichita, Kansas, at its meeting at 2:00 p.m. on JAN 20 1966
at which time j ou may appear either in person or by agent or attorney, if
you so desire.

C. Bickley Foster, Secretary

49'r

%8242

4%*,

CASE NO. DP-12

"LC" Community Unit Plan

ialternatel

SE%, Section 19, Township 27, Range 2 East, Sedgwick County, Kansas;
except Rockwood South 1st Addition and Rockwood South 2nd Addition.
Generally located on the west side of Rock Road between Douglas and
Kellogg.

6. *feet

t

NOTE: It is the policy of the Planning Commission that any request for
a deferral of the hearing of this case shall be submitted to the Secretary,

C. Bickley Foster, 104 South Main, 7 days prior to the meeting. The Chair-
man and Secretary may grant such a request for deferral. Persons requesting

deferrals will be charged with the cost of preparing and mailing new notices. 
h

T 9-215

fiK 4.70

4,24

1/"Ilig:,2,"Ill"'ll"'ll"'ll"'ll"'ll"iffri.Trfs-'-il-i
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SUMMARY DESCRIPTION OF CITY OF WICHITA ZOM NG DISTRICTS

"AA" - One-Family Dwelling District
Permits one-family dwellings, parks, schools, libraries, golf
courses, nurseries, churches and home occupationg

- Two-Family Dwelling District
Permits two-family dwellings and uses permitted in "AA".

RB" - Four-Family Dwellinq District
ya Permits three and four-family dwellings, and uses permitted in "AA"

and "A".

- Multiple-Family Dwelling District
Permits multiple dwellings, off-street parking areas, apartments,
boarding houses, cemeteries, medical offices and uses permitted in
"AA" " A" and "RB"

"BB" Office District

Permits apothecaries, clinics, hospitals; medical. business and
professional offices; motels under certain conditions; and all
residential uses.

"LC" - Light Commercial District
Permits all purely retail business conducted within an enclosed
building; service stations; all residential and office uses.

- Commercial District

Permits all commercial uses and residential and office uses and
some fabrication uses,

- Central Business District

Permits all commercial, office, wholesale, manufacturing and
residential uses. Prohibits those which constitute a hazard or
nuisance from smoke, dust, odor or fire danger.

- Light Industrial District

Permits all manufacturing activities which do not constitute a
hazard or a nuisance; and all office and commercial uses. Resi-

dential uses are prohibited.

- Heavy Industrial District
Permits all office, commercial and manufacturing uses. Most
objectionable manufacturing uses are subject to conditional

approval. Residential uses are prohibited.

"G" - Mobile Home District

Permits mobile liome parks and c.ssociated uses.

r /
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ROCK ROAD

17Vic hita, Kansas.

PO. Box 8281
December 27, 1965

€63 941£4>
7,4 %'h <20' TUMr. C. Bickley Foster

D r ector of Planning 4 -Al<%>*9
Wi -alita Metropolitan Planning Commission 7· 9¢  1-J
Wichita, Kansas 0 424:. 4
Dear Mr. Foster:

./7TJL./
We are forwarding herewith 12 copies of Community Unit Development Plan

(Second Alternate) revised of the original Rockwood South Community Unit Plan
as revised July 8, 1964 and approved by the Planning Commission.

Your attention is invited to the fact that this application is not a
Community Unit Plan zoning change request involving a reclassification of use
categories from residential to light commercial. Instead it is a re*.rrange-
ment of property uses within an approved community unit plan.

AS-

f f i'=E. - ...9
.C-- We, of course, are familiar with the provisions of the ordinance re-

quiring notification of property owners within 1000 feet on a request for
community unit plan approval in conjunction with an application for change in
zoning from residential to light conmercial. However, we did not feel that
such a notification requirement would apply to a request for approval of an
alternate use plan. Approval of such a change would appear to be wen within
the scope of the staff and the Metropolitan Area Planning Comission within
only the minimum standard of notification.

02tfak,

lei,

This change does involve a rearrangement of uses, such as, enlargement
of shopping center from 61.9 acres as approved on alternate plan to 68.92
acres under revised plan. Enlarging a tract on Kellogg from 3.76 acres to
25·83 acres to accommodate an automotive complex that can not be accommodated
under the present C.U.P. arrangement. The change also permits us to make
better use of our garden apartment location by locating a street on the west
side of R.S. #3 (Alt.) and using the drainage way as a part of the garden
apartment complex. As such the change would actually only affect and involve
the YMCA property on the east and a few property owners in Eastborough.

99€J52'

We have furnished a certified copy of the property owners within 1000
feet and you will note that it is quite voluminous and seems to go far beyond

-1-# the limits of persons who would be affected by the proposed alternate plan
324: (f ases.

li C.:Il.y'.:f

5 ..„,y.ic .i 22.?·,--R f.litt#22:·_'

.- ..U,€tw

334
104

I-: i

tj=·.4 ,2/. ··ty · - 229* g « Am!!,2'.9.
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Mr. C. Bickley Foster .2. December 27, 1965

Accordingly, we urge ycur consideration of our request to process this
application as request for alternate proferty uses under an already approved
zoning classification and community unit plan which can be processed under the
200 foot property owner reauirement.

Xours very truly,

Earl T. Graves

Assistant Secretary

ETG:bc

043"R
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6[**!ARY - LAND USE

ROCKWOOD SOUTH COM«UNITY UNIT PLAN ( 2nd ALTEMATE)

GROSS MAXIHIM

TRACT AREA IN TOrAL FLOOR AREA BLDG.

No. HEIGHT SQ. FT. ACRES AREA SQ.FT. COVERAGE SET BACKS

RS-1 2 stories 217,460 4.99 130,476 30% 63135'

RS-2 2 stories 1,125,320 25·83 675,192 30% 35'

Fts-3 2 stories 200,0(JO 4.61 120,000 30% 35'

(Alt.)

RS-4 2 stories 184,627 4.24 90,774 30% 35'

RS-5 2 stories 71,300 1.64 42,780 30% 35' 14

fts-6 10 stories 43,200 10.01 1,308,000 30% 65'-35'

RS-7 2 stories 192,280 4.41 115,368 30% 65'-35'

RS-8 2 stories 173,375 3.98 104,025 30% 65'-35'

RS-9 2 stories 200,575 4.60 120,345 34 65'-35'

RS-10 2 stories 77,100 1.77 46,260 30% 65'-35'

RS-11 4 stories 3,002,300 68.92 1,000,000 30% 300'

TOTAL 5,880,537 135.00 3,753,220

Total Gross Floor Area 3,753,220 fbitia

SIGNS - To be permitted in Bet back areas controlled by developer

Applicant:

ROCK ROAD IMPROVEMENT, INC.
»Ff#*,f

Developers - 309 South Market
Wichita, Kansas

f. 2/

j.t
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APPLICATION FOR COMMUNITY UNIT PLAN

(PLANNED RESIDENTIAL OR COMMERCIAL DEVELOPMENT)
FOR PROPERTY LOCATED WITHIN THE LIMITS OF THE 33

CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS

This is an application for a Community Unit Plan - Planned Development.
The form must be completed and filed at the Planning Department, Room
402, City Building Annex, 104 South Main, Wichita, Kansas, in accord-
ance with directions on the accompanying instruction sheet. AN INCOM-
PLETE APPLICATION CANNOT BE ACCEPTED.

I. Name of applicant or applicants and/or their agent or agents.

a. Applicant Rock Road Improvement Inc.

309 South MarketAddress Phone AM 2-1414

Agent AA'•.1.

Address Af?03 Zot-
0

b. Applicant

Address Phone

Agent

Address Phone

c. Applicant

Address Phone

Agent

Address Phone

(Use separate sheet if necessary for names of additional applicants)

II.A The applicant hereby requests Community Unit Plan approval on

property zoned L C and legally described as Lot(s)

, Block(s)

Addition.

(If appropriate, metes and bounds description may be provided in

the space below or on an attached sheet.)

S E % Sec. 19, T.W.P 27. R.2. E. Sedgwick County
Except Rockwood South 1st Add. and Rockwood South
2nd Add.

7.42. * i{2r

II.B There are 150 acres (round to nearest tenth) in the above

described properth

T9-330-3
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III. This property is located at (address)

The general location is (use appropriate section)

a. at the corner of

and ; or

b. on the North side of Kell022 (Ave.;

Rock RoadStreet) between (Ave., Street) and

Eastborough (Ave., Street).

IV. I (we), the applicant(s), acknowledge receipt of the instruction

sheet explaining the method of submitting this application. I

(we) realize that this application cannot be processed unless it

is completely filled in and accompanied by a current abstractor's

certificate as required in the instruction sheet.

Inel, 10*A Tmr

Authorized Agent (if any) Authori@ed Agent (if any)

hQ

By

fae

By By

Authorized Agent (if any) Authorized Agent (if any)

V. OFFICE USE ONLY

This application was received at the Planning Department at

(AM,(0 on /925'(Day, Month,

Year). It has been checked and found to be complete and accom-

panied by required documents and the appropriate fee of

Name
9.1

itle
91134

T9-330-4

.M



QA

&94?4

E»***»4*4149*
&1222-*.sim.':0.**s.,4

0 0

Ei
December 14, 1965

Mr. Earl Graves

Wheeler, Kelly, Hagny
309 South Market

Wichita, Kansas

Subject: DP- 17- Revised Planning Commercial
Development Under the Community Unit Plan
Provisions of the Zoning Ordinance

Dear Mr. Gravee:

We have reviewed the revised preliminary development plan and
the alternate Itreet alignment in Parcel RS-3, which you sub-
mitted to thii office relative to community unit plan develop-
ment for Rockwood South Addition, with members of the Flood

Control Divilion and the Traffic Engineering Division of the
Department of Public Worki. Following are some of the comments

made by thi, office and lorna of the other departments with
which this matter was discuued.

r:.4<02*Il<

We al:o have analyzed this revi•ed development plan with two
previouily approved plans and find several things that Ihould
be clarified, both on the plan itself and the attached supple-
mental,heets.

& 1
It appeari, after reviewing the plani, that the major change i,
in thi proposed ,hopping center parcel itaelf. Thi, de,ignated
area hai increased from 46 acres to 68 acrem, with an increaaed

anticipated grosi floor area from 2,406,000 square feet to
3,602,000 equare feet. If thii area is now permitted to extend
to Douglai, it may be nectiaary to provide greater .creening
provi,ions than the minimum 10-foot planting area ao required
in the Community Unit Plan Regulationi. Al,o, since Douglal
ihi nor a major sureet, certain acces, control, may be de,1 lable.

7.-

46.:¢ J , ..U.:1 1

K. -7,/0-

1,

IR#Fi.i'/4
N¢59*
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O

.i;43?t-·

§£Kmening

On th'wellt .2KQP*Eti !:iM the plan faili to indicate the 5 to
8-foot wall - required and approved on the original plana.
Parcel, 4, 6 and 11 indicate that a 10-foot planting •trip will
be provided along Douglas and Rock Roar; however. parcel 3 does
not indicate such provision. The development plan should indi
cate the 10-foot planting strip adjacent to Douglas and Rock
Road, am well as the information being provided on the attached
Bupplemental sheeto.

lia£11

lf*• required when the first plan was adopted. advertiaing Jigns
G instead of inatitutional signs shall be i ndicated both on the

plan and the general information eheet, and a maximum sign
height of 30 feet shall also be indicated.

Em220&51-Untle-

-ES u

1?y: .

On each of the parcels you have indicated the required propoged
ume ligt. The areas now indicated for residential ge have sub-

stantially been reduced. In our opinion, the use listed in

additior co the garden apartments or patio parlor residences
:,<-- for Parcel 4 are neither compatible nor desirable with the uies

) proposed in Parcels 3 or 6 or along Douglas Avenue. We feel
/ the uaes along Douglas should be in character with those uses

to the north and would recommend that you give further consid-
eration for the uses propoied in this area. The private club

1 proposed in Parcel RS-6 should discouraged unless developed
kwithin the high rise apartment.

8..
Drainaae and Street Right-Of-Way

1,

The Flood Control Division points out that the 42-foot right-
of-way on the west side of the drainage channel is insufficient.
They al,o expressed surprise that the original plans had been

 approved with only the 42-foot right-of-way; however, *ince the
0 -area hu not been platted, adequate width for street right-of-

way will have to be indicated on the plat. We suggest that the
revised plan indicate at least 50 feet of street right-of-way
on the west side of the drainage channel.

The Flood Control Division also requests that they be furnished
a 'fini,hed grade profile• of the stream. Please contact the

«44 NE  -' 2//19 Flood Control Division relative to this request.

01*24. ·29.iM&Zm

.,ir'.· 7'i,:1426*YA{<1·,5-'.44-e/ff:-6,
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY 3 December 14, 1965

As pointed out in earlier correspondence, and a, a condition
of approval, at the time of platting their ihall bi indicated
an additional 20 feet of half-,treet right-of-way for Rock Road.

Enclosed for your file, i, a marked copy of thi mbmitted plan 43€
reflecting our commenti. It ii nece,mary that you Iubmit 12
copie, of the replied plan to thil office so that the plan may
be forwardid to the Planning Commiuion prior to the public
hiarina- Alan Inel,·•-08 -r- •wn ,•An·l-- a f}•. annl 4 -.+4... /.•-·'RF-' 49

community unit plan approval. Thi liated clooing date for thi
Planning Commlision maiting of January 20, 1966, il December 22,
1965.

Theae are moit of the problema which we can foresee at this time
u related to the varioui Iigment, of the,ubmitted plan. I
hopi thi, information will be of benefit to you in making change,
on the development plan.

If. after you have reviewed the commenti which we have made, you
have any que,tioni, we would be glad to diicuu thew matteri
at your convenience.

Sincerely,

Jack H. Galbraith

Senior Planner

Ja@:bge

FY:f

Enclosure

t. :74% € 'Al->22=N

LE'&*r#U:"4#41
449%44:3*id

cci Rock Road Improvement Inc.
309 South Market

Wichita, Kania,

L j x

alk,yN,h»7-
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JI 4FFIcE copy  -0 1
COINUNITY UNIT PLAN FOR ROCKWOOD SOUZH lillilliliuillill

PARCEL "R. S." -1

Total Net Area - 4.99 AC or
Maximum Coverage by Buildings

1 Building Set Back from Kellog
Building Set Back from Weat 2 Section Line
Maximum Height
Maximum Curb Cuts to Kellogg Drive
Parking Ratio as Required Under L. C. Zoning
Gross Floor Area Permitted
Uses Permitted Under L. C. Zoning
Proposed Uses:

Howard Johnson Motor Hotel,
Private Club, Restaurant,
Service Station

217,460 sq. ft.
30 percent

63 feet
35 feet
2 stories

4

130,476 aq. ft.

Developed 88 Shown

Platted ae Lot 1 and Lot 2

O k SIGNS -Rocoodttted in set back area 0,k:....... ;le:, 64 30)
PARCEL "R. S." - 2

Total Net Area - 25.83 AC or 1,125,320 sq. ft.

Maximum Land Coverage by Buildings 30 percent

Building Set Back from Kellogg Drive 65 feet

Building Set Back from Armour Drive 35 feet

Building Set Back from Property Lines
Maximum Height

35 feet
2 stories

Parking Ratio as Required Under L. C. Zoning
Uses Permitted Under L. C. Zoning
Proposed Uses:

Automotive Center - Parts, Sales, Service -
Entertainment Center - Bowling Alley . Theater -
Restaurant - Private Club. Clinic Offices-
Other Compatible Uees

Maximum Curb Cuts to Kellogg Drive 2
-' Ck. SIGNS --A/Sh#*4¥1.1, Signs permitted in set back area

Gross Floor Area V CM.W- - 14•764 3.1) 675,192 sq. ft.
¢*twan - 3-13' 501;J U/eli .6.J 14,44 P..rAr 11.•

. l,9311: .

PARCEL "R.S." - 3 (Alternate)

Total Net Area . 4.61 AC or
Maximum Land Coverage by Buildings
Building Set Back Lines From All Streets
Maximum Height of Buildings

200,000 sq. n.
30 percent

35 feet
2 stories

4

ress ./115 nal/v ./ ./".11·Cu Unuter 1,• U. ./.1,45

Uses Permitted Under L. C. Zoning
Proposed Uses:

Garden Apartments - Patio Plural Residences - Duplexes .
Any Other Residential Use . Luxury Retirement Units -
Care Home

Signe pecnitted in E -t back area ,
Gross Floor Area N.:,44 s© j 120,000 sq. ft.

/0' Pf..4: a Stn· p .4 Dby" , A.......4

hj
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PARCEL "R. S." - 4

i, Total Net Area - 4.24 AC or 184,627 sq. ft.
Maximum Land Coverage by Buildings 30 percent
Maximum Height 2 stories

Building Set Back From All Property Lines 35 feet

Parking Ratio as Required Under L. C. Zoning
Uses Permitted Under L. C. Zoning
Proposed Uses:

Garden Apartments, Patio Plural Residences -

04.-2 ,/........: 2

10 foot Planter Strip on Douglas Avenue of Decidious
Shrubs and/or Evergreens

10 Foot Planter Strip on South Property Line of
Decidious Ghrubs and/or Evergreens

90,774 4. ft.

PARCEL "R.S." - 5

1=6% ir 09r------3.,

- I

103..: 4f; ..3

.BPE· ' 5tia
Etrc. +

r.4

Eff t': · . f'
F«jF<941/·- A. *4
=5/.L 1 2. t 2 ' 1 ..th#-

Total Net Area - 1.64 AC or 71,300 sq. ft. mailippv'.*21/INA
Maximum Land Coverage by BuildingsMaximum Height 0 30 percent --I

2 stories i':IlliBuilding Set Back From All Property Lines 35 feet
Parking Ratio as Required Under L. C. Zoning
Uses Permitted Under L. C. Zoning
Proposed Uses: 94·ir, 91'

Medical Clinic - Professional Buildings -
pri

Private Club - General Office Building -
Restaurant . Clinic - Other Compatible
Uses Under L. C. Zoning

o k SIGNS - A6i¢*tb**Signs permitted in set back area Gross Floor Area efa•.'... Ne:,44 90'3 42,780 eq. ft.

.- I-

PARCEL "R.S." - 6 *M/21 +Dilk

Total Net Area - 10.01 AC or 436,200 sq. ft.
Maximum Land Coverage by Buildings 30 percent
Maximum Height 10 stories k fior 125 feet

a 9 --- __ - -_ L__ -

y« 9'·

Dulluing eeD nacK prom ALL rroperuy Lines 35 feet  31;24IH
Except Armour Drive which shall be 65 feet .07,
Parking Ratio as Required Under L. C. Zoning                                                                                                                           . 4.£///1
Uses Permitted Under L. C. Zoning
Proposed Uses: I % %11

Hi-Rise Apartments - Garden Apartments
2. 7.·N,6.-3 <Private Club .. :6 De,•4", bt D A"I 9,¢ A"Di-,·4_' --- - :CM-

--

m@J

O <SIGNS -
10 Foot .....nuc.- ow·.p n.wi# „ur wi rg-oper.y J.,lne or ueclalous

Shrubs and/or Evergreens
Paved 15 foot curb and Guttered Fire Lane Easement on South

Property Line to City Standards
Gross Floor Area 1,308, 000 sq. ft.

$?F

*fG% :3'

_-1,

I4
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0/ SIGNS - AA Signs permitted in set back area 0%7•.'-00„ AJ.4.1 '50'j
Paved 15 foot curb and guttered fire lane easement on North

UN and South Property Line

PARCEL "R.S." - 8

€19
PARCEL "R.S." - 7

1/ 1 .

p-  F  Total Net Area - 4.41 AC or 192,280 eq. ft. 4, "/
iNI I · ' Maximum Land Coverage by Buildings 30 percent

1 Building Set Back Lines From Property Line 35 feet
Building Set Back Lines - Amour Drive 65 feet
Maximum Height 2 atories · /////
Parking Ratio as Required Under L. C. Zoning ,

; Uses Permitted Under L. C. Zoning
Proposed Uses:

Art Museum - Entertainment Center -. 1
i ':Ylli /=32*92 1 Professional Buildings - Private Club - Restaurant

Medical Clinic - Super Market - Theater - Skating Rink

Automotive Center

Other Compatible Uses Under L. C. Zoning

'34
Total Net Area - 3.98 AC or 173,375 eq. ft.
Maximum Land Coverage by Buildings 30 percent

Maximum Height 2 stories

Building Set Back Lines - 35 feet from all Property

Lines - 65 feet from Armour Drive

Parking Ratio as Required by L. C. Zoning
Uses Permitted Under L. C. Zoning

Proposed Uses:
Super Market - Furniture - Floor Covering .
Professional Building - Restaurant - Appliance -

Accessory Stores - Private Club - Medical Clinic -
Service Stores - Theater - Skating Rink - Automotive Center -

Other Compatible Uses Under L. C. Zoning

Paved 15 Foot Curb and Guttered Fire Lane Easement on North -
Property Line to City Standards --

Gross Floor Area 104,025 eq· ft. 902.=m
Ad'.fl:.:,1 0 St# "% Men.:He J 0.- 5.44.k Are• (Aa:--- A' ;044 .0 5

44&

PARCEL "R.S." -9

Total Net Area - 4.6 AC or 200,575 aq· ft.

30 percentMaximum Land Coverage by Buildings
Max. Gum Height 2 stories

Building Set Back Lines - 35 feet from All Property Lines -
65 feet from Armour Drive

Parking Ratio as Required Under L. C. Zoning
Uses Permitted Under L. C. Zoning
Proposed Uses:

House and Garden Appliance Center
Garden Supplies - Retail Hardware
Lumber and Paint Store - Automotive Supplies -
Service Stores - Restaurant - Private Club - Skating Rink -
Theater - Medical Clinic - Professional Building

%1

Aar.4 -6.04SIGNS - il-4•*en,1 Signs Permitted in Bet back areas AU•Id,D. 00• |C|
Paved 15 foot Curb and Guttered Fire Lane Easement on South

Property Line to City Standards
Gross Floor Area 120,345 84. ft.

7-791<UNI

i:4 5 :.9

1*?93,#EAT*lit· 4
tmet¢04*
··;.11/212 /2.&iza

10'.%#:.'4*Il/*i,;j,%€,t,§ 7,/.'324.·,mi,?,- ,*:# . '4

7»9,491»13-»lr

1.. I'll/: -
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PARCEL "R.S." - 10

Total Net Area - 1.77 AC or 77,100 aq. ft.

Maximum Land Coverage by Buildings 30 percent

Maximum Height 2 stories

Building Set Back Lines - 65 feet from Armour
Building Set Back Lines - 65 feet from Kellogg Drive
Building Set Back Lines - 35 feet from East & North

Property Lines
Paved 15 foot Curb and Guttered Fire Lane Easement along North Property

Line to City Standard

Curb Cut to Kellogg Drive 1

Parking Ratio as Required under L. C. Zoning
Uses Permitted Under L. C. Zoning
Proposed Uses:

Drive-in Bank - Restaurant - Private Club -

Automotive Center - Service Station -

Other Compatible Uses Under L. C. Zoning

\ SIGNS - - mieUJdledal. Signs permitted in set back areai
Gross Floor Area 46,260 84. ft.

PARCEL "R.S." - 11

Total Net Area 68.92 AC or 3,002,300 sq. ft.
Maximum Land Coverage by Buildings 30 percent

Maximum Height 4 stories

Building Set Back Lines - 300 feet from all Streets and
Property Lines

lo foot Planter Strip for Screen along East and North
Property Line (Decidious Shrubs and/or Evergreens)
exeepting Drive Entrances

Maximum Curb CUt8 to Kellogg Drive 3
Maximum Curb Cuts to Rock Road 4 $

Maximum Curb Cuts to Douglas 3
Parking Ratio as Required Under L. C. Zoning
Uses Permitted Under L. C. Zoning
Proposed Uses:

Shopping Center

1 G>
\ SIGNS - Imazi#311: Signs pe,litted in Set Btck Areae 1

Gross Floor Area

Net Gross Leaseable Area 1,000,000 ag. ft.

./
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CJNUNITY UNIT PLAN FOR ROCKWOOD SOUTH

PARCEL "R.S." - 1 I

Total Net Area - 4.99 AC or 217,460 8 + ft.

Maximum Coverage by Buildings 30 percent

Building Set Back fram Kello,g 63 feet

Building Set Back from West * Section Line 35 feet

Maximum Height
2 stories

Maximum Curb Cuts to Kellogg Drive 4

Parking Ratio as Required Under L. C. Zoning
Gros8 Floor Area Permitted 130,476 ag. ft.

Uses Permitted Under L. C. Zoning
Proposed Uses:

Howard Johnson Motor Hotel,
Private Club, Restaurant,
Service Station

i

Developed as Shown

Platted M Lot 1 and Lot 2
V¢'. 3 Rockwood South First Addition

SIGNS - Institutional Signs permitted in set back area

PARCEL "R. S." - 2

Total Net Area - 25.83 AC or 1,125,320 sq. ft.

Maximum Land Coverage by Buildings 30 percent

Building Set Back fram Kellogg Drive 65 feet

Building Set Back from Armour Drive 35 feet

Building Set Back from Property Lines 35 feet

Maximum Height 2 stories

Parking Ratio as Required Under L. C. Zoning
Uses Permitted Under L. C. Zoning
Proposed Uses:

Automotive Center - Parts, Sales, Service .
Entertainment Center - Bowling Alley - Theater -
Restaurant - Private Club- Clinic Offices-
Other Compatible Uses

Maximum Curb Cuts to Kellogg Drive 2

SIGNS --- Institutional Signs permitted in set back area
Gross Floor Area 675,192 sq. ft.

PARCEL "R.S." - 3 (Alternate)

Total Net Area - 4.61 AC or 200,000 sq. ft.

Maximum Land Coverage by Buildings 30 percent

Building Set Back Lines From All Streets 35 feet
2 storiesMaximum Height of Buildings

Parking Ratio as Required Under L. C. Zoning
Uses Permitted Under L. C. Zoning
Proposed Uses:

Garden Apartments . Patio Plural Residences . Duplexes .
Any Other Residential Use - Luxury Retirement Units .
Care Home

SIGNS - Institutional Signs permitted in ket back area
Gross Floor Area 120,000 89. ft•

0?' I

1
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PARCEL "R.S." - 4 -li

Total Net Area - 4.24 AC or 184,627 sq. ft.

Maximum Land Coverage by Buildings 30 percent

Maximum Height 2 storlea

Building Set Back Fram All Property Lines 35 feet

Parking Ratio as Required Under L. C. Zoning
|.· Uses Permitted Under L. C. Zoning 4

Proposed Uses:
Garden Apartments, Patio Plural Residences - 41
Entertainment Center - Bowling Alley - Theater -

019 1 . Private Club - Clinic - Offices . Laboratories -

ry; i. 1 Other Compatible Uses Under L. C. Zoning

1 1.#
10 foot Planter Strip on Douglas Avenue of Decidious

Shrubs and/or Evergreens
10 Foot Planter Strip on South Property Line of

Decidious Shrubs anal/or Evergreene
SIGNS - Institutional Signs permitted in set back area

j Gross Floor Area 90,774 eq. ft.
1

! PARCEL "R.S." - 5

1»0 Total Net Area - 1.64 AC or 71,300 sq. ft.

i Maximum Land Coverage by Buildings 30 percent .
Maximum Height 2 stories

*azi[ Building Set Back From All Property Lines 35 feet

; Parking Ratio as Required Under L. C. Zoning
· Uses Permitted Under L. C. Zoning

3-

ic Proposed Uses:
Medical Clinic - Professional Buildings -
Private Club - General Office Building -
Restaurant - Clinic - Other Compatible
Uses Under L. C. Zoning

€4 f
t

SIGNS - Institutional Signs permitted in set back area
Gross Floor Area 42,780 sq. ft. -

PARCEL "R.S." - 6

Total Net Area - 10.01 AC or 436,200 sq. ft.
Maximum Land Coverage by Buildings 30 percent

Maximum Height 10 stories

or 125 feet

=,TZ=

f

Building Set Back From All Property Lines
Except Armour Drive which shall be 65 feet
Parking Ratio as Required Under L. C. Zoning
Uses Permitted Under L. C. Zoning

Proposed Uses:

Ett-Rise Apartments - Garden Apartments
Private Club

35 feet

SIGNS - Institutional Signs permitted in set back area

10 Foot Planter Strip along North Property Line of Decidious

Shrubs and/or Evergreens
Paved 15 foot curb and Guttered Fire Lane Easement on South

Property Line to City Standards

Grws Floor Area 1,308, 000 sq. ft.

'lly-.i
A,44:
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 PARCEL "R.S." - 7

1 1 Total Net Area - 4.41 AC or 192,280 80 ft.
1 i Maximum Land Coverage by Buildings 30 percent ,91,= 42,Mi,a„„,IM

Building Set Back Lines From Property Line 35 feet

Building Set Back Lines - Armour Drive 65 feet  Maximina Height 2 stories

Parking Ratio ae Required Under L. C. Zoning abasta.
Uses Permitted Under L. C. Zoning
Proposed Uses:

Art Museum - Entertainment Center -
Professional Buildings - Private Club - Restaurant -ir- .=2

Medical Clinic - Super Market - Theater - Skating Rink
*Bes*'

Automotive Center
'

Other Compatible Uses Under L. C. Zoning
AA,tf .:f-

SIGNS - Institutional Signs permitted in set back areaPaveL 15 foot curb and guttered fire lane easement on North 9
and South Property Line ...' 1//

PARCEL "R.S." -8

Total Net Area - 3•98 AC or
Maximum Land Coverage by Buildings
Maximum Height
Building Set Back Lines - 35 feet from all Property

Lines - 65 feet from Armour Drive
Parking Ratio as Required by L. C. Zoning
Usee Permitted Under L. C. Zoning

173,375 sq· ft.
30 percent
2 stories

Proposed Uses:
Super Market - Furniture - Floor Covering -
Professional Building - Restaurant - Appliance -
Accessory Stores - Private Club - Medical Clinic -

Other Compatible Uses Under L. C. Zoning
Service Stores - Theater - Skating Rink - Automotive Center -

Paved 15 Foot Curb and Guttered Fire Lane Easement on North
Property Llne to City Standards

104,025 sq· ft.Gross Floor Area

PARCEL "R.S." - 9

Total Net Area - 4.6 AC or 200,575 eq· ft.

Maximum Land Coverage by Buildings
Maximum Height
Building Set Back Lines - 35 feet from All Property Lines -

65 feet from Armour Drive
Parking Ratio as Required Under L. C. Zoning
Uses Permitted Under L. C. Zoning
Proposed Uses:

House and Garden Appliance Center
Garden Supplies - Retail Hardware

46: Lumber and Paint Store - Automotive Supplies -
Service Stores - Restaurant - Private Club - Skating Rink -
Theater - Medical Clinic - Professional Building

SIGNS - Institutional Signs Permitted in set back areas
Paved 15 foot Curb and Guttered Fire Lane Easement on South

Property Line to City Standards
Gross Floor Area

120,345 •q· ft.

btom

r

hurn



PARCEL "R.S." - 10

Total Net Area - 1.77 AC or 77,100 aq. ft.
Maximum Land Coverage by Buildings 30 percent

Maximum Height 2 stories

Building Set Back Lines - 65 feet from Armour
Building Set Back Lines - 65 feet from Kellogg Drive
Building Set Back Lines - 35 feet from East & North

Property Lines
Paved 15 foot Curb and Guttered Fire Lane Easement along North Property

Line to City Standard
Curb Cut to Kellogg Drive 1

Parking Ratio as Required under L. C. Zoning
Uses Permitted Under L. C. Zoning
Proposed Uses:

Drive-in Bank - Restaurant - Private Club -

Automot. ie Center - Service Station -

Other Compatible Uses Under L. C. Zoning

SIGNS - Institutional Signe permitted in set back areas
Gross Floor Area 46,260 sq. ft.

PARCEL "R.S." - 11

Total Net Area - 68.92 AC or 3,002,300 sq. ft.

Maximum Land Coverage by Buildings 30 percent

Maximum Height 4 stories

Building Set Back Lines - 300 feet from all Streets and
Property Lines

10 foot Planter Strip for Screen along East and North
Property Line (Decidious Shrubs and/or Evergreens)
excepting Drive Entrances

Maximum Curb Cuts to Kellogg Drive
Maximum Curb Cuts to Rock Road

Maximum Curb Cuts to Douglas 3

Parking Ratio as Required Under L. C. Zoning
Uses Permitted Under L. C. Zoning

Proposed Uses:
Shopping Center

SIGNS - Institutional Signs permitted in Set Back Areas
Gross Floor Area 3,602,760 80 ft. f

Net Gross Leaseable Area 1,000,000 ag. ft. ··133/0

I
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OWNERSHIP LIST

15*9 62% Sec. 19-27-2 E 1 Rock Road Improvement, Inc.
exc Beg 465' N of )(  309 South Market

 N 165', W 58', S
165' to beg. & Exc.
Rockwood South

First Add. & Exc.

Rockwood South

€ Second Add.

3*442 Beg 8' E &465' N of flKansas cas & Electric Company
·29*31 SW/c SEt 19-27-2 E, E  120 East First St.

50' , N 100' , W 50' s
S 100' to beg.

4.*.2 Beg 465' N of SW/c SE%
Sec. 19-27-2 E, E 8',

 S 165' to beg.
** Lot Block

Rockwood South First Addition

5/192
1 'AL Rock Road Improvement Inc.

A.7\ 309 S. Market

Rockwood South Second Add. (Phillips Petroleum Co.
1 / 225 N. Waco

i>iii Bonnie Brae Addition
A

1 /Xi , Nathan Schfer .
tf

- ,)( Bess Sch,fer 00.0. 12
Address--Unknown j I

91=.9-*.e#G3770:'"#=:
 2 " 41< Avangelical Covenant Church

1700 S. Oliver

" / iilliarn R. Wolfber.j ' Joan B. Wolfberg
8014 Lynwood Blvd.

' 44 JRex F. Guidas

Patricai Ann Guidas

3431 Kinkaid Ct.
€44+649 , " '21 i'Joseph T. O'Neal3 41:?,/· 5

Sandra Lee O'Neal

8026 Lynwood Blvd.
 -t· st ·

4 | 6 " i George Peters

84

amelia recers J

6601 E 14th St.
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Bonnie Brae Addition

I Lot Block Property Owner

1 ,/Herbert D. Bruce ,

Carol A. Bruce

8108 Lynwood

i/'Marcus Brutus Baker
Marie D. Taker

145 Lochinvar

9 tOtis Hadley
Rowena Hadley
139 Lochinvar

10 /Marion M. Corson '
Stella J. Corson

133 Lochinvar

11 ,/6eorge p. Hammond

Lois L. Hammond

127 Lochinvar

'Lester F. Penzler

Jo Anne Penzler

121 Lochinvar

VAlfred F. Angulo
Mary Agnes Angulo
115 Lochinvar

klarence M. Carrall
Dolores B. Carrall

107 Lochinvar

'/Philip Matkoff 
Sylvia Matkoff
101 Lochinvar

Beg 356' S of NE/c Lot 16 s Christian Associatiorr

4.},5 Block 1, Bonnie Brae Add., 402 N. Market
W 100', W with angle to Left

to S line of Lot, th E 359'
SE/c Lot 16, th NW along

E line 349' to Pob.

Lot 16, Except above Desc. j X/Builders, Inc. -1

1000 Park Lane, Suite 301

249 1 J V ./lohn D. Dye
Dorothy V. Dye
8002 Morningside

41 J2 Donald W. Anderson

Patricia B. Anderson

8008 Morningside
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Bonnie Btae Addition

Lot Block Property Owner

3 2 4-Jlohn H. Johntz
fVeenetia B. Johntz
8014 Morningside

/ y A. Max Hatf ield
" Helen A. Hatfield

8020 Morningside

1>Olive Ann Beech
48 Mission'Road

6 J J. W. Metz Lumber Company
401 N. Main

7 JGrover M. Fisher .
Nondis Fisher

8108 Morningside

8 ¢Robert J. Rough 

Lenelle Roush

8114 Morningside

¢Maynard C. Kitchen
Lauretta Kitchen

8120 Morningside

i n ?3 3 10 /H. Allen Graham
Eloise T. Graham

8126 Morningside

11 i James H. Morrison

Norma Jean Morrison

8132 Morningside

13 Keith Russell Jr.
Frieda Russell

157 Lochinvar

14 /James D. Corrigan
Hilaria Corrigan
151 Lochinvar

15 4'William A. Turpen
8121 Lynwood

16 JClarence O. Carlgren
Wanda L. Carlgren
8115 Lynwood

17 ¢james D. page l
Georgia M. Pagel
8107 Lynwood

18 vElvador E. Ritter

Jacqueline M. Ritter

8101 Lynwood
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ze*19 Bonnie Brae Addition

Block¥2,- Lot Property Owner

19 2 4 Albert H. Land
Peggy F. Land
3027 Lynwood

Ji ./James Rudolph Otwell
Elaine E. Otwell

8021 Lynwood

21  X 9<Roy M. Myer
Elizabeth Jane Myer
8015 Lynwood

4/charies c. Forsyth
G. Lillian Forsyth
8007 Lynwood

** 23 Sterl A. Smith

Genevieve L. Smith

8001 Lynwood

3 4 *' Bobby John Nelson
James L. Nelson

8002 Mockingbird

William A. Skinner

Elizabeth M. Skinner

3209 E. Murdock

J .g'Allen W. Buzzi
Margaret Francis Buzzi
8014 Mockingbird

W 90' 4 / *1/George Peters
6601 E. 14th St.

f · 9- E 8' 4 & ,' ,>(/Eugene Keith Thomas '
 - All of 5 , Lorene A. Thomas

8026 Mockingbird

6 l/k. V. Harter
Gwen B. Harter

8102 Mockingbird
Nlp

7 4.ward wayne Weeks /
Mary Margaret Weeks
8108 Mockingbird

8 ale H. Kendall
Doris H. Kendall

4r 2109 E. Kellogg

9 JH. B. Moricone
Ardevina Moricone

8120 Mockingbird

10 /Clifford L. Malone 
Eleanor A. Malone

**i8126 Mockingbird

425*

y

f
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* Bonnie Brae Addition

Lot Block Property Owner

11 3 / Allan H. Poe

x pauline K. Poe
Address Unknown

NL© a.££.-cl-AC*.9\1'ct v, d,
12 James H. Childei:s

Gertrude M. Childers

8121 Morningside

13 Cliff K. Titus /
Lela Titus

8115 Morningside

14 /Orland J. Peterka j
Jean E. Peterka

8107 Morningside

15 4 Warren S. Armond /
 Rita G. Armond

Address Unknown

·924 16 Kenneth Lee Mason

Lois D. Mason

Address Unknown

t/.¥ /James B. Richards, Jr. 
June E. Dixon Richards

8021 Morningside

tlijAft
9%41 18 Edward G. Leonard /

J
Lavone A. Leonard

8015 Morningside

19 " ©/Marlyn L. Matz
Vera L. Matz

2409 -Addre--Unk-,a
i34

*f. 20  )*tene Ikonard Gray
Phyllis Grace Gray /
8001 Morningside

4 Y 'y/V Builders, Inc.
\ \ 1000 Park Lane

2 /John Harper
D. Jean Harper

4¥' ,/James H. Fraser
Bonnie Lou Fraser ,
8014 Willowbrook

' ,>4' Robert 0. Wall ,/'
Dorothy D. Wall
2849 Fairmount

5 tvernon G. Bonar

Ann H. Bonar

8102 Willowbrook

L

..



0 0 0

2-2ear. Bonnie Brae Addition

Block Property Owner

4 VJerome D. Holt

Yvonne I. Holt

8108 Willowbrook

7 Paul E. Baker

/ Dorothy I. Baker ./
Address Unknown

8 JDaniel L. Goldschmidt
Lois P. Goldschmidt d
8120 Willowbrook

Vvirgil L. Shaw /
Norma J. Shaw
8126 Willowbrook

063.43 10 ./Maynard Klein
Jacqueline Klein
8127 Mockingbird

H. M. Pack

Miriam C. Pack
J

8121 Mockingbird

1/Kenneth L. Epley j
?*MI Bonnie M. Epley

8115 Mockingbird

/Ronald E. Stevens
Mildred L. Stevens /
8107 Mockingbird

1033294 14 /C. W. Womack, Jr.
Coral Ann Womack

8101 Mockingbird

15 J,x horgen J. Jorgensen
Margaret E. Jorgensen
8021 Mockingbird

J >6/bavid D. Unruh

 Millicent B. Unruh /
8015 Mockingbird

4 X JCharles R. Killion
Jean R. Killion

8007 Mockingbird

Bernard B. Fairchild
Okla M. Fairchild

8001 Mockingbird

1 5 7 <' /Thomas J. Curry J
Elsie Jean Curry
8002 Peach Tree

2  Y W. P. Mcldillan
r i Martha E. MeMillan

8008 Peach Tree rwrre

--* .flk: &*Al A



0 0 0

RE@4' Bonnie Brae Addition

46*5 Lot Block Property Owner

5 J *fGene G. Arnold

Dorothy S. Arnold j
8014 Peach Tree

4 174Claude M. Crabtree /
Audrey M . Crabtree
8020 Peach Tree

5 i/Corwin E. Bare

Leone S. Bare 
8102 Peach Tree

6 /William Iavitt
8108 Peach Tree

3Ft 7 It. William
Betty Ann Rapp
8114 Peach Tree

8 Morothy B. Keeler /
Robert W. Ke*ler

gW O Viatk,ULLU

VE. D. Patterson 
Eva Goss Patterson

8126 Peach Tree

21 10 Aichard L. Hilton J
Jacqueline C. Hilton
8127 Willowbrook

Lig 11
uilliam Walter Garner ,/
Catherine Marie Garner

8121 Willawbrook

' Bill E. Cohlmia

Nancy Lee Cohlmia
8115 Willowbrook

13 J. F. Kemper

)r Olive E. Kemper
Address Unknown

21

¥4.79 14 i/Joseph F. Moos j
Doris R. Moos

8101 Willowbrook

15 'Alvie M. McClasky j
Lois F. McClasky
8021 Willawbrook

16 J X, 4onald C. Davidson f
Marilyn L. Davidson
8015 Willowbrook

17 ,X, lary K. Edminster

Barbara J. Edminster

8007 Willowbrook



1 0 0 0

Bonnie Brae Addition

Lot Block Property Owner

18 5 Robert A. McMillan

Carol L. McMillan
Address Unknown

1 6 v/Lambert Lawrence Honton
41 Marie J. Honton

8021 Peach Tree

talph L. Bowman 
Margaret J. Bowman

:

8101 Peach Tree

Walter 0. Ward, Sr.
Catherine Nadine Ward J
Address Unknown

i/Wilbur L. LarsoL
8115 Peach Tree J

4?k
James R. Johnson

Doris Johnson

Address Unknown

L

8127 Peach Tree

r/Forrest G. Reynolds ,/6

3092 1 14 /Luther L. Gartin
j

Lily T. Gartin
102 Lochinvar

045 2&•3' 1/Alfred J. Misak · 
Lot 3 Ruth M. Misak

108 Lochinvar

3, exe. N 3' aohn E. Siefkes .
Jan G. Siefkes

4

4 /Louis J. Fugit
LaVon K. Fugit 4
120 Lochinvar

5
43ill J. Hawks 

Mary Alice Hawks
2216 S. Ridgewood

6 Miarold W. Volkman 
Velma K. Volkman
132 Lochinvar

7 /Cecil J. Lagerquist j
Lavone M. Lagerquist

a-

138 Lochinvar r

8 Opal Nixon
Address Unknown.
1609

9 tch*N'H. Ward
Agnes B. Ward j

el-

5/
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Bonnie Brae Addition

Lot Block Property Owner

15 14 obert M. Barry
Eva V. Barry
139 Bonnie Brae

16 4oe . Colliatie, Jr. J
Billie Rae Colliatie

1034 Kevin

17 Thomas E. Macomber j
Marcia C. Macomber

Address-Unknown

18 Noble L. Morton, Jr.
Harriette J. Morton

Address Unknown .

19 Oames L. Solomon ' 4
Ahlene G. Solomon

115 Bonnie Brae

20 v James M. Adams

Mary Ann Adams
107 Bonnie Brae

21 JR. W. Womer
120 Lynwood Blvd.

15 f Howard N. Tucker
Winifred A. Tucker /
102 Bonnie Brae Jeit

/Allen Terrell vi
Grave V. Terrell

108 Bonnie Brae

Wallace M. Helfinger J
Address Unknown

41. E. Gillett 6 4
Fern E. Gillett

120 Bonnie Brae

Clemons

1 \.4 Irwin Kallmani 7 Address Unknown

2345  .* *red D. Clemons ' 
6 and 7 Nona C. Clemons

V

60 Stratford Road

Ruth

7 & all of 8 Hanna B. Ruth

exc W 100' 8210 E. Kellogg

/Morco, Inc.

 Address Unknown



3 0 0 1

All of Replat of Leoffer Addition / Chrysler Motors Corporation ./
2000 Power & Light Bldg.
K. C. Mo.

Keys Addition

1 Eugene M. Toler - 1810 N. Edgemoor .ft?%*·
VHomer P. Toler - 1815 Jackson / 23332

2 , Homer P. Toler 4
Freda A. Toler

1815 Jackson

3 ¥Donald P. Lyon

Elizabeth Ann Lyon
520 Whittier

4 Frank W. Buchholz Jr.

#997.9774 .

/ Meriam Jane Buchholz J
10'0

/I No Address Available

5 S 50' & 4rancis Eugene Monroe
6 S 36.1' Bonnie J. Monroe /

537 Calhoun

6 ex S 36.1' & ,/William Stockdale
7 ex N 41.1' Bertha Stockdale

531 Calhoun

7 N 41.1' & ,/Paul A. Slicker
8 ex N 55' Roxy Ellen Slicker

519 Calhoun

J

8 N 55' t/'Gene Calvin Hancock Sr. L
Gladys Hancock
No -A -

ul A. Slicker l„ r.£L<bki
R. Ellen Slicker

519 Calhoun

9

Key's Second Addition

-- /Elizabeth Morning /194©f- 1
 2 W 37' Opal Ramsdall

4*%4? 3 W 37'

2 ex W 37' / Raymond Leon Szymanski
Dolores Leona Szymanski
549 Calhoun

· 7:9 3 ex W 37' /Alan Eshbaugh

Shirley Eshbaugh /1*4,441; CI *M./1.#4
555 Calhoun /

>:L . 1 144%

13ift .

iE· Replat of Block 1, Kellogg Crest
Di
94 1,2&3 - /K. T. Wiedeman, Trust

1515 W 6th
 AE1Dorado, Kansas

i m#J 1-64

L
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0 0 1

Kellogg Crest Addition

All of Block 2 / K. T. Wiedemann
V c/o Gladys Wiedemann
A 1515 W 6th

ElDorado, Kansas

Eastridge 1lth Addition . cri@r

1,2&3 1 0 Edith Rimel Smolt 452£247*
0.4244¥

/1 Address Unknown. 2%330
420 - tut.+9-10*Ut.rl d.'

4 VAlfred A. Farlia /
Nancy Farha
554 Longfellow

toi 1,2&3 2 Edith Rimel Smolt J

Address Unknown

4 /Larry G. Elliott

Jean B. Elliott /
553 Longfellow

5 4 Koakish W. Cleaton 
Glenysse M. Cleaton
7604 E. Orme

1, 2 3 Robert S. Lightner /
26 Cypress

1 4 1*rnest H. Jackson
4

Helen J. Jackson

631 S. Mission

2 W 2'

99?lf.:-
2 ex W 2'

4 Carter Hart Jr. 4
A Mozelle W. Hart

No Address Available

3 ,/Robert E. Pittm
Bettye A. Pittman 
7515 E. Orme

4
Jerry Weldon Steward 4

1 Joyce M. Steward
No Address Available

.t -O.0

5 Ex S 4' / Saamy Harry Kouti l./
Jacqueline M. Kouri
603 Longfellow

5 S 4' & all 6 VOwin E. Artas
Edith M. Artas

609 Longfellow

U?
7 &8 N 2.5' Robert Albers

Mildred G. Albers

615 Longfellow

ate *6%74'·'4 ' -fert I



0 1

Eastridge 11th Addition

8 ex N 2.5' 4 Gerald Clayton Sheets 4
Betty J. Sheets
7610 E. Indianapolis

9 ex W 0.75' jAiugh H. Amick

LaRita K. Amick

7604 E. Indianapolis

9 W 0.75' & all 10 c/Doyle E. Meade
Jeanne S. Meade

7516 E. Indianapolis

¢Sam Heinze

Laura A. Heinze

7510 E. Indianapolis

12 1/ Sam A. Lessley
Mildred J. Lessley

7504 E. Indianapolis

1 5 William H. Bryant J i

Betty Jean Bryant
2921 Clover

2 Meyer Evan Nelson

/t Vanita I. Nelson
No Address Available

3 A.awrence G. Day u
F. Arlene Day
614 Longfellow

4 JRobert E. Haynes /
Margaret M. Haynes ab'A . · .·,-, r,

622 Longfellow

5 VLawrence S. Paul ,/
te JPatsy K. Paul

7714 E. Indianapolis

6 1/ Joseph Mizenko
Mozelle Mizenko

7720 E. Indianapolis
Lit? j

7 /Maxine Lybrand Realty Inc. J
414 Pattie

8 VGerald Thomas Bowen L,/
Carol Jane Bowen

7808 E. Indianpolis

0 9 veleve C. Holland Jr. J
Marion Holland

7814 E. Indianapolis

\(Robert A. Barnes 
Phyllis Ann Barnes

.4

1



0 0 1

Eastridge 1lth Addition

11 5 VAmbrose D. Allison

Jacqueline Allison

13

2.42%7

-No-Addresr*vattable

'£J b £ 71tce-40, 94.-,1.>·aU
,/Kenneth M. Hunstad J
Janet J. Hunstad

7908 E. Indianapolis

'Steve Robert Shedd ,/
Polly Ann Shedd
948 S. Edgemoor Dr.

4James Russell Harris

Ruth R. Harris  v'
7920 E. Indianapolis

f#217.4

*9144

f4%@,?

J

#8
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Eastridge Sixth Addition

1
Block

4 B
1

9Cecil I. Peterson L

Betty R. Peterson
620 Whittier

5 kharles T. Eads 4

4
Gertrude J. Eads
6407 Rockwood Road 3

6 Robert S. blontgomery III 1 1

Marion L. Montgomery 1
632 Whittier 1

7 ,4;eorge William Rhodes 
Pauline F. Rhodes j
638 Whittier

16 ;/Dean L. Gash
Nadine Gash

639 Calhoun Drive

17 loscar L. Elkins 
Marie M. Elkins

1011 S. Topeka

18 irgil Kelly 
Sylvia L. Kelly
627 Calhoun Drive

19 John P. Redman J
Leora K. Redman

621 Calhoun Drive

20 VKinley Leon Landers 
Lela Mae Landers

615 Calhoun Drive

A- .1 1
21 ,larjory L. Downey J

607 Calhoun Drive

22 'Burt J. Truster, Jr. J
608 Drury Lane

T, Botkin-376/a B 4 T Company J
1702 Greenfield

Eastridge 8th Addition

1 1  XMugene W. Lightner
' b441 Castle

2
l1 Manford Allen Garner 
Velma Maxine Garner

241 S. Battin

3 1/Richard Lee Wheeler /
Carolyn Lee Wheeler
Add,651IUk;TOWY--,

4 ¢Thomas borster

?ti,49 Marcella M. Forster

1833 S. Ridgewood

5 tElmer nickel

554 Calhoun Drive

9",#340 26&,

»iA***3
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0 C 1
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Eastridge Sixth Addition

Lot Block

1 exc. W 16' A 1 Kenneth D. Burke J
Patricia A. Burke

602 Governeour Road

2 A pCarmen G. Wolf 
Ruth M. Wolf

608 Governeour Road

3 I/Charles W. Mullen 
Norma Lee Mullen

014 Governeour Road

4 t/James O. Pelzel

Valeria Pelzel

620 Governeour Road

5 i Charles W. London 
Vera A. London
626 Governeour Road

Wichita Heights Lumber Company L6

5435 North Broadway
'67 2142

7 £ Administrator of Veterans Affairs 4
5500 East Kellogg

22 Bill 11. Often
1

Betty L. Otten
7322 Clay

VOlen Allison23

Thomas C. Allison
633 Whittier

fry·

t
24 ' Frank J. Schneller J

Margaret Schneller
627 Whittier

25 ,/Bobby D. Price J
Evelyn M. Price
621 Whittier - yotv

26 ,Jack S. Sample /

Wilma A. Sample
615 Whittier

27 ,/Frank L. Seten
Vivian Seten

602 Whittier

28 l<Valter L. Johnson, Jr. J
Lorene B. Johnson

601 Whittier

1 B Frank L. Seten /
 Vivian Seten
(\ 602 Whittier

2 Jean E. Klinger 
608 Whittier

3 Lee G. Graddy j
JJohnie M. Graddy

614 Whittier

L

$



0

Eastridge 8th Addition

Lot Block

Beg. SE cor Lot 6, 1 / Sylvester J. Belisle

NW along front line of /\ Helen L. Belisle
6 4 7, 75.5 ft to point Address unknown

15.5 ft NW of SE cor Lot

7; SW to point on rear

432. line Lot 6,29 ft N of
SW cor Lot 6, S along
rear line Lot 6, 29 ft;
Ely along S line Lot 6 to
beg.

Beg. 15.5 ft NW of SE J Stuart Reid

cor Lot 7, NWly along front uth E. Reid

line Lots 7 48,65.5 ft Address unknown

to point 14 ft NW of SE
cor Lot 8, SW to point b

on rear line Lot 7, 41
ft N of SW cor Lot 7,
SE 41 ft to SW cor Lot

7, S along rear line Lot
6, 31 ft; N to beg.

Beg. on front line Lot /George H. Wheeler 
8, being 14 ft NW of Erdine Wheeler

SE cor Lot 8, th NW Address-unknoy-

1327(,- along front line Lots
8 4 9, 61.5 ft to point
11.5 ft. NW of SE cor

Lot 9, thence SW to
point on rear line lot

8, being 11.37 ft S of
NW cor Lot 8, th S 71.37
ft to point on rear line

Lot 7, 20.87 ft S of NW
cor Lot 7, th NE to beg,

Beg 11.5 ft NW of SE i/ Leon Calton

cor Lot 9, NW along Anna Maye Calton /
front line to NE cor Lot 535 Armour Drive

9, Wly 89.09 ft to NW
cor Lot 9, S along rear £

fal.3 line Lot 8 4 9, 85.82 ft
to point 11.37 ft S of
NW cor Lot 9, NE to

beg.

1 2 ¥William J. David w./
1531 N. Battin

4. James Heidebrecl.t l
Bonnie Lou Heidebrecht

7309 E. Orme

3 /Chester C. Ramsey
Betty J. Ramsey
604 E. 67th North

4 Robert D. Mickelson J
Betty L. Mickelson

7321 E. Orme

5 Vl}ean A. Case 
Ramona L. Case

7327 E. Orme

g
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Eastridge 8th Addition

2 Lot Block

6 2 /Helen Y. White
Otis White

609 S. Armour Drive

7  Lawrence E. Lybarger 
Ilelen L. Lybarger
2214 S. Rutan

8 ;4idney L. Foulston. Jr.
Ruth Helen Foulston

625 Armour Drive

1 ,4-bert Lee Vernon :
Roberta Vernon

636 Calhoun Drive

2 /Floyd W. West 
Maxine L. West

7309 E. Indianapolis

3 1/Archie L. -Mears »244&,d
Cecilia R. ·Mears-

r»· 9.

4 r/William G. Underwood
17321 Indianapolis

5 illenn A. Brown
Irez A. Brown

7327 Indianapolis

6 p<lifton c. Eldridge 
Barbara A. Eldridge
7335 E. Indianapolis

Nesdref

8 exe. S 6.5 1 4erdinand Sauer

Virginia L. Sauer
7341 E. Indianapolis

All 4 Eugene W. Lightner /
6441 Castle

Beg NE cor NE 4
30-27-ZE W 705

ft; S 827 ft; E 705
ft; N to beg 4 1  ¥K. T. Wiedemann Estate

 1 ht" BOX 285Eldorado, Kansas

Beg 827 ft S of NE cor
NE 4 30-27-2E W 165 ft;
S SO ft; E 165 ft; N
to beg  K. T. Wiedemann Estate

111
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Eastborough 2nd Addition

10exc. Beg. F Edward X. Crawley J
NW cor SE 5' Margaret H. Crawley
SW 60' NW 5' #5 Park Ave

NE 60' to beg,

11 F James C. Allen J
Carol A. Allen

3418 Crystal

12 wight S. Wallace J
Josephine A. Wallace
#9 Park Ave.

3 H 1yndon Gamelson J
Georgia Gamelson

h ,;fs, #1 Stratford

4 i/Ealon s. Hocutt J
Marcella R. Hocutt

#33 Stratford

5 illiam D. Jochems Jr. J
Marian Pauline Jochems

# 12 Brookfield

6 & SE ly
35 ft. of 7 Maxine A. Vandenberg

7 exc. SEly 7' JM. W. Hellar 
& S 75ft of 8 #6 Brookfield

1 I A//Velma H. Hass /
4 #42 Stratford

2 4elma varner Dockum /
#40 Stratford

3 JBill B. Spencer ,/
Wanda M. Spencer
#38 Stratford

4 /Hervey R. Hodson /
Mozella Hodson

#36 Stratford

5 2/David H. Brasted /
Sarah T. Brasted

#34 Stratford

6 /Robert A. Boucher 
Catherine L. Boucher

#32 Stratford

7 exc. S 20' /Ivan M. West J
Helen L. West

#44 Stratford

7 S 20' Eastborough Estates Co. Uhf.41>
/94 6 1 . 64£-<-tbl a.,

4 Rep

1
26.*1
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Eastborough 2nd Addition

1 3 14. Wesley Park J
Ruth Marie Park

# 6 Park Ave

2 Frank L. Dunn J

Kate Dunn

no address available

3 /Elizabeth Orr

Roy Thomas Orr
#32 Park Ave.

4 keorge B. Powers 
#30 Park Ave.

94F 5&6 A. M. Van Auken J
173:k Norma A. Van Auken

#9 High Drive.

1 1/Brace A. Helfrich 
Stella C. Helfrich

#15 High Drive

8  \/14argaret K. Jackman

A #20 Huntington

9 i/George D. France 
Billie M. France

#18 Huntington

Herbert A. Jones J10

Virginia Maxine Jones
#16 Huntington

2 K 0;. Earl Schaefer
Catherine R. Schaefer

#13 Huntington

3 /L.. Haltom
Patricia Haltom

t #15 Huntington
4

4 /perry A. Thayer /
Ruth Anne Thayer
#17 Huntington

5 dRaymond R. Swanston J
Etta J. Swanston

#19 Huntington

J
6

44 George C. Croston Jr.

+· Dorothy B. Croston
#21 Huntington

94 Ze< 7 & W 10' of 8 jKate S. McKay 
ff #23 Huntington

49

1 •l.36,
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L

3%310

f225-

49

%.8

Eastborough 2nd Addition
8 exc. W 10' K
& W 15' of 9

,V/Marshall W. Crotts /
/A Mary L. Crotts

#25 Huntington

9 exc. W 15' "

all Block L

J
1 George H. Vandenberg
1 Maxine A. Vandenberg

\ #27 Huntington
• John J. Helfrich /

  Patricia C. Helfrich
#46 Stratford

Tract in NWk Sec. 20-27-2E beg. 550ft. tome Mission Board of '

E of SW corner NWE, theme N parl. with , . Southern Baptist Convention94*07

W line sd.% sec. 275 ft th. E parl. with ·30£00-/612'. 7522'2t59
S line Sd.% Sec. 270 ft. S 275 ft. W
270 ft. to beg.
1 /

SWE NWk Sec. 20-27-2E except the above John S. Wertz, Helen Vickers

property in the name of the Home Springer, George Stallwitz,
Mission Board of the Southern Baptist J. A. Vickers, Robert F. Vickers, ?/t
Convention. Co-Trustees of Vickers Testamentary

0,2 Tm¥ . r ·4 - 09 - .- 420 a ,

-OVT©.1.

0.-1.19.41
7- M' - Ittr
h'-

..41

la

' 4.9

*26

.C{.UC/26 LE€,• 7-4-4 5¢"-- /WC,tf
Beg on S line of US 54 Case A17549 ,/John H. Powers -'
150 ft. E of extended E line of Mission Ellen M. Powers

Rd.Eastborough 3rd, S 280ft E parl to 3027 E. Kinkaid

Kellogg St. 150ft N 280 ft W 150 ft
to beg all in NW% Sec. 30-27-2E

d /

24-1
&493.
e.v '-

1:t.

bti

lift

Beg. at a point on S line of Kellogg 'W. C. King C

914.5' W & approx. 64.10ft S of NE cor. 4001 Hammond

NW% Sec. 30-27-2E, W along S line of
Kellogg St. 250 ft. S parl. to E %7'
line of sd. NW% 280 ft. E parl. to Gr
Kellogg St. 250 ft. N 280 ft. to beg.

3E€%?r.·
*ify- East Mission Add.

1, 2, & 3 . Evangelical Luthern Church
of the Reformation Inc.

6909 E. Kellogg

kit.

·*8%94&54,

Ripstra Add.

1 . G. Ripstra Trustee
4*iff ARipstra Trust Fund #3

61 Stratford

Bridwell Add.

1,2 &3 A Chester F. Farrow
7 Fred M. Bauslaugh 6/

Union Center Bldg.

Eastridge Addition

E 60 ft. 8 1 King Music Co.Inc. 4
6811 E. Kellogg Rfaii«04121»

f*%*mi©'MY
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g>WP*f- Eastridge Addition

W 65ft of 1 10 /Bartina Warner Beschka +
Joe E. Beschka
6902 E. Orme

E 19ft of 1 &
George E. Meade 6/

41 W 41 ft of 2 t/ Cora G. Meade
4 /1 address unknown

t

E 39ft of 2 & Evangelical Lutheran Church of ./
W 21 ft of 3 J Reformation Inc.

3 6909 E. Kellogg
E 59ft..of 3 &2: V/8. J. Schroeder '
W 1 ft of 4 Alice C. Schroeder

6306 E. 11th

4

E 56ft of W 57 ft /James L. Harvey
of 4 Patricia J. Harvey

7316 E. Gilbert

E 23ft of 4 & 0E. J. Squire /
W 33 ft of 5 Corinne B. Squire

*53
6932 Orme 9*33&

E 47 ft of 5 &
VAmber Dial 4 4 ZUM

W 9 ft of 6 " Louise Dial
1127 Waverly 49.--

E 56ft of W 65 ft / John A. Menoher J
of 6 " Faye S. Menoher

400 Slade

Haysville,Ks

E 15 ft. of 6 & 1/ Lloyd W. Shenk J
W 41 ft of 7 'f address unknown 8

E 39 ft of 7 & ,/V. L. Durringcon J
W 17 ft of 8 Wanda L. Durrington

2261 McAdam

E 56 ft of W 73 ft
of 8

Mildred Jane Mills 

E 7ft of 8 & q/Charles Irvin Wills /
W 49 ft of 9 '4 Joann Wills

A 5605 Armstrong

E 31 ft of 9 & /1 Woodrow E. James /
W 25 ft of 10 Jeanette M. James

•8112 E. Zimmerly

10 exc. W 25 ft. " Joyce E. Martin /
1510-A N. Waco

Eastridge 5th Addition

1 1 Robert H. Hill J
Lynda S. Hill
6933 E. Orme



1 0 0 0

Eastridge 5th Addition

2 1 lMarvin T. Mapes u,/
Vivian V. Mapes
6939 E. Orme

3 i Carla M. Murphy u)
/1 address unknown

4 Clithero L /
Lillian C. Clithero

4072 Harding

5 ,/J. A. Hendrickson J
Jay S. Hendrickson

4 Sequoia

6 Warren W. Cochran J
Freda J. Cochran

8.fiff. 7025 E. Orme

7 /'Keith L. De Camp J
f€€43?6» Murnita A. De Camp

7031 E. Orme

25*1%
8 /William Robert O'Donnell /

Dorothy J. O'Donnell
7037 E. Orme

9 /Walton L. Gordon
Lucille Ellis Gordon P

311 S. Rita

10 hern G. Graham /
Lucille Graham

7038 E. Gilbert

11 Clarence E. Peterson 2/
Patrciia A. Peterson

7020 E. Orme

12 JForrest J. Reynolds 
Ann Reynolds
1345 Fairmount

13 Averett H. Ackerman £

f

4

)

M. Ladene Ackerman

7020 E. Gilbert

14 Miltorn C. Maxey '-
Esther J. Maxey
1032 N. Edgemoor

15 JJohn H Warren
Eileen Elizabeth Warren

7008 E. Gilbert

16 Donald Lee Mendenhall / -95.tut*
997*,9

Jacqueline Mendenhall
7002 E. Gilbert

jE43 46

*«4
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Eastridge 5th Addition* c,

1 2 /Myrtle Browning 0
502 S. Mission

2
J Oscar Hollingsworth /

Flossie Hollingsworth
611 Mission

Mar lorie G. Randall /
3

514 S. Mission

,/James Henry Diggs
Densel F. Diggs
1214 S. Christine

r

:94*

12 Ridgewood Developement Inc. £/
i&3Frt:-

1905 Southwest Blvd.

13 and S 1.5 ft.
,/Marion A. Fresen /

of 14 Linda L. Fresen

511 Drury

14 exc. S 1.5ft. Archie R. Hanneman
Mary Margaret Hanneman
2005 Calumbine

t ,laff:' C

15 J George I. Rorabough -
Martha Rorabough 7£

503 Drury

¢€510.9 S. Gleeson Jr. Adm. of1 3
Veterans Affairs

5500 E. Kellogg

2
/ David W. Walker 4

Ann L. Walker

615 Drury

3 ./ Jerald D. Godsey -
Ileene A. Godsey
7013 E. Gilbert

4 4 Louise E. Snow
j

7019 E. Gilbert

5
Ronald D. Chippeaux /

Wilma J. Chippeaux
7025 E. Gilbert

6 Aonald D. Ziegler
Karyn C. Ziegler
7031 E. Gilbert

7 •'Ernest F. Matlock
June Matlock

7037 E. Gilbert

8
Callahan Guarantee Title Co. Inc.

1118 Wichita Plaza Bldg.

9 /George w. Wallace:18/ *:AuLuj E.
Joan J. Wallace ne-addeess

fIV
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OWNERSHIP LIST

Eastborough 2nd Addition

Lot Block Property Owner

I'K"11 l*yrtle A. Sarten -

4?4 14 Douglas Avenue

12 I/ilbur E, Walker 4

Bernice H. Walker

16 Douglas Avenue

14 Augh s. Edgerton t'
22 Laurel Drive

15 Virgil L. Moody /
Nola Moody

22 Douglas Avenue

V /Joseph F. Mergen -
/1 Nora M. Mergen

24 Douglas

:*%413 17 H. N. Haselwood /

i· Dollie D. Haselwood

26 Douglas

18 Maryrose N. Baus laugh g
28 Douglas

Eastborough 3rd Addition

1 "WMG" Olive Ann Beech 4

48 Mission Road

W 155' of Lot 2 /Margaret Ross w
€ Carl Ross

4 13 Douglas

E 81.74' of Lot 2

& W 78.74' of

Lot 3 jCora Armstrong
15 Douglas Avenue

E 158' of Lot 3 V X V Frank R. Solomon J
17 Douglas Avenue

J
4 •· / Walter Sdizimmel

. l athryn E. Schimmel
19 Douglas Avenue

5 Olive Ann Beech j

48 Mission Road

W 115' of Lot 6  Robert K. Howse -
Virginia D.

J
Howse

4 English Avenue

7%{f



Eastborough 3rd Addition

Block Property Owner

6 except W 115'
Frances E. Burns

6 English Avenue

W 158' of Lot 7
,#10 English Avenue

E 78.74' of Lot 7

& W 79.26' of

Lot 8 Theo A. Hietert

Kathryn S. Hiebert
12 English A enue

E 157.43' of Lot 8 V£ t/Luis A. Casad. /

/ f Vera J. Casado

14 English Avenue

lip,1

A Mildred E. Craig
56 Stratford Road South

William S. Lowry 1
Helen E. Lowry.

3i?34:

ona Clemens

60 Stratford Road South
.147».6

Edward G. Fahnestock v

Frances Fahncitock

62 Stratford Road South

/RUGeorge R. Temple /
Elizabeth Temple
64 Stratford Road South

Lightner 4
66 Stratford Road South

r fflorence L. Smith
63 Stratford Road South

U .·41
eorge A. Angle J
eba L. ingle

70 Stratford Road South

"0" ,/Alfred James III /

Elizabeth F. james

50 Mission Road

/Philip A. Lyon
Elizabeth Deal Lyon
3 English Avenue

L0t

Robert L. Burns /

Norman P. Bate Company, Inc.

V

Austin B. Craig1

+A

2

58 Stratford Road South

3

4

5

4/Ralph S.6

7 Robert M. Smith, Sr. /

8

1

2

4

r-' A
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Eastborough 3rd Addition

Lot Block

3 JC. H. Steve Jordan M
Evelyn E. Jordan
5 English Avenue

Rebecca A. Vickers

7 English Avenue

5 bLaura Jane Shawver 4
Shawver Land Co. Inc.

9 English Avenue

6 Powell 4

*Cora M. Powell
11 English Avenue

7 V v'/Mabel E. Boettger /
f Frank A. Boettger

Property Owner

4 JR. Byrne Vickers /

13 English Avenue

8 + NTom Palmer ./

\ 15 English Avenue

9 jDwight J. Wilson v
Lola Ann Wilson

52 Mission Road

10 ,/George W. Huston /

18 Lynwood Blvd.

11 /Elizabeth E. Carey M
20 Lynwood Blvd.

12 <Rive Lind RCaul w

22 Lynwood Blvd.

13 ,/bonald J. Robinson -'

Agnes M. Robinson
1 24 Lynwood Blvd.

,/WEdward F.
Marcella Arn

26 Lynwood Blvd.

15 3. Pipst
61 Stratford Road South

1 "T" Zoe J. Hollabaugh '·

Elizabeth N. Huston

14

G.

Mary L. Hollabaugh
11 Lynwood Blvd.

1 11 614 2 Nadyne M. 'ershberger
13 Lynwood Blvd.
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Eastborough 3rd Addition

Lot Block Property Owner

3 'ITI'

Isabel F. Wisdom

15 Lynwood Blvd.

JLester Peterson /
Joan I. Peterson

17 Lynwood Blvd.

5 ,AAmos C. Small /
19 Lynwood Blvd.

6 t*'Paul W. Fleeger /
/ 'Nedra Evans Fleeger

21 Lynwood Blvd.

7 J'*/ Harold D. Mercer
Ruth E. Mercer

23 Lynwood Blvd.

8 /Herman A. Osment
Louise L. Osment

56 Mission Road

9 and 10 / Jeff H. King 4 1%14?t
flf.. Mildred C. King

9 Willow-brook Road

/jay K. Wisdom /

4

11 and 12

Velma L.Wallace

5 Willowbrook Road

13 £ Dean Allison 4
Jacqueline K. Allison

\ 1 Willowbrook Road

1
q

4

JDwane L. Wallace 4

1 "U" Jvj Jack W . Graves ' 2 12: 1

Jane Graves

72 Stratford Road South

4 Olyve M. h norr /

74 Stratford Road South
2

1 I'ZI' ,/ Jeff H. King, Jr. /
Marian Nadine King

58 Mission Road

4

W?i of Lot 2 J. H. King, Jr. /

58 Mission Road

E% of Lot 2 &
All of Lot 3 j'Robert S. Wise

Mary F. Wise
4 Villowbrook Road

*5

4 $1 JJune H. Mayer 1
60 Mission Road

1

f

...,rdkeer·
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POAY*
Eastborough 3rd Addition

Lot Block Addition

"Z" dilliam T. West /
Regina M. West
3 Drury Lane

6 +/ Jean V. Christie /
/5 (address unknown)

tul7 t/Orville A. Shef
62 Mission Road

8 hersian N. Nacheff /
7 Drury Lane

9 ,/Merle Knott J
Eleanor Knott

64 Mission Road

10 / Earl E. Lesher 4
Barbara E. Lesher

9 Drury Lane

1 exc S 15' "DZ"  fRobert F. White ···'

.\ Mary H. White
2 Drury Lane

S 15' of Lot 1 &

All of Lot 4 /1/Mid Kansas Fed' 1 Savings & Loan
230 South Market

6 J Carl F. 0annon 7

6 Drury Lane
2<: Mary L. Cannon

8 JS. A. Yarnell
A Irene Yarnell

8 Drury Lane

10 and Ni of vacated "
Morgan Lane  Oliver E. Witterman J

< Constance Witterman
10 Drury Lane

1 J JDavid V. Walter, Jr. /
X Irene Walter

66 Mission Road

2 jJF. E. Mappelman 1
p,. Dorothy L. Nappelman

11 Drury Lane

3  arold Mellor J
Martha A. Mellor

0.68 Mission Road

412

i

9..t.

".00
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Eastborough 3rd Addition

4&5 AZ Harry M. Klenda /
Frances M. Klenda

#13 Drury Lane

Ralstin J
6 /James F.

Betty Perdew Ralstin
#70 Mission Rd.

1
Aobert H. Lawrence 17

Eunice Ruth Lawrence

354 N. Westfield

8 exc. S 25 ft.
Vincent L. Scott J

Rea M. Scott

# 72 Mission Rd.

S 25 ft of 8 &
S 25 ft of 9 City of Eastborough 1

#/Clifford H. Pugh./9 exc S. 25 ft
1 Mary W. Pugh
f 1 # 19 Drury Lane

1 & St Vac. EZ i/John H. Alldritt J
Morgan Lane 4 Evelyn L. Alldritt

#12 Drury Lane

3 ,4 R. Reed Hatfield 4
9 Dollie D. Hatfield

#14 Drury Lane

5 " .A.-625. /-/2- 66 f 7-,/Frank L. Dunn 4
*6-Drury-»ne

7 4 ,/Arthur J, Struble /

>4. Mary P. Struble 9

6522 Beachy

9 exc S 25 ft 4, Rexwood R. Robertson/

Ruth Mary Robertson
# 20 Drury Lane

S 25ft of 9 y City of Eastborough

5 Y /Thomas H. Allan 4
Alice D. Allan

#12 Mission Rd.

6 exc. S 10ft WOliver H. Spencer

Fanny B. Spencer
# 71 Mission Rd.

.+7341
S 10ft of 6 & /Luella L. Malone 
all 7 # 73 Mission Rd.

8 /Gail Fields 1 J
Elizabeth Fields

402 N. Clifton

9 A. J. Pracht Jr.
··'5\fj·€:J

Mary B. Pracht # 77 Mission Rd.

1.
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Eastborough 3rd Addition

10 Y  Forrest S. Woodside Jr. 4
Shirley A. Woodside
6503 Claytonia

E 135 ft. 11 / Kirk M. Ward J
Jean S. Ward

222 N. Fountain

12 /Lance I. Coffey J
# 83 Mission Rd.

13 exc S 25 ft 7 Clarence H. Dirks
Ruth 0. Dirks

8207 Willowbrook Rd.

S 25 ft of 13  City of Eastborough 
Beg at SE corner SWk of Sec. 19-27-2E / VPhilip F. Farha i
N 80 rds. W 20 rds. S 80 rds. E 20 rds. Gloria E. Farha
to beg exc. Part of Hwy. 557 N. Armour 1

:*1351:T j

Ii:52936:Y

49y r

i

1-2/

L
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N 360' of WS NWi of 1' F. M. Brady

Nellie BradySec. 29-27-2E
26 Lakeside Blvd.

Eastmoor Addition

Lot Block

1 to 11 incl. 1 J,Levitt Jewelry Co., Inc. /

A €: ex N 360' of 222 E. Douglas

Wt NWAL 29-27-2E

4441, 1 2 / M. I. Neher Jr.
f Patricia Joy Neher'94% 5,

No Address Available

2 4 Larry Lee M. Kee 
Nina J. McKee
8007 E. Orme

3
/James H. Baugh /

Lottie Ellen Baugh
8013 E. Orme

4 t/Herbert Berger J
Lila Lee Berger

2%% 8019 E. Orme

5
/William S. Worford /

Floy L. Worford

/ William H. Smith 16
Kathleen L. Smith
8031 E. Orme

94?f

1 /Donald F. Peterson Sr.
Mary K. Peterson
8037 E. Orme

8 /'Robert H. Collins /
Ella Rue Collins
8043 E. Orme te

9 vaill Ray Evans
Dorothy Evans
8049 E. Orme

10
brville David Oldham Jr. /

Willene Oldham
8055 E. Orme

13 t/(Toseph P. Conley 
Peggy J. Conley
8044 E. Indianapolis

14 0 Board of Trustees, Presbytery

*74
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Eastmoor Addition

15 2 Joseph A. Sevart 4
Mary L. Sevart
8032 E. Indianapolis

16 /Bobby J. Thomas 1

Delores J. Thomas

8026 E. Indianapolis

17 /Willi am R. Calhoun
Joean Calhoun

8020 E. Indianapolis

./John E. Huston

Marilyn J. Huston
8014 E. Indianapolis

19 / Robert D. Greene /

Evelyn Greene
8008 E. Indianapolis

20 JRoy D. Flock ./
Nancy J. Flock
8002 E. Indianapolis

37*22
1 ex N 360' Wt 6 / Levitt Jewelry Co. Inc. 1

·lz< »' NWi 29-27-2E  222 E. Douglas
2&3

The E 1100' of NEt 19-27-2E

P<%
Rock Road Improvement Inc. /

except Rockwood 2nd Add & 309 S. Market

173r.gil Rockwood 5th Addition
Rockwood 3rd Addition

6 1 cHenry H. Farrar 1

Barbara L. Farrar

221 Armour

7 J Jesse A. LaDow /
Bonnie Jean LaDow

211 N. Armour

8 Ared E. Fruhauf /
Neoma Sue Fruhauf

201 N. Armour

9 ex W 20' /Paul E. Oppenheimer /
Catherine Oppenheimer

2 4 a 155 Armour

9 W 20' & tBill B. Spencer 
10 W 20' N 9.8' Wanda M. Spencer

38 Stratford

10 ex W 20' j' Clyde Niernberger J
Ruth E. Niernberger

145 Armour

·4

¢: 5

f

L

L.
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ROCKWOOD 3rd Addition

10 W 20' S 80.2' & 1 JRobert B. Dockum
11 W 20' N 19.8' 40 Stratford

11 ex W 20' N 19.8' RockRoad Improvement Inc.
& all 12, 13, 14 309 S. Market

6 2

7 1/ Robert D. Gensch
Lois Gensch

2551 N. Belmont

8 /William P. Veatch

Virginia M. Veatch
1046 Stratford

9 & 10 ,/Harold V. Bauer J
Betty Jo Bauer
1112 N. Armour

11 ,/James D. Cavanaugh 1
Dorothy A. Cavanaugh

12 \/Scott Const. Co. Inc. /

Insurance Bldg.

13 AU Rock Road Improvement Inc./
309 S. Market

14 E 10' mol & //Claude M. Crabtree,/
=4495 · all 15 Audrey Crabtree
·*43 8020 Peach Tree

// Robert C. White
9 7<,Angelene B. White

8001 Willowbrook

16 Rock Road Improvement Inc.
309 S. Market

29·:x.·

17 Scott Const. CO. Inc. 1
Insurance Bldg.

18 Harold W. Widley /
1sie M. Wigley

135 Rutland
4:

Colliatie Const. Co. Inc.
1034 Kevin

20 4 W. Nolan Artz /

H. Irene Scimeca Artz
2269 N. Bluff

21 1/Lawrence F. Grey ./
Virginia Gray
1727 N. Old Manor

22 Hauserman Homes Inc. 1
1321 S. Hydraulic4.f I

2

L
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Rockwood 3rd Addition

23 2 t
L. J. Lawson

 Fernande Y. Lawson
No Address Available

24 /C. L. Sandberg /
229 Rutland

Rockwood 4th Addition

1 1 d Van Buskirk Inc. .

 4700 E. English
1

2 /Norns H. Madden /
3 W 0.25' Doris W. Madden

7316 Pagent

4&5 r Van Buskirk Inc. /

*t¢¢,f V 4700 E. English

6 / Wm. P. Veatch Co. Inc./

\ 1046 Stratford
1 2 t/''j hale F. Steen /

*44, Barbara A. Steen 9
2701 Gentry Drive f , ti

]
2 M JJohn D. Gebert

/'A Stephanie D. Gebert
122 Rutland

J B. A. Staats /
,0/\ Evelyn Staats

No Address Available

4 1/Bill G. Dean , 7
Beverly A. Dean
329 Rutland 1

5 4rar.k A. Addis /

Lorena M. Addis

6213 E. 10th

6 /Thomas William Henleyj
Helen Jayne Henley
7310 Pagent Lane

7 1 Van Buskirk Inc. /

 4700 E. English
8, 9, 10

11 f H. A. VanBuskirk
 4700 E. English

12
JJFred F. Roberts

Shirley L. Roberts
8231 W. Murdock J

3% t

....ly·
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Rockwood 4th Addition

13, 14, 15. 16 2 \/ Rock Road Improvement Inc. -
17, 18 309 S. Market

19 '' JHubert B. Hughey j
Barbara E. Hughey
534 N. Roosevelt

3%
20, 21, 22 Rock Road Improvement Inc.

309 S. Market

23 & 24 «D. L. Van Buskirk ''

6405 E. Kellogg

25 4lander const. co. /
314 Rutland

26 \ / Rock Road Improvement Inc. /
309 S. Market

&42-

Van Buskirk & Huff Const.

4700 E. English

43&:17

3?90
28 Hauserman Homes Inc. /

1321 S. Hydraulic

29
149249
€«43

Rock Road Improvement Inc.
309 S. Market

UP

19/ 30

-44114
Hauserman Homes Inc. 
1321 S. Hydraulic

31 Rock Road Improvement Inc
309 S. Market

32 Wm. P. Veatch Co. Inc
1046 Stratford

1 3 4 9" Raymond S, Baldwin
6 Constance J. Baldwin

KA>li
2

Irt#8313#10'..LL
H. A. Van Buskirk /

 4700 E. English %0*448 :

3 l/Warren E. Meyer -
Dorothy P. Meyer
409 S. r,untain

4 / Colliatie Const. Co. Inc.

 1034 Kevin
5&6 V/Rock Road Improvement Inc./+4 309 S. Market

1 4
t

2
1 Hauserman Homes Inc.

1321 S. Hydraulic

flk°f,' ·

t

/4
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Rockwood 4th Addition

3 4 Hauserman Homes Inc.

1321 S. Hydraulic

4 Colliatie Const. Co. Inc. 3

1034 Kevin

5 ·j Rock Road Improvement Inc.
A 309 S. Market

6 Steven T. Loranth .

Irene Loranth

119 N. Terrace

7 )( Rock Road Improvement Inc.
8 49 Colliatie Const. Co. Inc. /

 1034 Kevin
9 Ar Rock Road Improvement Inc.

f p 309 S. Market
Rockwood 5th Addition

1, 2, 3, 4 1 Rock Road Improvement Inc.

309 S. Market5,6,7

8 J vRussell W. Campbell /
1 Elizabeth Ann Campbell

6319 E. Orme

9 to 20 inclusive Rock Road Improvement Inc.
309 S. Market

3 to 12 inclusive 2 t
1

1 to 5 inclusive 3

b %§ 4%
t D l

0-r-nu 7 /2

36.tutti.61-,FL,

J
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We hereby certify the foregoing to be a true and

correct List of Property Owners within a one thousand foot radiu of

the Southeast Quarter of Section 19, Township 27 South, Range 2 East

of the 6th P. M., Sedgwick County, Kansas, as shown by the records in

the Office of the Register of Deeds of Sedgwick County, Kansas, on

this the 17th day of December, 1965 at 7:00 0'clock A. M.

THE SECURITY..AB#TRACT AND T,TLE COMPANY, INC.
9,95.4 By

U Vice President
73*44

Order No. 131530

4%49&

i*Mitkit.. ·-

1
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