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JICHITTT SiDGWICK COUNTY

DATE

July G, 1976
AVEA PO

n, Citv Eng

ik , Maintenance-Flood C mirol

ike Meek, Senicr Planner

DPr-23 Amend Marina Lakes Community Unit Plan
8)

Attached is another proposed revision to the Marima Lal
Communiby Unit Plan. I think you will £ind the proposed
outical to those which were ésnied by the City
seicn on August 1, 1575 (File #6). would appreciate
ing this C.U.P. and advising of anv probleirs

you again xev
access control, street right-of-

yoa sce regarding drainage,
way, etc.

We vould appreciate your comments by next ilonday, July 12, 1976,

il W\

Michael Meek
Senior Planner

77-24
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\ 2-19 Zmaf
\/ 20 cup 000
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CASE NO. -2 co I&RED BY MAPC: 8-19-76
! IDERED BY BCC: 9;_7-‘35.,,335_ back
g " SIDERED BY MAPC: 11-24-76 9
UEST FOR: op .
s , mi 2| un-J
) 32-24 shde
1 (Hanson's Marina Lake Shop-
. idon (Ritchie's Twin Lakes
ight copp: cial gpd office type zoning-
t develogment not feasible because the
ddfill of)the property makes the

er, on behalf of CPO Co

Andersoan Rivers Neighborhood Associa

DING ZON.

south is "AA"; west is "B
Rubject property ig undeveloped; north is Marina )
Nt is offices; solith is Arkansas River (single-fapd
K is multiple mily .
ALION:

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION:

That "LC" be approved for Parcel #6, and that 1
#9, and that the "BB" Office zoning requested for Parcel #8
* approved; further that the CUP amendment be approved subject
C following conditions: (See attached excerpt of Planning Com-
mission minutes of November 24, 1976, for conditions.) Hennessy
moved, Greider seconded and it carried by a vote of 8 in favor -
(Hennessy, Greider, Bayouth, Goebel, Gragg, Kamen, Savina, and Tay-
lor), and 2 opposed (Porter ana Barrier) .

- <

"BB" be approved for

y
ACTION 1. BApprove the zone change and CUP as recommended by #fe Metro-
politan Area Planning Commission, subject to the recommeng&€d konditions,
and instruct the Planning Department to forward the ordifiance for first
reading when the plat is forwarded to the City Commission; or
2. Take such actjon as the City Commission deems appropriate.
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W. L. KORBER R G. WAYMIRE

BAUGHMAN CO.
S8 U R V E Y O R s
PHONE 318/262.7271 330 LAURA . WICHITA. KANSAS 67211

"5" Zo L _C_ZONING

A tract in Government Lot 1 in the N.W.% of Sec. 7,
Twp. 27-5, R-1-E described as commencing at the N.E.
Corner of said Lot 1; thence south 0°-04'-05" west
along the east line of said Lot 1, 1120.32 feet for a
place of beginning; thence north 88°-12'-55"west,
130 feet; thence north 0°-04'-05" east 15 feet:
thence south 899-56'-09" west, 455.06 feet; thence
north 54°-26'-07" west 194.13 feet; thence south
16°-00" west to the left (north) bank cf the Arkansas
River; thence south easterly along said léft bank

to the east line of said Lot l; thence north Q9-04'-
05" east, 885 feet more or less to the place of be-

,‘M" sk
b
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W. L KORBER R. G. WAYMIRE

BAUGHMAN CO.
S U RV E Y OR S
'HON;_;_;qule-TZTI 330 LAURA . WICHITA. KANSAS 87211

"B" Lo "B B zONING

A tract in Government Lot 1 in the NW4% of Sec. 7, Twp. 27-§,
.4R=1-E commencing at the N.E. Corner of said Lot 1;

r thence south 0°-04'-05" west along the east line of
said Lot 1, 1120 32 feet for a place of beginning:

3 ,l:hance north 88°-12'-55" west 130 feet; thence north

904'-05" east 15 feet; thence south B9°-56'-09*,

.wast 455.06 feet; thence north 54°-26'-07" west
©251.68 feet; thence north 70°9-56'-58" west 959.77
feet; thence south 12°9-11'-35" west, 282.9 feet more
.or less to the left (north) bank of the Arkansas River:
thence south easterly along said left bank to the east
‘line of said Lot 1; ,thence north 0°-04'-05" east

885 feet more or less to the place of beginning, except
therefrom a tract described as commencing at the N.E,

. Corner of said Lot 1l; thence south 0°-04'-05" west

- along the east line of said Lot 1, 1120.32 feet for a
place of beginning; thence north 88°-12'-55" west,
130 feet: thence north 0°-04'-05" east 15 feet;
thence south 89°-56'-09" west 455.06 feet; thence
north 54%-26'-07" west 194.13 feet; thence south
16®-00" west to the left (north) bank of the Arkansas
River; thénce south easterly along said left bank
to the east line of said Lot l; thence north 0°-04'-

05" east, 885 feet more or less to the place of
beginning.
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY DATE
July 6, 1976

B

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

#~ Dick Linn, City Engineer
Paul Graves, Traffic Engineer
M.S.Mitchell, Assistant Superintendent, Maintenance-Flood Control

TO

|
FROM ~ Mike Meek, Senior Planner ]
= e |

sussect DP-23 Amendment to Marina Lakes Community Unit Plan
(File Number 8)

Attached is another proposed revision to the Marina Lakes
Community Unit Plan, I think you will find the proposed
revisions identieal to those which were denied by the City
Commission on August 1, 1975 (File #6). Would appreciate
you again reviewing this C.U.P. and advising of any problems
you see regarding drainage, access control, street right-of-
way, etc.

We would appreciate your comments by next Monday, July 12, 1976.

Michael Meek
Senior Planner




( Aso.c. Z-1832)
Map No,__5349 Dp-23 - File #8
Sac. 8 T om0 WA
Twp. _27S Filed §-29-76
Range _J1g 3 :
APPLICATION REQUEST: Apprcval of proposed planned PNt
deve “Hpmant: . *

‘1. Appilcant _Marina Lake .

Address __ 6572 E, Central, Wichita, 67206 Phona,_685-3813

'Agent Everett . Fettis

‘_"-"‘_-—l_-—n———.-__—__h
Address 120 S. Market, Suite 504, 67202 Phone 267-7251

General Location southwest corner of 2lst St. North and Amidon
gouthwest corper of 2lst St. North and Amidon
-_— Address __ W

4. Proposed Uce S i 2
e e

LREA DATA

SEERLIIMGE oo b L e e
Existing Zoning ap pgrc  Proposed Zoning
Area  (is) (is not) platted. e T AL b T on

Existing R/W A ft. 4
: St.

onpéued R/W -..
st

———

PROCEDUR® DATA

1. MADC Heeting:




(Assoc. Z-1832)
Map N DP- 23 - File #8
) i

—_——
Twha.

Range Filed §-29-76

APPLICATIUN DATA:

1. Applicant; Marina Lake _. i
Address 6572 E. Central, Wi.ch:.ta 57206 Phone 5"5‘;*;..3313-.
Agent:_Everett O Fettis FHRY A
Address
General Location: goutrhwast £ 2lst St

’hm_.zﬁ::'_:.w__a

Noxth-and-2 a.:

Address
d Use:

FLOp

AREA DATA:

1. Acres: 13.1 ( ft. by ft.)
2. Existing. Zoning: _“Aa" “RuglCU AR ;
3. Land Use: East South
West North
4. Sketch Plan Land Use is fori
5. Present Land Use is for:
6. Area (is) (is not) platted.

PHOTO DATA:
Taken by Date
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY paTE

December 28, 1976
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

TO THE FILES

FROM Jack H. Galbraith, Chief Planner

SUBJECT 7-1832 - "B" to "BB" and "LC"; and
/DP-23 - Marina Lake

On this date, in consideration of the above captioned cases,

a motion was made to approve the zone change and C.U.P. as
recommended by the MAPC, subject to the recommended conditions
and, in addition, to reduce the sqg. ft. of gross floor area on
parcel 6 to 50,000 sg. ft. and adjust the land coverage ac-—
cordingly and to increase the landscaping along the river to
20' with the major portion to be placed on the applicant's
property and not public right-of-way. Casado moved, Donnell
seconded, and the result was 2-2-1 (Cory abstained) vote. i
The case was declared "denied and closed”. i

Donnell then moved, Casado seconded, that the City Commission
will not look with favor on further light commercial or heavier
zoning classification within the 4 corner area of Amidon on
2lst Street. Carried 4-0, Cory abstained.

)

H. Galbraith
Chief Planner




\L:‘ ; S@ 4 November 30,1976

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING
COMMISSION

CITY HALL — TENTH FLOOR

455 NORTH MAIN STREET

Mr. Everett Fettis, Attorney

One Twenty Building

120 South Market

Wichita, Kansas 67202
Z-1832 - "B" to "BB" and
"LC", and Amendment to
DP-23 - West side of
Amidon north of Arkansas
River

Dear Mr. Fettis:

At the regular meeting of the Metropolitan Area Planning Commis-
sion on November 24, 1976, the above-captioned cases were recon-
sidered as amended. The action of the Commission was to recom-
mend approval of the "LC" zoning for Parcel #6 and "BB" zoning
for Parcel #9, and that the "BB" office zoning requested for
Parcel #8 not be approved. The Planning Commission also recom—
mended that the CUP be approved subject to the following con-
ditions:

a. The platting of Parcels G, 8, and 9 within one year of the
date of approval by the Board of City Commissioners.

b. Deletion of professional offices under proposed uses for
Parcel 8.

Add a general provision #8 as follows:

"There is a right of access to and across each of Par-
cels 6, '8, and 9 in favor of each said parcels. Internal
vehicular circulation shall be arranged and made avail-
able to each parcel in such a manner as to facilitate ease
of circulation on site and shall not be removed, altered
or changed without the agreement and consent of all owners
of all the parcels cited above and the Board of City Com-
missioners. Such access rights and circulation privileges
shall be binding on all owners, heirs, successors or
assigns."

The 70-foot building setback line on the east edge of
Parcel #6 shall be clearly delineated.




AP M N T T,

WICHITA— SECGWICK CIewTY

Page 2 - Mr. Everett Fettis, Attorne:
. November 30, 1976 2

e. The uses proposed for Parcel #6 shall be amended to read:

"Shopping center retail uses (excluding service stations;
tire, batteries and accessory stores; fast food restau-—
rants; and banks/savings and loans with drive-in facilit-
ies); offices.

The maximum number of buildings proposed for Parcel #6
shall be reduced to two (2) to conform to statements
made by the applicant's representative to the Board of
City Commissioners on September 7, 1976.

The transfer of title of any portion of thé land included
within the Community Unit Plan does not constitute a ter—
mination of the plan or any portion thereof, but said plan
shall run with the land for commercial and residential
development and be binding upon the present owners, their
successors and assigns, unless amended.

The development of this property proceeding in accordance
with the development plan as approved by the Planning Com-—
mission, and any substantial deviation of the plan, as
determined by the Superintendent of Central Inspection
and the Director of Planning, shall constitute a violation
of the building permit authorizing construction of the
proposed development.

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

It is necessary that these corrections be made on the CUP and that
ten corrected copies be submitted to our office by 5:00 p.m., on
December 10, so that these cases can be scheduled for considera-
tion by the City Commission on December 21, 1976, the meeting to
be held in the City Commission Meeting Room, First Floor, City
Hall, 455 North Main. We would call to your attention that plan-
ning items are considered by the City Commission following all
other matters of business. :

Please call if you have any questiqns.

JHG: ber

Enclosure

cc: Marina Lakes Drive, Inc., 6572 East Central 67206
H. D. Chitwood, 2500 Columbine 67204
C. Bickley Foster, 2818 North Edwards 67204
Oliver Anderson, 2219 Bullinger 67204
City Manager's Office




THE CITY OF WICHITA
OFFICE OF CITIZEN PARTICIPATION DATE November 19, 1976

10 Jack Galbraith, Chief Planner, Current Plans, MAPD
FRoM David Furnas, Citizen Participation Coordinator
SUBJEcT DP-23, Z-1832

At their meeting on November 17, 1976, CPO Neighborhood Council Area "M" considered
case Z-1832 and DP-23, a request for a change from "B" to "BB" and "LC" and an
amendment to the Marina Lakes CUP, at the southwest corner of the 21st and Amidon
intersection.

In discussing the impact of the proposed changes on traffic in the Marina Lakes
area, Council members considered the following estimates (supplied by the Traffic
Engineer as averages of counts taken at Wichita shopping centers): Each 1,000
square feet (gross floor area) of commercial development generates approximately
fifty (50) trips per day; and each 1,000 square feet (gross floor area) of office
development draws approximately twenty (20) trips per day. Citing these figures,
Council members were apprehensive that the additional 139,685 square feet of office
district and 1ight commercial zoning requested under the CUP could compound existing,
serious traffic problems in the area by attracting an additional 5,504 trips per

day to Marina Lakes.

Council "M" unanimously voted at their November 17th meeting to reaffirm the
policy established at their August 4th meeting: "Council "M" recommends

that no more light commercial zoning be added in the area of 21st and Amidon except
that which would improve upon traffic or design features in the area." (The

area in question is defined by the Council as bordered by the Little Arkansas River
on the east, Marigold Street on the west, the Big Arkansas River on the south, and
the northern portion of Sweetbriar on the north.)

Council "M" asks that the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission respect this policy
recommendation, and accordingly, recommend to the City Commission denial of
the request for an amendment and an additional 90,360 square feet of light commer-

S;a] and 49,325 square feet of office zoning under the Marina Lakes Community Unit
an.

Some representatives on Council "M" also discussed their concern about the history
of this particular development. Council members feel that the many amendments
requested on this CUP violate the concept of a community unit plan, which should

effect integrated, planned unit development, incorporating amenities that benefit
the entire community.

:Da,uc’d Fursigs mr
David Furnas
Citizen Participation Coordinator

DF:MP:rh




WICHITA-SEDGWICR CCUNTY
MSTROPOLITAN AREAR PLANNING COMMISSION

DATE: November 24, 1976

Referred back to the Metropolitan Area Planning
Commisgion for reconsideration

Location

West side of Amidon, north of the Arkansas River.

Case Hisgtory

MAPC - 8--19-76 = Planning Commission Recommendation:
That neither the zoning case (2Z-1832) nor the amendments
to the CUP (DP-23) be zpproved. Porter moved, Barrier
seconded and it carried by a vote of 6 in favor (Porter,
Barrier, Greider, Kamen, Goebel, and Taylor), and 2
opposad (Hennessy and Bayouth). Gragg and Savina were
absent.

= Referred back to the MAPC for reconaideration.

city Commission Minutes of September 7, 1976 are attached.




: L
COMMISSIONERS PROCEEDINGS

September 1976

Z-1832 & DP-23 2-1832 and pP-23 - Zone Change from multiple family to office district
ZONE CHANGE ON {

AMIDON and light commercial on the west side of hmidon north of Arkansas :Rivr;i ippe!:cJ

on the agenda,
Planning Commission recommended that the zone case application and

the amendments to the CUP not be approveq.

Director of Planning briefly reviewed this application zna the cup
with the Commission,

Everett Fottis, representing applicant, sted the applica
returned to Metropolitan Area Planning Commission for further amendme:icy and
refinements tc the CUP, proposing the el nation of the lower triangle of
land in Parcel 6, along Ar don, £xom "“LC" zoni gi landscaping along the riverbank:
"LC" enly for the ncw bortion of the eaz tract, limited to 100,000 sSquare

linmit it te 2 building. £ te fast fosde cperations: and the
lower portion be limited to

r. Fettis' recommond:
tions for their
carried "HO.




WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

MAPC HEARING DATE: 11-24-76

Dp-23 Armendment to Commercial & Residential
—— . lemp e e W RRTERNE

Location: West side of Amidon north of Arkansas River,

AT e i e e S e

Reason: "Property to the north is Light Commercial (Hanson's
Marina Lakes Shopping Center) and the pProperty east
cf Amidon (Ritchie's Twin Lakes Center ang office
park) is Light Commercial and office type zoning.
The original use for apartment development is not
feasible because of the subsequent high cost of
pumpup sand fill on ths property makes the present
"B" zoning too expensive for apartment development.
There is a greater need for small quality shops to
complete the trade area.”

e e Tl e e D

CUP - 60.87

2-1832 (as amended) Size: Irregular
"BB" = 7.72 acres

"LC" - 5.92 acres

T T e e e S R
Land Use Zoning

Existing Undeveloped "B"
North Marina Lakes Shonping Center & Lake "AA" & "LC"
East Twin Lakes Shoppiny Center & Offices "BB" & "IC"
South Arkansas River (single family south of river) "aa"
Viest Multiple Family 3 1

—_—————

Comments:

1. 2-0824 and DP-23 were two zone and Community Unit Plan ap-
plications for the entirc former Dolesc sandpit area of ap-
proximately 60 acres, which the Planning Commission consider-
ed in 1967. Approximateiy 37 acres were requested for "Lc"
and "C" and 24.5 acres were requested for "B". A Community
Urit Plan was submitted for both the commercial and residen-
tial and the Planning Cormission recommended denial of both
applications. However, the Board of City Commissioners ap-
proved approximately 8 acres of "LC" and 22 acres of "B",

From the time of the original CUP and zone change approval
in 1967, this is the seventh request for an amendment to
the CUP and seventh zone change request filed on the Marina




Cases No. 2-1832 and DP-23
Page 2 11-24-76

Lakes property. Although we have in the past included with
the staff report, copies of “he Planning Cormmission and
Board of City Commission minutes regarding previous appli-
cations on subject property the minutes package is now in
excess of 500 pages and we have not included that material.
Any Commissioner desiring the whole package should contact .
our office and they will be supplied. The entire package
of the thirty-six previous hearings before the Planning

and City Commissions regarding zone change and CUP amend-
ments on Marina Lakes are on file in the MAPD office and
available for public inspection.

On August 19, 1976, the Metropolitan Area Planning Commis-
sion considered a request for amendment to DP-23, the Marina
Lzkes CUP and Z-1832, a zone change request for "B" Multiple
Family to the "BE" Office and "LC" Light Commercial Districts.
Although the Planning Commission recommended denial of both
applications, it was the action of the Board of City Commis-
sioners to return the case to the MAPC for reconsideration
after the applicant's representative promised further amend-
ments and refinements to the CUP, such as the elimination
of the southern triangle of land from the request for "LC";
the provision for landscaping along the riverbank; "LC"

only for the north portion of the east tract; limiting the
ma2zimun amount of additionsl cormercial gross square foot-—
ages to 100,000 square fee: and the elimination of fast
food operations as a permitted use as well as limiting

the additional "LC" parcel to two buildings (see attached
minutes of BCC meeting).

The applicant has now submitted an amended plan which dif-
fers from the approved CUP and the previous amendments as
follows: (each minor text chance is not included):

Present August 19, November 24,
cup 1976 Request 1976 Request

Number and types Parcel #6- Parcel #6- Parcel #5=
of Parcels "B" Zoning "LC" 7.72 ac- "IC" - 5.92 ac-

3.07 Rhcres; res; Parcel # res; Parcel {7
Parcel #7 7-"B" 12.12 "B", 12.12 acres
"B" Zoning acres; Par- Parcel #8-"BB"-
22.49 acres cel #8-"BB" 5.32 acres; Par-
5.22 acres cel #9-"BB" - 1.79
acres

e

B

e
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Cases No. 2-1832 and DP-23
Page 3 11-24-76

Additional square /A LC-117,734 LC=90, 360
footages of maxi- sgq. ft, sq. ft.
mum gross floor Offica- Office

area. (Doth "BB" 27,500 49,325
and "LC") sq. ft. sq. ft,

—_——— e

Maximum number of N/A No limit Parcel #6-3 Bldgs.

buildings (commercial proposed Parcel #9-1 Bldg.

and office parcels Parcels #7 & #8-
not applicable.

e e S TS

Proposed uses by Parcel #6- Parcel #6- Parcel #6-Shopping
parcel medical of- LC uses; of- Center retail uses;
fices fices offices
Garden Apts.
Townhouses
Parcel #7- Parcel #7- Parcel #7-Garden
Garden Apts. Garden Apts. Apts. Townhouses
Townhouses Townhouses
Parcel 8- Parcel #8-0Offices
Offices Townhouses, Garden
Townhouses Apts.
Garden Apts. Parcel #9-Offices

e e e L R S e S S
Landscaping adjacent None None 10 feet on public
to river right-of-way

e I e e

Commercial adjacent Approximately Approximately

to river 1,000 ft. 420 ft. frontage
frontage

e e R N e S

As may be seen from the above table, the applicant has at-
tempted to remedy some of “he objections to the previous
plan by:

(a) Limiting the size of additional LC to 5.92
acres with an additional maximum gross com-
mercial square footage of 90,360.

Provision of a 10 foot landscaping strip
adjacent to the river (- rimarily on public
right-of-way) and adc‘.'it‘l%n or a 1éener%l
provision, #7 with provisions governing
the landscaping.




Cases No. Z-1832 and DP-23
Page 4 11-24-76

Proposing the southwest triangle of land
adjacent to the river to be developed as
offices with a maximum of one structure
permitted on the parcel. The amount of
LC adjacent to the river has been reduced
from approximately 1,000 feet of frontage
to an approximate 420 foot of frontage.

The commercial parcel has restricted the
uses to shopping center retail uses and
the total number of buildings per-
mitted on the parcel has been limited to
three.

Although the plan as now submitted has been modified to meet
some of the staff, neighborlood and Commission objections,
several major areas of concern remain:

(a)

Increased Traffic - The Traffic Engineer has
supplied data g:thered at Wichita Shopping
Centers which indicates that commercial
development generates approximately 50 trips/
day/1,000 square feet of gross floor area

and office development at 20 trips/day/1, 000
square feet of gross floor area. These figures
represent actual courts at Wichita Shopping
Centers ranging irom a low of 44 trips/1,C00
square feet at the "Mall" to a high of 107
trips/1,000 square feet at the K-15 T3&Y (Twin
Lazes was counted nt 50 trips/1,000 square
feet). Using these figures, it is estimated
that the proposed amendments and zone changes
could generate an additicnal 5504 trips/day
into the area. Although the applicant's
representative has taken issue with these
figures by comparing intersection traffic
counts at 21st and 2midon prior to and

after the Woolco Store opened, it should

be noted that intersection counts do not
necessarily reflect all the increased

traffic generaged bv new development be-
cause as intersections become congested
shoppers will devise new routes to avoid

the intersection and such counts alone

do not reflect other land use changes

that occur in the area such as the clos-

ing of the Atlantic Department Store.




APV T T T

Cases No., 2-1832 and DP-23
11-24-76

It shonld be noted that the prcjected
increase in traffic of 5504 trips per
day is based on actual traffic counts at
Wichita shopping centers and as such
could reasonably be expected to reflect
future traffic patterns at the proposed
development.

Recent Planning and City Commission action
on other zone change applications in the
vicinity of 21st and Amidon: on July 22,
1976, the Planning Commission considered a
request to amend the Sweetbriar Gardens
CUP (DP-7) with a net increase of 13,760
square feet of additional commercial gross
floor area. During that meeting, discussion
centered on the cumulative effect of the
iarge amount of existing light commercial
zoning in the vicinity of 21st and Amidon
and the Planning Commisesion unanimously
recommended denial of ihat application
with a denial of the request by the Board
of City Commissioncrs on August 17, 1976,

On November 9, 1976, the Board of City Com-
missioners again denied a request for ad-
ditional "LC" Lizat Comuercial zoning in

the area of 2ls: Street North and Amidon

by not approving the expansion of "LC"

zoning to accommodate expansion of Twin Lakes
St Bank. Both of these requests were for
much lecs commercial e:xpansion that is repre-
sented in this application.

The requested allowance of three buildings
in the "LC" parcal (#6) does not lend cre~
dence to the use designation of "Shopping
Center retail uses" and offices. A shop-
ping center's generzl definition and use

is an integrated series of uses usually

in a single structure. The strip "shopping
center uces” aling wast 21st would Seem to
be the moro likely cutceome of the applicant's
suggested "use list." In order to reduce con-
fusion in administering the CUP, should the
applicants request be approved, the language
should be changed to exciude sometime Shop~
ping Center retail uses such as fast food
restaurants, service stations, Tire, Battery,
and Accessory Stoes, banks and savings and
lozn with drive-in facilities, etc.




Cases No,
Page 6

Z2-1832 and DP-23
11-24-76

(d)

The interior parcel requestad for the "BB"

Office District. The existing parcel 7

would permit development of apartments/town-
houses at a density of 18 dwelling units/

acres. The applicant now proposes to create

a new parcel 8 out of a portion of the exist-

ing parcel 7, rezone it "BB" Office at 18
DU's/acre while at the same time permitting
81,205 square fect of office development, All
access to the office development on the parcel
would be through the proposed commercial parcel
and the 24' fire lane proposed for parcel 8 does
not line up with either the access drive to the
east (on proposed parcel 6) or to the west (parcel
7). In addition, this parcel does not have direct
access to a major street and the parcel as pro-
posed could create access problems between par-
cels similar to those encountered on the recent
Cobblestone Alley CUP amendments.

Adequacy of proposed landscaping and commercial
requested adjacent to the river. 'The issues of
landscaning adjacent to the river and the ap~
propriateness of "LC" TLight Commercial develop-
ment adjacent to the river have long been issues
in previous public hearings regarding zone
change requests on Marina Lakes. The applicant
has proposed thc: a 10 foot landscaped strip
be placed on public right-of-way to the south
of sulject property. it should be noted that
the Maintenance-Flocd Control Office wonld main-
tain this area in a ss or sod cover in any
event and the only actual gain in terms of
landscaping would be in the addition of a
few trees or shrubs. There is also scme de-
ther 10 feet of landscaping
would sufficiently protect the river and
the neigbbourhood t» the south from the large
area of comtercizl and office develcpment
requested by the applicant. In additicn,
although *he applicint has modified the
gize of the "LC" adjecent to the riw
it is still requested to establish a size-
able commercial parcel with frontage on
the river,

Should the Planning Commission racommend approval of the

zona change reguest and the amendments to the CUP, the follow-
irg eonditions wculd ke consistent with the other approved
CuP's:

s
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Page 7

Cases No, 2-1832 and DP-23

11-24-76

The platting of parcels 6, 8, and 9 within one year
of the date of approval by the Board of City Commis-
sioners.

The deletion of parcel 8 from the request for "BB"
Office or the addition of the following statements:

1. 2dd to statement #7 under parcel #8 a provision
that should both offices and apartments be de-
veloped on the parcel, such apartment develop-
ment would be to a maximum density of 9 LU's/
acres or a maximum total of 52 dwelling units
in conjunction with the office development.

hdd a general provision #8 as follows:

"There is a r of access to and across
each of Parceis 6, 8, and 9 in favor of each
said parcels. Internal vehicular circulation
shall be arranged and made available to each
parcel in such a manner as to facilitate
ease of circuletion on site and shall not be
removed, altera. or changed without the agree-
ment and concent of all owners of all the
parcels cited above and the Board of City Com-
i ners, Such aceess rights and circulation
c2s shall be binding on all owners, heirs,
SUCCesSors or assigns.,"

General Provision #2 shall be amended to add the fol-
lowing statement:

"Should parcel #3 be develoved for office use the 5' to
8' wall indicated between parcels six (6) and eight (€)
shall instead be constructed on the west parcel liine

of parcel eight (8)."

The 70' foot building back line on the east edge of
parcel #6 shall be cleazly delineated.

The uses proposed for pacscel #6 shall be amended to read:

Shopping center retail uses (excluding service stations;
tire, batteries, and acressory store fast food restau-
rants; and banks/savings and loan with drive-in facilit-
ies); offices.

The marimum number of buildings procosed for parcel #6
shall be redured to two (2) to conform to statements
mz2de by the iicant's representative to the Board

of City Commissionu»: on September 7, 1976,




Cases MNo.
Page B

g.

2-1832 and LCP-23
11-24-76

5

The treasfer of title or any portion of the land
included within the Community Unit Plan does not
constitute a termination of the plan or any ror=
tion thereof, but said plan shall rua with the
land for commercial and residential development
and be binding upon the present owners, their
successors and assigns, unless amended.

The development of this property proceeding in accord-
ance with the development plan as approved by the Plan-
ning Commission, and any substantial deviation of the
plan, as determined by the Superintendent of Central
Ingpection and the Directcr of Planaing, shall o
stitute a violation of the building permit authorizing
construction of the proposed development.

Any major changes in this development plan being re-
submitted to the Planning Commission and City Commis-
sion for their consideration.




DP-23 - 257 "Notice to Adjoining Property Owners" mailed 11/11/76 for
the MAPC meeting for 11-24-76
(This total amount includes the names of applicants,
agent, and abstract list on associated zone case Z- 1832}

1l to CPO Office

258 TOTAL
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION
CITY HALL, TENTH FLOOR, 455 North Main Street
Wichita, Kansas 67202

November 11, 1976
NOTICE TO ADJOINING PROPERTY OMNERS

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that at a meeting beginning at 1:00 p.m. on
Wednesday, November 24, 1976, the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Plan-
ning Commission, in the City Commission Meoting Room, City Hall, First Floor, 455
North Main Street, Wichita, Kansas, will consider an application for an amendment
to the MARINA LAKE COMMUNITY UNIT PLAN for property legally described as follows:

DP-23 - All of Government Lot One (1), in the Northwest Quarter of Section 7,
Township 27 South, Range 1 East, Sedgwick County, Kansas, except that
part of said Government Lot 1 which has been dedicated for public stzeets.
A portion of the above described property has been platted into: Lots
1 § 2 in Marina Lake Addition; Lot 1, Marina Lake Third Addition; Lots
1, 2 & 3 Marina Lake Fourth Addition; Lot 1, Marina Lake Sixth Addition.
Generally located at the southwest cormer of 2lst St. North and Amidon.

The Development Plan of this area, originally aprwcved in April 1967, and as amended
in January 1969, March 1971, and December 1975, ias been resubmitted as required
under the Commmity Unit Plan Provisions of Section 28.04,190 of the City Zoning
Ordinance of the City of Wichita. The Devclopment Plan is on file in the Plan-
ning Department Office, Tenth Floor, City Hall, 455 North Main, Wichita, Kansas,

and is aveilable for public information and review.

The revised Development Plan now on file proposes the following genmeral amendments
to the Plan:

1. Increasing the size of Parcel six from approximately 3 acres to 5.9
acres and increasing the amount of light commercial zoning by approxi-
mately 5.9 acres with the maxirm number of buildings being three.

Creation of a new Parcel 8 with a maximum density of 18 umits per acre
on approximately 5.3 acres and a change to the "BB" Office District for
the parcel with professional offices, townhouses, and garden apartments
listed as the proposed uses.

The Teduction in size of Parcel 7 from 22.49 acres to approximately
12.48 acres.

Creation of a new Parcel 9 adjacent to the river containing approxi-
mately 1.8 acres and a change to the "BB" Office District with offices
listed as the proposed use with the maximum number of buildings being ome.

Addition of a General Provision #7 providing for planting screens on
Flood Control right-of-way adjacent to Parcels 6-8-9 and providing for
the submission of a landscape plan.




Page Two
DP-23 - Marina Lake
November 11, 1976

Location of the proposed structures on the new Parcel 8 and relocation
of the 24 foot fire lane easement.

7. Provision of an access drive and utility easementto serve Parcel 8 across
Parcels 6 and 9.

The hearing of this Development Plan, as provided in Section 28.04.190 of the City
Zoning Ordinance of the City of Wichita, is to be held 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.

NOTE: You are also informed that the Citizen Participation Organization Area
Council may consider this case at its next meeting. Additional information about
such a meeting may be obtained by calling the CPO Office, 268-4516.

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, Robert A. Lakin,
City Hall, Tenth Floor, 455 North Main Street, 7 days prior to the meeting. The
Chairman or the Secretary may grant such a request or deferral. Persons request-
ing deferrals will be charged with the cost of preparing and mailing new notices.

Robert A. Lakin
Secretary

i,
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Beptember 8, 1976

Everett Fettis, Attorney
One Twenty Building

120 South Market
Wichita, Kansas 67202

Re: Z-1832 - "B" to "BB" and
"LC" - West side of Amidon

north of Arkansas River
and mendment to
Marim es CUP

The Board of City Commission at its regular meeting of September
9, 1976, considered the above captioned cases. AL your request,
the action of the City Commission was to return these applica-
tions to the Planning Commission for reconsideration of your
proposed amendments to the CUP. It would be my suggestion that
you resubmit the CUP as proposed by your client so that we will
have an opportunity to review the plan prior to rescheduling
théese cases for public hearing.

Dear Mr. Fettis:

If you have any questions on procedures, please call.

Sincerely,

Jack H. Galbraith
Chief Planner

JHGi1el

cc: Marina Lakes Drive, Inc., 6572 E. Central 67206
H. D. Chitwood, 2500 Columbine 67204
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RECOMMENDATION FROM METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION TO
BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS

" REQUEST FOR ZONING

CASE NO. 3Z-1832 and DP-23 CONSIDERED BY MAPC: g.19-76
REQUEST FOR: Change from :B" to "BB" and "LC"

REASON FOR REQUEST (AS PROVIDED BY APPLICANT) :

"property to the north is light commercial (Hanson's Marina Lake
Shopping Center) , and the property east of Amidon (Ritchie's Twin
Lakes Center and office park), is light commercial and office type
zoning. The original use for apartment development is not feasible
‘because the subsequent high cost of pump-up sand fill on the prop-
erty makes the present "B" zoning too expensive for apartment devel-
opment. There is a greater need for small quality shops to complete
the trade area."

GENERAL LOCATION: West side of Amidon north of Arkansas River.
LEGAL DESCRIPTION:
See attached excerpt from Planning Commission
minutes of August 19, 1976.
APPLICANT:Marina Lakes Drive, Inc., 6572 E. Central 67206

COUNSEL FOR APPLICANT: Everett C. Fettis, Attorney

PROTESTORS (LIST COUNSEL) IF ANY: D. C. Chitwood, 2400 Columbine, spoke
in opposition

SURROUNDING ZONING: To the north is "AA" and "LC"; east is "BB" and "LC";
south is "AA"; west is "B"

LAND USE: Subject property is undeveloped; north is Marina Lake Shopping
Center and offices; south is Arkansas River (single-family south of river);
west is multiple family s

CPO RECOMMENDATION :

CPO Council "M" voted unanimouslx.r to recommend denial of
the zone change request and amendments to the CUP.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION:

That neither the zoning case (2-1832) or the amendments to the CUP
(DP-23) be approved. Porter moved, Barrier seconded and it carried
by a vote of 6 in favor (Porter, Barrier, Greider, Kamen, Goebel,
and Taylor), and 2 opposed (Hennessy and Bayouth). Gragg and Savina
were absent.

ACTION 1, peny the zone change and CUP as recommended by the Metropolitan
Area Planning Commission; or
2. Return the applications to the Metropolitan Area Planning Com-
mission for its rcecconsideration. The City Commission states the
following reasons for its action:
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EXCERPT FROM PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES OF AUGUST 1§, 1976:

18a. Case No. 2-1832 - Marina Lakes Drive, Inc. requests change
from "B" to "BB" for: ;

A tract in Government Lot 1 in the NW 1/4 of Sec. 7, Twp. 27-s,
R-1-E commencing at the N.E. Corner of said Lot 1; thence south
0°04'05" west along the east line of said Lot 1, 1,120.32 feet

for a place of beginning; thence north 88°12'55" west 130 feet;
thence north 0°04'05" east 15 fee thence south 89°56'09", west
455.06 feet; thence north 54°26'07" west 251.69 feet; thence north
70°56'58" west 959.77 feet; thence south 12°11'35" west, 282.9 feet
more or less to the left (north) bank of the Arkansas River; thence
southeasterly along said left bank to the east line of said Lot 1,
thence north 0°04'05" east 885 feet more or less to the place of
beginning, except therefrom a tract described as commencing at the
N.E. Corner of said Lot 1; thence south 0°04'05" west along the
east line of said Lot 1, 1,120.32 feet for a place of beginning;
thence north 88°12'55" west, 130 feet; thence north 0°04'05" east
15 feet; thence south 89°56'09" west 455.06 feet; thence north
54°26'07" west 194.13 feet; thence south 16°00" west to the left
(north) bank of the Arkansas River; thence southeasterly along
said left bank to the east line of said Lot 1; thence north 0°04'
05" east, 885 feet more or less to the place of beginning,

and change from "B" to "LC" for:

A tract in Government Lot 1 in the N.W. 1/4 of Sec. 7, Twp. 27-S,
R-1-E, described as commencing at the N. E. Corner of said Lot 1;
ithence south 0°04'05" west along the east line of said Lot 1,
1,120.32 feet for a place of beginning; thence north 88°12'55"
west, 130 feet; thence north 0°04'05" east 15 feet, thence south
89°56'09" west, 455.06 feet; thence north 54°26'07" west 194.13
feet; thence south 16°00" west to the left (north) bank of the
Arkansas River; thence southeasterly along said left bank to the
east line of said Lot 1; thence north 0°04'05" east 885 feet more

or less to the place of beginning. All generally located on the

west side of Amidon, north of the Arkansas River.

18b. Case No. DP-23 - Marina Lake Drive, Inc. requests approval
of an amendment to Marina Lake CUP, legally described as
All of Government Lot 1, in the NW 1/4 of Section 7, Twp.
27S, RIE, except that portion of said Government Lot 1,
which has been dedicated for public streets. Generally lo-—
cated at the southwest corner of 21st Street North and
Amidon.

GALBRAITH showed slides of subject site and the surrounding
areas and reviewed the following staff report:

Comments

1. 2-0824 and DP-23 were two zone and Community Unit Plan appli-
cations for the entire area of the former Dolese sandpit area
of approximately 60 acres, which the Planning Commission con-
sidered in 1967. Approximately 37 acres were reguested for
"LC" and "C" and 24.5 acres were requested for "B". A com-
munity Unit Plan was submitted for both the commercial and
residential parts. The Planning Commission recommended denial,
without prejudice, however, after the City Commission heard
the case, approximately acres of "LC" and 22 acres of "B"
were approved.

E:-ince the original CUP and zone change approval in 1967, thi
is the seventh request for an amendment to the CUP and seventh
zone change request filed on the Marina Lakes property. Al-
though in the past we have included copies of the Planning
Commission and Board of City Commission minutes regarding pre-
vious applications on subject property, with the staff rcport
to the Planning Commission, the minutes package is now in exz-
cess of 500 pages and we have not included all that material.
httached you will find the past Planning and City Commission
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minutes and histories regarding amendment #6, which was es- ;
sentially the same request that is now before you and was deni-
ed by the Board of City Commissioners in July, 1975; ln.inuteg
of requests previous to that, as well as the minutes regarding
amendment #7 (which amended Parcel 5 on 21st Street North),

are on file in our office and available for public review.

The applicant has now submitted an amended CUP and zone change
application which proposes the following changes.

a. Increasing the size of Parcel 6 from 3.07 acres to
7.72 acres and increasing the amount of light com-
mercial zoning approximately 7.72 acres.

Creation of a new Parcel B with a maximum density of
18 units per acre on approximately 5.32 acres and a
change to the "BB" Office District on 5.32 acres with
professicnal offices, townhouses, and garden apart-
ments listed as the proposed uses.

The reduction in size of Parcel 7 from 22.49 acres to
approximately 12.12 acres.

Increasing the total gross floor area of commercial
development permitted on this CUP by 117,734 sqguare
feet and office gross floor area by 87,705 square
feet.

On July 22, 1976, the Planning Commission considered a re- -
quest to amend the Sweetbriar Gardens Community Unit Plan
(DP-7) , with a net increase of 13,760 square feet of addi-
tional commercial gross floor area. During that mzeting,
discussion centered on the cumulative effect of the large
amount of existing light commercial zoning on the major
street intersection of 21st Street North and Amidon, and

it was the unanimous action of the Planning Commission to
recommend denial of that application. It should be noted
that the present application proposes an additional 117,734
square feet of commercial gross floor area (a 30% increase
over the 384,560 square feet currently permitted on the
present Marina Lakes CUP), and 81,205 square feet of gross
floor area for office development. The Traffic Engineer
has estimated that, in general, this type of center would
generate approximately 50 trips per day per 1,000 feet of
commercial gross floor area and 20 trips per day per 1,000
feet of office gross floor area. Traffic on Amidon generat-
ed by the approval of this application would be an additional
7,510 trips per day. Such development would severely impact
traffic flow on both the Amidon bridge to the south of sub-

jgct property and the 21st Street North and Amidon intersec-

tlDl'l‘-

. After reviewing the proposed amendment to the CUP and request-

ed zone change, the staff transmitted a letter to the appli-

. cant's attorney on July 16, 1976 (copy attached to Planning

Commissioners), setting forth areas of major concern, which
it was felt needed to be given serious consideration prior to
the applications being considered by the Planning Commissicn
and City Commission. The Plan as now submitted and the re-
questad.zone change have not taken into consideration the
suggestions of the staff to not extend the "LC" zoning to the

- river, number of buildings on Parcel 6, reducing the maximum

gross floor area, and provisions for submitting landscaping
plans and guarantees for areas adjacent to the lake and river.

Should the Planning Commission recommend the approval of the
zone cha{:qg request and the amendments to the CUP, the follow-
ing conditions would be consistent with other approved CUP's:

a. The platting of Parcels 6 and 8 within one year from
the date of approval by the Board of City Commis=-

s;ancgs or the zone casc be considered denied and
closoed.

At el et b

TR SO R, T A e e

S




Under General Provisions change Parcels 1 thru 7 to
Parcels 1 thru 8.

Add the following to General Provision #2: A land-

scape plan for Parcels 1, 4, 6, and 8B, :.nd:!.cating tl}e
location, type and specifications of planting materials
shall be submitted for approval of the Planning Depart-
ment and the Board of City Commissioners prior to the
issuance of any building permits on these parcels. Fail=-
ure to maintain such landscaping in the approved manner
shall constitute a violation of the CUP.

The development of this property shall proceed in accord-
ance with the development plan as recommended for approv-
al by the Planning Commission and approved by the govern-
ing body, and any substantial deviation of the plan, as
determined by the Superintendent of Central Inspection
and the Director of Planning, shall constitute a viola-
tion of the building permit authorizing construction of
the proposed development.

Any major changes in this development plan shall be re-
submitted to the Planning Commission and to the City Com-
mission for its consideration.

The transfer of title of all or any portion of the land
included within the Community Unit Plan does not constit-
ute a termination of the plan or any portion thereof, but
said plan shall run with the land for development and be
binding upon the present owners, their successors and
assigns unless amended.

GALBRAITH passed to the Commissicners a memo from CPO Council
"M" which indicated a unanimous vote to recommend denial of this
zone change request and Community Unit Plan amendments.

GALBRAITH pointed out the principal concerns brought out by
the City Commission about a year ago when a similar request was
considered for the same property, such as a question as to the need
for additional "LC" in this general area and a comparison of the
amount of light commercial as compared to Twin Lakes and the need
for landscape buffering adjacent to the river and lake. He said
that on several occasions the lack of landscaping at Marina Lakes
has been discussed. He considered these concerns valid, and he
had also asked in the staff report and in a letter to the attorney,
that attempts be made to limit the number of buildings to one and
to consider limiting the gross square footage of floor area in-
crease. .

It was pointed out that a combination of the shopping centers
at this major intersection amounts to about 1,200,000 approved
square feet of gross leaseable area. The access to the shopping
facilities at this intersection is limited because of the rivers
and the fact that all traffic must approach the centers, for the
most part, on 21st or Amidon. GALBRAITH commented that apparent-
ly the applicant was unable to agree to all of the issues raised
by the staff, because they have not been addressed on the amended
CUP submitted, in that it does not limit uses or number of build-
) il;]gs and there is no evidence of efforts to beautify the river or

e.

GALBRAITH said the staff was still of the opinion that south
of the applicant's lake (Parcel 8 as proposed), is appropriate for
apartments, which they have limited to not exceed 18 units per acre
and that offices should not be permitted. The staff has urged that
consideration be given to a minimum amount of additional "LC". GAL-
BRAITH concurred that parking is a problem at Marina Lake, probably
because of the design of the buildings and types of uses. He stated

also that subject property could be used for parking to relieve that
situation.

Bascd on the CUP as submitted, the staff rocommended that
neither the zone change or the amendments to the cuP be approved.




EVERETT FETTIS, attorney for the applicant, said the points
raised in the letter from Mr. Galbraith have not been ignored,
but have been addrcssed as much as possible. He pointed out that
a number of factors were raised (12 or 13), and most they would
attempt to comply with; however, there are others which they can-
not comply with because the applicant is not the owner of the land
involved in those points. FETTIS said they have ordered a land-
scape plan from Oblinger-Smith Corporation and the staff will be
consulted in this matter.

The Park Board Director has suggested different language with
respect to use of the riverbank in that he wants the language to
provide for the possibility of recreational areas and b.}cycle paths,
and that is satisfactory to the applicant, and the wording will be
changed.

Another point raised was the desire of the staff that there be
a showing of the exact uses proposed. This cannot be done, FETTIS
stated, because it is not known; it is an economic factor and at
this time uses are not known. As far as the need for additional
"LC", FETTIS said they have had a considerable number of contacts
from leasing agents and others discussing the need, and there is
a definite need as evidenced by the numerous inguiries. He pointed
out that at one time in the past two or three years, letters were
furnished from several real estate agencies supporting the need.

FETTIS brought up the fact that the Planning Commission and
City Commission have recently approved additional "LC" along 21st
Street, which is a part of the original Marina Lakes CUP, at which
time no mention was made of the traffic or the need for additional
"LC", nor was there any comparison made with the amount of "LC"

allotted to Twin Lakes.

Referring further to traffic, FETTIS felt that misleading
figures had been quoted by the staff. Traffiec at Amidon and 21st
is shown as 13,200 vehicles per day in 1968; 14,904 in 1972, and
in a letter dated June 3, 1975, the traffic from the four differ-
ent directions averages from 13,000 to 17,000, which is after the
construction of the Woolco building, which added 175,000 sguare
feet in Marina Lakes. The Planning staff has indicated that with
the addition of the 117,000 now being requested, it would generate
an additional 7,500 vehicles per day.

- FETTIS stated that, based on the above formula, the 240,000
square feet presently built in Marina Lake and 330,000 square feet
in Twin Lakes (nothing from Sweetbriar, the northeast corner, the
apartments or office buildings), would generate 35,000 vehicles per
day. FETTIS said that nowhere have any figures even approximating
that amount been given, and it is ridiculous to think that the ad-
dition of 117,000 square feet of light commercial would lead to
7,500 vehicles per day. He did not know how the conclusions were
reached, but it is the situation that is brought up on Marina Lakes
every time rezoning or an amendment is discussed. FETTIS stated
that many of the traffic figures that have been submitted over the
Years as an argument are "poppycock” and that there is no way to
justify the figures.

Going back to some history of the area, FETTIS said that his
client does not own all of Marina Lakes CUP, but does own the prop-
erty which is the subject of this request. He mentioned that, as
stated in the staff report, a year ago people from out of town testi-
fied as to the need for additional parking south of the Woolco de-
velopment, and the staff has agreed that it is a problem and something
sh?uld be done. However, the staff wants to limit development to one
building, yet there is quite an investment in the property, and prop-
erty on 21st Street recently sold for $3.80 per square foot, which
would break down the argument that there is no demonstrated need for
further "LC" in this area of the City.

FETTIS continued to bring out that his client paid for the third
lanc on Amidon south to the end of his property (dedicated and paid
th(f cost of paving): Twin Lakes was not required to do this; the ap-
Plicant paid for a storm scwer along the east side of Marina Lake




e the river for drainage purposes. Twin Lakes was asked
g:ozo:giggte to the cost, but choose to handle all drainage from
their area on their side of the street; however, they have not con-
structed such a sewer and water still flows across the street to
the sewer constructed for Marina Lake. He continued that they
paid for a commercial street (third lane), yet have been denied
the use of their property for commercial.

FETTIS said he was pointing these facts out because Marina

Lake is constantly being compared with Twin Lakes. Further, denT
sity at Twin Lakes is much more than at Marina Lakes. FETTIS said
his client was required to build a sidewalk before a building per-
mit would be issued; the same requirement was made of Twin Lakes,
but the sidewalk has not been constructed. Marina Lake develop-
ment was required to observe a 75-foot setback on Amidon whereas
Twin Lakes development (theater), has only a 35-foot setback.

FETTIS felt that all these matters needed to be considered,
and he maintained that the land is unsuitable for any use other
than commercial. People are free to say it should be developed
for apartments, but it is the owner who must determine what econo-
mic use can be made, and his clients have a large amount invested
and are paying taxes and interest. He further stated that only
last week the newspaper carried an article indicating that apart-
ment development in wichita had reached the saturation point.

In summary, FETTIS stated they have the land and it needs to
be developed:; they will provide proper screening along the river
and allow sufficient setback, but they could not accept being limit-
ed to only one building. He felt he had answered the concerns ex-
Pressed by the City Commission on the previous application, in that
the increase in traffic suggested by the addition of the proposed
light commercial area, will not occur, based on the application of
the formula to the existing light commercial in Marina Lake and
Twin Lakes; the need for more light commercial has praviously been
demonstrated by reason of the demand; the amount of "LC" prop d
as compared with Twin Lakes is not valid as Marina Lake is less;
and landscaping adjacent to the river will be provided. He comment-
ed further that there has been a general increase in traffic by
reason of the 21st Street bridge to the west and further develop-
ment to the north and northeast.

Of the many points brought out by the staff, FETTIS pointed
out those over which they have no control inasmuch as it relates to
Property which the applicant does not own; he also indicated those
they could and would comply with; and apparently the ones they are
not agreeable to is that development be limited to one building and
that proposed uses be indicated.

D. C. CHITWOOD, 2400 Columbine, spoke in opposition on behalf
of himself and others in the area, as well as the CPO Committee. He
called attention to a memo from the Traffic. Engineering Division
where they analyzed a study done in 1973 as to the capacity of the
intersection and various other streets in the area. The results of
that analysis points out that readings taken last February and
Projected to December of 1976 indicate that the intersection would
be approximately 10% over service level F.

BAYOUTH said he lives in this area, and with the construction
of Towne West it is possible that traffic at subject intersection
would be alleviated 30%. LAKIN suggested that if such is true,
then it will eliminatc 30% of the need for commercial in subject
area.

PORTER said she wanted to make a motion and have it seconded
and then have discussion by the Commissioners.

: LAKIN said Mr. Fettis has raised a number of issues, includ-
ing whnt.ho termed “"poppycock" traffic information. LAKIN suggest-
ed that if this is going to be a matter of serious debate and dif-
ference of opinions, then he would like to have the Traffic Engincer
given a chance to provide more detailed analysis. He gaid the staff
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has not submitted to the Commissioners at this time the volume of
material which has accumulated with respect to zoning in the Marina
Lake CUP, but if the arguments are going to be opened up for full
review, then the City staff responsible for the reports should have
an opportunity to present a response, or provide more to the City
Commission. LAKIN stated further that the complete story on street
Costs, access control and drainage has not been heard., For example,
the drainage was already constructed, but because Marina Lake wanted
more "LC" and to fill in more of the land area, the drainage facility
had to be extended. If all the old history is to be "dredged out,"
LAKIN said he would like a chance to respond.

HENNESSY agreed that the Commission does not have all the in-
formation at this time. PORTER said she would still like to make a
motion.

MOTION: That the Planning Commission recommend
to the City Commission that neither the zoning
case (Z2-1832) or the amendments to the CUP (DP=-
23), be approved. Porter moved.

PORTER reminded the Commissioners that only a few weeks ago,
the Commission had recommended against additional light commercial
on the Sweetbriar CUP and if there is to be any consistency, sub-
ject request should also be denied. BAYOUTH pointed out that the
area in Sweetbriar was adjacent to residential whereas this re-
quest is not. PORTER said at that time, there was the feeling that
there was no need for further "LC" in the general area. BAYOUTH
stated again that he felt with the development of Towne West that
all traffic problems in this area would be solved.

Barrier seconded the above motion.

SUBSTITUTE MOTION: That the Commission defer
a decision on 2-1832 and DP-23 for twe weeks,
for submission of additional material and in-
formation by the City staffs. Hennessy moved.

BARRIER felt that the Commission has already been provided
a good deal of material and should be Prepared to vote, HENNESSY
disagreed, pPointing out that Lakin has raised some valid points
which is what prompted his substitute motion for deferral,

Bayouth seconded the substitute motion.

KAMEN asked what advantage there would be in deferring, and
Hennessy did not think a complex matter such as this could be re-
solved after only 45 minutes of presentations and discussion, and
the Commission had not received enough input from the staff, in that
Galbraith's presentation was only for about 1C minutes, and the
staff has not had an opportunity t BAYOUTH
felt the Traffic Engineer should be heard from to answer charges
made by Mr. Fettis on traffic, PORTER said she could not believe
this was the same group that voted on the Inner Loop in 30 seconds
a week or so ago. :

PORTER stated that she and Bayouth had been on the Commis-
sion and considered subject area before, and it was hard for her
to see why it should be deferred:; she could not remember the Chair-
man ever before requesting deferral for more information.

i HENNESSY felt that some type of development should be per—
m;?ted on the property - it cannot continue to be vacant. PORTER
said that the request is for an enormous increase in "LC" space
and that is what was argued on July 22, 1976 when the application
for more "LC" in Sweetbriar Cup was heard, and at that time it was
@ unanimous vote of all of the Commissioners present at that meet-~
ing that more not be permitted. :

, KAMEN recalled that about three years ag6 the Commission con-'
sidered this same area and the zoning was changed to what it is
now. GALLERAITH said the change thrce years 490 was rocommended




by the Planning Commission, but was denied by the City Commission,
and the parcel zoned "B" has been that since the beginning.

In discussing some of the present uses, it was reported that
a furniture store now occupies the space vacated by the grocery
store several months ago, and that there is a vacant space to the
south of Furrs Cafeteria.

KAMEN recalled that three years ago the Planning Commission
had indicated they would favor apartments but nothing‘less re-
strictive; there was opposition at that time from pecple who felt
apartments might generate as much or more traffic than light com-
mercial.

TAYLOR said it did not seem to her that delaying a decision
would serve any purpose; that one can look at the neighborhood and
see that it isn't logical to use the riverfront for further light
commercial, and she did not think reviewing traffic counts in
great detail would be an advantage to any of the Commissioners in
making a decision, and additional "LC" would not alleviate park-
ing problems on the site.

HENNESSY asked Taylor then what she considered a solution in
this case, and TAYLOR answered that it could be developed as pres-
mufly zoned, and that residential units on the river could be made
q nice and could take advantage of the river setting.

VOTE ON SUBSTITUTE MOTION: Motion lost by a
vote of 2 in favor (Hennessy and Bayouth), and
6 opposed (Barrier, Greider, Goebel, Kamen,
Taylor and Porter). Gragg and Savina were ab-
sent.

VOTE ON ORIGINAL MOTION TO DENY: Motion carried

by a vote of 6 in favor [Porter, Barrier, Greider,

Kamen, Goebel and Taylor), and 2 opposed (Hennessy
; = and Bayouth). Gragg and Savina were absent.

_HENNESSY felt that the applicant had not had a full and fair
hearing.

KAMEN commented that while Mr. Hennessy may think it has not
been a full hearing, the matter of zoning in Marina Lakes has been
before the Commission time after time and he felt everybody knows
the case history.
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July 15, 1975 M/

Mr. M. D. Bledsoe, President
Resthaven Gardens of Memory
Highway 54 and Clearwater Road
Wichita, Kansas 67209

Ra: Marina Lakes Shopping Center
Dear Mr. Bledsoe:

At the City Commission hearing of July 1, 1975, you presented to the City
Commission traffic volumes which had been supplied by this Division. I would
like to clarify the counts we gave you since you seemed to indicate they com-
flicted with our written report.

First of all, the traffic counts wa gave you were 24-hour counts taken for
Just one day out of the year. The accuracy of these counts is in the vicinity
of 20Z, + or -. Thase counts are highly suseptible to variations by month and
by day of the week.

Normally when counts such as these are teken, they are factored to obtain
an average daily count. This factor takes into comsideration the peaking ]
characteristics by month and by the day of the week. In other words, a traffic
count taken on a high shopping center day would be factored down to represeat
an average daily traffic count which could be expected. In order to obtain
proper factors, it 1s necessary to compare cach 24-hour count with a continuous
count station. The spot Z4-hour count must have similar characteristics to the
continuous count station to which it is being compared.

In an attempt to provide more accurate continuous count stations, the City
of Wichita has entered into a contract with the Kansas Highway Commission to
provide 15 permanent count stations throughout the city. This program in its
entirety was just completed cffective July 1, 1975, One of the earlier pernman-
ent count stations installed was on Amidon, south of the Big Arkansas River
Dridge. Looking at the traffic counts recorded by this count station for an
average day of the week by month, it can be determined they vary from a low of
15,516 in January to a high of 21,113 in December. Average Saturday counts
range from a low of 17,626 in July to a high of 25,168 in December, The highest
day counted during 1974 ranged from a low of 19,759 to a high of 27,563, This
last count occurred on Docember 23, a Honday. Obviously, this count would be
associated with the last minute Christmas shoppers.
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Mr. H. D. Bledsoe Pags 2 July 15, 1975

At the request of llanson Development Company, we conducted a traffic study
of the Marina Lakes Shopping Center entrance on Awidon. A 24~hour tube count
taken on October 26, 1974 indicared 11,397 wehicles southbound, 10,574 vehicles
northbound, for a total of 21,971 vehicles on Amidon in front of the Straw Hat
Pizza Palace. This 24-hour count compares very favorably with the continuous
count station. Dased upon that traffic count, tue Traffic Engineering Division
informed the developer signalization was warranted at this time; it was sug-
gested the developer negotiate a contract with an outside firm to install the

signal.

Getting back to the traffic counts we submitted to you, there is a differ-
ence betwecen our 1972 flow map and our 1974 traffic flow map. In 1972, we
attempted to factor all 24-hour tube counts based upon a three-year continuous
count station located on 13th Street in the eastern part of Wichita. The
accuracy of applying this factor to all counts throughout the city of Wichita
would ba somewhat in error. Due to the inaccuracy of applying 13th Street con-
tinuaus count station factors to all of Wichita, we decided tuat the 1974 traffic
flow map would report only 24~hour tube counts as recorded.by the counter. In
other words, the 1974 volumes were not factored to obtain average daily traffic.
In fact, the legend on the 1974 map reads, *1974 Traffic Volume Flow liap" while
the 1972 flow map is entitled, "1972 Traffic Volume Flow Map, Average Annual
Daily Traffic". .

At the request of the Planning Department, we reviewed your proposed center
for its traffic impact upon tha sxisting street system. For background infor-
mation, we used information gathered over the last sewveral years with regard to
tiip gencration rates based upon gross lcaseable area. A summary of the traffic
volure study is contained within a report entitled, "Study of Traffic Character—
istices for Discount Stores and Community Shopping Centers"; this report is en—
cloaed. Under Table I of that report, "Comparative Data for Discount Shoppiung
Centers", the daily trip generation rate for Friday varied from a low of 40 to
a high of 89 trips per thousand square feet of gross leaseable area. The aver-

age on Friday was (3. Trip generation rates for Saturday (usually the peax
shopping center day) recorded a low of 48 to a high of 108 with an average of
8l trips per thousand square feet of gross leaseable area. The peak hour per-
centage related to traffic volumo counts recorded a low of approximately 10Z to
a high of 127 with an average of approximately 10.5%Z.

In an attempt to analyze peaking characteristics associated with discount
shopping centers, separate traffic counts were conducted at both Woolco stores
during their grand openings in September 1973. Trip generation rates associated
with these grand openings recorded a low of 102 to a high of 119 for an average
of 100 trips on a Friday. The peak hour rate for Friday was approxiumately 132
of the average daily trips. The trip generation rate for Saturday varied from
a low of 130 to a high of 149 for an average of 139 trips per thousand square
fect of gross leaseable area. The peak hour percentage for a Saturday was 11.8.
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Mr. H. D. Eledsos Page 3 July 15, 1975

If one were to assume that the area south of the Straw Hat Picca Palace
vas to develop a similar commercial usage as occurred in the Woolco Shopping
Center complex, we could anticipate on an average Saturday approximately 81
trips per thousand squara feet of 8roas leaseable area. Based upon this aver-
age generation rato and the proposed retail space addition of 111,000 square
feet, the proposed Parcel 6 would generate approximately an additional 9,000
€ars on an average Saturday. A corresponding figure based upon average gener-
ation rates for a Friday (63) would indicate approximately 7,000 vehicles.
This figure could swell to approximately 15,000 during pesk shopping center
days such as bofore Christmas, Easter, back-to-school sales, etc. In short,
your proposed development could generate between 7,000 and 15,000 additional
trips to the general vicinity of 21st and Amidon.

Bopefully this information will belp clarify the questions you had regard-

ing this matter. If you have any further questions, pleass feal free to con~
tact me.

Sincerely,

City Traffic Engineer

cciR. W. Druggeman, Director of Public Works




~June 3, 1975

.'-r. larry J. bledsoe

R chi 2, m.usas C7e33

Dear fap:

You recuzsted the fallaving
at the intersection of 21st znd | '1 =r=1 cn
Just cast of 1-030 and just vest of 1-235.
cates. outh of ."trr-nt. on Aride
15,724, east of Ar “ridon or. E‘Ist - 13,952,
Us 54 Ju.;r. 1St of dust ‘t.rmt ~ 23,403, l‘ 54 st of 1-235 - 31,4E1
and U5 54 just west of I-43% - 37,577. v

erate 17 trips per 1700 square feet per day.
-ation, plesse advise.

Sincerely,

Paul L. Graves, P, E,
City Traffic inqgincer
PG dw

ccir, il Bruggeimn
Relph «ulz
E111 ilehinley
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THE CITY OF WICHITA
OFFICE OF CITIZEN PARTICIPATION DATE August 19, 1976

TO Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
FROM David Furnas, Citizen Participation Coordinator

EUBJECT "B" to "BB" and "LC" and Amendment
to Marina Lakes CUP, On the West
Side of Amidon, North of Arkansas

River
At their August 18, 1976, meeting, CPO Area "M" considered case Z-1832 and DP-23

a request for a change from "B" to "BB" and "LC" and an amendment to Marina Lakes
CUP, at the southwest corner of the 21st and Amidon intersection.

Over the past several months the Council has discussed the traffic capacity of
this intersection and the amount of land approved for commercial development in
the area. These issues were discussed at the Plannin¢ “ommission's July 22, 1976,
meeting during the consideration of an amendment to Di~.r, the Sweetbriar Shopping
Center Community Unit Plan.

During that discussion, a representative of Area "M" CPO presented traffic counts
which projected that the intersection would be operating at level of service D
and that additional commercial development and traffic from the new K-96 Meridian
interchange would compound the problem. The representative also reviewed the
amount of "LC" zoning approved at this intersection, which is similar to the
total amount approved -- but not yet built -- at Towne East.

On this basis, the Council established the following policy during their August
4, 1976, meeting: 3

"No more 1ight commercial zoning be added in the area of 21st and Amidon except
that which would improve upon traffic or design features." The Council defined
the area as the Little Arkansas River on the east, Marigold Street on the west,
the Big Arkansas River on the south, and the northern portion of Sweetbriar on
the north.

In view of this policy, the Council voted 5-0 to recommend denial of this request
for an additional 117,734 square feet of Light Commercial and 81,705 square feet

of office zoning in the Marina Lakes Community Unit Plan.
: ﬂfgmf’ %«:&‘r

David Furnas
Citizen Participation Coordinator
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August 20, 1976

tis, Attorney
lglng

67202

Re: 2-1832 - "B" to "BB" and
"LC" - West side of Amidon
north of Arkansas River
and DP-23 Amendment to
Marina Lakes CUP

Dear Mr. Pettis:

At the regular meeting of the Metropolitan Area Planning Commis-
sion on August 19, 1976, the above-captioned applications were
considered. The action of the Commission was to recommend that
subject cases not be approved.

Consideration of these cases will be scheduled before the Board
of City Commissioners at their regular meeting of September 7,
1976, the meeting to be held in the City C ssion Meeting Room,
First Floor, City Hall, 455 North Main. We 14 call to your
attention that planning items will be heard by the City Commis-
sion following all other matters of business.

Please call if you have any questions.

EBincerely,

Jack H. Galbraith
Chief Planner
JHG:ber

cc: Marina Lakes Drive, Inc., 6572 East Central 67206
H. D. Chitwood, 2500 Columbine 67204
City Manager's Office
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_ Mr. Everctt C. Fettis
July 16, 1976
Page 2

In reviewing the past history on these cases, I have identified
five areas, which the Board of City Commissioners and adjacent prop-
erty owners have questioned:

traffic ;
need for additional Light Commercial in ths area

' concern over Light Commercial adjacent to the river
the amount of "LC®" Light Commercial proposed for this
location as opposed to Twin Lak
landscaping adjacent to the river and the lake'on
subject property

I would like to discuss each of these items and my opinions on them.

(1) Traffic - Certainly the 30% increase in potential "IC" .gross
floor area as well as an additional 87,705 square feet of "BB" of-
fice zoning could severely impact the traffic patterns, the major
intersection, and flow over the Amidon bridge if such increases

are approved and developed as proposed. On the other hand, if your
clients are willing to modify soma of the requests to provide some
limitation of uses, number of buildings, and amend the C.U.P. in
1ight of their actual plans, I believe tha affect on area traffic
patterns and the 21lst Street/Amidon intersection could be held to

a minimum. However, as the Plan is now proposed, the Traffic Engine-
er and other City staff would be compelled to once again question
the traffic impacts anticipated with approval of the application.

(2) Need for additional "IC" in the area - this was a concern °
specified by the City Commission when they returned your case to the
Planning Cormission a year ago, as well as a point brought up by
neighborhocod protestors on numerous occasions. Regarding a question
as to vacancles a year ago, John Frieden of Hanson Development Cor-
portation countered this.question very well at the last scries of
hearingas by explaining that the existing vacancics were due to a
parking problcm, which could be alleviated through approval of this
application, rather than a lack of demand for the space. !Mr. Fried-
en also stated that according to a study made for his firm that ad-
ditional parking is needed for Building D which could be located on
the application area, but some additional cormercial development would
be necded to support the parking. In addition, the consultants recom-
mended that building "C" be leased to low traffic generators with a
readjustment of parking in front of building "D". The recent location
of tha furniture store as a low traffic gencrator in tha former groc-—
ery store site doos appear to help, but again, the parking problems
caused by Furr's still exist and have even been compounded by the loca-
tion of Pogo's in building D. -

In my opinion, the approval of somo additional "IC" to thae south of
building D is appropriata to help solve your client's parking prob-
1cms and I can sce tho nced for perhaps a small cemmercial building




 Mr. Bverett C. Fattis

July 16, 1976
Page 3

to help support the additional parking, but there is little justifi-
cation to extond the "LC" Light Commercial District all the way to
the river nor is parcel 8 an appropriate location for the "BB" Of-
fice District. I can understand your desire to limit the protest
arca on thesa requests, but it would be far better to accomplish
such by limiting the size of the "ILC" request rather than by re-
questing tho "BB" Office District on an interior parcel with very
limited access.

At the last series of hearings before the Planning Commission on

this request, you stated that staff was in error in quoting the

large square footages on this C.U.P. because the Woolco lease limited
the gross floor arca balow that approved for the parcel and that the
commercial development on 21st Street lorth did not even approach the
inflated squara footages on the C.U.P. I agree with you on this point
and suggest that you reduce the potential floor area permitted on the
other parcels to what is existing or proposed for each parcel and that
you lower tha square footage proposed for parcel £€6; if tha noed is
for more parking and some supportive light cormercial than the 118,878
square feot on parcel #6 could easily be reduced to a point which, com-
bined with souoz- footage reductions on the other parcels, would in- b
wvolve little if any actual increass in commercial gross floor area
for the total Community Unit Plan. YNo overall increase in commercial
gross floor area would certainly strengthen your request.

(3) Light cormercial adjacent to the river - Again, I believe that
your parking problems and space needs can be resolved without extend-
ing the "LC" Light Commercial zoning to the river. I suggest that you
pubmit modified plans which depict the amount of "LC" Licht Commercial
which your clients actually need and leave the balance of Parcel 36
adjacent to the river in the “B" Multiple Family District. The "B°
pistrict does permit off-strecet parking and that type of buffer com-
bined with adequate landscaping along the river would result in an
improved application.

(4) Tha amount of “LC" proposed for this location as opposed to Twin
Lakes -- I have never felt that zoning should be granted on the basis
of parity among neighbors in terms of commercial, but area orotestors
and somo members of the City Cormission have questioned your need to
excoed the Twin Lokes total square footage. In reviewing existing
and ‘proposed "LC" Light Commercial potential on all four corners of
2:I.stdanr] Amidon the following squara footages are approved or pro-
posed:

cur Mazimum Cormercial Gross Floor Area

Gardners Riverlawn 166,023
Twin Lakes 330,000
Swaothriar 52, 265,110
Marina Lakes ; 496,438 (39.4% of IC Total)

Of course, these figurcs do not even conaider the "BB" Office Din-
trict caquaro footages of which your clicnt's proposals would re-










July 15, 1975

z. H. D. Bledsoe, President
Resthaven Gardens of Memory
Highway 54 and Clearwater Road
Wichita, Kansas 67209

Re: Marina Lakes Shopping Center
Dear Mr. Bledsoe:

At the City Commission hearing of July 1, 1975, you presented to the City
Commission traffic volumes which had been supplied by this Division. I would
1ika to clarify the counts we gave you since you seemed to indicate they con-
flicted with our written report.

First of all, the traffic counts wa gave you were 24-hour counts taken for
Just one day cut of the year. The accuracy of these counts is in the vicinity
of 207, + or -. Thase counts are highly suseptible to variations by month and
by day of tha week.

Normally when counts Such as these are taken, they are factored to obtain
an average dally count. This factor takes into conmsideration the peaking
characteristics by month and by the day of the weak, In other words, a traffic
count taken on a high shopping center day would be factorad down to represent -
an average dally traffic count which could be expected. In order to obtain
proper factors, it 13 necassary to comparz cach 24-hour count with a continvous
count scation. The spot 24-hour counc t have similar characteristics to the
roatinuous count station to which it is being compared.

In 22 attempt to provide more accurate continuous count stations, the City
of Wichita has entered into a contract with the Kansas Highway Commission to
provide 15 permanant count stations throughout the city. This program in its
entirety was just completed effective July 1, 1975. One of the earlier parman-
ent count stations installed was on Amidon, south of the Blg Arkansas River
Bridge. Looking at the traffic counts recorded by this count station for an
averaza day of the waek by month, it can be determined they vary from a low of
15,516 in January to a high of 21,113 in December. Average Saturday cowumts
range from a low of 17,826 in July to a high of 25,168 in December, - The highest
day counted during 1974 ranged from a low of 19,759 to a high of 27,563, This
last count occurred on December 23, a Monday. Obviously, this count would be
associated with the last minute Christmas shoppers.
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Mr. H. D. Bledsoa Paga 2 July 15, 1975

At the request of llanson Developmant Company, we conducted a traffic atudy
of the Marina Lakes Shopping Center eatrance on Auidon. A 24-hour tube count
taken on October 26, 1974 indicated 11,397 vehicles southbound, 10,574 vehicles
northbound, for a total of 21,971 vehicles on Amidon in front of the Straw Hat
Pizza Palace. This 24-hour count compares very favorably with the continuous
count station. BDased upon that traffic count, tue Traffic Engineering Division
informed the developer signalization was warranted at this time; it was sug—
gested the developer asgotiata a contract with aa outside firm to install tha
signal.

Getting back to the traffic counts we submitted to you, there is a differ-
ence between our 1972 flow map and our 1974 traffic flow map. In 1972, we
attempted to factor all 24-hour tube counts based upon a three-year continuous
count station located on 13th Street in the eastern part of Wichita. The
accuracy of applying this factor to all counts throughout the city of Wichita
would be somewhat in error. Due to the inaccuracy of applying 13th Street con=
tinuaus count station factors to all of Wichita, we decided that the 1974 traffic
flow map would report only 24-hour tube counts as recorded.by the counter. In
other words, the 1974 volumes were not factored to obtain averaga daily traffic.
In fact, the legend on the 1974 map reads, "1974 Traffic Volume Flow Map" while
the 1972 flow map is entitled, "1972 Traffic Volume Flow lMap, Average Annual
Daily Traffic".

At the request of the Planning Department, we reviewed your proposed center
for its traffic impact upon the existing street system. For background infor—
mation, we used information gathered over the last several years with regard to
trip generation rates based upon gross leaseable area. A summary of the traffic
volume study is contained within a report entitled, "Srudy of Traffic Character-
istics for Discount Stores and Community Shopping Ceaters"; this report is en—
closed. Under Table I of that report, "Comparative Data for Discount Shopping
Centers", the daily trip generation rate for Friday varied from a low of 40 to
a high of 89 trips per thousand square feet of gross leaseable area., The aver—
age on Friday was 63. Trip genaration rates for Saturday (usually the peak
shapping center day) recorded a low of 43 to a high of 103 with an averaga of
8l trips per thousand square feet of gross lecaseable area. The paak hour per—
centaga related to traffic volume counts recorded a low of approximately 10Z to
a high of 127 with an average of approximately 10,5%.

In an attempt to analyze peaking characteristice associated with discount
shopping centers, separate traffic counts were conducted at both Woolco stores
during their grand openings in September 1973. Trip generation rates associated
with these grand openings recorded a low of 102 to a high of 119 for an averaga
of 100 trips on a Friday. The peak hour rate for Friday was approximately 13%
of the average daily trips. The trip generation rate for Saturday varied from
a low of 133 to a high of 149 for an average of 139 trips per thousand square
feet of gross leaseable area. The peak lour percentage for a Saturday was 11.3.
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Ur. H. D. Bledsoa Page 3 July 15, 1975

If one were to assume that the area south of the Straw Hat Picca Palace
was to develop a simlilar commercial usage as occurred in the Woolco Shopping
Center complex, we could anticipate on an average Saturday approximately 81
trips per thousand square fecet of gross leaseable area. Dased upon this aver=—
age generation rata and the proposed retail space additfon of 111,000 square
feet, the proposed Parcel 6 would generate approximately an additional 9,000
cars on an average Saturday., A corresponding figure based upon averaga gener—
ation rates for a Friday (63) would indicate approximately 7,000 vehicles.
This figure could swell to approximately 15,000 duriag paak shopping center
days such as before Christmas, Easter, back-to-school sales, etc. Im short,
your proposed development could generate between 7,000 and 15,000 additional
trips to the general vicinity of 21st and Amidon.

Hopefully this information will help clarify the questions you had regard-

ing this mattar. If you have any further questions, pleasa feel free to con-
tact me.

Sincerely,

Paul B. Graves, P. E.
City Traffic Engineer

PBG/mgl
enc.
cc:R. W. Druggeman, Director of Public Works
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"ICHITA~-SEDGWICK COUNTY
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTHENT

MAPC Hearing Nate: 2-19=7€

Case No. 7-1832 Request- ‘B’ to 'BB" and "LC"
NP-23 ¥

Amendment to "arina TLake CUP
e e S e N Sl
Location: West side of Amidon north of Arkansas River.
bt e L et T e e T e e U e e e N e

Reason: "Property to the north is Light Commercial (Hanson's
Marina Lake Shopping Center) and the property east
of Amidon (Ritchie's Twin lLakes Center and office
park) is Light Commercial and office type zoning.
The original use for avpartment development is not
feasible because the subsequent high cost of mump-
up sand fill on the property makes the present 'R’
zoning too expensive for apartment develooment.
There is a greater need for small guality shoos
to complete the trade area.”

ChP - 60.%7 acres
Acres: ?=1232 - "BB" -~ 5,75 acres Size:
- "LC" - 7.33 acres (Irreqular)

Land Use Adjacent to ?cning Case

Marina Lake Shopping Center and Lake
Twin Lakes Shopping Center and Offices
Arkansas River (single family south of River)
Multipole family

2-0824 and DP--23 were two zone and Community Unit Plan Ap-
plications for the entire area of the former Dolese sandpit
area of approximately 60 acres which the Planning Commission
considered in 1967. Approximately 37 acres were requested
for "LC" and “C" and 24.5 acres were requested for “B". A
Community Unit Plan was submitted for both the commercial
and residential parts. The Planning Commission recommended
denial, without prejudice, however, after the City Commis-
sion heard the case, approximately 8 acres of "LC" and 22
acres of "B" were approved.
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Since the original CUP and zone change approval in 1967,
this is the seventh request for an amendment to the CUP
and seventh zone change request filed on the Marina Lakes
property. Although in the past we have included copies of
the Planning Commission and Board of City Commission
minutes regarding previous applications of subject propery
with the staff report to the Planning Commission, the
minutes package is now in excess of 500 pages and we have
not included all that material, Attached, you will find
the past Planning and City Commission minutes and histories
regarding amendment #6 which was essentially the same re-
quest that is now before you and was denied by the Board
of City Commissioners in July, 1975; minutes of requests
previous to that as well as the minutes regarding amendment
$#7 (which amended parcel #5 on 21st Street North) are on
file in our office and available for public review.

The apolicant has now submitted an amended CUP and zone
change application which proposes the following changes:

a. Increasing the size of parcel six from 3.07 acres to
7.72 acres and increasing the amount of light commer-
cial zoning approximately 7.72 acres.

Creation of a new parcel 8 with a maximum density of
18 units per acre on approximately 5.32 acres and a
change to the "BB" Office District on 5.32 acres with
professional offices, townhouses, and garden apartments
listed as the proposed uses.

The reduction in size of parcel 7 from 22.49 acres to
approximately 12.12 acres.

Increasing the total gross floor area of commercial
development permitted on this CUP by 117,734 square
feet and office gross floor area by 87,705 square
feet.

on July 22, 1976, the Planning Commission considered a re-
quest to amend the Sweetbriar Gardens Community Unit Plan
{DP-7) with a net increase of 13,760 square feet of addi-
tional commercial gross floor area. During that meeting,
discussion centered on the cumulative cffect of the large
amount of existing light commercial zoning on the major
street intersection of 2lst Street MNorth and Amidon, and
it was the unanimous action of the Planning Commission
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to recommend denial of that application. It should be
noted that the present application proposes an additional
117,734 square feet of commercial gross floor area (a 30%
increase over the 384,560 square feet currently permitted
: on the present Marina Lakes CUP) and 81,205 square feet of
# gross floor area for office development. The traffic

; Engineer has estimated that, in general, this type of
center would generate approximately 50 trips per day

per 1,000 feet of commercial gross floor area and 20
trips per day per 1,000 feet of office gross floor area.
Traffic on Amidon generated by the avproval of this appli-
cation would be an additional 7,510 trips per day. Such
development would severely impact traffic flow on both the
Anidon bridge to the south of subject property and the 2lst
Street North and Amidon intersection.

|
L

After reviewing the proposed amendment to the CUP and re-
quested zone change, the staff transmitted a letter to the
applicant's attorney on July 16, 1976, (copy attached to
Planning Commissioners) setting forth areas of major con-
cern which it was felt needed to be given serious considera-
tion prior to the applications being considered by the Plan-
ning Commission and City Commission. The plan as now sub-
mitted and the requested zone change have not been taken
into consideration the suggestions of the staff to not extend
the "LC" zoning to the river, number of buildings on parcel
#6 being limited to one, indicating more specific uses ior
parcel #6, reducing the maximum gross floor area, and pro-
visions for submitting landscaping plans and guarantees for
areas adjacent to the lake and river.

bl

Should the Planning Commission recommend the approval of the
zone change request and the amendments to the CUP, the follow-

ing conditions would be consistent with other approved CUP's:

a. The platting of parcels 6 and 8 within one year
from the date of approval by the Board of City
Commissioners or the zone case he considered
denied and closed.

Under General Provisions change Parcels #1 thru
#7 to Parcels #1 thru #9.

3 Aid the following to General Provision #2: A land-
scave plan for Parcels 1,4,6 and 8, indicating the
location, type and specifications of planting materials
shall be submitted for avproval of the Planning Depart-
ment and the Board of City Commissioners prior to the

1 issvance of any building permits on these parcels.

& ¢ Failure to maintain such landscaping in the approved

: manner shall constituts a violation of tha CUP.
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The development of this property shall proceed in accord-
ance with the development plan as recommended for approv--
al by the Planning Commission and approved by the govern-
ing body, and any substantial deviation of the plan, as
determined by the Supcrintendent of Central Inspection
and the Director of Planning, shall constitute a violation
of the building permit authorizing construction of the
proposed development.

My major changes in this development plan shall be re-
submitted to the Planning Commission and to the City
Commission for its consideration.

The transfer of title of all or any portion of the
land included within the Community Unit Plan does
not constitute a termination of the plan or any
portion thereof, but said plan shall run with the
land for development and be binding upon the present
owners, their successors and assigns unless amended.
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P e : following staff report:

PROM PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES OF FEDRUARY 13, 1975:

20a, Casc No. 7-1683 - Marina Lake Drive, Inc. requests change

TIY to "LC" for:
A tract in Government Lot 1 in the nw 1/4 of Scction 7,
Twp. 27-5, R=1-E, desecribed ous commencing at the NE cornex
of said Lot 1; thence south 0°04'05" west along the east
1ine of said Lot 1, 1120.32 fcet for a place of beginning;
thence north 88°12°'55" west, 130 fect; thence north
0°04708* cast 15 feet; thence south B9°56'09" west, 455.06
feet; thence north 54°26'07" west 194.13 feet; thence south
16°00" west to the left (north) bank of the Arkansas River;
thence south easterly along said left bank to the cast line
of said Lot 1; thence north 0°04'05" east B85 fect more or
less to the place of beginning. Generally lo on_the
wost side of Amidon in an area north

Case No. DP-23 (Amendment) - Marina Lake Drive, Inc. re-
guests approval of an amendment to the Community Unit Plan

as it relates to the following legally described propert:

All of Government Lot 1, in the NW 1/4 of Section 7, Tow

ship 27 South, Range 1 East, except that, part of said Govern-
ment Lot 1 which has been dedicated for public streets. A
gort.ion of the above described property has been platted

nto Lots 1 and 2 in Marina Lake Addition, Lot 1, Marina
Lake Third Addition, Lots 1, 2 and 3 in Marina Lake Fourth
Addition, and Lot 1 in Marina Lake Sixth Addition. Gener=

ally located at the southwest corner of 21st Street lorth
and Amidon.

GALBRAITH pointed out the area on the map and reviewed the

HISTORY . G .

2-0824 and DP-23 were two zone and Community Unit Plan applica-

. tions for the entire area of the former Dolese sandpit area of
- approximately 60 acres which the Planning Commission considared

in 1967. Approximately 37 acres were requested for "LC" and "C"

- and 24.5 acres were reguested for "B". A Community Unit Plan

was submitted for both the commercial and residential parts.

The Planning Commission recommended denial, without prejudice;
however, after the City Commission heard the case, approximately
8 acres of "LC" and 22 acres of “"B" was approved. The situation
at that time hinged on the impact of traffic on the arterial
system. 5 - >

On December 12, 1968, the Planning Commission considered an
application for an amendment to the CUP and request for an
increase of Parcel 1 from 3.57 acres to 9.13 acres of light
commercial zoning (2-1032). Action of the Planning Commission
was to recommend denial of both applications. The Board of
City Commissioners, however, at their meeting on January 21,
1969, approved both applications, subject to certain conditions.
Again, the impact of traffic on the arterial system was a prime

- consideration. (See attached minutes of November 14, 1968 and

December 12, 1_968 - Attachments 1 and 2.)

"On March 11, 1971, the Planning c;m-.-issi.on considered an appli-

cation for an amendment to the CUP and a request for an in-
crecase in the arca on Parcel 1 from 9.13 acres to 14.94 acres
of licht commercial zoning. Action of the Planning Commission
was to recommand approval of both requasts. This rccommenda-
tion was concurred in by the Board of City Commissioners on
March 30, 1971. (Sce attached P'lanning Commission minutes of
March 19, 1971, and City Commission minutes of March 39, 1971 -
Attachments 3 and 4.)

On January 25, 1973, the Planning Commicsion considered an
applicatior. for an amendment to the CUP and a request for an
additional amount of light commercial zoning - approximately




?7.33 acres and an approximate 5.75 acres of *np* Office zoning.
Action of the Planning Commission was to recomnend approval of
both requests; however, both applications were denied by the
city Commission on March 20, 1973, (Sec attached Planning
Commission minutes of January 25, 1973 and March 8, 1973, and
City Commission minutes of Fcbruary 27, 1973 and March 20,
1973 - Attachments 5, 6, 7 and 8.)

‘On September 4, 1973, as an off-agenda item, the Board of
City Commissioners considered the matter of litigatien and
zoning relative to Marina Lakes, Inc. ® The action of the
City Commission was to poxmit the applicant to refile the
application without cost, conditioned upon the litigation
being ended by dismissal of the suit and payment of the
court costs by Marina Lake Drive, Inc.

Based on this action, the zone case and CUP were advertised
for hearing and notices mailed without cost te the applicant,
Specifically, the applicant rcyuested approximately 7,33
acres of "LC" zoning and an additional 5.75 acres for
Office zoning. oOn October 11, 1973, the Planning Commission
considered and unanimously recommended approval of both re—
the City Commission referred the cases back
i i The Planning
d the cases on November 26, 1973, and
recommended by a vote of 5 in favor and 1° opposed, the approval
of both requests. fThe action of the City Commission was to deay
.both applications on December 11, 1973, (See attached Planning
. Commission minutes of October 11, 1973, and November 26, 1973,
and City Commission minutes of October 30, 1973 and December
11, 1973 - Attachments 9, 10, 11 and 12,)

The applicant is now requesting a change of zoning from "n*

Multiple-family to "LC" Light Commercial for a tract of land
containing approxiana_tely 7.33 acres. g

‘The CUP request proposes the following:

Increase in the size of Parcel 6 from 3.07 acres to
approximately 7.33 acres.

Creating a new Parcel 8 approximately 5.75 acres in size
with a maximum building height of 65 feet with proposed
uses to include high rise apartments, townhouses, and gar-
den apartments at a density not to exceed 18 dwelling units
per acre. . s .

becre;s:'mg the size of Parcel 7 from 22.49 acres to 12.79
. Bcres and a decreast in the proposed number of dwelling
units from 335 to 219.

Increasing the permitted squarc feet of retail space by
159,825 for a total of 544,385.

It should be pointed out that the plan as submitted in 1973
Proposcd a floor arca ratio for Parcel 6 of .35 or a total
©f 111,878 square fcot. The proposed floor arca has now been
substantially incrcased to +50 for a total of 159,825 square
feet.

The past history rcflects intensive discussion relative tr_:
this shopping center location and related traffic projections,
Traffic volumes on 21st Street and through the 21st=Amidon
interscction have continued to increcase as in cvidenced by

the following traffic counts.




Actual ADT aceuagm-
1970 1972

Amidon north of 21st Street 16,069 16,065
Amidon south of 2lst, Strcet 14,673 14,904
21st Strect cast of Amidon 13,659 17,278
21st Strect west of Amidon 8,832 12,141

The incrgase in these traffic ccunts on 21st street in 1972,
in part, must be attributed to the improvement of the strect
and the new bridge acress the ‘Arkansas River.

The Traffic Engineering Division advises that their latest 24-

hour traffic count on Amidon in the vicinity of the Marina

Lakes Shopping Center entrance were taken on Saturday, October

26, 1974. At that time traffic volumes on Amidon recorded 11,397
. vehicles southbound and 10,574 vehicles northbound for a total

Amidon count of 21,971.

They also advise that in checking their continuous traffic count
.station located just south of the Big Arkansas River bridge on
Amidon, average day of the week traffic counts ranged from a low
of 15,516 in January to a high of 21,113. Average Saturday counts
ranged from a low of 17,826 in July to a high of 25,168 in Decem~
ber. The highest day counts ranged from a low of 19,759 to a high
of 27,563 in December. ¢

They also advised that they had completed a study in early Novem=—
ber which indicated the warrants for signalization of Marina Takes
entrance to Amidon and have advised the developer that he should
consider a private contractor for installing this signal in the
near future. i 3

Arguments have been made in the past that regardless of in-

- egreased traffic, the west side of Amidon deserved a comparable
amount of "LC" zoning as granted to Twin Lakes to the east.’
The square footage of retail space now proposed for the west
(544,385) now compares with the 330,000 previously approved
for Twin Lakes. : . ,

As the existing "LC" is generally the same on both sides of
Amidon, any consideration of extending "LC" zoning should be
based on the submission of justification for additional need
of services. Some office zoning and development exists to the
east, the most compatible uses would be for Parcel 6 to be
developed for professional offices.

Although the area now designated as Parcel 8 was origjhally pro-
posed for townhouses and garden apartments, the proposed uses

‘now include high rise apartments with a maximum height of 65 feet.
Taking into consideration the newly constructed townhouses to

the west, the high quality single-family homes across the River
-and the shallowness of the Parcel, it would appear questionable
‘as to the feasibility or compatibility of high rise apartment
construction on this parcel. =

Visual qualities and the view of the rear of the existing build-
ings on Marina Lakes from the residential area south of the

River were discussed by the City Commission in 1973. They sug-
gested that proper coordination and beautification of Marina Lakes
be considered to meet the needs of the property owners in the area.
The plan now states that "A landscape plan for Parcels 6 and 8,
indicating the location, type, and specifications of planting
materials, shall be submitted to the Planning Department for ap-
pxgv.‘:} prior to the issuance of any building permits on these par-
cels.

Should the Planning Ccmmission recommend the approval of the
zone change request and the amcndments to the cUP, the fol=-
1w::.ng conditions would be consistent with other approved

CUP's: g
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The platting of ?nrgs 6 and 8 within ‘onc year £
the datc of approval by the Doard of City Commissioncrs,
or the zonc case be considered denicd and closed.

Amend General Provision §#1 to read a.m follows: "Si
Control: Signs as permitted by the zoning district.”

Delete comment 17 under Parcel 7 as this will be controll-
ed by gmonded G.P. #1 above.

Add a General Provision #7 to read as follows: Fire lane
easements shall be provided in accordance with Section
15,01.055 Code of the City of Wichita.

Under Parcel 8 add the following: "8. A Homes Associa-
tion Agrecment providing for the maintenance of non=public
common areas, parking areas, private drives, community
facilities, lake, fence, etc., shall be submitted with the
final plat for Parcel 8 provided the dwelling units are to
be owner occupied.

The development of: this property shall proceed in accord-
ance with the development plan as recommended for approval
by the Planning Commission and approved by the governing
body, and any substantial deviation of the plan, as deter-
mined by the Superintendent of Central Inspection and the
Director of Planning, shall constitite a violation of the
building permit authorizing construction of the proposed
development. i ;

Any major changes in this development plan shall be re-
submitted to the Planning Commission and to the City Com-
mission for its consideration.

The transfer of title of all or any portion of the land
included within the Community Unit Plan does not con-
stitute a termination of the plan or any portion thereof,

_ but said plan shall run with the land for development and
be binding upon the present owners, their successors and
assigns, unless amended.

EVERETT FETTIS, attorney for the applicants, spoke in support
of the requests, and said that two years ago in connection with re=
zoning in the Marina Lakes area, a petition was signed by about

400 residents in the general area, expressing approval of the change
to "LC". Further, a half dozen letters were submitted from real
estate people and developers recommending the need for additional
commercial in the Marina Lake area, and approval of this reguest-

_ ed zone change would round out the Marina Lake area for develop-

ment. ¥ <

FETTIS relatcd that his client has never had an interest in
the apartment arca west of ‘the lake (Parcel #7), and is only seek-
ing the "LC" requested (Parcel 26), and an amendment for Parcel
§8 as included in the CUP, to provide for highrise apartments.

It was the opinion of FETTIS that the claim of traffic in-
crease is not valid particularly, because there will be free flow
of traffic throughout the cntire CUP arca, and a private road-
way will be located along the south linc next to the River from
Amidon and extending west to Meridian and north to exit on 21st
Strect. o 5

As for open space, FETTIS said there will be 80% open spa;:c

" 4n the cntire CUP, and that landscaping will be provided accord-

ing to the spccifications previously submitted to the City Com-
mission and Planning Commission. A e e 1DES

iFETTIS next rcferred to the‘cor;parison of squarc footage

‘as shown in !l.hc staff report, and suggested that when comparing

mounts _of light cow 1, other arcas of the city should be
A Ll

ot




T e,

P

Rock Road and Kellogg 1%0.000 aquare fect of floor spaco has 1
been approved, while Marina Lake and Twin Lakes combined amounts -
to only alightly over 500,000, Also, approval of this request
would total 69 acres of "Lc" at thio intersection, while at Kel=-
logg and Rock Road there are 184 acres of "LC",
PP o .
- “A8 for increased traffic, FETTIS maintained that the addition _i
. of additional businesses in this location will not necessarily
affect the traffic in proportion to the increase, because by dovel-
opment of subject area, it will round out the shopping services and
make additional services available to people who already shop in
the centers at 21st and Amidon. Mo did not consider it valid to
8Buggest that this will generate additional traffic in connection
with total development, but really will only provide additional
facilities for shoppers already doing business at the centers,

3 FETTIS brought out the fact that this Commission has voted
. three times on this issue, recommending approval twice by a unani-
‘mous vote and the third time with only one dissenting vote, ;

: In further discussion, it was pointed out that the major ! ?
' entrance to subject tract is oppositc the entrance into tha of- ¥ 4
fice ana pParking lot on the ecast side of Amidon, and that open [N 2 3
8pace must be 70% of the "LC" becausc under a CUP, ground cover- : e,
aga by structures is limited to 30%. GRAGERT did not consider the ; 4
70% as open space when it could be used for parking. le asked if :
the group interested in riverfront development had responded in an:
:;y to this developrent plan, and GALLRAITH said they had not to his
owledge. - :

S R

Y H. D. CHITHOOD, 2500 Columbine, spoke as Chairman of the
recently organized Two Rivers Neighborhood Association, and 8
Pecple stood to indicate their opposition to the request.
WOOD said they arc compel. 4 to go the organization route because ; 5
of the persistence of dovedl ers in petitioning for zoning and Woreits
amendnents to the CUP. lle said two of the Committee Chairmen of " i
. the organization would speak with respect to concems on traffic i1 7 o
- and land use. :

N ey

CHARLES EBY, 2212 Bella Vista (south of the River), sailad his
Principal concemn was related to the quality of the development and
the increased traffic which can be cxpected. MNe thought the devel-
oper was entitled to receive a reasonable return on his investment,
but since the area is already zoned for apartments, and the apart-
Ments in Twin Lakes seem to be doing well, was in favor of similar

. @eveloprient on the application property. He said the residents
are proud of the Twin Lakes developnent and glad to have it as a
Part of the neighborhood, but ware not particularly proud of’the:
Marina Lake development. 3

would be created by additional light commercial development.

EBY next related the fact that there are 200,000 square feet
- of floor area occupied and 30,009 square feet alrcady zoned, and
if the present request is approved, this would result in 550,000
Bquare feet, which would alrost triple the amount of square feet
that is alrcady developed on iarina Lale alone,.

He commented that maybe additional "IC" will not generate
traffic in direct proportion to the incroase, it is bound to genar=
ate at least some more. lie sald that after opening of the Woolco
Store, traffic on McLean from the south increased from 14,000 vehi-

. cles per day to 21,000, which he considered very substantial,

-

Mg a resident of the arca, EDY referred to the investment
‘Which he and others in the area have in their hom:s, and yet they
must have Marina Loke, a rather ‘unattractive center where the
-7 upkacp and maintenance is not good. - .

-



If thero in a nou@: more "LC* zoning, EDY sugrr&ud tho
applicant make uae of the 100,000 potential square feot in the
conter not now developed. lle maintainod that .there are 10 differ-
ent arveas in the center which could ba occupicd by various shops,
and also, he has been told by the Manager of the store, that tho
grocery store will be leaving the Center. ; A

EDY also referred to the availability of space in the Sweet-
briar Center and the Atlantic Thrift Duilding on the northwest
and northeast corners of this intersection, and stressed the fact
that there is pctually a tremondous amount of vacant light commer-
clal space at this intersection. He also referred to the fact that
other centers are suffering from lack of ten ts, Eastgate, as an
example, o

In closing remarks, EBY hoped the arca would be developed with
attractive apartments which would be lucrative to the-applicant as
well as desirable to the residential neighborhood.

When questioned by one of the Commissioners, EBY said the
riverbank has not been beautified.

EDITHl LEFLER, 2520 North Richmond, pointed out that the Level
of Service for traffic moverent at this major intersection now is
E, where one must wait through four or more cycles, She said it
was her understanding that if this is granted, an additional sig-
nal will be installed at the entrance to Anidon, which would impede
traffic even more, because it would make three traffic lights en
“Amidon between the north end of the bridge and 21st Street.

In fact,

i ently zoned commercial Space
is becoming available daily or weekly, and the developer cannot
Justify this additienal request for light i zoning on the
basis of nced. Nor can it be justified by comparing the area to
the light commercial in Twin Lakes, since it is already more than
that zoned in Twin Lakes, which has been the regular plea over the
past several years. . 2

2 In consideration of the many residents of the general area,
PHELAN asked that the request be denied, and when asked if he would
approve zoning if the additional "LC" could be justified by need,
PHELAN s he would not - that apartment developrent would be mora
beneficial. He referred also to the increase in vehicles which
could be anticipated if this is approved.

H. D. BLEDSOE, representing the applicants, pointed out the
free flow of traffic through the CUP by tracing on the plan the
8several private roads in the CUP, and the fact that it would be
freeflowing from Amidon to 21st Strect through the Center. He main-
tained this was much better and a different situation than at Twin
Lakes, where there are only two ways of exiting from the Center.

BLEDSOE next referred to the petition submitted in connection
with the previous request, which petition contained between 400 and
500 names of people in the area, who had indicated their opposition
tg more apartment development, and a Preference for light comrer-
cial, E K AT

As for who is going to pay for possible street improverent

as a result of increased traffic, ALCDSOE pointod out that prop-
erty owners of the llarina Lake area have dedicated and paid for im-
provement of the right turn lane from 2lst Strect onto Amidon, while
in a sindlar situation on 13th Street, the City at large absorbed
the cost. | BLEDSOE also pointed out that when subject property was
owned by Dolese 3rothers, the west half of Anicden rigit-of-way had
never been paid for by them, so it was paid for by the then owners
of the arca to the extent of $18,000, although the Twin Lakes Cen-
ter has never paid for its portion Further, instcad of putting

ks
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an entrance from Marina Lake-gpposite the ono from Twin io3 onto

* Amidon, the city requined it be movad down to the sou ond,

yet in less than a year a new traffic signal waa installed the
Twin Lokes outlet. In the developrent of Marina Lake, a private
rondway will be provided by thc Marina Lake development the full .
length of their dovelopment on the west side of Amidon from 21st
Street to the bridge. In surmary of this particular point of
strcets, DLEDFOE said three lanes have been provided, all at the
expense of the property owner. .

3 BLEDSOL next spoke with respect to the beauty of the devel-
opment of the Marina Lake Center, and displayed an architect's
drawing of the original proposal, which was vory attractive. At
the time of initial plans and reguest for zoning, however, only a
emall portion was approved, for light comwercial, and the developer
had no alternative but strip develcpment. And any future ap-
provals of rczoning have been piccemecal, so that it has been dif-
ficult to actually develocp an overall beautiful center.

BLEDSOL referred to the amendment of the Towne East CUP and
a recent article by the Traffic Ingineer in which it was stated
that 60,000 vehicles per day would be added to the traffic at Rock
Road and Kellogg if the 20 acres more of "LC" were granted, which
would be twice the volumz at 21st and Amidon.

on Octcber 26, 1974, traffic was 21,971; and if capacity is

17,000 then the street is running about 125% of capacity right now.

BLEDSOE pointed out further that Seneca and Pawnee is run=-
ning 141% of capacity and yet the City Commission has indicated it

3 _ would lock with favor on additional "LC" from Pawnze south to I-235.

 GRAGERT asked if the free flow traffic would also apply
the highrise area, and Bledsoe said that it would. ;

BLEDSOE sald they are not asking for a change in zoning on A

- Parcel £8, but only to add highrise units to be permitted, and for

only 18 units per acre,  He pointed out that where the lake bank
comes in, they would have the choice of either filling in that area
and building on a low scale, or going highrise, and develop marine
docks and beautification. 1SR . 4

RISING said he would like to hear an appraisal of the traffic
situation from the Traffic Engineer, and his recommendation.

PAUL GRAVES, Traffic Engineer, said a count taken in October
of 1974, indicated 11,397 vehicles southbound on Amidon and 10,574
northbound, or a total of 21,900, the count being taken at the south

. entrance (Straw Hat Pizza). Traffic on the driveway itself,ranged

from 4,500 to 5,000 at that samd time, which would give around

' 26,000 cars in that location. Based upon the total developiment,

Marina Lake would be something over 544,000 square feet, and if
this development does take place, it would surpass Twin Lakes,
which is about 330,000 square fecet.

GRAVES said they have made many traffic studies in this

‘area as well as for other areas in the City, and that this inter=-

section operates from Level of Service A (vhich is excellent),
during off hours, dovm to Level of Service D during heavy traffic
times where one must wait through three or four signal cycles to
clear the intersection. ¢

*  The cntrance at Twin Lakes on Anidon was planned for signali-
zation initially as traffic warranted, and the Center paid for
the installation and equipment, but it is owned and maintained by
the City. le continued that there is also an agrecment to make
puch an inastallation across the street when traffic warrants it,
and it has now rcached that figurc, and due to the work load, he
has suggested Lo the llarina Lake Center authorities that they seck

outside contract for the installation, which would be the same
type of operation as at the Twin Lakes entrancao. e

TN
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GRAVES continucd that 4 devolopmont oceurs as envisioned,
it will ada about 5,000 more cara 3 but about
half will come from the area by shoppers going to
more than onc storc, It was his opinion that during special days
(Christmas), the interscetion would be overloaded. g

When asked what would be hecessary to alleviate the traffic
Bituation, GRAVES paid Several years aco a detailed study was
made of this arca, and it was concluded that 21st Street would
have to be refrproved to six through lancs (threec in each direc-
tien), plus a double

- SAVINA asked if the 25th Street Thurway would rclieve the
traffic somewhat, and GRAVES said if it is developed as a limited
expressway, it would relieve the load on 21st Street considerably,
and the Canal Route would probably intercept some of the K-36
traffic, but doubted that it would have a significant affect,

oM ﬁAII’EI!,
section has been

+ BLEDSOC spcke again, and said that 21st Strect was rebuilt only
two or three Yyears ago, and that Amidon is only eicht years old, and
questioned if Amidon was so i City that a
©wner cannot use it,
glven to -he possibili
developed at this intersection
Bquare fcet approved for "LC" at Kellogg and Rock Roazd. He stressed -
again the fact that the Marina Lake developers built the third lane
all the distance from 21st Street South to the bricee, as well as 5
the fact that with approval of this request thero will be only 69

acres of "LC" on all four corners as compared to 184 at Kellogg and
Rock Road. 2 :

RISING expressed concorn for the "nibbling" or piecemealing
ning and developrent in this area, and a desire to rake a
don once and for all so that it would not be’ coming back for

consideration from tire to time,

BLEDSOE repeated the fact that they Previously submitted a
landscape Plan which had been accepted by the City, and which he
wWould expect to carry out. BLEDSOE contended that as requested
is the most logical zoning of all because it is adjacent to light
comrercial, ¢ a main thorofare, has free flow of traffie throuch
the center, and further, he guaranteed that he would never ask for
any additional light commercial in the centor part (Parcel @8).

GA'.RDJ.-.'.\IHIRE was confused'that there should be a petition simed

i by over 400 residents of the general arca in favor of the change,
and yet the Neighborhood Association appears to be opposed.

JORN SHEARZR, 2423 Benjamin Drive, said she had been invelved
in this rmatter since 1967, a she understood that when the peti-
tion was subrittrd to residents, it was on the basis of "wourld you
rather have comrercial or low cost housing type development” and
naturally the residents favored commercial. ;i

BLEDSOE said the petition was obtaired in 1973 and he read
from the petition wherain it was stated a desire for anproval of
"IC" so construction could start imrediately to provide rore shop=-
Ping facilitics.

BAYOUTH wondored if there could be a compromise to regsult
- dn apartments aleng the River, so that reaidents on the Bouth

8ido of the River would not have to look into commercial develop-
ment, 3 - . :

5 5

S




F o TR L E

BLEDSOD pointed out ’Qt. a roadway is planned along Qo bank,
and that the landscape plan calls for beautdfication,

PHELNY spoke again and inquired why the amplicant doc’s not

“develop tlie 180,000 square feet potential already zoned, As for
the third traffic lane provided from the Marina Lake arca, PHELAN
considerad it a death lane because of the difficulty in using it
z:bting into the Harina Lake area. As for comparisons with other

tersections, PLELAN maintained that they are not concerncd with
what traffic is elsewhere, but in this case, in order to get out
of the area, one must usually go through the intersection of 215t
and Amidon. As for the River being a buffer, it offers no visual
8creening, and sound frem the shopping center carries uch more
readily across water.

TAYLOR asked why theyﬂour arca had been incroased on i’aroe!.
#6 from that indicated in 1973, GALBRAITH responded that he could

hot answer why the applicant had increased the\percentaga.

GRAGERT indicated that in spite of all the discussion and
arguments in favor, he could not accept the theory that "because
Jdor got it, why can't I", and in defensc of the tra<fic situation,
@pparently the applicant feels that he is entitled to all the ~
pProblems of traffic beyond strect capacity the same as soma other
:lnf.crsections, as well as any benéfits, if there ara any.

MOTION: That the Planning Commission recomrend
to the City Commission that these two cases be
denied. Gragert moved. )

commented that if the initia)l plan for development of

: TAYLOR
the Marina Lake area had been accepted years ago, it would not have

been forced to develop piecemeal ard the Commission would not be in
its present Predicarent, She had hoped it was being submitted on
the same basis as before, but the increase in floor ratio is of
eoncern to her, and she asked if there might be a Possibility it
could be adjusted downward.

Gardenhire seconded the above notion,

3 FETTIS said if the Conmission desired that the floor area

- ‘be reduced bacl: to what it was before,lhis eclient would agree

to it, whieh would be 111,878 square feot.

SAVINA considerca this a natural cormmarcial center and sug-
gested that devalopmant of gpartments in the present zoning would
actually generate as much ¢ waercial development, and
apartment type traffic woul. ight long, while commer=
cial would not, 3 : ; i

YOTR ON Anov:-iorrou: - YMotion lost by a vote
of 3 in favor (Gragirt, Gardenhire ané Zayouth)
and 6 opposed (Goebel, Xamen, Rising, !opper,
Taylor and Savina). (llennessy absent,) "
HOTION: That the Planning Cormission recomrend
to thc City Comnission that 2-16£3 be approved, and
that the associated Community Unit Plan (op-23
amendrent) be approvad, subject to the following
conditions: g .
The platting of Parcals 6 and 8 within one year frem the
Cate of approval by the Board of City Comniscioners; or
@ Zone case be considered denied and closed.

Arend General Provision #1 to recad as follows: "Sign
Control: Signs as permitted by the zening ci icEL™

Delete comrent #7 under Parcel 7 as this will be control-
ed by amended G.P. £1 abova e T A

Ada u-'_cc.ncr-n.;l. Provision £7 to rcad as -follows ire lanc




SONE CIANSE REQUEST
£-1603 & D¥-2)

Tverett Fattis

"yom Halfeh

Dean Ritchis

COMMIEZIONERS PROCIZEDINGS

March 11, 1975

Report from the Metrepolitan Area Plamning Comalscion (Case Kunbar
2-1803 and DF-23) in regard to zonc change from maltiple faally dvalling disirict

to light commezcial on the wast wido of Anidon in an arsa morth of tha Arkan

River, presented.

Planning Cormisalon recormendod that tho zona change and Community
unit Flan ba approved subject to tho conditions reflected in tho tramsmitial

Im‘l provided to tho Commissioners Ly the Planaing Lrpartment.

3 Mote: 24.25X of the property within 200 feet i# representcd by valid -

protast potiti-ns which have heen filed as provided by law. Tharaforc, a 4/5ths
'ng. on the part of tho Cily Coraission will Lo required in order to spprova

the zona change.

Everelt Fett A:‘l'ﬂﬂﬂ for the ajjlicant, requested that the zone
ange be returnod to

Yom Kalfch, hoacovanr {n the ares l‘bjletcll Lo the zona chanje.
“ stated that the residents were not within elig:
petition and the business cstablishments on ||-= cart side of Laidon
the petition as a faver te Lhe neighborheod arca.

Desn Ritchie stated that his main objoction wvac the traffic prnﬁ.!.:-
‘and what the roning wvould add.

SDONNELL EXCUSED 3 o

n Shearer, reprascnting the Tvo Rivers Nalghbochosd Atsociation,
presented I oRoup o patitiens ssatast the rercaing.

Stevons roved to reccive and file the petitions. Kotion carfied
4o,

She further stated there are nine (9) capty busincss locations in
Lakes at this tima plus other e=pty stores in the area. The
50 objecting to the increase in traffic that the =onw :h.ngl.\a 14 ¢

Donnell Bived that the application bn returned te KATC for recon-
slderation, The Cily Comiszion Llates the following Tewonn for its sction.

1. With the suggested vording that & tranafer of title doea not
constitute a temination of a plan or any portion thereaf, tha develojment of
the property thall proceed in accordance with the n.v-mnm. rlon, any
substantial deviation as deternined could constitute a violation of the Luilding
- permit., B

2. Thero has been an fnadequate showing of any nred or justifiention
for pdditional 1 to serve the arca ard that the additivnal L.C xould irpose a

.\Dllllr unreasonalile deoand on the strect and bridge system in the area and
A was granted iU would he the first occauien in 20 - 40 years Uit 1
* has Loen granted on a rivee hank.

3, The Conmitsion suggrited that the apactnent heights not ba
vaived for partial 6.

. Motfon carried 4 to 1. Steveas ©

e




Under Parcel @ add ‘tho llowing: "0. A Nomen Mmaocd.
tion Agrecwent providaii ) for the maintenance of non-pbic
common axens, parking arcas, private drives, comnmunity
facilitics, lake, fenco, ete., shall bo submitted with the
final plat for Parccl 0, provided the dwelling units are to
be owner occupied. f 3

Amending the floor m".'cn ratio undor Pardc:l. 6 to not exceed
358, or a total of 111,878 square feat. e

The develof:menr. of this property shall Proceed in accord-
ance with the development Plan as recomrmended for approval
by the Planning Commission and approv:d by the govering
body, and any substantial deviation of thc plan, as detor-
mined by the Superintendent of Central Inspection and the
Director of Planning, “shall constitute a violation of the
building permit authorizing construction of the proposcd
development. .

Any major changes in this development plan shall be re-
submitted to the Planning Commission and to the city com-
mission for its consideration.

The transfer of title of all or any portien of the land
included within the Community Unit Plan does not con—
stitute a termination of the plan or any portion thereof,
but said plan shall run with the land for devalopment and
binding upon the Present owners, their successors and
assigns, unless amended. =

Savina moved, Hopper seconded and it carried by
‘& vote of 6 in favor (Savina, Hopper, Taylor,
Goebel, Rising and Kamen) and 3 opposed (Gragert,
Gardenhire and Bayouth) . (Hennessy absent.)

e e e e e e e e e e e e . s o i et

EXCERPT FROM PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES OF APRIL 10, 1975:
-__-_ﬁ_——'_*,_'*'.—*-—-——._

Case No. 1683 - Marina Lake Drive, Ine. requests,change
"

8a.
from "B" to BB for:

A tract in Government Lot 1 in the N7 1/4 of Sec. 7, T™Wp. 27-S, R-
commencing at the NE corner of said Lot 1; thence south 0°04'05"
west along the east line of said Lot 1, 1120.32 ft. for a place of
beginning; thence north BB°12'55" west 130 ft. thence north 0°04'05"
east 15 f£t.; thence south 89°56'09%, west 455.06 ft.; thence north
54°26'07" west 251.68 ft.; thence north 70°56'58" west 959,77 ft.;
thence south 12°11'35" yest, 282.9 £t. more or less to the left (north)
bank of the Arkansas River; thence southeasterly along said left

It:_an!: to the east: line thence north 0°04'05" cast 895

t. ks

0°04 105"

place of ginning; thence north 88°12'55" west, 130 ft.; thence
north 0°05'05" east 15 feet; thence south 89°56'09" west 455,06
feet; thence north 54°26197" west 194.13 feet; thence south 16°00"
west to the left (north) bank of the Arkansas River; thence south=
easterly along said left bank to the east line of said Lot 1; thence
. north 0°04'0s5" east, 885 feet more or less to the Place of beginning;

and c!mngie from wpw to "LC" for:

A tract in Government Lot 1 in the NW 1/4 of Scec. 7, ™wp. 27-S, R-1-E,
described as commencing at the NE corner of sald Lot 1; thence south
0°04'05" west along the east line of said Lot 1, 1120,32 ft. for a
*  Place of beginning; thenca north A8°12'55" west, 130 fect; thence
=-north 0°04'05" cast 15 fe thence south 89°57'09" west, 455,00
fcet; thence north 54°26'g7" west 194.13 feet; thence south 16°00"
s West to the left (north) bank of the Arkansan River; thence south-
,-easterly along-said left bank to the cast line of said Lot 1; thence
apE 3




north 0°04'05" east 885 .t more or less to the place eginning.

All generally locatcd on'wde west side of Amidon in an north

[ e Arkansas River. i

8b. Case No. DP-23 - Marina Lake Drive,.Inc. requests ap;.u:oval. of
an amendment to CUP for the following tract:

All of Government Lot 1, in the NW 1/4 of Section 7, Twp. 27-S,
RIE, except that part of said Government Lot 1 which has been
dedicated for public streets. A portion of the above described
Property has been platted into: Lots 1 and 2 in Marina Lake
Addition, Lot 1, Marina Lake Third Addition, Lots 1, 2 and 3 in
Marina Lake Fourth Addition, and Lot 1 in Marina Lake Sixth Addi-
ton. Generally located at the southwest corner of 21st Street
North and Amidon.

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

" Comments

ant is now requesting a change of zoning from "B"

amily to "LC" Light Commercial for a tract of land
containing approximately 7.33 acres, and to "BB" Office, for
& tract of land containing approximately 5.75 acres.

The CUP request proposes the following:

Increase in the size of Parcel 6 from 3.07 acres to
approximately 7.33 acres. 4 3

Creating a new Parcel 8 proposed for "BB" Office zoning,
approximately 5.75 acres in size with a maximum building
height of 35 feet with proposed uses to include professional
offices, townhouses, garden apartments at a density not to
exceed 18 dwelling units per acre. The proposed square feet
of office space is 125,293 at a ratio of 50%.

Decreasing the size of Parcel 7 from 22,49 acres to 12.79
acres and a decrease in the proposed number of dwelling
units from 335 to 219, - &
Increasing the permitted sguare feet of retail space by
111,878 for a total of 496,438,

Should the Planning Commission recommend the approval of the

zone change request and the amendments to the CUP, the fol-

lowing conditions would be consistent with other approved

CUP's:

a. The platting of Parcels 6 and 8 within one year from
the date of approval by the Board of City Commissioners,
or the zone case be considered denied and closed.

b. Decrease the floor area ratio on Parcel to 35% for
office development,

The development of this property shall proceed in accord-
ance with the development plan as recommended for approval
by the Planning Commission and approved by the governing
body, and any substantial deviation of the plan, as detor-
mined by the Superintendent of Central Inspection and the
Director of Planning, shall constitute a violation of the
building pormit authorizing construction of the proposcd
development, - b

Any major changes in this development plan shall be re-
submitted to the Planning Commission and to the City Com-
mission for its consideration.

The transfer of title of all or any portion of the land

included within the Community Unit Plan does not constit-

ute a termination of the plan or any portion thercof, but
id shall—r i c—land—or-develo)

“
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BAYOUTII said he ﬁa abstain from voting on t:hisase
because he is a landow in the immediate area.
EVERETT FETTIS, attorney for the applicant, said the.request
been amended and he was hopeful that this would be the last
time zoning in the Marina Lake area would have to be considered.
S said that after re-examination of the matter, and he thought
in fairness to the Commission, it was decided
property involved in the amen;
zoning. He said they have no i but thought
it should be considered for s time,

FETTIS said that while several comments were made at the city
Commission hearing concerning a surplus of area already zoned
light commercial, they have found from knowledgeable People in the
field of development and investments i
commercial Property, and h
newspaper where

- they had been

exceeds the supply. Property is
most logically suited to further "LC" and "pp" development when one
considers the natural barrier of the river and other factors.

When questioned as to whether or not efforts had been made to
compromise with those who had appeared in opposition, FETTIS said
they have made no effort as there is no real basis on which an
agreement can be reached, He said the opposition is entitled to
their opinions and he recognized their right to appear and make
known their cbjections; however, he did not feel the results of
approval of this request would be as serious as the residents in
the area think. 3

- MARY PHELAN, 2243 Cardinal, speaking for the Twin Rivers Neigh-
borhood Association, said there had been no contacts made:- with any
Of the residents to meet with the applicant or the attorney™ She

reported that the association has 73 paia membership families in the
area between i Little Rivers, 15th and 25th

and that a protest petition containing 426 signatures

with the City Commission asking that this request be denied.

Reasons given for their opposition were the serious traffic volume
increase which would occur; the fact that there are Presently vacant
buildings in the Marina Lake area; the applicant in the past has
Pleaded for as much "Lc" zoning as at Twin Lakes, and now the Ppresent
Zoning in the Marina Lake area is in excess of the "LC" at Twin Lakes,
and yet the applicant is requesting 111,000 square feet more of
potential floor area. PHELAN also indicated 2 desire for protection
of the riverbank as a natural resource. Further, the guality of the
Present buildings in the Marina Lake Center have not been an asset

to the neighborhood.

the request
the original ap-

MARY BELLUMO, 2245 Bullinger, said they in the area are in
favor of growth, but that it should be orderly, and they feel an
investor is entitled to a reasonable rate of return on his invest~
ment, but in this case, such has already been reached, and she con-
sidered this reéquest unrcasonable which would result
in an unreasonable rate of re:

‘of the neighborhood, and she

would be fair. apartments

than 35 feet in height. She said they
would gencrate more traffic than apart-
eded much more than commercial and

——— 3 o -

"MOTION: That the Planning Commission ‘recom-
‘mend to the City Commiscion that 2-1683 be
approved for “LC" and "pp"

‘that the amended pp-

_the following

'
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The platting of Parcels 6 and 8 within one year from the
date of approval by the Board of City Commissioners; ar the
zone case be considered denied and closed.

Decrease the floor area ratio on Parcel B to 358 for office
development.

The develppment of this property shall proceed in accordance
with the development plan as recommended for approval by the
Planning Commission and approvéd by the governing body, and
any substantial deviation of the plan, as determined by the
Superintendent of Central Inspection and the Director of

Planning, shall constitute a viclation of the building per-
mit authorizing construction of the proposed development.

Any major changes in this development plan shall be resub-
mitted to the Planning Commission and to the City Commis-
sion for its consideration.

The transfer of title of all or any portion of the land in-
cluded within the Community Unit Plan does not constitute

a termination of the plan or any portion thereof, but said
plan shall run with the land for development and be binding
upon the present owners, their successors and assigns, un=

less amended.

Savina moved.

HENNESSY asked what else the property could be useable for
if not as requested, and KAMEN assumed that it could be used as
now zoned.

Taylor seconded the above motion for the
sake of discussion. %

Hopper arrived.

GALBRAITH brought out the fact that the staff report had
suggested a reduction of the gross square footage of floor area
for the "BB" parcel and the fact that the attorney for the appli-
cant had not spoken concerning this fact. FETTIS said he would
agree to such reduction if the staff felt it should be done.

GOEBEL asked how the acreage of light commercial at this cor-
ner compared with that at the other three cocrners. GALBRAITH said
he had not checked specifically, but recalled that at Twin Lakes
there is approximately 330,000 square feet of approved floor area
and if this request is approved it would result in approximately
496,000 square feet of floor area in the Marina Lake Center.

CHAIRMAN KAMEN brought out the fact that apartments could pos=-

-gibly create more traffic than "LC" inasmuch as there could be

more traffic day and night whereas commercial traffic would be more
or less limited to daylight hours.

VOTE ON ABOVE MOTION: Carried by a vote of 6
in favor (Savina, Taylor, Hopper, Gocbel, Kamen,
and Hennessy) and 1 opposed (Gardenhire). Ba-
youth abstained and Gragert and Pising were
absent. 5
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20NE CHANGE REQUE!
2-1683 & DP-23

Chief Planner

Amandment to motie
carried

== carried -

COMMISSIONERS PROCEEDINGS

april 29, 1975

Report from Metropolitan Arca P! .lnnhlﬂ Commission {(Case Numbar 2-1683
& DP-23) in regard to zonc chango from "B* to "BB* and *Lo® and approval of
amendment to DP-23 an arca generally located on tha west side of Anmidon in an
area north of the Arkansas River, prescnted. i

Planning Commission recommended approval subject to tha conditions
(February 13, 1975)
a8 outlined in the/MAPC minutes provided to the city Commissionsrs. NOTE: valid

protest petitions of 13.16% have been submitted. ‘The percentage is not suffi-
elent to require a 4/5ths vote on the part of the City Commission in order to
approve tha zone change.

Chief Planner reviewed tha application and stated thot the matter
was readvertiscd and reheard and nmcndconts made. He reviewed the proposed
davelopment and density involved and thae changes to the developmant plan, He
pointed out that previocusly the Ppercentage of protests excacded 20%, however,
the applicant area has now been enlarged and has roduced that Percentage.

hanahan moved that the application bo returned to the Motropolitan
Area Planning Commission for its rcconsideration: The following reasons being
that “Lc” {s determined to be inappropriate land use policy for this area
adjacent to the river and the Planning Commission should take this into con-
sideration for any futuro zoning applications, including this application.

Commissionar Donnell expressed the opinion that if the river is part
of the City boundary then the City Commission or sema Body should have juris-
diction or a vote whei: land comes up for zoning along the river to represent
the public. He requested th: the Planning Commission submit a policy determin-|
ing if the amount of frontage reprasonted on thic petition is appropriate for
the kind of setbacka along the river in its entirety, what would bo ideal sot-
backs along the river and how to protect the river from development so it can
be used by the public.at large.

Peters moved an amendment to the motion that no further amendments
be accopted on this application and this application be cemploted and any
additional amandments or desires on tho applicants part should be filed as a
new application. Amondment carried 4 to 0,

Main motion as amonded carried 4 to 0.

&
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EXCERPT FROM PLANNING COMMISSION MINTUES OF June 12 197532
_— -0 VB l1&, JV

10 Case No. 2-1683 - Marina Lake Drive, Inc. requests change from
B* to "BB" for: (See excerpt of minutes of April 10, 1974
for legal description.) And change from "B" to "LC" for: (See
excerpt of minutes of April 10, 1974 for legal description) .

Gencrally located on the west side of Amidon in an area north
of the Arkansas River.

.
Case No. DP-23 (Amendment) - Marina Lake Drive, Inc. requests
mval of an_amendment to the Community Unit Plan as it
relates to the following described pProperty: (See excerpt of
minutes of April 10, 1974 for legal description) . Generally
located in an arca on the west side of Amidon in an_area
north of the Arkansas River. 2

. GALBRAITH pointed out that the Commission has considered these
two applications twice before (in February and April of this year).
(See minutes of those two meetings for original discussion and
action. He pointed out the area being considered, noting specific-
ally that the request for "LC" would be an additional 111,000 square
feet of gross leaseable area, and that the request for "BB" is to
accommodate development of townhouses, garden apartments and offices
to a maximum height of 35 feet.

T T AW W

et o

i GALBRAITH recalled that on the two previous hearings, the Plan-
ning Commission had recommended approval, subject to several condi-
tions, but that the City Commission has again referred the cases back
for reconsideration as they felt that "Lc" might not be appropriate
adjacent to the River.

: ‘he question was raised as to ownership of the riverbank and
how far back from the River it extends. GALBRAITH reported that the
River is in public ownership (Federal Government) and that the river-
bank location varies, depending on the low bank line, high bank line,
and that such is indicated as platting along the river occurs and at
that time a dedication is granted for purposes of river beautifica-
tien, flood control, maintenance, estc.

.

In further discussion of the reason for return of this matter
by the City Commission, it was brought out that one of the City Con~
missioners was interested in the Planning Commission submitting a
policy determination as to the amount of frontage represented on this
petition and how much is appropriate for setbacks along the river in
its entirety, so that the river would be protected from development and
thus could be used by the public at large. GALBRAITH said the staff
is presently reviewing this matter and would have a policy statement
later, but at this time would have no recommendation aside from the
present policy of acquiring necessary dedications and establishing a
minimum setback at the time of platting. The Chairman agreed that
there is not sufficient information available at this time for the
Planning Commission to make such a recommendation.

In the discussion, it was brought out that at the time of platt=-
ing, a determination is made by the Flood Control Office as to how
much easement is needed for maintenance and that it could vary from
30 to 50 feet, and in some instances in the city along a drainage
channel as much as 100 feet and more has been required (Central and
Rock Road) .

B/ERETT FETTIS, attorney for the applicant, said that every time
a zone change in the Marina Lake Center has been considered, new
questions have been raised as to the appropriateness of the request.
In view of the policy statement just read by the Chairman, FETTIS
said he would go into details with his presentation since this would
be the only way it would be avaialble to the City Cormission, since
the applicant cannot make presentations there unless denied the op-
portunity at the Planning Commission hearing. ¢

FETTIS said it appears four points have been brought up at this
2 time - traffic, feasibility as to the need formore “LC"; whether
. or not there should be commercial jacent to the River; and concerns
S i et
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q Qed the previous statement on @ part of the
staff that with approval of the light commercial requested by the
ebove application there would be something like 500,000 squarc
feet of gross leaseable arca. ' He rclated that since the Iast meet-
ing, he had investigated and determined that there is a total of
opproximately 379,290 square feet. He pointed out that while. the
CUP indicates 195,000 square feet for the Woolco Store, the lease
permitted only 175,000 square feet; the service station at the

“>corner under the CUP was allowed 6,750 square feet, while only
2,500 is so dtilized; another business in the center utilizes only
5,500 square feet although 7,200 was allowed. The property along

. 21st is permitted 59,340 square feet, yet only 20,000 is so util-—
dzed, but there is more arca behind the 21st Street frontage which
is available for commercial development.

As for traffic, FETTIS brought up that the neighbors in this
arca have appeared and presented protests both to this Commission
and the City Commission; likewise, on behalf of the applicant, peti-
tions containing 400 or 500 names of people in the area have been
presented in favor of the request. Some of the residents of the
general area, however, do feel that any more light commercial zoning
will add considerably to traffic in the area. He said the neighbors
have every right to protect their neighborhood and speak in that be-
half, but one must consider beyond what someone feels and judge which
is the overriding consideration in making a determination of this
nature. FETTIS felt that it is recognized by all that people should
be permitted to make the best economic use of their property so long
as it does not infringe upon the rights of the public.

FETTIS explained that initially, the owners of the Twin Lakes £
Center did not file aprotest to the above applications, and they were i 5
the only ones eligible to file a legal protest; however, they did ap-
pear in opposition at the first hearing before the City Commission,
indicating that their appearance was at the request of the neighbor-
hood residents. 2t that time, one of the City Commissicners pointed s
out that they had appeared in opposition to earlier requests for re- 5 -
zoning in Marina Lakes because of the traffic congestion matter. ! K
FETTIS continued that it was his understanding that Ritchies {ocwner i ¥
of Twin Lakes) also have an interest in Towne East at Rock Road and ks N
Kellogg, at which intersection the traffic is considerably more than :
at Amidon and 21st, and yet apparently there was no concern for traf-
fic related to Towne East Center.

-,

FETTIS said that the City Traffic Enginecr has taken a position
in opposition to the above applications, and figures cbtained from his
office indicate that the average daily traffic in 1970 on Amiden was
14,600; in 1972, 14,900 and in 1975, 15,1271. These figures, he felt,
did not indicate a significant increase from 1970 to 1975. During A
the period of time the bridge was opened on 21st Street west of Amidon,
therc has been considerable development, which has increased traffic
derably. In addition, the Woolco Store was devel-
“es during this period of time, and all of these
developments contribute substantially to additional traffic problems.

FETTIS said he had obtained traffic count figures from the City
Traffic Engineer's office, which figures are rclied on by the public
in making their own projects. He reported that the latest counts
provided by the office with respect to 21st and Amidon are as fol-

i Amidon, south of 21st, 15,271: north of 21st, 15,794; 21st,
east of Amidon, 17,207; and west of Amidon, 13,052, For sake of com-
parison, he reported that the count on U. 5. 54 west of West Strecet
was 18,463, and east of West Street was 30,451; west of I-235 it
was 37,577, Hec pointed out that there are other intersections in the
City which, according to the traffic count figures, show more capac-
ity than at 21st and Amidon. He said that in 1972 the volume at 21st
and Amidon was only 85% of the design capacity of the interscction;
while at West Street and Central it was 131% of design capacity; at
Sencca. and Pawnce considerably more than design capacity, and at
Douglas and Broadizay it indicated 1525 of the design capacity, and yet
the Fourth Financial Center was allowed to be built without apparently

any question or consideration of the traffic volume.
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FETTIS asked the Commission to keep in mind also that subject
St is not at the principal intcrsection. He pointed out also
i igures within the last Year,

apartments as
% lopment.

MAURICE MARTIN said that his past experience has given him an
insight into some of the traffic Problems that are created by new
developments, such as being proposed at subject location., He related
an incident in Topeka when he was associated with the Highway Commis-
sion, on 25th Street, where the average daily trips amount to about

+000 to 16,000 and although the staff of the Commission recommanded
that access be limited so that there
along the streect,
and allowed access, and since that time there have

shopping centers developed along the route and lots
ness.

As an illustration of the vast difference of ideas in various
parts of the country, MARTIN said that in San Francisco, a six lane
highway has just been completed with 1i

mited access that carries
128,000 vehicles per day.

commercial area traffic
He agreed with the Previous
that the right to make right turns on a red light has . -
alleviated traffic movement somewhat. He Suggested that accel/decel

lanes in areas such as being considered are very helpful in handling
traffic also. z

FETTIS commented that it has been Suggested several times that
there is no need fo "LC" because of the vacancies in
th i He reminded the Commis-
furnished about six letters from various
i O the fact that there is need for
lopment in this particular area. While it
S; FETTIS said he had asked John Frieden,
Development Company which has a 99 year lease on
part of the Marina fake Center, to offer his comments,
JOIN FRIEDEN of Topeka, represent.
displayed a survey showing their
buildings. n i
Woolco Store; puilgi,
(vacant at this time)

related that

of demand, but because

particular point in the

contributed specifically
to the very serious f parking and traffic congestion. fle
Pointed out that the affect on the Center is very serious and it is
regrettable because this is an outstanding lecation and millions of
dollars have been investe i

In their efforts to reach a solution
hired cxperts within the las
make recommendations so far
be done to improve the Cente
The experts have made three

+ FRIEDEN said they have

t six months to analyze the situation and
5 parking and traffic, or whatever can

r and lead to the leasing of their Spaces.
recommendations. ’ 5 i &




FRIEDEN said it lgbcen suggested that parking Qf_rcmt of
Building D be adjusted and possibly to lease Building C space to
low traffic gencration tcnants, and create additional parkin
behind Building D, which would be on a part of the application
area.

FRIEDEN said that with the approval of this application, park-
ing could be provided behind Building D; that they have contemplated
trying it, but without some commercial development to the back, it
would be extremely difficult to attract parkers there. He said for
this reason they are in favor of the application and have entered into
an agreement with the applicant whereby they are permitted a free
flow of traffic between the properties as well as reciprocal parking
privileges. He felt that what has happened ir the Center is a tragedy,
but that he believed it could be remedied as outlined above. He
stated that he represents Hanson Development Company in about 35
centers west of the Mississippi River and that while there are dif-
ficulties, none are as serious as this one. He felt that if this
application is approved, they could have all their space leased with=
in 60 days, as it is an excellent location, and the approval of this
reguest would greatly benefit the Hanson Company as well as the area.

RISING asked Frieden how he knew that the applicant would not
develep his property in such a way that the anticipated parking
arrangement would not be beneficial to the Hanson Development Company.
FRIEDEN said their agreement is in writing, and he would assume the
owner of the application area would develop his property in a reason-
able and feasible manner, otherwise he would have the same problem as
being experienced by Hanson Development Company now. He said he .
does have some idea of what is planned by the developer and it is
satisfactory with his company. In further discussion, and in look-
ing back, FRIEDEN felt that the entire area could have been better,
if planned and developed as a unit which was prior to his representa-
tion of the Hanson Development Company. He related that the first
spplication for zoning he understood, was with access to Amidon in
line with the Twin Lakes opening, which was felt to be the most
appropriate location; hwoever, the owners of Twin Lakes offered ob-
jotion and the entrance was moved farther south toward the present
D Buildi-_, which eliminated a great deal of parking right in front
of the building. He felt, however, that -with the adjustment of the
parking and additional parking provided on subject area, most of the
problems so far as leasing space would be eliminated.

When asked if access to the Center at the central point (across
from Twin Lakes), would really make a great deal of difference.
FRIEDEN said that according to the traffic experts his company has
employed, it would.

JACK MCGUIRE, 8930 Suncrest, related his experience :in operat-
ing a ligquor store in this center. He said he opened the middle of
December in 1973, which was three months before the opening of the
supermarket and 5 months prior to Furrs Cafeteria. His business was
groving and he had high hopes; however, with the coming of the
cafeteria and in view of the business and related parking generated
by the cafeteria, the supermarket failed and his business was reduced
to the point that it became uneconomical to operate and he closed it
in Februaiy of this year. During his time of operation of his store,
McGUIRE noted that the entrance to the center should have been in
the center opposite the entrance to Twin Lakes. He considered this
a must for any center, and in subject center, he pointed out that it
was lmpossible for customers of the supermarket to park anywhere
¢lose to the store because of the parking generated-by the cafeteria.

FETTIS spoke again, pointing out the discussion by the City com-
mission and its concern for comnercial development aleony Lhe River.
He pointed out the numbers of commercial activitics along the River
particularly in the downtown arca (i.c., Southwest Grease, ctc.).
Also, the fact that in subject request, it is planned to provide a
Private strect aleny the south side of this property (along the north

. side of the River). 1In addition, landscaping of the areca will be pro=
vided, and it was his opinion that there is no legitimate rcason for
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to protect other

5caping and Screening
areas and the development in s en advantage of

this center has not tak
the River itself, . -

statement that they opposed any light
na Lake Center, ang questiond why

on just this one spot and this one developer. and not
any other area within the jurisdiction of the neighborhoog group,

footage,
r, that
retail space weuld
total to 452,563 rather thap 496,438 Square
2nted that the original figure included the
area for Parce] 5 which Proposed medical offices rather than retai]
sales.

MeKINLEY saigq that the low indicateq above is correct
as shown op their maps. Y were collected over a 3 year
period, however, they were compiled after the gathering of counts
for the latter part of 1973, all of 1974 ana the first Part of 1975,
Seme counts are for one or two days at a time, and the accuracy is
about 203,

ts of 20,10c,
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traffic on 214t Street since the ©Pening of the bridge, has also in-
Creased considerably.

MOTTON : That the Plan

mend the approval of the 2one change request, and the
approval of th 2 he cop, subject to the
following co ions : :

ning Commission 2gain recom-
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The platting of Pg:els 6 and B within onc year fgn the
date of approval by the Board of City Commissioners; or.the
Zone case be considered denied and closed.

Decrease the floor area ratio of Parcel 8 to 35% for office
development.

The development of this property shall proceed in accordance
with the. development plan as recommended for approval by the-.
Planning Commission ved by the governing body, and
any substantial deviation of the plan, 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.

Any major changes in this development plan shall be resub-
mitted to the Planning Commission and to the City Commis-
sion for its consideration. 4

The transfer of tit
cluded withi

ment and be binding
present owners, their successors and assigns, un-
less amended.

Hennessy moved and Savina seconded.

TAYLOR did not feel the Commissjon had considered all the ques=
tions raised by the City Commission and felt the motion might be
Premature if this Commission does not consider the possibility of
lessening the initial request in order that something might be
accomplished.

CHAIRMAN KAMEN said it was pretty evident as many times as the
application has been before the Commission that they do not desire
to ask for any less than the original request. FETTIS said they
do not propose to make any amendments to'the request.

TYLOR said that while she has in the past’ voted for®this appli-
cation, she now has mixed emotions, particularly with respect to the
relationship of the Parking between subject area and the Hanson
Development Company property adjoining and the hope that parking and
congestion of traffie will be solved by approval of this amandment
to the CUP and zoning. She thought it just might make matters
more complicated by approval of the reguests.

GOEBEL said he did think additional parking on subject property
would make a difference so'far as leasing other space in the present
structures, but even if the zoning is approved now, the Commission
would have a chance to consider the actual design of the development
when it is platted.

5 IAKIN pointed out that the CUP being considered at this time
is as far as this Commission will be able to see the actual devel-
opment, and that location of buildings is not purported to be exact
at this time. He said the Plan does provide for a private drive and
not a public street along the river, and that this access will be
considered at the time of Platting.

LAKIN further stated that the Department of Law has recently
‘xuled for the City Commission that as long as a subdivision conforms
to the text and does not violate the City Code, the City Commission
is honor bound to approve it, and he assumed such a decision was

“‘based on Statutory authority.

s SAVINA asked if the drive along the riverbank would be a part
of the provisions of the CUP, and LAKIN said iticprovided in the cup
~#hich provides accoss through the sitec and it will be at the top of the
bank within a very few feat of the top of the berm. -
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As to the width of the d he assumed it would
be 18 to 24 feet dependin ayout, and that sych
He did not think it

as to the driveway,

t the time of Platting
and issuance of building permits .so far as structures are concerned.
He said the parking layout has to be approved by the Traffic Engineer
before a permit can be issued. 2

SAVINA a‘sked Fettis if he would be adverse to havin
width specified al

g a driveway
ong the river road.

FETTIS agreed that such would
done at the time ©of platting anyway.

YOTE ON MOTION: Carried by a vote ot in favor
annessy. Savina, Goebel, Hopper and Kamen) and
3 opposed (Taylor, Rising

and Gragg) . Gardenhire
and Bayouth were absent,




COMMISSIONERS PROCEEDINGS

July 1, 1975

* ZONE CHANGE Z-1683 and DP-23 - zone change from multiple family dwelling

west side Amidon
2-1683 & DP-23 district to office and light commercial on the west side of Amiden in an

area north of the Arkansas River presented.
Planning Commission recommends that the zona change reguest bo
approved and the amendment to the CUP be approved subject to platting of
yl:cuia 6 and B within one year, a decrease in the floor area ratio for office
development in parcel B and other standard platting conditions, and more specific-

ally set out in the Planning Commissions minutes of June 12, 1975.

It is noted that this is the third consideration of this requaest

by the city Commission.

Jack Galbraith Jack Glabraith, chief Planner, reviewed the zone change request and
outlined the proposed CUP amendment in dptail.which would allow for additional
“LC" adjacent to Amidon between the present commercial area and the river
and "BB" office district to the west. He pointed out that in March this
application was considered and a 24% protest petition was filed by the
property owners directly to the east., when it was returned to the Planning
Commission the plan was amended and “BB" zoning was requested for the one
tract. Protest petitions were again filed and were calculated to be 13.16%
which does not require a 4/5 vote to approve this change.

Discussion i Discussion was had regarding the necassity for additional parking.

Everett Fettis Everett Fettis, attornev “or the applicant, stated in answer to
the Commission that agreement had been reached between the applicant and
Hanson Development Company regarding the free flow of traffic between the
area to the north and the south and throughout the Marina Lakes Centar. and
further, that mutual parking will be allowed on the “LC" area being requested
and the area to the north. He also stated that Hanson Development Company
represcntative had previocusly indicated that if the area to the south was
developed for apartments as presently zoned there would be no chance in the
future to solving the traffic flow problem nor their additional parking neads.

Jack Galbraith Mr. Glabraith pointed out that the request,if approved, will allow
for 111,000 square feet of additional retail floor area which will also
require parking space. He pointed out that an access and utility easement
along the west side of Amidon north from the southern access point will
provide for traffic flow into the area. He also stated that control can be
made for parking there at the time of platting and location of the building.

Everett Fettis Mr. Fettis stated that they would be agreceable to a 100 foot
setback from the north line of tha requested “LC" area.

Shanahan's motion Shanahan move that the application be denied.

|
1
!
Stevens' motien | Stevens moved a substitute motion that the zone change and CUP
be approved as recommended by the MAPC subject to the recommended conditions
| and tho Planning Department bo instructed to forward the ordinance for first
reading when the plat is forwarded to the city commission showing a 100 foot

setback south from the north line of the requosted "LC* arca.

Comnmissioner Casado stated that ho could only support 50,000 squarc
foet of retail floor area in order to provide more parking arca.




f Mr. Pettis in ans.

' Casado's motion

[ H. D. Bledsoe

Joan Shearer

i
, Comm. Donnell
i

, Paul Graves

i
' Casado's motion--
==failed

Discussion
Kotion-~
~-ecarried

tevens' motion--
==failed

5
I
t
i
'
i

¥otion--

; ; -~carried

COMMISSIONERS PROCEEDINGS 2171
July 1, 1975 .

In answer to inquiry by Comm. Stovens, Mr. Fettis stated that 50,000
square feet for retail area would be acceptable if the balance would be
allowed for office construction. Mr. Pettis also stated ‘that the triangle
on the south of the access road could be zoned "BB* rather than "Le.

Casado moved m amendment to the substitute motion that the light
commercial ke limited to 50,000 square feet in Parcel & and “BB" office
Bspace be granted for the balance. fy .

Bledsoe stated that they would landscape the area as required
by the Planning Commission or they would use their own landscape design. " He
Btated that 50,000 square feet of retail area would be satisfactory as well
as deleting the "LC" on the triangle portion.

Joan Shearer, 2433 Benjamin Drive, recommended that the Commission
deny the request at this time and the Commission establish a policy for
development along the river before further Zzoning is granted.

Commissioner Donnell stated that he could not vote to apgrove the
"BB™ zoning along the river as he would like to sca a total arca develepment
Plan without much increase in light commercial zone.

In discussing the traffic generation, Paul Grave ., Traffic Manager,
stated in answer to inquiry by the commission that "BB" officc district would
generate about 20 trips a day while apartment development would gencrate B.
Donnell, Shanahan,

commis.éinnar Casado's amendment failed2 to3,

Peters, "NO".

Discussion was had regarding maintenance of the river bank area.

Shanahan moved a substitute motion that the question bo called on
0. =

tho substitute motion. Motion carried 5 to

Commissioner Stevena' substitute motion failed 1 to 4. casado,

Donnoll, Shanahan, Peters, "Ho",

Comnissioner Shanahan's original motion to deny the application
carried 4 to 1. Stevens "HO", 5 &




July 16, 1976

Mr, Everett C. Fettis.
120 South Market

Suite 504

Wichita, Kansas 67202

Re: Amendment to DP-8
Marina Lakes Community Unit Plan

2-1832 Marina Lake Drive, Inc.,
requests zone change from “B"
to "BB" and "IC"

Dear Mr. Fettis:

We have reviewed the proposed amendments to the existing 60 acre
(approximate) Community Unit Plan located at the southwest corner
of 2lst Street North and Amidon, and the following are our comments
as wall a3 those of other City Departments.

This plan as submitted is essentially the same request which was
denied by tha Board of City Commissioners a year ago involving a .
change from "B" to "LC" on approximately 7.33 acres and from "B"
to "BB" on approximately 5.75 acres. Also, you are proposing an
additional 118,878 square feet of potential light commercial dev~
elopment or an approximata 30% increase over existing potential
"ILC" on the Marina Lakes Community Unit Plan. ;

As I have indicated to you in our previous conversations regarding
this matter, these requests parallel those which the City Commission
denied a year ago. After reviewing this plan, we do not see any sig-
nificant changes which would appear to suggest a different decision
than that which was rendered a year ago.

The City Commission in approving "LC" Light Commercial for Parcel 5
of Marina Lakes on December 9, 1975, was quite specific in their de-
sire to sce a limitation of uses, number of buildings, maximum gross
floor area and provision o. landscaping. It is my opinion that the
applications should be amended to rcflect your actual needs and pro-
posals. We recognize that your clients do have existing problems
vwhich can best be alleviated through modification of the C.U.P,,

but when tho Board of City Commissioners has indicated policy guide-
lines in their past actions and comments on other requests in the
arca, I would urge that your proposals reflect such policy decisions.
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Mr. Everett C. Fettis
July 16, 1976
Page 3

to help support the additional parking, but there is little Justifi-
cation to extand the "LC" Light Commercial District all the way to
the river nor is parcel 8 an arpropriate location for the "BB" Of-
fice District. I can understand your dosire to limit the protest
arca on these requests, but it would be far better to accomplish
such by limiting the size of the "LC"™ request rather than by re-
questing the "BB" Office District on an interior parcel with very
limited access.

At the last series of hearinas bafore the Planning Commission on

this request, you stated that staff was in error in quoting the

large square footages on this C.U.P. becausae the Woolco lease limited
the gross floor arca balow that approved for the parcel and that the
commercial development on 2lst Street tlorth did not even approach the
inflated squara footages on the C.U.P. I agree with you on this point
and suggest that you reduce the potential floor area permitted on the
other parcels to what is existing or proposed for each parcel and that
you lower the square footage proposed for parcel #6; if the need is
for more parking and some supportive licht commercial than the 118,878
square fect on parcel {#6 could easily be reduced to a point which, com-
bined with sauare footage reductions on the other parcels, would in- :
volve little if any actual increase in comnnercial gross floor area
for the total Community Unit Plan. Mo overall increase in commercial
gross floor areca would certainly strengthen your request.

(3) Light cormercial adjacent to the river - Again, I believe that
your parking problems and space needs can be resolvad without extend-
ing the "LC" Light Commercial zoning to the river. I suggest that you
pubmit modificd plans which depict the amount of "LC" Licht Commercial
which your clients actually need and leave the balance of Parcel 36
edjacent to the river in the "B" Multiple Family District. The “B"
District docs pernit off-strcet parking and that type of buffer com=-
bined with adequate landscaping along the river would result in an
improved application.

{4) The amount of “LC" proposcd for this location as opposed to Twin
Lakes -- I have ncver felt that zoning should be granted on the basis
of parity among neighbors in terms of commercial, but area orotestors
and somo meombers of the Clty Cormission hava questioned your need to
excaed the Twin Lakes total square footage. In reviewing existing

and proposed "LC" Light Commercial potential on all four corners of
215edand Amidon the following square footages are approved or pro-
pooed:

curp Maximum Cormaercial Gross Floor Area

Gardners Riverlawn 166,023
Twin Lakes 330,000
Swaathriar g 265,110
Marina Lakes 3 496,438 (39.4% of LC Total)

of coursn, these figures do not even conaider the "BB" Office Din-
trict cquaro footages of which your clicnt'so proposals would re-




Mr, Evorett C. Fettis
July 16, 1976
Page 4

presant some 85.44% of the total office footage on all four corners.
It is my opinion that this "parity" issue can best be answered by
your client's amending their proposals to that they actually intend
to develop and presenting the Planning and City Commissions with a
well integrated proposal which can stand on its own merits by offer-
ing protection to the area through use limitations, reduced square
footages, and riverbank protection.

(5) Landscaping - This application could ba greatly improved with
subnission of a landscape plan for the river and lake with land-
scaping guaranteces to provide the aesthetics and screening which

the neighbors to the south and west have previously requested., The
provision of landscaping will certainly be one of our recommendations.

In addition to the aforementioned, the following are suggested text
changes to improve the Community Unit Plan: .

(1) The uses on parcel #6 shall be limited to what is actually pro-
posed, rather than the open ended "light commercial" phrasing,

(2) A maximum of one bul:lding shall ba proposed for parcel #6.’
(3) Amend general provision #2 to read as follows:
"Sign control - Signs as permitted by the zoning district.”

(4) Delete Comment £7 on Parcel 37 as this will be controlled by
amended general provision #£1,

(5) The net area for the lake should be included in one of the
adjacent parcels or described as a separate parcel.

(6) Add a general provision #7 to read as follows:

"Fire lane eascments ghall ba provided in accordance
with Scction 15.01.055 of the Code of the City of
Wichita." 3

2nend the area requested for "LC" in parcel #6 to provide
for appropriate protection and buffering of the river.

" Provide a landscape plan and guarantees for landscaping ad-
Jacent to the river and the lake.

Amend the curb cuts depicted on 2lst Strcet North to depict
the six cxisting and/or proposel curb cut for a total not to
exceed scven.

Deplct the cetbacka referred to in statement 45 of Parcel #8
as none are shown on the plan,

Pleare be advised that screening (a wall) shall be required on
thn west © of narcel #3 if svch i3 develoned for office use.
Screondng wollo shrll be depicted on the C.U.P. in a manner
vwhich is clearly legible.
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(12) Incorporate in the wording of General Provision #2 that a
landscape plan for Parcels 1l, 4, 6, and 8, indicating the
location, type, and specifications of planting materials shall
be submitted for approval of the Planning Department and
Board of City Commissioners, prior to the issuance of any

uilding permits on these parcels.

(13) Statement #4 on Parcel #1 should be changed to read:
"Maximum building height 65'"

NOTE: This other wording appears to ba needless and we
would even recormend that the proposed height be
reduced to 35' if possible.

These are most of the comments wa have at this time. We are asking
that the "DB" Office District requested on parcel 8 be eliminated
and that the "LC" request on parcel 6 be substantially reduced to

ew building with the balance of the parcel being
u:ad for parking with substantial landscaping as a buffer along the
river.

Wo are available to meet with you and your client to discuss our com-
ments, if desired. We have tentatively shceduled these cases before
the Planning Commission on August 19, 1976, and it is necessary that
we raceive 15 amended copies of the C.U.P. by Monday, August 2, 1976,
in order to meet that date.

If you have questions regarding this matter, please do not hesitate

to call.

Sincerely yours,

Jack Galbraith
Chief Planner
JHG MM :bh

ce: 1. D. Bledsoe
+ 1200 South 119th Street, West, 67209

William Korber
Baughman Company, 330 Laura, 67211

L,




Z-1832 )
J DP=23 ) 25@ Notices to adjoining property owners mailed 8/5/76 for the
MAPC meeting for 8/19/76

1 (including map) to CPO office

260 TOTAL
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METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION
CITY HALL, TENTH FLOOR, 455 North Main Street
Wichita, Kansas 67202

August 5, 1976
NOTICE TO ADJOINING PROPERTY O'NERS

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that on Thursday, August 19, 1976, at 1:30
p.m.,the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commiseion,
in the city Commission Meeting Room, City Hall, First Floor, 455 North
Main Street, Wichita, Kansas, will consider an apolication for an
amendment to the MARINA LAKE COMMUNITY UNIT PLAN for property de-
scribed as follows:

DP-23 - All of Government Lot 1, in the NW% of Section 7, Twn. 27S,
R1E, except that portion of said Government Lot 1, which has

been dedicated for public streets. Generally located at the

Southwest cormer of 21st Street North and Amidon.

The Development Plan of this area, originally amproved in April
1967 and as amended in January 1969, March 1971, and December 1975,
has been resubmitted as required under the Community Unit Plan provi-
sions of Section 28.04.190 of the City Zoning Ordinance of the City of
Wichita. The Development Plan is on file in the Planning Department
Office, Tenth (10) Floor, City Hall, 455 North Main, Wichita, Kansas,
and is available for public information and review,

The revised Development Plan on file proposes the following
general amendments:

l. Increasing the size of Parcel Six from 3,07 acres to 7.33
acres and increasing the amount of light commercial zoning
approximately 7.33 acres.

Creation of a new Parcel 3 with a maximum density of 18 units

Per acre on approximately 5.75 acres and a change to the "BR"

Office District on 5.75 acres with professional offices, town-
houses, and garden apartments listed as the proposed uses.

3. The reduction in size of Parcel 7 from 22.49 acres to approxi-
mately 12.48 acres.

The hearing of this Developmant Plan, as provided in Section
28.04.190 of the City Zoning Ordinance of the City of wichita, is to
be held and the same will there be discussed and considered by the
efaid Wichita-Sedgwick County Metrovolitan Area Planning Commission.
Those persons interested in this matter will be heard at that time.

NOTE: It is the policy of the Planning Commission that any request for
2 deferral of the hearing of this case shall be submitted to the Sec-
retary, Robert A. Lakin, City Hall, Tenth Floor, 455 North mtreat

prior to the meeting.” Persons requesting deferrals ha
charged with the cost of prevaring and mailing new notices.

Robert A. Lakin, Secretary
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION
CITY HALL, TENTH FLOOR, 455 North Main Street
Wichita, Kansas 67202

NOTICE TO ADJOINING PROPERTY OWNERS G 5 1976

The Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
will consider the following item in the City Commission Chambers,City Hall,
lst floor, 455 Igl t:lhquﬁ.}gx Street, Wichita, Kansas, at its meeting at
1:30 p.m. on g , at which time you may appear either in
person or by agent or attorney, if you so desire.

See legal description attached hereto

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 Sec-
retary, Robert A. Lakin, City Hall, Tenth Floor, 455 North Main Street,

1 days prior to the meeting. The Chairman or the Secretary may grant such
a request for deferral. Persons requesting deferrals will be charged with
the cost of preparing and mailing new notices.

Robert A. Lakin
Secretary

2 «'&
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Permits one-family dwellings, parks, schools, libraries, golf courses,
nurseries, churches and home occupations.

i . 3 s
Permits two-family dwellings a.. uses permitted in "Aa",

2 A : < s
Permits three and four-family dwellings, and uses permitted in "Aa"
and "A".

General Residence District

Permits Multiple-family dwellings at a density of 12.4 dwelling units
per acre, off-street parking areas and uses permitted in "A".

i is
Permits Multiple-family dwellings at a density of 29 dwelling units
per acre, and uses permitted in "R-5".
~Fami i istrict -
Permits multiple dwellings, off-street parking areas, apartments, board-
ing houses, cemeteries, medical offices and uses permitted in "AA, "A"
and "RB".
0£f] Tt
Permits apothecaries, clinics, hospitals; medical, business and profes-
sional offices; hotels and motels under certain conditions; and all
residential uses.
roi istrict :
Permits all purely retail businesses conducted within enclosed building;
service stations; all residential and office uses.
s

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

tra siness District
Permits all commercial, office, wholesale, manufacturing and residen-
tial 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. Residential uses
are prohibited.

Indu ia istrict

Permits all office, commercial and manufacturing uses. Most objection-
able manufacturing uses are subject to conditiomal approval. Residen-
tial uses are prohibited.

Permits mobile home parks and associated uses.

si i ict
Permits Universities, Colleges, Seminaries and other institutions of
learning and related uses.




CASE 110. Z-1832

Zone Change from the "B" iMultiple Family Dwelling District
to the Office District
= e BrT Office District

A tract in Government Lot 1 in the Mm% of See. 7, Twp. 27-8,
R-1-E commencing at the N.E. Corner of said Lot 1; thence
south 0°-04'~-05" west along the cast line of said Lot 1,
1120.32 feet for a place of beginning; thence north 86°-12'-55"
west 130 feet; thence north 09-04'-05" cast 15 feet; thence
south 899-56'-09", west 455.06 feet; thence north 540-26'-07"
west 251,69 feet; thence north 700-551-58" yest 959,77 feet;
thence south 12°-11'-35" west, 282.9 feet more or less to the
left (north) bank of the Arkansas River; thence south easterly
along said left bank to the cast line of said Lot 1; thence
north 009-04'-05" cast 885 foct more or less to the place of
beginning, except therefrom a tract described as commencing at
the N.E. Corner of said Lot 1; thence south 09-04'-05¢ west
along the east line of said Lot 1, 1120.32 feet for a place of
beginning; thence north 880-12t55" west, 130 fect; thence
north 00-04'-05" cast 15 feet; thence seuth 890-56"-09" west
455.06 feet; thence north 540-26°-07" west 194,13 feet; thence
south 16°-00" wost to the left (rorth) bank of the Arkansas
River; thence south easterly along said left bank to the east
line of said Lot 1; thence north 09-04'-p5¢ east, 885 feet
more or less to the place of beginning.

AID

Zone Change from the "B" ifultiple Tamily Dwelling District
to the "LC" Licht Commercial District
=== St Lloht Commercial District

A tract in Government Lot 1 in the H.W.% of Sec. 7, Twp. 27-8,
R-1-E described as commencing at the 1.E. Corner of said Lot 1;
thence south 09-04'-05" yest along the cast line of maid Lot 1,
1120.32 feet for a place of heginning; thence north 889-12'-55"
west, 130 feet; thence north 0°-04'-05" ecast 15 feet, thence

south 89°-55'-gg" west, 455.06 feet; thence north 540-26'-07"

west 194.13 feet; thence south 169-00" west to the left (north)
bank of the Arkansas River: thence south easterly along gaid

left bank to the sast.line of -said Lot 1; thénce north 09-p4'-
05" east 885 feet more or less to the place of beginning. All

Generally located on the west side of hmidon, north of the
Arkansas ver.
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Mr. Everstt C. Fattis
July 16, 1976
Page 2

In reviewing the past history on these cases, I have identified
five areas, which the Boaxrd of City Commissioners and adjacent prop-
erty owners have questioned:

(1) traffic

(2) need for additional Light Commercial in the area

(3) concern over Light Commercial adjacent to the river

(4) the amount of "LC" Light Commercial proposed for this
location as opposed to Twin Lakes

(5) landscaping adjacent to the river and the lake on I
subject property i

I would like to discuss each of these items and my opinions on them.

(1) Traffic - Certainly the 30% increase in potential "LC" gross
floor area as well as an additional 87,705 square feet of "BB" of-
fice zoning could severely impact the traffic patterns, the major
intersection, and flow over the Amidon bridge if such increases
are approved and developed as proposed. On the other hand, if your
clients are willing to modify some of the requests to provide some
limitation of uses, number of buildings, and amend the C.U.P. 4in
light of their actual plans, I believe the affect on area traffic
patterns and the 21st Street/Amidon intersection could be held to
a minimm. However, as the Plan is now proposed, the Traffic Engine-
er and other City staff would be compelled to once again question
the traffic impacts anticipated with approval of the application.

(2) HNeed for additional "LC" in the area - this was a concern

specified by the City Commission when they returned your case to the

Planning Commission a year ago, as well as a point brought up by
neighborhood protestors on numerous occasions. Regarding a question

as to vacancies a year ago, John Frieden of Hanson Development Cor- |
portation countered this question very well at the last series of |
hearings by explaining that the existing vacancies were due to a i
parking problem, which could be alleviated through approval of this
application, rather than a lack of demand for the space. Mr. Pried-

ean also stated that according to a study made for his firm that ad-

ditional parking is needed for Building D which could be located on

the application area, but some additional commercial development would

be nesded to support the parking., In addition, the consultants recom-

mended that building "C" be leased to low traffic generators with a
readjustment of parking in front of building "D". The recent location

of the furniture store as a low traZfic genarator in the former groc-

ery stoze site does appear to help, but again, the parking problams

caused by Furr's still exist and have even been compounded by the loca-

tion of Pogo's in building D.

In my opinion, the approval of some additional "LC® to the south of

building D is appropriate to help solve your client's parking prob-
lems and I can see the need for perhaps a small commercial building

=













July 6, 1976

Dick Linn, city Engineer
Paul Graves, Traffic Engineer
M.S.Mitchell, Assistant Superintendent, Maintenance-Flood Control

Mike Meek, Senior Planner

DP-23 Amendment to Marina Lakes Community Unit Plan
(File Number 8)

Attached is another proposed revision to the Marina Lakes
Community Unit Plan, I think you will find the proposed
revisions identical to those which were denied by the City
Commission on August 1, 1975 (File #6). Would appreciate
you again reviewing this C.U.P. and advising of any problems
Yyou see regarding drainage, access control, street right-of-
way, etc.

We would appreciate your comments by next Monday, July 12, 1976.

Michael Meek
Senior Planner
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May 25, 1976

Mr. Everett €. Fettis
Attorney at Law

120 South Market
Suite 504

Wichita, Kansas 67202

Dear Mr. Fettis:

We are in receipt of two applications, one for a zone change re-
quest and the other for an amendment to the C.U.P., both of which
are associated with the area known as Marina Lake. Inasmuch as
the legal description for the C.U.P., all of Government Lot One,
now has several recorded plats thereon, I believe such legal
should be updated to reflect those plats. Also, inasmuch as the
applications were not accompanied by the plans amending the C.U.P.,
the two applications are enclosed.

We have just received current C,U.P. plans for the latest amend-
ment to the Marina Lake C.U.P. that recently occurred on Parcel 5.
As the C,U.P. had been amended several times, one of the require-
ments was that it be retyped so that the context of the C.U.P.
text was legible. Although I am not certain who has the original,
this latest update was redrawn by Howard Phillips, Robson, Kuhnel
and Spangenberg, whose phone number is 685-4234 .

Five copies of the C.U.P.. showing your client's proposed amend-
ment, should be submitted to our office for our initial review.
If you have any questions on the plans to be submitted or the
legal description for the C.U.P., please advise.

Sincerely,

Jack H. Galbraith
Chief Planner
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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 appli‘r.?t or applicants and/or their agent or agents.

a. Applicant '/MARINA LAKE DRIVE, INC.

Addre. 6572 East Central, Wichita, Kansas Phone ©85-3813
2 ST —— B

Agent Everett. C. Fettis
. Market, Suite 504
Wichita, Kansas 67202 267-7251

Address

Applicant

Address

Agent

Address

Applicant

Address

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 and legally described as Lot(s)

Block(s) T

Addition.

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

the space below or on an attached sheet.)

All of Government Lot Onme (1), in the Northwest Quarter of Section 7,
Township 27 South, Range 1 East, Sedgwick County, Kansas, except that
part of said Government Lot 1 which has been dedicated for public streets.
A portion of the above described property has been platted into:
Lots 1 § 2 in Marine Lake Addition;
Lot 1, Marina Lake Third Addition;
Lots 1, 2 § 3, Marine Lake Fourth Addition;
Lot 1, Marina Lake Sixth Addition, (continued on attached sheet)

II.B There are _13.1 acres (round to nearest tenth) in the above
described property.
T9-330-3 G- Biuts
5 Ak
oAk
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(legal description continued)

generally located at the Southwest Corner of 21st
Street North and Amidon, Sedgwick County, Kansas.




This property is located at (address) _None

The general location is (use appropriate section)

a. at the _Southwest — corner of _p.ia..

and 21st Street ; or

on the“kees side of wiiden (Ave.,

Street) between e (fve., Street) and
dho—fniansrs—fiver -{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,

MARINA LAKE DRIVE, INC.

By By
EMEW:.{:E Al%ent (if any) Authorized Agent (if

C. FETT

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

SE O

This application was received at the Planning Department at
y- 3o @ PM) on#ﬁd( 22,12 Zé(Day, Month,
Year). It has been checked and found to be complete and accom—

panied by required documents and the appropriate fee of

s Hdo =

Name

Title

T9-330-4




STATEMENT OF OWNERSLIP

STATE OF KANSAS )
SS
SEDGWICK COUNTY )

The undersigned duly bonded and qualified abstracter
within and for the County and State aforesaid, does hercby certify:

Thar we have examined the recerds in the clfiice of the
Register of Deeds of Sedgwick County, Kansas, with reference to the owner- ~
ship of the following property in Sedgwick County, Kansas, viz:

A1l the owmers within 1000 feet of the
folloving described property viz:

" A1l of Government Lot 1, in the MW} of Sectien
T, Tovmship 27 Scuth Range 1 East, EXCEPT so much
of said Government Lot 1 which has been dedicated
for public streets,
A portion of the above described property has been
platted into: Lots 1 and 2 in Marina Lake Addition,
Lot 1, Marina Lake Third Addition, Lots 1, 2, & 3 in-
Marina Lake Fourth Addition, and Lot 1 in Marina
Lake Sixth Addition. Sald platted property is
included within said Government Lot 1 and is
included within this certificate.

And from such examination find that the owners therzci
are as set opposite the description of the property below, viz: (Addresses as
given are furnished as a service and not certified. )

TRACT ;i OMNER ADDRESS

All Government Lot 1, lying North of CEDAR LAKES t33'(55?2 East Central
Arkansas River, except Marina Lake INC, Wichita, Kansas
Addition & Marina Lake 4th Addition

‘and Except Marina Lake 6th Addition

and except that part of Government

Lot One (1), in the Northwest Quarter -

of Section 7, Township 27 South,

Range 1 East described es beginning

at a point on the East line of said
Government Lot One (1), 1120.32

feet South of the Northeast Corner
thereof; thence North 83 degrees

12! 55" West a distance of 130

feet, thence North 00 degrees Oht!

05" Fast 15 feet; thence South 89

degrees 56' 09" West a distance of

455,06 feet; thence North 54 deprees

26' 07" West a distance of 251.68

feet;" thence North 70 deprees 56' 58" West
a distance of 959.77 feect to a point

695 feel South and T70 feet East of the
Northwest Corner of said Government Lot
One (1), thence South 12 degrees 11' 35"
West 262,9 feet more or less to the

North banlk of the Arkans:us River; thence
Southeasterly along the liorth bank of

e L AT AR A e
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TRACT OWHER ADDRESS

Government Lot One (1);

thence North along the East
‘line of said Government Lot
One (1), 885 feet more or

less to the point of bezinning,
except therefrom that part
dedicated to the public for
access drainage,river bank
maintanance, flood control

and river beautification.

LOT ADDITION OWNER ADDRESS

1 MARINA LAKE ~/Hanson Development Address Un own,
6TH Company ; Esadiees Lot
MARINA LAKE /R 200 VWest Douglas
3RD Suite 430
Wichita, Kansas 67202 |

MARINA LAKE /Texaco, Inc. 8301 East Pawnee

o

Wichita, Kansas 67201
MARINA LAKE iser Ine. 1446 Willow Road
Wichita, Kansas 67208

Part of Lou 1, Marina Lake. Hanson Development Address Unknown
4th Addition, described as'/Company e
Lot 1, Marina Lake Fourth
Addition, Wichita, Kansas,

except beginninz at the

Northwest cornerof said

Lot 1; thence South along

the West line of saild

Lot 1, 175 feet; thence East
339.74 feet to the South-

west corner of lot 2, lMarina Lake,
Wichita, Sedgwick County,

Kansas; thence North along

the line common to said Lot

2, Marina Lake and Lot 1,

Marina Take Fourth Addition,

165 feet to the North line

of said JLot 1; thence West

along the North line of said

Lot 1 to beginning, together

with ingress, egress and utility
easement over and across the

East 30 feet of the West 179.5
feet of the North 175 feet of said
Lot 1

P
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ADDRESS

TRACT / OWIER
Lot 1, Marina Lake lth Clear Lakes Inc. 6572 East Central
Addition, except beginning ; Wichita, Kansas 67206

at the Northwest corner of

sald Lot 1; thence South along
the West line of said Lot 1,

175 feet; thence East 339.74
feet to the Southwest corner

of Lot 2, Marina Lake, Wichita,
Sedgwick County, Kansas;

thence North along the Line
common to said Lot 2, Marina
Lake and Lot 1, Marina Lake
Fourth Addition, 165 feet to the
North of said Lot 1; thence West
along the lorth line of said

Lot 1 to beginning, together
with ingress, egress and utility
easement over and across the
east 30 feet of the West 179.5
feet of the lorth 175 feet of said
Lot 1. i

LoTr ADDITION OWNER

2 MARINA LAKE 1 Clear Lakes, Inc.
4y

Lot 3, Marina Lake U4th Addition Marina Lake
and a tract in Government Lot ! Drive Inc.
1, Sedgwick County, Kansas, described
as beginning at a point 75 feet

South and 225 feet West of the
Northeast corner of Government Lot

1 in the Northwest Quarter of

Section 7, Township 27 South,

Range 1 East of the 6th P.M.,

thence West 125 feet; thence North

25 feet; thence West 30 feet;

thence South 175 feet: thence East

155 feet; thence North 150 feet to the
point of beginning: and that part of
the following described tract in
Government Lot 1 in the Northwest
Quarter of Sectlon 7, Township 27,
Range 1 Fast, beginning at a point

on the East linc of said Government
Lot 1, South 00° ON' 05" West,

1120.32 feet from the Northeast corner
thereof; thence North 88° 12' 55" yest,
parallel to the Worth line of sald I

o)

iy [

ety
co.nw.mr,Ll INC.
§

ADDRESS

6572 East Central
Wichita, Kansas 6720t

6572 East Central i
Wichita, Kansas 6720¢ |
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TRACT OWIlER ADDRESS

Government Lot 1, a distance
of 1.0 feetk; thenze North
co® o4 05" Easi 15 feei;
thence South 89° 56' 09" West,
155,06 feet; thence lorth 540
26! 07" uest 251.68 feet; thence
North 70° 56' 58" West, 959.77
feet to a point 695 fcet South
and 770 feel East of the liorthwest
corner of said Government Lot 1;
thence South 12° 11' 35" VWest,
282.9 fect more or less to the left
(Morth) bank of the Arkansas River;
thence Southeasterly along the left
(liorth) bank of said river to the
east line of saild Covernment Lot 1;
thence Horth 885 feet more or less
to beginning, except therefrom that
part dedicated to the public for access,
dralnage, river-bank maintenance,
Tlood control and river beautification
purposes, subject to easexents and
restrictions of record.
LOT ADDITION / OWNER & ADDRESS
1 FRIESEN illie D. & Wanda M. Lane

1946 North Meridian, Wichita, Kansas 67203 |

g

2 FRIESEL %bnrt L. % 1950 H. Meridian
Viola A. Clough Wichita, Kansas 67203

Reserve A FRIESEN John A. Friesen Address Unknown 7
2 g X

FRIESEI! l/VfO[)dld % Magie 1941 M. St. Clair
L. King Wichita, Kansas 67203

TRACT l/dt-nusn ADDRESS

Beginninm 957' North of ren & Winifred F. 1942 N. Meridian

the Southwest corner of Delaney Wichita, Kansas 67203
Governument Let U, Section :

7, Township 27, Range 1

East; thence Easl 330 feet;

Horth 92 feet: Weust 330

feet; thence Soulh to / hcaad 15T
beglnning. /

Depinnin~ 858' Horth of Tarl II. & Katherine =
the Soulhwest corvner of I. Jones Wichita, Kansas 67203
ot
f‘,-“ " j, e

N .
SEvdelity LRIt

NC.

cammm
\

1929 4. SEDGwick, bl203
368 Clayton

T
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TRACT OWHNER ADDRESS

Government Lot U; East
330 feet; Yorth 99 feet;
West 330 feel; South

to beginning, Section T,
Tounship 27, Ranze 1 East,

Lot 1, R. L. SLOAN %omer W. Sloan 1720 liorth Edwards
ADDITION 1720 N. Edwards Wichita, Kansas 67203

(W 165') Befrlnmnr; 759! /n. W. Harrison -Address—Unknown
North of the Southwest -r,m, 110 S . Balfiinsten
corner of Government Lot Dr.nﬁ«f &7¢37
4; thénce East 165'; MNorth ¢ - 1o oTH s adlloes ﬁ_,,,__L
99'; West 165'; South to S ot
Vi beginning, Section T,
Tovunship 27, Range 1 East.
Beginning G60' Ilorth of thé/ﬂl'rklane Savings P.0. Box 1007
Southwest corner of Covernment & Loan Assn. Wichlita, Kansas 67201
Lot 4#; thence East 330'; e
Horth 99'; West 330'; South
to besinning, Section 7, Township

27, Range 1 East. ﬁ“"”““‘“““‘ nfupre

19285 N: MERIDIAN , 67203
Beginning 720' North of th “Ajard D. & Vickie A.

Southeast corner of Patrick Wichita, Kansas 67218
Government Lot U: thence VWest

330'; Morth 110'; East 330';

South to beginning, Sectilon 12,

Tovnship 27, Range 1 Hest. /hj“‘w "/,%-/?.ﬂ"{ e |
. IDA N 0. i

Beginning 830' liorth of erman & MNellie M. g
the Southeast corner of Wolfl ; Wichita, Kansas 672k
Government Lot U; West 207.44';

thence tlortheasterly 111!

ML to a point 188.83' West

of the Fast line of Government

Lot §; thence East 188.88 feet

to the East line of Government

Lot U; thence South 110' to the

place of beginnling, except the

Fast 30' for street, Section 12,

Tovnshlp 27 South, Range 1 West

Q’LJ‘J Jﬁ [7} 'JJ

-COMPANY,
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TRACT OWNER & ADDRESS

West Half of South 100 feet of Vfames W. & Linda Lee Sloan
beginning 940' North of SE corner 1920 North Richmond Avenue
of Government Lot 4, thence West Wichita, Kansas 67203
330 feet North to South bank of

Arkansas River; thence Easterly

.along the bank of river to Meridian

line; thence South to beginning,

Section 12, Tcwnship 27, Range 1

West 1{/

East Half of South 100' of beginning George R. & Marlene K. Delaney
940 feet North of SE corner of 1941 North Meridian Avenue
Government Lot 4; thence West 330'; Wichita, Kansas 67203
North to South bank of Arkansas River;

thence Easterly along the bank of

river to Meridian line; thence South

to beginning, Section 14, Township

27, Range 1 West

LOT ADDITION / OWNER & ADDRESS

1 CINDY red I. & Juanita F. Bowers
1912 North Richmond
Wichita, Kansas 67203

LESTER TURLEY /‘éonard C. & Peggy L. Cumley
4409 Edminister

/_{ch:.ta Kansas 67212

LESTER TURLEY of P s Rinate Somceion i ]

/738N ]

-226—East—Circle—DBrive
Mxﬁr{ﬂ% i : o (nchita 67303

LESTER TURLEY /'/A(llan M. & Margaret J. Cress
1945 North Meridian
Wichita, Kansas 67203

LESTER T EY M. s
URL! / ruce & Nancy A ’;}3;?12? HERIDIAN

Ntpsenss  VopVichita, Kansas 6208 67>°3

MEADOWVALE lford C. & Agnes C. Yetter

1985 McLean Blvd.
Wichita, Kansas 67203

MEADOWVALE vﬂgwa.rd L. & Doris M. McGregor
1932 N. Edwards
Wichita, Kansas 67203

MEADOWVALE X/A{:hn D. & GlendadM Craycraft ™
1926 Horth—Edwards
Wichita, Kansas 6720

A.f,;/ﬂf,b ﬂa ﬁ‘dlﬁ.a
MEADOWVALE Mrmann V. & Twila Mae Stoessel

2047 Euclid
Wichita, Kansas 67213

CETdelityl 7D fi?fﬁ"r’ﬂ

COMPANY,
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LOT BLOCK ADDITION OWNER & ADDRESS

o e B R Al it A et i o s i s § T < i

9 3 MEADOWVALE Vﬁ;’.lliam A. & Cheryl Rule
1915 N. Richmond
Wichita, Kansas 67203

V‘ﬂhert M. & Eleanor R. Weber
1921 North Richmond
Wichita, Kansas 67203

wPonald L. & Jacqueline R. Day
1927 North Richmond
Wichita, Kansa s 67203

)/&rrel R. & Shirley E. Duncan
1933 N. Richmond
Wichita, Kansas 67203

orman E. & Alta Swanson
1975 McLean Blvd.
Wichia, Kansas 67203

MEADOWVALE Clinton & Edith E. Schoonover 77"
>< Address Unknownm )5;,! el

MEADOWVALE ‘/ﬂ{:seph L. Stemas
1991 McLean Blvd.
Wichita, Kansas 67203

RIVER PARK abac Inc.
'/‘fgﬂl West 13th Street
/lichita, Kansas 67214

obby R. & Elizabeth C, Swinson
YsLUnlmm R T Bellbirigen,
67&!05?

RIVER PARK

RIVER PARK eter J. Banks & Rita Banks
2001 Bullinger
Wichita, Kansas 67204

RIVER PARK  ,/Wonald B. & Nancy L. Kraft
2009 Bullinger
Wichita, Kansas 67204

RIVER PARK obert J. & Barbara J. Phye
2425 Gentry Drive
Wichia, Kansas 67220

RIVER PARK  //“Robert Greg & Carol Jean Clark
2101 Bullinger
Wjchita, Kansas 67204

RIVER PARK Joseph T. & J. Andrea Naifeh
2109 Bullinger
Wichita, Kansas 67204

RIVER PARK Malen E. McGuire
2625 Cornelison
Wichita, Kansas 67203

RIVER PARK _ Vabac Inc.
; 1901 West 13th Street
Wichita, Kansas 721

Critle

COMPANY, INC.




ADDITION OWNER & ADDRESS

RIVER PARK ichard D. & Roberta J. Tedlock
634 West 20th Street
Wichita, Kansas 67203

RIVER PARK !ﬁchael J. & Donna C, Ferris ¥
707 Cover fnfr Drure
W'W"’J(’G"?“ Wichita, Kansas 67-2»;.—?7 67203

RIVER PARK ert L. & Phyllis A. Winder
701 River Park Drive
Wichita, Kansas 67203

INDIAN HILLS 4TH,/Indian Hills Deve. Co., Inc.
. Marvin Bastian, Presdient

/05 SW Boulevard, Wichita, Ks. 67211
Beg. at intersection of E line of\/City of Wichita
Lot 1, Sec. 12, Townp. 27, Range H.D -

LW, & the established left bank V \ 5% €704, 7y manncer

of the Arkansas River;th. W along e,
the maid bank line to a pt. 855 feet

measured at right angles to said

E line Lot 1; thence N to a pt.

200 feet from said River bank line;

thence Ely to a pt. on the E line of

said Lot 1, 200 feet from said bank

line; th. S along said E line said

Lot 1 to pt. of beginning.

7
3 BENJAMIN HILLS é&ﬁhard R. & Mildred M. Ayesh
2ND 628 Benjamin
Wighita, Kansas 67204

BENJAMIN HILLS uby P. Millsap & Kathryn Johnson
2ND 2616 Benjamin, Wichita, Kansas 67204

BENJAMIN HILLS I/éleen Lee
2ND 2604 Benjamin, Wichita, Kansas 67204

BENJAMIN HILLS ‘iéthur D. & Florence Busch
2ND ‘/2552 Benjamin, Wichita, Kansas 67204

v

BENJAMIN HILLS ewis Barrick Jri'& Keisci C. Wilson” |

d - CAR, B3

2ND Ad ressgmum‘_:h Gty /r;(.’o?&a :
BENJAMIN HILLS erry D. Forney

2ND 2534 Benjamin, Wichita, Kansas 67204

BENJAMIN HILLS obert D. & Carol J. Dickerson
2ND 2520 Benjamin
Wichita, Kansas 67204

BENJAMIN HILLS [/vl{aymond D. & Gail George
2ND 2512 Benjamin
Wichita, Kansas 67204

BENJAMIN HILLS arvin M. & Barbara Somers
2ND 2506 Benjamin
Wichia, Kansas 67204

BENJAMIN HILLS /:/Lewis Frank & Betty Jo Hoabler
2ND 2305 North Richmond
Wichita, Kansas 67204

eEadelityl (F) Enitle

COMPANY,




LOT BLOCK

-, 15

16

17

18

19

3

-9_
ADDITION OWHER ADDRESS

BENJAMIN HILLS “ion Hattson & 2315 N. Richmond
2ND Shirley A. sjogren Wichita, Kansas 67204

BENJAMIN HILLS Vén G. & Louise K. 2325 . Riczhmond
2HD Salyer Wichita, Kansas 67204

BENJAMIN HILLS® %vin C. & Dorothy 2339 North Richmond
21D A. Byers Wichita, Kansas 67204

BENJAMIN HILLS #forton E. & Benita 2355 NN. Richmond
2ND L. Goss Wichita, Kansas 67204

BBWJN~1HT HILLS Tis L. King & 2367 BenJamin
2ND Charlotte E. Craw- Wichita, Kansas 67204
rd

BENJAMIN HILLS wfordon L. & Joan C. 2377 M. Richmond
21D spith Wichita, Kansas 67204

BENTANTN HILLS “iodmes A. Jr. & Doris 2381 N, Richmond
2ND T. Moore Wichita, Kansas 67204

BENJAMIN HILLS wﬁm W. & Kathleen 2320 N.Richmond
21D Schiffler Wichita, Kansas 67204

BEMJAMIN ,HILLS//iéaert W. & Eva 23111' North Richmond
2ND Hobson ichita, Kansas 67204

BENJAMIN HILLS "L/onard R. & Kellene 2304 North Richmond
2ND M. Wright Wichita, Kansas 67204

BENJAMIN FIL -E. & LaRue Yates 24il—fyaeinth-Lene— =
END‘/E KZ" (R i Wi-.hita, Kansas 67204
Nededte: D30 5 . 67 20
BENJAMIN HILLS lbert C Mildred 2315 Dogwood
. enp H. Martin ) Wichita, Kansas 67204

e aca ;
BENJAMIN HILLS _Board of Parkvj»%/A/City of Wichita
21D @?Comission_e_gs g
t City of Wichita i

BENJAMIN HILLS \%ard of Education City of Wichita
2MD School Dist. #1

BENJAIMTN HILLS Ted Kuhlman & 2256 Hyacinth
2ND Opal Kuhlman Wichita, Kansas 67204

SHJAMTH HILLS Vv/déhn D. & Eileen 226 Hyacinth
2ND C. Murray Wichita, Kansas 67204

C: Vfr v Jn\ \:’_:) 63}@2:—3

.




-10-
LOT BLOCK ADDITION OQWIIER ADDREGS

3 9 BENJAMIN HILLS ¥flay 0. & Jetta J. 2238 Hyacinth
2nd Stinson Wichita, Kansas 67204

BENJAMIN HILLS Wﬂ.lium Ronald & 2228 Hyacinth
2D -Mindia M. Brigstocke Vichita, Kansas 67204

BENJAMIN HILLS vrf Dean & C. Nadine 2220 liyacinth
2ND Jirrels Wichita, Kansas 67204

BENIANTH ‘HILLS Xfitbur R, & E. Maxtne 2208 Hyacinth
2nd Elsea Wichita, Kansas 67204

BENJAMTH HILLS erry E. & Patricia 1703 North Charles
2ND ouise Dahme Wichita, Kansas 67203

BENJAMIN HILLS “éver R. & Marjorie 2219 Bullinger
2ND Apderson Wichita, Kansas 67204

BEMJAMIN HILLS "élvln E. & Shirley 2231 Bullinger
20D K.,Zandler Wichita, Kansas 67204

BEHJAMTN HILLS \d/ohn M. Jr. & Betty 2304 North Richmond
2nd Richards Wichita, Kansas 67204

BENJAMTI I{ILL%chael A. Belluomo 2245 Bullinger
2ND :l/rr Paula Belluomo  Wichita, Kansas 67204

BEMJAMIN HILLS “falter H.Sr. & Anlta 2701 Benjamin
2D Marie Beck Wichita, Kansas - 67204

BEMJAMTH HILLS ‘{vid E. & Kathleen B. 2519 Benjamin
2ND Childs Wichita, Kansas 67204

BENJAMIN IEILLE(/( Raymond & Kathleen 2533 Benjamin
2ND V. Goble Wichita, Kansas' 67204

BENJAMIN HILLS 'échnrd & Wilma Jeanne 1514 n, Sabin
2HD Bills Wichita, Kansas 67209

BENTAMTH }11LL34(sse11 L. & Peggy J. 2551 Benjamin
2ND Brenner Wichita, Kansas 67204

BENJAMTH HLILLS v{arry Jd. & Norma J. 2605 Benjamin
21D Frazler Wichlta, Kansas 67204

BERJAMTH HILLS “lerbert & Evelyn 2615 BenJamin
2np L. 'Parks Wichita, Kansas 67204

Iit1e;




LOT BLOCK

7 10
8 10
10

10 10

10

10

10

9,10,
115T0]
13 & 14

s
ADDITION OHIER ADDRESS

BENJAMIN HILLS erland M. & Elaine 2627 Benjamin
2ND Patterson Wichita, Kansas 67204

BENJAMIN HILLS %id E. & Rogene 2628 Bob White
20D Weatherson Wichita, Kansas 67204

BENJAMIN HILLS Lbert P. & Reva 2616 Bob White
21D ‘/Guerra Wichita, Kansas 67204

BENJAMTN HILLS lflﬁahertz I. & Susan 5. 2606 Bob Unite
2ND Guenthner Wichita, Kansas 67204

BENJAMIN HILLS d!ﬁ:err, Emmett & Helen 2552 pBob White
enb Wanda Wood Wichita, Kansas 67204

BENJAMIN HILLS ‘(,l/ifford P. & Lois M. 25012 Bob Wnite
21D Brawley Wichita, Kansas 67204

BENJAMTU HILLS viﬁan L. & Norma L. 2532 Bob White
21D /a.bb Wichita, Kansas 67204

BENJAMIN HILLS "-{Carson & Virginia 2505 Benjamin
20D Rockhill Wichita, Kansas 67204

BENJAMIN HILLS "'/4 Guy, Jr. & Katherine 2521 Eob White
21D Jones Wichita, Kas 67204

BENJAMIN HILLS // 2533 Bob White
21D ohn O & Anna B, Wichita, Kansas 67204
English

BENJAMIN HILLS "I/I'Ed J. & Virginia. 2541 Bob White
21D H. Soper Wichita, Kanszas 67204

BENJAMTIT HILLS F%on E. & Mabelle 2551 Bob White
21D Kirkland Wichita, ¥ansas 67204

BENJAMIN HILLS #‘wfon L. & Marie L. 2605 Bob White .
21D Graber Wichita, Kansas 67204

BENJAMTN HILLS éi P. & Agnes C. 2615 Bob White

2iD Ferris Wichita, Kansas 67204
v !
BENJAMIN HILLS (Zweli W. & Lorraine Aéd—rc;swrﬂmwn f/
a = 27 i e
2HD bszh‘_f"z-i%‘i!&a RE2T (Bh e l‘@i, 672
BENJAM™'I HILLS /;.Lll R. & Sandra L. 2208 Pullinger
2HD hillips Vichita, Kansas 67204

BENJNAMIN HILLS John E. Brewer “-~ - B i
21D Vichita, Kansas 6fagl
JuF St feca A n-1f436 Vieiara , KSB+T3LDG L7202 1

Ty () il

COMPANY, M INC.
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LOT BLOCK ADDI'TION OWNER ADDRES,

15 11 BEMJANTI HILLS ¥YHenry Y. & Jayne L. 2209 Marigold Lane
2ND Green Wichita, Kansas 67204

16 BENJAMIN HILLS \Zﬁ’z-!e.rd 0. & Donna M. 2419 Benjamin
2ND Elpers Wichita, Kansas 67204

BENJAMTH HILLS Vénbert M. & Joan B. 2433 Benjamin
2ND Shearer Wichita, Kansas 67204

BENJAMIN HILLS "éfred M. & Beulah K. 2L42 Benjamin !
21D Farha Wichita, Kansas6720U

BENJAMIN HILLS V,(nt-: H. & Lucile K. 2434 Benjamin
2ND Wilkinson Wichita, Kansas 67204

BENJAMIN HILLS yAlard E. & Gloria J. 2420 Benjamin i
2D Lewls * Wichita, Kansas 67204 |
2420 BenJamin

BENJAMIN HILLS f'/ay C. & Dorothy 2426 Benjamin
2ND J. Hopson Wichita, Kansas 67204

BENJAMIN HILLS Wdm. of Veterns 5500 E. Kellogg
21D Affairs Wichita, Kansas 67218

BENJAMIN HILLS .,Eﬁmet E. & Lois 2308 Hyacinth
2ND Hall Wichita, Kansas 67204 [

BENJ AMIN HILLS/ illiam W. & Flora priAPIa R AR
2ND M. Leblond Aeee ) érno

BENJAMTIN HILL dm. of Veterans 5500 E. Kellogg
2ND ﬁffairs Wichita, Kansas 67218

BENJAMIN HILLS %rome C. & Barbara 2253 N. Richmond |
2ND G. Beck. Wichita, Kansas 6720l

BENJAMIIN HILLS nry & Darlenz M. 2261 North Richmond i
2ND Jesse Wichita, Kansas 67204 §

BENJAMIN HILLS %ter J. & Ruth R. 2262 N. Richmond :
2HD Broderson Wichita, Kansas 67204

BENJAMIN HILLS y&nk R. & Jeanne M. 2254 N. Richmond
21D Wichita, Kansas 67204

BENJ AMIN I[ILLS@T;E L. & Birdle 224 N. Richmond
28D M. Harris Wichita, Kansas 67204




-13-

LOT BLOCIC ADDITION OWHER ADDRESS

o 13 BENJAMIN HILLS l/fohn M. & Virginia 2236 N. Richmond
2ND Lang Wichita, Kansas 67204

13 BENJAMIN HILLS ﬁirrord R. & Ruth 2228 H. Richmond
20D D. Muhlenbruch Wichita, Kansas 67204

13 BENJAMIN HILLS ) Adm, of Veterans 5500 E. Kellogg
21D Affairs Wichita, Kansas 67218

13 BENJAMIN HILLS w(Ernmett E. & Lois 2308 Hyacin’
A all Wichita, Kansas 67204

13 BENJAMIN HILLS| Aflenry Y. & Jayne L. 2209 Marigold
2ND Geen Wichita, Kansas 67204

13 ° BENJAMIN uILLsz/ﬁeson H. & Martha . 2219 Marigold
2ND * 8. MeCloud Wichita, Kansas 67204

13 BENJAMIN HILLS l/«m/arry J. & Gwendolyn 2229 Marigold
2ND P. Armfield Wichita, Kansas 67204

13 BENJAMIN HILLS ’[wﬁrran E. & Sandra 2239 Marigold
2ND Lee Carpenter Wichita, Kansas 67204

13 BENJAMIN HILLS wefville W. & Bettiann 2225 Dogwood
2ND Smith Wichita, Kansas 6720k

13, BENJAMIN HILLS. Adm. of Veterans 5500 E. Kellogg
2ND Affairs Wichita, Kansas 67218

13  BENJAMIN HILLS %rles P. & Dorothy 2243 Dogwood
2ND " E. Danbury Wichita, Kansas 67204

13 BENJAMIN HILLS Vforrest V. & Evelyn 2251 Dogwood
2ND A. Jackson Wichita, Kansas 67204

14 BENJAMIN HILLS dﬁrd H. & Esther M. 2238 Marigold .
2ND Blackford Wichita, Kansas 67204

b BENJAMIN HILLS ?ﬁgrk W. & Beverly D. 2222 Marigold
21D . Dick Wichita, Kansas 67204

1k BENJAMIN HILLS %ard J. & Ralpholene 2206 Marigold ;
2nd Stambaugh Wichita, Kansas 6720 |

14 BENJAMIN HILLS ‘ﬁa McLean 2359 McLean Blvd. NW
21D Wichita, kansas 67203 |

BENJAMIN HILLS “Forman E. & Dorothy 2275 Sweetbriar
2ND Allerheilig Wichita, Kansas 67204

iy (@) o

COMPANY,
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Lot

6

BLOCK

ADDITION

14

-14-

OWHER

ADURESS

BENJAMIN HILleg{eabytery of Wichita 2258 Marigold

2ND

Synod of Kansas

BENJAMIN HILLS ",,/a'aék E. & Elizabeth

2ND

GARDNER'S
RIVERLAWN

GARDNER'S /

RIVERLAWN
GARDNER 'S
RIVERLAWN
GARDNER 'S
RIVERLAWN
GARDNDER 'S
RIVERLAWN

GARDMNER'S
RIVERLAWN

GARDNER'S
RIVERLAWN

GARDNER'S
RIVERLAWN

GARDHNER'S
RIVERLAWN

GARDNER'S
RIVERLAWN
GARDNER'S
RIVERLAWN

GARDNER '
RIVERLAWN D

GARDNER'S
RIVERLAWN

Green
,Q{l rdner Lﬂ.nd In\..
,‘:z
6‘? 2rek

met B. & Margaret
F. Park

Wichita, Kansas 67204

2302 Marigold

Vichita, Kansas 67204

North Broadway

Wichlta, Kansas \\67202‘

5707 E. 19th Street
Wichita, Kansas

/ﬁnald R. Armstrong & 19”1 W. 23rd Street

Ruby Eva Elinor
Armstrong

Ponia A. & Lois M.
Filby

‘/étthleen D. Garrison

V. A. & Mildred B.
Miller

A6 4. & Lulu B

Swenson

%lf. W. & Nell M.
Schubert

I/béorge S. & Rosa L.

Simpson

/uﬁ{ephen J. & Janet L.

Betton

fn//{].lliam Henry

Holsapple & Marjorie
olsapple

“h{is R. & Deloris
Gutshall

Gardner Land Inc.
22k Seuth Broadway

Wichita, Kansas

1915 W. 23rd Street
Wichita, Kansas 67204

1309 W. 23rd Street Nc .
67204 |

Wichita, Kansas

1901 W. 23rd St.
Wichita, Kansas 67204
1827 W. 23rd St.
Wichita, Kansas

1821 W. 23rd st.
Wichita, Kansas

1815 W. 23rd St.
Wichita, Kansas

1807 W. 23rd St.
Wichita, Kansas

1801 W, 23rd St.

Wichita, Kansas 6720l

221—5outh-Broadwy

Got M. BRepDPwAYy (7 2

St fuant "/'-l'/?b 243 @rsiidir are

V(i._nolos N. & Anna
D. Sandoval

6730 ¢

Wichita, Kansas 6721¢

67208 |

67204 |

67204

6720t [t

67200 |

67204 | :

Wichita, Kansas 6726
L’[

i
¢

bt
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LOT BLOCK

12

3 GARDHER 'S

RIVERLAMWH
GARDNER'S
RIVERLAW

GARDNER 'S
RIVERLAWN

GARDNER 'S5
RIVERLAHN

ADDITION

-15-
%Olet J. Stevens
Brenda Sue Sherrili
Charles David Stevens

“Fay & Georgla I,
Shropshire

Lﬁﬁkonzo W. & Lorene
Johnson

an E, & Betty J.
Norris

GARDNER' SA/R B. & Mary L.

RIVERLAWN

GARDHER 'S
RIVERLAWH

GARDNER'S
RIVERLAWN

GARDHER'S
RIVERLAWI

GARDNER 'S
RIVERLAWN

GARDMER'S
RIVERLAWN

Hpllowell

Vf;ul W. & Katherine
M.~ Reeves

Efs;n Richard & Myra
M. Small

rederick M. &
Marjorie J. Knodle

nnis L. & Patricia
L. Rice :
%Iﬂf‘?i - atho
a

mes & LaDonna J.
Sanders

GARDNER'S %ndell E. & Betty

RIVERLAW

GARDUER'S
RIVERLAWN

GARDNER'S
RIVERLAWN

M, Palin

€£Eivid E. & Edna E.

Monk

vin L. & Regina S.
iedens

BRUNCH /A/.R. & Thelma L.

Brunch

ERUNCH ,/mle Dean Rltchie,

E 2,3 fcre of L Acre Tract
locatled in W corner Lot
2, except North 50 feet
for Street, NE! Secz.

Evan Davis Ritchie,
John Proctor Ritchie

JfﬁZrcus D. Gow
% Derby Refining Co.

7-27-1E

5040—E-—Paumaee
Wichita, Kansas
Ie-vﬂ.&..h._ a0y

ADDEESS

2416 Amidan
Wichita, Kansas 67204

2410 Amidon
Wichita, Kansas 67204
2102 Amiden
Wichita, Kansas 67204
1918 W. 23rd st.
VWichita, Kansas 6720
1552 Burns
Wichita, Kansas 67203
2115 Riverlawn i
Wichita, Kansas 6720 |
421 Riverlawn
Wichita, Kansas 6720/ |
2116 Riverlawn

Wichita, Kanaas 67204

67218

1214 Kevin Rd.
Wichita, Kansas 67204
1824 West 23rd st.
Wichita, Kansas 67204

2409 Perry
Wichita, Kansas 67204

1320 Reece Road
Wichita, Kansas 67052
5059 Valentine Rd.
Wlchita, Kansas 67210 |
1820 N. Mosley

Wichita, Kansas 67214

'O, Box 1030

Vilchita, Kansas 67201
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LOT BLOCK ADhLTIOH OQUIER

Beginning 126.7 feet West of 0.5 ‘Inc,

Part Block 1, Lakeview Estahes,/ak_evieu Development P,
C

the Northeast corner, Block 1;
W 640,29 feet; South 158.71
feet; West 158.71 feet; South
368 feet; FEast 325 feet; NE
200 feet: East 475 feet; lorth
275 feet; West 129.35 feet;
lNlorth to beginning.

O

Part Block 1, Lakeview Estates; Lakeview Dev.
beginning NE corner Block 1; Iney

West 126.7 feet; South 125 feet;

East 129.33 feet; North 125 feet

to beginning.

Lot 1, Lakeview Estates 2nd ;D Lakeview Dev.
except beginning at sW Inc.
corner; thence NE 96.95 feet;

J: South to South line; West to

beginning.

Beginning at SW corner Lot

1; HE 96.95 feet M/L; South
to South line Lot 1; West to
beginning Lakeview Estates
2nd Addition

Lakeview Dev,
D Inec.

i‘ct 4, except East 298.9 ~._ Lakeview Dev,
feet, Lakeview Estates 2nd D Inc.
Addition

Lubk 5, Lakeveiw Estates ~ LAKEVIEW Dev.
2nd Addition [ ed., Ine;

2

Beginning 298.9 feet West D Lakeview Dev.

of SE corner Lot 6: West

621.1 feet; NWly 386.15 feet;

West 30 feet; North 3178

feet; West 10 feet; North

3178 feet; West 10 feet;

North 526.29 feet: Fast 130

feet: liorth 230 feet: NEly

30 feet: East 545 feet; SEly

to a point 290 feet West of

NE corner Lot 6; East 290 feet;

South 415 feet: West to point

280 feet West of Fast line of

Lot 3: South 371.6 feet; West

239.12 feet; South 15 feet to beglnninw{'.:_..'-l.}
]

Inc.

P.ONBOX/2365 N.
Wizhi Station
Wich Kansas 67201

P,0.\Box2365 N.
wichidy/ station
Wichiffa) Kansas 672C |

P.0. \Rox 2865 1 i
Wichitangtation 3
Wichit ansas 67201

P.0. Box 2365 N.
Wichi tation i
Wichijh) Kansas 6720 |

P.0 .\ Box Loz I &
WichMga AStation L
Wichid N\ Kansas 672( |

0.

Lakeview Estates P:ﬁﬁﬁngEg@:}@ @& 6&&2@3
- E \u"b

COMPANY, { INC.
2




BLOCK

ADDITION

TWIN LAKES OFFICE
PARK ADDITION

COOK'S RIVER

COOK'S RIVER
COOK'S RIVER
COOK'S RIVER
COOK'S RIVER

COOK'S RIVER

COOK'S

COOK'S RIVER

COOK'S RIVER
COOK'S RIVER

COOK'S

COOK'S RIVER

COOK'S RIVER

OF

-

1deliiyhd

i

OWNER
T Lakeview Dev. Co.

Inc.

ic Cheng Shen &
Jacqueline Shen

RANCH i/eret'.t‘. C. & Delpha
b}f Moss

RANCH %ne M. & Zelma
Armstrong

Rmrcn%ert L. & Alta L.
: Whitesell

RANCH

ADDRESS

2,03

18U6 Lisa Land
Wichita, Kansas

1827 4. 18th st
Wichita, Kansas

1809 v. 18th st

Wichita, Kansas 67203 |

1805 W. 18th st
Wichita, Kansas

Hoo—Bufrum—rAve |

672C |

nm«cwfnald J. & Jean C. -
VGRS ponaestrasot /estiShER: Sa05T5 T30° |

RAINCHY Harlan B. & Phyllis

J. Dixon

Vv
RANC Robert H. & Dorothy
E. Jackson

RANCH ’fagﬂne L. & Lorraine
Jones
RANCH nald L.
235 Clupney

RANCH %ﬂk L. & Leola W,

Thomas

‘?b‘h

RANCH ul J. & Dorothy C.

Andree

A
deffrey V. & Martha
L. Baxter

/

lomer E. & LaDonna
Kelth

RANCH

RAHCH

i l

5"
{ rg\
il )
COMPANY, M INC.

e

acque11ne 417 N. Mt,

1845 Woodrow crt.
Wichita, Kansas 67203

Address Unknown
4{4—;‘_;_ o

Wi._hita, Kansas é—"ﬁ'—B |
25 Cpoclirmrclr 67)93

Carmel
Wichita, Kansas 672

1805 voodrow Crt. ;
Wichita, Kansas 6720% |

1814 Lisa Lane

Wichita, Kansas 6720z [ &

Address—Unknown

/R e, 6720 3

1828 Lisa Lane
Wichita, Kansas 67203

il




_18-

—_—
14 1 COOK'S RIVER RAINCH/Phillip R. & N Address U
%Patticia A. Purinton }2?:1“‘-}'

Yivert H. IIT & 1835 Lisa Lane

atricia Ann Wichita, Kansas 67203
Helson

LOT BLOCK ADDITTON OWNER ADDRESS

COOK'S RIVER RANCH

COOK'S RIVER Rm-rcr{lﬁg M. & Anahid 18U40 Lisa Lane
Hagopian Wichita, Kansas 67203

COOK'S RIVER RANCH ykflene V. Root 1847 Lisa Lane
- Wichita, Kansas 67203

COOK'S RIVER RAINCH ﬁ W. Bragg Co. 17h3 N. Broaduay
; THcs Wichita, Kansas 57214

COOK'S RIVER RANCH ﬂES H. & Zelma 1833 Lisa Lane
I. Lange Wichita, Kansas 67203

COOK'S RIVER RANCH Greistine 3. 1829 Lisa Lane
Cleary Wichita, Kansas 67203

COOK'S RIVER RAHCHI/C Eugene & Peggy 1825 Lisa Lane
McGinnis Wichita, Kansas 67203
; o

COOK'S RIVER RANCH %rid Hayden 1821 Lisa Lane
Wichita, Kansas

4 45
COOK'S RIVER RANCH rditt E Zakary”
%17 s 67203
COOK'S RIVER RANCH arley Floyd 1813 Lisa Lane
Thomas & Marjorie Wichita, Kansas 67203
C. Thomas

12 & COOK'S RIVER RNICHI%a.wrence E. & Irene 1401 Garland !
13 Wells Wichita, Kansas 67203 |

1535 FORD & CRANE'S V‘{ark D. & Shirley 1725 North St. Clair
5 A. Opliger Wichita, Kansas 67203
Woodrow

Court

7.9, CRANE'S ﬁ & Lutie 1848 Woodrow Court
1] Schwein Wichita, Kansas 67203

Woodrow

‘Court

13,15 FORD & CRAIL'S %mld B. & Grace 1842 Woodrow Court

17 . Beat Wichita, Kansas 67203
Woodrow

Court
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TRACT DESICRIP'I:'IDN OWNER & ADDRESS

Lots 19 thru 29 (odd) ‘Joodrow vDekalb Agricultural Association of
Court, FORD & CRANE'S ADDITION Vb'ékalb Co., Illinois

1831 Woodrow Court

Wichita, Kansas 67203

Part of Lot 6, Lakeview Estates 2nd ] Lakeview Development Co., Inc.
Addition; Beginning at NW corner; P.0. BS . Wichita Station
SW 128.81 feet; East 180' more or less; chhisg.. as 67201

North 88.91 feet; West to beginning.

where North line Lot 6 & NW corner
Lot 2 intersect; W 295' more or less;
th. S 88.91'; E 365" NW to beginning.

Wichita 67201

. Part of Lot 6, Lakeview Estates Lakeview Development Co., Inc.
2nd Addition; Beginning at a point P P.O.W Wichita Station
sas

Part Block 1, Lakeview Estates Lakeview Development Co., Inc.
Addition, Beg. at W cormer; North / P.0. B 65 ¥ Wichita Station
422 feet; East 325 feet; SW 255.74 Wichita s 67201

feet; South 230 feet; Westl30 feet

to beginning.

Part Lot 2, Lakeview Estates 2nd ~ Lakeview Development Co. Inc.
Addition; Beg. 375 feet W of NE P.0. Bo»2365 N Wichita Station
corner Lot 2; West 143.84'; N 15°'; Wichita, s 67201

W 260'; SW 238.27'; E 195'; .

N 268 feet to beginning.

Lot 1, exc. beg. at front corner bert L. & Virginia C. Edwards
common to said Lot 1 & Lot 2; th. 915 North Edwards
NEly along the line common tc said Wichita, Kansas 67203

* Lots 1 & 2, a distance of 125'; th.

SWly to a point on the front line

of said Lot 1, 1.5' NWly from beginning;

th. SEly 1.5 feet to beginming, all

in Block 1, WOMERS SIXTH ADDITION,

to Wichita, Kansas —

South 2 feet of Lot 2, all @les A. & Margaret R. Beattie
of Lot 3, Block 1, WOMERS SIXTH 1530 West 33rd Street North
ADDITION Wichita, Kansas 67204

Lot 2, except the South 2 feet, Donald L. & Johnita D. Miller
Block 1, WOMER'S SIXTH ADDITION §< Address Unknown
to Wichita, Sedgwick County, .
Kansas, and part of Lot 1, described

as beginning at the front

corner common to said Lots 1 and 2;

thence Northeasterly along the

line common to said Lots 1 and 2,

a distance of 125 feet; thence

Southwesterly to a point on the

front line of said Lot 1, 1.5

feet northwesterly from beginning;

thence Southeasterly 1.5 feet to

beginning, all in Block 1, WOMER'S

SIXTH ADDITION to Wichita, Kansas

I B L T Py

N
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LOT BLOCK

ADDITION

-20-

OWNER

All Lot WOMER 6TH
4, & North
25 feet of
Lot 5, B 1
S 50 feet WOMER 6TH
Lot 5 & N

50 feet Lot

6, Block 1

S 25 feet

of Lot 6

& Lot 7 exc.
South U4 feet
Block 1

WOMER 6TH

South U feet
ofiLot 7,
Block 1

WOMER 6TH

/ § 10 feet of WOMER 6TH
Lot 16 & all
Lot 15, Block

3

South 65 feet
North 68 feet of
.Lot 16, Block 1

6TH

North 3 feet WOMER 6TH
of Lot 16 &

Lot 17 exc.

beg. NE corner

West 130 feet

to MW corner,

South 1 feot

Ely to beginning

Block 1

Jﬂéhomas 0. & Ruth Ann 2733 MHeadowvale St.
V' B

eard

k‘%ﬁlph G. & Wilmar

Twyman

%

ecil M. & Frances
L. Gleason

m/iﬁobart J. & Beverly

J. Kernohan

b’ég;vel G. & Billie F,

Swan

of  WOMER 'V4gilen C. Hiatt

Vg:nald E. & Hazel
Claire Winkler

Beg. NE corner WOMER 6th '4arold & Alice Belt

Lot 17, West

130 feet to NW
corner, South 1 foot,
Ely to point of beg.
Block 1

Lot 18, exc. beg. WOMER
front corner common
to Lot 19, KWW 162
feet, South 6 feet
SE_ to beginning.
Block 1

6T

'D Harold & Alice Belt
1

ADDRESS

Wichita, Kansas 67203

1920 N. Sedgwick Ave.
Wichita, Kansas 67203

1912 N. Sedgwick Ave.
Wichita, Kansas 67203

1902 1. Sedgwick Ave.
Wichita, Kansas 67203

1901 N. St. Clair

Wichita, Kansas 67203

1911 N. st. clair

Wichita, Kansas 67203

1921 N. St. Clair

Wichita, Kansas 67203

1931 N. §t. Clair

Wichita, Kansas 67203

1931 N, st. Clair

Wichita, Kansas 67203




LOT & BLOCK

Lot 19, exc. beg.
front 1 corner to
Lot 19 & 20, Vest
10 feet NW 186.3
feet, N 32.45 feet
SE 210 feet to beg.
& part Lot 18 beg.
corner common to
Lot 19, nw, 162 feet
South 6 feet, SE to
beginning, Block 1

Lot 20, except Ely
10 feet & part Lot
19 beg. front corner
common to Lots 19 &
20 Wly 10 feet, nW
186.3 feet, N 32 45

\; feet, SE 210 feet to
"z beginning, Block 1

Ely 10 feet Lot 20

& Lot 21, except

. bart E of line 15
feet W SE corner ext,
to pt. 20 feet Wly

of NE corner, Block 1 7

22 & part of Lot a1,
beg. SE corner, West
15 feet, North to
rear line Ely 20
feet to IE corner
South to beginning,
Block 1

23 & Wly 15 feet
of Lot 24, Block 1

2l except Wiy
15 feet, Block 1

25 except Wly
50 feet, Block 1

Wly 50 feet,
Lot 25, Block 1

26 except Fast
10 feet, Block 1

CFidel;

=2l

ADDITION OMER ADDRESS

WOMER 6TH *fonald & Mazie L.

King

1941 N. St. Clair
Wichita, Kansas 6720:

WOMER 611 /5. H. & Esther
J. Vomer

434 ohio
Wichita, Kansas 67214

WOMER 6TH ed L. & Patricia 2242 Bella Vista

L. Coslett Wichita, Kansas 67203 |

v/

WOMER 6TH “Charles R. &
Lucille Culbertson Wichita, Ks.

2232 Bella Vista
67203

Y

ale D. & Sara

7 Black

“Charles K. & Jean
C, Eby

2224 Bella Vista
Wichita, Kansas 67203 |

WOMER 6TH

WOMER 6TH 2212 Bella Vista

Wichita, Kansas 6720:
WOMER 6TH “Tohn 1.
L. Long

2200 Bella Vista
Wichita, Kansas

& Rebecca
6720z
WOMER 67H~, Charles
C. Eby

K. & Jean 2212 Bella Vista

Wichita, Kansas 67203

2200 Bella Vista
Wichita, Kansas

iy L] }3] Gl
COMIANY, MIN .

WOMER OTH John W.
D ti Long

& Rebecca
6720z

2
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10T & BLOCK ADDITION QW ER ADDRES3

27 & E 10 feet  WOMER 6TH l/n/uberh M. & Shirley 2186 Bella Vista
Lot 26, Block 1 E. Snell Wichita, Kansas 67203

28 WOMER 6TH tféﬁilliam A. & 2108 Bella Vista
Block 1 Kathleen S. James Wichita, Kansas 67203

29 except beg. WOMER 6TH l William M. & 2108 Bella Vista

SE corner, lW Kathleen S. James Wichita, Kansas 67203
along front 65

feet, NE to rear

line SE 72 feet to

NE corner SW 160 feet

to begining, Block 1 /

30 & part of Lot WOMER 6TH Puckney R. & Leona 2168 Bella Vista

29 beg. SE corner ; . Wheeler Wichita, Kansas 67203
NW 65 feet, NE to

. Trear of Lot SE 72

2 feet SW 160 feet

t‘.o beginning, Block

31, Block 1 WOMER 6TH {Q;, P. Jr. & Ruth 2162 Bella Vista

S. Lent Wichita, Kansas 67203

32 & beglnning WOMER 6TH Poilbert D. & 2154 Bella Vista

SW corner Lot Jacqueline M. Tatman Wichita, Kansas 67203
33, SE 41 feet

NE to rear, Lot

33, NW 48 feet

to NW corner SW to

beginning, Block 1

33 except beg. SW WOMER 6TH ‘Vﬂalph A. & Doris 2142 Bella Vista

corner SE along J. Klose Wichita, Kansas 67203 |

front Ul feet KE
.to rear Lot 33, nw 48
feet to ilW corner

SW to beginning,
Block 1 /

34 except beginning WOMER 6TH /J Warren & Beatrice 6 cqueline i
SW corner Lot 34, L. Bond Wichita, sas 67208
SE 51 feet NE to \/?/,,/ﬁm; 23 Bedu \idta

rear, Lot 34 nw 61.2
feet to NW corner su
to beginnig, Block 1

67590 3,

CEidelity) f';i‘r'> G el

coaumwriL\J
D

a5

s L e et




o3
LOT & BLOCK ADDITION QUWHER ADDRESS

Beg. SW corner WOMER 6 Ralph R. & Dorls 2142 Bella Vista

Lot 34 5B along TED J. Klose Wichita, Kansas 67203
front 51 feet NE

134 feet to rear

of Lot HW 61.2

feet to [IW corner

SW 12 feet to

beginning, Block 1

Lot 35, except that part described /mes R. & 4 tport Lane
as beginning at the front corper ﬁztricia P. Wichita, K 67212
‘common .to said Lots 34 & 35; thench ecker

SEly aloPg the front line of said M*Mf/ﬁfpk o ;

Lot 35, 61 feet: thence HEly on a Bebpa Y A >

line radial to the front line of '?/J“’“ i Groi
said Lot 35, 130.5 feet more or

less to the rear line of said Lot

35; thence NVWly along the rear

line of said Lot 35, 72 feet more

or less to the rear corner common

to said Lots 34 and 35; thence

SWly 129 feet more or less to beg. ,

and all of Lot 36, all in Block 1,

WOMER'S 6TH ADDITION to Wichita, Ks.

Part Lot 35, beginning front J. Warren & 6226 Jacqueline
.corner common to Lot 34 & 35, Jacqueline L. Bond Wichita, Ks. 6720I8 us
"SE along front Lot 35; 61 leet
NE to rear lot 35 NW 72 feet
rear corner common with Lot
34 sW to beginning, Block 1
Sl
HOMER 6 Clarence J. & Renita Address Unknown
37  Block 1 WOMER 6TH S(J- ane b ;}/ﬁ”u,f :

38 WOMER 6TH ://Luther & Jane 5. 2108 Bella Vista
Morrissey Fewin Wichita, Kansas 67203

West 150 WOMER 61H %ter Kay & 2104 Bella Vista
feet Lot Blanche WM. Jabara Wichita, Kansas 67202
39

That part of Lot WOMER 6TH \A.a_y’ton Elmer & 2010 W. 17th st.

39, lying E of the Marian B. Carpenter Wichita, Kansas 67203
following Line, :
beginning 150 fent

E of the SW corner

Lot 39, thence

running I 129.31 feet

to N line of Lol 39

Block 1 =

: S St Yl o)

It Gt 2

v
i
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CUMPANY, L NC.
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LOT BLOCK ADDITION OWNER ADDRESS

1 2 WOMER 6TH vﬁmes L. & Karen 1902 . St, Clair
J. Pinkerton Wichita, Kansas 67203

WOMER GTH ‘/eme F. & Bessie 2236 W, 18th St.
E. Thornton Wichita, Kansas 67203

WOMER 6T Verne F. & Bessie 2236 W. 18th St.
1>E. Thornton Wichita, Kansas 67203

WOMER 6TH arry K. & 2547 vest 3lst St. South
: Marilyn K. Wichita, Kansas 67216
Kuhlman

WOMER 6TH 1lliam L. & 2216 Y. 18th st. ‘
Mildred E. Edwards Wichita, Kansas 67203 -

WOMER 6TH wight E. & 2208 W. 18th st.
Barbara J. Glenn Vichita, Kansas 67203

WOMER 6TH onald L. & lw:sns
Harriet E. Ratzlaff Wichita as 67203
et G106 fo 2203 (. /§ 5T, g—,_-wj
WOMER 6TH; YSam E. & Delia May 2182 W. 18th

Laham Wichita, Kansas 67203

All of Lot 8 & part ' fgerald L. & Delores BWY Ave,
Lot 9, described as I. Waters W:I.chit—a,gs z 67—2309
beg. at the front corner o H 2 73 e 83T, 7232
conglmcn to Lots 8 & 9, Eeb T fﬁﬁc » = : -
th. SEly along the front

line of Lot 9, 37 feet;

th. NEly parallel to the

line common to Lots 8 & 9,

to the rear line of Lot 9;

thence NWly along the rear

line of Lot 9 to the rear

corner common to said Lots

8 & 9; th. SWly along the

line common to said Lots 8

9 to the pt. of beginning,

Block 2, Iin WOMER'S 6TH

ADDITION to Wichita, Sedg.

County, Kansas.
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Lot BLOCK ADDITION

Lot 10, exc. that part desc,
lots 10 & 11; th,
feet to the rear
to Lots 10 & 11
the rear line or
1 foot; th, SWly to a point on
the front line of said Lot 10,
1 foot NWly of beginning; Th.
SWly 1 foot to beginning; and
part of Lot 9, desc. as beg.,

at the front corner common to
Lots 9 & 10; th. mwly 38 feet;
th, NELy along a line parallel
to the lot line common to Lots
9 & 10 to a point on the back
line of Lot 9, 38 freet HEly from
the back corner common to Lots

NELly 137
corner common
th, Nwly along
said Lot 10,

5 9 & 10; Th.SEly 38 feet to back

J: corner common to Lots 9 & 10;

&
A3V

Lot 10

3 lg

thence SWly 134 reet to point
of beginning; all in Block 2,
WOMER'S 6TH ADDITION to Wichita,
Kansas. .

11 & SE 1 foot
Kraus
Block 2

12 2

F. Elliott

13

14

omas

LE

16 & Ely
131t ‘of
Lot 17

o

17 exc. Ely WOMER 6TH
13 ft,
Block 2

2

CEadelty)

WOMER 67H %ner R.
A. Zitte]r

%

I U
s

OWNER

WOMER 6TH vt/arl G. & Ina M.

WOMER 6TH. ¥{iillis J. & Beth

WOMER 6TH l/{athew J. & Martha
M. Horsch

WOMER 6TH m{mes L. & Julia
WOMER 6TH ‘4rene T. Garver

WOMER 6TH Véeorge G. & Lucille
V., Kessler

/illiam B. % Rhoda
A. E. McConachie

ADDRESS

'finculn E. & Marjorie 2152 y, 18th St.
at the front corner common to J, Siler

Wichita, Kansas 672

2142 y. 18th st,
Wichita, Kansas  6720: ;

2132 . 18th st,
Wichita, Kansas 6720:
2122 W. 18th st.
Wichita, Kansas 6720: |

452 Winterset Lane
Wichita, Kansas 67209

2141 pella vista
Wichita, Kansas 6720:
2147 Bella vista

Wichita, Kansas 67203

2155 pella Vista

Wichita, Kansas 67203

& Mildred 2163 Bella Vista

i

Wit

COMPANY,

~% lf1311ita, Kansas
) 5

INC.

67205




LOT BLOCK

19 2
exc. SWly
-1 foot

20 & SWly
1 foot
Lot 19
Block 2
21 2
22

23
C 24

25

26

-27

14

15

16

17

18

-26-

ADDITION OWNER

WOMER 6TH A‘ﬁérold Q. & Genevieve

E. Sharpe

WOMER 6TH »/{alter L.
L. Groves

v

WOMER Gm‘érry L. & Linda
Debaot

WOMER 6TH

yeve

WOMER 6TH Véillip (et
Constance L. Rader

WOMER 6TH vt/ Dean & Reta A,
Pressnall

WOMER S'I‘H'/éliffcrd W. & Betty
Larson

41:@ B. & Anna B.

Sumith

WOMER 6TH

WOMER 6TH “ierome M. & Karen G.

Labam

WOMER 6THL “Tames L. & Geraldine

'}onlridge

WOMER 6TH 4nneth & Lorraine
N. Kallail

WOMER 6TH y/arold B. & Marcilla

F. Spurgeon

WOMER 6TH «Kay Touise Mills

- % Wichita Federal

WOMER GTH%'ADMS.B W. & Lucille
Phillips

I
WOMER 6TH I%Enrge W. & Martha
E. Bantz

(i

CErdelityl(f

~ 3,
COMPANY, |\ ] INC.

ADDRESS

2171 Bella Vista

Wichita, Kansas 67203

2177 Bella Vista

Vichita, Kansas 67203

2185 Bella Vista

Wichita, Kansas 67203

enneth W. & S. Harlene 2193 Bella Vista

Wichita, Kansas 67203
2201 Bella Vista
Wichita, Kansas 67203
2211 Bella Vista
Wichita, Kansas 67203
2221 Bella Vista
Wichita, Kansas 67203
biime

2233 Bella Vista
Wichita, Kansas 67203 "
2243 Bella Vista
Wichita, Kansas 67203
2112 W. 17th st.
Wichita, Kansas 67203
2102 W. 1T7th St.
Wichita, Kansas 67203
2109 Bella Vista
Wichita, Kansas 67203
340 South Broaduway

Wichita, Kansas 67202

2121 v. 18th st,
Wichita, Kansas 67203
2131 W. 18th st.

Wichita, Kansas 67203

RETiIe




BLOCK ADDITION OWNER & ADDRESS

3 WOMER 6TH - }/ Arvey B. & Audree M. Eklund
2141 West 18th Street
Wichita, Kansas 67203

Dated at Wichita, Kansas, this 10th day of June, 1976, at
7:00 o'clock A.M.

Tracer No. 34103




PAYMENT NOTICE
City of Wichita
FAY AT TREASURER'S OFFICE - FIRST FLOOR

Bldg & Elev. Elec. Elev. Insp. Exen, Fees

FoRru ?"-ij‘ll'\

Hse. Mvr. Hse. Moving Licse. Mech.

011 Well Pav. Cuts Plean. Plbg. Cert.
Banitation Bewer Bigns Bidewalk
Btreet Trailer

DESCRIPTION AMOUNT

Due Date







