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DP-35 - WOMER'S CRESTVIEW VILLAGE'-Z",1 2,1,r Community Unit Plan for southwest ***  2
corner Woodlawn & 21st St. Womer
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Map No. 5849 DATA SHEET DP- 35

Sac. 12 COMMUNITY UNIT PLAN Z-

TWP. 27 Filed 5-6-69

Range 1E

APPLICATION REQUEST: Approval of prol- )sed planned commerciai

development.

1. Applicant R. W. Womer

Address Box 394 Phone

2. Agent Ray Coleman

Address Box 394 Phone

3. General Location Southwest corner of 21st and Woodlawn

Address

4. Proposed Use

AREA DATA

1. Acres 647 ft. bv. 920 ft.)
2. Existing Zoning Proposed Zoning

3. Area (is) (is not) platted. Addition

4. Exiting R/W ft. ft. ft.
C+ C+

Proposed R/W ft. ft. ft.

St. St. St.

2- HISTORY

0 *,2.-

PROCEDURE DATA

1. MAE•C Meeting:

Date Action

Co- 2. 6 - & 9

2. Governing Body
Date Action

9 -/5,69

NOTES:

DP-35

SCHRADER BROS. CONSTRUCTION CO. i

'12,40
4/4-·

a,SIDE,1¥1,1.1. ANO COMME;*CIAL

20 66. 406-4 Z.c 672,4-

W. A. SCHRADER

OFFICE 265·0026

WICHITA. KANSAS
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f Final plat

SUBDIVISION REPORT

f'1 SUBDIVISION COMMITTEE &
METROPOLITAN AREA
PLANNING COMMISSION

fok
Jlit I; :

S/D NO. 79-98 Name G.P.-S First Addition

Date Application Rec'd. 9-21-79 Preliminary Approval 10-4-79
Scheduled S/D Meeting 11-1-79

DESCRIPTION

General Location Southwest corner of 21st and Woodlawn Boulevard

Owner WATS Company

Surveyor/Engineer Kpi +h PArlrpr lean-/+Al
Address 239 Pattie.Suite 2. 67211 Phone 263-826]

1. Gross Acreage of Plat 9.35 7. Lineal Feet of New Streets:

2. Number of Lots: a. R/W ft.

Residential b. R/w ft.

commercial A C. R/W ft.

Industrial d. R/W ft.

Other e. R/W ft.

Total Number of Lots 4 TOTAL Nine ft.

3. Minimum Lot Frontage 110 ft. 8. Sidewalk adjacent to all

4. Minimum Lot Area 1 9. 9%,1 .1 _ft. streets? yes X no

5. Existing Zoning TIC

6. Proposed Zoning LC

9. public water Supply Yes (Yes-No) , Name Citv of Wichita

10. Public Sanitary Sewers28(Yes-No), Name City of Wichita
11. Health Department Approval (where applicable)
12. City of Wichita : Three-Mile Area

(Yes-No)

STAFF COMMENTS:

A. The applicant's required drainage plan has been
approved by City Engineering.

B. The applicant shall guarantee the extension of
sanitary sewer and muncipal water to serve all
lots being platted.

C. The applicant shall guarantee the paving of Beau-
mont Street adjacent to this plat.

D. In accordance with the recently adopted City side-
walk ordinance, a sidewalk is required along the
east side of Beaumont Street adjacent to this plat

 (commercial zoning) .
 E. hA provision of the C.U.P. requires screening along

j ;lst Street and along Woodlawn because, at the time
0 . --2/of C.U.P. approval the areas across those streets
\-.22/ were zoned for residential uses. Those areas are

now zoned for office and commercial uses. The

applicant should request an adjustment to the
C.U.P. so that screening at these locations will not

79-30.3

be required.

 Planting screens along Beaumont and the south property
1 line were also requirements of the C.U.P. The applicant

has expressed a desire to substitute a wall for the
planting. This would also require an adjustment to
the C.U.P. Existing planting along the south property
line which is not in conformance will need to be cor-
rected as a condition of final plat approval unless
the adjustment for a wall is approved and replacement
of dead plant materials becomes unnecessary.

Recording of the plat within 30 days after approval 7
by the Board of City Commissioners.

4,3,1 J'>11:, . · · '0*1. .2 - 4
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July 16, 1979

4%621> Keith Parker Associates*Ati 239 Pattie, Suite 2
Wichita, Kansas 67211

Re: DP-35 - Request for interpretation
as to whether or not proposed
multiple lot plat is in conformance
with C.U.P.

Dear Keith:

I have reviewed the submitted sketch with the approved C.U. P.
and minutes of the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission regard-
ing thet cage. The intent at that time was that subject prop-
erty be developed as a shopping center although a liberal in-
terpretation of the proposed land uses for parcel "B" would
permit all uses aasociated with a shopping center. Since there
was no limitation as to the number of buildings, I would have
to conclude that an unlimited number is permitted, although I
believe the original intent was a shopping center and not strip
type commercial development.

Although I would prefer that your client amend the C.U.P. to
reflect the number of parcels proposed, and specifics as to
type of uses and number of buildings, there is nothing prohibit-
ing a preliminary plat as proposed. If you do select to submit
a plat without first amending the C.U.P., please be aware that
we will make our statements to the Sub Committee, Planning Com-
mission and City Commission that such replat does not suggest
the development of a shopping center, but rather "strip devel-
opment" with no limitation on number of free standing buildings.

Galbraith has outlined, on the enclosed plan you submitted, the
required setbacks as reflected on the C.U. P. He also has re-
viewed the plan and provides the following information:

1

2949

..,At...ab

c f' 9>*Ea

1. Landscaping is not provided in accordance with approved k
landscape plan dated December 23, 1971. This is the In

area 20 feet in width between the "LC" and "B" zoning K
to the south.

Landscape plan was never submitted for area along Beaumont.

1/4*
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449.1 Page Two
Keith Parker Associates
July 16, 1979

2. Except for the north 100 feet, advertising signe are not
permitted along the remaining frontage of Beaumont. This
could affect the development of both lots on Beaumont if
signs are desired.424%

3. As a substantial amount of the parking for the bowling
alley is west of that building on one of the new suggested
lots, verification will be required that the bowling alley

49=%
464+ can and will provide required paved parking on their re-

tained site.

=fl

131

4. The approved number of access points will have to be re- -1,

flected on the replat.

5. The plat will have to reflect 30 foot getbacks between 1 0
parcels, or a site circulation plan will have to be submit-
ted for our review which clearly shows adequate interior
circulation.

T;r741 -3·3

44¢44

6. As there are only 5 permitted curb openings on the entire
frontage of Woodlawn, and as you have reflected four, and
assuming that lots 2 and 3 may have several buildings,
joint useage of certain driveways will have to be provided
for.

These are most of the comments we have at this time. Since this

C.U.P. is 10 years old, and the concept for development has
obviously changed, the submission of an amended C.U.P. ia prefer-
red as reflected above. If you choose to replat without first
amending the C.U.P., then please submit an application and five
copies of a sketch plat reflecting required setbacks, access
points, all exigting buildings, and all of the other requirements
as outlined in the Subdivision Regulation.

If you have any questions, please call either Galbraith or me.

Sincerely,

Robert A. Lakin
Director of Planning

L
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DIVISION

Public Inquiry Slip

NAME 4 ·U.4 - Ad,• 290't 47!79
PHONE 6 2.*r 2677 PHONE COUNTER-

PROPERTY LOCATION MAP #

£4_ U 4144£
NATURE OF REQUEST:

CITY ZONING COUNTY ZONING CONDITIONAL USE

PLAT_-_ LOT SPLIT BZA

VACATION DEDICATION STREET NAME CHANGE

Ir.:LE / 261£54*mt
Uk ha.4 4 -t·DIL ;AA-*(, 7#,4 6
0.-24 714, --IC JA . d.-1714 pt!.4

--9 *4)*4 w-4 244 4
f.v.-44 A. 4 re#4 -,6 TZ-4 ·uu- 4 4
e.4 4 -64 4 -4 74 n-J -44 -i-44

ROUTE TO:

GALBRAITH SHIRKEY NEWBY RICHTER DOBSON MEEK
-

LAKIN STOCKWELL RETURN TO

COMMENTS:

T9-126

-1

r 7

P ff*aff¢f f - f-jj - fl fu:.26:F 11&27WLAl, j- . :rff:Ci;. c L-
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W I C H I T A - S E D G W I C 1<40 U N T Y e
OATE

May 22, 1979
MITROPOLITAN ARIA PLANNING DIPARTMINT

T¤ Robert B. Feldner, Superintendent of Central Inspection

FROM Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

SUBJECT Administrative interpretation on Womer's Crestview
Village C.U. P. (DP-35)

*% 2
Attached is a copy of a letter from Mr. Robert J. Barbero
of the Champlin Petroleum Company requesting an administra-
tive interpretation on Parcel "A" of Womer' s Crestview
Village C.U.P. located on the southwest corner of 21st
Street and Woodlawn. Mr. Barbero is requesting that his
company be allowed to reconstruct a wind damaged canopy
associated with an existing service station in a location
which will extend twenty-three feet into the thirty-five
foot setback established on the approved community unit
plan. The general provisions of the approved community unit
plan specify that:

"Canopies may extend into, and gasoline pumps may
be placed in the 35 foot setback on Parcel "A", a
distance not to exceed 20 feet."

As you may be aware, one of the conditions of approval of
the original C.U.P. which offers limited flexibility to the
developers of the property involved is as follows:

"That the development of this property proceed in
accordance with the development plan as approved,
by the Planning Commission, and any substantial
deviation of the plan, as determined by the Super-
intendent of Central Inspection and the Director
of Planning, shall constitute a violation of the
building permit authorizing construction of the
proposed development."

After reviewing this request, it is my opinion that the
additional three foot extension of the proposed canopy into
the 35 foot setback does not constitute a substantial

deviation from the provisions and intent of the approved
community unit plan.

a.*.i
301*
fr*79&
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2r

L

L



Page Two
Robert B. Feldner, Superintendent of Central Inspection
May 22, 1979

Upon your review of this memo and the attached letter of
request, your signature of approval will indicate that
you concur with the interpretation that the proposed
canopy location is in keeping with the spirit and intent
of the C.U.P. provisions, and is not a substantial
deviation of the plan. Notification of our joint action
on this request will be provided to those interested, by
copy of this memo.

4

d**A
Director of Planning

APPROVED:

81.9-6«LL
Robert B. Feldner

Superintendent of Central Inspection

RAL:RLY:el

Attachment

cc: Robert J. Barbero, Champlin Petroleum Company
P.O.Box 45166, Tulsa, Oklahoma 74145

Schrader Bros. Construction Co.

1827 N. Mosley, Wichita, Ks. 67214

'.443



id

M., 22, 1979

Robert B. Feldner, Superintendint of Central Inspection

Robert A. Likin, Director of Planning

Adminlitrative interpretation on Werner' s Creitview
Village C.U.P. (DP-35)

Attached 11 a copy of a litter from Mr. Robert J. Barbiro
of the Ch-plin htroleum Compm¥ requilting an administra-
tive interpretation on Parcel 'A' of Warner' s Cristview
Villago C.U.P. located on the southwoot corner of 21•t
Striet and Woodlawn. Mr. Bart),ro is requesting that his
c=pany b• allowed to recon,truct a wind dmagod canopy
asiociated with an exiating service itation in a location
which will extend twont,-three feet into the thirty-five
foot setback utablished on the approved community unit
plane Thi general provioions of the approved community unit
plan,pecify that:

"Canopies may extend into, and oline pumpi maybe plac,d in the 35 foot aetbackn Parcel 'A", a
di,tance not to exceed 20 fe.t."

li52.

ft, F.
Ao you may be aware, one of the conditions of approval of
the original C. U.P. which offers limited flexibility to the
devilopers of the property involved i, u followi:

@*,

4@W

"That the develop-nt of this property proceed in 2 {
accordance with the development plan u approved,
by thi Planning Commislion, and any subltantial -*34
diviation of the plan, u determined by the Super-
intendint of Contral Inlpection and thi Director 40
of Planning, ohall conititute a violation of the jo
building permit authorizing construction of the .al
proposed development."

'215

After reviewing this requeit, it is my opinion that the Ip/44
additional throo foot extension of the propolid canopy into #Immwmelim
thi 33 foot Ietback doe, not conotitute a iubetantial --
diviation from the provision, and intent of the approved $91.1/1,1community unit plan.

«61?24
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Robert B. Foldner, Superintindant of Contral Inipection
Ma, 22, 1979

Upon your review of this =emo and thi attached letter of
request, your mignature of approval will indicate that
you coneur with the interpretation that the propo,ed
canopy location i, in k-ping with the *pirit and intent
of the C.U.P. provi,ioni. and 1, not a substantial
diviation of the plan. Notification of our joint action
on this requit will be provided to thie intere,ted, by
copy of th£1 -mo.

4#Zva:2 -
lobert A. Lakin
Director of Planning

APPROVEDt

449--42
Robert B. F•ldner -1

Superintendent of Contral Inspection

di

'5*%=-

d--4

RAL:RLY:/1
Attach•Int

cc: Robert J. Barbiro. Ch=plin Pitrolium Co-pany fitig*
i.79$01

P.O.Box 45166. Tulsa. Oklahoma 74145 , 32%
Schrader Bros. Conitruction Co. 409*:20

1827 N. Mosley. Wichita. Ks. 67214 abitt@23·
-%./.&.
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f %94;r

May 17, 1979

39*ff

Mr. Robert A. Lakin

Director of Planning

Municipal Planning Department

i» 455 No. Main
Wirhil-/ - 14/ni/0 f 79n9

13*64,?.3:'
€*.8,2
'«ty·.«£
·b«;92·-

6*1**i

Dear Mr. Lakin:

Attached is a plot plan dated 7-20-70 covering our service station at
21st and Woodlawn in Wichita. This plan is as the service station was
built in 1970.

*·i3

4=

9=

4/il.'/I.:42%*//"".

In April of 1979 due to high wind conditions the canopy on 21st Street
was blown over. At this time we would like to replace the canopy and I

am asking for a variance of another three feet for the required set back.
As noted on the attached plan, the structure is 22 feet from the north
property line and the canopy extends out an additional 10 feet, which
gives a clearance between the canopy and the property line of 12 feet.
According to the Community Unit Plans this distance should be 15 feet.
Schrader Bros. Construction Company, Inc. of Wichita is presently trying
to secure permits for this work.

9*35*1 As we are replacing in the same areas again I ask for the variance of
'*d<' three feet.

I '362*¥12 Yours truly,

CHAMPLIN PETROLEUM COMPANY

-1..:.£#*&/*.4 Robert J. ¢bero
Supervisor-Design & Construction

RJB/gm
Attachment

-

»Vkimwillillillilillillialifgo·17:13-·" tiE,·:·d:..ey' ., '.r. *4'4*'%44(' '. i<-'. '' 1

r.ctt,·73,19 ,?3·.,·*ift. . ...y; ·:c,- h.4,540»€ £©,4.01·42»- V
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Champlin Petroleum Company
P.0, Box 45166

Tulsa. Oklahoma 74145

918/492-1100
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LAW OFFICES OF

MORRIS, LAING, EVANS & BROCK
C+(ARCRED

1901·1068 SUITE 430

rERO E EVANS..R WICHITA, KANSAS 67202
lilli ...ROCK

......RT ..LL

008ERT 1. OUEITHNER

1316) 262-2671

JostpH W. KENNEDY

lilli C. ADAMS

November 19, 1971 /.t ., ' ' /./ Ph
:fi.MF;

Mr. Jack H. Galbraith

Metropolitan Area Planning Department
and

Mr. Robert P. Feldner, Superintendent
Central Inspection
City of Wichita
City Building Annex
104 South Main Street
Wichita, Kansas 67202

RE: Womer Construction Company, Inc.·f.40·i
CUP SW Corner 21st & Woodlawn
(Lot 2, Block 3, Womer's Crestview
Heights Third Addition)

Gentlemen:

This letter is to supplement and amend my letter of November 18, 1971
relating to the above-captioned property. This office represents both Womer
Construction Company, Inc., and Jack P. DeBoer Associates, Inc. (the prospective
purchaser of Lot 3, Block 3) in requesting administrative permission to make
minor changes in the CUP and,the requested changes are made on behalf of and
in the name of the above-named clients.

My prior letter described the existing util ity easement on Lot 2, Block 3
as a 10-foot util ity easement whereas it is in fact a 20-foot util ity easement 10-
cated on the southern boundary line which we are presently in the process of vaca-
ting. Through discussions with the Public Works Department of the City of Wichita
and the utility company advisory committee, it has been agreed that upon vacation
of the aforementioned easement there will be granted the following easement to wit:

Beginning at a point in the East line of Lot 2, Block 3,
Womers Crestview Heights Third, Wichita, Kansas, said point
being 12.0 feet North of the Southeast corner of said Lot 2;
thence South 890 35'30" West, 303.97 feet; thence North 360

24'30" West, 24.72' ; thence North 890 35'30" East, 318.64 feet;·7.IC•1

thence South 00'00' East, 20.00 feet to the point of beginning.

Another matter which has been called to my attention is the fact neither
my letter of November 18 nor the accompanying plan reflected building setback
requirements. We propose that the building setback line be 42 feet North of the



Mr. Jack H. Galbraith and -2- November 19, 1971
Mr. Robert P. Feldner

property line at all points. Our engineer is presently in the process of re-
drafting the Landscape Plan which will be furnished you in the near future and
will reflect the relocation of the planting strip, the setback line, and the
proposed substitute easement.

In the event that either of you have any questions concerning this
matter, please feel free to contact me.

Very truly yours,

David C. Adams, of
MORRIS, LAING, EVANS & BROCK, Chartered

DCA/jsm

t
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LAW OFFICES OF

MORRIS, LAING. EVANS & BROCK
CHARTERED

1001·1988

2/0 WEST 'OUGLASVCQN£ M.LAING

FERD ..EVANS.& WICHITA, KANSAS 67202
lillia./ROCK

JOSEPH W. KENNEDY

C.ROBERT BELL

RO8ERT 1.OUENTNE'

DAVIO C. ADAMI
(31/)262-2/71

November 18, 1971

Mr. Jack H. Galbraith

Metropolitan Area Planning Department
City Building Annex
104 South Main Street

Wichita, Kansas 67202 ttldly /

RE: Womer Construction Company, Inc.
CUP SW Corner 2lst & Woodlawn

(Lot 2, Block 3, Womer's Crest-
view Heights Third Addition.)

Dear Mr. Galbraith:

The above-captioned CUP presently requires that a 20-foot
planting strip be maintained on the lot (Lot 3) inmediately south of
Lot 2, Block 3 for screening purposes. This letter is to request ad-

t ministrative permission providing for relocation of the 20-foot plant-
ing strip by moving said strip 12 feet in a northerly direction in order
that it straddles the property line between Lots 2 and 3, Block 3, Wo-
mer's Crestview Heights Third Addition, with the result of 8 feet of the
planting strip located on Lot 3, and 12 feet of the planting strip 10-
cated on Lot 2.

Enclosed please find Landscape Plan illustrating the make-up
of the planting strip. We would appreciate hearing from you in the near
future concerning the relocation of the strip and also would appreciate
comments or suggestions which you may have concerning the Landscape Plan.

I also call to your attention the fact that there presently
exists a 10-foot utility easement located on the southern boundary line 4%
of Lot 2. We are in the process of vacating said easement. Our engineer, 'ff-

Don Moehring, Jr., has informed me today that the Public Works Department
and the utility companies have requested the dedication of a substitute
easement, 20 feet wide, extending from a point 20 feet west of the western
edge of Woodlawn to the point shown in red on the Landscape Plan. You will
note that the plan provides for the 20-foot utility easement to extend the

27. 41.-1

111
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Mr. Jack H. Galbraith -2- November 18, 1971

entire length of the property line between Lots 2 and 3, however this is
in error.

In the event you have any questions concerning the relocation
of the planting strip, the Landscape Plan, or the substitute utility

easement, please contact me.

- Very truly yours,

David C. Adams, of
MORRIS, LAING, EVANS & BROCK, Chartered

DCA/Jsm
Enclosure

cc: Mr. Robert B. Feldner

Superintendent - Central Inspection

'FS=
City of Wichita

kiter.. Mr. Don Moehring, Jr.

Mr. Tom Spurgin
Jack P. DeBoer & Associates, Inc.

,14··Pl
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7-17-69

Bob Feldner, Supt, Central Inspection Division

Jack H. Galbraith, Senior Planner

DP-35t- WOMER'S CRESTVIEW VILLAGE Community Unit Plan

2€499
4024'f©·

The Board of City Commissi oners, at its regular melting of
July 15, 1969, considered the above captioned Community Unit
Plan. The action of the City Commission was to approve the
Development Plan. subject to the following conditions:

1. Change setback from Woodlawn Boulevard under Parcel B
from 65 feet to 60 feet.

2. Sign control under General Provisions shall be amended
to read aa follows: Advertising signs shall be permitted
along 21st Street, Woodlawn Boulevard and the north 100
feet of Beaumont.

3. Street names shall be indicated on the face of the plan.

4. Add the following General Provisions: The applicantr shall
submit a detailed landscape screening plan for ah area 20
feet in width lying between Parcel B and the proposed "B"
Multiple Family District to the south. for approval by the
Planning Department. Subject planting screen shall be
planted during the first season following the issuance of
a building permit on the "B" Multiple Family District.

5. That the development of this property proceed in accordance
with the development plan as approved by the Planning Com-
mission, and any substantial deviation of the plan, as de-
termined by the Superintendent of Central Inspection and

0 B the Director of Planning, shall constitute a violation Of
the building permit authorizing construction of the proposed

;»?iiff· development.
C,
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15ian*Mi" 6. Any major changes in this development plan being resubmitted
:43*M>Z , to the Planning Commission and City Commission for their
%:89 1 . consideration.
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Page 2

To: Bob Feld 0
From: Jack H. Galbraith

Date: 7-17-69

-,03739# Regarding items 1 through 4 above, these four conditions have
been corrected and are now indicated on the attached CUP which

is submitted for your files. Prior to the issuance of any
building permits associated with this CUP it is necessary that

this property 66' platted so that the ordinance effectuating the
accompanying zone change may also be published. If you have

any questions concerning the conditions of approval of the
CUP, please contact our office.

JHG:vjp

Attachment

241

r»AtiaN·

9922*9· ta'29

tpy



City Manager's Agendd·27 Item Page

RECOMMENDATION FROM METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION TO

BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS

REQUEST FOR ZONING

CASE NO. Z-1111 CONSIDERED BY MAPC: June 26, 1969

REQUEST FOR: Change from "AA" to "B" and from "AA" and"LC" to "IO"
Approval of Conimercial Conununity Unit Plan2,1

REASON FOR REQUEST (AS PROVIDED BY APPLICANT) :

For development under CUP

GENERAL IDCATION: Southwest corner of Woodlawn and 2lst Street

LEGAL DESCRIPTION:

See excerpt of Minutes attached.

*f€ft
APPLICANT: Womer Construction Company, Inc. (Dp-35)

R. W.Womer (Z-1111)
COUNSEL FOR APPLICANT: Ray Coleman, Agent

PROTESTORS (LIST COUNSEL) IF ANY: None

X>fl¢

SURROUNDING ZONING: To the north is "AA" & "LC"; east is "RAl" &''LC";
south is "AA" & "BB"; west·'in "AA"

LAND USE: Subject property is bowling alley, small animal clinic & vacant;
north is service station, single-family & vacant; east and west is vacant;
south is city water tower, Girl Scout office & vacant.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION:

KRATZER moved and HENNESSY seconded that the Planning Commission recommend
to the City Commission that Case Z-1111 be approved, except that portion

being platted as Lot 12, Block 1; which was recommended for "BB" instead
of "LC"; all subject to replatting the property within one year or the
request being denied.

KRATZER moved and HENNESSY seconded that the Planning Commission recommend

to the City Commission that DP-35 be approved, subject to the following
conditions: (See excerpt from Planning Commission Minutes attached
for conditions.)

VOTE OF PLANNING COMMISSION: Unanimous

ACTION: 1. Approve the zone change and CUP as recommended by the Metro-

politan Area Planning Commission, subject to the conditions of platting,
and instruct the Planning Department to forward the ordinance for first
reading when the plat is forwarded to the City Commission; or

i>'41 2. Return the applications to the Metropolitan Area Planning Com-
--.--- mission for its reconsideration. The City Commission states the follow-

ing reasons for its action:

*£, 5 L 02,6323l-37.*m
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EXCERPT FROM PLANNING CO:DiISSION MINUTES OF JUNE 26, 1969:

"2la. Case No. Z-1111 - R. W. Womer requests change from "AA" to

Second Addition to Crestview Heights, described as beginning
1.Eil for the following: Part of Block 7 and Reserve A,

, at a point 850 feet west of and 440 feet south of the NE
corner of said Block 7, thence southwesterly 230 feet; thence
southeasterly 740 feet; thence northeasterly 213.94 feet;
thence east 352.79 feet to the west line of Woodlawn Blvd.

"Le" to "LC" for the following: Part of Block 7 and Re

as platted in said Addition; thence north along said Wood-
lawn Blvd., 200 feet; thence west parallel with the north
line of said Block 7, 310 feet; thence with an angle to the
right of 54'00' a distance of 490 feet: thence westerly 255
feet to beginning, to be platted as Lot 3, Block 3, Womer's
Crestview FIeights aird Addition, AND change from 'AA" and

serve A, Second Addition to Crestview Heights, described
as beginning at a point 910 feet west of the NE corner of
said Block 7, thence south 140 feet; thence west 180 feet;
thence northwesterly 160 feet; thence east 255 feet to the
beginning, to be platted as Lot 12, Block 2, Womer's Crest-
view Heights Third Addition, and beginning at the NE corner
of said Block 7; thence south 880.8 feet; thence west parallel
with the north line of said Block 7, 310 feet: thence with an 
angle to the right of 54000' a distance of 490 feet; thence 1

- westerly 255 feet to a point 850 feet west and 440 feet south
of the NE corner of said Block 7; thence north 440 feet;
thence east 850 feet to the beginning, to be platted as Lots.

1 & 2, Block 3, Womer's Crestview Heights Third Addition.
92•

Generally located at the southwest corner of 2lst and Wood-
lawn.

4-

2lb. Case No. DP-35 - Womer Construction Company, Inc. requests
approval of a Comercial Community Unit Plan for the follow-

-  ink#t ing: Part of Block 7, Second Addition to Crestview Heights,
described as beginning at the NE corner of said Block 7;
thence south 880.8 feet; thence west parallel with the north
line of said Block 7, 310 feet; thence with an angle to the
right of 54'00' a distance of 490 feet; thence westerly 255
feet more or less to a point 850 feet west and 440 feet south
of the NE corner of said Block 7;thence north 440 feet; thence

Ii*:0 rli east 850 feet to beginning, being platted as Lots 1 and 2,
Block 3, Womer' s Crestview Heights Third Addition. Generallv
located at the southwest corner of Woodlawn and 2lst Street.

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

4/giigm

...mil,6

, fittfjollri.':k.01:,
.1 k' y y.' f '·1 1;'

Comments

1. On July 17, 1958, the Planning Commission considered a request
for a change of zoning from "AA" to "LC" (Z-0028) of which the
area contained in this application was a part. Action of the
Planning Commission was to recommend that a tract 510 feet by
510 feet on 21st Street and Woodlawn be approved for"LC" and
that the balance of the area included in the petition be denied
This recommendation was concurred in by the Board of City Com-
missioners at their meeting of July 29, 1958.

2. The applicant presently has 5.9 acres of "LC" zoning and is
requesting additional "LC" in order to have an adequate site for
a commercial development. It would appear that, inasmuch as
there is existing "LC" at this location, and the applicant pro-
poses to buffer the"LC" with "B" zoning on the south and south-
west, all of which is under the same ownership, this would be a

E / 2 ...
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6=2logical extension of the existing "LC" zoning if it can be 1.,9:
justified by a desirable CUP. The request for "B" zoning muld

also appear to be logical in that it would afford a transitional ili
area between the proposed shopping center complex and future

single-family development to the southwest.

3. of major concern in considering the request for "LC" is the

inclusion of the small tract lying west of Beaumont which is
presently occupied by a nonconforming small animal clinic. In-

asmuch as small animal clinics are permitted as an "exception"

subject to approval by the Board of Zoning Appeals in the "BB'

Office District, possibly some thought should be given to

establishi.ng "BB;' zoning for this tract in order to provide
means for the existing use to become conforming and still provide

some degree of protection for the existing residential develop-
ment to the north and future residential development to the
west.

4. As a requirement under the CUP provisions of the City Zoning
Ordinance, a preliminary development plan was submitted for

review. The Commercial Development Plan is proposed on approxi-
mately 14 acres of "Le" and indicates t%Jo parcels, and proposes
any use authorized in the "LC" district. The applicant has
indicated a possible service station on the corner with shopping
center type uses on the balance. The Plan also.includes infor-

*- mation on maximum gross floor area, building setbacks. parking
ratio, building heights, maximum building coverage and required

planting screens.

5. While the Plan is in general agreement with the suggested format
and comments made by the staff in the original reviews with

the applicant, the Plan does not indicate the required 5-8 foot
masonry wall required when the "LC" area is adjacent to a resi-

dential ijatrict. The ordinance does provide that the Planning
Commission or governing body, in unusual situations where the
objectives of good planning practices are furthered. may alter

or modify specific requirements, however, there appears to be
nothing unusual regarding this plan which would warrant a dele-

tion of the required wall.

6. In the event the Planning Commission determines that this re-

quest for a change of zoning is logical and recommends approval
of all or part of the application, it is assumed that the com-
pletion of the replat will be required within one year.

P='ll'll
/1.644" **t
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7. If the Planning Commission determines that the CUP is satisfactory,
then the following conditions would be consistent with other

approved CuP's:

A. Delete the word "leaseable" from maximum gross floor area
under both Parcels A and B.

B. Change setback from Woodlawn Boulevard under Parcel B from

65 feet to 60 feet.

C. Sign control under General Provisions shall be amended to
read as follows: Advertising signs shall be permitted
along 21st Street, Woodlawn Boulevard and the north 100
feet of Beaumont.

D. Street names shall be indicated on the face of the Plan.

E. Add the following to General Provisions: "A 5 to 8 foot

high solid or semi-solid wall of brick, stone or other
similar masonry, architectural stone, shall be constructed

:> 27» i>li':21.tib,'.fAF.'
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along the south line of Parcel B; such wall shall be reduced

3 feet in height within 35 feot adjacent to Woodlawn and 20
feet adjacent to Beaumont. A 5 to 6 foot high wall of the
same material shall be constructed along the east side of

1 *#e the 10-foot planting area along Beaumont, if the service
1 area, · storage area, or rear of the commercial development

faces an"AA". "A", "RB", or "B" district.

-*450:i·:

F. That the development of this property proceed in accord-

ance with the development plan as approved by the Planning
Commission and City Commission, and any substantial devia- -
tion of the plan, as determined by the Superintendent of
CentralInspection and the Director of Planning, shall con-

fIRN*: stitute a violation of the building permit authorizing
94:2*Mz

construction of the proposed development.

G. Any major changes in this development plan being resubmitted

i to the Planning Commission and City Commission for their
'9*6*& consideration.

* 0 'di
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RAY COLEMAN spoke on behalf of the applicant. He said they
were becoming quite concerned with the CUP regulations and that they
had understood it was to help the builder and permit plans to be more
flexible; however, he considered the CUP regulations a hindrance.

With regard to the fence requirement, he said that a conservative
estimate of a masonry fence would be $30,000 which would be adjacent
to their garden type apartments and although the lower floors would
be protected the upper levels would not. He asked that considera-
tion be given to an adjustment with regard to screening between the
CUP and the apartments and suggested the possibility of a 30-foot
private drive which could also serve as a fire lane.

Conunenting on the staff suggestion that "BB" would accommodatethe proposed use for Lot 12, Block 11 MR. COLEMAN agreed that they 
would accept "BB" zoning for this lot rather than "Le" as requested.

MR. COLEMAN offered objection to the elimination of the word
"leaseable " as suggested in the staff report with respect to maximum
gross floor area under Parcels A and B. He said it would be of value

to the developer to have the word included because it would allow
more flexibilitY in that hallway area would not then need to be con-
sidered as leaseable.

COLEMAN pointed out that the wall requirement could be waived -'
by the Planning Commission and governing body according to the
regulations. -

JACKSON felt there was some logic in not requiring a $30,000
wall separating property under one ownership. f.449*f

7Tmmet-

HENNESSY pointed out that earlier in this meeting, a man was
required to spend $30.000 to place utility lines underground against
his wishes and at that time it was determined that the rules and

regulations should not be waived, and he expressed opposition to
making an exception in this subject case.

:1?95/fi

BLEDSOE said if there was any reason for a wall in subject
case he would be the first to say it should be required, but a wall
would not do a bit of good because the properties are under the same
ownership and a wall would not provide protection for upper floors of

1%73
.I

an apartment house. BLEDSOE said he was ln ravor or an evergreen,

planting type screening.

946
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TROUT felt that the CUP provisions of the ordinance need
continual revisions and commented that it was originally conceived
as- something which would help the developer put together something
that would give him more versatility. He added that the problem in
revising the provisions of CUP is that the early CUP's (Westway,
Parklane, Eastgate, etc.) have developed under very rigid require-
ments and are opposed to lessening of requirements for newer
centers, so it is not a real sinple matter to amend the CuP regula-
tions.

KRATZER asked GALBRAITH if the Commission had authority to
waive the wall requirement as requested. and GALBRAITH said that it
did have such jurisdiction when it was determined that the "objec-
tives of the Master Plan and good planning practices are furthered".

No one spoke in opposition.

MOTION: KRATZER moved and HENNESSY seconded that
the Planning Commission recommend to the City Com-
mission that zone Case Z-1111·be approved, except
that portion being platted as Lot 12, Block 1., which
was recommended for "BB" instead of"LC"; all ··su-,ic)et
to replatting the property within one year or the
request being denied. Motion carried unanimously.

MOTION: KRATZER moved, HENNESSY seconded and it
carried unanimously that the Planning Commission recom-
mend to the City Commission that DP-35 be approved,
subject to the following conditions:

1. Change setback from Woodlawn Boulevard under Parcel B from 65
feet to 60 feet.

2. Sign control under General Provisions shall be amended to read
as follows: Advertising signs shall be permitted along 2lst
Street, Woodlawn Boulevard and the north 100 feet of Beaumont.

3. Street names shall be indicated on the face of the plan.

4. Add the following to General Provisions: The applicant shall
submit a detailed landscape screening plan for an area 20 feet
in width lying between Parcel B and the proposed "B" Multiple

'.4
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HENNESSY again pointed out the unfairness of waiving a re-
FE...11 quirement in subject case and not extending the same treatment to

C.9.30.-1 - the person requesting a waiver of underground installation of
4.h 79'EN'.4-

i ,··'*©<1 utilities to the extent of $30,000.

=maw MR. COLEMAN pointed out that the zoning ordinance specifically
provides that subject wall may be waived, but the Subdivision Rules
and Regulations do not contain the same provision with respect to
waiver of underground utility installations, and for that reason

€ZF:Z he did not consider them comparable.

MR. COLEMAN continued that he is not asking the Commission to
break any rules, but only to interpret the requirements, and he
agreed that there should be screening of some type and suggested a
wood fence with brick pilings and some plantings.

BLEDSOE referred to the leaseable floor space comments in the -.. 1staff report and felt that since the more modern trend and more suc-
cesful shopping centers are developed on tite mall principal, it
would allow more flexibility to the developer if the word "leaseable"

*I. Ji. 0/7 was included in reference to maximum floor area. =Dj
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0
family district to the south, for approval by the Planning
Department. Subject planting screen shall be planted during
the fir.,t season following the issuance of a building permit 1 t.
on the "B" multiple family district.

5. That the development of this property proceed in accordance
with the development plan as approved by the Planning Commis-

sion, and any substantial deviation of theplan, as determined
by the Superintendent of Central Inspection and the Director
of planning, shall constitute a violation of the building

permit authorizing construction of theproposed development.

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

F..4*.A
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June 30. 1969

Mr. Ray Coleman
P. 0. Box 394

Wichita, Kansas 67201

Subjects Z-1111 - Zone Change from "AA" &
"LC" to "B" & "LC" fild DP-35

WOMER' S CRESTVIEIV VILLAGE COMMUNITY

UNIT PLAN

Dear Mr. Coleman:

At the regular meeting of the Metropolitan Area Planning Com-
mission on June 264 1969, the above captioned zone case and
community unit plan wore considered. It was the action of the
Planning Commission to recommend the approval of the zone change
request as advertised except that portion being platted as Lot
12, Block 1, which was recommended for the "BB" Office District
instead of "Lei subject to replatting the property within one
year or the request being denied.

Please be aware of this new policy of platting within one year.
I am particularly calling this to your attention since your other
zone case and CUP at K-96 and 37th Street North is still pending
and it has been one year since it was approved by the Planning

Commission and the plat is still incomplete.

The action of the Planning Commission on the CUP was to reccmend
that it be approved subject to the following conditions:

A. Change setback fron Woodlawn Boulevard under Parcel B from
65 feet to 60 feet.

B. Sign control under General Provisions shall ba amended to
read as follows: Advertising signs shall be permitted along
21st Street, Woodlawn Boulevard and the north 100 feet of
Beaumont.

t.:,iii
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Page 2 - Z-1111 & DP-35
Mr. Ray Coleman

June 30. 1969

C. Street names shall ta indicated on the face of the plan.

D. Add the following to General Provisions: "The applicant
shall submit a detailed landscape screening plan for an area

20 feet in width lying latticen Parcel B and the proposed "B"
Multiple Family District to the south, for approval by the

Planning Department. Subject planting screen shall ba planted 
during the first season following the issuance of a building
permit on either Parcel B or the "B" Multiple Family District."

E. That the development of this property proceed in accordance
with the developinent plan as approved by the Planning Com-

mission, and any substantial deviation of the plan, as de- -
termined by the Superintendent of Central Insp3ction and

the Director of Planning, shall cinatitute a violation of - 1-1 ... 1

the building permit authorizing construction of the proposed

development.

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

r• ' v,¥,™m

Regarding condition. "D", we would appreciate your reviewing the Pt¥*#Mo· ' f '·
exact location of this screen prior to revising the plan. The +2*.-

cUP regulations provide for a 30-foot service drive within the MET.F.

35-foot setback; there is also a 20-foot utility easement to con-
sider as it relates to the planting screen. Consideration st·ould

..2, i

also be given as to whether or not you desire access through the -

planting area from Parcel B to the "13" Multiple Family area to the
south. Concerning the submission of the landscape plan to the

Planning Department for approval, we will suggest that you contact
a landscape architect and have him prepare a typical landscape

plan preferably using a variation of both deciduous and coniferous

trees and shrubs. The selected plant materials should be of the

-4/mtype which do well in Wichita and not of the typo which are soft

· and easily breakable in wind storms. . 049*

9%33St':i ,//I'll> »3

--e

Included for your information and review in a marked copy of the
plan showing the necessary corrections. Upon your review and

approval, please forward to Baughman Company for correcting. It
is necessary that we ta·.2 ten ( 10) corrected copies prior to for-
warding the CUP and zone case to the Board of City Commissioners

./Li'- for their consideration.
4 449=
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Page 3 - Z-1111 & DP-35
Mr. Ray Coleman
June 30, 1969

please call at your convenience so that we may set a meeting to
determine the location of the planting screen.

Sincerely

Jack H. Galhraith

Senior Planner

JHG:vjp

Enclosure

cc: R. W. Womor

P. O. Box 394

Wichita, Kansas 67201

Baughman Company
2522 East Kellogg
Wichita, Kansas 67211

LU
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, Page 2 - Case No. 111 and DP-35
June 26. 149 0
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3. Of major concern in considering the request for "LC" is the
inclusion of the Smalll tract lying west of Beautuout wliich is
presently occupied by a nonconforming small animal clinic. In-
asiouch as small animal clinics are pei-nd.tted as an "exception"
'subject to approval by the Board of Zoning appeals in the "EB"
Office District. possibly Dome thought should be given to
establishing "Br• zoning for this tract iii order to provide a

A means for the existing i.se to become confor.5.Ing and still provide
some degree of protection for the existing residential develop-
ment to the north and future residerti el dev, 3.opment to the

4*3£'ri.

In the event the Planning Commission determines that this
request for a change Of zoiling is logical and recommends approval
of all or part of the application, it is assumed that the
completion of the replat will be required within one,year.

2*ya¥¥t 7. lf the Plawing Commission det:ci-mines that the eUP is satisfae-
tory, then the following conditions would be consistent with o ther
approved CUP's:

/4
ait
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west.

As a requireinent under the CU.2 provisions of the City Zoding
Ordinance, a preliminary deve·inpment plen was submitted for
review. Tlie Commi:rcial Developlont Plan is proposed on approxi-
mately 14 acres of "Le" and indicates two parcels, and prooOses

any use authorized in the "Le" district. The applicant has

indicated a possible service station on the corner with shopping
center ·type uses on tho balance. The Plan al.so includes in forma-
tion on maximum gross floor area, building setbacks, parking
ratio, building heights, maximum building covera·ye and required
planting screens.

While the Plan is in general agreement with tbo suggested format
and comments Dade by the Btaff in the original reviews with
the applicant, the plan does not indicate the required 5-8-foot
masonry wall required when the "LC" area is adj acent to a resi-·
dential district. The ordinance does provide that the Planning
Commission or governing body, in unusual situations where the
objectives of good planning practices are furthered, mhl' alter
or modify specific requirements, however, there appearn to be
nothing unusual regarding this plan which would warrant a dele-
tion of the required wall.

5%*T

4
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4%96
A. Delete the word "Loaseable" froin maximum gross floor

area under 'both parcels A ar,d B.

B. Change setback from Woodlawn Ron].evard under Parcel B from
65 feet to 60 feet.

LE-
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Page 3 - Case No. 2-1111 and DP-35

June 26, 1969

C. Sign control under General Provisions shall be amended

to read as follows: Advertising sigis shall be per-

mitted along 21st Street: Woodlarm Boulevard and the
north 100 foot of Deaurdent.

D. Street names shall be indicated on the face of the plan.

E. Add the foll.owing to General Plovi.si.ons: "A 5 to 8 foot

high solid w Ecm: -3 - lid wall of brick, E inne or other
similar masonry, architectural store, r,he.11 be constructed
along the son[:11 1:ine of Parcel B; st·:ch wall shall be reduced
3 feet in he.·Ight within 35 feet adjacent ·to Wcodlawn and 20

feet adjacent to Beauinont. A 5 to 8 foot high wall of the
same matorial r,hall be constructed a.long the o.,C·+ side Of

the 10-foot planting al·oa along Beaumont, if tho sorvico
area, stoxage area, or rep.r of the Cul,ill!Ord.0.1 do-101)·me it
faces an "AA", "A", "RB", or "B" dj.stric

F. That the developir.·ent of this property proceed in accord-

ance with the deve].OF.n.en·t plan as approved by the Planning
Commission and City Coi·:unission, 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 pinait authorizing

construction of the proposed development.

G. Any major changes in thin development plan being resubmit-ted

to the Planning Coirmiss ion and City Commission for their
consideration.

R.':ff i
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WICE]-'CA-SS,4-''ICK COUNTY

METROPOLITAN AR:·32. PI·ANNING DEPARTMENT

DATE: June 26, 1969

Case No. 2-1111 Request: "AA" and "Le" to "B" and "LC"
Case No. DP-35 Approval of e. Davolopmetit Plan

Location: Southwest corner of 21st Street and Woodlawn

Acres: 7.6 - "B
Py: 910 by 1050 ft.

14.3 - "LC"

3.
Land Use

Existing Bowling alley, small animal clinic & vacant "AA" & "LC"
North Service station,el.ngle-family 6 vacant AA" & "LC

East Vacant "R-1" & "LC"

South City water tower,Girl Scout office & vacant "AA" & "BB"
West Vacant "AA"

Being platted as S/D 69-2 - History: Z-0028 -

Crestview Heights 3rd Addition AA" to "LC"

Existing R/W - 2lst Street (half) 50 ft. MAPC: 7-17-58 - Ap-

Proposed R/W - 2 lst Street (half) 50 & 75 ft. proved in part
Existing RA' - Woodlawn (half) - 50 ft. Sce: 7-29-58 - Ap-

rfty, Proposed RA·2 - Woodiarm (half) - 50 6 75 ft. I,loved in part

Comments

1. On July 17, 1958, the Planning Ccm,insion considered a request
for a change of zoning from "AA" to "LC" (Z-0023) of which the
area contained in this applic.ati.cri was a part. Action of the
Planning Commission was to recommond that a tract 510 feet by
510 feet on 21st Street and Woodlawn be approved for "LC" and

that the balance of the area included in the petition be denied.
This recommendation was concurred 2 by the Board of City Com-
missioners at their meeting of July 29, 1958.

2. The applicant presently ·has 5.9 acres of 'LC" zoning and is
requesting additional '·LC" in order to have an adequate si.te for
a commercial development. It would appear that, inasmuch as
there is existing "LC" at this locat. ion, and the applicant pro-
poses to buffer the "LC" with zoning on the south and south-
west, all of which is under the sai,ie own<:rEi.ip, this would be a

logical extension of the existing "In" zoning if it can bo
justified by a desirable CUP. The request for "B" zoning would
also appear to be lc,gical in that it would afford a transitional
area between the proposed shopping center complex and future
single-family develormant to the southwest.
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 WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION

CITY BUILDING ANNEX, 104 South Main
Wichita, Kansas 67202

NOTICE TO ADJOINING PROPERTY OWNERS June 11, 1969

The Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
will consider the following item in Room 401, City Building Annex, 104
South Main, Wichita, Kansas, at its meetirs at 1:45 p.m. on June 26,
1969, at which time you may appear either in person or by agent or
attorney, if you so desire.

CASE NO. DP-35

COMMUNITY UNIT PLAN FOR
PLANNED COMMERCIAL DEVELOPMENT

3%*>3

part of Block 7, Second Addition to Crestview Heights, Wichita, Kansas,
described as beginning at the NE corner of said Block 7; thence south
880.8 feet; thence west parallel with the north line of said Block 7,
310 feet: thence with an angle to the right of 540 00' a distance of
490 feet; thence westerly 255 feet more or less to a point 850 feet
west and 440 feet south of the NE corner of said Block 7: thence north
440 feet; thence east 850 feet to beginning being platted as Lots 1 and
2, Block 3, werner's Crestview Heights Third Addition. Generallv 10-

cated at the southwest corner of Woodlawn and 2 lst Street.

This Development Plan has been submitted as required under the
Community Unit Plan provisions of Section 28.04.190 of the Code of the
City of Wichita. The Development Plan is on file in the office of the
Planning Director, Room 402 City Building Annex, 104 South Main, Wichita,
Kansas, and is available for public information and review.

449 The Development Plan on file proposes a 13.63 acre commercial de-
velopment for WOMER CRESTVIEW VILLAGE showing the proposed land use as
a shopping center, department store, grocery store, etc. Included in
che Development Plan is information concerning building setbacks, minimum
ground coverage by structures, maximum gross floor area, maximum building
and sign height limitations.

Rbl,

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

i

c. Bickley Foster, Secretary

j
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May 22, 1969 -7
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Mr. Ray Coleman -
Womer Con,truction Company, Inc. ./1
Box 394

Wichita. Kanaa

Subject: DP_35 - Wamer"
Creitview Village Commercial
CUP located at the louthwo.t

corner of Woodlawn and 2lit

Street.
./. 11.

Diaz Mr. Coleman: **224

We have reviewed the preliminary development plan which wai
Iubmitted relative to thi area at the southweit corner of -

Woodlawn and 2 lst Street. We have forwarded copies of thi 6*01/&* r

plan to the Engineering Divi,ion, Flood Control Division and fi'Al#al;

Traffic Engineering Divi,ion of thi Department of Public
Worki. Although w have not received comment, from all of 1,4*ail 9-
the divilions at this time and though we feel that the plan

submitted generally meets the intent of the CUP provi,ion,
1/

of the zoning ordinance, there are ieveral changei and addi-
tion, to thi plan that need to be made before it can be ad- 't . lift

61.%*I ·
verti,ed for public hearing. On the enclomed marked copy of %* 'A

the plan we have indicated the changes and addition, that  1.00 rj
ihould be made. Upon your review of thii copy, it ohould bi 1....0.2, +42
given to Bill Korber, 80 that appropriate correctiou can be 1. 442
made. &23* 'EMEN=

elt 1,- 4/

In order for the plan to conform with other Iimilar approved
CUP'I it will bi neces,ary to liit the *pecific land umia for
each parcel. The statement on the preliminary development
plan, "Any purpoi, authorized under pre,ent zoning ordinance."
1, too inclu,ive and does not indicate that the propoed
development will b• a ihopping center or simple ",trip" drive-
in reitaurant and service itation. The listed intended

147,

=al
'A„, IF' p. 3

.':4:j»se,33.-fet 1,#*ujuaa:eti..

& y:, Ii<';r:411 ?i:ii.:*_,

r

3 >726' 0

4 f

R..-

- U<24'*./S

./*-9 1 -1
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general u•ea is required under Section 28.04.190.8.2.a of ..1
the zoning ordinance for property on which planned zoning for
the CUP does not now exi,t.

Alio to asiure the type of development, front Betbacks from

major itreets have bion required greater than the minimum 35
flet. Plan• have been approved with a• much a• 300 feet Mt-
backs from major streets, and generally deviloper, have been
able to justify 100 feet and 150 feet Itbacks.I We Would recom-
mind that thi 35 flet ietbatki from 2 lit Street and Woodlawn be
mubitantially increamed.

Paragraph 5.b of the CUP require, a 35 foot setback whon the
propomed development abuts a re•idential district. Therefore

it ia necessary that a 35 foot ietback be indicated from the
propoied "B" zone on the iouth.

In the "General Provisions" section of your plan, the state-
ment on sign control states that advertising signs will be
permitted along Beaumont. This should be corrected to read
"on the north 100 feet of Beaumont" as advertising sign
ehould not be encouraged across from the residential area.
Also thi• statement indicates 20 foot maximum signs wheria,

he sign code permits 30 foot high ground gigni. You might
demire this flexibility for a higher sign.

The 10 foot wide planting strip indicated on the plan ia not
required on thoie portionm of Parcels "A" and "B" which face
"LC" zoning. You may de,ire to delete the planting strip in
thou areaa. Alao, in accordance with Section 8.a.1. and 2.,

the plan should indicate under "general provieions" and on
"Parcel B" the required 5 foot to 8 foot required wall. The
Itatement under general provisions Bhould read am follows:

"A 5 to 8 foot high iolid or oemi-,olid wall of brick,

stone or other Iimilar masonry, architectural itone,
ihall bi con,tructed along the south line of Parcel B,
iuch wall ihall bi reduced 3 fiet in height within 35

feet adjacent to Woodlawn and 20 feet adjacent to
Beaumont. A 5 to 8 foot high wall of the same material
•hall be conitructed along the eait side of the 10 foot
planting area along Beaumont, if the Bervice area, stor-

age aria. or rear of the commercial development facea an
"AA". "A". "RB". or "B" di,trict.

oyA./7.

1 49«fh

*4&.

: i'-"*''pi..:50·' : , i : ::o  4:· 63*
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If a service Itation i, proposed on Parcel "A", under
•general provisiong" you may desire to •tate the following:

•Canopies may extend into, and gaioline pump, may bi
. n rai placed in the 35 foot metback on Parcel "A•. a diltance< --2/41

3.1 not to exceed 20 feet.•

The plan needs to show topography at two foot contour inter-
vals and other lignificant existing features. Accu, control
of 40 feet need, to be clearly indicated both we,t and south
from the northia,t corner of Parcel A, and only one acce,

point to parcel "A ' from 21at Street. The perimeter dimen-
stone indicated on the plan do not coincide with thome dimen-

siono shown on the approved prelimenary plat of thi same pro-
perty. This should be checked.

-#Il'#

R'«33

On the associated approved prelimenary plat there is a 20
utility ealement centered on the south line of Parcel "B"

and you may wish to contact the appropriate utility company
regarding the pommibility of relocating the ea,ement entirely
on the south aide of the parcel line in order to construct
the required 5 to 8 foot wall.

These are molt of the comment, we have at this time. It li

now nece,lary that the plan be revised and twelve new copie,
made by 5 p.m. Wednesday, May 28, 1969, if you desire to have
this came adverti,ed for the Planning Commii,ion meeting of
June 26, 1969. If after reviewing thes, commenta you have
any questions we will be glad to discu,0 this matter with you
at your convenience.

Sincerely, 111%?

Jack H. Galbraith

Senior Planner

Regulation, Divi,ion

40'1}· 131·.9?

Jm:.nin

cc: Baughman Company

2522 Eait Kellogg
Wichita, Kan,ae 67211

..F.4/,14,

:4*Me
i '112 6
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APPLICATION FOR COMMUNITY UNIT PLAN

(PLANNED RESIDENTIAL OR COMMERCIAL DEVELOPMENT)

FOR PROPERTY LOCATED WITHIN THE LIMITS OF THE

1 CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS

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

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

a. Applicant Worier Const. Co. Inc.

Address Hox 394 Phone AH 48371

Agent ' Ray Coleman
Box 3 94

Address Phone AM 48371

b. Applicant

Address Phone

Agent

Address Phone

c. Applicant

Address Phone

Agent

Address Phone

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

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

property zoned 2 C. and legally described as #et:*=1

, 5*98,/d

ad#51.i=ea.

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

the space below or on an attached sheet.)

r :,4.r.'

Part of Block 7, Second Addit' on to Crestview Heights, Wichita,
Kansas, descrj bed as beginning at t e H. E. Corne·, of said Block
7; thence south 880.8 fo t; thonce west paral].el with the ··;orth
line of s.id Block 7, 310 feet; thonce with an anele to the right
of 540 00 a distance of 4.90 feet; thence wasterly 256 feet more 
or less to a point 800 fnet west and 11-40 fect south of the N. E.
Corner of said Block 7; thence north 41.0 feet; thonce east -690· 860

feet tobeginning, BEEING rt.ATTED A€ L.arS 1 4 Z ,%,Oct. 3,4/OAAER'·S
0:Gervle*/ 14£1(144-rE TUACD .6-5©,Ttow .

II.B There are 13•6 acres (round to nearest tenth) in the above

described property

T9-330-32-

"**44>-92 c .

L



0
III. This property is located at (address)

The general location is (use appropriate section)

a. at the corner of 21st Street

and Woodlawn ; or

b. on the south side of 21st Street (Ave.,

Street) between Beaumont (Ave., Street) and

1/oodlawn (Ave., Street).
. ft

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

439..F certificate as required in the instruction sheet.

Stf
By By

Authorized Agent (if any) Authorized Agent ( i f any)

By By

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

24

V. OFFICE USE ONLY

This application was received at the Planning Department at

;0 -2 D (fi@ PM) on (Day, Month,

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

panied by required documents and the appropriate fee of

Name

2-9**434-
*ft?f Title

T9-330-4

41:sit·'y..j

**24:f:·
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May 6, 1969

Dick Linn, Design Chief Engineer; M.S.Mitchell,
Asst. Supt., Public Works Maint. & Flood Control

Supv.; James D. Smith, Asst. Traffic Engineer

Jack H. Galbraith, Senior Planner

It DP-35 - Womer's Crestview Village Community Unit Plan and
Z-1111 - Zone change from "AA" to "Le"

63242'
220*¥

t· 014· i.

Attached for your information and review is a copy of the
preliminary community unit plan submitted on the area at the
southwest corner of 2lst St. North and Woodlawn. The applicant
is also requesting additional light commercial zoning which has
been assigned case no. Z-1111.

a€L,-
We would appreciate your review and comments on this plan so
that we can authorize the applicant to resubmit corrected copies
to be advertised for public hearing.

If you have any questions concerning this matter please call.

4

:31·

-1



2 1.

OWNERSHIP LIST

Block Addition Property owner

1 Ev. Free Church 0 The First Evangelica 1 Free Church
Addition of Wichita, Kansas

1825 N. Woodlawn, Wichita, Kan 67208

2 Prairie Village Prairie Village Homes, Inc.
Subdivision Address unknown

3 Womer's Crestview 2 The Estate of Paul J. Richenburg, /7
Heights Addition

.,4/5-9,3.2»,-

IJ Hilltop Developers, Inc.*26* 1, 2,3,4, 4
Address unknown5, 6, 7, 8

21'934 9,10 & 11

12 The Estate of Paul J Richenburg,
Deceased. Address unknown

44,134 1 Womers Crestview e R.W. Womer and Joyce H. Womer

Heights 2nd Addition 120 Lynwood Blvd, Wichita, Kan. 67207*fyi·
Qih.*

192»: 1 1 Third Addition to - Arthur O. Schreck and Clara Schreck

Crestview Heights 3800 E. 2lst St. Wichita, Kan. 67220 0-», 2
i.-8124,4.-

eri

2, 3, 4 11 1, '.. The George Ultch Lumber Company
2145 N. Topeka, Wichita, Kans. 67214 , /%6

1 exc N 6' 6 " Real Estate Developers, Inc.
Address unknown

N 6' of 1 & " " '-Otto H. Weber and Esther M. Weber
2 exc N 3' 2205 Farmstead, Wichita, Kans. 67220

N 3' of 2& " . Stanley J. Klimek, Jr and Josephine
all of 3 A. Klimek, 2209 Farmstead

Wichit4 , Kansas, 67220

4 11 F Kenneth V. Williamson and Phyllisejer<>

27242 "49*H4-**tr,f#--1,unieme-
P Robert F. Byrne and Jane B. Byrne

2217 Farmstead, Wichita, Kans. 67220
12*© €

1%*t
Charles A. Willis and Leta·Colleen

*ST.i'.4,
-yal.
WiAP·:P..4 1 & S.18' 7 "

of 2 Willis, Address unknown

¥44%
1%734 2 exc S 18' " " 2 The Geo W. Ultch Lumber Co.

2145 N. Topeka, Wichita, Kans, 67214

3 & S. 0.4' " " Johnson Distributors, Inc .
of 4 Address unknown

1' Frances J. Hurley and Delores J.4 exc. S.

0.4 ' Hurley, 2214 Farmstead
Wichita, Kansas, 67220
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Continued page 2

r
Lot Block Addition Property Owner

5 7 Third Addition to I Walter M Schleicher and Genevieve

Crestview Heights H. Schleicher, 2220 Farmstead
Widiita, Kansas, 67220

6&Sly 8'of " " /Sandor Kvassay and Celia J. Kvassay
7 2224 Farmstead, Wichita, Kans. 67220

e
7 exe . Sly 8' " " p-Norman McCreery, ·*ddl,ENE==anknag=-

31,0 N. Gedsw ,e k 47 109

8 " " Board of American Missions of the
Augustana Lutheran Church
Address unknown

11

14

12, 13 & 6 Second Addition to Hilltop Developers, Inc.
Crestview Heights Address unknown

2, 3, 4, 5
6, 7, 8, 9

10, 11,

11 11
8

11 11
12 exc.

Sly 28.4'

: That part of Reserve A and Block 7, in Womers Construction Co.,

Second Addition to Crestview Heights, 434 Ohio, Wichita, Kansas
described as beginning at the Northeast
corner of said Block 7, thence South
on the West line of Woodlawn Boulevard

1080.8' to a point 1130.8' S. of the
NE corner of Sec. 12, Tp. 27 S , Rg. 1 E.
theme west parallel with the tiorth
line of Block 7, 352.79', thence
southwesterly with a deflection angle

Al . to the left of 360 00' a distance of

213.94' more or less to the Westerly
line of said Reserve A, thence
Northwesterly along the Westerly line
of said Reserve A. 1492.2' to the

Northwest corner of said Reserve A,
thence East along the North line of
Reserve A and Block 7, a distance
of 1410.53' more or less to beginning

rd*44

1

Inc.

, 67214

.j

&% That part of Reserve A, and Block 7, in City of Wichita 3
Second Addition to Crestview Heights City Building

. Second Addition, described as beginning -it .,-

W. on the West line of Woodlawn Blvd, ./
1300.8' S. of the NE corner of Sec. . 1
12-27-lE, thence North 30', thence tE=='

Elit West parallel with the N. line of immliz.

@%14% Block 7, 267.13', thence with a 1

41-ki deflection angle to the right of 540
a distance of 165', thence with an .95

43515* angle to the left of 90' a distance
.-Mu'f%„",s ' of 200', tence wib an angle to the

left of 90 a dist. of 200'. thence

E. parallell With the N line of Blk
7, 245.3' to beginning

*%.. tr-770*
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Continued page 3

Description Property Owner

The SWi of Sec. 7-27-2E 4-Jack B. Hinkle, as trustee of
Eva J. Hinkle Living Trust, dated
7-18-68, 3 Linden, Wichita, Kansas
67206

44.

' All of Gov. lot 1, in the NW% of Sec. Theodore Gore, 140 S. Pershing

#lift 7-27-2E Wichita, Kansas, 67218
, Robert M. Beren, 573 N. Armour

Wichita, Kansas, 67206
' Theodore I. Leben, 1303 Charlotte,

Wichita, Kansas, 67208

2%+24 All of Gov. Lot 2, in the NWi of Nec. Wichita Methodist District Union

7-27-2E Address unkna,n

The Security Abstract and Title Company, Inc., hereby certifies
,Nil,As the foregoing to be a true and correct list of property owners within a 200
fl#*<: foot radius of the following property to-wit:That part of Block 7, Second Addition to Crestview Heights, Wichita,

Kansas, described as beginning at the Northeast corner of said Block 7,
thence South 880. 8 feet, thence West para 11e 1 with the North line of said
Block 7, 310 feet, thence with an-angle to the right of 540 00' a distance
of 490 feet, thence Westerly 255 feet more or less to a point 850 feet
WEst and 440 feet South of the Northeast corner of said Block 7, thence

Utly North 440 feet, thence East 850 feet to the place of beginning.
 as shown by the last deeds on file in the Office of the Register of Deeds of . ,1,','3.Sedgeich County, Kansas, on this 15th day of May, 1969 at 7:00 o'clock A. M. 42.93¥L

THE SECURITY ABSTRACT AND TITLE COMPANY, INC. t8

By
Vice-President



ell

Ek

' I
1

4A

00

7.

9

6rr,
3*.

1

+ U

lu

:chl:

3/Il';••·

.

6



DETAILIP LANDS 
AAD EXTENDING EAk
ECT\NEEM PRUCEL .

3 FAMILY 3)15TLLICT-
, -2-42-45

E

.+ 1 44#44.6/=46 *
C. 6 -,4

4
i - L

8#AUMB·qi -41A

A

692
tv I

2

0 3 4 4.41 1

11
a E

Id k
1 V •

J f

a
-j

r
.

V £ :A:- ly / I '* id J«21 ' -11 1-L L AIT 3 · 1 w
I lit_ ' F-7T»_g 5

A

/ /

1.4 b « 4 /9<

A

GL\L
j

W.

kl

L j.

4
J

/9 hy<.- L A. r

9.'i'L'll;.9/i 71,;FLL .3

---

'..:1442* 'j



LANDSCAPE. SCREE:14 IW- PLAN

DP-- SS, WOAAEe'S CCESTvtew VILLA.€ C.U.P.
ap,340-2- 4

ID LANDSCAPE 3(DECM[INEr PLAN foil©M .412[-0 20FT. \ANDE /144,0 9
TENDING EAST TO WAST -FETWEE.N WOODLAWN ,bLVT, AMP tf.EAL)MOTHT.
2.11 PACCEL_ 3 ON 1-liff MOQIM AnD TH E. 12[20·RE)5ED "13" MULTIPLE-
f 3>15TQIC-1- TD TME ·50UTM ,

k

7 ' 66-j&
401 v 1

'

A

ti|

HNE.

A'CCDL.AWN BLVP.

A

N

1*t,

< 10 RANTINUBRIP

LOW 31!Buts - 7

SCALE-

E
4

A bill

L

71 C

20 G Z
4 Z

2 E9

6. d M S

3  Ip

c.. S te'* 44,3 t.f : 422,/ C I : 19

5 A
6

>-

G m
W S
3
U L

- PUUPLE LEAF HONEY SUCKLE.

TT---1 77% ON 6FE CHArN Lirill FENCEL
1. .· / L··/.J

1/

Ute.. Sartle·U

132(l Pl·sin< 4 kans#s

.

...



A.A.

L.C.

N.E Co'-· NE'/6 12 - 27- 1&

4 .577
' 4 4-•,gs

£:S·#

1
ly'

41
f ,

. 94

1
j

-4252%

PGUEZ. 54 1 63,9
1

f

e

2,

m -11/1---
PARGe-L '8' \ '. '.  \ 1\ k

CIo

\ 1 vi 41_.6-_U.YX-L/4/ 7/\\ 'FA \\--A -94&rjr 1- -4 -

i.= tod

9412*

COMMUNITY UNIT P LA!4

21 -ST

'to

9.1 41 €_



f.(00

COMMUNITY UNIT PLAR

WOMER.'S CRESTV#EW VILLA66
WICHITA, SED6 WICIC COUNTY, KANSA€.
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BLVD.

PARCEL 'Al

Net Land Area - 19,500 Sq Ft. or 0.45 Acres

Maximum Building Coverage shall not exceed 30% of the net land
area or 5,850 Sq, Ft.

Maximum Gross Leasable Floor Area - 8.775 Sq. Ft.

Maximum Building Heights - 35 Feet

Setbacks 35 feet from 21st Street I
35 feet from Woodlawn Blvd.

Curb Cuts 1 to 21st Street :1

1 to Woodlawn Blvdo

Parking Ratio - as per zoning ordinance

Net Land Area - 574,410 Sq. Ft. or 13.18 Acres

Maximum Building Coverage shall not exceed 30% of the net land
area or 172,323 Sq. Fto

s Maximum Gross .Mable Floor Area . 258,485 Sq. Ft.
1, Maximum Building Heights - 35 Feet

- - Setbacks 35 feet from Beaumont
55 feet from 21st Street on the west 550 feet
35 feet from 21st street on the east 145 feet
35 feet from Woodlawn Blvd. on the north 125 feet
60 feet from Woodlawn Blvd. on the south 580.8 feet
35 feet from the southerly property line

WOODLAWN .
1-3

1 & Proposed Land Use - Any purpose authorized under present zoning
1 6 ordinance,.such as Service Station, etc.

PARCEL 'B'

Curb Cuts 3 to Beaumont
4 to 2lst street
4 to woodlawn Blvd.

Parking Ratio - as per zoning ordinance

Proposed Land Use - Any purpose authorized under present zoning
ordinance, such as shopping center uses,
department store, grocery store, etc.

GENERAL PROVISIONS / .I, 1

Total Net Land Area - 593,910 Sq. Ft. or 13•63 Acres

Maximum Building Coverage shall not exceed 30% of the total
net land area.

19//5//5

Sign Control . Advertising signs shall be permitted along 21st Sm/#
Street, Woodlawn Blvd. and the north 100 feet of Beaumont. All   ......
signs shall advertise only services, articles and products :i-

offered within the building located upon the premises whereon 4/9/ 1
the sign is located. All signs shall not exceed 30 feet in
height and shall not be placed so as to project over any public
right-of-way. No billboards shall be permitted.

1.
Screening - A planting strip no less than 10 feet in width, -Mim'j
consisting of low shrubbery shall be provided for along Beaumont, /... 1

except the north 140 feet tf. ereof, along 21st Street, except the
east 225 feet thereof, along Woodlawn Blvd., except the north 525
feet thereof, as indicated on the plan'
The applicant shall submit a detailed landscape screening plan

Qi Re282# Mati:t Waheb;32 *CPl):2 :etremposed4rut .4.1 ,;>41Planning Department. Subject planting screen shall be planted
during the first season following the issuance of a building permit
on the "B» Multiple Family' Distr-ct.

, Curb 2:im= :=;:t:?1eheop2tfurther def¤:iM;
Maximum number allowed to 21st Street

5 points
5 points

Maximum number allowed to woodlawn Blvd. lih
Canapies may extend into, and gasoline pumps may be placed in -fl

the 35 foot setback on Parcel 'Al, a distance not to exceed G.,1." ,

20 feet.

The transfer of title .of all or any portion of the land included
within the Community Unit Plan (or any amen,iments thereto) does ·
* t;elatr'%:t: g,tul=eaLS?02;fk/'ta.f 9'owners, thoir suceessoi.a -nd a'-"'1 r",·s o •,:A ,,k*;ku'1"1.

L
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.· zoning ordiriance

Proposed Land Use - Any purpose authorized under present zoning
ordinance,.such as Service Station, etc.

PARCEL 'B'

Net Land Area - 574,410 Sq. Ft. or 13•18 Acres
Maximum Building Coverage shall not exceed 30% of the net landarea or 172,323 Sq, Fto

Maximum Gross Loasable Floor Area - 258,485 Sq. Ft.
Maximum Buildinp " ohtS - 35 Feet
Setbacks 35 feet from Beaumont

55 feet from 21st Street on the west 550 feet
35 feet from 2lst strr st. on the east 145 feet
35 feet from Woodlawr vid. on the north 125 feet
60 feet from Woodlawn Blvd. on the south 580.8 feet
35 feet from the southerly property line

Curb Cuts 3 to Beaumont
4 to 21st Street
4 to woodlawn Blvd.

Parking Ratio - as per zoning ordinance

Proposed Land Use - Any purpose authorized under present zoning ·4.
ordinance, such as shopping center uses,
department store. grocery store, etc.

GENERAL PROVISIONS

Total Net Land Area - 593,911 Sq. Ft. or 13•63 Acres

Maximum Building Coverage shall not exceed 30% of the total
net land area.

Sign Control - Advertising signs shall be permitted along 21st
Street, Woodlawn Blvd. and the north 100 feet of Beaumont. All
signs shall advertise only services, articles and products
offered wi thln the building located upon the premises whereon
the sign is located. All signs shall not exceed 30 feet in
height and shall not be placed so as to project over any public
right-of-way. No billboards shall be permitted.

Screening - A planting strip no less than 10 feet in width,
consisting of low shrubbery, shall be provided for along Beaumont,
except the north 140 feet thereof, along 21st Street, except the
east 225 feet thereof, along Woodlawn Blvd., except the north 525
feet thereof, as indicated on the plano

The applicant shall submit a detailed landscape screening plan - #ifor an area 20 feet in width lying between Parcel B and the proposed U
"B" Multiple Family District to the south, for approval by the Ar'- *1 /13Planning Department. Subjec o plant ing screen shall be planted
during the first season following the issuance of a building permit
on the "B" :·lult-ple Family' Distrtct. 04.
Curb Cuts as indicated on the plan and further defined as:

' Maximum number allowed to Beaumont 3 points
Maximum number allowed to 21st Street 5 points
haximum number allowed to Woodlawn Blvd. 5 points

Canapies may extend into, and gasoline pumps may be placed in
the 35 foot setback on Parcel TA,, a distance not to exceed
20 feet.

The transfer of title of al] or any portion of the land included
within the Community Unit Plan (or any amen,iments thereto) does -
not constitute a termination of the plan or any portion thereof,
but said plan shall run with the land and be binding upon present
owners, their successors and assignso
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