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HARRY J. FRAZIER, JR.
CATION REQUES Praiden: 'ommercial

Bill E. Mesker. et.al.pplicant
ddress Mid-Continent Airport

gent Roger Sherwood

ddress 516 Century Plaza Bldg. Phone 267-2819' 
eneral Location Northeast corner McCormick & Tyler Road 3•[*

Address

roposed Use

DATA

cres ft. by n.) 311/
Existing Zoning Proposed Zoning
Area (is) (is not) platted. Addition
Existing R/W ft. ft. ft

St. St. St

Proposed R/W ft. ft. ft
St. St. St

PROCEDURE DATA

Action

.2 -b . 0-lkw

hir.-1 . A..*Sh P.,•»44... 2

Governing Body 23 6 C.

4 -29 -73- (Apre --1 ,&, re"•-A.k1,694913% 404....

MAPC Meeting:

Date

9-75
/0- 7 5

Date Action

<d*wlte MAF 0

12>.

0 KarsasFecieral
Creclitunion 'Ef

Tuck Glasse

(316) 722-3921
Res*rce - 722-5358

8404 West Highway 54

.   *,61,#, wichita. Kansas 67209
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3ul, 5, 1979

Mika Farmer

Commercial Sales Manager
Harter & As,ociate,

401 East Dougles Suit:. 401
Wichita, Kaniaa 17202

R.: DP-50 - Carriage Moull C.U.P.

Dear Mr. Farmor,

WI have reviewed the litteri you submitted from Bendix and
Garnett Auto Supply. ae well u ler. Feldner'I letter of May
18, 1979 advising your Company of hi, opinion that ",ervice
oriented retail bugines," is oni that doe, not offer mir-
chandise, warl, chattels or ood, for *ale, and primarilylimits service acl:ivitte, to atingibleo. At that timi he
advised that neither use wao permitted in Parcel 1.

Parcel 1 on the above captioned C.U.P. liits under propo,ed
uses the following:

rinancial and other oervice oriented retail
bulines„o that do not include carry-out food
§,rvic• as th• principal business.

It ii my opinion that if thi intent had bien to permit general
retail type ugu, 80= other type of wording would have been
proposed by thi applicant. After reviewing our file*, wl
found that the original C.U.P. considered by the Planning Com-
mi„ion proposed thi following for Parcol 1:

All uoes provided in "LC" zoning areae except
drive-in restaurant•, public garages, *torage
garageo, printing ihops, and mortuaries.

Thie wording wai much too general and, in fact, the City Com-
ati,ion in returning the cale to the Planning Co-i,Bion
opicifically li,ted u oni of thi realons for returning,
"propoied use, are not specific". Based on that *tatemant,

902
3459.71
0%€41%
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MIki /cmer
July 5, 1979

th• C.U.P. w- relubmitted with the wording that 1, now in
question.

At my requeit you furniohed additional litters from mindix and
Garnett Auto Supply. Mr. reldner'I staff hal revieved the
prosent Bendix operation and are now of th• opinion that such
uie would be con•idered a "Iervice busine,i" and could be
located on Parcel 1. Garnett, on the other hand, if primarily
dealing in retail *ali, would not bi permitted baoed on the
opinion of Mr. Feldner with which I concur. Uou that would
provide a uNice are liko a barber and beauty /hopo, bulines,
and co-Ircial achools, laundry and dry cleaning e,tablioh-nts,
printing Ihopi. all of which are limited to five «=ploy...i
•ho• repair shops, tailori and other limilar use, not involved
in dizuct retail Iales u the principal ule.

I hope thi, sati,factorily an,wers thi question you raised.
If I can provide additional uilitance, pliale advioe.

Sincerely,

Robert A. Lakia

Director of Planning

-1

RAL,JHG:el

ec: Bud White, 210 Pattie, 67211
Robirt B. Feldner, Superintendent of Central Inopection

*gf#ff

itAiS

. /*4/:%9 47,2/'b*tey:.3 
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& ASSOCIATES 0
401 EAST DOUGLAS
SUITE 401

WICHITA KANSAS 67202

016} 263·6244

MIKE FARMER

COMMERCIAL SALES MANAGER

June 5, 1979

Mr. Jack Galbraith

Metropolitan Area Planning Department
455 North Main

Wichita, Kansas 67202

Re: Location of Garnett Auto Supply in building to be
constructed on Parcel 1 of the CUP-DP-50.

Dear Mr. Galbraith:

Due to the new Airport Road, we are currently negotiating
to relocate our Store No. 5 from it's present location at

7725 W. Kellogg to the above referenced site.

f- The majority of our business consists of retail sales inside
a building via "walk-in" customers. We presently have a

number of our stores located on "LC" zoned property through-
out the City.

If you have any other questions about our business, please
contact Mike Farmer at Harter & Associates, Inc., 263-6244;
or you may call me at 267-4393.

Sincerely,

GARNETT AUTO SUPPLY, INC.

Eugene J. Roenigs

EJK;cs
ott·'t

graday

- '41."/*M*2./.-..- -.A..roy ..,
rk '

0

tly:,5 1.·74*
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Mike Farmer at Harter & Associates, Inc. 263-6244; or you
may call me at 943-9308.

Sincerely,

P.*r#I'l:·,k..r,  I tr'-7 '
44. Il

-,-abhwawd***&**

e

liend

Flight Systems Teterboro. NJ07608

Division Tel (201) 288-2000

The Bendix Corporation

6730 West Kellogg
Wichita, Kansas 67209
June 15, 1979

Mr. Jack Galbraith

Metropolitan Area Planning Department
455 North Main

9198* -
Wichita, Kansas 67202

Division in building to be constructed on Parcel 1
of the CUP-DP-50.

Dear Mr. Galbraith:

We are currently considering a relocation of our business

44€Y from our present location at Land-0-West Shopping Center,

6730 West Kellogg, Wichita, Kansas, to the above referenced
property. We have been located at 6730 West Kellogg since

March 1, 1974, and this property is zoned "LC" Light Com-
mercial.

Our business consists strictly of retail sales and/or
service inside a building. A large part of our business
consists of "walk-in" customers and we do absolutely no
wholesaling.

Re: Location of Bendix Corporation Flight Systems

Tf uni, hove on,7 rlile=+inne ahni,+ Airr hii, ing<q nle.=P r•nn+Qr•+

44%144

David Ambriz

Manager, Wichita Support Facility

DA/dr

cc: Mike Farmer

An Equal Opportunity Employer Mi'F
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DEPARTMENT OF R ALIC WORV,; CENT.Al IN5PECTION 0, 15 ./1
CITY HAll - SEVE  1,1 Fl Dec

455 NORTH MA,N €.Te!11

WICHITA. KAN%A5 6%

May 18, 1979

Mr. Gary Nelson
Homes by Harter, Realtors
7310 West Central

Wichita, Kansas 67212

Dear Mr. Nelson:

1%4
Re: Your letter reques t ing an interpretation regarding use of Parcel 1

of CUP - DP-50 by Garnetts Auto Supply, Bendix Corporation, and Household Finance

The proposed uses on th,i approved plan referenced above for Parcel 1 are
stated as follows: "Financial and other service oriented retail businesses

that do not include carry out food service as the principal business."

Central Inspection Divis ion has historically interpreted"service oriented
retail businesses" as an establishment that dods not offer merchandise,
wares, chattels or .goods for sale, and primarily limits service activities
to intangibles. Thus, Garnetts Auto Supply's sale of automotive parts and
Bendix Corporation's repair and calibration of aircraft instruments are not
allowable uses in Parcel 1. Household Finance is an allowable use.

4.2$$-4

<:(*.666436*,
1«,·:·,- apmmt

If further information or clarification is desired, it will be expeditiously
supplied upon request. }*(32«49 2  y

Ki

Sincerely,

U..9 447£.62
Robert B. Feldner

Superintendent of Central Inspection

RBF:mml

gly*

SuPERININDENT OF CEN,Al 1•.. *I '/1160 HOUSING 768 481 MU#.Ii A CONST'#ION 268 4.6

RUIIDING CODE ENGIN.. , i,in ;ONING · 268 •479 Pll,MBING & MfCHANICAA 268.476

PAN EXAMINATION 510% 768 ••73 E[CTRICAL -VATOR 768 ..71

litft
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November 7, 1978

Mr. A. D. Daniel

Hill-Daniel Nursery
9200 Maple
Wichita. Kansas 67209

Re: Landscape plan amendment for
Carriage House C.U.P. (DP-50)

Dear Mr. Daniel:

This is to advise that we are in receipt of and have reviewed
your intended amendments to the landscape plan for the Carriage
House Cormnunity Unit Plan. We find your proposed substitution
of plant materials to be generally acceptable. We do, however,
suggest that you consider placing five or six Bald Cypress
trees around the periphery of the proposed lake as an alternate
to the American Elms indicated on your plan. We have also

noted that your proposed plan does not indicate the means of
providing water to the materials proposed for planting. An
adequate water supply is very important in assuring the sur-
vival of new materials in the generally hot-dry climate of
south central Kansas. This is particularly true for the Ju-
nipers you suggest along the north and northwest side of the
proposed lake. Junipers are also susceptible to bagworm in-
festations and will require regular maintenance to avoid these
problems.

26Fte

Li» 'r % ./ -' 6 1%*,¥j0.. It, :,Pil.*
On the basis of these concerns, we are hereby approving your
amended landscape plan on the condition that you furnish a
letter to the Planning Department specifying the manner by
which water will be provided to the planted materials and in-
dicating who will be responsible for the continued maintenance
of the materials after they are planted.

We will advise the Superintendent of Central Inspection, by
copy of this letter, of the conditional approval of your land-
scape plan amendments.

k£414»
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4% Page TWoI.J· *23
Mr. A. D. Daniel

November 7, 1978

If you have any questions concerning this matter, please
contact our office.

Sincerely,

59*%.

Jack H. Galbraith
Chief Planner

JHG:RLY:el

CC: Robert B. Feldner, Superintendent of Central Inspection
Roger Sherwood, 516 Century Plaza Bldg., 67202
Bud White, 210 Pattie, 67211
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THE CITY OF WICHITA

OFFICE OF Central Inspection Divis ion DATE October 10, 1978

TO Robert L. Young, Principal Planner

FROM Robert B. Feldner, Superintendent of Central Inspection

SUBJECT DP-50 Carriage House CUP

In a conversation with Hill Danial Nursery on October 9, it
was confirmed that they have a revised Landscape Plan to
submit to your office for approval. If approved, they are
prepared to start the installation immediately.

They have been told that any change in the approved Land-
scape Plan will open up for review other requirements such
as a bond and sprinkler system.

A#LJ WiD,L , -
Robert B. Feldnef ---- - -- ---

Superintendent of Central Irs pection

RBF:mml
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October 5, 1978

Robert B. Feldner, Superintendent of Central Inspection

Robert L. Young, Principal Planner

DP-50 - Carriage Houae C. U. P. - at the northeast
corner of McCormick & Tyler Road.

We have received a note dated October 2, 1978, from Mr. Dick
Mitchell, 515 Turquoise Lane, inquiring as to the reasons
for the delays in accomplishing the required screening and
landscaping on the Carriage House Square C.U.P.

The latest corespondence from Mr. Sam Mobley of your office
dated August 24, 1978, indicates that "upon any break in
the weather pattern, work will start or legal action ini-
tiated."

Would you please advise us on the present status of this pro-
ject 80 we may respond to Mr. Mitchell's inquiry.

Robert L. Young
Principal Planner

RLY:el

=me!
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FROM Jack H. Galbraith, Chief Planner

SUBJECT DP- 50 - CARRIAGE HOUSE C.U.P. at the northeast
corner of McCormick and Tyler Road

, 1978 

d 00

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT May 31

TO Robert B. Feldner, Superintendent of Central Inspection

Attached is a copy of a letter from a resident of the neighbor-
hood located to the north of the Carriage House C.U.P. voicing
some concerns over drainage conditions in the area, as well asproblems of non compliance with<the approved C.U.P. regarding '
required landscaping around the lake.

r.cThe amended C.U.P. was approved by the Board of City Commission-
ers on April 29, 1975 and general provision number six provides
in parr:   -

9486%

"A landscape plan shall be prepared by a landscape
architect for the planting screens and all of

41/

Parcel 3, indicating the location, type, and speci-
.4=

fications of planting materials, shall be submitted
to the Planning Department for their review and approval
prior to issuance o f building permits.

The planting in the areas designated shall be done in 7
the first planting season after the recording of the
plat." m?3

On April 29. 1976, a landscape plan was approved for the re-
qu·ff-ed planting strips and for Parcel 3 (the lake parcel). I.
After complaints from area residents about non provision of ./liA'

required landscaping, the Planning staff checked the site and -
noted that landscaping had only been provided adj acent to the

, west and north sid'es of that portion of Parcel 2 which is de-
veloped with a TG&Y store. Although certain other portions of
the landscaping are not required until such time as additional

1 development occurs on the C.U.P., a letter from the City Man-
ager to neighborhood residents on_.hme-1-Q._1211 proposed that

I the lake be completed as soon as possible including the re-quired plantings (on Parcel 3). After numerous other complaints \ were voiced by area residents, the Board of City Commissioners
\ requested that the city staff, area residents, and the develop-\ er of the C.U.P. meet and discuss the problems. On December -
\ 2, 1977, a meeting was held and various problems were discussed,
\ including the non provision of landscaping. At that meeting,

2GM

1

1 69'.-,

fL
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- ,.4,7///1////I#

-1



0 e
Page Two
Robert B. Feldner
Superintendent of Central Inspection
May 31, 1978

1 the developer stated that he would provide the required land-
scaping in the first planting season.

When the problems of the C.U.P. were discussed at the December
20, 1977 regular meeting of the Board of City Commissioners,

>21 ---Efie-City Manager advised the Commission that the staff would
:11 monitor the progress of completing the required landscaping

' by the spring of 1978 planting_-se

Spring 1978 is almost past and again the required landscaping
has not been provided on Parcel 3 (the lake). By separate
memo, I am requesting that Mr. Wilton look into problems with
the drainage channel as noted in the attached letter. Would
you please look into the landscaping question and determine
when.compliance will occur and advise me of the status So that
we can advise Mr. Mitchell.

r . »A»

#*4

r

··»p

'248

e 413

Should you have questions, please call.

Jincerely,
f Ni

f ladk H. Galbraith

Cef Planner

i JHG:MM: el
Attachment

cc: Robert G. Finch, Deputy City Manager
Ray Bruggeman, Director of Public Works
Sam Mobley, Central Inspection
Fred Linde, Grievance Officer

,/bick Mitchell, 515 Turquoise Lane, Wichita, 67209
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WICHITA - SE®WICK COUNTY

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING
DEPARTMENT

CITY HALL - TENTH FLOOR
406 NORTH MAIN STREET

WICHITA KANSAS 67202

07244 Mr. Dick Mitchell

515 Turquoise Lane
Wichita, Kansas 67209

Re: DP-50 - Carriage House C.U.P. -
at the northeast corner of
McCormick and Tyler Road.

Dear Mr. Mitchell:

As stated in my letter to you yesterday that I would keep
you advised of any additional information I receive, I am
enclosing a copy of the latest letter received today for
your information files.

SEncerely,

JAk\H. Galbraith
Chi Planner

JHG:el

Enclosure
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DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS'
CENIAL INSPECTION DIVISION
Cm HAN - SEVENTH NOOI

435 NORIH MAIN STREE'

WIC"'138H1,UM

Mr. Bud White

210 Pattie

&420,4.,1 Wichita, KS 67211

Dear Sir:

Re· Carriage House CUP #50

*44

It his now been several weeks since this office contacted you regarding
the screening requirements on subject Community Unit Plan. You stated
at that time that a nursery had been ordered to install the planting per
the approved layout. To date no work has been done and we are well into
the planting season for some species, md ma, be out of planting season
for others

This letter shall serve as notice that unless work is in progress on
the required planting or a suitable bond posted assuring same, within
10. days of the date hereon, this office has no alternative other than
filing a complaint in Municipal Court.

:,21t

The enforcement authority granted to the Central Inspection Division by
the City Commission is not limted to 121-ease_lstkup", we can under certain
conditions prevent the furthe r development of subject CUP along with the

lines and assessment that the c glitt--maL,im-2232.

If there are any questions regarding this matter, please contact tb€---,
undersigned. '

Sincerely,

1.-0 9-0724 (*El
p ME:Ropoal*N /1-

Sam L. Mobley   mANNING 22Building Code Administrato
cc: Ray Trail, Executive Secretary  <>4:TLT

John Dekker, Director of Law
- Robert Lakin, Director of Planning

RuL/,L L Ful•)11,31 , Supecintetilie# or Ler,Lral inspection
301*INTINDFN of CENdRA INSPECTION 268.460 HOUSING 765 ...1 BU:bINC I CON.RUCIION 764.48,

I D..... CO[.t lilli "R 261.4.61 JONING 2,8.4,9 ./MING I .CHANIC. 268 .4,6
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18

91 M..2:01?*'.U

94472

· JOk?4 · ·



r

r

9.42A
fiN

THE CITY OF WICHITA

OFFICE OF Central Inspection Division DATE August 24, 1978

TO Jack Galbraith, Chief Planner

FROM Sam L. Mobley, Building Code Administrator

SUBJECT Status Report CUP #50
"Carriage House"

As of this date no actual work has been done on this portion of CUP #50
(Parcel #3 lake screening).

On July 13, 1978, I received a letter (copy enclosed) referring to "our
specifications" not the "approved plan", this point has been rectified.
Any changes in the "approved plan" must be cleared thru Planning.

This division will continue to monitor this area and upon any break in
the weather pattern, work will start or legal action initiated.

39.0
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Hill - Daniel Nursery

9200 Maple JUL 13 1918

Wichita, Kansas

Central Inspection Division

Sam Mobley
Central Inspection Division
City Building
455 North Main Street
Wichita, Kansas 67202

Re: Parcel #3, Carriage House Plaza
Second Addition - CUP

Dear Mr. Mobley:

Per our telephone conversation July 11, 1978, please be advised,
Bud White and I have a verbal agreement to landscape the above
referenced.

As Boon as planting conditions are such that it is reasonable to
assume that plants can survive, we shall proceed with the planting

-· per our specifications.

Yours truly,

- HUL-DANIELANURSERY
A

:*,D. Daniel
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August 24, 1978

Mr. Bud White
210 Pattie

Wichita, KS 67211 1
Dear Sir: 1

Re: Carriage House CUP #50

I have been infomed by Mr. A. D. Daniel (Hill-Daniel Nursery), that he
has verbal agreement with you (owner of Carriage House CUP #50) to land-
icape the east poction (lake area) per his specifications. :

*ry.r 1- Two things bother me about the above, (1) A signed contract would be the 
only exceptable instrument for granting any extension of time on the land-
scaping requirement, in fact we are now requiring a cash bond to assure ;
the installation of the screening ordinance. (2) Mr. Daniel's reference

to his specifications is not in order as it must be installed per the 
"approved plans" as submitted and stamped. Any changes that he may wish
to make would require resubmiseion to the Planning Department for their
concurrence.

@52;

4

This division will continue to monitor this project and upon any break
in the weather pattern, we will expect work to begin. 1

3

Since the City Commission ia vitally interested in this project due to 1
many neighborhood complaints, and the City Manager's requests for weekly .1
reports on progress, it would be appreciated if you would keep me informed 1

·1

of any developments. · ,
.:1

Sincerely, 1

Sam L.Mobley
Building Code Administrator $
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August 30, 1978

I i ..'

Mr. Marion M. Wimmer

8100 West Kellogg
Wichita, Kansas 67209

1«0,

F449*1

/4653,51

4,39?m

Re: Carriage House CUP

Dear Marion:

Have enclosed several xerox sheets for your information.
First, the area west of your site is platted as Lot 1,
Block 4, Carriage House Plaza Second Addition. A copy of
the entire plat can be ordered from any blueprint company
who can obtain the original from the Register of Deeds. Also,
attached is a copy of a portion of the CUP known as Parcel 3
and the associated CUP text that applies. Please note that

the proposed use of this parcel is for "open area and drainage
easement until such time as the plan is amended".

D'".61

There is also an approved landscape plan in our files, however,
it is a large sheet and difficult to xerox. The landscaping
has not been planted and that is one of several violations
that is presently under review by the Office of Central In-
spection. If you would like to review the files in detail,
please give me a call.

Sincerely,

»11%
C.6. r.,
·:t + I

Jack H. Galbraith
Chief Planner

9%75
1*Re

JHG:el

Enclosures
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June 30,1978

Mr. Jack Galbraith, Chief Planner
Metropolitan Area Planning Dept.
City Hall -Tenth Floor
455 N. Main

Wichita, Kansas 67202

rh

·· 411-Dai «

Mr. G=!lbraith:

Item #1 Thank you ... your help is and has been greatly appreciated, Mr. Galbraith.
The wheels turn sl owly; but wi thout you to keep a fi nger on i t for us, we
wouldn't be this far...

I really hoped it wouldn't have to go as far as it has with Mr. White--the
possibility of Municipal Court action and/or permit retentions. However, he
made his bed, I guess you jave him ample opportunity to handle it....
I certainly hope that regarding the lateness of the planting that he still
will be required to replace anything that dies... otherwise it will be for
naught.

4,4

2+,9.,

t ..3,04'
18/'

2 4404
3*·
..4/

I'm sorry about the possible misunderstanding in reference to the culvert,
Mr. Galbraith. I probably led you in the wrong direction by bringing the
lake openings into it. I guess the bottom line is silt, weeds and various
accumulations of debris in the culvert. I concur with you in regard to the
elevation situation, I have seen the map on the area and that's the way it
is all right. Also, I realize we are stuck with the frantage road e levation
pool for the present. Again I apologize, I really (or we) intended to imply
we would like the culvert scraped out, smoothed out, or whatever to take
the "humps" out between the Topaz and frontage road points--"high spots" if
you will. The water is moving out fairly well, consi dering. High water
runs very well. But ... when it gets down to say 6-8 or 10 inches, it
stops; because of the silt build ups in the culvert. However, if all that
can be done, has been done and you feel that a scraping or cleaning will not
help, so be it.

We are pleased that you have stuck with us, Mr. Galbraith, at least we know
we can trust 299-· That means quite a bit to us. Again, many thanks for
following through on our plight.

Incidently, Mrs. Walker sold her house 2 or 3 months ago, in pretty good time
and for pretty much what she wanted. A doctor bought it. His reason, the
cul-de-sac ...! How about that.

Best regards,

<42 74»22
Dick Mitchell

515 Turquiose Lane
Wichita, Kansas 67209

P.S. I have Xeroxed and distributed copies of your's and my letters to other
residents--to keep them posted.

3

42% 194%
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June 28, 1978

.¥92;€

Mr. Dick Mitchell
515 Turquoise Lane
Wichita, Kansas 67209

Re: DP-50 - Carriage House C.U.P. -
at the northeast corner of

McCormick and Tyler Road.
Dear Mr. Mitchell:

As stated in my letter to you yesterday that I would keep
you advised of any additional information I receive, I am
enclosing a copy of the latest letter received today for
your information files.

Sincerely

Jack H. Galbraith
Chief Planner

JHG:el

Enclosure
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DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS
CENTRA' INSPECTION DIVISION
CITY HAU - SEVENTH FLOOR

453 NORTH MAIN STRE.

WICHITA, KANSAS 67202

June 26, 1978

Mr. Bud White

210 Pattie

Wichita, KS 67211

Dear Sir:

Re Carriage House CUP #50

It has now been several weeks since this office contacted you regarding
the screening requirements on subject Community Unit Plan. You stated
at that time that a nursery had been ordered to install the planting per
the approved layout. To date no work has been done and we are well into
the planting season for some species, md may be out of planting season
for others

This letter shall serve as notice that unless work is in progress on
the required planting or a suitable bcnd posted assuring same, within
10 days of the date hereon, this office has no alternative other than
filing a complaint in Municipal Court.

The enforcement authority granted to the Central Inspection Division by
the City Commission is not limted to "please letters", we can under certain
conditions prevent the further development of subject CUP along with the
fines and assessment that the court may impose.

If there are any questions regarding this matter, please contact the
undersigned.

Sincerely,

-3 JUN 27 1978 W
Sam L. Mobley
Building Code Administratd 31 aNINING 6
cc: Ray Trail, Executive Secretary

John Dekker, Director of Law
- Robert Lakin, Director of Planning

Ruben D Feldner , Superintendem or Len.ral inspection
SUPERINENDENT OF CENTRA INSPECTION 268·4460 HOUSING 965·4481 BUIDING & CONSTRUCIION 2*B...61
..ING CODE ENGINEER 288·468 ZONING 26B·479 PLUMBING & MECHANICAL * ./476
IAN EXAMINATION 360.4.77 SIGNS 268·5 ElECIRICAL I ELEVA'OR 208·4471
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June 27, 1978

Mr. Dick Mitchell

515 Turquoise Lane
Wichita, Kansas 67209

Dear Mr. Mitchell:

Re: DP-50 - Carriage House C.U.P. -
at the northeast corner of

McCormick and Tyler Road.

Regarding your inquiry as to the maintenance of the ditches
associated with the above case, I copied you in on my letter
to George Wilton dated May 31, 1978. Thought you would be
interested in a copy of his memoradum in response.

I still have not had any reply from Feldner with regard to
the landscaping, however, I' ll keep you advised when I hear
something.

Sincerely,

Jack H. Galbraith
Chief Planner

JHG:el

Enclosure
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THE CITY OF WICHITA

OFFICE OF Superintendent of Public DATE June 22, 1978

Works Maintenance

TO Jack H. Gal braith, Chief Pl anner, MAPD

FROM G. H. Wilton

SUBJECT DP-50 Carriage House C.U.P.
NE Corner McCormick and Tyler

The flow line elevation of the culvert under Topaz Lane is 136.6.
The flow line elevation of the culverts under the Kellogg Service
Road is 136.4. The ditch connecting the two locations is at a
slightly lower elevation.

The nonnal pool elevation was establ i shed as 136.0, approximately
the elevation of its outlet, the cul vert under the service road.
A recent check shows the pool elevation at 134.8.

There is an inflow ditch at the northeast corner of the lake at
elevation 134.9 and an outflow ditch at the southwest corner of
the lake at elevation 137.0. We will lower the latter, but it
won' t change a thing. The key to the problem is the culvert
elevation at the service road and the roadside ditch into which
it drains. You must realize that this area does not have an out-
let for its drainage and until it gets one nothing of any great
benefit can be done.

A H Wiltin-

Superintendent
Public Works Maintenance
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May 31, 1978

Robert B. Feldner, Superintendent of Central Inspection

Jack H. Galbraith, Chief Planner

DP-50 - CARRLAGE HOUSE C.U.P. at the northeast
corner of McCormick and Tyler Road

Attached is a copy of a letter from a resident of the neighbor-
hood located to the north of the Carriage House C.U.P. voicing
some concerns over drainage conditions in the area, as well as
problems of non compliance with the approved C.U.P. regarding
required landscaping around the lake.

The amended C.U.P. was approved by the Board of City Commission-
ers on April 29, 1975 and general provision number six provides
in part:

"A landscape plan shall be prepared by a landscape
architect for the planting screens and all of
Parcel 3, indicating the location, type, and speci-
fications of planting materials, shall be submitted
to the Planning Department for their review and approval
prior to issuance of building permits.

The planting in the areas designated shall be done in
the first planting season after the recording of the
plat."

On April 29, 1976, a landscape plan was approved for the re-
quired planting strips and for Parcel 3 (the lake parcel).
After complaints from area residents about non provision ofrequired landscaping, the Planning staff checked the site and  
noted that landscaping had only been provided adjacent to the
west and north sides of that portion of Parcel 2 which is de-
veloped with a TG&Y store. Although certain other portions of
the landscaping are not required until such time as additional
development occurs on the C.U.P., a letter from the City Man-
ager to neighborhood residents on June 10, 1977 proposed that
the lake be completed as Boon as possible including the re-
quired plantings (on Parcel 3). After numerous other complaints
were voiced by area residents, the Board of City Commisaioners
requested that the city staff, area residents, and the develop-
er of the C.U.P. meet and discuss the problems. On December
2, 1977, a meeting was held and various problems were discussed,
including the non provision of landscaping. At that meeting,

4*Q···gi
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Page Two
Robert B. Feldner

Superintendent of Central Inspection
May 31, 1978

the developer stated that he would provide the required land-
scaping in the first planting season.

When the problems of the C.U.P. were discussed at the December
20. 1977 regular meeting of the Board of City Commissioners,
the City Manager advised the Commission that the staff would
monitor the progress of completing the required landscaping
by the spring of 1978 planting season.

Spring 1978 is almost past and again the required landscaping
has not been provided on Parcel 3 (the lake). By separate
memo, I am requesting that Mr. Wilton look into problems with
the drainage channel as noted in the attached letter. Would

you please look into the landscaping question and determine
when compliance will occur and advise me of the status so that
we can advise Mr. Mitchell.

Should you have questions, please call.

Sincerely,

Jack H. Galbraith
Chief Planner

JHG:MM: el

Attachment

CC: Robert G. Finch, Deputy City Manager
Ray Bruggeman, Director of Public Works
Sam Mabley, Central Inspection
Fred Linde, Grievance Officer
Dick Mitchell, 515 Turquoise Lane, Wichita, 67209

...
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May 31, 1978

George Wilton, Superintendent of Public Works Maintenance
Jack H. Galbraith, Chief Planner

DP-50 - CARRIAGE HOUSE C.U.P., at the northeast
corner of McCormick and Tyler Road.

gur=,4

0,939
06471

PN:%44%
l>f./al'

Attached is a copy of a letter from a resident of the neighbor-
hood located to the north of the Carriage House C.U.P. voicing
some concern over drainage conditions in the area and the need
to clean out some ditches/culverts.

This has been a matter of great concern to neighborhood
residents since the amended C.U.P. was first approved in 1975.
On December 2, 1977, a meeting was held with city staff
(engineering, planning, traffic engineering, Fred Linde), the
developer, and eighteen area residents to discuss problems
associated with the C.U.P. During this meeting area residents
expreased several complaints regarding the lake and drainage
conditions in the area. Max Green of Flood Control Maintenance
was also in attendance and assured area residents that the
ditches would be cleaned and maintained. Although it appears
that some cleaning was done, the job was never completed and
there are still problems.

ish,i
By separate memo, I am requesting that Bob Feldner of Central
Inspection look into the non provision of landscaping required .R
by the C.U.P. Would you please look into the drainage situa- .lge#

tion and determine if some improvements could be made.

Should you have questions, please call.

Sincerely, mi
11-- i:%

Jack H. Galbraith
Chief Planner

JHG:MM: el
CC: Robert G. Finch, Deputy City Manager

Ray Bruggeman, Director of Public Works
Max Green, Flood Control Maintenance
Fred Linde, Grievance Office
Dick Mitchell, 515 Turquoise Lane, Wichita 67209

(Attachment)
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December 28, 1977

9=

Mr. Bill Mesker

6515 Irving
Wichita, Kansas 67215

Re: DP-50 - Carriage House CUP ./
*Uai,2, '4'

Eg

Dear Bill:

The Board of City Commission at its regular meeting of December
20, 1977, considered the related problems of sewer extension
and the Turquoise cul-de-sac associated with the above captioned
CUP. Their action was that Turquoise Lane remain closed and the
staff was authorized to work with Mrs. Walker to extend the
existing posts to protect her property. The City Engineer was
also authorized to proceed with sanitary sewer extension as
planned.

0241.

imetvy #I

With regard to the landscaping of the lake, although no action
was taken, the Manager advised the Commission that the staff
would monitor the progress of completing the landscaping by the
spring of 1978 planting season. I would recommend that you
select a nurseryman immediately so that plant materials can be
ordered, if necessary, so that planting of the lake in confor-
mance with your previously submitted and approved landscaping
plan can be completed.

6*64.

44 ;;y fur

the possibility of any vehicles entering the rear of the shop-One additional item that needs your attention is to eliminate ping center from Evergreen. This could be accomplished on your
part by either extending the required wall or working with the
Department of Public Works to see that a substantial barricade
is placed in the right-of-way of Evergreen to prohibit traffic
from driving through the field that you still farm.

r- If you have any questions on any of these items, please call

Sincerely,

Jack H. Galbraith
JHG:el Chief Planner

ca: Bud White, 210 Pattie. 67211
Robert G. Finch, Deputy City Manager
Ray Bruggeman, Director of Public Works
Robert B. Feldner, Superintendent of Central Inspection
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WICHITA-SED GWICK COUNTY OATE

December 21, 1977
METROPOLITAN ARIA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

TO "THE FILES"

FROM Jack H. Galbraith, Chief Planner

SUBJECT DP-50 - CARRIAGE HOUSE C.U.P.

The Board of City Commission at its regular meeting of
December 20, 1977, considered the above captioned C.U.P.
and the items listed in the attached memorandum. Their

action was that Turquoise Lane remain closed and the
staff was authorized to work with Mrs. Walker to extend
the existing post to protect her property. The City

Engineer was also authorized to proceed with the sanitary
sewer extension as planned.

Although no action was taken, the Manager advised the
Commission that the staff would monitor the progress of
landscaping the lake.

4 6464
. Galbraith

f Planner

JHG:el

Attachment
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·WICHITA-SEDGWICKOUNTY  DATE
December 12, 1977

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

1-0 Robert G. Finch, Deputy City Manager

Office Of The Cib 11/lager

O EHD - O HP -
O RGF_ O MS

ORT _ O SH

FROM
Jack H. Galbraith, Chief Planner DEC 12 1977

S UeJECT DP-50 - Carriage House C.U.P. and Related problems.
¤ Copies To

m Serd To
0 File _

On October 4, 1977, the Board of City Commissioners considered a
request from Mrs. William B. Walker to have Turquoise Lane re:
opened where it cul-de-sacs at Hendryx (said cul-de-sac , a re-
quirement or Community Unit Plan DP-50) and, later in the meet-
ing, considered a resolution to initiate acquisition of ease-
ments in connection with a pror,nRpri c:Ani rarv SeWer ro serve an
area east of Tvler Road ant_U.S.__51· It was the actron

of the City Commission to instruct the aministrative staff to
review the C.U.P. requirements and work with the developer and
neighborhood residents in an attempt to resolv·e problenis in the
area.

Pursuant to your memo of October 5, 1977, the MAPD staff organized
an informal meeting at 1:30 p.m. on Friday, December 2, 1977. In
attendance were the developer, anproximatel; ei:-hteen neighbor-
hd resident;s, and representatives of the planning. staff, flood
control/ma Cra:£12-engineering. engineering, and tlie
City Grievance Officer. The discussion centered on the following
items:

1. Reopening of Turquoise Lane - The cul-de-sac at Hendry. and
Turquoise Lane was a requirement of the approval of DP-50 Carriage
House C.U.P. in order that the commercial traffic from the center

on Hendryx Street would be oriented to Woodchuck Lane and U.S. 54
ratner enan permictea Do flliur-EMP--ugh the neighborhood on the
residential s treets Cmost of which are unpaved) . "Although the
stair Delieved tnat the installation of the cul-de-sac would
occur at the time Hendryx Street was opened, the cul-de-sac was
installed prior to that time at the request of neighborhood resi-
dents. Mrs. Walker and one or two other neighborhood residents
were in support of the removal of the cul-de-sac and the problems
it was causing her. however, the majority of the neighborhood
residents wished to retain the cul-de-sac, ciring decreased_
Uaffic in the ne ighlin.hnorl inrl 1 nwer speeds since the cul-de-
sac installalap. some options such as redesign of the cul-de-
siTEITid increased fencing to keep traffic off Mrs. Walkers Prop-
erty were discussed, but Mrs. Walker indicated thac such would
not be satisfactory and only the removal of the cul-de-sac would
solve her problems. A suggestion that the cul-de-Nac be tempo-·
rarily removed until such time as Nendryx is installed, was
opposed by a maiocitv of residents as a wasce of tax dollars as

--
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Page Two
Robert G. Finch, Deputy City Manager
December 12, 1977

f
well as causing more neighborhood traffic in the interim. In

short - no compromise on the cul-de-sac could be reached and
the Board of City Commissioners will need to make a decision as
to whether the cul-de-sac should be removed or retained. We

have rescheduled consideration of this item for the December 20,
1977 meeting of the Board of City Commissioners. Both Mrs.
Walker and neighborhood opponents of cul-de-sac removal have
indicated they will be in attendance on this item.

2. The -init-all,141'ga n f gani. tarv sewet (Lateral 25, Main 4,
Southwest Interceptor Sewer). - The developer is opposing the
installation of sewer in the Hendryx alignment as a needless
cost to him which will primaril]Lbenefit others. It was his
feeling that some C.U.P. redesign would permit his property to be
served by the existing sanitary sewer between Floyd and Topaz,
which a portion of the developer's property was previously
assessed to install. However, the City Engineer noted that the

bulk of the developer's property had not been previously assessed
for sanitary sewer and would be served by the proposed lateralf
25 and be included in a benefit district. li the pramrt--arign-
ment of Hendryx is to remain, the most logical location of the

fit<6%,er would be in the Hendryx alignment. Both the planning s taff
/v and traffic engineering division strongly support the retention

of Hendryx as necessary to handle the traffic associated with the
commercial development (existing and proposed) and neighborhood
residents noted that such configuration was worked out as a
compromise situation during the numerous public hearings associ-
ated with previous C.U.P. approval. The developer has stated
that the proposed sewer is not necessary for his plans and is a
useless expenditure. The City Engineer stated chat the lateral
was necesnry for other:-MveloRment:.ap this tir·e and that-this
ae .oper-s property woula neea acialtional sewer at some ruture
daue and would need tobe=ir---etit Mistrict. Again, the
Board ot City Commissioners will have to deterkine whether or not
the sewer is to be extended as no compromise of che situation
would be made. The revised developers plans made no provision
for removal of Hendryx and as such were not pertinent to the
resolution of the sewer problem.

3. Problems with the lake - landscaping, drainage, etc.
Considerable discussion was heard regarding pr·,lems with the
existing lake. Staff of the flood control/maintenance division
of the Department of Public Works explained -A, concept of the
lake and g,pt·pri tha f ir was neler intended to solve all the drain-
age problems in the area. Area residents noted that the drainage
ditch which carried the 'overflow from the lake -:as cloggedwiut

-trash and other debris :Inri resn t_aaeauate co candie the arainage.

Other complaints were heard regarding the construction of the
lake and the developer's failure to landscape che lake as required

'

'»27·

L

-1

L



a e
Page Three
Robert G. Finch, Deputy City Manager
December 12, 1977

by the C.U.P. Staff advised that Public Works/Maintenance would
have the ditch cleaned out and maintained and the developer

' promised to 1.and.s,caae during the next planting season after some
reconstruction of the lakr nretirred.

4. Proposed Revisions to the C.U.P. - The developer showed some
proposed C.U.P. modifications by eliminating the platted resi-
dential lots that back into Block D of Flovd Bailev 3rd Additibn,
extending ··Lu·' zoning into that a·re' And t-hils vacating a portibn
or ·ropaz Lane by terminating it in a cul-de-sac. Several resi-

dents expressed opposition to the proposed modifications and
noted that these changes were what had been originally proposed
prior to the compromises worked out with the neighborhood during
the series of public hearings associated with C.U.P. approval in
1975. In further discussion, the developer noted that he had no

1 0 ;4 lp- 1:,2:1¥1:n:ec:, f:Zte:ume*m;corbfte?ext
strictive covenants on the land for a few years, and that he had

11-A merely proposed the C.U.P. modifications in resoonse to the re-
quest by the City Commission to develop alterna ce plans for the
sewer. The City Engineer again stated that the proposed changes
to the C.U.P. would not, in his opinion, change the sanitary
sewer alignment nor the need for the developer' s property to be
included in a benefit district. The neighborhood residents
again voiced their opposition to the proposed C.U.P. amendments
and could see no benefit to the neighborhood b-.- what was proposed

In summation, both the cul-de-sac on Turquoise Lane and the
sanitary sewer issue need to be scheduled for reconsideration by
the Board of City Commissioners on December 20. 1977. No accept-
able compromises_have been achieved on either issue. The pro-
posed C.U.P'. amendments are in abatement until sucn time as they
are actually filed and public hearings are held. The flood
control/maintenance division of the Department of Public Works
will provide inspection of the lake and maintenance of the drain-
age ditch. No further building permits shojild le i ss,ied on
DP-50 until the-landscaping of the lake is pro,zided.

The major accomplishment of the informal meeci ng· was to bring
staff, developer, and residents together and m. 1 each aware of
thJ others position on the various issues. No further action is
contemplated until the City Commission meeting of December 20,
1977. Please advise if further information is required.

%incerelv.

U:4k j
thlefAPPROVED+

£, 1 kfFL
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Robert A. 'Lakin,
JHG:MM:el

cc: continued on

1. Galbraith
:t*

Planner
hf ' t..f*

12,4%
' '41*

Director of Planning
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Page Four
Robert G. Finch, Deputy City Manager
December 12, 1977

cc: Ray Bruggeman, Director of Public Works
Dick Linn, City Engineer
George Wilton, Superintendent of Public Works-Maintenance
M. S. Mitchell, Assistant Superintendent Maintenance -

Flood Control

4,

Bill McKinley, Assistant Traffic Engineer
Fred Linde, Grievance Officer
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WICIHA - SEDGWICK COUNTY

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING December 13, 1977
DEPARTMENT

CITY HALL -TENTH FLOOR

455 NORTH MAIN STREET

WICHITA, KANSAS 67202

(316) 268·4561

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:

Re: DP-50 - Carriage House C.U.P.
and Related Problems

This letter is being sent to those of you who attended an in-
formal discussion on the above captioned property. This is to
remind you that the City Commission will discuss these related
matters at their meeting on December 20, 1977, which begins at
9:00 a.m., in the City Commission Meeting Room, First Floor,
City Hall, 455 North Main Street.

Attached for your information is a copy of my memorandum to
the Deputy City Manager reporting on that meeting. If you
have any questions, please call.

.Sincerely,

JaAk H. Galbraith
Glgef Planner

JHG:el

Attachment

*%44.
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December 12, 1977

Robert G. Finch, Deputy City Manager

Jack H. Galbraith, Chief Planner

DP-50 - Carriage House C.U.P. and Related problems.
09

,£9344

./.

mm

:444
*ft

On October 4, 1977, the Board of City Commissioners considered a
request from Mrs. William B. Walker to have Turquoise Lane re-
opened where it cul-de-sacs at Hendryx (said cul-de-sac , a re-
quirement of Community Unit Plan DP-50) and, later in the meet-
ing, considered a resolution to initiate acquisition of ease-
ments in connection with a proposed sanitary sewer to serve an
area east of Tyler Road and north of U. S. 54. It was the action

of the City Commission to instruct the administrative staff to
review the C.U.P. requirements and work with the developer and
neighborhood residents in an attempt to resolve problems in the
area.

Pursuant to your memo o f October 5, 1977, the MAPD staff organized *
twer:ttge adloper,approximeyDi;cn2neihbAr-In iff
hood residents, and representatives of the planning staff, flood
control/maintenance, traffic engineering, engineering, and the 9&
City Grievance Officer. The discussion centered on the following :ler

items:

@a

1. Reopening of Turquoise Lane - The cul-de-sac at Hendryx and
Turquoise Lane was a requirement of the approval of DP-50 Carriage
House C.U.P. in order that the commercial traffic from the center
on Hendryx Street would be oriented to Woodchuck Lane and U.S. 54
rather than permitted to filter through the neighborhood on the
residential streets (most of which are unpaved). Although the
staff believed that the installation of the cul-de-sac would
occur at the time Hendryx Street was opened, the cul-de-sac was
installed prior to that time at the request of neighborhood resi-
dente. Mrs. Walker and one or two other neighborhood residents
were in support of the removal of the cul-de-sac and the problems
it was causing her, however, the majority of the neighborhood
residents wished to retain the cul-de-sac, citing decreased
traffic in the neighborhood and lower speeds since the cul-de-
sac installation. Some options such as redesign of the cul-de-
sac and increased fencing to keep traffic off Mrs. Walkers prop-

i erty were discuosed, but Mrs. Walker indicated that such would
3 not be satisfactory and only the removal of the cul-de-sac would
410<j solve her problems. A suggestion that the cul-de-sac be tempo-
I'l rarily removed until such time as Hendryx is installed, was

opposed by a majority of residents as a waste of tax dollars as\
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Page Two
Robert G. Finch, Deputy City Manager
December 12, 1977

well as causing more neighborhood traffic in the interim. Inshort - no compromise on the cul-de-sac could be reached and
the Board of City Commissioners will need to make a decision asto whether the cul-de-sac should be removed or retained. Wehave rescheduled consideration of this item for the December 20,1977 meeting of the Board of City Commissioners. Both Mrs.
Walker and neighborhood opponents of cul-de-sac removal haveindicated they will be in attendance on this item.

Efm

2. The installation of sanitary sewer (Lateral 25, Main 4,
Southwest Interceptor Sewer). - The developer ia opposing theinstallation of sewer in the Hendryx alignment as a needless
cost to him which will primarily benefit others. It was his

feeling that some C.U.P. redesign would permit his property to beserved by the existing sanitary sewer between Floyd and Topaz,which a portion of the developer's property was previously
asseased to install. However, the City Engineer noted that the
bulk of the developer' s property had not been previously assessedfor sanitary sewer and would be served by the proposed lateral25 and be included in a benefit district. If the present align-
ment of Hendryx is to remain, the most logical location of the
sewer would be in the Hendryx alignment. Both the planning staffand traffic engineering division strongly support the retentionof Hendryx as necessary to handle the traffic aseociated with thecommercial development (existing and proposed) and neighborhood
residents noted that such configuration was worked out as a
compromise situation during the numerous public hearings associ-
ated with previous C.U.P. approval. The developer has statedthat the proposed sewer is not necessary for his plang and is a
useless expenditure. The City Engineer stated that the lateral
was necessary for other development at this time and that this
developer' s property would need additional sewer at some future
date and would need to be in a benefit district. Again, the
Board of City Commissioners will have to determine whether or notthe sewer ie to be extended as no compromise of the situation
would be made. The revised developers plans made no provision
for removal of Hendryx and as such were not pertinent to theresolution of the sewer problem.

3. Problems with the lake - landscaping, drainage, etc.
Considerable discussion was heard regarding problems with the
existing lake. Staff of the flood control/maintenance division
of the Department of Public Works explained the concept of thelake and noted that it was never intended to solve all the drain-
age problems in the area. Area residents noted that the drainage
ditch which carried the overflow from the lake was clogged withtrash and other debris and wasn't adequate to handle the drainage.Other complaints were heard regarding the conatruction of the
lake and the developer' s failure to landscape the lake as required
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Pap Three
RODert G. Finch, Deputy City Manager
December 12, 1977

by the C.U.P. Staff advised that Public Works/Maintenance would
have the ditch cleaned out and maintained and the developer
promised to landscape during the next planting season after some
reconetruction of the lake occurred.

thrA

9'-271

*.8/
24'42
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4. Proposed Revisions to the C.U.P. - The developer showed some
proposed C.U.P. modifications by eliminating the platted resi-
dential lots that back into Block D of Floyd Bailey 3rd Addition,
extending "LC" zoning into that area, and thus vacating a portion
of Topaz Lane by terminating it in a cul-de-sac. Several resi-
dents expressed opposition to the proposed modifications and
noted that these changes were what had been originally proposed
prior to the compromises worked out with the neighborhood during
the series of public hearings associated with C.U.P. approval in
1975. In further discussion, the developer noted that he had no
immediate plans for further commercial development over the next
ten to ewelve years, that such development was blocked by re-
strictive covenants on the land for a few years, and that he had
merely proposed the C.U.P. modifications in response to the re-
quest by the City Commission to develop alternate plans for the
sewer. The City Engineer again stated that the proposed changes
to the C.U.P. would not, in his opinion, change the sanitary
sewer alignment nor the need for the developer's property to be
included in a benefit district. The neighborhood residents
again voiced their opposition to the proposed C.U.P. amendments
and could see no benefit to the neighborhood by what was proposed.

gy

In summation, both the cul-de-sac on Turquoise Lane and the
sanitary sewer issue need to be scheduled for reconsideration by
the Board of City Commissioners on December 20, 1977. No accept-
able compromises have been achieved on either issue. The pro-
posed C.U.P. amendments are in abatement until such time as they
are actually filed and public hearings are held. The flood
control/maintenance division of the Department of Public Works
will provide inspection of the lake and maintenance of the drain-
age ditch. No further building permits should be issued on
DP-50 until the landscaping of the lake is provided.

The major accomplishment of the informal meeting was to bring
staff, developer, and residents together and make each aware of
the others position on the various issues. No further action is

contemplated until the City Commission meeting of December 20,
1977. Please advise if further information is required.

Sincerely,

APPROVED:

Jack H. Galbraith
Chief Planner

Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning.
JHG:Mt·i: el
cc: continued on Page Four
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Pige Four
Robert G. Finch, Deputy City Manager
December 12, 1977

cc: Ray Bruggeman, Director of Public Works
Dick Linn, City Engineer
George Wilton, Superintendent of Public Works-Maintenance
M. S. Mitchell. Assistant Superintendent Maintenance -

Flood Control
Bill MeKinley, Assistant Traffic Engineer

4%7 Fred Linde, Grievance Officer
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY DATE

November 23, 1977

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Office Of The City M:n:ser

O ElID . 0 „2 -

ORN/Ms/ O MS -70 Robert G. Finch, Deputy City Manager O RT _ 0 91 -
TROM Jack Galbraith, Chief Planner NOV 28 14,7

SUBJECT DP-50 - Carriage House C.U.P. and related problems.
O Send TV'

O File

Pursuant to your memo of October 5, 1977, I have arranged an
informal meeting between City Staff, neighborhood residents,  /
and the developer to be held in the Metropolitan Area Plan- /,///
ning Department Conference Room at 1:30 p.m. , Friday, Decem- ,/·ber 4 1977. It is hoped that acceptable solutions can be
developed regarding the problems in the area.

It is therefore requested that your November 22, 1977 dead-
line be extended to December 9, 1977, in order that we may
include the results of the meeting of interested parties.

Please advise if this is acceptable.

Sincerely,

)1, +{4.Ut
Jeck\H. Galbraith
Chief Planner

JHG:el

cc: Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning
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WILI,11 8-OLIUVVILN LOUNI DATE

November 23, 1977

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

TO Robert G. Finch, Deputy City Manager

0,1,ce a I he city M. :i s.

O DID . I.- 0 117 --m 1.5 2 0 6,0 .-
o i·: r ._

FROM Jack Galbraith, Chief Planner ''.

SUBJECT DP-50 - Carriage House C.U.P. and related problems. ¢'r-,·co
L- 02cd i

F.!C _*

7 28 1-,7

--3 44·LAA+21:1

Pursuant to your memo of October 5, 1977, I have arranged an
informal meeting between City Staff, neighborhood residents,
and the developer to be held in the Metropolitan Area Plan- /2,',2,ning Department Conference Room at 1:30 p.m., Friday, Deceni- '1
ber 2, 1977. It is hoped that acceptable solutions can be
developed regarding the problems in the area.

<  It is therefore requested that your November 22, 1977 dead·-line be extended to December 9, 1977, in order that we may
include the results of the meeting of interested parties.

Please advise if this is acceptable.

Sincerely,

Jack\ H. Galbraith
PlannerCl*i.9

JHG:el

ec: Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning
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VY IL 1-1 liA·bLDGWILK -CUUN] T DATE

November 23. 1977

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

0[fice 01 The City 1.;:r.--r

o E'ID - U lip --

To Robert G. Finch, Deputy City Manager D 67'_2 u 1.,s --

FROM Jack Galbraith, Chief Planner

SUBJECT DP-50 - Carriage House C.U.P. and related problems ..47.- <,8»1-67+Lf#
n sond 1 0
m Fi;e .___

Pursuant to your memo of October 5, 1977, I have arranged an
informal meeting between City Staff, neighborhood residents,
and the devel oper to be held in the Metropolitan Area Plan-
ning Department Conference Room at 1:30 p.m., Friday, Decem-
ber 2, 1977. It is hoped that acceptable solutions can be
developed regarding the problems in the area.

It is therefore requested that your November 22, 1977 dead-
line be extended to December 9, 1977, in order that we may
include the results of the meeting of interested'parties.

Please advise if this is acceptable.

Sincerely

Jack\ H. Galbraith
Chief Planner

JHG:el

cc: Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

//-77'17
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ON NOVEMBER 23, 1977 -
DP-50 - THE FOLLOWING HAVE RECEIVED NOTICE OF INFORMAL MEETING TO BE

HELD 12/2/77 IN THE MAPD CONFERENCE ROOM AT 1:30 P.M.

Robert W. Feldner, Central Inspection
Fred Linde, Grievance Officer
Max Green, Flood Control
Bill McKinley, Traffic Engineer
Dick Linn, City Engineer
Ray Bruggeman, Director of Public Works

Richard L, Mitchell, 515 Turquoise Lane, 67209
John R. Taylor, 512 Floyd, 67209

- Albert W. Shiflet, 424 Floyd, 67209
Dennis Main, 516 Floyd, 67209
Mr. A. E. Suenram, 532 Turquoise, 67209
Everitt Glasse, 513 Floyd, 67209
Bud White, 210 Pattie, 67211
K. 0. Taylor, 1542 S. St.Francis, 67211
Marion Wimmer, 4027 Countryside Plaza, 67218
Bill Mesker, 6515 Irving, 67215
Lewis K. Beard, 520 S, Evergreen, 67209
Rodney C. Huse, 534 Floyd, 67209
Don P. Dobbins, 530 S. Floyd, 67209

-Norman R. Gaphardt, 524 Floyd, 67209
Benton W. Wakema, 520 S. Floyd, 67209
Marvin H. Lindsay, 506 Floyd, 67209
Floyd C. Bowers, 501 Turquoise Lane, 67209
John W. Stewart, 501 Topaz Lane, 67209
Mrs. William B. Walker, 580 Turquoise Lane, 67209

25 - TOTAL
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY ' -

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION

CITY HALL, TENTH FLOOR, 455 North Main Street
Wichita, Kansas 67202

November 23, 1977

NOTICE TO INTERESTED PARTIES:

Re: DP-50 Carriage House C.U.P.

On April 29, 1975, the Board of City Commissioners approved
a Community Unit Plan, DP-50 Carriage House Plaza, generally loca-
ted at the northeast corner of McCormick and Tyler Road. The ap-
proved plan proposed a three parcel commercial development generally
separated from the residential lots to the north by Topaz Lane, the
termination of Turquoise Lane in a cul-de-sac (without access to
Hendryx), and parcel number 3 to be developed with a lake to act as
a relief for some of the drainage problems of the Floyd Bailey Addi-
tions to the north.

5<5-y.. y»U

FA..

Over the past few months various parties have expressed concern
with various portions of the approved plan and the developer has ex-
pressed an interest in amending the plan. Some of the issues that

need to be discussed are:

1. Turquoise Lane has been terminated in a cul-de-sac with
barricades erected to deny access to Hendryx Street. On
October 4, 1977, a neighborhood resident appeared before
the Board of City Commissioners and requested that Tur-
quoise Lane be reopened with access to Hendryx.

lt' 1 7
45.'

2. The extension of Hendryx Street. At present, Hendryx
Street terminates at Turquoise Lane, however, the guarantee
of the street extension through to McCormick was required
with the plat of Carriage House Plaza 2nd Addition. Is -1
Hendryx necessary, and should it be extended at this time.

692-3 3. The developer has expressed an interest in redesigning the
northern portion of his C.U.P. by eliminating the platted
residential lots that back into lots in Block D of Floyd
Bailey 3rd Addition and thus vacating a portion of Topaz
Lane by terminating it as a cul-de-sac ,

4. Extension of sanitary sewer in Hendryx Street to serve
existing development on the south side of McCormick.

#353
Because of the recent questions raised concerning a possible

redesign of the C.U.P., and questions concerning both the extension
of sewer and the termination of Turquoise as a cul-de-sac, it is
proposed to hold an informal meeting to permit those interested to
examine the proposals and express their opinions.

':%*!RrMpF/*."#-EWFM./."#.
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ePage Two
NOTICE TO INTERESTED PARTIES

Re: DP-50 Carriage House C.U.P.
November 23, 1977

-

Therefore, this is to advise you that an informal meeting will
be heldon Friday, December 2, 1977, in the Planning Department

t .           Conference Room, 10th Floor, City Hall, 455 North Main, at 1:30 p.m.
If you have an interest, it is hoped that you will attend so that
there can be an expression in these issues prior to any formal amend-
ments being proposed.3,

,

Should you have any questions, please contact the Metropolitan
Area Planning Department Staff at 268-4421.

Jack H. Galbraith
Ahsittant Secretary

y .2
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November 23, 1977

Robert G. Finch. Deputy City Manager

Jack Galbraith, Chief Planner
Ek

DP-50 - Carriage House C.U.P. and related problems.

It*243
*19»ter
14%81
23§82
»WR

9«4'109

>445: .A 3%

4*49.

Rwofri

Pursuant to your memo of October 5, 1977, I have arranged an
informal meeting between City Staff, neighborhood residents,
and the developer to be held in the Metropolitan Area Plan-
ning Department Conference Room at 1:30 p.m., Friday, Decem-
ber 2, 1977. It is hoped that acceptable aolutions can be
developed regarding the problems in the area.

It is therefore requested that your November 22, 1977 dead-
line be extended to December 9, 1977, in order that we may
include the results of the meeting of interested parties.

Please advise if this is acceptable.

Sincerely,

Jack H. Galbraith
Chief Planner

JHG:el

cc: Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

9 6 CL.IF,
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October 20, 1977

Bill E. Mesker

6515 Irving
Wichita, Kansas 67215

Re: DP-50 - Carriage House CUP

Dear Mr. Mesker:

As you are aware, the Board of City Commission at its meeting
of October 4, 1977, considered as a public agenda item the
possible reopening of the cul-de-sac at Turquoise Lane. Later
in that same agenda the Commission considered a resolution to
initiate acquisition of easements in connection with a pro-
posed sanitary sewer to serve the area east of Tyler and north
of U. S. 54.

86'ily
52*43.

As we discussed and based on the City Commission action to
instruct us to work with the developer and the neighborhood

€<%20 residences to attempt to arrive at acceptable solutions to the
various problems existing in the area, we would like for you
to submit your proposals as to how you would like to see this%*:F CUP redesigned. Specific issues seem to be, is it necessary
to still extend Hendryx to McCormick; the termination of

402 Turquoise Lane by a cul-de-sac; the fronting of residential
lots on Topaz which face the back of future commercial uses;
drainage and sewer extension. You mentioned that you did not
like the design of the,CUP, and there was some agreement ex-
pressed, however, much of the design was a result of reaching
a compromise with the neighborhood.

y. ./

2.1.8-0 4

We would appreciate your providing us a sketch of the CUP as
to how you believe it should be redesigned and after having an
opportunity to review it with you, we would then like to have
an informal meeting with other interested property owners in
the neighborhood.

We would certainly like to discuss a general sketch with you on
Monday, October 24, 1977, and would appreciate a call that day
if you and your engineer can have something ready.

Sincerely,

Jack H, Galbraith
JHG:el Chief Planner

'12=
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#\f June 10,

99*I ,

Richard L. Mitchell
515 :·urquoise Lane
Bailey Addition
Wichita, Kansas 67209

Dear Mr. Mitchell:

''444 3>\

-2, 244&4020\\3 4.,p·
.4 «'' itt> 3
"A '4 9/

In response to your letter of May 5, 1977 to Commissioner Porter, I have
asked th- Planning DE·partment to review the conditions imposed upon t.he
developer, by the approved Carriage House Community Unit Plan, to determive
if your stated concerns are a result of failure to Comply with those
conditions. Cur findings are as follows:

The Carriage Rouse Corm.tunity trit Plan
parcels, but development has occurrod
parcel 2. Parcel 3 is the site of the

an open area and drainage easement unt
C.U.P. is amended. The balance of the

is comprised of three

on only the west half of
lake and will remain an

il such time as the
site is in wheat.

With reforeilce to your point ] about a planting screen from
Evergreen to Manor House rurniture at first p] anting season,
the C.U.P. denotes the planting strip along the west line of
parcels 1 and 2 and the north line of parcels 2 and 3, with the
planting to be done in the first planting season after the
recording of the associated plat. (Tho plat was recorded on

February 25, 1976.) The only planting that has Leen accomplished.
to date is adjacent to the west and north sides of that portion of
parcel 2 which is developed with a T.G.FY. Store. .hese plantings
are for the rtest part in good condition and planted as per the
approved landscape plan, with the exception that a few of the
plant materials have died and should be replaccd. The remainder
of the designated planting area has not been planted.

With regard to the unplanted areas, these areas are next to
undeveloped land that is planted in wheat and adjacent to
street right-of-way for Y·opaz Lane and liendryx Street
which have yet to be constructed. Engineering advises that
storm sewers and sanitary sewers have not yet been constructed
here. A water line has been installed in the south right-of-way
line of Mendryx Street but has not beon put in the right-of-way

»»*tdP@23%03*gE#m
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Page 2

Richard L. Mitchell

June 10, 1977

·.R?,

91

You also raised the question about a 5-1/2 to 8 foot decora-
tive fence from rvergreen Street to Manor Mouse Furniture.
General provision #8 of the C.U.P. states that "a solid or semi-
solid wall to prevent the passage of debris or light constructed
of brick, stone, masonry or similar material at least 5 feet high
but not more than 8 feet high shall be constructed at the locations
indicated on the plan at the time of issuance of a building permit
on portion of the parcel included in the building permit. The
wall or walls shall not be constructed on any utility easement."
The plan indicates a wall in the location as you described,
but such wall would not be required until building pernlits
4.Ee issued on parcel 3 and the east hal f of parcel 2. The
wall has been constructed for that portion of the site already
developed.

of Topaz Lane as of this date. The condition as stated on the
C.U.P., for landscaping to toe planted in the first planting season
after the recording of the plat, could undoubtedly· be enforced,
although from a practical viewpoint it does not seem advisable
with respect to the construction activity not yet accomplished
near these landscape areas and the fact that the property is
still used as agriculture. At such time as building permits
are issued for additional development, then additional plantings
will be required as conditions o f the building permits. g

f ke.4,2.

iNe

i€42;*3

Pertaining to the lake on parcel 3, the Flood Control Office
advises that the existing lake is functioning as a relief for
some of the drainage problems of the Bailey Addition to the
north, but that it was never intended to handle run-off from
that part of the site already developed with the T.G. GY. develop-
ment, which drains south and west. The lake is full of water, so
the depth of the lake could not be determined by our inspection,
however, the Flood Control Office believes the lake is not com-

· pleted and would like to inspect the lake after completion.

Ad

Rfaarding your concern about the platted cul-Ide-sac at Turquoise
and Hendryx. which has not been installed, you mentioned thpt
the cul-de-sac is needed to stop transit traffic thrE*ih
the neighborhood to get to the T.G.&7. store. Turquoise
Lane 18 a sanded otreet as are most of the other streets in this

area. Although paving petitions for several streets were approved
with the platting of Carriage House Plaza 2nd Addition, Turquoise
Lane was not one of those approved. liowever, right-of-way was
acquired for the construction of a cul-de-sac at the south end
of Turquoise where it meets Pendryx Street. This cul-de-sac could
now be constructed and sanded, although the City Engineer questjons
the need to do so until such time as Mendryx Street is opened from'
this point west to McCormick.

Access to the T.G.&Y. site ·from Evergreen Street does exist via
a construction road which goes around the east end of the existing
masonry wall. •Ihe road is not maintained but is obviously used.

9-0& Complete access control is shown on this portion of the site,

I ·' fi...b/%44>»P:1 4 ./:.. 
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Page 3
Richard L. Mitchell

June 10, 1977

therefore, this situation could quickly be elin,inated by having
the developer erect a barrier designed to prohibit traffic flow.

02?0. i

In sunmaary, it is our opinion that the devoloper has keen nocrlictent in not
Completing the lake, including the landscaping around the lake. 1·:c will
contact the developer and request that the lake te completed as quickly

, as possible, including plantinns that will not occupy those areas whereit is expected that future utilities will be Flaced. The developer will
also be required to request an inspection of the lake by the Flood Control
Office at such time as the lake is complete. It is our opinion that the

--- remainder of the landscaping and the construction of additional walls is
not required until further development is proposed.

44* As to the construction of the cul-de-sac on 'rurquoise. I an, askina by a
coPY or this letter that the Department of Public Works proceed withle.:1131

4k1 493.-13*1, this-istallation of this sanded cul-de-sac. I am also directing that
- Central Inspection contact the developer and enforce the
,ss control near the south end 01: Evergreen; and also see
1 plant materials are replaced.

Ene urrice 01

required acec

that any deac

I appreciate

CC: Commissi
Robert A

Ray Prug
M. S. Mi

jr f Richard

Robert F

EHD:JB:ew

your bringing your concerns to our attention.

Sincerely yours,

E. H. Denton

City Manager

.oner Garry L. Porter
. Lakin, Director of Planning
geman, Director of Public Works (w/a)
.tchell, Maintenance-Flood Control
Linn, City rrigineer
'eldner, Superintendent of Central Inspection

Ne-8938*
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THE CITY OF WICHITA

OFFICE OF CITY MANAGER DATE May 23.

.·, TO Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

,s FROM E. H. Denton, City Manager

, 4#;7 RECENA'4
/2 MAY 24 1914
€ METROPOLITAN 
14/ PLANNING /4
\-«En*Vi»»

SUBJECT Platting and Zoning Conditions -
Tyl er and McCormi ck

Attached is a copy of a letter to me from Commissioner Porter along with a
letter from Mr. Richard L. Mitchell. Mr. Mitchell has expressed his concern
to Commissioner Porter concerning platting conmitments in the area around
Tyler and McCormick.

Please review the case and provide a response for my signature to Mr. Mitchell
Note particularly the two specific areas which Con,nissioner Porter points
out in his letter relati ve to commi tments and enforcement.

Your expeditious response to this inquiry will be appreciatl

46
E H. Denton

City Manager

EHD/hsw
Attachments
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May 16, 1977

Mr. E. H. Denton

City Manager

Dear Mr. Denton:

I received a letter from a Mr. Mitchell wh·ich is attached.

In it is detailed some of the problems that he and his neigh-
bors are having in what allegedly is a developer of the property
around Tyler & McCormick not carrying oul tlic commitments agreed
to in the platting and the condition of the zoning.

I would appreciate any comments you might have from either your
office or Mr. Lakin's office and I would particularly like to
zero in on (a) whether or not commitments that were agreed to
have been carried out; and (b) if not, what sort of enforcement
measures do we liave generally, and more specifically, what sort
of relief can we provide to the neighborhood in this case.

I would appreciate at least being copied in on any response that
might be made to Mr. Mitchell.

Thank you for your earliest attention to this matter. r

Sincerely, -.-7,,
LM

Garry L. Porter
City Commissioner

GLP/st

Attachment

Jit
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Hay 5, 1977

The Honorable Garry 1'0]·ter

City Commissioner.t-:ff, 1 })1111{

455 N. Main
E chl tn, ransas 67201

11/pr Commissioner Porter:

Congratulat..ions on ycur victory in April. ty n.eirdlbors and I woro
verry happy to see you ·,:in. Your stands for the el ti zen and honeowner
surely i:ore strong points, apparently forgotten by so..c in Lho election
two years ago. In addltion :O congratulation:3, I have, of course,
another reason for t:riting.

When you wore cannissioner before, my neighbor.; cud 1, in the
Bailey addition, were fighting a develorer, Dill ,:esker. We cano
before zoning and the commission ze·.-oral lines. .Ze re:lonber your
support of our needs ..t the time and feel your strong cop.ments were
rooponsible for us r.=hing a compromise · j th the develoner e.t thet
time.

However, two plus years have passed. , :'coker ins his T.G.,0 Y.

at Tyler and McComi c.c, ,·Inch was his main interest, and wo have
been left still holding the bag, so to sveak ! After spending
nearly a thousold dollars for c 1..:yor and a counle of i.undred nan
hours to be assured that his part of the bargain bccure nort of ·u.ho
lod, ion so it would be enforced if he did not folio;: through. 0.0
ara :.till imiting! This t.·as the C.U.1. DP-50 plan originally and
was a disguised strip zone deal.

We ank for the following, and it was duly written at the bottom
of the ulatt.

1. A planting screen from Evergreen ( appro:donate location) to
I.,anor liouse Viumiture (aoproximate locatj on) at first „] Miting st..son.
I,:c arc ]·low upon the 4th planting season and no action! Ne could
have a pretty Good start on trees, etc. in two years!

2. A decorative masonry fence covering same area, C-1/2'to 8' ,
as a rotainin, wall :or debris, ete, (..c have no,le' an yot) , Prevailing
winds Deint· S.W., W. still reed·ie trast: A-om T.(;.6 Y. and Bes:yot
supemar toi ·:,criodically.

$0091
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9'he !!cne··ble Q.rry Poi·ter
1·'age 2
Ma,y 5, 19?7

3. A 6·,foot deep leke to catch additional water runoff from
develoinent to help allevj at.e our drainace prob] m , The lake is
atill not finished and was supposed to be before the stores opened
for businons. One end is finished partially; the other· end ii;
appro>jmately 12-14 feet deep and J s new full. of water ard a dancer
to chi 1dren, Flagstone and grass was to be Dut around the lake.
1·t, of course, has Got been done. in fact, true draina,Ke to the
1,€:e has not boon completed !

4. A cul-de-sac at Turquoise an:i 1:endryx to
throuch on-r n.ir,hborhoo·1 60 r,ot to T,C.,1 Y, ine
i·t g, Turattoise has bocc:ae a main thorou hfare
location! This is probably, at thi c point, the.
problem at this time,

Also, there was to be no access from the Bail
rhopping co:uplox,

stop transi 2 traffic
o still de not havo

for traffic to that

most concern ancl

cy addition to the

Thc streets of Evergreen and Robin
cquipnent, del:very tnicks ard solle :
virtually road bals to the ccmplex.
some of the traffic doin f!rquoj rze, :
bofore they put in the cul-de-sac o.t
traffic prol·,1,1 would be worse than j

have been e.:Mandod by construction
Lo: al traffic, 50 thes· are r,0,:
Thla does, of course, eliminate
-.0 13' they bnrricaded that
Curottoise and itendry. our
.l is.

So, as you can sce, 1:r. Mesker got what he wanted, as seems to
be per umial with dr··'clopors, and . e' re still initing for ours!

Ue would have fought hill tr=le-r and lonser an'l been less co'tpro-
miming i f ·wo knew then what we know now. As a representative of
the Bale, Ad,lition Associalion, I was i:oildering if a few choice
words ·frcm you in :he right city dennimonts would finally get
B SO.le action?

.'e have .rilten Mr. 1

inlo it ·..lth diumover i

action. Wo feel like :

develoner lone enou.-6.

ho hos let us down, tco

inde, the cl ty grievance officer. He checked
s rosponsibl c to foliow up, bilt, co fa-r, no
e'vc been had. and pix,c,lituted by t,113
In past dealings 1:11.h hir,i on his wort alone

This is whY 3:0 1:ante,,1 it in the ledgion ct' the plotting this
time. Pleaso help us if yoll can. Ji.'s this type of trend. tent paid
broi;on or uncti forcod agroct:lents that j s turni nt: the people off
on developers !

It. p..9,gy»**MST,rE

91 ?1*rer.fff'"·:.3.10.,3.. 9- 8% .2
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The Honorable Garry 1-or tor

Pace 3
I * 5, 1977

I believe ·two years is I.ple ti„e for Mr. liesker. Xe would
appreciate anythint you can do for us on the above matter, Commissioner
rortor.

t.w

Thank you very much for your thte and consideration.

Respectfully,

r,

Richard L. Mitchell
51.5 o.uquoise Lane

}ailr v Addition

Nichiti, Kansas 67209

F
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June 7, 1977

E. H. Denton, City Manager

Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

Review of CUP and Platting conditions on DP-50 -
Carriage House CUP - Tyler and McCormick

We have reviewed the CUP conditions of approval and the plat
conditions and find that the developers have not completed
the required lake, although it apparently is functioning
properly. M.S. Mitchell would like /to see a cross section
of the finished lake so that capacity can be checked. Upon
the completion of the grading around the lake, it should be
planted with trees, 5rass and shrubs in compliance with the
approved landscape plan.

coita

Central Inspection should be directed to contact the devel-
opera and see that a satisfactory barricade i, placed at the
south end of Evergreen and that ingress and egress to the
shopping center not occur from the residential area to the
north. They should also see that any dead plant materials
are replued in the existing planting area north of the
T. G.& Y. building and along Tyler Road. The Department of
Public Works should be directed to proceed with the construe-
tion of the sand cul-de-sac at the south end of Turquoise.

lera

I believe that the construction of the wall and plantings are
in compliance and that when additional land in developed, the
wall and landscaping will be extended.

Attached is a draft reply to Richard L. Mitchell' 8 letter re-
questing that the conditions of approval be reviewed.

Robert A. Lakin
Director of Planning

RAL:JHG: el

Attachment
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DRAFT JHG:ew 6/6/77

Richard L. Mitchell
515 Turquoise Lane
Bailey Addition
Wichita, Kansas 67209

Dear Mr. Mitchell:

In response to your letter of May 5, 1977 to Commissioner Porter, I have

asked the Planning Department to review the conditions imposed upon the

€· developer, by the approved Carriage House Community Unit Plan, to determine
if your stated concerns are a result of failure to comply with those

conditions. Our findings are as follows:
22,33

rfi

The Carriage House Community Unit Plan is comprised of three

parcels, but development has occurred on only the west half of

parcel 2. Parcel 3 is the site of the lake and will remain as

an open area and drainage easement until such time as the

C.U.P. is amended. The balance of the site is in wheat.

With reference to your point 1 about a platning screen from

Evergreen to Manor House Furniture at first planting season,

the C.U.P. denotes the planting strip along the west line of

parcels 1 and 2 and the north line of parcels 2 and 3, with the

planting to be done in the first planting season after the

recording of the associated plat. (The plat was recorded on

February 25, 1976.) The only planting that has been accomplished

to date is adjacent to the west and north sides of that portion of

parcel 2 which is developed with a T.G.GY. Store. 'rhese plantings

are for the most part in good condition and planted as per the

'*42.1./
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Draft EHD to Mitemell 6/6/77 (2)

approved landscape plan, with the exception that a few of the
plant materials have died and should be replaced. The rerrainder

of the designated planting area has not been planted.

With regard to the unplanted areas, these areas are next to
undeveloped land that is planted in wheat and adjacent to
street right-of-way for Topaz Lane and Hendryx Street
which have yet to ke constructed. Engineering advises that
storm sewers and sanitary sewers have not yet been constructed
here. A water line has been installed in the south right-of-way
line of Mendryx Street but has not been put in the right-of-way
of Topaz Lane as of this date. The condition as stated on the

C.U.P., for landscaping to be planted in the first planting season
after the recording of the plat, could undoubtedly be enforced,
although from a practical viewpoint it does not seen. advisable
with respect to the construction activitiy not yet accomplished
near these landscape areas and the fact that the property is
still used as agriculture. At such time as building permits
are issued for additional development, then additional plantings
will be required as conditions of the building permits.

You also raised the question about a 5-1./2 to 8 foot decora-
tive fence from Evergreen Street to Manor Iiouse Furniture. -
General provision #8 of the C.U.P. states that 'a solid or semi-
solid wall to prevent the passage of debris or light constructed
of brick, stone, masonry or similar material at least 5 feet high

ly=.INGBE
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DRAFT EHD to Mi*ell 6/6/77 (3) 0
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but not more than 8 feet high shall Le constructed at the locations

indicated on the plan at the time of issuance of a building permit

on portion of the parcel included in the building permit. The

wall or walls shall not be constructed on any utility easement."

The plan indicates a wall in the location as you described,

but such wall would not be required until building permits

are issued on parcel 3 and the east half of parcel 2. The

wall has been constructed for that portion of the site already

developed.

440
49,4
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Pertaining to the lake on parcel 3, the Flood Control Office

advises that the existing lake is functioning as a relief for

some of the drainage problems of the Dailey Addition to the

north, but that it was never intended to handle run-off from

that part of the site already developed with the T.G. &Y. develop-

ment, which drains south and west. The lake is full of water, so

the depth of the lake could not be determined by our inspection,

however, the Flood Control Office believes the lake is not com-

pleted and would like to inspect the lake after completion.

Regarding your concern about the platted cul-de-sac at Turquoise

and Hendryx, which has not heen installed, you mentioned that

the cul-de-sac is needed to stop transit traffic through

the neighborhood to get to the T.G.&Y. store. Turquoise

Lane is a sanded street as are most of the other streets in this

area. Although paving petitions for several streets were approved

with the platting of Carriage House Plaza 2nd Addition, Turquoise

Lane was not one of those approved. However, right-of-way was

3
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DRAFT EHD to Miell 6/6/11 (4) .
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acquired for the construction of a cul-de-sac at the south end

of Turquoise where it meets Hendryx Street. l'his cul-de-sac could

now be constructed and sanded, although the City Engineer questions

the need to do so until such time as Hendryx Street is opened from

this point west to McCormick.

€¢3>,ye:
.*4,3.
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Access to the T.G.&Y. site from Evergreen Street does exist via

a construction road which goes around the east end of the existing
masonry wall. The road is not maintained but is obviously used.

Complete access control is shown on this portion of the site,

therefore, this situation could quickly be eliminated by having

the developer erect a barrier designed to prohibit traffic flow.

In summary, it is our opinion that the developer has been negligent in not
completing the lake, including the landscaping around the lake. We will

contact the developer and request that the lake be completed as quickly

as possible, including plantings that will not occupy those areas where

it is expected that future utilities will be placed. The developer will

also be required to request an inspection of the lake by the Flood Control

Office at such time as the lake is complete. It is our opinion that the

remainder of the landscaping and the construction of additional walls is

not required until further development is proposed.

As to the construction of the cul-de-sac on Turquoise, I will ask

that the Department of Public Works proceed with this installation of
this sanded cul-de-sac. I will also direct that the Office of central

Inspection contact the developer and enforce the required access control
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DRAFT EHD to Mitche]6/6/777 (5)

near the south end of Evergreen; and also see that any dead plant

materials are replaced.

I appreciate your bringing your concerns to our attention.

Sincerely yours,

51>:924 r. p. Denton

City Manager

cc: Commissioner Garry Porter
Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning
Ray Bruggeman, Director of Public Works

424
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lit Floor - City Hall
455 North Main

Wichita. KS 67202

Telephones 268-4547

October 5, 1976

File #5906

-142*·'

Mr. R. L. Mitchell

515 Turquoime

Wichita. Kanias 67209

Dear Mr. Mitchell:

>y¢221

9631

I thank you for your letter of September 21 and I asiure you
everything possible will be done to obtain complete compliance

with the Community Unit Plan. DP50. of April, 1975.

Th• enforcement of the conditions of thi Plan is vested in the

Central In,piction Division of the Public Worke Department.
The individual immediately in charge of the enforcement im Mr.
Sam Mobley and I have already conferred with Mr. Mobley on wayi
to secure complete compliance. I have Mr. Mobley'a assurance

of immediate and complete enforcement of the agreement.

At this time. it is impossible to guess ai to how rapidly the
work will be done or any of the other detail, but I can as,ure
you the neces,ary compliance steps are being taken. Another
point which cannot be controlled is the quality of plants in
the required 10 foot planting screen. Unfortunately, Iome
developers do M little as possible while others do a very fine
job. Again. we can only wait to see what will be done with this
particular item.

1
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Mr. R. L. Mitchel!)
October 5, 1976

Page 2

I hope you will keep in touch with me and if anything new occurs.
please give me a phone call.

Sincerely.

90 LU
Fredrick A. Linde,

Grievance Officer

FL:pc

cc: LMr. Jack Galbraith, Planning Department
Mr. Robert Feldner, Central Inspection
Mr. Sam Mobley, Central Inspection
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April 29, 1976

Robert Feldner, Superintendent Central Inspection

Jack H. Galbraith, Chief Planner

DP-50 - Carriage Houge C.U.P. - generally located at the north-
east corner of McCormick and Tyler Road i

4. f
The Board of City Commisaioners on April 29, 1975, considered
the above captioned C.U.P. Their action was to approve the
C.U.P. subject to the following conditions:

a. Platting of subject property within one year from the
date of approval by the Board of City Commissioners, or
the application be considered denied and closed.

ialt
g*€&0.-

9:=sm=

b. The development of this property shall proceed in accordance
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 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.

c. Any major changes in this development plan shall be reaub-
mitted to the Planning Commission and to the City Commission
for its con,ideration.

$ A.-1
'Wt «

%24*.0

441
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d. 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 residential development
and be binding upon the present owners, their successors and
assigns. unless amended.

Please note that condition "a ' above has been complied with and
the associated plat recorded with the Register of Deeda.

Attached for your files is an approved copy of the C.U.P.

If you have any questions concerning this matter, please contact
our office.

Jack H. Galbraith

Chief, Planner
JHG:GLS:el

Attachment

/5"ffY
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Robert Feldner, Superintendent of Central Inspection

Jack H. Galbraith, Chief Planner

Required Landscape Plan for Carriage House C.U.P. (DP-50)

We have received from Mr. Harry Frazier, a proposed landscape
plan for the Carriage House C.U.P. This plan has bean Bubmit-
ted to meet the conditions of General Provision No. 6 of the
approved Community Unit Plan which are as follows:

©S%A#

'6. Planting screens as indicated on the plan shall
be provided and maintained and shall consist of
low shrubbery and trees not less than ten (10)
feet in width, and shall be of such a type, and
maintained in such a manner as to not constitute
a traffic hazard.

9/1
-\4.

:/t2.4

A landscape plan shall be prmared by a landscape
architect for the planting screens and all of Par-
cel 3, indicating the location, type and specifi-
cations of planting materials, shall be submitted
to the Planning Department for their review and
approval prior to issuance of any building permits.

122"
t>.6 kE. &*
...1.C.3.92

keti"I: 23*

The planting in the areas designated shall be done
in the first planting season after the recording
of the plat.''

4 In reviewing the planting plans, we f ind the selection and size -
of materials acceptable. We do caution against what appears to --4
be the very close location of large variety trees in relation to .%.the screening wall indicated on the plan.

3

Regarding the screening wall, we would anticipate that only the
portion of the wall associated with the construction of building
and parking on the west portion of Parcel 2 would be required at
this time. In our opinion the construction of the screening walls
along the remainder of Parcel 2 could occur in association with
future development on the eastern portion of Parcel 2.

In regards to Parcel 3, we do not believe the intent was that
the construction of the screening wall along the northern bound-
ary of this parcel is required until this parcel is later develop-
ed for commercial purposes. As is indicated on the face of the

C.U.P., Parcel 3 has been approved for open area and drainage
uses. An amendment to the C. U.P. would, therefore, be required
prior to this parcel being permitted to develop as commercial.

As Parcel 3 is presently approved, the intent in that a lake be
constructed to help solve drainage problem, in the area. In our

%6*22,3
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Robert Feldner, Superintedent of Central Inspection
April 29, 1976
Page 2

opinion, the lake is to be completed along with the development
of any part of Parcel 2. Once the excavation activities for this
lake have been completed, landscaping is required around the lake
area.

Subject to these comments, we have approved the submitted landscape
plans and have attached two approved copies for your files. We
would anticipate that the completion of the lake and thi first
phase of commercial development in time for the 1976 fall planting
Beaion.

If additional information is needed on the approval of these
landscape plans, please advise.

Jack H. Galbraith, Chief Planner

JHG:bh
$3*.:*.9.

Attach:

CC Harry J. Frazier, Jr.
Bill E. Masker

24-44
4.t.
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April 27. 1976

Akf

9 13424
af?',4,2

Mr. Harry J. Frazier. Jr.
Frazier Construction Company
2952 N. Arkan•ai

Wichita. Kania, 67204

E?%71
*13/4
.2.....

Ele.

*Sift.:,t

Dear Mr. Frazier:

This 1.2 to advi,e that wi have reviewed your proposed landicapi
for the area last of Tyler Road and north of U.S.Highway 54.
In carrying out our review, wl have compared your propied land-
,cape plan with the previou, conditiona of approval of the
"Carriage Houie Community Unit Plan" (DP-50). The conditiono of
approval that apply most dirictly to your landicape plan are ai
follows:

•6. Planting icrian, as indicated on the plan shall be
provided and maintained and :hall con•lit of low
shrubbery and tree, not less than ten (10) foot
in width and shall be of such a type, and maintained
in such a manner ao to not constitute a traffic

hazard.

A landicap, plan *hall be prepared by a landscape
architect for thi planting screeni and all of parcel
3, indicating the location, type and specification§
of planting materials, ihall bi submitted to th,
Planning Department for their review and approval
prior to th, i,iuance of any building permits.

The planting in the area, diignated *hall be done in
the firit planting seaeon after the recording of the
plat."

Ate
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Pago Two

Harry J. Prazier, Jr.

April 27, 1976

44* .

In addition. the following condition would appear to influence
the placoment and location various plant materiali.

"8. A solid or mimi-Iolid wall to privent thi passage
of debria or light con,tructed of brick, itoni,
maionry or Iimilar material at leait 5 f,et high
but not more than 8 fiet high shall bi con,tructed
at the location, indicated on the plan at the time
of iliuance of a building permit on portion of thi
parcel included in the building permit.

The wall or walls ihall not be con,tructed on any
utility easement." >.jaa

Thi approved community unit plan indicate, the referred to wall
located along the northern portion• of parcel 2 and parcel 3 in
thoi, arias where the•, parcels adjoin reiidential zoning dis-

3 F'.. LL \ tricti. The walli ari located immediately adjacent to the 10
1··Yff·, 1 foot planting •trip• al•o indicated on thi approved community

unit plan. It ia •ugge•ted that the wall be indicated on your

1%ge
propo•ed land•cape plan and that the propoied location of siveral

,·ael .Mwi#'44»92
of the larger variety tree, along the north portions of parcel 2  4,3*9[4•·r
bl reviowed a• they appear to be placed very clo•i to where the .%/Il"U ....+4/r:/7 ........

wall obould bo located. RE: :f.St-/S::i:Rol;·'-13

26:tfs
Nf%:U:f.

144

It i• also noted that your proposed landicape plan covers only a
portion (the 10 foot plant atrip) of parcel no. 3. The iecond
paragraph of approval condition number '6' above specifies that
a landicape plan i, to be prepared for all of parcel 3. As
parcel 3 im to be used primarily far the construction of a pro-
po•ed lake for drainage purpoie•, it i• anticipated that thi pro-
posed landicape plan would contain an indication of the original
and final contoura and thereby the extent of entire excavation
together with the surrounding landscape matirial• propo•ed once
excavation ii completed. In developing a complete landicape
plan for parcel 3, cari Ihould bi takin to avoid the location of

9, 4
47 1
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Page Throe

Harry J. Frazier. Jr.

April 27, 1976 L..

materials or structures in the 20 foot drainage easement deaigna-
ted on the recorded plat. Thi, aa,iment run north and louth and M.H„..

1, located 220 flit weit of the Gait propety line of parcel 3.
On the baili of these commenti, could you ploage provide us a
revised landscape plan that complies with the above specified
conditions of approval of the community unit plan.

If you have any queations concerning thi• request. plaa,o contact
our office.

Sincerely,

Jack H. Galbraith

Chief Planner

JHG:RLY: el

E.

ccs Robert Feldner, Superintendent of Central Inspection
Bill E. Me•ker, International Flying Farmers Bldg.

Mid-Continent Airport, 67215
Roger Sherwood. 516 Century Plaza Building

Wichita, 67202

L



FROPO:JED REVISIONS CUP DP-50

421€451
1. Traffic pattern designed to prevent all traffic flow from commercial

area through residential area (no access from light commercial arca to
Bailey Addition), includin:- 1,111 noi. 13,1ited i.o:

a. Torns to terminato v.·ith r. cul-,10-2.·ic nmi ..1 fa·'i],; d·.·.·:11:r. ·::
north or Noii.-.r··:..

b. ·Turquoise lane to terminate n.·ith cul-de-sac north of i, endr-....

c. Hondry= to continue southi·enterly to intersect :(Corm..ck
thence west to Tyler Re..d.

2. An eight root(8 ft. )masonry fence with appropricte landscaping and 34
planting used to buffer area between light commercial and residential
area. It will also serve as a trash retainer and a noise barrier
Fence shall be constructed in a way that will not prevent proper
drainage of area.

3. Use Hendryx-Mccormict Avenue as tile thoroughfare to carry 2-way tra
from Woodchuck to Tyler Road to connect with 2-way on Bellview west
of Tyler Road.

4. Landscaped open spaces, as the City Conunissioners suggested to help
eliminate the Strip Zoning effect and add to the aesthetic value of
the area.

5. Design CUP to be comratable with highway develorment and Tyler Rc
interch.nce.

6. The developer to request tho: City to oxpand the culvert under
Woodchuck from a 2-foot drain to a 4.-foot drr:in to keep the water
from bottleneclcing in the field.

7. Design proposed commercial area south of Hendryx(Tourmaline)and wer
of Evergreen so that 75,6 to 80,6 of the drainage from said 300,0co
sq. ft. area drains to the rest.

ffic fit 4d./i

8. 9.cre shall be a mnxir.un of four(4) buildings on CUP r.·ith n total i
four(4) entrances.

Drainage of surface r·atop from the area should be provided without
the impounding of water.

10. Provide entire cost of relocating driver·ay from Hendryx to Tourcus
on Viall:or residence.

5.7-41
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April 24, 1975

John R. Taylor

512 Floyd
Wichita, Kansae 67209

Subject: DP-50 Carriage House
CUP

93*{%
Dear Mr. Taylor:

Our letter to Mr. Sherwood dated April 11. 1975, of which you

received a copy. advised that the above captioned case had been

approved by the Planning Commission subject to several conditions.
That lettar also advised that aublect ease would be forwarded to

the Board of City Commissionere for consideration at their regular
meeting on April 29. 1975. Thi, week we received the final plat

which is scheduled for consideration by the Subdivilion Committee

next Thursday. May 1, 1975, the meeting to begin at 1:00 p.m. in/t'70"*E,
44*4 the City Annex Building. 104 South Main. In reviewing the final m'

plat we notice a change in the geometrics for Hendryx east of

Tyler Road. Originally this street had not been proposed to

terminate in a cul-de-sac. The applicant now feels this ia a »44
li

It U my opinion that this is a minor change, however, I would

better solution and therefore has made the adjustment on the C.U.P.
*%14461

appreciate you reviewing thia matter and advising whether or not

you agree with this slight adjustment. It would seem that the
r@i*!teasmis

  termination of thil etreet now labeled as Tyler Court would nothave any effect on those lots that you have primary intere,t in.
We would recommend that neither residential lot that fronts on

Robin Road have access to the cul-de-sac as marked on the enclosed

plan. I would appreciate you calling rae on this matter at your

.U2GL

earliest convenience.

/ Sincerely,

r

JHG:ji

Jack H. Galbraith

Chief Planner

CC: Roger Sherwood. Century Plaza Bldg.. 67202

24,?6j:..=gr
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'1·:fiC CrrY OF WICNITA U 1 11*
01,'1 )CE OF CITY MANAGER D,17·ji: August 31, 1977.,·f #M

,/6.1/, \fEE\40%Fe:
E se 1 191 ,' 

TO 2.1 W. Bruggair.in. Director of Public Works Uj }AETROPOUTAN iceC,A. 85NNING .©/
Fllf>M Rob: rt G. Finch, Deputy C,i.y Manager

f; UI)1 EO2 Sanitary Sewer to Serve
Cat·riage !louse Plaza CUP

Ott August 30, 1977, the City Comiss:[1,7 directed tlifit the installation of a

sdnitary s:wer 1.0 serm t:he Carriage House Plaza CUP be delayed until such
lime as required by the CUP.

Please flag this matter to issu'·2 that the initiation of this ·is returned to
the Ciky Commission at the appropricte tim

1 ,
1-,

RCE/ni
cc: '80: Linn, City Eng iner

A,bert A, Lokin, Di:·actor of Planning

ert G. 9-incit

11:v Cit·y Manager

1 9,84.1
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City Manager's Agenda Item Page

RECOMMENDATION FROM METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION TO
BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS

REQUEST FOR ZONING

AND APPROVAL OF COMMERCIAL CUP

CASE NO. Z-1471 & DP-50 CONSIDERED BY MAPC: 1-9-75 Approved
As amended CONSIDERED BY BCC: 1-28-75 Ref back

REQUEST FOR:
RECONSIDERED BY MAPC: 4-10-75

Change from "AA
"A" and "LC" to "Le" ; and approval of amendment to DP-50

REASON FOR REQUEST (AS PROVIDED BY APPLICANT) :

None stated.

Northeast corner of Mccormick

GENERAL LOCATION: and Tyler Road

01·45 LEGAL DESCRIPTION:

See attached excerpt from Planning Commission
minutes of April 10, 1975.

APPLICANT: Bill Mesker, 33 Rolling Hills 67209, and
:

Bud White,

COUNSEL FOR APPLICANT

?Ati%

210 Pattie 67211

Roger Sherwood, Attorney ...96

PROTESTORS (LIST COUNSEL) IF ANY: None

SURROUNDING ZONING:
To the north is "AA", "A" and "BS" ; east im "A"
and "I.C"; south is "I,C", "C" and "E" ; west in
"AA"

LAND USE: Subject property is undeveloped; north is single and two family
and undeveloped; east is undeveloped and a furniture store; south is single
family, offices, liquor store and service station; west is church, single-

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: (family and undeveloped

That the request for "Irc" be approved, subject to the platting of
the property; and the approval of the associated CUP, subject to
the following conditions: (See attached excerpt of minutes from
the Planning Commission meeting of April 10, 1975 for conditions.)
Hennessy moved, Bayouth seconded and it carried unanimously. (Taylor,
Hopper, Gragert and Rising absent.)

T9-220

i.-1=

. , - '} '''i

431

ACTION 1. Approve the zone change and CUP as recormiended by the nat:ro-
politan Area Planning Comrission, subject to the recommended conditions,
aid instruct the Planning Department to forward the ordinance for first
reading when the plat is forwarded to the City Cormnission; or

2. Return the applications to the Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission for reconsideration. The City Comnission states the follow-
ing reasons for its action:

"FFIS

32/"I/ "
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EXCERPT FROM PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES OF JANUARY 9, 1975: Eme
20a. Case No. Z-1471 - Bill E. Mesker and Bud White request

change from "AA" to "LC" for:

2.f-

1

4 1 a. 11

¢10'11.7,

-7.

Beginning at a point 2070.96 ft. south and 56 ft. east of the
NW corner of the NW 1/4 of Sec. 28, T27S, RlW of the 6th P.M.,
Sedgwick County, Kansas, said point being on the south line of
Tourmaline Lane as platted in Floyd Bailey Fourth Add., Wichita,
Sedgwick County, Kansas; thence east along the south line of
Tourmaline Lane, now Hendryx St., 710 ft.; thence northeasterly
461.02 ft.f, tc a point 1205 ft. east and 735 ft. north of the
SW corner of said NW 1/4; thence easterly 366.87 ft.+, to a
point 1570 ft. east and 698 ft. north of the SW corn/r of said
NW 1/4 ; thence southeasterly to a point 70 ft. north of the Nw
corner of Lot 9, Block 1, Carriage House Plaza, Wichita, Sedg-
wick County, Kansas; thence southeasterly to the NE corner of
Lot 1, Block 1 in said Carriage 1Iouse Plaza; thence west 220 ft.
on the north line of Lots 8 and 9 in said Block 1, in said Car-
riage House Plaza; thence south on the west line of said Block 1
in said Carriage Itouse Plaza, 427.87 ft. to the south line of
said NW 1/4; thence west on said south line of said NW 1/4 to
a point 65 feet east of the SW corner of said NW 1/4; thence
north 568.8 ft.1, to the point of beginning; and change from
"A" to "LC" for Lots 8 and 9, Block 1, Carriage House Plaza,
Wichita, Sedgwick County, Kansas. All generally located at the
northeast corner of McCormidk and Tyler Road.

20b. DP-50 - Bill E. Mesker and Bud White request approval of
= a-CUF- for the following described property:

'44<'./.3
Part of the NW 1/4 of Sec. 28, T27S, RlW of the 6th P.M.,
Sedgwick County, Kansas, described as follows: Beginning at
a point on the south line of said NW 1/4, 65 ft. east of the
SW corner o f said NW 1/4; thence north parallel to the west
line of said NW 1/4, 568 ft. more or less to the south line
of Hendryx Street; thence east on said south line of said Hen-
dryx Street to the east line of Lot 5, Block 1, Floyd Bailey
Fifth Addition, Wichita, Sedgwick County, Kansas, extended
south; thence north to the NE corner of said Lot 5 in said
Block 1, in said Floyd Bailey Fifth Addition; thence east to
the NE corner of Lot 1, Boock 3, Carriage House Plaza, Wichita,
Sedgwick County, Kansas; thence southwesterly to a point 762 1
feet north and 1145 feet west of the SE corner of said NW 1/4
thence southeasterly to a point 725 feet north and 1015 feet
west of said SE corner of said NW 1/4; thence southeasterly to
a point 570 feet north and 755 feet west of said St corner of
said NW 1/4; thence southeasterly to a point 515 feet north and
625 feet west of said SE corner of said NW 1/4; thence south-
easterly to a point on the east line of Lot 2, Block 2, said
point being 10 feet north of the SE corner of said Lot 2, Block
2 in said Carriage House Plaza; thence south to the SE corner
of Lot 1, Block 1, in said Carriage House Plaza; thence westerly
on the south line of said Lot 1, Block 1 to the SW corner of
said Lot 1, Block 1; thence south 10 feet to the south line of
said NW 1/4 ; thence west to the point of beginning. Generally
located at the northeast corner of Mccormick and Tyler Road.
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GALBRAITH pointed out the area on the map and reviewed the
following staff report: m.
Comments

1. The applicants presently have 0.6 acres of "LC" zoning and
are requesting a zone change from the "AA" Single-family
District and the "A" Two Family District to the "LC" Light
Commercial District. Parcel 4 as shown in the CUP is not
included in the zone change request and will remain "AA"
Single-family. The requested zone change will result in an
additional 26.9 acres of light commercial zoning.
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2 As required by the CUP provisions of the zoning ordinance and 21122
where a tract of land contains more than 6 acres proposed for
commercial development and is under single control, a devel-
opment plan has been submitted for review and approval by the
Planning Commission.

3. The Plan as submitted proposes a four parcel development with
Parcels 1,2 and 3 allowing all uses provided in the "LC"
District, except drive-in restaurants, public garages, storage
garages, printing shops and mortuaries; Parcel 4 is proposed
for open space, planting area, utility and drainage easements.
The applicant has been encouraged to be more specific in list-
ing proposed uses, especially on Parcel 2 where a maximum of
6 separate buildings is proposed. The Plan indicates the re-
quired information on total area, maximum building heights,
maximum land coverage by buildings, proposed general uses,
maximum curb cuts, sign controls, lighting controls, building
setback lines, and screening controls.

4

5

The applicants have been made aware of the serious drainage
problem in the area. This quarter section is extremely flat
and should development take place prior to resolving the
drainage problem for all the area, then ponding will occur in
the Floyd Bailey Additions. The applicants have included a
provision in the text that specific drainage solutions will be
determined at time of platting and they have suggested the de-
velopment of a temporary pond on the east side of Parcel 2.

41'J, M .01

6.

7.

8.

9.

The zoning maps proposed in conj unction with the proposed new
zoning ordinance project s ubject property to be in the "3-2"
Community Retail District, which would allow the range of uses
suggested. The maximum building coverage and floor area ratio
as proposed is also consistent with the requirements of the
"B-2" District.

mix,441
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The development plan as originally submitted proposed a 165-
foot building setback line on Parcel 2 adjacent to Tyler Road,
however, the applicants now propose a 35-foot building setback
in that area. The Planning Commission should determine whether
a 35-foot building setback is sufficient for this type of devel-
opment along Tyler Road.

In reviewing the plan it was noted that up to 8 separate build-
ings are proposed for the three parcels. This would appear
to be an excessive number of freestanding structures and should LIbe reduced to negate the appearance of a "strip type" develop-
ment. Consideration should be given to requiring the applicant " 
to reduce the number of proposed buildings (6) on Parcel 2.

The Plan as submitted proposes seven access points to Hendryx
Street from Parcel 2 and appears to be an excessive nurnber of
curb cuts to service the area of the development adjacent to a
single-family area. Consideration should also be given to re- Ill
ducing this number. ./:/1,

Upon the determination as to the appropriateness of the zone
change request and the proposed development plan, approval
should be subject to consideration of the following recom-
mended conditions:

a. Platting of subject property, including the vacation of
McCormick Street on the south, within one year from the
date of approval by the Board o f County Commissioners; or
the applications be considered denied and closed.

b. The 35-foot building setback adjacent to Tyler Road in
Parcel 2 shall be restored to the 165-foot setback as
originally submitted.

c. The maximum number of curb cuts to Hendryx and the maximum
number of buildings for Parcel 2 should be determined by
the Planning Commission.

#21-97?.iD.
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d. 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.

e. The development of this property proceeding in accord- ../4ance with the development plan as approved by the Plan- -.

ning Commission, and any substantial deviation of the lipplan, as determined by the Superintendent of Central 50/:Inspection and the Director of Planning, shall constitute
ima violation of the building perndt authorizing construe-

tion of the proposed development.

f. Any major changes in this development plan being resub-
mi.tted to the Planning Commission and City Commission
for their consideration.

HILL declared a conflict of interest and left the meeting.
He said he has in the past represented the person who is pro-
posing the CUP and also represented the family that originally
owned the property.

In response to questions from several of the Commissioners,
GAIBRAITH Bald that building coverage on any CUP cannot exceed
30%, and that the number of buildings on any specific tract can
be limited by the Commission as it has done in the past, and at
this time, nothing has been submitted as to the proposed types
of uses, as the plans s uggest any uses permitted in "LC", except
for a few specific uses. As for ground coverage by buildings,
GAIaRAITH said that most plans are submitted providing for the
maximuri, but that not many have actually been developed to that
extent.

ROGER SHERWOOD, attorney for the applicant, said that
with respect to the setback on Parcel 3, they have agreed with
the attorney for the furniture store owner adjacent on the east
to n,ake that setback 65 feet rather than the 35-foot setback as
shown on the plan.

6%dot,Z.
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As for drainage, SHERWOOD said it has been a problem in this 1-,i.«91area for many years. At this time, Professional Engineering Con- r.49*
sultants, in connection with their work for the State Highway

.TI*#..2Department, has plans for an 8-foot boxed culvert to handle some 19of the drainage which will eventually lead to the Cowskin south 6*4%
and west of the highway. SHERWOOD said that during the interim I.
pending development and construction of the plan as developed

1%*=by PEC, a retention lake is proposed somewhere in the east
..gAM/4portion of subject area, and while not a complete solution,

would tend to alleviate the problem so far as drainage of
Floyd Dailey Additions. SHERWOOD pointed out that there has

libeen a pond more or less in this area for sometime, at least
in wet seasons.

SHERWOOD said at present, the only development being pro-
posed is for the west 780 feet where a 100,000 square foot build-
ing with several tenants is under consideration, but not final-
ized as yet. He said the plans have already been drawn for
this building, and it is doubtful that there will be any devel-
opment of the east portion until the drainage problem has been
completely resolved and the pond removed. He emphasized that
they don't know that will actually be the case, but at this time,
it is felt the east portion will remain undeveloped until drain-
age is taken care of.

With respect to the 100,000 square foot building, SHERWOOD
said the initial plans provide that the building observe a 165-
foot setback from Tyler Road and they are willing to provide
that setback in the plan, but feel it is not reasonable to re-
quire a 165-foot setback for the entire west frontage because

c in the future, it would be reasonable to have a post office sub
station or photo drop-off structure within the 165-foot setback
area.
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SHERWOOD pointed out that it was not intended by the draw-
ing to indicate specifically the location of the pond, but it
wan 1-hA ¢:zinrroc:I-lin r,f xha /1.,·.A /,·-4-fr1 A//4-8 +ASI Ab I.,-„IA
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help resolve the drainage problem pending State Highway plans
and a solution at that time. Me stated also that the developer
of the west 780 feet will use fill from the pond area to fill
the west portion of the area, and to channel drainage to the
west. He said that the existing furniture store location on
U. S. 54 was filled about four feet prior to construction.

%6% ttal
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SHEEWOOD said that so far as the nurnber of buildings shown
for Parcel 2, there is no magic reason that 7 buildings were
indicated, and while it is not intended to develop the east
portion at this time, it was considered desirable to indicate
a maximum figure of some kind.

As for vacation of McCorrick, SHERWOOD said the 30 feet
for the south half was dedicated many years ago and is not be-
ing used, and will not be used as long as it is insufficient in
right-of-way width. In the event it is vacated, it would have
to be purchased by the State when the final highway plan is
known for this area.

MARLO GOERING, attorney representing various residents of
.(4 Bailey Addition, spoke in opposition. He said at a meeting of
.'·,El the residents recently 66 were present, and he had suggested

they come tgday in case they had additional comrnents to submit
after his presentation.

GOERING said the main concern is the drainage, and while a
future solution of the problem has been discussed, a City
solution has not been before this Commission at this time.

Another item the residents are concerned with is the devel-

opment of commercial so close to a residential area, where they
would be subjected to increased commercial traffic, noise, smoke,
hazards associated with increased traffic, trash and unsightly
clutter scattered throughout the area. Admittedly, there is a
statement in the plan for a wall, but they are concerned about
the line of dentarcation between the commercial and residential.

GOERING said his clients realize that commercial develop-
ment along the highway is inevitable, but doubted that sudh a

dryx Street right-0 f-way, (which lots are owned by the appli-

This last statement applies particularly to the lots on the south
large area is needed, and particularly so close to their homes.

side of Floyd which will back up to a re-aligned Hendryx and
Parcel 4. GOERING pointed out that the plan proposes to utilize
lots platted for single-family development on the present Hen-

cant) . It was the feeling of the property owners on Floyd that
the area adj acent to their homes (but south of re-aligned Hen-
dryx), should not be zoned commercial. GOERING pointed out also
that the lots were platted in 1957 as a part of Floyd Bailey 3rd
Addition and that restrictive covenants were filed at that time

restricting development to residential purposes, and it was his
opinion that to utilize such lots for comnercial development
would be in direct violation of the covenants.

GOERING next referred to the fact that they desired more
information as to the type of buildings and business proposed,
and why seven entrances are necessary to Hendryx, and whether
or not commercial buildings will face Hendryx or the highway to
the south.

When questioned about the affect of the private covenants
on the use of what was originally platted as single-family lots

- for Itreet purposes (Hendryx), LAKIN said he would have to seek
a legal opinion, but it was his feeling that when the owner o f
such lots dedicates them to the public, the public could make
use of the area for street purposes; however, the parties to
the covenants might bring action to enforce the covenants.

93,
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LAKIN said the State is progressing on some acquisition
programmed for the next three years, and Hendryx, in this area,
will be used as what is designated as a collateral road to pro-
vide traf fic circulation in the area. LAKIN said in discussing

this plan with the applicant, he had suggested that a better lay-
out would be to provide Hendryx as presently shown, with residen-
tial lots backing up to the commercial type street, rather than
to have them face such a street as would have been the case
under the original platting.

When questioned about the authority of the Commission to
zone in opposition to private covenants, LAKIN said that zoning
can be established in spite o f such covenants, as they are private
and the City has no legal obligation to be governed by them.

·1 /·7· :f€*AAI
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HENNESSY suggested the possibility of just considering the
west 780 feet which is proposed for developirent at this time, and
leave the balance for later consideration when possibly the
drainage problem would have been solved. It was pointed out
that Hendryx, as presently platted with single-family lots on
the north side, and if highway plans are completed and Hendryx
becomes a collateral type street, then it would mean comrearcial
type traffic would have access to the residential area to the
north, while the efforts heretofore have been to close off resi-
dential lots and cul-de-sac s treets to prevent commercial traf-
fic going north through the residential area.

ROBERT HALL, attorney for the property owner adjacent on
the east (furniture store), said their objection related to
the overall situation. They had concerns about the 35-foot
setback provided on Parcel 3 which is adjacent to his client' s
property, on which they have observed a 65-foot setback in the
construction of the furniture store.

HALL also questioned the area shown for a planting screen
and the fact that the west portion is shown on the south side of
Hendryx and the east portion is on the north side adjacent to
the rear of the residential lots. He also pointed out that
change of ownership of property often results in neglect of the
maintenance of such screening.

HALL said his client is interested in the type of develop-
ment proposed and had concerns as to the need for the number of
structures indicated for Parcel 2. He said he could envision

the collection of trash and debris at the fence or screening
indicated on Parcel 4, and thought there should be a definite
guarantee for protection of adjacent properties.

03%- 9

The possibility that Hendryx remaining on a straight align-
ment could handle commercial type traffic better than as a curved
street was also suggested by HALL, and yet the development along
the north side of the present Hendryx alignment as single-family
or multi-family housing would constitute a bigger traffic haz ard
than curving the street.

The fact that it is proposed to cul-de-sac Topaz and Tur-
quoise Streets (which now have access to Hendryx and then to
Woodchuck) , means traffic originating in the Bailey Additions
must go to the west to Tyler Road, except for one street farther
to the north that provides access to Woodchuck.

HALL pointed out also that the re-alignment of Hendryx has
resulted in a 10-foot jog where it leads into Ilendryx Street
as now platted adjacent to his client's lot, and while they have
no immediate plans for rezoning their lots facing Hendryx, if
it ever is, there will be the 10-foot jog which rright be danger-

141
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HALL said the biggest objection was to the location of the
lake as shown. He pointed out that the area on which the 100,000
square foot building is proposed drops approximately 4 feet as
the land extends to the east and at this time after a hard rain
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there is standing surface water. He said at the time the furnit- , 1 - 2#2 '7 9:
ure store building was under construction, a heavy rain raised b.li.Ef»£5JEMI=
the slab 1 1/2" and it was feared that standing water in the lake ------ -= -
as proposed, could have a damaging affect on their building. Fur-

ther, with the paving of a considerable amount of the area, 1 .
/ .1

there would be even greater possibility of damage, and could
create a hazard not only for their structure, but as a collec-
tion pit for debris, papers, and a pos sible health hazard.

ALBERT W. SHIFLET, a resident to the north of subject area,
spoke in opposition, principally because of the drainage situa-
tion. lie stated that ponding extends almost over the entire
area at the time of a big rain and each time seems to come closer
to his home. He asked the Cominission to do nothing toward per-
mitting development until the drainage problem is solved. He

was opposed to anything which would tend to further restrict
storage of water in the open, and it was his feeling that the
pond proposed would be full of water constantly. SHIFLET point-
ed out that since his residence in the area, any new development
has required filling in of the lot, and he stressed again his
desire for no changes until the drainage is solved.

I©

*&%

CHAIRMAN I<At·2:V pointed out that any development permitted
would require a solution of the drainage problem at the time
of platting. It was pointed out that during the platting process,
representatives from the Flood Control Office would make certain
requirements which would have to be complied with before approval
of the plat can be obtained. HENNESSY said that unless some de-
velopnent is permitted and a compromise of the parties concerned
arrived at so far as drainage, there can be no development, and
he pointed out that no governmental unit will take care of the
drainage entirely, that it will have to be a developer that will
build something compatible to the neighborhood and share in the
expense of the improvement.

JOHN R. TAYLOR, 512 Floyd, spoke in opposition to the plan
to use dirt from the east portion of the area to build up the
west portion for development. He felt this would result in a
ponding area and harbor for rats, etc.

CHAIRMAN KAI·!EN said the Health Department would not allow
a stagnant pond, although it may be there now to some degree
because there is no development.

TAYLOR referred to what he termed an ine)alance of commercial

property as opposed to residential property, and reviewed the
present shopping center facilities along U. S. 54 or to the
north on Central. He felt there were already sufficient facil-
ities and that any community can only support so many such cen-
ters. IIe was opposed to having to face the development pro-
posed and suggested that more definite plans are needed from the
developer as to just what would be constructed.

It was Taylor's feeling that the residents were entitled
to know the type of development expected, and he said that while
he ia not opposed to reasonable connercial developrrent, he would
be opposed to anything which would cause devaluation of his prop-
erty and that of his neighbors.

TAYLOR felt that the use of McCormick as access to the prop-
erty (once full right-of-way is acquired), would be more logical
than Hendryx Street adjacent to a residential area. TAYLOR said
when he purchased his property in February of last year, he was
assured that there would be three rows of houses between his

property and any commercial. TAYLOR also related that he had

checked with the Planning Department staff at the time of his
purchase and was advised that there was nothing pending in the
area so far as a change of zoning or development, yet now it
appears the application was originally filed in 1972.

r

TAYLOR felt that the flow of commercial traffic on the pro-
posed realignment of Hendryx would be adverse to the residential
areas to the north.
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GARDENHIRE asked Taylor if he was opposed to the request in
general or to what he considered a lack of concrete information
as to what is planned for the area.

TAYLOR said he was opposed to any change from residential,
except along U.S.54, and particularly opposed to the realign-
ment of Hendryx. He pointed out the possibility of development
fronting on the new Itendryx street, and was opposed to the re-
quest for such a large amount of commercial and the fact that it
was not limited more to the frontage on U. S. 54. TAYLOR pointed
out the di fficulty in marketing residential properties in the
adjacent area i f this application is approved, and felt that
there should be residential development on the present Hendryx
alignment. In discussing the street pattern to the north, it
was brought out that Paula presently is the only street that has
access to Hendryx.

·,R *9%

IIENNESSY suggested the possibility of a compromise between
the applicant and those in opposition, pointing out that it is
not likely the drainage will be resolved until subject tract is
developed.

SHERWOOD stated that two years ago when this matter was
first submitted, a meeting was held and at that time it was
considered impos sible to reach a compromise inasmuch as some
of the residents wanted Hendryx closed off to commercial traf-
fic entirely and some wanted it left open; sone wanted McCormick
left and some didn't; and there is a difference among the resi-
dents so far as handling drainage. For these reasons, he did
not see how everyone could possibly be satisfied.

GRAGERT said he was in favor of the zoning, but concerned
about the drainage, and that he would be more comfortable with the
plan i f an engineer' s report was submitted with respect to handl-
ing the drainage.

ft¢%42%
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SHERWOOD reminded the Commission that the Flood Control
people will have to be satisfied at the time of platting, and
said they were following suggestions made by various staff people
of the City of Wichita so far as the possible handling of drain-
age until a major solution is undertaken along with the State
Highway Department. SHERWOOD said that during the platting proc-
ess, there will be requimments imposed on the developer to
assure that flooding or drainage conditions are improved.

GLENDA JOHNSON, 42 3 Topaz, commented in opposition, noting
that the applicants were aware of the residential zoning when
they purchased the property and she also felt they should have
contacted other owners in the area and obtained their reaction
prior to submitting a plan to the Planning Commission. She
said they all are concerned with their own personal values.

0913

DENNIS MAIN, 516 Floyd, pointed out that this is in the ap-
proach path of the Mid-Continent Airport and that high intensity
lighting of a shopping center can be disturbing to a pilot,
although it is not in violation of FAA regulations. He said he
was in agreement with prior comments in opposition, and felt there
should be a balance of residential and conunercial in any area. He
was pleased with the Manor }Iouse Furniture Store building and
said the present wheat field serves very adequately as a buffer.
MAIN also suggested what is planned would possibly have adverse
affects on the church nearby because of lighting and traffic con-
gestion.

BILL MESKER, one of the applicants, said they have complied
with suggestions made by the Planning Department staff by pro-
viding the cul-de-sac, curving of Hendryx, etc., and the only
thing done without specific approval of the Department staff is
the 165-foot setback from Tyler Road. He said they have offered
to build the lake at their expense and realize they have to keep
it maintained. Tie stated that it is impossible to do everything
the residents in the area want done - they want a sophisticated
drainage system which will cost millions of dollars and would
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provide drainage for a much greater area than subject property,
and are not willing to wait for the installation of such a system
at the time the highway is improved. He said it was not their ..E
idea to eliminate McCormick - it was suggested to them. He re-

peated that they have worked and complied with suggestions made
by various City, County and State departments or agencies.

01.1

When Hennessy suggested residential on both sides of the
pmsent Hendryx Street alignment, :·LIESKER pointed out that Mr.
Taylor who had just spoken, did not want a shonoing center be-
hind his property. MENNESSY referred to a canter at 13th and

Woodlawn where there are very nice homes backed up to a shopping
center area, and commented further that the residents of the area
should be protected, but on the other hand, the applicants need
something for their investment also.

MESKER said that apparently the staff feels that the resi-
dents to the north have been protected under this plan. If houses

were developed on the south side of the present Hendryx it would
only mean a different group of people objecting to having their
residential property backed into a commercial development.

;611
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When asked why Turquoise was shut off from Hendryx, MESKER
stated again that it was not their idea, but was suggested to
them. He also pointed out that improvement of the proposed Hen-
dryx would be paid for without cost to the area in general, and
that it is 70 feet wide as required by the State Highway Depart-
ment, since it would be used as an access road, which accounts
for the extra 10 feet in width.

GALERAITI! said it was the position of the staff that for the
protection of the residential neighborhood, Topaz and Turquoise
should terminate in cul-de-sacs, so that commercial type traffic
would not be filtering through their residential area. It was

also felt that the realignment of Hendryx would be better to per-
mit co=.ercial traffic at the rear of residences rather than

having residential lots face the access road and into the back
of comnercial development.

GALBRAITH said there i s no question but that the drainage
problems are serious and must be resolved. He stated that Mit-

chell of the Flood Control Office has advised that the pond might
be a Method to consider handling drainage on an interim basis. ga

Mt.SK
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In the discussion, it was brought out that the buffer area
between subject property and any residential will be the 10-foot
planting area, the 70-foot street (Hendryx) and a 35-foot set-
back for buildings. rihen questioned, MESKER. said it is not planned
to have any structures on Parcel 4 - only shrubbery and landscaping.

9.=21.

f.Ply€g»·

MS. A. D. SUERNRAM, 532 Turquoise, pointed out that it will
be a long time before a planting screen will be big enough to pro
vide any protection to the residents, and apparently the develop-
ment will be exposed to them for 10 to 15 years.

,

GARDE'MIRE said she had concluded that many of those in
opposition recognize that at least some commercial zoning is war
ranted, and their apprehension is with the specifics of the plan

TAYLOR said she had reached the gann conclus ion, and asked
about the possibility of lessening the depth of the "LC" and ap
proving "113" or 'LC" to serve as a buffer on the south side of

the present alignment of Hendryx. 'ESKER said they would accept
zoning for parking for the area proposed for parking as it would
mean less taxes for them, but they are primarily interested in
having zoning to proceed with the 100, 000 square foot building
planned for the west portion of the plan.

,:44*
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GRAGERT said he favored the plan, but with some conditions.

He thought the setback on the west should be 165 feet and he felt
this would not be a problem inasmuch as it is already proposed to
observe that setback for the large building, and since this one
building will cover the 30% coverage allowed, it is not likely
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that there would be another structure proposed on the west portion
which might call for a lesser setback. He said he would favor
Hendryx as proposed in the plan and the cul-de-sacs to limit the
access to residential streets to the north. Me was concerned

about the number of buildings proposed for other than the west
portion, noting that there would be a limited amount of land left
for development by the time the drainage problem is considered.
He felt the total number of buildings on Parcel 2 should be
limited to four. When asked about openings to Hendryx, GRAGERT
suggested that be left to the Subdivision Committee to consider
at the time of platting.

MOTION: That the Planning Commission recommend
-E-EITe city Commission that 2-1471 be approved,
and that DP-50 Corununity Unit Plan be approved,
subject to the following conditions :

A. Platting of subject property within one year from the date
o f approval by the Board of City Coinmissioners; or the appli-
cations be considered denied and closed.

B. Increase the building setback on Parcel 3 from the
frontage road to 65 feet.

C. Increase the 35-foot setback on Parcel 2 adjacent to
Tyelr Road to 165 feet.

D. Amend the second sentence under General Provision j· 1 to
read as followe: "The maximum number of curb cuts on the
south side of Hendryx street shall be determined at the
time of platting."

E. Adding a General Provision to provide that all structures
on Parcels 2 and 3 shall face to the south.

F. Reduce the proposed number of buildings on Parcel 2 to 4.

G. 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.

H. The development of this property proceeding in accordance
with the development plan as approved by the Planning Com.-
mission, and any substantial deviation o f the plan, as
deternined 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.

I. Any major changes in this development plan being resub-
mitted to the Planning Comanission and City Co=ission for
their consideration.

Gragert loved.

HENNESSY said he was not in favor of granting so much "LC" ,
and was still concerned that the residents be protected. He felt

that if the west portion is approved for the 100, 000 square foot
building, the applicant would have had a return on his invest-
ment. He remarked that apparently there is nothing planned at
this time for the east portion and that seemed to be the "hang up"
because of the drainage s ituation and the homes to the north.

GOEBEL said he would not want to vote for the motion in its
present form, but would not want to "kill" it completely. He

suggested the applicant might construct some nice duplexes or
furplexes on Rendryx as presently platted, s imilar to the multi-
family structures on Tyler Road to the west, and it seemed to him
there should be no di fficulty in keeping them rented facing Hen-
dryx as a commercial street in connection with the shopplbig cen-
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ter as he is keeping those on Tyler Road rented, and apparently
those are doing very well. GOEBEL said he definitely felt that
there should be some "LC" granted.

RISING said he would s upport Goebel' s corrents, but re- r„- ·•.1-/ s
--= called too the fact that "LC" had been granted to a greater depth 0//9

·.t» in several cases in the eastern part of Wichita. He favored a
buffer zone and also the need to avoid channeling comnercial im-
traffic through the residential area, and suggested the need
for more work on the overall plan.

SHEmiOOD said it was doubtful that residents in the area
would agree to a r:ulti-family zoning along the north side of
Ilendryx, and as for the fact that it is too much "LC" acreage,
SHERWOOD pointed out that the regulations provide that all of
an applicant' s ownership which i s contiguous be included in a
CUP; however, i f the Commission desired, the east portion could
be eliminated from the request.

GRAGERT said he would not favor severing the tract because
a solution of the drainage problem could not occur unless there

. *k is platting. As for multi-family deve lopment on the north, GRA-
GERT felt it would be creating even a worse problem because it
would mean residents would front and have to look into the back of

commercial development, whereas with Itendryx curved as shown on
the plan, msidences would be backed into the street. Also, the
present alignment eliminates a conflict of residential and com-
mercial traffic to a greater degree.

The matter of buffering was raised again, and it was pointed
out that there would be a 115-foot buffer (planting area of 10
feet, street right-of-way of 70 feet, and a 35-foot setback).

GALBRAITIi said that 9.a. as s uggested in the staff report
should be eliminated, and the possible vacation of McCormick be
determined at the time of platting.

HOPPER seconded the motion.

**1

HOPPER said he actually felt the street as planned would
provide more protection to the residents than townhouses or other
type of multiple-family development.

VOTE ON MOTION: Carried by a vote of 5 in F:

favor (Gragert, Hopper, Sayouth, Gardenhire,
1·

and Kamen) and 4 opposed (I:ennessy, Fising,
Taylor and Goebel). (Hill absent.)

EXCERPT FROM PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES OF APRIL 10, 1975:

7a. Case No. Z-1471 - Bill E. Meaker and Bud White request change
from "AA", "A" and "Le to "LC" for:

?i@F

1

A tract in the NW 1/4 of Sec. 28, T27S, RlW of the 6th P.M., Sedg-
wick County, Kansas, described as follows: Beginning at a point on
the south line of said NW 1/4, 65 feet east of the SW corner of said
NW 1/4; thence north 598.8 feet, more or less, to the center line of
Ilendr'yx Street; thence east parallel to the north line of said NW
1/4; 1420 ft. thence southerly 320 feet to a point 1120 feet west
of the east line of said NW 1/4; thence northeasterly to a point
427.87 feet north and 910 feet west off the east line of said NW 1/4;
thence east 410 feet to the NW corner of Lot 7, Block 1, Carriage
House Plaza; thence south 404.70 feet to the SW corner of Lot 2,
Block 1 in said Carriage House Plaza; thence westerly on the south
line of Lot 1, Block 1 in said Carriage House Plaza to the SW corner
of said Lot 1, Block 1, thence south 10 feet to the south line of
said NW 1/4; thence west on the south line of said NW 1/4 to the point
of beginning. Generally located on the northeast corner of McCormick
and Tyler Road.

a.: L 9
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7b. Case No. DP-50 - (Amendment) - Bill E. Meaker and Bud White
request amendment to a CUP for the following tracts

1

A tract in the NW 1/4 of Sec. 28, T27S, Rlw of the Gth P.M., Sedgwick
County, Kansas, described as follows: Beginning at a point on the
south line of said mi 1/4, 65 feet east of the SW corner of said NW
1/4; thence north 598.8 feet, more or less, to the center line of
Hendryx Street ; thence east parallel to the north line of said NW
1/4; 1420 feet; thence southerly 320 feet to a point 1120 feet west
of the east line of said NW 1/4; thence northeasterly to a point 427.87
feet north and 910 feet west of the east line of said Ne 1/4; thence
east 410 feet to the NW corner of Lot 7, Block 1, Carriage House
Plaza; thence south 404.70 feet to the SW corner of Lot 2, Block 1,
in said Carriage house Plaza; thence westerly on the south line of
Lot 1, Block 1 in said Carriage House Plaza to the SW corner of said
Lot 1, Block 1 thence south 10 feet to the south line of said NW 1/4;
thence west on the south line of said NW 1/4 to the point of beginning.
Generally located on the northeast corner of McCormick and Tyler
Road.

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

Comments

1. On January 9, 1974, the Planning Commission considered and
recormnended approval of these two applications. At that
time, considerable concern was expressed by residents in the
area in regard to the proposed realignment of Hendryx Street
to the north, and drainage of subject property and the general
area to the north. The City Comission at their regular meeting
of January 28, 1975, moved to return the two applications to
the Planning Commission for recansideration and ingtructed the
Planning Commission to consider the area in relation to the

new U. S. 54 Highway and Tyler Road interchange, and resolve
the drainage in the area.

2. The applicants have now submitted a revised CUP which provides
for Hendryx Street to be realigned 80 as to tie in with McCor-
nick along the south line of subject property and extended to
Tyler Road. The plan also provides that no access will be per-
mitted to the residential streets to the north.

1

i

3. In regard to drainage, the Flood control Division of the De-
partment of Public Works advises that it im their recommenda-
tion that the existing pond area be expanded to accept the sur-
face runoff during rain storms and then allowed to drain out at
a slower rate as a temporary solution. They al,0 advise that
the ultimate solution to the drainage problem for this area
would be the construction of a storm water drain at the appro-
priate time that an outlet for the water is available.

4. The applicants presently have 0.6 acres of "Le" zoning and are

requesting a change o f zoning for additional "LC", making a
total of approximately 25.6 acres of light commercial zon-
ing.

fle-CL?

·24>r
5. As required by the CUP provisions of the zoning ordinance and

where a tract of land contains more than 6 acres proposed for
commercial development and is under single control, a devel-
opment plan has beon submitted for review and approval by the
Planning Commission.

6
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The plan indicates the required information on total area, maxi-
mum building heights, maximum land coverage by buildings, pro-
posed general uses, maximum curb cuts, sign controls, lighting
controls, building setback lines, maximum floor area ratio and
screening provisions and is in general agreement with the com- 1.-=.m

ments made by the staff in their review of the plan with the .0/083
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7. The zoning maps proposed in conjunction with the proposed new
zoning ordinance project subjact property to be in the "B-2'
Community Retail District, which would allow the range of uses
augge/ted. It should be pointed out that the applicants'
engineer advies that there will only be one building on Par-
cel 01.

8. Upon the determination as to the appropriateness of the zone
change request and the proposed development plan, approval should
be subject to consideration of the following recomended condi-
tions.

a. Recording of the asiociated plat "Carriage House
Second Addition", within one year from the date of
approval by the City Corrunisgion; or the applications
be considered denied and closed.

b. Add a comment #7 under Parcel #l as follows: Maximum
number of buildings - 1.

c. The maximum f loor area under Parcel # 1 shall be corrected
to read "12,950 square feet."

d. The maximum floor area under Parcel #2 shall be corrected
to read "242,197 square feet".

e. 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 s aid plan shall run with the land for development
and be binding upon the present owners, their successors
and assigns, unless amended.

3*Yy
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f. The development of this property proceeding in accord-
ance with the development plan al approved by the Plan-
ning Commission, 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 construe-
tion of the proposed development.

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

ROGER SHERWOOD, attorney for the applicants, said they have
ret several times with those adjacent owners who had appeared in
protest at previous hearings on this case, and most of the changes
outlined in the staff report have been made at the suggestion or re-

quest of the adjacent ownere.

SHERWOOD said the development of the pand to assist in handling
the drainage has been reviewed and has tentatively been approved by
Mr. Mitchell of the Flood Control Office. It is planned to have
storage of water at all times, during heavy rains possibly as much as
2 1/2 feet, and every effort would be made to avoid having weeds or
trash in the pond area. Futher, the pond area will be landscaped.

The question of whether or not ouch a pond should be fenced
was raised, it being pointed out that borrow or sand pits are re-
quired to be fenced in a certain manner. GALBRAITH said this is not

considered a sandpit and in his opinion would not require fencing
and therefore the owner would be responsible. As to whether or not

there is a city ordinance which would be applicable to fencing of the
pond area in this case, LAKIN said he was not too familiar with the
ordinance, however, it reads or is applied, the City Attorney will re-
quire that the regulations be observed.

i> 4%9,
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JOHN TAYLOR, 512 Floyd, speaking on behalf of the residential

group which had previously opposed a plan for development of subject
property, said that at a meeting last Tuesday, it was the unanimous
decision of the group present that this plan is acceptable, that it
does not have everything they would have desired in all respects, but
they did consider lt a good plan.
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No one appeared in opposition.
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MOTION: That the Planning Coimmission recommend
E-EK¥ city Commis,ion that the requeit for
"LC" be approved, subject to the platting of the
property, and the approval of the associated CUP,
subject to the following condition•:

Recording of the as•ociated plat "Carriage Houle Second Addi-
tien," within one year from the date of approval by the City
Cormtission; or the applications be considered denied and closed.

Add a conment #7 under Parcel f 1 as follows:
buildings - 1.

Maximum number of

The maximum floor area under Parcel 01 shall be corrected to
read •12,950 square feet. "

The maximum floor area under Parcel #2 shall be corrected to
read "242,197 square feet."

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 succesgors and aasigns, un-
less amended.

The development of this property proceeding in accordance
with the development plan as approved by the Planning Conunis-
sion, 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.

9

14€2 24a

Any major changes in this development plan being resubmitted to
the Planning Commission and City Comission for their considera-
tian.

Hennessy moved, Bayouth seconded and it
carried unanimously. (Taylor, Hopper, Gra-
gert and Rising absent.)
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April 11, 1975

$ 43

Mr. Roger Sherwood, Attorney
516 Century Plaza Building
Wichita, Kansas 67202

Re: Z-1471 - "AA", "A" and "LC"
to "LC"; and DP-50 (as amended)
Generally located on the north-
east corner of Mccormick and

Tyler Road

Litti

Dear Mr. Sherwood;

At the regular meeting of the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
on April 10, 1975, the above captioned cases were reconsidered as
amended. The action of the Commiss ion was to recommend the ap-
proval of the request for "LC", subject to the platting of the
property, and the approval o f the associated CUP, subject to the
following conditions:

a . Recording of the associated plat "Carriage House Second
Addition," within one year from the date of approval by
the City Commission; or the applications be considered
denied and closed.

373.1 b. Add a comment #7 under Parcel #1 as follows: Maximum
4 4 9...1 number of buildings - 1.
49.9 . 1

c. The maximum floor area under Parcel #1 shall be corrected
to read "12,950 square feet."

d. The maximum floor area under Parcel #2 shall be corrected
to read "242,197 square feet."

*t

e. 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.
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-Mr. Roger Sherwood
April 11, 1975

f. The development of this property proceeding in accordancewith the development plan as approved by the Planning Com-mission, and any substantial deviation of the plan, as
determined by the Superintendent of Central Inpection andthe Director of Planning, shall constitute a violation of thebuilding permit authorizing construction of the proposed de-velopment.

g. Any major changes in this development plan being resubmittedto the Planning Commission and City Commission for their con-sideration.

It is necessary that you have your engineer make the correctionson the CUP to comply with conditions b. c. and d. and provide ninecorrected copies to our office by 5:00 p.m. on April 23, 1975, sothat these matters may be forwarded to the Board of City Commis-sioners for consideration at their regular meeting on April 29,1975, the meeting to start at 9:00 a.m. in Room 201 City Building,204 South Main.

I f you have any questions, please call.
Sincerely,

Jack H. Galbraith
Chief PlannerJHG:ber

CC: Bill E. Mesker, International Flying Farmers Building,Mid-Continent Airport 67215
Bud White, 210 Pattie 67211

Marlo E. Goering, Attorney, 8724 Maple 67209Robert Hall, P. 0. Box 1034 67201

Albert W. Shiflet, 424 Floyd 67209
John R. Taylor, 512 Floyd, 67209
Ms. William R. Johnson, 423 Topaz 67209
Dennis Main, 516 Floyd 67209
Ms. A. E. Suenram, 532 Turquoise 67209
Everett Glasse, 513 Floyd 67209

K. 0. Taylor, 1542 South St. Francis 67211
City Manager's Office
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April 11, 1975

ts i

Mr. John Taylor
512 Floyd
Wichita, Kansas 67209

Re: 2-1471 - 'AA". "A" and "Le"
to "LC"; and DP-50 (as amended)
Generally located on the north-
east corner of McCormick and

Tvler Read

C..i r

1- q.

4*8 9%Dear Mr. Taylor:

PIN//2

U indicated by the enclosed copy of our letter to Mr. Sherwood,

the planning Commismion reconlidered the above-captioned cales
at itl meeting of April 10, 1975. The action wam to recommend
approval of the two cages. Although you indicated that the

neighborhood wag no longer opposed, hacaume the caaes were re-
advertised for public hearing. should you or others decide to
•ubmit prote,t petitions, it li necessary that they be filed
with the City Clerkle Office by 5:00 p.m. on April 24, 1975.
Attached il a proteit petition form, and if more are needed,
please contact our offi

JNG:ber

Enclooure

Sincerely.

Jack H. Galbraith

Chief Planner

r
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TICHITA-SEDG'ICK COUNTY
METROPOLITAN PJ{EA PLAIrLING DrPAnT;ENT

MTPC HEARITIG DATE : April 13, 1975

Case No. Z-1471 (as amended) Request: "AA';, "A- and LC'; to
Case No. DP-50 LC", and Approval of a

Commercial CUP

Location: Northeast corner o f McCormick and Tyler Road

Reason: 1 lone stated.

Acres: 25.6 Size: 735 ft. by 2,080 ft.
Irregular shape

Land Use Zoning

Existing Undeveloped "AA","A" & · LC"
North Single-family, Two-family & undeveloped "AA"/A" & "BB"
East Undeveloped & furniture store : A & "LC"

South Single-family, offices, licruor store ··LC","C ' & "E"
& service station

West Church, single-family & undeveloped .AA.
4@0

Necessary street right-of-way to be
acquired at time of platting.
History: A portion of subject prop-

pertty was contained in Z-1244 -
'AA" to A ' 8 "LC '. FAPC: 1-14-71
Approved; BCC: 2-2-71 Approved

Being platted as a
nart of Carriage

House 2nd Addition

Comments

1. On January 9, 1974, the Planning Commission considered and
recommeneed approval of these two applications. At that
time, considerable concern was expressed by residents in the
area in regard to the proposed realignment of IIendryx Street
to the north, and drainage o f sub ject property and the general
area to the north. The City Cnnpission at their regular meeti ng
of January 28, 1975, moved to return the two applications to
the Planning Commission for reconsideration and instructed the
Planning Commission to consider the area in relation to the
new U. S. 54 nighway and Tyler Road interchange, and resolve
the drainage in the area.

2. The applicants have now submitted a revised CUP wich provides
for Hendryx Street to be realigned so as to tie in with McCor-
mick along the south line of subject property and extended to
Tyler Road. The plan also provides that no access will be per-
fitted to the residential streets to the north.

tr
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Page 2 - Case No. Z-1471 and Case No. DP-50
April 10, 19 73

3. In regard to drainage, the Flood control Division of the De-
part:ment of Public Works adviss that it is their recommenda- C
tion that the existing pond area be expanded to accept the sur-
face runoff during rain storms and then allowed to drain out at a slower rate as a tenoorary solution. They also advise that
the ultimate solution to the drainage problem for this area
would be the construction of a storm water drain at the appropri-
ate time that an outlet for the water is available.

4. The applicants presently have 0.6 acres of ;'LC" zoning and are
requesting a change of zoning for additional ·LLC", making a
total of approximately 25.6 acres of light compercial zon-
ing.

As required by the CUP provisions of the zoning ordinance and
where a tract of land contains rore than 6 acres proposed for -
commercial development and is VElder single control, a devel-
opment plan has been submitted for review and approval by the -
P lanning Commission.

..40 6. The plan indicates the required infomation on total area, maxi-
mum building heights, maximum land coverage by buildings, pro-
posed general uses, ximum curb cuts, sign controle lightina
controls, building setback lines, maximum floor area' ratio and
screening provisions and is in cleneral agreement with the com- A--MIZ-.

ments made by the staff in their review of the plan with the <
applicant.

7. The zoning maps proposed in conj unction with the proposed new
zoning ordinance project subject property to be in the "B-2"
Community Retail District, which would allow the range of uses
suggested. It should be pointed out that the applicants'
engineer advises that there will only be one building on Par-
cel #1.

8. Upon the determination as to the appropriateness of the zone
change request and the proposed development plan, approval should
be subject to consideration of the following recommended condi-
tions.

in

1 y

0 0

a. Recording of the associated plat "Carriage House
Second Addition , within one year from the date of
approval by the City Ccirrission; or the applications
be considered denied and closed.

b. Add a comment 8 7 under Parcel # 1 as follows: Haximum
nurber of bui 1clings - 1.

c. The maximum floor area under Parcel fl shall be corrected
to read "12,950 square feet."

d. The maximum floor area under Parcel #2 shall be corrected
to read "242,197 square feet" .

43*344
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Page 3 - Case No. Z-1471 and Case No. DP-50

April 10, 1975

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

f. 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
Inspection and the Di rector of Planning, shall constitute
a violation of the building permit authorizing construe-
tion of the proposed development.

g. Any major changes in this development plan being re-
submitted to the P lanning Commission and City Cominis-
sion for their cons ideration.

44711
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COMMISSIONERS PROCEEDINGS
January .1. 1,1./

1599

7.22: CVANG': }11:01'E" Report t r.··i Metrop/1 it .t i Ar r.i ....in,1 Con:nission (t·.i: / 1:...... 0 :; ..,
'471

*pit 6 Cl},• Ar.... | in regard to :·ane ...le f./. '*AW' .ind «Al to ].C" and appreval of a cle·,rt:,I;
commul,ity unit p],in .it the northi.ast cornri· of Fic/ormick and Tylor Hoad.

; prene...1.

/annir.,; Com-ission i rcomnended appnit··,1 1.ul•ject te conditions i,

throlciIi J ./ set i,Ut in .le 1·I'lin/ Crm-,issi. Minutes Of Jot/ary 9, 197S

regaiding plat,Liwi, }Cilling neti,icks, curb cut:·. faring of structur.•3. the

plan running with the land rrgai·.Ness of tran.,frr of title: drv/101):nont in

arcordanoe with thi: plun: and chaw:25 berng Lut,initte/ for approval by the

I'lanning. Commissi<1 a:id City Con=.sion.
12*

Chief 11,nivor revi.·w.·d th{• Cnr·:nunit, 1!nit Plan with 'he Coniminsio:
and tated that (1.•lnarie . a cencelit . the .irr,• residents. ay· well an the

»1.94 k proposed reallrii=·.·:it of }lendlyx 5Lrent on tho noth side of subJeet area. He
stated that ..'rt v. lid protrut petition:. h.ive been filed hy adjacent proi,rrly
-0 and it 01 require a 4/5 voin on the part of the Commi:,Li•in forf,%14.2
appro...al.

Roge] 14!:er.uod, Attorn.·y for the arrlirant. spoke in support of the
i.cme charge and /ie dev'lop:wint plan icir thi: arra or.d 'tated that a tempor,4

·11* 56 1,0.'.m has le(·n i.rop,sed M• t.1/· ru!,lic works ......ent to us•, th' r.iwir.,1
porn! for i.....al·il:.1 c[ surl,ile water te r.:'··· r.ke resicer:ial 'tica i.
int rin until m.:·• 1-11·-tion of 54 11'41!:way ir r :'.anned by the State. He funl.r:·
staL,·d LIT:'t "11 1,··il '-,andations c  the Jila:-inl st'aff were incorrorated int'
thn Cut' and that thip· had agrred te the irelia int. of Ilen<lry>: Street an #
under:,Lood thin t,· 4·,2 in aer/ement wit· Ure rec: innt:,al a¥ca.

11, v 'in#/eman Jn ansvt r to inquiry by the Corni·.1.in·j. 14 W. Brugger:.in. Dir/ct<,r af
•t. :; •1. t rliell .... Works. and M.S. Mitchell, t.:.List,int Sell. rintendent of M·.1.1 2 /: Works ··m

0 tenance, revii'::e 1 the ult,inatp n.r•in'in to tho drainaq' problem for th'S area
alld :·Latcd that .4 i.torn w.,ter drain :.1,/u]/ he cor:·trueted at the appropriate
lime that an outlet Cor the water in available.

Mr. Mitchell Mr. Mitchell stated .... it was hin reconmendation that the existin.
rond area be expan.Ird to acerpt // Durface ninot f during rain f.torms and then
allowed to drain Kul at a slower ratn an a ter.i,Otary solution.

owing person:· spoke in opponit ion to the proposed Community·rho roll

tin. Plan, a. r.·la•ed to buffrrina. traffic an' drainage /51,ccts: Calvin
t.:illan. Attornry for area residents;

l'orter r.oved that ki·. Menllan br qr.mir·J an addition.,] two mir.ut•·i
carried for his pre:irnta Motion carried 4 toi.

nick Pic·k/ring. 435 N. cur,insibe 1./ne: Ben Zeigner. 501 Top.27:
Helen Cleveland. r•·siding on noys: Dale Bruce. Attorriey fc' han:,ir· 1·riler/2
credit Union: .10.11 1.•ylor, 512 /0,0, Arriti Classp. 513 /0.·d:

Dill M..1 er and M. K. C.eary .poke in favor of the CUP.

Sara Su· 1·an. 532 ·M·quois Lane, wi·. ronci·rned ever ht· r.in.ling
of traffie on Trut·:w'is Lane and 7„P.,2 if they .ire. open.·d. becau'·•. they are
Nand streetn with no :.idcwalks. anc! their ehil,1/en hwa to walk nut lit ihe
6trects.

Motion made Portrt· 1·Aved the ail·lic,ition:· be ret,11·nrd to Metropolitia:, A: e
1'1,mning /0-•mis:.10 :0: recon:,1.!c!·,ition. the City /2-mission iii:;tiwled MAIC to
Conuider i hi• ari·.4 1,1 'rtat lon 'O 1 11,3 2.·w tr. 5. 11 3 401'way 54 IT ight·.1 y "nd Tyl•·r F.€.,ul
Interchang,·. th.2 C.i:,·r,uni,y 011' I·].in and drain.,•m.

4324*
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION

CITY BUILDING ANNEX, 104 South Main

Wichita, Kansas 67202

The Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission

will consider the following item in Room 401 City Building Annex,

104 South Main, Wichita, Kansas, at its meeting beginning at 1:30 p.m.

on April 10, 1975, at which time you may appear either in person or by

agent or attorney, if you so desire.

./'.......

March 27, 1975

NOTICE TO ADJOINING PROPERTY OWNERS:

1

DP-50 - A tract in the NW 4 of Sec. 28, T27S, RlW of the 6th P.M., Sedgwick
County, Kansas, described as follows: Beginning at a point on the south
line of said NW %, 65 feet east of the SW corner of said NW %; thence

north 598.8 feet, more or less, to the center line of Hendryx Street;

thence east parallel to the north line of said NW %; 1420 feet; thence Immillip

southerly 320 feet to a point 1120 feet west of the east line of said

NW %; thence northeasterly to a point 427.87 feet north and 910 feet
west of the east line of said NW %; thence east 410 feet to the NW corner .3-

of Lot 7, Block 1, Carriage House Plaza, Wichita, Sedgwick County, Kansas;

thence south 404.70 feet to the SW corner of Lot 2, Block 1 in said

Carriage House Plaza; thence westerly on the south line of Lot 1, Block 1
2,10/1

in said Carriage House Plaza to the SW corner of said Lot 1, Block 1; thence 
south 10 feet to the south line of said NW %; thence west on the south line of s CA
said NW % to the point of beginning. Generally located on the northeast
corner of Mccormick and Tyler Road. *49

The Development Plan of this area 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 Planning

Department Office, Room 402 City Building Annex, 104 South Main, Wichita,
Kansas and is available for public information and review.

/:7·

The Development Plan on file proposes an approximate 25.6 acre
commercial development which will include a shopping center, banking and/
or saving and loan facilities, offices and retail service and/or sales.
Included in the Development Plan is information concerning building set-

backs, maximum number of structures, maximum ground coverage by structures,
maximum number of curb cuts, sign and building height limitations and
screening.

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, 104 South Main, 7 days prior to the meeting. The Chair-
man or the Secretary may grant such a request for de ferral. Persons re-
questing deferrals will be charged with the cost of preparing and mailing
new notices.

-6. 4

...

Robert A. Lakin R

Secretary ED
la

litj-9-513·491i<--11-4 «364>'f»«340=3 ty?= - , 7449«59
. 0 .30

>»**924.1
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March 20. 1975 h
Charles Freund ,\Professional Engineering Coneultants
1440 East English

Wichita, Kansas 67211

Dear Mr. Freund:

As we dincussed, enclosed is a copy of a preliminary plat for \
Carriage House Plaza Second Addition which indicates Hendryx
Street curving to the south and intereecting with Tyler Road
in the alignment with Mccormick Street. This preliminary
plat is being discussed at the Subdivision Committee meeting
today. Also enclosed is a copy of the amended commercial
community unit plan which is scheduled for public hearing at the
Planning Commission meeting on April 10, 1975. If you have
any questions or comments on either of these two documents
we would appreciate hearing from you.

Sincerely.

Jack H. Galbraith
Chief Planner

.·4*WN&

/:/3.tal'm
A,222*:

¥»ri

a

JHG:ji
Encl.
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3/10/75APPIATION FOR COMMUNITY UNIT N REVISED DP-50 ........-.
(PLANNED RESIDENTIAL OR COMMERCIAL DEVELOPMENT)
FOR PROPERTY LOCATED WITHIN THE LIMITS OF THE :,1 20'*9

CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS 1, 12.,6

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 J BILL E. MESKER
International Flying Farmers Bldg., Mid-Continent Airport

Address Wichita, Kansas 67215 Phone 942-1468

Agent : ROGER SHERWOOD

:*44*4.0 516 Century Plaza Building
'94,1,4

Address Wichita, Kansas 67202 Phone 267-2819

b. Applicant f BUD WHITE
210 Pattie 2/1///P

%24" Address Wichita. Kansas 67211 Phone 265-4618 91/Sm/R

Fa
g ROGER SHERWOOD6@t¢ Agent

*tit:.3
94*...€. 516 Century Plaza Building
@»01 Address Wichita, Kansas 67202 Phone 267-2819

Fi.
c. Applicant 4%112.9.....,

Address Phone
-1.P

Agent 

Address Phone

(Use separate sheet if necessary for names of additional applicants)LfR@t
*9
6*10' II.A The applicant hereby requests Community Unit plan approval on

'4*/ c
*%*t property zoned and legally described as Lot (s)

, Block(s) ,

Addition.

%4 4
· € 6. i: .5,
9.·ire»' SE

TA -2

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

the space below or on an attached sheet.)

(See Attached Description) ./Milt@
-44

=%

II.B There are 25.6

described properth

acres (round to nearest tenth) in the above

*"PF«t
1-f-W»

T9-330-3

a,au

f=,me

L



3%412. III.- This propert
South Tyler Roadlocated at (address)

The general location is (use appropriate section)

a. at the Northeast. corner of McCormick

and
Tyler Road

; or

b. on the side of (Ave.,

Street) between (Ave., Street) and

(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.

BILL,k. MESE* BUD- W*ITE

\ VII)
By

Aut#orized Agent (if any) Authofized Agent (if any) -*
.*44*4 ROGER SHERWOOD ROGER SHERWOOD

By By

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

V. OFFICE USE ONLY

This application was received at the Planning Department at

/.7 r (AM, (ED on Month,

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

panied by required documents and the appropriate fee of

rpo h..

Pr. PLr Tit le

T9-330-4

441

40&1322
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ATTACHMENT TO

REVISED

APPLICATION FOR ZONE CHANGE - Z-1471

and

APPLICATION FOR COMMUNITY UNIT PLAN - DP-50

Legal Description:

A tract in the NW 1/4 of Section 28, T27S, RlW of the
6th P.M., Sedgwick County, Kansas, described as follows:
Beginning at a point on the south line of said NW 1/4,
65 feet east of the SW corner of said NW 1/4; thence
north 598.8 feet, more or less, to the center line of
Hendryx Street; thence east parallel to the north line
of said NW 1/4, 1420 feet; thence southerly 320 feet
to a point 1120 feet west of the east line of said
NI·7 1/4, thence northeasterly to a point 427.87 feet
north and 910 feet west of the east line of said NW 1/4;
thence east 410 feet to the NW corner of Lot 7, Block 1,
Carriage House Plaza, Wichita, Sedgwick County, Kansas;

·· F Tn' 7
Lil.LiC. W.Lil 4.4./. ... I LU L.LlC U. Lul- 4iul- W. 1.5 '47..-

\3<  3€*Block 1 in said Carriage House Plaza; thence westerly
on the south line of Lot 1, Block 1 in said Carriage
House Plaza to the SW corner of said Lot 1, Block 1;
thence south 10 feet to the south line of said NW 1/4;
thence west on the south line of said NW 1/4 to the

point of beginning, containing 25.6 acres, more or
less.

t..2 1 1%

. 1,; 4 ..'

. ky*»a."
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March 10, 1975

Mr. Roger Sherwood. Attorney
516 Century Plaza Building
Wichita, Kanaa, 67202

Subject: Z-1471 - "AA' and "A
to "LC" and DP-50 -

Commercial CUP - NE

corner of McCormick

and Tyler Road

Dear Mr. Sherwood:

Our letter to you of February 14. 1975 itated that the above-
captioned ca,el would be rescheduled for consideration by the
Planning Commi,sion on March 13, 1975.

This i to advise that since we have jut received an amended
application which will require the matter to be readvertised

for public hearing and new notices to be mailed to adjacent
property owneri, theme Games have been re,cheduled for con-

mideration by the planning Commiision on April 10, 1975. The
meeting will begin at 1:30 p.m. in Room 401. City Building Annex.

If you have any question• concerning this matter, please call.

Sincerely.

Jack H. Galbraith

Chief Planner

JHG:jl

.
Hi

K:

. , · *WID«51-*'
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Mr. Roger Sherwood

March 10. 1975

Page Two

ec: Bill E. Meiker, International Flying Farmeu Bldg.
Mid-Continent Airport 67215 4£

Bud White. 210 Pattie, 67211

Marlo E. Goering, Attorney, 8724 Maple, 67209
Robert Hall. P. 0. Box 1034. 67201

Albert W. Shiflet, 424 Floyd. 67209
John R. Taylor. 512 Floyd. 67209
M•. William R. John•on. 423 Topaz, 67209
Dennis Main, 516 Floyd. 67209

Ms. A. E. Suenram. 532 Turquoi,e, 67209
Everett Glaise. 513 Floyd. 67209
K. 0. Taylor. 1542 South St. Francis, 67211

f.4

*4·.' 2.- . · j

, . /1£ y

9 4. If.670'.
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PROPOSED REVISIONS CUP DP-50

1. Traffic pattern designed to prevent all traffic flow from commercial
area through residential area(no access from light commercial area to
Bailey Addition), including but not limited to:

a. Topaz to
north or

terminate with a cul-de-sac and a.\ family dr:ellilis
Kandi':-:..

b. Turquoise Lane to terminate with cul-de-sac north of Mendryx.
C. Hondry= to centinue southweaterly to intersect : (Cormack

thence west to Tyler Road.

2. An eight foot(8 ft.)masonry fence with appropriate landscaping and
,-.Flanting used to buffer area between light commercial and residential
/,1 Alrea. It v.ill also serve as a trash retainer and c noise barrier.
f Fence shall be constructed in a way that will not prevent properf drainago of area.

3. Use Hendryx-McCormick Avenue as the thoroughfare to carry 2-way traffic
from :,oodchuck to Tyler Road to connect with 2-way on Bellview west
of Tyler Road.

4. Landscaped open spaces, as the City Contmissioners suggested to help 0312*-4 eliminate the Strip Zoning ef.rect and add to ths, aegthetic value of h635*the area. '0< -+*(-5 < 14 ye.5 --€......*7 rall

5. Design CUP to be corratable with highway development and Tyler Roadinterch,nce.

0. The developer to request th@ city to expand the culvert under 9%·<
Woodchuck from a 2-foot drain to a 4.foot drain to keeD the waterfrom bottlenecling in the field. 4,-4 -*< 04 -.4 W•.4&4

. De sign proposed commercial area south of Hendryx (TZurm-aline,Ene-west
of Evergreen so that 75,6 to 80,6 of the drpag, from said 300,000sq. f t. area drains to the west. lk€,04 .04,£0 41,-442 -0-·t-

7

11.acre shall be a r,-xir:un of four(k) buildings on CUP with a tet.,11 of
Drain:·ge of surface v.·ater rpc'·. the area should be n,ovided without
the impounding of water.

Provide entire cost of relocating driveway from Hondryx to Tourcuoireon Walker residence.

9.

10.

-4 1/00.4..LA ul.f

*60 €*Al:,I.

4 «4

f·!C:.3''tb*fl·:-2169*,te*:,Ett'f·,tj:te.Lfi'>:1*
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I. 1. HVS.M. ....

R. ...EUGH. ....

C. J. REUNO. ....

W....ELVNER.....

R. D. FLETCHER. ....

P. D. MIDDLETON. JR.. ....

I. L. MARTIN. ....

K. R. HORNER. ....

February 12, 1975
PROFESSIONAL.*crt

243699'
36%2

640:
149
39#yd
'Swfk*1'*&

74/"

Mr. Roger Sherwood
Attorney
516 Century Plaza Building
Wichita, Kansas 67202

ENGINEERING

ONSULTANTS

P,OFESSIONA, A5SOCIANON

Re: US-54 Urban
(BC)54-87 U-038-3(35)
PEC File No. 30-74051-011

Dear Mr. Sherwood:

This letter is in reply to questions specifically noted by items as requested
in your letter dated February 4, 1975. They are respectively as follows:

1. The design as proposed in the design study report and shown as Figure 5
therein was approved by the State Highway Commission of Kansas and the
Federal Highway Administration in their letter dated January 30, 1975.
A copy of Figure 5 is enclosed for your review. Plans for right-of-way
based on this design concept are about ready for final submission to the
State Highway Commission.

On February 3, 1975, we were given notice to proceed with final design 
of construction plans for the entire project. During this phase we will t
have further design refinement than is currently reflected In the right-
of-way plans. The design concept remains with a one-way westbound frontage
road a long the north side of US-54 from Tyler Road to Hoover Road, and no
improvement of McCormick between Tyler and Reca. It is intended to have
Hendryx serve as the collateral road for eastbound and westbound local
traffic when development occurs. The right-of-way and most of the
improvement on Hendryx are to be accomplished through the usual process r
by the City of Wichita, Kansas.

2. In regard to the question on favoring or being against the opening of
McCormick on the south half of the dedicated right-of-way we are, of
courses neutral as it relates to the affected property owners. f=*it,-

t

t

If you are speaking in terms of an entrance, we believe there could be
either a joint entrance or a single entrance depending on actions taken
by the affected property owners.

-continued- '

1440 EAST ENGLISH

WIC•UTA. KANSAS /7211

(316} 202-2601

-1
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141 *422©1 Mr. Roger Sherwood
February 12, 1975
Page two

Mirl*E,/
If you are concerned about a public street, more right-of-way would be
required for a standard 2-lane city street. In the event the affected

property owners made the proper dedications and met other city standards
and criteria such as drainage, etc., we assume a petition for the street

€19* Improvement would be accepted by the City.
%:*1%
42,4,& In either case we believe a design change could be made in the present

plans to accommodate the entrance or street, subject, however, to con-
currence by the City on the street connections.

t

3. The present design concept has provisions for carrying the Bailey
Addition drai nage in a storm sewer within the highway right-of-way;
however, positive drainage of certain low-tying areas cannot be assured
until improvements are extended outside the right-of-way by other parties.

A construction phasing for the project is presently being considered but
has not received approval at this time. After it becomes known in which
phase the storm sewer is to be constructed, programming for the con-
struction of any phase will be subject to budgetary constraints of the
over-all highway program.

We hope the questions you have posed have been answered to your satisfaction;
if not, please advise us, or you are welcome to come to our office to view
the design study report and the right-of-way plans.

Very truly yours,

PROFESSIONAL ENGINEERING CONSULTANTS, P. A.

GRat¢*0ktkud.)
Charles J. F'*und, P. E.
Vice-President

cc: Mr. Glenn Anschutz, P. E.\,
Engineer of Design, KHC
w/copy of Sherwood Ltr.

f

P £ 9:173 %7<9' 324*¢*CZZZ-"4-"'-"--"1'--"-=''=*vAN

¢**41
L

L

1 fell

-



44<&94
February 14, 1975

Mr. Roger Sherwood, Attorney

516 Century Plaza Building
Wichita. Kansas 67202

Subject: Z-1471 - "AA" and "A"

to "IC" and DP-50

Commercial CUP - NE

corner of McCormick and

Tyler Road

Dear Mr. Sherwood:

Our letter to you on January 29, 1975 stated that subject
caies might possibly be reconsidered by the Planning Commisgion
on February 27, 1975.

ptietty
14-7.

Thia is to advise that since the application has been amended
subject cases will have to be readvertined for public hearing
and new notices mailed to adjacent property owners. Therefore,

this matter has been rescheduled for consideration by the
Planning Commission at their regular meeting on March 13. 1975.
the meeting to begin at 1:30 p.m. Room 401, City Building Annex.

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

sincerely.

Jack H. Galbraith
Chief Planner

JHG:js

0%9

49&49.
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·,0*44 -0
Mr. Roger Sherwood

February 14, 1975
Page Two

I

ce: Bill E. Mesker, International Flying Farmer• Bldg.
Mid-Continent Airport 67215

Bud White. 210 Pattie 67211

Marlo E. Goering. Attorney, 8724 Maple 67209
Robert Hall, P. 0. Box 1034 67201
Albert W. Shiflet. 424 Floyd 67209
John R. Taylor, 512 Floyd 67209
Ms. William R. Johnion. 423 Topaz 67209
Dennis Main, 516 Floyd 67209
Ms. A. E. Suenram. 532 Turquoise 67209
Everett Glamme. 513 Floyd 67209
K. 0. Taylor. 1542 South St. Francis 67211

8%3".

2»344
94*

lit¢*4

Aptit.

*

3
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2/10/75APPATION FOR COMMUNITY UNIT N REVISED DP-50
( PLANNED RESIDENTIAL OR COMMERCIAL DEVELOPMENT)
FOR PROPERTY LOCATED WITHIN THE LIMITS OF THE

CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS

This is an application for a Community Uni t 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.

1*74 :4 I. Name of applicant or applicants and/or their agent or agentg
a. Applicant ./ BILL E. MESKER

International Flying Farmers Bldg., Mid-Continent Airport
Address Wichita, Kansas 67215 Phone 942-1468

Agent j ROGER SHERWOOD
516 Century Plaza Building

Address Wichita, Kansas 67202 Phone 267-2819

b. Applicant p1 BUD WHITE
210 Pattie

Address Wichita, Kansas 67211 Phone 265-4618

Agent t ROGER SHERWOOD
516 Century Plaza Building

Address Wichita, Kansas 67202 Phone 267-2819

c. Applicant

Address
Phone

Agent

Address
Phone

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

II.A The applicant hereby requests Community Unit Plan approval on
property zoned and legally descr ibed as Lot(s)

Block(s)

Addition.

(If appropriate, metes and bounds description may be provided in
the space below or on an attached sheet.)

(See attached description)

II.B There are 25.4
acres (round to nearest tenth) in the above

described property.

T9-330-3 f

...7



1 ' , 'III. This property located at (address) 6 South Tyler Road 
The general location is (use appropriate section)

a. at the Northeast
corner of McCormick

Tyler Roadand
; or

b. on the side of (Ave.

Street) between (Ave., Street) and

(Ave., Street).
243&11

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.

BILI, E. MES.KE8
BU WHITE

By

Aut horized Agent (if any) RbWPitiMic@pnt C if any)ROGER SHERWOOD

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

V. OFFICE USE ONLY

%74/

.rf€£ IThis application was received at the Planning Department at

(IEDPM) on,di- /2./975- (Day, Month,
Year) . It has been checked and found to be complete and accom-

panied by required documents and the appropriate fee of

Title

* 1

T9-330-4

I.-/*t -i. +- -*4=0'*» 5%7f4 /=8,10-    ,
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REVISED DP-50

ATTACHMENT TO

REVISED

APPLICATION FOR COMMUNITY UNIT PLAN

Legal Description:

That part of the NW 1/4 of Section 28, T27S, RlW
of the 6th P.M., Sedgwick County, Kansas, lying
south of Hendryx Street, except the west 65 feet
thereof and except that part of Carriage House
Plaza, Wichita, Sedgwick County, Kansas, lying
south of said Hendryx Street

also

Lots 1, 8 and 9, Block 1, Carriage House Plaza,
Wichita, Sedgwick County, Kansas.

The property described above contains 25.4 acres,
more or less.

'<4:.

2-

4,4.-:bl' .-'.4.4 .. ·'I
'fet
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK UNTY DATE

MITROPOLITAN ARIA PLANNING DIPARTMENT February 3, 1975

TO The Files

FROM Jack H. Galbraith, Chief Planner

BUSJECT DP-50 - CARRIAGE HOUSE CUP

On this date Roger Sherwood, Cal McMillan and K. 0. Taylor came
in to discuss the above captioned CUP and the conditions for re-
consideration expressed by the City Commission.

It was finally determined that they would amend their application
for both the zone change and the community unit plan and that

Hendryx would remain on its present alignment. It was also

agreed that four parcels would be submitted, one of which would
be des ignated for drainage purposes only with a statement that
at such time as drainage improvements are completed associated

with h ighway improvements, that the plan could be amended and a
commercial use requested.

McMillan's major concern was whether or not a wall would be
required along the south side of Hendryx adjacent to Parcel 2,
and whether or not Turquoise would terminate in a cul-de-sac.

He is to check with an adjacent property owner to see if he is
agreeable to terminating Turquoise in a cul-de-sac and will
check with his other clients concerning the desirability of the
wall.

Parcel 2 will be changed to require either two or three buildings.

Sherwood will review ·plans with Charles Freund o f P.E.C. and

obtain a letter from him as to the status of highway plans for
the interchange at Tyler Road and the one-way frontage road

system.

They are to submit amended applications by February 12, 1975 for
these cases to be readvertised notices sent for the

Planning Commission meeting of 3, 1975.

1.0. fiff).ill)24.412
Galbraith

lanner

d new

rch 1

Jac H.

chile P
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January 29, 1975

f:·.;P:&4.
2. Proposed uses are not specific.

3. Design of the interchange and proposed frontage road
relocation are not definite at this time..94
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Mr. Roger Sherwood, Attorney
516 Century Plaza Building
Wichita, Kansas 67202

C - ' 4
.er 6 .

'hip
an
4  13444 V
tr.·99

Re: Z-1471 - "AA" and "A" to

"LC" and DP-50 - Commercial

CUP - Northeast corner of

McCormick and Tyler Road

Dear Mr. Sherwood:

The Board of City Commissioners, on Januazy 2 8, 1975, con-
sidered the above-captioned cases, and after considerable <tls-
cussion regarding drainage, location of Hendryx, proposed high-
way plans, screening, access points to Hendryx, etc., it was
the action of the City Commission to return these cases to the

Planning Commission for reconsideration. Specific reasons for
returning the cases are listed as follows:

. 6 .MIL .ijal.

94

1. The CUP is disguised strip zoning - too many proposed m.

buildings.
EL

4. Resolve the drainage problems on the CUP rather than
waiting to plat.

5. Establish a benefit district to distribute the cost of the

drainage solution.

6. Determine whether or not the improvement of Hendryx will
be the developer' s cost or the State Highway Department
cost.

7. Determine the number of access points proposed to Hendryx.

8. Consider more planned open space.

"55=
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Page 2 - Mr. Roger Sherwood
January 29, 1975

These are the comments I wrote down during the discussion. It

would be my recommendation that you consider the concerns ex-
pressed by the City Commission, as well as those expressed by
adjacent property owners. It would also be my recommendation
that you might want to consider redesigning the CUP, which might
necessitate readvertising the zone change request for public
hearing. The earliest possible time that these cases could be
reconsidered would be February 27, 1975. However, in the event
readvertising is necessary, they could probably not be con-
sidered until March 13, 1975.

After we have an opportunity to discuss the matter with you, we
R will keep those receiving copies of this letter advised as to

your plans for having the cases reconsidered. After you review
our comments, if you would like a meeting to discuss your pro-
posal, please advise.

Sincerely,

2 1

c Jack H. Gatbraith
Chief Planner

JHG:ber

ce: Bill E. Mesker, International Flying Farmers Bldg.
Mid-Cantinent Airport 67215

Bud White, 210 Pattie 67211
Marlo E. Goering, Attorney, 8724 Maple 67209
Robert Hall, P.O. Box 1034 67201
Albert W. Shiflet, 424 Floyd 67209
John R. Taylor, 512 Floyd 67209
Ms. William R. Johnson, 423 Topaz 67209

Dennis Main, 516 Floyd 67209
Ms. A. E. Suenram, 532 Turquoise 67209
Everett Glasse, 513 Floyd 67209
K. 0. Taylor, 1542 South St. Francis 67211

4'1,/j.,a. 1%.9444**, 40.*a
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ADAMS, JONES, ROBINSON AND MALONE
CHARTERED

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

POST OFFICE 80* 1034

CHALES ...IONS WICHITA, KANSAS 67201

wILLIAM S. AICHAROSON

CLIFOAD L MALONE

MAR. H. ADAMS I January 27, 1975 ....'CAN ./.INGS ./ILDING

201 NORTH MAIN
JOHN S. SEEBER

FLOYD C· JENSEN

Tcp,40,4. 314'26'·ese,
DONALD W. DOSTWICK

IRIAN ..SULLIVAN

LAURENCE A.STANTON

3*AD.2
Jack H. Galbraith
Chief Planner

Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
City Annex Building
104 South Main Street

Wichita, Kansas 67202

Re:

'W*&(02%

Z-1471 - "AA" and "A" to "LC"

DP-50 - Commercial CUP - North-
east corner of McCormick and

Tyler Road

Dear Mr. Galbraith:

20-9

I appeared at the regular meeting of the Metropolitan
Planning Commission on January 9, 1975 representing Marion M.
Wimmer and Anne Marie Wimmer the owners of Lot 2, Lot 7, and
Lot 6, "Carriage House Plaza", Wichita, Sedqwick County, Kansas.
At that time I presented numerous objections my clients had with
respect to the approval of the CUP submitted by the applicants
in the above referenced matter.

The objections that were made to the CUP were made
honestly and in good faith. Subsequent to the meeting, we have
discussed the area problems with the applicants and particularly
those problems relating to the location and problems connected
with the location of the lake. We are now satisfied that the

applicants will exhibit and exercise good faith with respect to
the development and would withdraw our previous objections and
would not plan to appear and present any objections with respect
to the application when it comes before the City Commission.

We thank you and your fine staff for your assistance
and cooperation.

Oj44%

. 714%
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N 28 1975 C

r 1

Very ruly yours,

C ke LALL
Robhrt Hall
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RECOMMENDATION FROM METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION TO
BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS

REQUEST FOR ZONING.

REQUEST FOR COMMUNITY UNIT PLAN
7

CASE Now 2-1471 & DP-50 OONSIDERED BY MAPC: 1-9-75

Change from "AA" and "A"to"LC"
'w, REQUEST FOR: Approval of Commercial CUP

REASON FOR REQUEST (AS PROVIDED BY APPLICANT) :
ft»

None stated.

GENERAL LOCATION:

64*ffri:
ff«

Northeast corner of McCormick
and Tyler Road.

LEGAL DESCRIPTION:

See attached excerpt from Planning Commission
minutes of January 9, 1975.

i¢¥2.27;-

Bill E. Mesker, 33 Rolling Hills 67209, and
APPLICANT: Bud White, 210 Pattie 67211

COUNSEL FOR APPLICANT:
Roger Sherwood, Attorney

PROTESTORS (LIST COUNSEL) IF ANY: Marlo Goering, attorney, spoke in opposi-tion on behalf of various residents in the area; Robert Hall, attorney,
spoke in opposition on behalf of the owner to the east; Albert Shiflet,

John R. Taylor, Glenda Johnson, Dennis Main, and Mrs. A.D.Suenram, spoke
in opposition.

SURROUNDING ZONING:
To the north is "AA", "A" and "BB" ; east is "A" and
"LC" ; south is "LC", "C" and "E" ; west is "AA"

LAND USE: Subject property is undeveloped; north is single- family, two- famikand undeveloped; south is single-family, offices, liquor store and ser-vice station; west is church, single-family and undeveloped.

446

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION:That Case Z-1471 be approved, and that DP-50 Community Unit Plan be
approved, subject to the following conditions: (See attached excerpt

of minutes of January 9, 1975 for conditions.)Gragert moved, Hopper seconded and it carried by a vote of 5 in favor(Gragert, Hopper, Bayouth, Gardenhire and Kamen) and 4 opposed (Hennessy,
Rising, Taylor and Goebel) . (Hill absent.)

ACTION 1 . Approve the zone change and CUP as recommended by the Metro-
politan Area Planning Commission, subject to the recommended conditions,

71%1#d and instruct the Planning Department to forward the ordinance for first
reading when the plat is forwarded to the City Commission; or2. Return the applications to the Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission for its reconsideration. The City Commission states the
following reasons for its action:

T9-220
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January 10, 1975

Mr. Roger Sherwood, Attorney
516 Century Plaza Building
Wichita, Kansas 67202

Re: 2-1471 - "AA" and "A" to "LC"

DP-50 - Commercial CUP - North-
east corner of McCormick and

Tyler Road

Dear Mr. Sherwood:

At the regular meeting of the Metropolitan Area Planning Com-
mission on January 9, 1975, the above-captioned cases were
considered. After considerable discussion, the action of the

Commission was to recommend the approval of the zone change
request and the associated Community Unit Plan subject to
the following conditions:

A. Platting of subject property within one year from the
date of approval by the Board of City Commissioners; or
the applications be considered denied and closed.

P.:

B. Increase the building setback on Parcel 3 from the
frontage road to 65 feet.

C. Increase the 35-foot setback on Parcel 2 adjacent to
Tyler Road to 165 feet.

D. Amend the second sentence under General Provision #1

397"*

9%96
th*kie.

1%44

P

t.i*3

.%?f
to read as follows: "The maximum number of curb cuts

on the south side of Hendryx Street shall be determined
at the time of platting."

Adding a General Provision to provide that all structures
on Parcels 2 and 3 shall face to the south.

Reduce the proposed number of buildings on Parcel 2 to 4.

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.

-6 -44:97.

4:44<*1
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Page 2 - Roger Sherwood

January 10, 1974

H.

I.

The development of thil property proceeding in accord-
ance with the development plan as approved by the Plan-
ning Commisiton, and any Bubstantial deviation of the
plan. as determined by the Superintendent of Central In-
spection and the Director of Planning. shall constitute
a violation of the building permit authorizing construe-
tion of the proposed development.

Any major changes in thle development plan being resub-
mitted to the Planning Commiesion and City Commission
for their consideration.

4ff

Although the Planning Commission did not discuss General Pro-

vision 82 referring to signs, recently the sign ordinance
was amended by the Board of City Commissioners, and we would
recommend that that provision be amended to read as follows:

On-site signs as permitted by the zoning district,

provided that no signs shall be located adjacent
to Hendryx nor shall signs be placed on the north
side of the proposed buildings which can be seen
by residents to the north.

f.: )44

39lt

Consideration of these cases will be fozwarded to the Board

of City Commissioners for consideration at the regular meeting
on January 28, 1975, provided that we receive 10 copies of the
revised CUP reflecting the Planning Commission recomendation
by January 22, 1975, the meeting to start at 9: 00 a.m. in Room
201 City Building, 204 South Main.

If you have any questions, please call.

Sincerely.

Jack H. Galbraith

Chief Planner

JHG:ber

CC: Bill E. Mesker, International Flying Farmers Bldg.
Mid-Continent Airport 67215

Bud White, 210 Pattie 67211
Marlo E. Goering, Attorney, 8724 Maple 67209
Robert Hall, P. 0. Box 1034 67201

Albert W. Shiflet, 424 Floyd 67209
John R. Taylor, 512 Floyd 67209
Ms. William R. Johnson, 423 Topaz 67209

Dennis Main. 516 Floyd 67209
Mo. A. E. Suenram, 532 Turquoise 67209
Everett Glamie, 513 Floyd 67209
K. 0. Taylor, 1542 South St. Francis G7211

City Manager' s Office
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Mr. Marlo E. Goering, Attorney
8724 Maple21:1

·- . 2 >t« i Wichita, Kansas 67209

Re: Z-1471 - "AA" and "A" to "LC'
DP-50 - Commercial CUP - North-
east corner of McCormickand
Tyler Road %944.:

¥4*11.0.
Dear Mr. Goering:

p.'pr
At the regular meeting of the Metropolitan Area Planning Com-
mission on January 9, 1975, the above-captioned cases were
considered. After considerable discussion, the action of the
Commission was to recommend the approval of the zone change
request and the associated Community Unit Plan subject to
the conditions as shown by the enclosed copy of our letter
to Mr. Sherwood.

It ie my understanding that you obtained a number of protest -
petition forms from our office yesterday, but if more are -WA
needed for those within a radius of 200 feet of the zone change .%application area, they may be obtained from our office. Any met'
protest petitions to be filed must be submitted to the City ..2
Clerk's ofice no later than 5:00 p.m. on Thursday, January 23,
1975. ..1

If you have any questions, please call.

Sincerely,

Jack H. Galbraith
Chief Planner

JHG:ber

cc: Robert Hall, Attorney, P. 0. Box 1034 67201

Ms. William R. Johnson, 423 Topaz 67209

Albert W. Shiflet, 424 Floyd 67209
John R. Taylor, 512 Floyd 67209

Dennis Main, 516 Floyd 67209
Ms. A. E. Suenram, 532 Turquoise 67209
Everett Glasse, 513 Floyd 67209
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TTICHITA-SEE)G'LICK COUNTY
MFTROPOLITAN PRFA PLANNING DDFARTMENT

r 'AFC HEARING DATE: Jan. 9, 1975

Case No. Z-1471 and Reruest, 'AA" and "A" to "Lf:"DP-50
Approval of a Commercial CUP

location: Northeast corner of Mccormick and Tyler Road

Reason: None stated.

1. -bils«
1 Acres: 32.36 - pp

Size: 735 ft. by 2080 ft. 1%:94ft.26.9 - Z-1471
Irregular shape

1.·i,? 2 9%
Land Use

f

Zoning

"AA","A" & '·LC"
"AA" , "AN & "P.B.

"A" & "LC"
LLC" "·Cu & 'F"

u AA"

Existing UndevelopedNorth Single-family,two-family & undevelopedEast Undeveloped & furniture storeSouth

 Single-family, offices, liquor store& service station
Nest

Church, single-family & undeveloped
1 «...99-

Necessary street right-of-way to De  Platted: Parcel 3 isacquired at time of platting. platted as 3 lots -History: A portion of subject prop- remainder is unplatted. i-»4erty (Parcel 3) was contained in I
Z-1244 - "AA" to "At' & "LCD"

 Sidewalk: NoMRPC: 1-14-71 Approved
BCC: 2-2-71 Approved

Comments

04.¢5*1. The applicants presently have 0.6 acres of "LC" zoning andare reauesting a zone change from the "AA" Single-familyDistrict and the "A" ·Ik·,0 Family District to the r'LC" LichtCommercial ristrict. Parcel A as shown in the CUP is notincluded in the zone change request and will remain "AP."Single-family. The requested zone change will result in anadditional 26.9 acres of light commercial zoning.
PLTy

2. As required by the CUP provisions of the zoning ordinance andwhere a tract of land contains more than 6 acres proposed forcommercial development end is under single control, a devel-opment plan has been submitted for review and approval by thePlanning Commission.

3. The Plan as submitted proposes a four parcel development withParcels 1, 2 and 3 allowing all uses provided in the "LC"District, except drive-in restaurants, public garages, storagegarages, printing shops and mortuaries; Parcel 4 is proposedfor open space, planting area, utility and drainage easements.

U.4.'A·.:22

2*44

Mff..

4* 7«74%
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Page 2 - Case No. 2-1471 & DP-50

January 9, 1975

The applicant has been encouraged to be Fore specif i.c in list-
ing proposed uses, espec ially on Parcel 2 where a maxirmim of
6 separate buildings is proposed. The Plan indicates the re·
quired information on total area, maximum building heights,
maximum land coverage by huildings, proposed general uses,
maximum curb cuts, sign controls, lighting controls, building
setback lines, and screening controls.

4. The applicants have been made aware of the serious drainage
problem in the area. This cruarter section is extremely flat
and should development take place prior to resolving the
drainage problem for all the area, then ponding will occur in
the Floyd Bailey Additions. The applicants have included a
provision in the text that specific drainage solutions will lie
determined at time of platting and they have suggested the de-
velopment of a temporary pond on the east side of Parcel 2.

5. The zoning raps proposed in conjunction with the proposed new
zoning ordinance project subject property to he in the "P-2"
Community Retail District, which would allow the range of ums
suggested. The maximum building coverage and floor area ratio
as proposed is also consistent vith the requirements of the
'113-2'· District.

6. The development plan as originally submitted proposed a 165-·
foot building setback line on Parcel 2 adj acent to Tyler Road,
however, the applicants now propose a 35-foot building setback
in that area. The Planning Commission should determine whether
a 35-foot building setback is sufficient for this type of devel-

opment along Tyler Road.

7. In reviewing the plan i t was noted that up to 8 separate build-
ings are proposed for the three parcels. This would appear
to be an excessive number of freestanding structures and should
be reduced to negate the appearance of a "strip type" develop-
ment. Consideration should he aiven to reguiring the applicant
to reduce the number of proposed buildings (6) or Parcel 2.

A

8. The Plan as submitted proposes seven access points to Hendryk
Street from Parcel 2 and appears to be an excessive number of
curb cuts to service the area of the development adjacent to a
single-family area. Consideration should also be given to re-
ducing this number.

9. Upon the determination as to the appropriateness of the zone
change recruest and the proposed development plan, approval
should be subject to consideration of the following recommended
conditions:

a. Platting of subject nroperty, including the vacation of
McCormick Street on the south, within one year from the
date of approval by the Board of County Commissioners; or
the applications be considered denied and closed.

342
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Page 3 - Case No. Z-1471 and DP-50
January 9, 1975

b. The 35-foot building setback ad jacent to Tyler Road in
Parcel 2 shall be restored to the 165-foot setback as
originally submitted.

c. The maximum number of curb cuts to Hendryx and the maxintum
number of buildings for Parcel 2 should be determined by
the Planning Commission.

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

e. 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
Inspection and the Director of Planning, shall constitute
a violation of the building permit authorizing construe-
tion of the proposed development.

f. Any major changes in this development plan being resub- C.5
pitted to the Planning Commission and City Commiss ion
for their consideration.

»5628
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0
LAW OFFICES

KAPLAN AND MCMILLAN LAW 'UILDING

430 NOFTH MARKET
ROBERT W. KAPLAN

WICHITA,KANSAS 67202
CALVIN ./MILLAN

310-282·SI;S
RICHARD M. KLINGE

January 23, 1975

REFERENCE: ITEM-
JAN 2 8 1975

AGENDAFOR·-4/?>j.EZ.

¢*374,2

Ralph Wulz, City Manager
Third Floor, 204 South Main
Wichita, Kansas 67202

RE: Case Z1471 - "AA" and "A" to "LC"

DP-50 - Commercial CUP - Northeast

corner of McCormick and Tyler
Our File 5855

Dear Sir:

Please be advised that this office represents the protesting
petitioners and property owners in Wichita, Sedgwick County,
Kansas, protesting the proposed change of zoning for property
described as case Z-1471 requesting a zone change from "AA" to
"LC '2

The property is legally described as being in the general area
located at the northeast corner of McCormick and Tyler Road
consisting of approximately 26.9 acres.

The purpose of this letter is to request permission to make
oral argument on behalf of my cleints at the City Commission
Meeting scheduled January 28, 1975.

Very truly yours,

KAPLAN AND MCMILLAN

Br: 6%44 28:264*,

0 : '.7

Calvin McMillan

CM/pn

M
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION

CITY BUILDING ANNEX, 104 South Main

Wichita, Kansas 67202

December 26, 1974

NOTICE TO ADJOINING PROPERTY OWNERS:

1§ ·re¥:t

1 t¥Gt
lk'733117*4/&

th..44*

The Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission

will consider the following item in Room 401 City Building Annex, 104
South Main, Wichita, Kansas, at its meeting at 1:30 p.m. on January 9,

1975, at which time you may appear either in person or by agent or

attorney, if you so desire.

P.liff
394*
4«FOR
*322*

DP-50 - Part of the NW % of Sec. 28, T27S, Rlw of the 6th P.M.

Sedgwick County, Kansas, described as follows: Beginning

at a point on the south line of said NW 4, 65 ft. east of
the SW corner of said NW %; thence north parallel to the
west line of said NW 4, 568 ft. more or less to the south
line of Hendryx Street; thence east on said south line of

said Hendryx Street to the east line of Lot 5, Block 1,

Floyd Bailey Fifth Addition, Wichita, Sedgwick County,
Kansas, extended south; thence north to the NE corner of

said Lot 5 in said Block 1, in said Floyd Bailey Fifth
Addition; thence east to the NE corner of Lot 1, Block 3,

Carriage House Plaza, Wichita, Sedgwick County, Kansas;
thence southwesterly to a point 762 feet north and 1145
feet west of the SE corner of said NW %; thence south-

easterly to a point 725 feet north and 1015 feet west of
said SE corner of said NW %; thence southeasterly to a

point 570 feet north and 755 feet west of said SE corner
of said NW %; thence southeasterly to a point 515 feet
north and 625 feet west of said SE corner of said NW 4;

thence southeasterly to a point on the east line of Lot 2,
Block 2, said point being 10 feet north of the SE corner of

said Lot 2, Block 2 in said Carriage House Plaza; thence,
south to the SE corner of Lot 1, Block 1, in said Carriage

House Plaza; thence westerly on the south line of said
Lot 1, Block 1 to the SW corner of said Lot 1, Block 1;
thence south 10 feet to the south line of said Nw 4;

thence west to the point of beginning. Generallv located

a the northeast corner McCormick and Tyler Road.

The Development Plan of this area 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
Planning Department Office. Room 402 City Building Annex, 104 South
Main, Wichita, Kansas, and is available for public information and review.

3?4%.
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7. Al

Notice to Adjoining Property Owners

DP-50

Page Two Z5·4
The Development Plan on file proposes an approximate 27.7 acre

commercial development which will include a shopping center, banking
and/or saving and loan facilities, offices and retail service and/cr
sales. Included in the Development Plan is information concerning
building setbacks, maximum number of structures, maximum ground cov-
erage by structures, maximum number of curb cuts, sign and building
height limitations and screening.

NOTE: It is the policy of the Planning Commission that any re-
quest for a deferral of the hearing of this case shall be submitted

y to the Secretary, Robert A. Lakin, 104 South Main, 1 daya 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

f. 1 0.44

1 912
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December 17. 1974 ,//li

Mr. Roger Sherwood, Attorney 4,--I...1.-1-Irl--2...IN

200··-4-=eL# 5,6 c-*1 41„ 82*·Wichita. Kansas 67202 r

Subjects Z-1471 -- 'AA" & 'A" to
"IC" and DP-50 - Carriage
House CUP - NE corner of

Tyler Road & McCormick '*

lime

Dear Mr. Sherwood:

We have reviewed the above captioned preliminary development plan
with representatives of the Department of Public Works and the
following are their comments as well ae ours.

324

Fiat, and as your clients are aware, the Flood Control Divi,ion
points out the seriousness of the drainage problems in the area.
This quarter lection is extremely flat and ,hould development
take place on subject property. without resolving the drainage
problemi for all the area, then it can be expected that ponding
will occur in the Floyd Bailey Additions. The Flood Control
Divi,ion advi,es that in their disculsions with the developers
and their engineer they agreed that it im possible to develop
Parcel 1 and the western portion of Parcel 2 without adversely
affecting the balance of the platted lots in the variow Floyd
Bailey Additions. It ia their feeling, however. as well as ours.

that it i, incumbent of thoie partie, to develop storm water

storage facilitiem that will clearly benefit those areas in thi
Floyd Bailey Plati which are distre„ed by periodi of long standing
ourface water. The Flood Control Office alao advi,e, that they can

•ee no evidence that Itorm water drainage ham been conlidered or
provided for on the plan and. therefore. perhaps it would be to
your intereat to continue in your efforts to provide solutions
for solving the drainage problems by contacting the Flood Control
office and arrange additional meeting, to discui• thi• matter.

- '»*24<biad..... =
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Mr. Roger Sherwood
December 17. 1974

Page Two

In reviewing thi plan we note that up to eight buildingi are
propold for Parcel 2. Thi, im, in our opinion. an exciuive
number of free *tanding •tructures and Ihould be reduced to
nogate a '•trip type'· devolopmont. Ba•ed on th• uies •uggested,
there would,Nm to be no need in exce,i of three buildingi.
Al,o wi noti that General Provi,ion #7 makes no provi,ion for
a wall adjacent to Parcel #4 nor on thi out property line ad-
jacent to the existing "A" zoning.

Although you indicate two curb cuts to Hondryx on the face of
thi plan. this ii not specified under General Provioion #1 and
•hould be corrected. You Ihould also indicate the number of

opining, propoied to thi service road.

In Order to provide thi fire lanes ipecified in General Provision
05 it will be nece,mary to indicate a 30-foot building,etback ad-
jacent to the eait line of Parcel #3 and a 30-foot setback between
Pareell 2 and 3.

In addition to the,e comments. the following addition, or changel
should be indicated on the plan:

22*99

4.
4 3. Add a General Provision to read as follown "Off-,treet

parking and loading spaces ohall be provided al required by
Ordinance.

pf-/ 1. A parcel nurnber (1) mhall be indicated on the plan and thi
following format be used for all parcel (s) information:

Pareel No.
1. Net Areas acre, or square feet.

2. Maximum building coverage: 30% of square fiet.
3. Maximum building height: feet.
4. Maximum floor area: - square feet.
5. Floor area ratio: .

6. Propoied unes:

7. Maximum number of •tructure,1

Ina•much a• thi foregoing •hould be uied. General Provi•ion #2 may
be deleted and thi remaining provisions renumbered accordingly.

Add a General Provision to read ai followa: -Minimum

building setbacke shall be as indicated on the plan."

@7-1

34%

'4 96'le,NE 1,35:

L

CU:*lry:
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Mr. Roger Sherwood
Dicomber 17. 1974

Page Three

4. Amend General Provimion #6 to read as followi: 'Planting

,creens as indicated on the plan shall be provided and
maintained and shall consist of low,hrubbery and trees

not le,i than ten (10) feet in width and shall be of such

a type, and maintained in much a manner, as to not con-
ititute a traffic hazard.

A landicape plan ohall be prepared by a landscape architect
for the planting screen, and all of Parcel #4, indicating

the location. type, and specification of planting materialeshall be submitted to the Planning Department for their re- 
view and approval prior to issuance of any building permits.

. Add a General Provision to read as follows: "All lights

shall be directed 80 as not to shine directly toward the
residential propertiel to the north, west and east. '

. Add a General Provision to read M follows: "At the time

of platting the applicant shall guarantee the installation
of an accel-decel lane along Tyler Road."

#%9 bleal 07. General Provision #7 should be expanded to provide for the
r*quired wall adjacent to Lot 7 on the ea•t and ae followi:

A wall Ihall be provided along the wait and north side, ""/#/B*K

of Parcel #4 and along the north side of Hendryx Street *27-

where the storage area. Bervici area. or rear of the m#fix

Tt·;74 1,i.ih ....9 1buildings face directly onto Hendryx. The wall shall
«339 not be constructed on any utility easement. ..0£

In addition to these recommended changes, it will be necessary

that subject property be plattid within one year from the date of
approval by the Board of City Commissioners or both the CUP and
associated zone change request considered denied and closed.

2432

Thi Traffic Engineering office advises that a major opening to
Tyler Road at a medial break in iati,factory, however, it will

.AP·ARA

ek require the developer to guarantee an accel/decel lane and redesign ft»
the madial to provide for adequate left turn storage for •outhbound ii*2:bat.

traffic on Tyler turning into the proposed center. @*mk

h'..

1
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Mr. Roger Sherwood
December 17, 1974

Page Four

Ril!
9 et,La

1 1.4/4

k

Inaimuch a, subject property liel north of the Mid-Continent
Airport. it will be necea•ary at the time of platting, that thi
applicant prepare and submit to thi Planning Dipartment an avi-
gational ea•emint covering all of •ubjkt parcel as it is located
within the flight approach cone for the Mid-Continent Airport.
The applicant shall alio •ubmit to the Planning Department a covinant
which assure• that adequate conltruction mithod• will be utilized
so as to minimize the affects of noii pollution within all structure•
propoied to be developed on mubject property.

These are moit of the commenti we have at thil time. Although many
of the comment, are concerning changu that can be made on the CUP,
the serious problem which il unre,olved pertain• to drainage.

Prior to our final review for the Planning Commi,aion. it i,
necessary that you provide thi additional information on the face
of the plan and submit 14 revised copies to our office by Decerrber 27, 
1974. If you have any questions concerning theoe recommended con-
ditions, please contact me and I'll be happy to •et a time. at your
convenience, that we can discus, this matter. Enclosed in the marked

copy of the plan which should be reviewed with your client and hi,
engineer.

Sincerely,

Jack H. Galbraith

Chie f Planner

PEr JMG:j.
Enel.

ce: Bill E. Melker and Bud White. 8181 We•t Kellogg 67209
K. O. Taylor. 1542 South St. Francis 67211

94*t.

910
r«722*372

A 99%.
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APPLICATION FOR COMMUNITY UNIT PLAN

( PLANNED RESIDENTIAL OR COMMERCIAL DEVELOPMENT)

FOR PROPERTY LOCATED WITHIN THE LIMITS OF THE

CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS

REVISED DP-50

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 BILL E. MESKERInternational Flying nrn:<rs , Mid-Continent Airport
Address Wichita, Kansas 67215 Phone 942-1468

390,9

Agent

Address

4 ROGER SHERWOOD
516 Century Plaza Building
Wichita, Kansas 67202

Phone
267-2819

b. Applicant BUD WHITE
210 Pattie

Wichita, Kansas 67211
Address Phone

265-4618

Agent Q ROGER SHERWOOD

516 Century Plaza Building
Address Wichita, Kansas 67202

Phone
267-2819

II.A

c. Applicant

Address Phone

Agent

Address Phone

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

The applicant hereby requests Community Unit Plan approval on

property zoned and legally described as Lot(s)

, Block(s)

Addition.

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

the space below or on an attached sheet.)

(See attached description.)

II.B There are 32.36

described property. CO
T9-330-3

tenth) in the above

f

r 148

*2424@.9

L



r

III. This property is located at (address) 600 South Tyler Road

The general location is (use appropriate section)

a. at the Northeast corner of McCormick

1
and Tyler Road ; Or

b. on the side of (Ave.,

Street) between (Ave., Street) and

(Ave., Street).

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

344: 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.

'Bni, E. MESKER BUD WHITE

Auth»rized Agent ( i f any) Authorf'zed Agent (if any)
ROGER SHERWOOD ROGER SHERWOOD

2»1·t' By By

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

V. OFFICE USE ONLY

This application was received at the Planning Department at

(AM, 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
M

$

Name

Title

T9-330-4
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REVISED DP-50

ATTACHMENT TO

REVISED

APPLICATION FOR COMMUNITY UNIT PLAN

Legal Description:

. 4 0 Part of the NW 1/4 of Section 28, T27S, RlW of the
6th P.M., Sedgwick County, Kansas, described as
follows: Beginning at a point on the south line
of said NW 1/4, 65 feet east of the SW corner of
said NW 1/4; thence north parallel to the west line
of said NW 1/4, _*8 feet, more or less, to the
south line of Mendryx Street; thence east on said
south line of said Hendrvx Street to the -eastine
of Lot 5, Block 1, Floyd Bailey Fifth Addition,
Wiclii Sed@wick County, Kansas, extended south;
thence north to the NE corner of said Lot 5 in

1
said BlbER-1, in said Floyd Bailey Fifth Addition;
thence 4%_to the NE corner of Lot 1, Block L
Carriage Hous& Plazil-'Wichiti, Sedgwick County,
Kansas; thence southwesterly to a p_ofn 762 feet
north and 1145 feet west of the SE corner--lyf-*A-id

-FW-1/4,-lthence southeastel to a point 725 feet
north and 13115 feet weldifAbid SE corner ofr---
said NW 1/4; thence 4/4*amrly to a point 570
feet north and 7·559'b¥&»E of said SE cornerrjif
Waid NW 1/4; ttu11»101!Kasterly to a point 5152
feet north apda&¥'t west of said SE cornar of
said NW ll4©*%01lioutheasterly to a point on
the east 100 Lot 2, Block 2, said point being
10 feet nolljvoi the SE corner of said Lot 2,
B-lbak-2 -in Mid Carriage House Plaza; thence,

1-louth to the SE corner of Lot 1, BlockC--Itsaid
< Carriage House Plaza; thence westerly on the

south line of said Lot 1, Block 1 to the SW corner

of said Lot 1, Block 1, thence Al,th 10 feet to

In°tlbng,sLEilit,);Por less.

%4 6%21'f

99381

31==AL

362%91

056'k

1.,r

ecutt
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STATEMENT OF OWNERSHIP

**4

k}f

STATE OF KAIISAS )

) ss: ./SEDGWICK COUNTY )

%(Miff
The undersigned duly bonded and qualified abstracter

within and for the County and State aforesaid, does hereby
certify:

A94

That we have examined the records in *le office 6f the
Register of Deeds of Sedgwick County, Kansas, with reference to
tte ownership of the following property in Sedgwick County, Kansas,

· Ownership List of property lying within a radius of 1000 feet of:
Part of the NW* of Section 28, Township 27 South, Range 1 West of
the 6th P.M., Sedgwick County, Kansas, described as follows: Beginning 
at a point on the South line of said NWt, 65 feet east of the SW
corner of said NW*; thence North parallel to the west line of said
NW*, 568 feet, more or less, to the south line of Hendryx Street; ==My.

thence east on said south line of said Hendryx Street to the east 7-
line of Lot 5, Block 1, Floyd Bailey Fifth Addition, Wichita,

Sedgwick County, Kansas, extended South; thence North to the NE
corner of said Lot 5 in said Block 1, in said Floyd Bailey Fifth
Addition; thence east to the NE corner of Lot 1, Block 3, Carriage
House Plaza, Wichita, Sedgwick County, Kansas; thence southwesterly
to a point 762 feet north and 1145 feet west of the SE corner of
said NWi; thence southeasterly to a point 725 feet north and 1015
feet west of said SE corner of said NW·*; thence southeasterly to
a point 570 feet north and 755 feet west of said SE corner of

7/ -U'- said NWt; thence southeasterly to a point 515 feet north and 625
feet west of said SE corner of said NW-6-; thence southeasterly to a
point on the east line of Lot 2, Block 2, said point being 10
feet north of the SE corner of said Lot 2, Block 2 in said Carriage

House Plaza; thence South to the SE corner of Lot 1, Block 1, in
said Carriage House Plaza; thence westerly on the south line of said
Lot 1, Block 1 to the SW corner of said Lot 1, Block 1; thence south

10 feet to the south line of said NW*; thence west to the point of
beginning, containing 32.36 acres, more or less.

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

LOT BLOCK ADDITION OWNER & ADDRESS*ff

Caption property

 3,4 &5 1

Bud & Joyce White
210 Pattie

D Wichita, Kansas 67211

Bill E. & Doris Jean Mesker
0 33 Rolling Hills
1/ Wichita, Kansas 67212

Ruth E. Bailey
/8227 West Maple Street

4 Wichita, Kansas 67209

CARRIAGE HOUSE Q Bud & Joyce White
PLAZA See Address Above

. O Bill E. & Doris Jean Mesker
See Address above

1 1+RH th E. Bailey
bove

COMI'ANY, ' 1 INC.

49;ge,jiff 2·-'b.',, .3%54

·*I.,,.'44·· • 4

'****44>2 fit./f >4 - 1.0 1

-i--

F: Iff:73-f··- j -.,/.-. .h

'.4..3

i·r49*62

L
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4»F'

LOT BLOCK

 2,6 &7 1
1&2 2

except

.2-

·NUT

63&¢24
caption

ADDITION OWNER & ADDRESS -il .

CARRIAGE HOUSE J Marion M. & Anna Marie Wimmier
PLAZA ¥ 4027 Countryside

Wichita, Kansas 67218

CARRIAGE HOUSE  Bud White & Joyce White .PLAZA 210 Pattie - 1
Wichita, Kansas 67211 -''property

g Bill Mesker & Doris Jean Mesker
33 Rolling Hills
Wichita, Kansas 67212

; Ruth E. Bailey
' 8227 West Maple Street
Wichita, Kansas 67209

0 1,2,3 & 4
RIDGE PLAZA 2HD Daniel M. Carney & J. A. Mull Jr.

(# interest)
6572 East Central
Wichita. Kansas 67208

.Imm  Terra Plaza LTD8 interest)
Address Unknown

LE

i#li}90032)m €9809
COMPANY. |INC.

:512

€

J

i

>< 5 RIDGE PLAZA 2ND y Jen Rentals Inc.
\Address Unknown

il 1,2,3,4, 1 RIDGE PLAZA 4TH Daniel M. Carney & J. A. Mull Jr.1, 5,6,7,8, 6572 East Central
9.10.11, Wichita, Kansas 67208
12,13,14
& 15

4 B

/0Wta

< 1&2 WILBUR E. WALKER Wilbur E. & Bernice H. Walker
2ND 16 Douglas Avenue

1Wichita, Kansas 67207
A..ti•A-,i-* i.a.3,-19

1 TRACT NO. 3 SANTA Associated Grocers Company of St.
FE INDUSTRIAL SUB- 1 7761 West Kellogg Louis
DIVISION Wichita, Kansas 67209

FLOYD BAILEY 2ND Theodore E.& Theresa A. Wingett
/ 450 South Westview

Derby, Kansas 67236

1 C FLOYD BAILEY 2ND{ 6 I.*SAC Donald F. & Dorothy J. Van Tries
2601 West 27th Street South
J Wichita, Kansas 67217

Jut.- 3. 3 t -1 <

Llh'
5*4
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K
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING

COMMISSION
CITY BUILDING ANNEX 99
WICHITA KANSAS 67202

NO DEUVERABLE AS ADDRESSiIFIRST O.ASS MAIWO'BRWARDING ORDER ON N NISIGER

Wilbur E. & Bernice H. Walker
16 Douglas Avenue
Wichita, Kansas 67207

® DEC 81 1974 1.-,
ki MErIRCETnTAN A.k

€

t _ 3:941 ftF'IR/722 1 - .1 T .*ht_-a
-

%941

II. 2 WICHITA- SEDQWICK COUNTY

1,-% A
6 'v olla l tiNNIAL

LOMMUfll, 1

ri:*27'75 '21/:7 0

f 4*12 10:|i 102

UU-147) 49 1 0- i.
\\ 04 ...2*==..,-tv." METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING

91*
COMMISSION

Donald F. '& Defrot . i.lij
CITY BUILDING ANNEX 601 West 27 ¢#tg
WICHITA KANSAS 57202 Wichita, Kansah¢ .' '

.C4!191·>,

i*14

90.,atea.t¢/ 7tatia 06 Wea€•t, E.cdoacd
r----"'.--..I'mi"*I...Imv.-1.""MI'.-9...m-.94..,-17*5K

4492=
9FFi9.1.iyepmp.em"MM"MIN

r299997TP83

NOT DELIVERABLE AS ADDRESSEDRWARDING ORDER ON FUCHISHOLM
90

ip,n A [1
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4.62 LOT BLOCK ADDITION OWNER & ADDRESS

2 C FLOYD BAILEY 2ND ,Paul 0. & Elizabeth E. Momenteler
440 Turquoise Lane
Wichita, Kansas 67209

3 C FLOYD BAILEY 2ND JCharles F. King
4 446 Turquoise Lane

Wichita, Kansas 67209

4 C FLOYD BAILEY 2ND / Donald & Barbara S. Price

>450 Turquoise Lane
Wichita, Kansas 67209

5 C FLOYD BAILEY 2ND 1 Aohn R. & Velma D. Thomas
/437 Floyd

Wichita, Kansas 67209

6 C FLOYD BAILEY 2ND JH. Doyle & Barbara A. Fisk
4425 Floyd

Wichita, Kansas 67209

C FLOYD BAILEY 2ND /Joseph C. & Vesta A. Breaker
416 Socora Drive

Wichita, Kansas 67209

1 D FLOYD BAILEY 2ND J Gilbert & Julianna M. Landevehr
/.450 Floyd

Wichita, Kansas 67209

2 D FLOYD BAILEY 2ND Stanley A. & Patricia L. Burasal ·«
/ 164 North Wood Lane

Wichita, Kansas 67212

3 D FLOYD BAILEY 2ND  Larry A. & Janice L. Olick
512 Turquoise Lane

Wichita, Kansas 67209

4 D FLOYD BAILEY 2ND j,Paul A. & Jan L. Behrent
1439 Lopez

Wichita, Kansas 67209

5 D FLOYD BAILEY 2ND 1 Raymond W. & Catherine I. Scheckei -4.·4·.'
/431 Topaz

Wichita, Kansas 67209

6 D FLOYD BAILEY 2ND JWilliam R. & Glendora S. Johnson
4423 Topaz

Wichita, Kansas 67209

7 D FLOYD BAILEY 2ND 1 Gerald D. & Suzanne P. Goodwin
401 Topaz

rrlilihita, Kansas 67209

COMPANY, N -[INC. 433/1,

Ch'

L

LIA

a
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LOT BLOCK ADDITION OWNER & ADDRESS

21,94': 1 8 D FLOYD BAILEY 2ND George W. & Deena N. Cougher
1400 Floyd

Wichita Kansas 67209

9 D FLOYD BAILEY 2ND /Albert W. & Ida Lucile Shiflet

£ /424 Floyd fr

\ Wichita, Kansas 67209 444...

10 D FLOYD BAILEY 2ND J Joseph E. & Trudy K. Miller
/ 436 Floyd

Wichita, Kansas 67209

1 E FLOYD BAILEY 2ND / Nbrman C. & Rita S. Martin
4 400 Topaz

ls>:51:126*'- Wichita, Kansas 67209

2 E FLOYD BAILEY 2ND /ichael E. & Susan P. Chieppo
La .

/ Y 420 Topaz
Wichita, Kansas 67209

S..

E FLOYD BAILEY 2ND Steven L. overstreet
432 Topaz
Wichita, Kansas 67209

4 E FLOYD BAILEY 2ND 41Jon Lee Rueschhof
4 436 Topaz

Wichita, Kansas 67209

5 E FLOYD BAILEY 2ND A„llen E. & Sarah S. Suenram
3332 All Hallows

Wichita, Kansas 67217

6 E FLOYD BAILEY 2ND // H. F. & Carol Rettner
R 542 Turquoise Lane

pachita, Kansas 67209

7 E FLOYD BAILEY 2ND / Keith F. & Dorcas B. Titcomb
 550 Turquois La ne

Wichita, Kansas 67209

8 E FLOYD BAILEY 2ND /4 Donald M. & Opal M. Burns
' 560 Turquoise Lane

Wichita, Kansas 67209

9 E FLOYD BAILEY 2ND jWilliam D. & Chlorene Y. Bennett
570 Turquoise Lane

Wichita, Kansas 67209

10 E FLOYD BAILEY 2ND  William B. Walker & K. Constance
Walker

580 Turquoise Lane
Wichita, Kansas 67209

INC

Glib
COMPANY

' Flaf

%:A,4.SU  4 -4.........

- -ji£guiLa.n.hi#/c.

123===="m=-r
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9.«

LOT BLC

11 E

12 E

13 E

14 E

15 E

16 E

ADDITION OWNER & ADDRESS

FLOYD BAILEY 2ND Seb & Anna Heimerman
8020 Hendryx
Wichita, Kansas 67209

FLOYD BAILEY 2ND JTheodore C. & Sadie E. Juengling v/ 563 Woodchuck Lane
Wichita, Kansas 67209

FLOYD BAILEY 2ND A.A. & Martha A. Reddy

/555 Woodchuck Lane
1 Wichita, Kansas 67209

FLOYD BAILEY 2ND 'Jerold W. & M. Christine Vogt
4547 s. Woodchuck

Wichita, Kansas 67209

FLOYD BAILEY 2ND William & Patsy Y. Weyman

)539 Woodchuck
Wichita, Kansas 67209 1

FLOYD BAILEY 2ND Aex I. & Gladys I. Graham
1*33 Woodchuck

Wichita, Kansas 67209

17 E

18 E

"3

3%41
14#N:

1 8

2 B
4,&,&&*p.

FLOYD BAILEY 2ND David K. & Janet R. Bobst

44525 South Woodchuck
Wichita, Kansas 67209

FLOYD BAILEY 2ND Floyd W. & Ruth E. Bailey
J 8227 West Maple

Wichita, Kansas 67209

, Gilbert w. & Rachel Bailey
820:West Maple
Wichita, Kansas 67209

FLOYD BAILEY 3RD j Bernard T. Keegan
1 450 Evergreen Lane

Wichita, Kansas 67209

FLOYD BAILEY 3RD  j Marvin L. & Jerrie J. Small
434 South Evergreen Lane
Wichita, Kansas 67209

1=

3 B FLOYD BAILEY 3RD  Duane G. & Mary A. Nation Houdek 401 Evergreen
Wichita, Kansas 67209

054 4 8 FLOYD BAILEY BRD  Linzey T. & Virginia M. Parker
98*3

rr-Wichitas Kansas 67209
 415 Evergreen Lane

1930»20€j
COMPANY, I INC.

?297

Ry'..
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. LOT BLOCK ADDITION OWNER AND ADDRESS

. 5 B FLOYD BAILEY 3RD V George A. & Pauline Sproule
l Address Unknown

6 B FLOYD BAILEY 3RD V Robert A. & Mary Ellen Griffin
1 Address Unknown

7 B FLOYD BAILEY BRD ¥ James M. & Carolyn R. Eck
1 Address Unknown

8 B FLOYD BAILEY 3RD Fred C.& Nancy G. Caldwell
1 3503 Chitwood

Wichita, Kansas 67217

9 B FLOYD BAILEY 3RD /Thelma L. Price
4 466 Evergreen Lane

Wichita, Kansas 67209

1 C FLOYD BAILEY 3RD 1Gerald W. & Kathleen C. Carpenter
./ 500 South Evergreen

Wichita, Kansas 67209

2 C FLOYD BAILEY 3RD i Fai Choi & Sharon L. Wu
' 456 South Socora

Wichita, Kansas 67209

3 C FLOYD BAILEY 3RD ,'Charles H. Zirbel
V 450 South Socora

Wichita, Kansas 67209

4 C FLOYD BAILEY 3RD Fred ie Jr. & Norma J. Ware
J 789 Illinois

Wichita, Kansas 67209

5 C FLOYD BAILEY 3RD i Dennis J. & Cavdida Spanish
/ 438 South Socora

lichita, Kansas 67209
6 C FLOYD BAILEY 3RD iKathryn C. Pickering

4 435 South Socora

;tichita. Kansas 67209
7 C FLOYD BAILEY 3RD Robert L. & Margaret Wilson

4 445 Turquoise Lane
Wichita, Kansas 67209

8 C FLOYD BAILEY 3RD J James R. & Francis Irene Woods 
1' 501 Floyd

Wichita, Kansas 67209

9 C FLOYD BAILEY 3RD l,/illis H.& Queenlee S. Cook
7 509 Floyd

Wichita, Kansas 67209

COMPANY,  INC.

-l

f·

L
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BLOCK ADDITION OWNER & ADDRESS

FLOYD BAILEY 3RD  Everett C.& Nancy J. Glas se
4 513 Floyd

Wichita, Kansas 67209

FLOYD BAILEY 3RD j Clifford L. & Wanda L. Kennedy
/ 1542 Garland
4 Wichita, Kansas 67203

FLOYD BAILEY 3RD Q Bille & Doris Jean Mesker
33 Rolling Hills
Wichita, Kansas 67212

FLOYD BAILEY 3RD jEd Cody Construction Inc.
JAddress Unknown

5 I 0 1-4 2,v.6 ·-
FLOYD BAILEY 3RD /Daniel L. & Jane M. Blick

1 520 South Evergreen
4 Wichita, Kansas 67209 te«

•ef,Q:
fll·*Vt

2 D FLOYD BAILEY 3RD  Rodney C. & Paula K. Huse
4 1711 S. Volutsia

Wichita, Kansas 67211

- 3 D FLOYD BAILEY 3RD *Ed Cody Construction Inc.
Address Unknown

.<fat
m 4 D FLOYD BAILEY 3RD /Norman R. & Janet L. Gephardt

 4 524 Floyd
c bte (PE?t.e Wichita, Kansas 67209
6-a-lu-/*./.-

FLOYD BAILEY 3 Mlchael J. & Helen A. Cleveland
; 9600 Hartner

Wichita, Kansas 67212

FLOYD BAILEY 3RD Dennis A. & Penny K. Main

1 516 Floyd
Wichita, Kansas 67209

FLOYD BAILEY 3RD  1.ohn Robert & Betty Jean Taylor
J 530 North Hoover

Wichita, Kansas 67212

5 D

6 D

7 D

8 D

9 D

10 D

FLOYD BAILEY 3RD / i Floyd C. & Barbara R. Bowers
1 J 501 Turquoise Lane

Wichita, Kansas 67209

ft,

1 11

FLOYD BAILEY 3RD V Marvin Herbert & Naomi Lindsay
1 Address Unknown

FLOYD BAILEY 3RD Richard L. & Lorraine K. Mitchell

515 Turquoise Lane

ita, Kansas 67209

(imly
COMPANY.  1 INC.

R

f
r

€8794 4

'Er-

LOT

10 C

11 & C

12

13 C

42%
14 C

1 D
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LOT BLOCK ADDITION OWNER & ADDRESS

11 D FLOYD BAILEY 3RD /,Ben jamin F. & Edith F. Zigler
4 501 Topaz

Wichita, Kansas 67209

12,13, D FLOYD BAILEY 3RD  Bill Mesker & Doris Jean Mesker
14, & 15, 33 Rolling Hills
except part Wichita, Kansas 67212
of caption
property Bud & Joyce White

9 210 Pattie
Wichita, Kansas 67211

3&4 E FLOYD BAILEY 3RD Bill E. & Doris Jean Mesker
9 33 Rolling Hills

Wichita, Kansas 67212

.,CAN· 4 A Bud & Joyce White
V 210 Pattie

Wic hita, Kansas 67211

5 E FLOYD BAILEY 3RD Edwin T. & Elizabeth Jane Tucker 35$fji*
/ 516 Topaz

Wichita, Kansas 67209 Uf**

1,2,3, 1 FLOYD BAILEY 5TH Bud & Joyce White

4, & 5 9 210 Pattie
Wichita, Kansas 67211

Bill E. & Doris Jean Mesker

9 33 Rolling Hills
Wichita, Kansas 67212

1,2,3, 2 FLOYD BAILEY 5TH Bud & Joyce White
4,5,6, 9 210 Pattie
7,8,9, Wichita, Kansas 67211
10,11,
& 12 n Bill E. & Doris Jean Mesker

V 33 Rolling Hills
Wichita, Kansas 67212

4  vd...»
" : I. *.:Ae.

3..39:32%
P. fts) . r.2

ay:,%<*f'

1,2,3, 2 FLOYD BAILEY 4TH
4,5,6,
7,8,9,
10 & 11

i
W. M. Development #2

a Limited Partnership
Address Unknown

12 2 FLOYD BAILEY 4TH Bill E. & Doris Jean Mesker

9 33 Rolling Hills
3 Wichita, Kansas 67212

6 - ABud & Joyce White
10 Pattie, Wichita, Ks. 67211

€8/09Sg*16.-- 9#119»
COMPANF NC.

53*ill-1.

1....ilk ..W.4/974../'''ll/™f;.M

I

J

'92*32 i

-li
491*946?43*6

4;A-"L.
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LOT BLOCK ADDITION OWNER & ADDRESS

2,3,4,5, 3 FLOYD BAILEY *TH Bud & Joyce White

6,7,8,9,  210 Pattie
10,11,12, Wichita, Kansas 67211
13,14, &

Bill E. & Doris Jean Mesker15

 33 Rolling Hills
Wichita, Kansas 67212

7 Robert J. Moore
/\Address Unknown

y James Duane Schroeder
1 Address unknown

J James A. Loeffler

1400 North Woodlawn
Wichita, Kansas 67206

,(LANn

19,20,21,22 3 FLOYD BAILEY 4TH ,//Robert L. Kasha
23,24,25,26, / 1442 North Oliver

27,28,29 Wichita, Kansas 67208

Bud & Joyce White
210 Pattie

t
Wichita, Kansas 67211

G Bill E. & Doris Jean Mesker

y 33 Rolling Hills
Wichita, Kansas 67212

19, 20, 21, 4 FLOYD BAILEY 4TH Bud & Joyce White
22, 23, 24, Q 210 Pattie
25, 26, 27, Wichita, Kansas 67211
28, 29

Bill E. & Doris Jean Mesker

 33 Rolling Hills 41
4* 4 Wichita, Kansas 67212

y

1 SANTA FE INDUSTRIAL j Jsimpson Building Supply Co...,4.
SUBDIVISION TRACT #4 Address Unknown f; I d. >-

2 SANTA FE INDUSTRIAL VWagnon Sales Inc.
SUBDIVISION TRACT #4 1 Address Unknown

1 A SANTA FE MIDLAND City of Wichita
INDUSTRIES YCity Building Annex

Wichita, Kansas 67202

1 A SANTA FE MIDLAND V City of Wichita
INDUSTRIES 2ND 1 city Building Annex

--a-Hpita, Kansas 67202

4*393149 2119
INCCOMPAN1

'/4

/*0mmil

2 , ' 2.- 2-
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LOT BLOCK ADDITION OWNER & ADDRESS

BARBER SECOND //Jesse Graham
// 1403 Harding

Wichita, Kansas 67208

I.. 4.34
,/Luis A. Casado

1 302 North Main

Wichita, Kansas 67202

x 2&3 BARBER SECOND  . D. Barber
4 2105 South Chautauqua

Wichita, Kansas 67211*44
Lygrisse

/ 1945 Porter Avenue, Apt. 57A
Wichita, Kansas 67214

6 C WESTPORT  Claude E. & Marie M. Hacker
/ 1239 South Byron Road

Wichita, Kansas 67209

7 C WESTPORT hhomas J. & Ruble Kelley
J 1229 South Byron Road

Wichita, Kansas 67209

8 C WESTPORT  Dean D. & Betty J. Wilson
·2 9029 Belview Street

Wichita, Kansas 67209

El- of C WESTPORT < Manuel C. & Sabina T. Samores
Lot 9 Ji 1207 South Byron Road
& 10 Wichita, Kansas 67209

1 D WESTPORT JJames H. Jr. & Marcia E. Maybrier 0

1 1200 South Byron Road
Michita, Kansas 67209

2 D WESTPORT -Harry B. & Mary Ann Garlen
J 8929 Belview Street

..3.t. 0 Wichita, Kansas 67209
7. 15%

U 3&4 D WESTPORT A Earl Gronniger &

J Dale Allen Gronniger
v Richard Gronniger

1238 South Byron Road
Wichita, Kansas 67209

5 D WESTPORT 4 Harvey E. & Mattie J. Waller
1720 McCormick

Wichita, Kansas 67213

-6 D WESTPORT J. Gronniger

FD Wichita, Ks. 6720

COMPANY, INC.
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08,=t=$ LOT BLOCK ADDITION OWNER & ADDRESS .1
34:ytfgaip 7 D WESTPORT Aack M. & Beatrice J. Custer 649*S. y 1226 South Byron Roadi. 7,4

14. 4/"mil / Wichita, Kansas 67209 ... 1'*Eftial 331rti»19 1,2,&3 L WESTPORT ,£awson E. & Gloria J. Clevenger 11336 Lark Lane ...
 Wichita, Kansas 67209

74Ne,8% L WESTPORT arren A. & Faye H. GilesM,Ed?f·;
j 1301 Arrowhead

#*#I. 7 Wichita, Kansas 67203
:*49 === -12!6&

K l M WESTPORT George Stevens
*r ..,9..

j/ Eugenie Stevens &
Meredith Stevens - 3
Address Unknown M..8 3

%*4%
4%40 1 & 15 FAIRLAWN ACRES A State Hiway

"As condemned in A-38302

6 Part of Lot FAIRLAWN ACRES alph W. Kirk
i 13 & 14, Beginning 98221 West Kellogg

on the South line V Wichita, Kansas 67209

,6 -of Hyway 54 & 267.85
/ I feet NE from West line

»4'fi 7(... of Lot 14, thence South.ate··.4.:

200 feet; NE 101.05 feet;
N 200 feet; SW to beginning··*-34-'

/54363

me·Ki; 4:M

*4#fifJ
fReft#'f

4%A

i -L

Part of Lots 13 & 14,  Wichita Kirby Co.
Beginning 28 feet South f 2510 East Central
& 67.9 feet SW of the ' Wichita, Kansas
NE corner of Lot 14,
South to South line of

Lot 13, West to point

315.75 feet, more or less,
East of West line of Lot

13 North to South line of

Hyway, NE to beginning
FIARLAWN ACRES

Inc. -/ 8 -wAVOM.

02.-31.4 lity g.

67208 .,241

Beginning on the South line 4 Jesse L. Graham
of Hyway 54 & West line of N 1403 Harding -
Lot 2, NE 32.8 feet, South Wichita, Kansas 67208
200 feet, SW 100.7 feet, North
to South line of Hyway, to n Luis A. Casado

beginning, part of Lots 2, 3 9 302 North Main
13 & 14, FAIRLAWN ACRES Wichita,Kansas 67202

*fit

Beginning on South line of ¢ Jesse L. Graham

Hyway 54 & 300 feet West of 1403 Harding
East line of Lot 2, thence Luis A. Casado
sath 200'; SW 200.6'; N 200'; Q North Main
NE to beg. Par 67202
FAIRLAWN ACRES )

COMPANY,9 1INC

4992
2 e»,t··I

UrMR'%
%42%

- -€7€'Nem·u.WN·.2-0,·-MT

'lfr'.ttiNaf.: r
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LOT BLOCK ADDITION

East 100.3 feet FAIRLAWN ACRES

of the West 132.9
feet more or less,

South of Hyway,

Part of Lot 2,

Beginning on the South FAIRLAWN ACRES
line of Hyway 54 and
200 feet West of Inter

East line Lot 2, South
200 feet, West 100 feet,

North 200 feet, East to
beginnig, Part of Lots
2 and 3,

OWNER & ADDRESS

Luis A. Casado

 302 North Main
Wichita, Kansas 67202

i /Joe W. & Wilma M. Hammond
/ '743 Valleyview

Wichita, Kansas 67213
/24 »wj 3 - 3/- 7 /

Beginning on South FAIRLAWN ACRES  Rowley Leas ing Inc.
line of Hyway 54 & 100 j 1501 East First Street
feet West of Inter Wichita, Kansas 67214
South line Hyway & East

line of Lot 2, South

6 200 feet, West 100

; feet, North 200 feet,
' East to beginning,
' Part of Lots 2 and 3,

Beginning Inter South FAIRLAWN ACRES p Rowley Leasing Inc.
line of Hyway 54 & East 'i 1501 East First Street
line of Lot 2, South Wichita, Kansas 67214

200 feet, West 100 feet,
North 200 feet, East to 1
beginning, Part of Lots
2 and 3,

Beginning 166.8 feet
NE of SW corner Lot 13,

1%92 NE 202 feet, South to
South line of Lot 13,

West to point South of

beginning, North to

beginnig, except Hyway

Lots 3 & 4, Except
North 50 feet, East

500.6 feet Lot 3, &
Except East 300 feet

Lots 3&4& Except
West 132.8 feet Lots
3 & 4,

East 100.3 feet &

9 4144 West 132.8 feet of

Lei 3,

FAIRLAWN ACRES

FAIRLAWN ACRES

FAIRLAWN ACRES

Jesse L. Graham MER*

 1403 Harding
Wichita, Kansas 67208

Luis A. Casado

 302 North Main
Wichita, Kansas 67202

q Jesse L. Graham
1403 Harding
Wichita, Kansas 67208

Luis A Casado

4 302 North Main
Wichita, Kansas 67202

Luis A. Casado

5302 North Main
Wichita, Kansas 67202 y.,L

16.6 & Jesse L. Graham

403 Harding
67208

it.+

l

./ 27„..

WA' 441
1. 8
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LOT BLOCK ADDITION , OWNER & ADDRESS

South 100 feet of

the East 100 feet

of Lot 3,

FAIRLAWN ACRES /Gordon W. Morris
J' % Rowley Leasing

1501 East First Street
Wichita, Kansas 67214

.ilit ./.1

Ag

Tlf...

East 100 feet of Lot FAIRLAWN ACRES Rowley Leasing Inc.
4 91501 East First Street

Wichita, Kansas 67214

Lot 12, except West FAIRLAWN ACRES Jesse L. Graham

166.8 feet & Except 91403 Harding
East 267.9 feet Wichita, Kansas 67208

n Luis A. Casado

y 302 North Main
Wichita, Kansas 67202

East 100.3 feet of FAIRLAWN ACRES n Jesse L. Graham
the West 132.8 feet v 1403 Harding
of Lot 4 Wichita, Kansas 67208

n Luis A. Casado11 & ' 302 North Main
Wichita, Kansas 67202

94.

mid.39
k44:*.9.4

#t/,3·644

-•-• West 100 feet of FAIRLAWN ACRES Leo A. Rausch
East 300 feet of .J 8026 West Irving
Lots 3 & 4, Except Wichita, Kansas 67209
North 50 feet more
or less, Lot 3

1!2

,t%*E

Beginning 50 feet FAIRLAWN ACRES /Louis W. Appel
South & 100 feet f 8016 Irving Avenue
West of NE corner 4 Wichita, Kansas 67209
of Lot 3, thence

South 250 feet, West
100 feet, North 250
feet, East to beginning,
part of Lots 3&4

'23,11

p* PA·'lit

*Elb...1

West 100 feet of

East 267.9 feet of
Lot 12

WeBt 100 feet of

East 167.9 feet
of Lot 12

FAIRLAWN ACRES /Jeanne M. Knoblauch
9 544 North Kessler
1 Wichita, Kansas 67203

Jut./.-4 42-30.71
FAIRLAWN ACRES  L. J. Parker

f' 8200 welt Irving
Wichita, Kansas 67209

h*

1./49

fmt*%1'7

f».'

%%N
2 :44

<13hl

Beginning 200 feet FAIRLAWN ACRES L. J. Parker
South of South line 9 8200 West Irving
of Hyway 54, & 32.8 Wichita, Kansas
feet NE of W line of

Lot 3, South 250 feet
more or less, West 100
feet, North to point of
beginning, NE to bi

being part of Lots
4, 12 & 13 .eli»

COMPANY, INC.

- Ll>-,1

67209

.

...165.' ,

r

'.t' · t i

.fle?335

/1

e

4%
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424 WICHITA- SEDGWICK COUNTY C ' t.,41'12 0'i:ir iE
\SE,3,>48:fut-L_..1.

CD.(27'74 02|E 10:Ii4 9 90
.i·:I ·: 1,4 /200<60UL
*·24 METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING

COMMISSION

104 S MAIN ST

V.,CHI·rA KANSAS 6720

5% A 3.' DELL£1!/tv \44, "11 Alr. 30 1974 1
A#*LAGi 47 429/rAN .t

M
.6

L

0/Je2(BhacM ,lauch

54**t ler

wi@fta> - Kansas 67203
9.2.- 1Hearing

4/4

l r Y  4, 641'0403'
' Ir j.'I.:*li49 ,

. d. I

Cl Moved, left no addless
U No such number

71 Moved, not lon¥@rdabl• i.* *ae

p Addressee imak. *Il
294%.ti**4 Wil,/*p%61:4413·ff> 7; 34M=/'"dk# ·112.·,4-:„:'.40·:¥.1@Q-Frb-AdioNAA*

i

34*40
?4*»FI.
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LOT BLOCK ADDITION OWNER & ADDRESS

< 1 KANSAS FEDERAL CREDIT gansas Federal Credit Union IlUNION 8404 West Highway 54 1:rih.liwi
Wichita, Kansas 67209

2949?4,

West 241.7 feet FAIRLAWN ACRES

of Lots 16 & 17,
lying North of
Highway 54,

East 150 feet FAIRLAWN ACRES

of Lot 16, Except
St Highway, Condemnation

Case A-38302,

Lot 18, except NW# FAIRLAWN ACRES

St. Highway Condemnation

case A-38302 & Except
West 135 feet, lying

South of Highway Lot

19, Except West 135 feet

West 135 feet of Lot FAIRLAWN ACRES

, 18 lying South of
9 Highway & West 135 feet
1 of Lot 19

Beginning 504.8 feet FAIRLAWN ACRES

East of NW corner of

Lot 27, East 126.2 feet,

South 345 feet, West
126.2 feet, North to
Beginning, Except North

St. Highway, Condemnation

case A-38302

a
FAIRLAWN ACRESLot 20

Lot 21 FAIRLAWN ACRES

West * of FAIRLAWN ACRES

North 138 feet

of Lot 25

East * of FAIRLAWN ACRES

North 138 feet of
Lot 25

League services corp.
8410 West Highway 54

 wichita, Kansas 67209
i. 1

/General Enterprises Inc.
4 P.O, Box 11145
 Wichita, Kansas 67202

S.B. Millwright
P % Joe Callatin

4 8401 West Kellogg
Wichita,Kansas 67209

/Wesley G. Ward
j' 300 Callahan 14"; 1

0»7, ,
Wichita, Kansas 67209

i Edward H. Zenner

j' 8131 East Indianapolis
Wichita, Kansas 67207 1 J

-

, Frey-Garvco Inc.
] 300 West Douglas

Wichita, Kars as 67202
1

Frey-Garvco Inc. -:
9 300 West Douglas -": 14

Wichita, Kansas 67202

Frey-Garvco Inc.
1 300 West Douglas

Wichita, Kansas 67202

j Joseph Brady .·/%......
1428 South Tyler 1
Wichita, Kansas 67209

COMPANY, |INC.

NA of Lot 26, FAIRLAWN ACRES Frey-Garvco Inc.
Except East 306 feet 9 300 West Douglas& Except .46 Acres Wichita, Kansas 67202
of-St. Highway rr-=1 -

*]33149 m t» 1 .1-52:

01€4

0*&//* t

L

-1.r



4,&39.,

V 300 West Douglas
Wichita, Kansas 67202

West 378.6 feet
of Lot 27, Except

SE* of St. Highway

FAIRLAWN ACRES jP.O. Box 18183Security Oil Company

Wichita, Kansas 67218

I.

94%·

»t>

Beginning 378.6 FAIRLAWN ACRES

feet E of NW corner

of Lot 27, East 126.2

40r, feet, South 345 feet,
7 West 126.2 feet,

North to beginning,

...MEY_ Except St. Highway

Security oil Company
9 p.o. Box 18183

Wichita, Kansas 67218

West 450 feet of
Lot 28

FAIRLAWN ACRES Sec urity OilCompany
9 P.O. Box 18183

Wichita, Kansas 67218

Lots 5&6 FAIRLAWN ACRES X Santa Fe Land Improvement Co.
'1 Address Unknown

V Lotl GABidAN  Annie Hume Millwright
/1 Address Unknown

 i Midland Industries Inc.
V P.O. Box 24

Wichita, Kansas 67201

Beginning 690 feet South and
550.63 feet West of NE corner
of SW*, thence South to North
line AT&SF Railroad, Northeasterly
120.6 feet, North 627 feet,
West 119.33 feet to

beginning, Except West 40 feet
to City, Section 28, Township 27,
Range 1 West

Beginning 1273 feet North of
Right-of-way, North 184 feet,
West 330 feet, South 184 feet,
East to beginning, SE# of
Section 29, Township 27, Range
1 West

Alma Zandler
j 1207 South Tyler Road

Wichita, Kansas 67209

COMPANY, 7 | INC.

'i. .£ .ft*t

* r

....

0

-15-

LOT BLOCK ADDITION OWNER & ADDRESS

East 225 feet FAIRLAWN ACRES Q Frey-Garvco Inc.
of North * of 300 West Douglas

Lot 26 Wichita, Kansas 67202

West 81 feet of FAIRLAWN ACRES Frey-Garvco Inc.

East 306 feet of 9 300 West Douglas
NJ· of Lot 26, Wichita, Kansas 67202

RA of Lot 26 FATRLAWN ACRES a Frev-Garvco Inc·



U

%4.i

16-

LOT BLOCK ADDITION OWNER & ADDRESS
i.-I -Ill---

Beginning 1089 feet North
of Right-of-way, North 184
feet, West 330 feet, South
184 feet, East to beginnig,
SE-& of Section 29, Township
27, Range 1 West

0. H. Zandler

/4 1247 South Tyler Road
Wichita, Kansas 67209

12«<

tt
et. '.

Beginning 287 feet North
intersection, East line
SE* & North line RR, North
508.99 feet, SW 361.3 feet
South 367.4 feet, East 330 feet
to beginning, Section 29,
Township 27, Range 1 West

g Luis A. Casado
302 North Main

Wichita, Kansas 67202

That part of Described tract
North of Highway 54, described
as Beginning at point 10 rods
North of Right-of-way & East
line of SE*, North 924 feet,
West 330 feet, South to Right-

! of-Way, Northeasterly 202,9
' feet, North 192.8 feet,East

- 132 feet to beginning, Section
29, Township 27, Range 1 West

i Richard E. Maus m

1255 South Tyler Road
Wichita, Kansas 67209

'31%

1 Block P CALLAHAN  

2 P CALLDJTAN 1

Eugene F. & Helen G. Keady
540 South Westfield
Wichita, Kansas 67209

James W. & Sharon K. Unger
550 South Westfield

Wichita, Kansas 67209

Ey,4.27:

11 P CALLAHAN „ifGrace I. Gerstner
4 621 Tippecanoe

Wichita, Kansas 67209

12 P CALLAHAN  4 1251 Reece Road, Route #1/Lawrence A. & Carmen C. Suter

Goddard, Kansas 67052

13 P CALLAHAN i  D & Margaret Andrews
J \1681 ippecanoe

Wichita, Kansas 67209

1 R CALLAHAN 1

2 R CALLAHAN
i

j William H. & Sylvia A. Harden
600 Tippecanoe
Wichita, Kansas 67209

Howard V. & Betty L. Sieler
' 610 Tippecanoe
r-Mi*ita, Kansas 67209

1»1,

4%47+
Ue]900(* m tifU]*

COMPANY, | INC.
EA/:*10'.

AM*.9.9*,381:·739:453©32-·09?3·.93*//I.

7
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LOT BLOCK ADDITION OWNER & ADDRESS

3 R CALLAHAN lay Lacy
420648 Keswick

Canaga Park, California 91306

4 R CALLAHAN 1 /M. L. & Donna Williams
/ 4 630 Tippecanoe

Wichita, Kansas 67209

5 R CALLAHAN Fay Halper
4,/4640 Tippecanoe

Wichita,Kansas 67209

6 R CALLAHAN ,/ D. Wayne & Dorothy L. Shipps
' Wichita, Kansas 67209
  0 1· rr

7 R CALLAHAN V'Meredith Happer
631 South Byron
Wichita, Kansas 67209

8 R CALLAHAN /Craig K & Connie J. Archer
j V 621 South Byron Road

Wichita, Kansas 67209

R CALLAHAN 1/Bill A. & Helen C. Thornton
1 Address Unknown

10 R CALLAHAN  Larry G. & Barbara J. Koehn

609 South Byron Road
Wichita, Kansas 67209

11 R CALLAHAN / 6'William Duane & Virginia Lee
Rosenbaum

601 South Byron Road
Wichita, Kansas 67209

1 S CALLAHAN Clay Lacy
20648 Keswick

Canaga Park, California 91306

2 S CALLAHAN y Linda S. Price
I Address Unknown

3 S CALLAHAN aymond D. & Emelie J. Callender 1
J V 620 South Byron Road

Wichita, Kansas 67209

4 S CALLAHAN & Marjorie Van Leeuwen

North Robin '

Wichita, Kansas 67212

5 S CALLAHAN ,Walter A. & Margaret M. Cart-
4 8900 Belview wright :

Wichita, Kansas 67209

COMPANY, 11 1 INC. 90?91.

34

F? 'L y

t

-17-

L



i I.

k

18-

LOT BLOCK ADDITION OWNER & ADDRESS

6 s CALLAHAN /481 TippecanoeH. & Florence Adams

Wichita, Kansas 67209

1,2,3,4, T CALLAHAN
5,8,9,10,11

ryler Road Southern Baptist
11 571 So. Tyler Road Church

Wichita, Kansas 67209

CALLAHAN illiam Robert & Elizabeth
8820 Belview Graham

Wichita, Kansas 67209

CALLAHAN  Elmer R. & Marguerite H. Rhodes655 South Tyler Road
Wichita, Kansas 67209

:€t·<it:03%*dit

CALLAHAN V Superior Investments Company
1 Address Unknown

CALLAHAN a Clay Lacy
120648 Keswick

Canaga Park, California 91306

t€34%

5 U CALLAHAN Edward Ray & Margie E. Overlie
v 550 Callahan Drive ..63*:

Wichita, Kansas 67209 '.··i <·2(19¢L

9 u CALLAHAN  Elmer R. & Marguerite H. Rhodes .f,4
655 South Tyler Road

Wichita, Kanaas 67209
ely 1

1, 10, V CALLAHAN G Clay Lacy

11 & 12 4 20648 Keswick *94
Canaga Park, California 91306 

2 V CALLAHAN ,/- Teddy & Wilma M. Razook 2-

4" 420 South Westfield Street
45/

Wichita, Kansas 67209 *

CALLAHAN Stanley L. & Marilyn K. Schmidt 
J 430 South Westfield Street 

Wichita, Kansas 67209 /1/lim

3 V

6 V

4 V CALLAHAN ¥Van R. & Lanora B. Hall -

\Address Unknown ,

5 v CALLAHAN i dward C. & Luella Hawk
J' 448 South Westfield

1 --*./. Wichita, Kansas 67209 --le

CALLAHAN ' May Morris 
idress Unknown

m

429*tro £31* 1
1. t.-2

COMPAN NC.

11.

20 ·'- :MI
-1 ·fti=.Ii

mi
€61 .1- Ja

44.--• FNE

*NI , 

A p ' '
Ittilb.
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L

EL



43 4

46

98*46
9

-19-

LOT BLOCK ADDITION OWNER & ADDRESS

7 V CALLAHAN William Leo & Marie E. Gray
528 Callahan Drive

Wichita, Kansas 67209

8&9 V CPUARNA  j Jere A. & Bennie D. Keckler

1 551 Tippecanoe
Wichita, Kansas 67209

13 V CALLAHAN Ronald L. & Kathleen Joyce Reed

521 South Tyler Road

Wichita, Kansas 67209

9 1 FLOYD BAILEY Bud & Joyce B. White
4TH 9 210 Pattie

Wichita, Kansas 67211

9 Bill E. & Doris Jean Mesker

33 Rolling Hills

Wichita, Kansas 67212

B FLOYD BAILEY'Theodore E. & Theresa A. Wingett
2ND Address Unknown

2,/1 _Ii a hanFLOYD BAILEY ,/ugene E.& Ruth E. Dec
2ND 4408 South Socora Drive

Wichita, Kansas 67209

7 C FLOYD BAILEY
2ND

tai Beginning on the South

line of Highway 54 and
44* 800 feet West of the
*47
394&14 East line of the West

Half of the SE* of the
593
*U.§4 South 200 feet, West

100 feet, North 200 feet
East to beginnings

all in Section 28, Township11-3/..Iv
27, Range 1 West.

i James L. & Eugene L. Weldon

//401 Floyd
Wichita, Kansas 67209

L.F.& Mildred M. Holland
j 8331 University

Wichita, Kansas 67209

*934*
%3*·*·f

Dated at Wichita, Kansas, this 11th day of November,
1974, at 7:00 A.M.

agn
TPacer No. 26312

COMPANY, 

/3,¥

16-



WICHITA-SEDGWICK'COUNTY
DATE

MITIIOPOLITAN ARIA PLANNING DIPARTMENT November 27. 1974

1-0

F.¤M

Paul Gravem. Traffic Engineer
Dick Linn. City Engineer
M. S. Mitchell. Maintenance/Floe,
Jack H. Galbraith, Chief Planne„

irol Supervisor

PlansuBJEcT DP-50 Carriage Bourne Community Unit

f.. a

Attached i, a copy of the amended commercial community unit
plan DP-50 known a• Carriage House. This plan im in the
general vicinity north of U.8. 54 and east of Tyler Road.

We would appreciate your r,commendation and any commenti
you might have by December 9. 1974, 80 that thii community
unit plan can be advertised for public hearing.

E

JEG:j•

RECEMWIED
Attachment p

NOV 2 7 1974

Eng neering Division
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THE CITY OF WICHITA 
M SAFET¥

OFFICE OF CITY TRAFFIC ENGINEER DATE December 9, 1974 PHASE n

TO

FROM

Jack Galbraith, Chief Planner

William G. McKinley, Assistant Traffic Engineer

SUBJECT Carriage House CUP

:49?44'w

We understand the developer has been advised that he will not have direct
access to U.S. 54. The only access along U.S. 54 will be by way of a
one-way frontage road running parallel to U.S. 54 westbound; therefore,
the proposed entrance will connect only with the one-way frontage road.

On Tyler Road we would recommend a major entrance be constructed at
the point shown asamedial break. This will require the developer to
guarantee an accel/decel lane and redesign the medial to provide for
adequate left turn storage for southbound traffic on Tyler turning into
the proposed center.

46CS.·32?*
William G. McKinley
Assistant Traffic Engineer

WGM:cg

cc: R. W. Bruggeman
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ROGER SHERWOOD
ATTORNEY

510 CENTURY PUZA IUIWING

WICHITA. KANSAS 67202
AREA 816 287-2819

November 27, 1974

Mr. Glen Anschutz

State Hiphway Cormission
State Of#ice Building
Topeka, Kansas 66612

Re: (BC) 54-87 U038-3(35)

Dear Mr. Anschutz:

I represent the developers of a tract of land generally
located north of 54 Highway and east of Tyler Road in Wichita,
Kansas, Charles Freund of Professional Engineering Consultants
has suggested that I write to mu concerning the community
unit plan which has been filed with the Wichita Metropolitan
Area Planning Commission.

 There are two points on the C.U.P. which may be affected by
I ain enclosing a copy of the plot plan on the propied C. U.P.

the decision of the State 1:ighway Comlission in their design
of the highway.

One-quarter mile east of Tyler Road ancl one-quarter mile west
of Woodchuck, as shown on the drawing, is a proposed entrance
drive Co the property from the service road that is included
in your present design. It is our understanding that the
service road will be one-way -•est. We would request that
your degign include an acceSS point which would permit the
developers to construct the drive as shown on the drawing.

4%93>t

'f€94
*t»'22-1/

You will also note that an entrance is proposed to the property
from Tyler Road. It is our understanding that the Highway
Commission presently intends to construct Rome type of median
atrip on Tyler Road. Wo would request that auch median strip
have a break to permit ingress and egress for southbound traffic.

/: PLANNING j

2. ie .
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Mr. Glen Anschutz

November 27, 1974

Page Two

I would appreciate it if you would advise me if these two
requests could be included in your design at that location.

Resp;ctfully yours,

ROGER SHERWOOD

Rs/Ct

Enc.

cc: Mr. Charles Freund

Professional Engineering Consultants
1440 East English
Wichita, Kansas 67211

Mr. Jack Galbraith

Planning Department
104 South Main

Wichita, Kansaa 67202
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Deceber 4, 1974

(BC) 54-87 u-038-3 (35)

Sedgwick County

·0169)4'-

'YA.
94:4/

Mr. Roger Sherwood, Attorney
516 Century Plaza Building
Wichita, mansan 67202

Dear Sir:

Wa have the following coments in reaporae to your letter of November 27th:

1. We have no objection to the entrance to the one-way frontage road as
r•quested in the third paragraph of your letter. We will include this
in our damian.

We should point out that a direct connection to US-54 will not be
allowed at thie location.

2. We feel that the entrance requested from your proporty to Tyler Road
between Bellview and Hendryx would be located beyond the juriediction
of the Highway Combsion. If thi.g entrance im approved by the City of
Wichita, we will include it in our design.

Please contact us if there are any questions.

Very truly yours,

GLENN ANSCIWTZ, P.E.
ENGINEER OF DESIGN

BY:

DALE L. McatEGOR, P.E.

SQUAD LEADER
CONSULTING SaVICES SECTION

DLM¢:ild

ce: City of Wichita, Att: Mr. Galbraith(Planning Dept.) L.--
Profeleional Engineering Conoultants
J. O. Adams, Assiatant State Highway Engineer DEC 5 10"
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THE CITY OF WICHITA
. ON SAFETY

OFFICE OF Ass't. Supt. of Public DATE Dec. 5, 1974 PHASE n

Works Maint.

TO Jack Galbraith, Chief Planner, MAPD 8%
3974%

FROM M. S. Mitchell .040%
AW*

SUBJECT - DP-50 Carriage House Community Unit -:*
Plan 191!E

.24

Recall that most of subject area is now designated as drainage , ·t.,ft
easement in Floyd Bailey 4th Addition. In our discussions with the n.->214·,9
engineers and developers we agreed that it is possible to develop
Parcel 1 and the western portion of Parcel 2 without adversely
affecting the balance of the platted lots in the various Floyd Bailey . '.
Additions. I think however, that it is incumbent of those parties· ··
to develop storm water storage facilities that will clearly benefit
those areas in the Floyd Bailey Plats which are distressed by periods
of long standing surface water. I see no evidence that storm water

drainage has been considered or provided for.

If further discussion is desired, please advise.

: id/AutAss't. Superintendent of
Public Works Maintenance

MSM/glm

ec: G. H. Wilton

Dic k Linn

Carriage House CU Plat File

22177»..

44EMIVED »
ti DEC 5 1974 51

FY METROPODTAN/E-
<-1 piANNING '43·
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Dick Linn. City Engineer
H. 1. Mitchell. Iintinince/lood Control aupervieor
Jack E. Galbraith, Chilf Planner

1-50 Carriage -u- Community Unit Plan

Attachld il a cOpy of the amended
plan 1-SO knoil u Carriage moull. Thi plan il in tho
general vicinity north of U.8. 54 and eut of Tyler Road.

you might have by Docomber 9. 1974, /0 that this community
unit plan can bo advortild for public hearing.

Attachment
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1 4. AMENDED 2-1471
DP-50

APPLTBATION FOR COMMUNITY UNIT PLAN
(PLANNED RESIDENTIAL OR COMMERCIAL DEVELOPMENT)

FOR PROPERTY LOCATED WITHIN THE LIMITS OF THE
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 t heir agent or agents .

a. Applicant BILL E. MESKER

International Flying Farmers Bldg., Mid-Continent Airpor
Address Wichita, Kansas 67215 942-1468

Phone

1
Agent ROGER SHERWOOD

516 Century Plaza Building
Address Wichita, Kansas 67202 Phone 267-2819

b. Applicant BUD WHITE

210 Pattie

Address Wichita, Kansas
Phone

265-4618

Agent ROGER SHERWOOD

516 Century Plaza Building
Address Wichita, Kansas 67202 Phone 267-2819

c. Applicant

Address Phone

{Agent

Address Phone
f

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

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

property zoned and legally described as Lot(a)

, Block(s)

- Addition.
3

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

the space below or on an attached sheet.)

(See attached description)

234% II.B There are ¥acres (round to nearest tenth) in the above

descriy.
T9-330-3

:.2
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344,

III. This property is located at (address) 600 South Tyler Road
The general location is (use appropriate section)

a. at the Northeast corner of McCormick

and Tyler Road ; or

b. on the side of (Ave.

Street) between (Ave., Street) and

(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.

?*3
BILL E. MESKER BUD WHITE

By By

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

Roger Sherwood Roger Sherwood

96*SY:I By By

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

17

ak

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

panied by required documents and the appropriate fee of

$ 4.,j,-U.o£
b

2:4

m
1§8£

1.1-3

V. OFFICE USE ONLY |NJ

This application was received at the Planning Department at

4: -1. 91,(* on 0,1-lw- 2- 6 .19 70(Day, Month.
Ift

Name

0

T9-330-4
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Z-1471
DP-50

ATTACHMENT TO

.l
AMENDED

BtAW#DE%

2?2% .

64 ?9

APPLICATION FOR COMMUNITY UNIT PLAN

Legal Description:

Beginning at a point 2070.96 feet south and 65 feet
4 east of the NW corner of the NW 1/4 of Section 28,T 27 S, RlW of the 6th P.M., Sedgwick County, Kansas,

2, - said point being on the south line of Tourmaline Laneas platted in Floyd Bailey Fourth Addition, Wichita,
Sedgwick County, Kansas; thence east along the southline of Tourmaline Lane, now Hendryx Street, 710 feet;
thence northeasterly 461.02 feet, more or less, to a
point_1205_feet east and 135 feet north of the SWcorner of said NW 1/4, thence easterly 366.87 feet,more or less, to a point 1570 feet east and 698 feetnorth of the SW corner of said NW 1/4; thence south-
easterly to a point 70 feet north of the NW cornerof Lot 9, Block 1, Carriage House Plaza, Wichita,
Sedgwick County, Kansas; thence southeasterly to theNE corner of Lqt 8, Block 1 in said Carriage House
Plaza; thence west 220 feet on the north line ofLots 8 and 9 in said Block 1, in said Carriage House
Plaza; thence south on the west line of said Block 1
in said Carriage House Plaza, 477.87 feet to thesouth line of said NW 1/4; thdnce west on said south
line of said NW 1/4 to a point 65 feet east of theSW corner of said NW 1/4; thence north 568.8 feet,
more or less, to the point of beginning.

4%9/041

Also,

Lots 8 and 9, Block 1, Carriage House Plaza, Wichita,
Sedgwick County, Kansas.
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