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Range 1E

APPLICATION REQUEST: Approval of proposed pl d residential
development.

1. Applicant _Claude R. Lambe
Address 5101 East 13th Street Phone

' Agent Robert H. Nelson
Address Suite 630 - 200 West Douglas Phone 262-3777

General Location At the Southeast corner of Oliver and 13th Stree
Address

4. Proposed Use

AREA DATA

1. Acres ( ft. by ft,)

2. Existing Zoning Proposed Zoning
3. Area (is) (is not) platted. Addition

4. Existing R/W £t ft. ft.

st. st. st.

Proposed R/W ft. ft. ft.

St. St. St.

HISTORY

PROCEDURE DATA

1. MAPC Meeting:

Action
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city Manager's Agenda Item Page

RECOMMENDATION FROM METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION TO
BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS

REQUEST FOR APPROVAL OF.COMMERCIAL COMMUNITY UNIT PLAN

CASE NO. DP-57 CONSIDERED BY MABC:  10-25-73

REQUEST FOR: Approval of Commercial Community Unit Plan

REASON FOR REQUEST (AS PROVIDED BY APPLICANT):

GENERAL LOCATION: Southeast corner of
; Oliver and 13th Street
LEGAL DESCRIPTION:

See attached excerpt of Planning Commission
minutes of October 25, 1973.

..~ Claude R. Lambe, c/o Robert H. Nelson, Suite 630,
APPLICANT : 200 West Douglas 67202, and
Deal Devclopment Company, Dallas, Texas
COUNSEL FOR APPLICANT:
Robert H. Nelson, Attorney

PROTESTORS (LIST COUNSEL) IF ANY: None

E 3 " " nan " " 3 " IIIA
SURROUNDING ZONING: TO the north is "AA", "A" and "LC"; east is "AA" and
"LC"; south is "AA" and "A"; west is "A", "BB" and "LC"

LAND USE: Subject property is undeveloped; north is single-family and food
market; east is single-family and undeveloped; south is single-
family; west is single-family, restaurant and service station

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION:

That this application be approved, subject tec the conditions as shown
by the attached excerpt of Planning Commission minutes of October 25,
1973. Hill moved, Blakey seconded and it carried unanimously. (Arnholz
absent.)

ACTION 1, Approve the CUP as recommended by the Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission, subject to the recommended conditions; or

2. Return the application to the Metropolitan Area Planning Com-
mission for its reconsideration. The City Commission states the following
reasons for its action:




EXCERPT FROM PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES OF OCTOBER 25, 1973:

17a. Case No. 2Z-1567 - Claude R, Lambe and Deal Development
Company request change from "LC" and "AA" to "R-5" for:

A tract in the NW 1/4 of Scc. 13, Twp. 27S, R1E, described

as beginning 20 feet N of the NW corner of Lot 1, Block

11, Second Addition to Lambsdale, Wichita, Kansas; thence

S 350 feet to the SW corner of Lot 4, in said Block 1l1;

thence southwesterly 174.9 feet to the SW corner of Lot

6, in said Block 11; thence southwesterly along the westerly

line of said Block 11, and the westerly line of Block 6,

Third Addition to Lambsdale, Wichita, Kansas, a distance of
1102.45 feet; thence south aleng the west line of said Block

6, 538.57 feet more or less to the south line of the NE 1/4 of
the 5W 1/4 of the NW 1/4 of said Sec. 13; thence west 510 feet
more or less to the SW corner of said NE 1/4 of the SW 1/4 of the
NW 1/4 of said Sec. 13; thence north along the east line of the
W 1/2 of the W 1/2 of said NW 1/4, 799.78 feet to a point 1190 feet
south of the north line of said NW 1/4; thence east parallel with
the north line of said NW 1/4 and along the south line of said
Fourth Addition to Lambsdale, 319 feet more or less to a point
310 feet northwesterly from and measured at right angles to

the westerly line of said Block 6, Third Addition to Lambsdale;
thence northeasterly along the easterly line of said Fourth
Addition to Lambsdale, 895 feet, more or less; thence north-
easterly along the east line of said Addition, 194.97 feet,

more or less; thence north along the east line of said

Addition 240 feet to a point 310 feet west of beginning;

thence east 310 feet to the place of beginning, together

with Block 1, Fourth Addition to Lambsdale, Wichita, Kansas,
except beginning at the NW corner of said Block; thence south

583 feet more or less to the north line of 12th Street as

platted in said Addition; thence east along the north line of
said 12th Street and said Street line extended east, 800 feet;
thence north parallel with the west line of said Block 1, i
583.7 feet, more or less to the north line of said Block;

thence west along the north line of said Block to the NW

corner of said Block and the place of beginning. Generally
located on the south side of 13th Street in an area west of
Parkwood Lane.

17b. Case No. DP-57 - Claude R. Lambe and Deal Development
Company request approval of a Commercial Community Unit
Plan for:

That part of Block 1, Fourth Addition to Lanmbsdale, Wichita,
Kansas, described as beginning at the NW corner sd Blk 1;

th south 583 £t M/L to the north line of 12th Street; th E
along N line sd 12th St extend East, 800 ft; th N parl with
W line Blk 1, 583.7 ft. M/L to N line sd Blk 1; th W along
N line sd Blk 1 to NW cor sd Blk and place of beginning.
Generally located at the southeast corner of Oliver and 13th
Street.

17¢. ‘' Case No. DP-58 - Claude R. Lambe and Deal Development
Company request approval of a Residential Community Unit
‘Plan for: 12

Block 1, Fourth Addition to Lambsdale except beginning at NW
corner; thence South 583 ft. M/L to N line of 12th St. thence
ecast along N line sd 12th St. extended East, 800 ft; thence
north parl to W line Blk 1, 583.7 ft. M/L to N line sd Blk

1; thence W along N line sd Blk 1 to NW corner sd blk and

pt. of beginning, and the following: A tract in the NW 1/4
of Sec. 13, T275, RI1E, described as beginning 20 feet north
of the NW corner of Lot 1, Block 11, Second Addition to
Lambsdale, Wichita, Kansas; thence south 350 feet to the

SW corner of Lot 4, in said Block 11; thence southwesterly
174.9 feet to the SW corner of Lot 6, in said Block 11;
thence southwesterly along the westerly line of said Block

11 and the westerly line of Block 6, Third Addition to
Lanbsdale, Wichita, Kansas, a distance of 1102.45 fect; thence




RIS - AN

south along the west line of said Block 6, 538.57 feet more or
less to the south line of the NE 1/4 of the SW 1/4 of the NW 1/4
of said Sec. 13; thence west 510 feet, more or less to the SW
corner of said NE 1/4 of the SW 1/4 of the NW 1/4 of said Sec.
13; thence north along the east line of the W 1/2 of the W 1/2 of
said NW 1/4, 799.78 feet to a point 1190 feet south of the

north line of said NW 1/4; thence east parallel with the north
line of said NW 1/4 and along the south line of said Fourth
Addition to Lambsdale, 319 feet more or less to a point 310

feet northwesterly from and measured at right angles to the
westerly line of said Block 6, Third Addition to Lambsdale;
thence northeasterly along the easterly line of said Fourth
Addition to Lambsdale, B95 feet, more or less; thence north-
easterly along the east line of said Addition, 194.97 feet,

more or less; thence north along the east line of said Addi-
tion 240 feet to a point 310 feet west of beginning; thence

east 310 feet to the place of beginning. Generally located

at the southeast corner of Oliver and 13th Street.

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

Case 2-1567 and DP-58 (Residential CUP)

Comments

1. BAs permitted under the Residential CUP provisions of the zon-
ing ordinance, the applicant has submitted a preliminary resid-
ential development plan for review and recommendation by the
Planning Commission. 'In order for the Planning Commission to
recommend approval of a residential CUP, it must find specific
evidence and facts showing that the proposed development plan
meets the following conditions:

a. That the value of the huildingé and the character of
the property adjoining the area included in such plan
will not be adversely affected.

That such plan is consistent with the intent and purpose
of this Chapter (28.04.190.A) to promote public health,
safety, morals and general welfare.

That the buildings shall be used only for residential
purposes and the usual accessory uses, such as automobile
parking areas, garages and community activities, including
churches; and provided that an "LC" district can be estab-
lished through the regular channels.

That the average lot area per family contained in this
site, exclusive of the area occupied by streets, shall
be not less than the lot area per family required by
the district in which the development is located.

The plan proposes a "cluster" type development of condomin-
iums, townhouses and associated community activity centers
or clubs located on an interior private street system, with
the main point of ingress and egress being 13th Street, a
major street. The proposed density of the development, 321
dwelling units on approximately 32.1 net acres, exceeds that
permitted in the "AA" Single-family zoning district and,
therefore, the applicant is requesting the "R-5" General
Residence District in order to increase the density from 7.2
to 10.0 dwelling units per acre.

Should the Planning Commission determine that the request

for "R-5" zoning is appropriate and find that the four con-
ditions listed in comment #1 have been satisfied, the follow-
ing are recommended conditions of approval:

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.
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Increase of the building setback line adjacent to the
south and east lines of Parcel #2 from 30 feet to 35
feet.

Expand General Provision #9 to provide that "No wall
shall be constructed in any utility easement."

Add a General Provision #12 stating that "at the time
of platting, the applicant shall guarantee the construc-
tion of an accel-decel lane on 13th Street 200 feet in
either direction from the center of the major driveway."

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 residential de-
velopment and be binding upon the present owners, their
successors and assigns, unless amended.

The development of this property proceeding in accord-
ance with the development plan as approved by the Plan-
ning’' Commission, and any substantial deviation of the
plan, as determined by the Superintendent of Central ;
Inspection and the Director of Planning, shall constitute
a violation of the building permit authorizing construc-
tion of the proposed development.

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

Case No, DP-57 - Amendment to Commercial Community Unit Plan

Comments s G o

1. Subject property is zoned "LC" and contains a gross land
area of 10.7 acres.

2. In 1957, an application for a change in.zoning from "AA",
"A" and "LC" to "LC", and a CUP for "Lambsdale" was con-
sidered and approved. The applicant has now submitted an
amended Commercial CUP for a lesser area.

Should the Planning Commission determine the amended CUP
is satisfactory and recommend its approval, the following
are recommended conditions of approval.

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.

Increase of the building setback line adjacent to the
south and east lines of Parcel #2 from 30 feet to 35
feet.

Expand General Provision 47 to provide that "No wall
shall be constructed in any utility easement."

Indicating "complete access control" adjacent to 12th
Street on the face of the plan.

Street name Shadowlawn Place shall be changed to Harding.

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 commercial de-
velopment and be binding upon the present owners, their
successors and assigns, unless amended.




The development of this property pProceeding in accord-
ance with the development plan as approved by the Plan-
ning Conmission, 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 construc-
tion of the proposed development.

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

In addition to the comments in the staff report, GALBRAITH
said the staff has received a letter from an adjacent owner to
the south stressing concern for an existing small pond that abuts
his home, and there have been many calls and contacts at the
counter from people in the area who are interested in the pro-
posal. He stated that problems related to drainage will be re-
solved at the time of platting. He said the staff would recommend
approval of the zone change and both CUP's, subject to the stand-
ard conditions as well as the coinditions in the staff reports.

BLAKEY said he is a trustee of the church that abuts the
property on the west, but he did not feel such would disqualify
him from discussion and voting.

ROBERT H. NELSON, attorney for the contract developer, said
the property is owned by Mr. and Mrs. Claude Lambe, who live there
at present; however, most of the area is open pasture land where
they pasture horses; they have owned it since 1935 or 1936. In
1957, when an application was made for "LC" zoning for the entire
ownership for a regional shopping center, there was considerable
opposition and as a result, only 25.5 acres were approved for "LC",
which is still the situation. At this time, NELSON stated, it
is under contract to the Deal Development Company, which is a
partnership composed of Kaiser Aluminum and Aetna Life Insurance
Company, and as the Deal Development Company, they have approxi-
mately $600,000,000 worth of assets behind the overall partnership.

NELSON said they have had many meetings with the area
residents, the City staffs, representatives of the Deal Develop-
ment Company have viewed the area from a development standpoint
and from the sales standpoint and have spent many thousands of
dollars in preparation for this project. .

In explaining what is proposed, NELSON said it is proposed
to reduce the existing "LC" from 25.5 acres to 10.2, and in addi-
tion they are asking that 15 acres now "LC", and that zoned "AA"
to the east of the existing CUP area, both be changed to "R-5",
NELSON pointed out that there are houses on Pinecrest and Parkwood
which abut subject property on the east. He stated that at present
there is a total of 43.9 acres, which is reduced to 42.4 after
deduction of additional right-of-way for Oliver and 13th Street.

NELSON referred back to the original CUP, which at that time
was required to be recorded in the Office of the Register of Deeds
to make any buyer aware of the development restrictions, and if
what is proposed at this time is approved, the title record can
be cleared.

NELSON said there will be approximately 300 dwelling units,
and will vary from 2 to 8 in a building, some will have detached
garages, but about 50% will have attached garages. NELSON said
his research has revealed that the average family in condominiums
of the type proposed, is approximately 3.1, which could result in
something over 300 children. He said he has checked with the
school administration and been informed that Adams Elementary,
Robinson Intermediate and Southeast High Schools could easily handle
any increased enrollment and there should be no school problem.




NELSON said it is proposed that the principal entrance to the
condominium development will be on 13th Street, similar to the
one at The Mall on East Harry (divided). Also, ingress is from
Oliver on 10th, 11th and 12th Streets. It is recognized that a
10-foot easement will be regquired on the easternmost portion and
also additional rlght—of—way for 10th Street and the west portion
improved and ended in a cul-de-sac, which the applicant is willing
to provide for on his property.

NELSON next referred to the traffic situation, and said that
Bill McKinley, Assistant Traffic Engineer, has indicated to him
that increased traffic from the development proposed will be so
slight as to not create any problem; however, if it is found neces-
sary to provide right turn lanes, sufficient right-of-way has been
provided at the intersection for such. McKinley stated, according
to NELSO#, that traffic on 10th, 1lth or 12th, he did not believe
would amount to enough that it would be detrimental to the neigh-
borhood.

NELSON next discussed the type of development, stating that
it is anticipated that approximately 10% of the residential units
will contain 1,300. square feet; approximately 40% will contain
1,300 to 1,600 square feet, and the balance of 50% will be 1,600
to 1,700 square feet. He stated the building coverage will be
approximately 30% which is the limit on a CUP. He said the roads
or streets will be private, installed by the developer without
cost to anyone in the area, and will represent approximately 4.3
acres, which results in about 13.4 acres of streets and area
occupied by buildings, which leaves about 16 acres of open space.
He stated the Lambe family has the right to retain possession of
their home for several months after the property is sold, but it
is anticipated the house will be retalnea intact as a community
center for the area residents.

Additional facilities to be provided are a swimming pool and
'at least one tennis court.

NELSON stated that the developer desires to build a fence

on the property line on the east side, which would be adjacent to
the Lambsdale single-family development, and it is not anticipated
that Lambsdale Drive will be extended from the east into the
condominium project, as the developer is attempting to leave the
area to the east as much as possible as it is today.

NELSON said the height of the fencing on the CUP is shown
as 6 to 8 feet. He said in meetings with the people of the area,
some wanted 8 feet, some wanted 6 and some didn't want any fence
at all, although most of them did. He stated that in order to
fence and be able to develop 300 units, it is necessary that the
fence be centered on the easement (property line). In this respect,
he pointed out that such is permitted under the present most
restricted classification "AA" zoning on subject property. He
said it would be a continuous fence from 13th Street south to 10th
Street, then west along 10th Street. NELSON stated that the
developers are having a landscape architect in Dallas prepare a
landscaping plan for the project.

Reference was made to drainage, and NELSON said they realize
it is a problem, but exactly how much area will be required for
drainage is unknown at this time, although they have indicated on
the CUP some 80 to 90 feet in width and it may even be more. He
stated that from 13th Street adjacent to the "LC", drainage will.
be in a boxed culvert and from the south side of the "LC" zoning, it
will be an open ditch to 10th Street. NELSON said they do not have
a drainage plan at this time, but have discussed it with the Flood
Control Office personnel on numerous occasions and one is being
prepared for submission at the time of filing a plat, and the plat
will not be filed until the drainage problem is resolved.

NELSON said there were questions raised at the various meet-—
ings as Lo type of construction and how much value would be re-
presented by each unibk. lHe pointed out an architect's rendering




showing the three different types of construction - full brick,
stucco, and part brick and part wood, to be of two, four or six
Emits, which will all be of the same type of construction and
interspersed throughout the development. He said the units will
bg two and three bedrcom units - no one-bedroom units, and there
will not be any basements. A two-car garage will be available for
each unit and there will be two off-street parking spaces in front
of the garages, which means four spaces for each unit, so there
should not be any on-street parking.

As for lighting of the premises, NELSON stated lights will be
so constructed and installed that there will not be any light
directed onto surrounindg areas, and they will not be high and will
be planned principally for the benefit of pedestrians, and he did
not see how they could be problem to adjacent areas. He pointed
out also that it is anticiapted at this time that the units
will sell for $40,000 to $45,000.

NELSON considered what is proposed a very desirable develop-
ment for the area, which is one of the few areas left for develop-
ment after remaining vacant for many years. He stated that the
price is substantial and with the cost of land, something must be
developed that will sell, and so it has to be desirable and
adequate or it cannot be sold. He said they have attempted to
answer all questions which have been raised concerning "squeezing
in" of the property, increased traffic, drainage, etc. and con-
ferred with various staffs.

. NELSON said the development will be under a homeowners associ-
ation which will provide, in substance, among other things, that
the entire open space and exterior of the buildings will be main-
tained by the association and the cost thereof charged back to
individual owners. He said he has had experience with homeowners
association agreements before and they do work very well. He said
one for this-development has not been prepared as yet, but will
be at the time of platting.

NELSON next referred to the fact that at present the prop-
erty returns about $6,000 in taxes per year, and their estimate of
tax return from the development proposed is about $300,000, which
he noted should more than off set any increase in school costs.

In summary, NELSON said they have tried to protect everybody
in the area, and subject property must be developed, after remain-
ing vacant for many many years, and it was his opinion that what is
being developed is the most logical use for the area.

In response to a question as to why the area has remained
vacant for many years, NELSON said it was his understanding that
Mr. Lambe has received a great many offers since approval of the
CUP in 1957, particularly for that portion zoned "LC", which have
all been turned down. He said it is Mr. Lambe's desire to have a
nice development - something that will not be derogatory to the
area in general and good for the community as a whole, which is
why he is willing to deal with the Deal Development Company at
this time, since they are proposing a desirable project.

WALDO WETMORE, a resident of the area and also speaking for
others in the area (who may also want to.speak), discussed the
drainage problem in detail, as that is their principal concern.

WETMORE gquestiond the apparent desire to change the drainage
channel from its natural course, and whereas at present a pond is
on the southern portion of subject property that will usually
impound most of the drainage during heavy rains, it is proposed to
remove the pond and straighten and widen the drainage channel, which
will increase the run-off through their area. With the elimination
of this rctention pond, he was concerned for residents at the south-
ern end of the proposed 80-foot drainage channel. He related the
fact that he and other residents have themselves done some improve-
ment to handle the water on 10th Street, and he was much concerned
for the additional runoff which would occur in relation to the
development proposed.




WETMORE said according to his computation, two cars in every
garage and two on the driveway for 300 units means a potential of
1,200 additional cars, and he did not feel traffic volumes would be
insignificantly increased as thought by the Assistant Traffic
Engineer,

. WETMORE pointed out that the plan shows the handling of
@ramnage on subject property, but nothing so far as handling
it on 10th Street or to the south, and he suggested the natural °
flow of the drainage not be changed rather than to channel it
all from the development to where it is already overloaded.

WETMORE expressed concern for the open space between proposed
buildings and existing homes and suggested there be greater set-—
backs to present a more beneficial affect to adjacent properties.

HILL said all problems of drainage will be considered and
resolved at the time of platting, and asked Mr. Wetmore if he
was opposed to the zoning or CUP's. WETMORE answered that he was
desirous of seeing that assurance and protection is carried
through and that the community has a voice in seeing that the
surrounding areas are not adversely affected.

HENNESSY pointed out that if the requests are granted and
there should be any damages from drainage to property owners down-—
stream, they would have recourse through litigation.

TAYLOR pointed out again that drainage matters would be
resolved during consideration of the plat when submitted and first
reviewed by the Subdivision and Utility Advisory Committees.

F. REA CHAPMAN, 1443 North Battin, quoted figures related
to’ amount of drainage which could be anticipated from the develop-
ment proposed and the size of the pond and drainage channel,

‘and degree of absorption of undeveloped land, and it was his
opinion that the development could not materialize as proposed
because the proposed channel is not wide enough and the difficult
drainage situation at the south end.

TAYLOR again commented that such matters would be resolved
during the platting process, and that adjacent owners would not
be asked to absorb the costs of drainage improvements for subject
property.

JAKE GRAYBELL, 1359 North Parkwood, said he was concerned with
the proposed development along the east side which would be adjacent
to the rear property line of the single-family homes on the west
side of Parkwood. He commented that he obtained a different undex-
standing from the community meetings with Mr. Nelson than has been
presented by Mr. Nelson at this time, in that at the meetings the
developer was proposing to set the fence back 10 feet from the
property line. He said they are not opposed to the development as
a whole, but did have some concerns. He pointed out that there was
talk about the backyards of the units being much like the backyard
of any residential area, but now apparently they intend to build
a fence right on the property line, then a 20-foot paved private
street and with high density garages adjacent to his rear yard. He
asked that a masonry fence be required rather than wood and that
there be some assurance that it would be maintained in future years.

GRAYBELL was also interested in landscaping, commenting
that it was difficult for him to see where landscaping would be °
provided in view of a fence on the property line, and a paved
street adjacent to the street. e asked, that the development be
set back farther from the east property line along the lots adjacent
on Parkwood Lane and that in order to protect the rear yards of
the single family homes on Parkwood Lane, some type of high growing
evergreen plantings be required, in view of the desire of the
developer to construct two story structures which would result in
a visual encroachment into the rear yards of the single-family
homes .




ROD JOHNSON, attorney, spoke on behalf of Jecanne M. and Bess
M. Parish, 1201 North Harding. He noted that apparently the
principal access points will be on 13th Street and 1lth Street
west to Oliver, with minor access points at 10th and 12th Streets,
thus protecting the Lambsdale single-family development to the
east from any additional traffic (there are no openings proposed
for this development to the east). It was his feeling that resi-
dents from the condominium units proposed would be more inclined to
utilize the access on llth Street, then to Oliver and then to
their destination, rather than the major entrance on 13th Street,
in order to avoid 13th Street traffic. He contended that this, in
effect, would turn a very small guiet residential street into a
major thorofare, and it was his suggestion that some of the traf-
fice be channcled to the east from the proposed development in that
it would only be fair to diffuse the traffic fairly with respect to
adjoining properties, and the residents on 1llth Street would not
have to totally lose their quiet area.

JOHNSON referred to the discussion on screening for the
east side primarily in the form of a wooden wall or appropriate
masonry wall, altho he now understood that a masonry wall is not
acceptable to the Public Works Department if located in an ease-
ment, and although there was talk of a screen on the east side, no
mention was made as to a wall being required adjacent to Harding.
He maintained that the residents on the west are entitled to as much
protection aesthetically speaking as people on the east, and that
anything other than that would not be acceptable.

‘JOHNSON next pointed out that apparently a sign is proposed
to be directly across from his clients' home on Harding, and while
it is understandable that a sign would be desirable for the devel-
oper, he pointed out that there is no reason why it should be
placed directly across from the houses when it could be located
elsewhere. i

ROBERT MOORE, 5141 East 10th, said his house overlooks Mr.
Lambe's property now and apparently a wood plank type fence is

proposed, although he would prefer masonry constructicn. He stated
also that there should be some type of landscaping on the parking
area to make it more presentable to people residing on the south
side of 10th Street. He continued that over the years they have
enjoyed the view across the Lambe Estate, which has been admirably
maintained by Mr. Lambe, and now they will have to look at the back
side of condominiums for a block long. He wondered if the struct-
ures could be set back farther where there would be more open area,
and he pointed out that previously it had been proposed that there
would be single-family residences to the north and many of the homes
in Lambsdale to the east were sold on the basis of the aesthetic
value of the balance of the area being single-family. MOORE com-
mented that while an excellent job has been done in an attempt to
develop something that would be compatible with present property
values in the area and to protect the neighborhood, he suggested

a little more be spent to give the people in the surrounding

area more area in which to breath.

JAMES EDWARDS, 1056 North Battin, felt that he is the one
with the most to lose by what is proposed, as drainage improvements
will require a ditch right through his front room. He said he
has talked with Flood Control staff people several times, and what
is proposed would close off his area from access over a private
bridge on Harding and he would have no access from 10th since
it is proposed to be cul-de-saced. He referred also to the fact
that he had given the City a 45-foot easement through his property,
and that he has a 100-foot long hedge which would probably be
removed. He asked who would pay for the bridge and how would he
get to his property if this project is approved. He said also, if
approved, he would like the opportunity for consideration at the
time of platting as to how much property value he will lose.




ROBERT CORNWELL, attorney for Mr. and Mrs. Richard Burke,
1317 North Parkwood, said his clients have enjoyed the opennéss
of the area and while they wish that it could continue, they
realize the land is going to be developed one way or the other. He
said they do not want a regional shopping center, and can live with
the proposal presented, with a few modifications. He spoke first
concerning the height of the fence proposed adjacent to the homes
on Parkwood, and asked that it be 8 feet high rather than 6 feet
to block off activity from the high density development.

CORNWELL asked that a sound barrier of mature evergreen trees
be installed from 13th Street south to slightly past Lambsdale
Drive to make the 20-foot drive and garages planned for the multi-
units more compatible with the residential property adjacent on
the east.

CORNWELL spoke also on the subject of lighting of the area and
asked that all such lighting be focused into subject property and
away from adjoining property.

The resident at 1010 North Harding, said he owns the property
where the pond is (to the south of 10th Street) and knew from having
lived there 10 years that the pond will not handle any additional
water without creating overflow conditions. He stated that he is
willing to continue maintaining the pond according to his ability
to do so, but did stress concern over the silting in of the pond.

HERMAN BARNETT, 1351 North Parkwood, said he agreed with every
thing said by Mr. Graybell concerning fencing and screening and
lighting. He commented further that they have been fortunate
in having a nice view for 16 years, and it was his hope. that if
this project is approved, that the condominium construction will
be held to top gquality. He commented further that the drainage
situation will be a real problem to resolve.

LAWRENCE FINLEY, 1135 North Pinecrest, spoke in opposition,
and said that one of the inducements to his purchasing his home was
because of the single-family zoning at the rear. He said he has
in the past enjoyed the view from his large picture window, but would
certainly not enjoy the view of a 35-foot building immediately behind
his property. He made reference to the four conditions which the
Commission must find to exist before approving a residential CUP
primarily the one that reads: "That the values of buildings and the
character of the property adjoining the area included in such plan
will not be adversely affected." FINLEY pointed out that there has
been no special showing presented that what is proposed will not
adversely affect the established values of surrounding properties,
and it was his opinion that high density such as proposed adjacent to
low density cannot help but adversely affect the property values,
especially when the backyard of the property adjacent to his will be
25 feet in depth with a 35-foot brick building. He said he only
recently purchased his home and paid a good sum for it, and did not
like to see the value destroyed by what is proposed. When questicned,
he agreed that development under a CUP probably provides more protec-
tion to adjacent areas than under the "R-5" classification. In
further discussion, FINLEY was of the opinion that the Commission
could not find that the project would not adversely affect the property
values of adjeining property, and thus could not approve the request.
He said it not only would adversely affect the value of his property,
but his view as well.

FINLEY also referred to the drainage situation and the pos-—
sibility that he would be taxed for drainage improvements to handle
runoff from subject area.

GEORGE SLATER, 1345 North Parkwood, pointed out that there
is an casement at the east side of subject property 16 feet in
width and he asked if the fence will be built to the west easement
line or in the conter of the easement. The answer was that it is pro-—
posed Lo be on the property line which would be the center line of the
16=foot easement. Tn more discussion on this matter, SLATER indicated
hs fence was 3 feet on Mr. Lambe's property and that he had put his
fence in line with others when he moved there.




In an attempt to clarify the situation, KAMEN pointed out that
the 16-foot casement is 8 feet on ecach property and that the property
line ownership is to the center of the casement.

BUD KUTHAN, 1020 Worth Harding, expressed concern for the handl-
ing of the drainage matter.

MARJORLE SHOWALTER, 1159 North Pinecrest, said at the neighbor-
hood meetings with Mr. Nelson, the fence was represented as to be -
installed 8 feet west of the west edge of the easement and was to be
masonry, and apparently the understanding today is different than at
that meeting, HOPPER pointed out that the City staff has recommended
that it would not be advisable to put a masonry type wall over the scwer
line in the easement.

ZENO BOLLINGER, 4919 East 10th (corner of 10th and Harding)
was concerned for the possibility of some of his front yard being
required for street or for drainage. It was stated that he would
not be required to give any additional right-of-way for Harding, as
at this time it is not proposed that right-of-way would be any closer
to his house than at present. 3

RAY COURTER, 1111 North Pinecrest, said he bought his lot and
built his home about 16 years ago and observed at the time certain
restrictions and requirements which Mr. Lambe had imposed in order to
be assured of a nice desirable residential area, which he felt had
been developed, and while he recognized that there needs to be a change
and something developed on subject property, he stated he would like
to see something comparable and appropriate in relation to the exist—
ing development in the area. He asked also if there was a chance of
filling in several feet of the low area and constructing a 35-foot
building thereon. It was stated that at ‘the time of platting minimum

. pad elevations would be established by the Flood control staff and
! that it is likely that some of the area ncxt to the drainage channel
will have to be raised to be assured of being above any flood area.

COURTER said he was willing to go along with whatever is best
for everybody concerned, but felt the fence should be high enough
to properly screen the activities of subject project from the single-
family homes to the east.

HAROLD SHOWALTER, 1159 North Pinecrest, stated that if what

is proposed is to be built, the residents should have at least the
protection they have now by the open area, that buildings should not

- be built so close to their property lines; that they needed an adequate

~ open area to give them better protection against vandalism and fire
hazards. He pointed out also that he preferred a masonry wall with
spaced openings for drainage so that they would not have water stand-
ing in their backyards as they have presently. A masonry wall would
also give residents more security from vandalism, although SHOWALTER
pointed out that the neighborhood has banded together to act as a
vigilance committee for their own protection, but because of the
higher density proposed, it was his feeling they would need better
protection. Also, there should be some assurance that their prop-
erty would not be devalued, and that appropriate and compatible build-
ings would Be constructed which would be comparable with restrictions
applicable to the Lambsdale area to the east.

BESS PARISH, 1201 Harding, expressed concern for the water which
would converge at the corner of 1lth and Oliver, and said that the
water is hub deep after a heavy rain from the water from Oliver as
well as the church parking lot to the west. She also stated that
with channelization of taffic from the proposed development via 11lth
Street would ruin the corner and possibly reduce the value of prop-
erty on the corner by at least $5,000.

MRS. EUCENE CUSICK, 1010 North Harding, said they were concerned
about pollution of the drainage channel, and that they own part of
the pond to the south and were concerned with pollution for the fish
as well as with- the lake silting up. She referred to the fact that
one could expect added pollution from children throwing things in
the drainage ditch that would float down Lo Lhe pond.




e

B N T S A R

CHAIRMAN TAYLOR stated that the Commission has heard sufficiently
from those who cared to speak and would take into consideration the
comments made.

MOTION: That the Planning Commission recommend
to the City Commissioners the approval of DP-57
(Amendment to the Commercial Community Unit Plan)
subject to conditions suggested in the staff report;
AND approval of Z-1567 and DP-58 (Residential Com-
munity Unit Plan) subject to comments shown in the
staff report, and subject to the Subdivision Com~
mittee definitely taking into consideration the
points that have been raised at this meeting with
respect to the drainage, and the wall for screen-
ing the development. Blakey moved.

HILL said he would second the motion, with the follow-
ing amendments being included: That in addition to the
staff comments, there be an opening made to Lambsdale
Drive instead of complete access control all along the
east side of subject property; that there be either a
wooden fence or masonry screening on the west as well as
on the east and south to protect those properties that
face this development; and that there be a sign re-
striction that no sign can be erected on the commercial
property farther than 200 feet from the intersection
(south on Oliver - east on 13th Street); and further,
that any fence, whether wood or masonry be a minimum
of 8 feet high; and that any problem of-drainage on
the property be at the cost of the developer.

BLAKEY said he would agree to everything except the
opening of access on the east side to Lambsdale.

HILL questioned why all the traffic should be channeled to
Oliver by means of 10th, 1lth and 12th Streets and why would it
hurt to siphon some off on Lambsdale Drive.

'BALKEY commented that it would be taking the traffic right
through a residential area rather thanaway from it. HILL pointed
out that the area to the west is also residential.

GALBRAITH requested a clarification on the sign location at
the intersection of Oliver and 13th, pointing out that Parcel 1 is
261 feet square and therefore a sign could not be placed on Parcel
2. -

HILL amended the distance to be 275 feet in
each direction from the intersection.

KAMEN asked if the motion was proposing that the developer correct
the drainage problem all the way south wherever it extends. HILL said
such applied only as far as subject property extends, however, any
problems it creates should be taken care of. 5

BLAKEY accepted the amendments as proposed.

HENNESSY spoke in favor of the proposed development and asked
Nelson if he could give any idea of the investment involved. NELSON
said he could only estimate 12 1/2 million dollars on the residential
CUP and 10 million on the "LC" development proposed, plus the cost
of the land. He continued that in view of the investment, the
developer cannot afford to construct anything but the most desirable.

VOTE ON MOTION: Carried unanimously. (Arnholz
absent.

RISING commended the people for their involvement and interest
and said the Commissioners share their concern, but must attempt to
vote for what is the greatest good for the entire situation and
will certainly make every effort to take into consideration points
raised in future considerations of this development.
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For clarification and to include the recommendations in the
staff reports which were a part of the motion, the Commission's
action is as follows:

That the Planning Commission recommend approval of the zone
change request (Z-1567) subject to the platting of all the
property associated with all three cases (2-1567, DP-57
and DP-58) within one year from the date of approval by the
Board of City Commissioners; or the application be con-
sidered denied and closed; ‘AND approval of DP-57 (Amendment
to the Commercial Community Unit Plan, subject to the fol-
lowing conditions:

a. Platting of subject property within one year from
_ the date of approval by the Board of City Commis-
sioners; or the application be considered denied
and closed.

Increase of the building setback line adjacent to
the south and east lines of Parcel #2 from 30 feet
| to 35, feet.

Expand General Provision #7 to provide that "No wall
shall be constructed .i_n any utility easement."

Indicating "complete access contrel" adjacent to 12th
Street on the face of the plan.

Street name Shadowlawn Place shall be changed to Harding.

Expand General Provision #5 to read as follows:
Advertising grourd signs shall be permitted along
13th Street and Oliver, only within a distance of
275 feet from the intersection, not to exceed the
height of 30 feet, nor to be placed so as to pro-
ject over any public right-of-way. No billboard
advertising or roof signs shall be permitted.

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 commercial development and be binding upon
the present owners, their successors and assigns,
unless amended.

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

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

AND

approval of DP-58 (Residential 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 application be considered denied and closed.

Increase of the building setback line adjacent to the
south and east lines of Parcel 2 from 30 feet to
35 feet.




Expand General Provision #9 to provide that "No wall
shall be constructed in any utility easement."

Add a General Provision to #12 stating that "At the
time of platting, the applicant shall guarantee the
construction of an accel-decel lane on 13th Street
200 feet in either direction from the center of the
major driveway."

Change the plat to reflect an access point to Lambsdale
Drive.

Amend General Provision #9 to prm}ide for a minimum
B-foot masonry wall or wood fence along the east,
south and west, which should read as follows:

A planting screen 15 feet in width will be pro-
vided and maintained adjacent to the ecast line of
Harding Avenue except at points for ingress and
egress. A solid or semi-solid wall constructed of
brick, stone, masonry, architectural tile, wood or
other similar material at least 8 feel high shall
be constructed along the east and south lines of
Parcel #3 and along the west line adjacent to Hard-
ing, as indicated on the plan.

Add screening wall, fence and landscaping to the
Homeowners Association Agreement under General
Provision #8. 2

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 pres-
ent owners, their successors and assigns, unless
amended.

The development of this property proceeding in accord-
ance with the development.plan as approved by the Plan-
ning Commission, and any substantial deviation of the
plan, as determined by the Superintendent of Central In-
spection and the Director of Planning, shall constitute
a violation of the building permit authorizing construc-
tion of the proposed development.

Any major changes in this development plan being resub-
mitted to the Planning Commission and City Commission for
their consideration.
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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 RESIDENTIAL CUP r"

AND APPROVAL OF RESIDENTIAL CUP
\
CASE NO. 2-1567 and DP-58 CONSIDERED BY MAPC:  10-25-73
CONSIDERED BY BCC: 11-13-73 Ret to MAPC
REQUEST FOR: RECONSIDERED PY HAPC: 11-29-73

"AA" and "LC" to "R-5" and Approval of Residential CuP
REASON TOR REQUEST (AS PROVIDED BY APPLICANT):

"Developers desire to build multiple housing on this area, part of which
was classified as "LC" classification, and requires a density of "R-5"
classification, and this portion of the light commercial will be reduced
to "R-5" classifieation along with the remaining porticn now zoned "AA".
In order to economically construct improvements end to utilize the prop-
erty, an "B-5" classifiecation i1s required.”

GENERAL LOCATION: South side of 13th Street in an
area west of Parlwood Lane

LEGAL DESCRIPTICHN:

See nttached excerpt of Planning
Commission minutes of October 25,
1973.

Clsude P. Lambe, c/o Robert H. Nelsonm, Suite €30,
200 West Douglas 67202, and

Deal Development Company, Dallas, Texas
COUNSEL FOR APPLICANT:
Robert H. Nelson, Attorney

PROTESTORS (LIST COUNSEL) IF ANY: Waldo Wetmore, Lugene Cusick, Mrs. Bob
Jones, James Edwards, Jake Graybill, Ray Courter, 1. A. Showalter, and
other property owners in the area, spoke in opposition. (See minutes.)

APPLICANT:

"M" ; Wi
SURROUNDING ZONING: PM}‘;‘:'*.,?,?.”:},‘;, it Aiid, gtiuth Ie Rk in

LAND USE: Subject property is single-family and undeveloped; north is
single-family and church; enst and south is single-family; west is
single-family, church parking and undeveloped.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION:

That Z-1567 be approved subject to the platting of 211 the property
associated with all three cases (2-1567, DP-57 and DP-538) within one
year from the date of approval by the City Commission; or the applica-
tion be considered denied and closed; AND approval of rP-58 as amended
by the applicant to include the 5 feet of landscaping adjacent to the
fence on the east, and subject to the following conditions: (See
attached excerpt of Planning Commission tinutes of November 29, 1973 for
conditions.) HEill moved, Arnholz seconded and it carried unanimously.
(Blakey and Rising shsent.)

NOTE: 34.78% of the property within 200 feet is represented by valid
rotest petitions which have peen filed as provided by law. Therefore,

P
035?1% approve the change of zoning.

1. Approve the zone change and CUP as recommended by the Metro-
politan Area Planning Commission, subject to the recommended conditions,
and instruct the Planning Department to forward the ordinance for first
reading when the plat is forwarded to the City Commission; or

2, Take such action as the City Commission deems appropriate.




EXCERPT FROM PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES OF OCTOBER 25, 1973:

17a. Case No. 2-1567 - Claude R. Lambe and Deal Development
. Company request change from "LC" and "AA" to "R-5" for:

A tract in the NW 1/4 of Sec. 13, Twp. 27S, R1lE, described

as beginning 20 feet N of the NW corner of Lot 1, Block

11, Second Addition to Lambsdale, Wichita, Kansas; thence

S 350 feet to the SW corner of Lot 4, in said Block 11;

thence southwesterly 174.9 feet to the SW corner of Lot

6, in said Block 1l1; thence southwesterly along the westerly
line of said Block 11, and the westerly line of Block 6,

Third Addition to Lambsdale, Wichita, Kansas, a distance of
1102.45 feet; thence south along the west line of said Block

6, 538.57 feet more or less to the south line of the NE 1/4 of
the SW 1/4 of the NW 1/4 of said Sec. 13; thence west 510 feet
more or less to the SW corner of said NE 1/4 of the SW 1/4 of the
NW 1/4 of said Sec. 13; thence north along the east line of the
W 1/2 of the W 1/2 of said NW 1/4, 799.78 feet to a point 1190 feet
south of the north line of said NW 1/4; thence east parallel with
the north line of said NW 1/4 and along the south line of said
Fourth Addition to Lambsdale, 319 feet more or less to a point
310 feet northwesterly from and measured at right angles to
the westerly line of said Block 6, Third Addition to Lanbsdale;
thence northeasterly along the easterly line of said Fourth
Addition to Lambsdale, 895 feet, more or less; .thente north-
easterly along the east line of said Addition, '194.97 feet,
more or less; thence north along the east line of said
Addition 240 feet to a point 310 feet west of beginning;

thence east 310 feet to the place of beginning, together

with Block 1, Fourth Addition to Lambsdale, Wichita, Kansas,
except beginning at the NW corner of said Block; thence south
583 feet more or less to the north line of 12th Street as
platted in said Addition; thence east along the north line of
said 12th Street and said Street line extended east, 800 feet;
thence north parallel with the west line of said Block 1,

583.7 feet, more or less to the north line of said Block;
thence west along the north line of said Block to the NW

corner of said Block and the place of beginning. Generally
located on the south side of 13th Street in an area west of
Parkwood Lane.

17b. Case No. DP-57 - Claude R. Lambe and Deal Development
Company request approval of a Commercial Community Unit
Plan for:

That part of Block 1, Fourth Additicn to Lambsdale, Wichita,
Kansas, described as beginning at the NW corner sd Blk 1;
th south 583 ft M/L to the north line of 12th Street; th E

- along N line sd 12th St extend East, B00 ft; th N parl with
W line Blk 1, 583.7 ft. M/L to N line sd Blk 1; th W along
N line sd Blk 1 to NW cor sd Blk and place of beginning.
Generally located at the southeast corner of Oliver and 13th
Street.

17c. Case No. DP-58 = Claude R. Lambe and Deal Development
Company request approval of a Residential Community Unit
Plan for:

Block 1, Fourth Addition to Lambsdale except beginning at NW
corner; thence South 583 ft. M/L to N line of 12th St. thence
east along N line sd 12th St. extended East, 800 ft; thence
north parl to W line Blk 1, 583.7 ft. M/L to N line sd Blk

1; thence W along N line sd Blk 1 to NW corner sd blk and

pt. of beginning, and the following: A tract in the NW 1/4
of Sec. 13, T27S, R1E, described as beginning 20 feet north
of the NW corner of Lot 1, Block 11, Second Addition to
Lambsdale, Wichita, Kansas; thence south 350 feet to the

SW corner of Lot 4, in said Block 11; thence southwesterly
174.9 feet to the SW corner of Lot 6, in said Block 1l;
thence southwesterly along the westerly line of said Block
11 and the westerly line of Block 6, Third Addition to
‘Lambsdale, Wichita, Kansas, a distance of 1102.45 feet; thence




south along the west line of said Block 6, 538.57 feet more or
less to the south line of the NE 1/4 of the SW 1/4 of the NW 1/4
of said Sec., 13; thence west 510 feet, more or less to the SW
corner of said NE 1/4 of the SW 1/4 of the NW 1/4 of said Sec.
13; thence north along the east line of the W 1/2 of the W 1/2 of
said NW 1/4, 799.78 feet to a point 1190 feet south of the
north line of said NW 1/4; thence east parallel with the north
line of said NW 1/4 and along the south line of said Fourth
Addition to Lambsdale, 319 feet more or less to a point 310

feet northwesterly from and measured at right angles to the
westerly line of said Block 6, Third Addition to Lambsdale;
thence northeasterly along the easterly line of said Fourth
Addition to Lambsdale, 895 feet, more or less; thence north-
easterly along the east line of said Addition, 194.97 feet,

more or less; thence north along the east line of said Addi-
tion 240 feet to a point 310 feet west of beginning; thence

east 310 feet to the place of beginning. Generally located

at the southeast corner of Oliver and 13th Street.

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

Case 2-1567 and DP-58 (Residential CUP)

Comments

1. BAs permitted under the Residential CuP provisions of the zon-
ing ordinance, the applicant has submitted a preliminary resid-
ential development plan for review and recommendation by the
Planning Commission. In order for the Planning Commission to
recommend approval of a residential CUP, it must find specific
evidence and facts showing that the proposed development plan
meets the following conditions:

a. That the value of the buildings and the character of
the property adjoining the area included in such plan
will not be adversely affected. 4

That such plan is consistent with the /intent and purpose
of this Chapter (28.04.190.A) to promote publie health,
safety, morals and general welfare,

That the buildings shall be used only for residential
purposes and the usual accessory uses, such as automobile
parking areas, garages and community activities, including
churches; and provided that an: "Lc" district can be estab-
lished through the regular channels.

That the average lot area per family contained in this
site, exclusive of the area occupied by streets, shall
be not less than the lot area per family required by
the district in which the development is located.

The plan proposes a "cluster" type development of condomin-
iums, townhouses and associated community activity centers
or clubs located on an interior private street system, with
the main point of ingress and egress being 13th Street, a
major street. The proposed density of the development, 321
dwelling units on approximately 32.1 net acres, exceeds that
permitted in the "AA" Single-family zoning district and,
therefore, the applicant is requesting the "R-5" General
Residence District in order to. increase the density from 7.2
to 10.0 dwelling units per acre. -

Should the Planning Commission determine that the request
for "R-5" zoning is appropriate and find that the four con-
ditions listed in comment #1 have been satisfied, the follow-
ing are recommended conditions of approval:

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.




Increase of the building setback line adjacent to the

south and east lines of Parcel #2 from 30 feet to 35
feet.

Expand General Provision #9 to provide that "No wall
shall be constructed in any utility easement."

Add a General Provision #12 stating that "at the time
of platting, the applicant shall guarantee the construc-
tion of an accel-decel lane on 13th Street 200 feet in
either direction from the center of the major driveway." .

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 residential de-
velopment and be binding upon the present owners, their
successors and assigns, unless amended.

The development of this property proceeding in accord-
ance with the development plan as approved by the Plan-
ning Commission, and any substantial deviation of the
plan, as determined by the Superintendent of Central
Inspection and the Director of Planning, shall constitute
a violation of the building permit authorizing construc-
tion of the proposed development.

Any major changes in this development plan being resub-
mitted to the Planning Commission and City Commission for
their consideration. 4 ¢

Case No. DP-57 - Amendment to Commercial Community Unit Plan

" Comments

1. Subject property is zoned "LC" and contains a gross land
area of 10.7 acres.

2. In 1957, an application for a change in zoning from "AA",
"A" and "LC" to "LC", and a CUP for "Lambsdale" was con-
sidered and approved. The applicant has now submitted an
amended Commercial CUP for a lesser area.

Should the Planning Commission determine the amended CUP
is satisfactory and recommend its approval, the following
are recommended conditions of approval.

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.

Increase of the building setback line adjacent to the
south and east lines of Parcel #2 from 30 feet to 35
feet.

Expand General Provision #7 te provide that "No wall
shall be constructed in any utility easement."
Indicating "complete access control” adjacent to 12th
Street on the face of the plan.

Street name Shadcwllawn Place shall be changed to Harding.

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 therecof,
but said plan shall run with the land for commercial de-
velopment and be binding upon the present owners, their
successors and assigns, unless amended.




The development of this property proceeding in accord-
ance with the development plan as approved by the Plan-
ning Commission, and any substantial deviation of the
Plan, as determined by the Superintendent of Central
Inspection and the Director of Planning, shall constitute
a violation of the building permit authorizing construc-
tion of the proposed development.

Any major changes in this development Plan being resub-
mitted to the Planning Commission and City Commission for
their consideration.

In addition to the comments in the staff report, GALBRAITH
said the staff has received a letter from an adjacent owner to
the south stressing concern for an existing small pond that abuts
his home, and there have been many calls and contacts at the
counter from people in the area who are interested in the pro-
Posal. He stated that problems related to drainage will be re-
solved at the time of platting. He said the staff would recommend
approval of the zone change and both CUP's, subject to the stand-
ard conditions as well as the coinditions in the staff reports.

BLAKEY said he is a trustee of the church that abuts the
property ‘on the west, but he did not feel such would disqualify
him from discussion and voting.

ROBERT H. NELSON, attorney for the contract developer, said
the property is owned by Mr. and Mrs. Claude Lambe, who live there
at present; however, most of the area is open pasture land where
they pasture horses; they have owned it since 1935 or 1936. In
1957, when an application was made for "LC" zoning for the entire
ownership for a regional shopping center, there was considerable:
opposition and as a result, only 25.5 acres were approved for "LC",
Wwhich is still the situation. At this time, NELSON stated, it
is under contract to the Deal Developmeht Company, which is a
partnership composed of Kaiser Aluminum and Aetna Life Insurance
Company, and as the Deal Development Company, they have approxi-
mately $600,000,000 worth of assets behind the overall partnership.

NELSON said they have had many meetings with the area
residents, the City staffs, representatives of the Deal Develop-
ment Company have viewed the area from a development standpoint
and from the sales standpoint and have spent many thousands of
dollars in preparation for this project.

In explaining what is proposed, NELSON said it is proposed
to reduce the existing "LC" from 25.5 acres to 10.2, and in addi-
tion they are asking that 15 acres now "LC", and that zoned "AA"
to the east of the existing CUP area, both be changed to "R-5",
NELSON pointed out that there are houses on Pinecrest and Parkwood
which abut subject property on the east. He stated that at present
there is a total of 43.9 acres, which is reduced to 42.4 after
deduction of additional right-of-way for Oliver and 13th Street.

NELSON referred back to the original CUP, which at that time
was required to be recorded in the Office of the Register of Deeds
to make any buyer aware of the development restrictions, and if
what .is proposed at this time is approved, the title record can
be cleared.

NELSON said there will be approximately 300 dwelling units,
and will vary from 2 to 8 in a building, some will have detached
garages, but about 50% will have attached garages. NELSON said
his research has revealed that the average family in condominiums
of the type proposed, is approximately 3.1, which could result in
something over 300 children. He said he has checked with the
school administration and been informed that Adams Elementary,
Robinson Intermediate and Southeast High Schools could ecasily handle
any increased enrollment and there should be no school problem.




NELSON said it is proposed that the principal entrance to the
condominium development will be on 13th Street, similar to the
one at The Mall on East Harry (divided). Also, ingress is from
Oliver on 10th, 11th and 12th Streets. It is recognized that a
10-foot easement will be required on the easternmost portion and
also additional right-of-way for 10th Street and the west portion
improved and ended in a cul-de-sac, which the applicant is willing
to provide for on his property. ’

¥ NELSON next referred to the traffic situation, and said that
Bill McKinley, Assistant Traffic Engineer, has indicated to him
that increcased traffic from the development proposed will be so
slight as to not create any problem; however, if it is found neces-
sary to provide right turn lanes, sufficient right-of-way has been
provided at the intersection for such. McKinley stated, according
to NELSON, that traffic on 10th, 11lth or 12th, he did not believe
would amount to enough that it would be detrimental to the neigh-
borhood.

NELSON next discussed the type of development, stating that
it is anticipated that approximately 10% of the residential units
will contain 1,300 square feet; approximately 40% will contain
1,300 to 1,600 square feet, and the balance of 50% will be 1,600
to 1,700 square feet. He stated the building coverage will be
approximately 30% which is the limit on a CUP. He said the roads
or streets will be private, installed by the developer without
cost to anyone in the area, and will represent approximately 4.3
acres, which results in about 13.4 acres of streets and area
occupied by buildings, which leaves about 16 acres of open space.
He stated the Lambe family has the right to retain possession of
their home for several months after the property is sold, but it
is anticipated the house will be retained intact as a community
center for the area residehts.

Additional facilities to be provided are a swimming pool and
at least one tennis court.

NELSON stated that the developer desires to build a fence

on the property line on the east side, which would be adjacent to
the Lanbsdale single-family development, and it is not anticipated
that Lambsdale Drive will be extended from the east into the
condominium project, as the developer is attempting to leave the
area to the east as much as possible as it is today.

NELSON said the height of the fencing on the CUP is shown
as 6 to 8 feet. He said in meetings with the people of the area,
some wanted 8 feet, some wanted 6 and some didn't want any fence
at all, although most of them did. He stated that in oxder to
fence and be able to develop 300 units, it is necessary that the
fence be centered on the easement (property line). In this respect,
he pointed out that such is permitted under the present most
restricted classification "AA" zoning on subject property. He
said it would be a continuous fence from 13th Street south to 10th
Street, then west along 10th Street. NELSON stated that the
developers are having a landscape architect in Dallas prepare a
landscaping plan for the project.

Reference was made to drainage, and WELSON said they realize
it is a problem, but exactly how much area will be required for
drainage is unknown at this time, although they have indicated on
the CUP some 80 to 90 feet in width and it may even be more. He
stated that from 13th Street adjacent to the "LC", drainage will
be in a boxed culvert and from the south side of the "LC" zoning, it
will be an open ditch to 10th Street. NELSON said they do not have
a drainage plan at this time, but have discussed it with the Flood
Control Office personnel on numerous occasions and one is being
prepared for submission at the time of filing a plat, and the plat
will not be filed until the drainage problem is resolved.

NELSON said there were questions raised at the various meet-
ings as lo type of construction and how much value would be re-
proesented by each unit. He pointed out an architect's rendering
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showing the three different types of construction - full brick,
stucco, and part brick and part wood, to be of two, four or six
l:mits, which will all be of the same type of cunsbruction and
interspersed througho.t +he development. He said the wiite will
bg two and three bedroom unii: - no one-bedroom units, and therc
will not be any basements. A two-car gaiage will be available for
each unit and there will be two off-street parking spaces in front
of the garages, which means four spaces for each unit, so there
should not be any on-street parking.

As for lighting of the premises, NELSON stated lights will be
so constructed and installed that there will not be any light
directed onto surrounindg areas, and-they will not be high and will
be planned principally for the benefit of pedestrians, and he did
not see how they could be problem to adjacent areas. He pointed
out also that it is anticiapted at this time that the units
will sell for $40,000 to $45,000.

NELSON considered what is proposed a very desirable develop-
ment for the area, which is one of the few areas left for develop-
ment after remaining vacant for many years. He stated that the
price is substantial and with the cost of land, something must be
developed that will sell, and so it has to be desirable and
adequate or it cannot be sold. He said they have attempted to
answer all guestions which have been raised concerning "squeezing
in" of the property, increased traffic, drainage, etc. and con-
ferred with various staffs.

: NELSON said the development will be under a homeowners associ-
ation which will provide, in-substance, among other things, that
the entire open space and exterior of the buildings will be main-
tained by the association and the cost thereof charged back to
individual owners. He said he has had experience with homeowners
association agreements before and they do work very well. He said
one for this development has not been prepared as yet, but will
be at the time of platting.

NELSON next referred to the fact that at present the prop-

erty returns about $6,000 in taxes per yeéar, and their estimate of
tax return from the development proposed is about $300,000, which
he noted should more than off set any increase in school costs.

In summary, NELSON said they have tried to protect everybody
in the area, and subject property must be developed, after remain-
ing vacant for many many years, and it was his opinion that what is
being developed is the most logical use for the area.

In response to a question as to why the area has remained
vacant for many years, NELSON said it was his understanding that
Mr. Lambe has received a great many offers since approval of the
CUP in 1957, particularly for that portion zoned "LC", which have
21l been turned down. He said it is Mr. Lambe's desire to have a
nice development - something that will not be derogatory to the
area in general and good for the community as a whole, which is
why he is willing to deal with the Deal Development Company at
this time, since they are proposing a desirable project.

WALDO WETMORE, a resident of the area and also speaking for
others in the area (who may also want to speak), discussed the

drainage problem in detail, as that is their principal concern.

WETMORE questiond the apparent desire to change the drainage
channel from its natural course, and whereas at present a pond is
on the southern portion of subject property that will usually
impound most of the drainage during heavy rains, it is proposed to
remove the pond and straighten and widen the drainage channel, which
will increase the run-off through their area. With the elimination
of this retention pond, he was concernced for residents at the south-
ern end of the proposed 80-foot drainage channel. He related the
fact that he and other residents have themselves done some improve-
ment to handle tho water on 10 th Street, and ho was much concerned
for the additional runoff which would oceur in relation to the
development proposed.
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WETMORE said according to his computation, two cars in every
garage and two on the driveway for 300 units means a potential of
1,200 additional cars, and he did not feel traffic volumes would be
insignificantly increased as thought by the Assistant Traffic
Engineer.

. WETMORE pointed out that the plan shows the handling of
drainage on subject property, but nothing so far as handling
it on 10th Street or to the south, and he suggested the natural
flow of the drainage not be chancged rather than to channel it
all from the development to where it is already overloaded.

WETMORE expressed concern for the open space between proposed
buildings and existing homes and suggested there be greater set-
backs to present a more beneficial affect to adjacent properties.

HILL said all problems of drainage will be considered and
resolved at the time of platting, and asked Mr. Wetmore if he
was opposed to the zoning or CUP's. WETMORE answered that he was
desirous of seeing that assurance and protection is carried
through and that the community has a voice in seeing that the
surrounding areas are not adversely affected.

HENNESSY pointed out that if the requests are granted and
there should be any damages from drainage to property owners down-
stream, they would have recourse through litigation.

TAYLOR pointed out again that drainagfe matters: would be
resolved during consideration of the plat when submitted and first
reviewed by the Subdivision and Utility Advisory Committees.

F. REA CHAPMAN, 1443 North Battin, quoted figures related
to amount of drainage which could be anticipated from the develop-
ment proposed and the size of the pond and drainage channel,
and degree of absorption of undeveloped land, and it was his
opinion that the development could not materialize as proposed
because the proposed channel is not wide enough and the difficult
drainage situation at the south end.

TAYLOR again commented that such matters would be resolved
during the platting process, and that adjacent owners would not
be asked to absorb the costs of drainage improvements for subject
property.

JAKE GRAYBELL, 1359 North Parkwood, said he was concerned with
the proposed development along the east side which would be adjacent
to the rear property line of the single-family homes on the west
side of Parkwood. He commented that he obtained a different under-
standing from the community meetings with Mr. Nelson than has been
presented by Mr. Nelson at this time, in that at the meetings the
developer was proposing to set the fence back 10 feet from the
property line. He said they are not opposed to the development as
a whole, but did have some concerns. He pointed out that there was
talk about the backyards of the units being much like the backyard
of any residential area, but now apparently they intend to build
a fence right on the property line, then a 20-foot paved private
street and with high density garages adjacent to his rear yard. He
asked that a masonry fence be required rather than wood and that
there be some assurance that it would be- maintained in future years.

GRAYBELL was also interested in landscaping, commenting
that it was difficult for him to see where landscaping would be
provided in view of a fence on the property line, and a paved
strect adjacent to the street. He asked that the development be
set back farther from the east property line along the lots adjacent
on Parkwood Lane and that in order to protect the rear yards of
the single family homes on Parkwood Lane, some type of high -growing
evergreen plantings be required, in view of the desire of the
developer to construct two story structures which would result in
a visual encroachment into the rear yards of the single=family
home:s .
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ROBERT CORNWELL, attorney for Mr. and Mys. Richard Burke,
1317 North Parkwood, said his clients have enjoyed the openness
of the area and while they wish that it could continue, they
realize the land is going to be developed one way or the other. He
said they do not want a regional shopping center, and can live with
the proposal presented, with a few modifications. He spoke first
concerning the height of the fence proposed adjacent to the homes
on Parkwood, and asked that it be 8 feet high rather than 6 feet
to block off activity from the high density development.

CORNWELL asked that a sound barrier of mature evergreen trees
be installed from 13th Street south to slightly past Lambsdale
Drive to make the 20-foot drive and garages planned for the multi-
units more compatible with the residential property adjacent on
the east.

CORSWELL spoke also on the subject of lighting of the area and
asked that all such lighting be focused into subject property and
away from adjoining property.

The resident at 1010 North Harding, said he owns the property
where the pond is (to the south of 10th Street) and knew from having
lived there 10 years that the pond will not handle any additional
water without creating overflow conditions. He stated that he is
willing to continue maintaining the pond according to his ability
to do so, but did stress concern over the silting in of the pond.

HERMAN BARNETT, 1351 North Parkwood, said he agreed with every -
thing said by Mr. Graybell concerning fencing and screening and
lighting. He commented further that they have been fortunate
in having a nice view for 16 years, and it was his hope that if
this project is approved, that the condominium construction will
be held to top quality. He commented further that the drainage
situation will be a real problem to resolve.

LAWRENCE FINLEY, 1135 North Pinecrest, spoke in opposition,
and said that one of the inducements to his purchasing his home was
because of the single~family zoning at the rear. He said he has
in the past enjoyed the view from his large picture window, but would
certainly not enjoy the view of a 35-foot building immediately behind
his property. He made reference to the four conditions which the
Commission must find to exist before approving a residential CUP
primarily the one that reads: "That the values of buildings and the
character of the property adjoining the area included in such plan
will not be adversely affected." FINLEY pointed out that there has
been no special showing presented that what is proposed will not
 adversely affect the established values of surrounding properties,
and it was his opinion that high density such as proposed adjacent to
. low density cannot help but adversely affect the property values,
especially when the backyard of the property adjacent to his will be
25 feet in depth with a 35-foot brick building. He said he only
recently purchased his home and paid a good sum for it, and did not
like to see the value destroyed by what is proposed. When questioned,
. he agreed that development under a CUP probably provides more protec-
- tion to adjacent areas than under the "R-5" classification. In
further discussion, FINLEY was of the opinion that the Commission
could not find that the project would not adversely affect the property
values of adjoining property, and thus could not approve the request.
He said it not only would adversely affect the value of his property,
but his view as well.

FINLEY also referred to the drainage situation and the pos=
sibility that he would be taxed for drainage improvements to handle
runoff from subject area.

GEORGE SLATER, 1345 North Parkwood, pointed out that there
is an casement at the cast side of subject property 16 feet in
width and he asked if the fence will be built to the west easement
line or in the center of the casement. The answer was that it is pro-
posed Lo be on the property line which would be the center line of the
16-foot carement. In more discussion on this matter, SLATER indicated
hs fence was 3 feet on Mr. Lambe's property and that he had put his
fence in line with others when he moved thero.




In an attempt to clarify the situation, KAMEN pointed out that
the 16-foot casement is 8 feet on each property and that the property
line ownership is to the center of the casement.

BUD KUTHAN, 1020 WNorth Harding, expressed concern for the handl-
ing of the drainage matter.

MARJORIE SHOWALTER, 1159 North Pinecrest, said at the neighbor-
hood meetings with Mr. Nelson, the fence was represented as to be
installed 8 feet west of the west edge of the easement and was to be
masonry, and apparently the understanding today is different than at
that meeting. HOPPER pointed out that the City staff has recommended
that it would not be advisable to put a masonry type wall over the sewer
line in the easement.

ZENO BOLLINGER, 4919 East 10th (corner of 10th and Harding)
was concerned for the possibility of some of his front yard being
required for street or for drainage. It was stated that he would
not be required to give any additional right-of-way for Harding, as
at this time it is not proposed that right-of-way would be any closer
to his house than at present.

RAY COURTER, 1111 North Pinecrest, said he bought his lot and
built his home about 16 years ago and observed at the time certain
restrictions and requirements which Mr. Lambe had imposed in order to
be assured of a nice desirable residential area, which he felt had
been developed, and while he recognized that theré needs to be a change
and something developed on subject property, he stated he would like
to see something comparable and appropriate in relation to the exist-
ing development in the area. He asked also if there was a chance of
filling in several feet of the low area and constructing a 35-foot
building thereon. It was stated that at the time of platting minimum
pad elevations would be established by the Flood control staff and
that it is likely that some of the area next to the drainage channel
will have to be raised to be assured of being above any flood area.

COURTER said he was willing to go along with whatever is best
for everybody concerned, but felt the fence should be high enough
to properly screen the activities of subject project from the single-
family homes to the east.

HAROLD SHOWALTER, 1159 North Pinecrest, stated that if what
is proposed is to be built, the residents should have at least the
protection they have now by the open area, that buildings should not
be built so clese to their property lines; that they needed an adequate
open area to give them better protection against vandalism and fire ;
hazards. He pointed out also that he preferred a masonry wall with
spaced openings for drainage so that they would not have water stand-
ing in their backyards as they have presently. A masonry wall would
also give residents more security from vandalism, although SHOWALTER
pointed out that the neighborhood has banded together to act as a
vigilance committee for their own protection, but because of the
higher density proposed, it was his feeling they would need better
protection. Also, there should be some assurance that their prop-
erty would not be devalued, and that appropriate and compatible build-
ings would be constructed which would be comparable with restrictions
applicable to the Lambsdale area to the. east..

BESS PARISH, 1201 Harding, expressed concern for the water which
would converge at the corner of 1lth and Oliver, and said that the
water is hub deep after a heavy rain from the water from Oliver as
well as the church parking lot to the west. She also stated that
with channelization of taffic from the proposced development via 1lth
Strect would ruin the corner and possibly reduce the value of prop-
erty on the corner by at least $5,000.

MRS . BUGENE CUSICK, 1010 Morth Harding, said they were concerned
about pollution of the drainage channel, and that they own part of
the pond to the south and were concerned with pollution for the fish
as well as with the lake silting up. 8he referred to the fact that
one could expect added pollution from children throwing things in
the drainage ditch that would floalb down Lo the pond.,




CHAIRMAN TAYLOR stated that the Commission has heard sufficiently

from those who cared to speak and would take into consideration the
comments made.

MOTION: That the Planning Commission recommend
to the City Commissioners the approval of DP-57
(Amendment to the Commercial Community Unit Plan)
subject to conditions suggested in the staff report;
AND approval of Z-1567 and DP-58 (Residential Com-
munity Unit Plan) subject to comments shown in the
staff report, and subject to the Subdivision Com-
mittee definitely taking into consideration the
points that have been raised at this meeting with
respect to the drainage, and the wall for screen-
ing the development. Blakey moved.

HILL said he would second the motion, with the follow-
ing amendments being included: That in addition to the
staff comments, there be an opening made to Lambsdale
Drive instead of complete access control all along the
east side of subject property; that there be either a
wooden fence or masonry screening on the west as well as
on the east and south to protect those properties that
face this development; and that there be a sign re-
striction that no sign can be erected on the commercial
property farther than 200 feet from the intersection
(south on Oliver - east on 13th Street); and further,
that any fence, whether wood or masonry be a minimum

of 8 feet high; and that any problem of drainage on

the property be at the cost of the developer.

BLAKEY said he would agree to everything except the
opening of access on the east side to Lambsdale.

HILL questioned why all ‘the traffic should be channeled to
Oliver by means of 10th, 11th and 12th Streets and why would it
hurt to siphon some off on Lambsdale Drive.

BALKEY commented that it would be taking.the traffic right
through a residential area rather than away from it. HILL pointed
cut that the area to the west is also residential.

GALBRAITH requested a clarification on the sign location at
the intersection of Oliver and 13th, pointing out that Parcel 1 is
261 feet square and therefore a sign could not be placed on Parcel
2.

HILL amended the distance to be 275 feet in
each direction from the intersection.

KAMEN asked if the motion was proposing that the developer correct
the drainage problem all the way south wherever it extends. HILL said
such applied only as far as subject property extends, however, any
problems it creates should be taken care of.

BLAKEY accepted the amendments as proposed.

HENNESSY spoke in favor of the proposed development and asked
Nelson if he could give any idea of the investment involved. NELSON
said he could only estimate 12 1/2 million dollars on the residential
CUP and 10 million on the "LC" development proposed, plus the cost
of the land. He continued that in view of the investment, the
developer cannot afford to construct anything but the most desirable,

VOTE ON MOTION: Carried unanimously. (Arnholz
absent, ) ;

RISING commended the people for their involvement and interest
and said the Commissioners share their concern, but must attempt to
vote for what is the grecatest good for the entire situation and
will certainly make cvery effort to take into consideration points
raised in future consideration: of this development.
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For clarification and to include the recommendations in the
staff reports which were a part of the motion, the Commission's
action is as follows:

That the Planning Commission recommend approval of the zone
change request (Z-1567) subject to the platting of all the
property associated with all three cases (Z-1567, DP-57

and DP-58) within one year from the date of approval by the
Board of City Commissioners; or the application be con-
sidered denied and closed; AND approval of DP-57 (Amendment
to the Commercial Community Unit Plan, subject to the fol-
lowing conditions:

a. Platting of subject property within one year from
the date of approval by the Board of City Commis-—
sioners; or the application be considered denied
and closed.

Increase of the building setback line adjacent to
the south and east lines of Parcel #2 from 30 feet
to 35.feet.

Expand General Provision #7 to provide that "No wall
shall be constructed in any utility easement.”

Indicating "complete access control" adjacent to 12th
Street on the face of the plan.

Street name Shadowlawn Place shall be changed to Harding.

Expand General Provision #5 to read as follows:
Advertising ground signs shall be permitted along
13th Street and Oliver, only within a distance of
275 feet from the intersection, not to exceed the
height of 30 feet, nor to be placed so as to pro-
ject over any public right-of-way. No billboard
advertising or roof signs shall be permitted.

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 commercial development and be binding upon
the present owners, their successors and assigns,
unless amended.

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

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

AND

approval of DP-58 (Residential 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 application be considered denied and closed.

Increase of the building setback line adjacent to the
south and east lines of Parcel #2 from 30 fect to
35 feet.
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Expand General Provision #9 to provide that "No wall
shall be constructed in any utility easement,"

Add a General Provision to #12 stating that "At the
time of platting, the applicant shall guarantee the
construction of an accel-decel lane on 13th Street
200 feet in either direction from the center of the
major driveway."

Change the plat to reflect an access point to Lambsdale
Drive.

Amend General Provision #9 to provide for a minimum
8-foot masonry wall or wood fence along the east,
south and west, which should read as follows:

A planting screen 15 feet in width will be pro-
vided and maintained adjacent to the east line of
Harding Avenue except at points for ingress and
egress. A solid or semi-solid wall constructed of
brick, stone, masonry, architectural tile, wood or
other similar material at least 8 feet high shall
be constructed along the east and south lines of
Parcel #3 and along the west line adjacent to Hard-
ing, as indicated on the plan.

Add screening wall, fence and landscaping to the
Homeowners Association Agreement under General
Provision #8.

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 pres-
ent owners, their successors and assigns, unless

amended.

The development of this property proceeding in accord-
ance with the development plan as approved by the Plan-
ning Commission, and any substantial deviation of the
plan, as determined by the Superintendent of Central In-
spection and the Director of Planning, shall constitute
a violation of the building permit authorizing construc-
tion of the proposed development.

Any major changes in this development plan being resub-
mitted to the Planning Commission and City Commission for
their consideration.
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EXCERPT FROM PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES OF NOVEMBER 29, 1973:

la. Case No. Z-1567 - Claude R. Lambe and Deal Development
Company request change from "LC" and "AA" to "R-5" for:
(See excerpt of Planning Commission minutes of October
25, 1973 for legal description.) Generally located on
the south side of 13th Street in an area west of Park—
wood Lane.

Case No. DP-57 - Claude R. Lambe and Deal Development
Company request approval of a Commercial Community Unit
Plan for: (See excerpt of Planning Commission minutes of
October 25, 1973 for legal description.) Generally
located at the southeast corner of Oliver and 13th
Street.

Case No. DP-58 - Claude R. Lambe and Deal Development
Company request approval of a Residential Community Unit
Plan for: (See excerpt of Planning Commission minutes
of October 25, 1973 for legal description.) Generally
located at the southeast corner of Oliver and 13th.

CHAIRMAN TAYLOR stated that this special meeting is for
rehearing of the Lambsdale zone case (Z-1567) and Residential
and Commercial Community Units Plans (DP-57 and DP-58) at the
southeast corner of 13th and Oliver. She inquired as to how many
were present in opposition and whether or not they had a spokes-
man for the group. She said the Commission would convene for as
long as necessary to hear new and appropriate information, but
that repetitive statements would be of no value in the delibera-
tions, and asked that those who speak limit their remarks, and
if it is repetitious, they might be asked to relinquish the micro-
phone at the end of five minutes. ©She suggested that if anyone's
concern is the same as a previous speaker, they could so indicate
by a show of hands. She hoped that in this way all the information
needed to reach a proper decision to the best interest of all would
result.

The opposition indicated they had no principal speaker and
that there would be individual comments.

HENNESSY suggested that it might clarify the situation and
be useful for the Commission to consider the points that were
specifically brought up at the other hearing, and also asked
that it be made a matter of record that the previous action was
unanimously recommended to the City Commission.

CHAIRMAN TAYLOR pointed out that there are two Commissioners
present that were not at the other meeting, Arnholz having been
absent at that time and Gragert being a new member.

At the suggestion of Hill, The chairman inquired if there
was anyone present who felt they did not have a chance to speak
or a fair hearing before by reason of the Annex Building being
locked.

HILL said he would like to hear from them first if there
were any present. No one was present who had been locked out
of the building before, but one of the audience stated that
a Mr. Moffett had been unable to enter the building at the other
meeting because it was locked, but he was not present at this
time.

GALBRAITH said the previous action of the Planning Commis-
sion was unanimous as to those members present, to recommend ap-
proval of all three cases, subject to several conditions. For
the benefit specifically of the two members not present before,
he reviewed the requests briefly as follows:

Case Z-1567 requests change from "LC" and "AA" to "R-5"
for development of condominiums and townhouses; DP-57 is a re-
quest for amendment of a previously approved Commercial Community
Unit Plan and reduces the "LC" zoning from approximately 25 acres
to 10 acres; and DP-58 is a request for a Community Unit Plan
for residential development for the same area as requested for

"R-5" zoning.




GALBRAITH said all of the property is undeveloped except
for one single-family home and a horse barn; with single-family
homes to the east, south, west and north, with some duplexes
on Harding; and with "LC" zoning on the other three corners of
the intersection of 13th and Oliver; and a church to the west
and north.

The Residential CUP contains 32 acres, and the applicant has
submitted a plan indicating interior circulation, open space,
and providing for termination of 10th Street by a cul-de-sac.
GALBRAITH said the general type of information required on a CUP
application has been submitted, and that the density proposed
for the residential CUP is not to exceed 10 dwelling units per
acre.

GALBRAITH said one of the requirements at the previous hear-
ing was not only plantings along Harding but also an 8-foot wall,
He stated that the applicant prefers to provide only the plant-
ing material and not the wall.

GALBRAITH said that at the City Commission meeting, the
matter of limiting advertising signs was brought up, the Plan-
ning Commission having recommended they be limited to within 275
feet of the intersection, and the applicant has requested a
greater distance - 600 feet along 13th Street and 350 feet
along Oliver.

It was pointed out that since the other hearing by the Plan-
ning Commission legal protest petitions representing 34.78% have
been submitted opposing the rezoning. He pointed out that the
Planning Commissioners have been furnished copies of the City
Commission minutes and all letters submitted to the City Commis-
sion on this matter. He said the reason for its referral back
to the Planning Commission was because of the claim of unfair hear-
ing by a party who did not have access to the meeting because of
the City Building Annex being locked.

GALBRAITH said the first motion of the City Commission denied
access to Lambsdale and did not require construction of the wall
along Harding, but its final action was to return all three cases
for reconsideration of all items, including a major item to re-
consider the drainage problems.

GALBRAITH said that many of the conditions required by the
previous action have been complied with on the plans, prior to
hearing by the City Commission.

ARNHOLZ asked concerning the notification area, and GALBRAITH
explained that for this special hearing, notices had been sent to
all owners within a radius of 1,000 feet of the total area as
required for CUP applications, and that the legal notification
area for rezoning is only 200 feet. In further explanation, GAL-
BRAITH explained that the Commercial CUP provides for major access
to 13th Street and Oliver Street, and provides for two parcels,
and does not provide for access to 12th Street. It indicates a
planting screen adjacent to 12th and 13th across from single-
family.

GALBRAITH stated that at the previous hearing there was major
concern raised as to drainage, not only how the developer would
handle it through subject property, but what happens to it south,
and how does the drainage coming from the north get into the pro-
posed box structure. He said the Commission heard from many people
on this point, but that it is a problem to be resolved during the
platting process, and that since the last meeting a drainage plan
has been submitted by the developer to the Flood Control Office,
and persons are present to discuss this point.

Another factor of importance to people in the area, GALBRAITH
said, was the fence or wall requirement on the east side. Several
people living in that area preferred that a wall not be on the
property line, but constructed to the west 10 feet, and also
mentioned they had hoped there would be landscaping of some sort.




GALBRAITH said the applicant still wants to fence along the
property line, and has indicated a planting strip of 5 feet adja-
cent to the west of the fence, and the Planning Commission might
want to incorporate that in the general text - that before any
building permit is issued, a landscape plan must also be sub-
mitted for that area.

Next GALBRAITH said access to Lambsdale has become a major
issue. The plans were submitted without access, but at the other
hearing, several persons living west of Harding had asked that
the traffic from the development be dispersed in all directions.
GALBRAITH said the legal notification area for rezoning is 200
feet with respect to requiring a 4/5ths vote of the City Commis-
sion, but this does not apply for Community Unit Plans,

There was brief discussion at this time about the location
of signs, it being pointed out that on the north side of 13th
a grocery store site extends from Oliver to Glendale, a distance
of about 350 feet. One of the Commissioners noted that as ap-
proved before, a sign on 13th or Oliver would be across from
commercial and not across from residential.

ROBERT H. NELSON, attorney for the applicant, said they
would amend the plan to include the 5-foot planting strip referred
to previously along the fence on the east, He also stated that
when the plan was originally submitted to the Planning Staff, an
opening to Lambsdale was indicated, and mainly because of the
staff objection, it was changed, the feeling of the staff being that
the most appropriate access from the property should be to the major
streets of 13th and Oliver. In further explanation of access, NEL-
SON said there would be access at 10th, 11th and 12th, and with the
main entrance to the Residential CUP on 13th Street, being a divided
ingress-egress arrangement. NELSON said another reason for the
deletion of access to Lambsdale was because of the difficulty in
handling traffic from Lambsdale and then east to Edgemoor because
of the curvature of the streets, and the fact that it would take

traffic through a residential area, but not directly to a major
street, Edgemoor being more of a collector street.

As for the wall on Harding, NELSON said the motion was for a
wall or fence along all areas adjacent to residential; however,
the residents on Harding do not want a wall along their property,
and a petition was filed with the City Commission signed by 11
owners along Harding opposing a fence or wall; they do, however,
want the 15-foot planting screen. He said that is the desire of
the developer also - a planting screen but no wall or fence. As
for the type of plantings, NELSON said the landscape plan will have
to be approved by the Planning Department before a building permit
can be issued.

NELSON referred to the City Commission action, pointing out
that a motion was passed 4-0 (Stevens absent) to delete access to
Lambsdale and the fence along Harding prior to another motion to
refer the matter back to the Planning Commission. It was his
assumption that the City Commission feeling will be the same so
far as the Lambsdale opening and the fence/wall on Harding, which
he stated was satisfactory with the developer and is the desire
of the people to the east and along Harding.

Reference was made by NELSON to the sign locations, and he
recalled that previously someone living either on 11th or 12th
had said they would not want a sign opposite their home. He
pointed out that the location of the home would be at least two
blocks south of the "LC" development, and there has been nothing
said by the applicant that there would be any sign in the residen-
tial area. He noted that at the present time on shopping centers,
signs are limited by a City ordinance already. He said that the
only freestanding sign proposed would be to indicate the shopping
center, and that is why they have asked that the distance be in-
creased to 600 feet on 13th and 350 feet on Oliver, which will
all be within their light commercial area.




With respect to the fence on the east, NELSON referred to
an artist's drawing on the board showing the plan. He said they
desire to put the fence on the lot line (a permanent type wall
cannot be put on an easement). He pointed out that under the
present "AA" zoning, an owner is permitted to install a fence
at the property line. It was explained by NELSON that adjacent
to the fence would be a 5-foot planting strip on the inside of
the fence, then a 20-foot private street or driveway back to
the garages at the rear of the units, then there would be a 25-
foot parking space in front of the garages, and then the garages
would be about 25 feet, and beyond that is a patio before you
get to the townhouses. The total distance, NELSON stated, would
be 95 feet from the fence line to the buildings, so really the
people on the east side have been granted much more space than
they would have as "AA" development, because if only observed
the required rear yard setback in a "AA" district, it would be
very small compared to 95 feet being proposed by this plan.

(The above discussion with respect to a fence along the east side
refers to that area north of Lambsdale Drive.)

As for screening on the east side south of Lambsdale Drive,
NELSON said the same type of planting strip is proposed, and then
open greenery until the patio, which will be approximately 45
feet in all between the lot line and the building. It was his
feeling again that adequate protection is being provided for
the homes to the east, and to a much greater degree than under
the "AA" zoning.

NELSON referred to the density factor and said that under
"AAM, 7.2 units per acre is permitted while what is proposed is
10 units per acre, so under the "R-5" only three more units per
acre is proposed; however "R-5" allows a maximum of 12.4 units.

NELSON felt that this is the last property in the northeast
section of Wichita that is vacant and is what might be termed
close to town in that most of the shopping center areas have gone
beyond - farther easi and south or north. He pointed out that
Kellogg Mall is three miles east and two south, and he referred
to several others and their locations. He said that in this
case they are asking for a reduction of the "LC" from 25 acres
to 10, and that people in the area will be relieved of at least
15 acres of "LC" zoning and development. He said the 25 acres
has been zoned "LC" since 1957 and he thought the public would
i.ike this kind of improvement plan rather than being opposed to
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HENNESSY asked how many homes there were on the north side
of 13th Street facing subject property, and NELSON said it was
his recollection there were none - that they all face to the east
or west side streets.

In further clarification, GALBRAITH pointed out that the 25
acres of "LC" is under an old CUP (one of the first approved) and
does not comply with present CUP regulations, but the zoning is
"LC" and it would only require an amendment to the CUP to develop
the entire 25 acres.

HENNESSY referred to the request for "R-5" zoning and the
possibility of a street along the east side with single-family
home development. GALBRAITH said a minimum of 64 feet would be
required for a residential street which could be put through the
center with single-family lots about 120 feet in depth on each
side.

HENNESSY asked how development of the present "LC" might af-
fect the drainage problem already in the area. GALBRAITH answered
that there would be more runoff with 25 acres of "LC" than under a
Residential CUP.




GRAGERT asked Nelson why an opening on Lambsdale was put
in if there was no opposition to its closing by the developer.
NELSON answered that there were people at the previous meeting
on 10th, 11th and 12th Streets who felt that the traffic should
be dispersed in all directions from the proposed development,
and he presumed that was the reason the motion was made and passed
by the Planning Commission to give access to Lambsdale. He said
the developer originally had shown such an opening when first
discussed with the planning staff, but based on the staff's recom-
mendation, it was eliminated prior to submission to the Planning
Commission.

GRAGERT asked Nelson to explain the drainage problem. NEL-
SON said that from 13th Street adjacent to the "LC", drainage
will be in a boxed culvert and from the south side of the "LC"
zoning, it will be an open ditch 80 to 90 feet in width to just
north of 10th Street. He said it is proposed to maintain the
ditch with proper slopes and vegetation to beautify the channel
and efforts made to enhance the view.

Further on the drainage matter, NELSON said it will have to
be solved at the time of platting, even if the zoning and CUP's
are approved at this time. He said they cannot get a permit for
construction of any bpilding until the area is platted and in the
platting procedure, adequate handling of the drainage will be
required through working with the Flood Control office and the
City Engineer. He said they had not anticipated that in any
approval of the zoning and CUP's that they would be required to
solve the drainage problem. He stated, however, that a plan has
been submitted to the Flood Control office and also discussed
with the Director of Publiec Works and the City Engineer.

NELSON agreed that there is a problem to the south of 10th
Street, and people there are objecting because they say there
will be more water on and past their properties than at present.
He said i1t is true there will be some increase, but he himself
was not able to speak with authority on the subject. NELSON
stated further that the drainage problem that exist in this area
is not the result of subject area, but that area north of 13th
Street drains approximately 200 acres of ground, and drainage mat-
ters were not properly handled when that particular area was plat-
ted and developed. He said they are prepared to pay for handling
all of the drainage problems on their subject property and are not
asking for any help from the City or anyone else. NELSON said
the private drives are to be put in subject development at the
expense of the developer and maintained by the developer under a
homeowners agreement which will be filed as a part of the CUP,
which means that the developer will continue to maintain all of
the open space, all streets, the drainage system and exterior of
the buildings. he explained further that under the homeowners
agreement there will be assessments against each lot for maintenance.

ARNHOLZ commented that it would appear to him access to Lambs-
dale would be desirable because he did not think there would be
much traffic from the proposed development wanting to go in that
direction, and also, Edgemoor at present doesn't carry so much
traffic that it couldn't handle a little more.

GARDENHIRE brought up the fact that at the previous meeting
there was opposition from adjacent residents opposed to 2-story
condominiums because it would be an invasion of their privacy in
their backyards. She wondered if the present plan of a fence,
planting, roadway, parking, garage and patio area alleviated that
objection.

NELSON pointed out that it is much better than could be
assured under the "AA" classification, as that requires only a
20-foot backyard setback, while the plan proposes 95 feet. He
said the garages to the south of Lambsdale along the east side
would be in front of the dwelling units and the only thing back
of the house will be the patio.




NELSON said he would 1ike to have Mr. Zollars, who prepared
the drainage plan and conferred with the City staffs, present the
plan. He referred again, however, to Arnholz's point on the
opening of Lambsdale, and pointed out that there was much opposi-
tion by residents on the east opposing such an opening because
they do not want additional traffic thru their residential area.

MRS. BOB JONES, 1207 Harding, asked about the opening on 12th.
GALBRAITH explained that there is a curb cut proposed at the
intersection of Harding and 12th that will provide access from
a row of townhouses, but that there will not be access from the
major portion of the project at this point.

JONES said they were opposed to having 11th Street as the
only opening and would like to see Lambsdale opened on the other
side to spread the traffic.

HILL agreed that it would funnel much traffic to 11th and the
opening to Lambsdale would alleviate some of that traffic problem.

RAY COURTER, 1111 North Pinecrest, said he personally was
very much in favor of keeping Lambsdale closed because of the
terrific traffic problem and dangerous street crossings leading
east from Lambsdale. He did not expect that all traffic would
go to Edgemoor from Lambsdale particularly, and thought it would
take several more traffic signals to properly handle the traffic
out of there. He thought it would create a problem, and that
surely the major entrance on 13th would handle the traffic.

COURTER commented further that he felt Mr. Lambe had been
very good to develop a fine area and placed restrictions on
the development which have to be complied with. He felt that in
selling this to the proposed developer, Mr. Lambe is trying to
provide something really nice that would be an asset to the city
and the general community. He asked, however, if it is possible
that if the change is allowed, and the present proposed developer
later sells the property, whether a new owner could develop some-
thing less desirable.

CHAIRMAN TAYLOR pointed out that under the Community Unit
Plan, the plan would have to be followed regardless of the owner-
ship, and that any changes desired would have to again be sub-
mitted to the Planning Commission and City Commission.

LARRY PRATHER, 5421 Lambsdale, said he submitted the petition
of 46 names opposed to the opening of Lambsdale to the City Com-
mission, and asked that it not be allowed to be opened.

JACK LASHLEY, 1201 North Pinecrest, said he was probably the
only one who would directly gain by the closing of the Lambsdale
opening (assuming the vacation of such street). He said he had
visited with his neighbors and they are concerned with the narrow-
ness of the streets and the fact that they are not designed to
carry additional traffic. He suggested the danger to children in
the area, and also the fact that drivers would be inclined to
possibly use it as a short cut to avoid the intersection of 13th
and Oliver.

EUGENE CUSICK, 1010 North Harding, said they thought they had
a beautiful area, and that at the City Commission meeting on. Novem-
ber 13, the City Attorney made the statement that the pond (on
Cuscik's property) would probably be taken from them. He said
he was much concerned about that statement, but doubted if anyone
could speak intelligently on the matter until Mr. Mitchell of the
Flood Control Office was heard from.

GEORGE SLATER, 1345 North Parkwood, commented that if the
fence is built along the east side, then it would stop the water
from flowing to the west, which is the natural drainage., Further,
the construction of a street as proposed in the development would
raise the level and be inclined to hold the water on the four north
lots. He said the lots on the east are so shallow the fence would
be within 20 feet of his back door. He said they did not think
pavement or anything like that should be built on the easement.
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WALDO WETMORE, 5125 East 10th, reviewed the present drain-
age and flooding problem at 10th Street, commenting that to add
anymore to an already overflowing situation would be much opposed,

and there apparently is no plan for channeling the drainage on
south of 10th Street.

MOTION: Hennessy moved and Arnholz seconded
that M. S. Mitchell of the Flood Control Office
be heard from at this time.

M. 8. MITCHELL said that Mr. Zollars, the applicant's engin-
eer, has a plan for drainage and thought it should be explained
to the Commission and then he would be glad to answer questions
or make comments. HENNESSY asked Mitchell to identify his posi-
tion, and MITCHELL said he was Assistant Superintendent of Pub-
lic Works Maintenance and Supervisor of the Flood Control Office
for Wichita-Sedgwick County. He said he and the City Engineer
serve on the Utility Advisory Committee with the Subdivision Com-
mittee and their responsibility relates to approving the design
for drainage in new subdivisions, and in this specific instance,
they would have to approve any design that the developer proposed
and make recommendations to the Subdivision Committee if they
were not in agreement with that plan.

BOB ZOLLARS, on behalf of the applicant, said he has talked
with Mr. Mitchell about the problems and developed a plan and said
he would point out how they intended to solve at least the majority
of the problem.

He pointed out that north of 13th when it was platted, there
was not an underground drainage system provided and that all water
collected in streets and flowed across the surface of subject area.
He pointed out that water which falls on subject area at present
is not collected in any manner other than flowing over the surface
of the ground. From the north, water goes into 13th Street where
the City has made some attempt to channel the watcr iantc catch
basins and taken underground into a boxed culvert. At present,
this system is not fully taking care of the water coming from
the north and water ponds and overflows the curb on 13th Street.
From the catch basins on 13th, it goes into a 45-foot drainage
easement and into a ditch and onto the south into a pond.

ZOLLARS said there are a number of homes on Parkwood which
drain onto subject area and the drainage is diverted into the
drainage ditch. He said the problem is that there is not an ade-
quate system, and the area to the north of 13th is not entirely
developed at this time, so the condition will become more critical.
He said they have recognized this situation and have attempted to
design a system which would alleviate the problems caused by this
area if the City upgrades its system north of 13th.

ZOLLARS pointed out that on the west side, the flow is to
the east on the streets. They propose to accept such water in
their system, that it will not be blocked off in any way. They
propose installing inlets to take the overflow into the drainage
channel. He said they further propose to extend a pipe from the
drainage ditch to the property line, and if the City ever sees
the need to upgrade the drainage improvements in this area, there
will be the means of tying in the system. It doesn't force the
City to act, but only if and when they are ready.

ZOLLARS said the problem at the north is primarily because
there is not an adequate underground system to collect the water
where it needs to be collected. The possibility exists that
sometime in the future, the governing body may need to provide
adequate drainage to the area north of 13th. He said that under
the developer's proposal at this time, the water would be collected
and funneled into the channel and in order to allow this to operate
they have provided for culverts deep enough that it should not
cause any problem to future improvements by the City. He said they
have sized the culvert to not only take water at the present time,
but all the water under a fully developed situation north of 13th.




ZOLLARS commented that should the area north of 13th not
develop fully, and the City not build a system, then it is pos-
sible that a large amount of money has been wasted by this
developer in building the drainage facilities about twice the
size for the need right now.

As for the area on the east, ZOLLARS said the fence pro-
posed will be so constructed as to allow the water to drain onto
subject property from the rear of the existing residential lots
and there will be no attempt made to block it off. He said it
is proposed to take the water underground on subject property
into the drainage channel. He said it is proposed to handle
the drainage coming from Lambsdale Drive from the east onto sub-
Jject property in the same manner. Further, water from the lots
on the east south of Lambsdale Drive will be collected on the
grassy areas of subject property and taken at certain intervals
into the drainage system.

ZOLLARS stated that development of subject area under the
present zoning, he estimated, would create a 5% increase over
the present drainage, but if developed as proposed, his estimate
was 1.1% more runoff.

ZOLLARS said they have made an attempt to handle the drain-
age in such a way that it would not tend to be erosive in nature
or get out of control. He reviewed again their proposal to box
the drainage adjacent to the light commercial, but let it flow
naturally in a ditch in the area south. He felt this would be an
ideal situation prior to the City doing any work on the area south
of subject property. He commented that in any future improvement
on the part of the City, the water could be carried to their chan-
nel and they are willing to do whatever is feasible and proper
in the way of paying their share. He said the channel would be
landscaped and sodded, and maintained as an asset to their prop-
erty. ZOLLARS repeated that they have tried to improve the situa-
tion for the adjacent residents. He pointed out that the system
is designed to be used, based on development of the area north of
13th Street and so that when the City does make improvements re-
lated to drainage north and south of subject tract, it will be pos-
sible to make use of drainage facilities on subject tract. He
stated that unless most of the improvements proposed by the devel-
oper are ultimately used in the City's plan, then much money will
have been wasted in providing facilities much bigger than are
actually needed at this time.

When questioned about Mr. Cusick's concern for his pond,
ZOLLARS said they have no control over what happens to the pond -
that the City will have to decide what should be done with the
pond and the drainage area south of their project.

CUSICK stated that while the developer may not have responsib-
ility with regard to the pond, they do have the responsibility
with regard to changing the course of the creek and the laws of
the State provide that extra water cannot be created without some
allowance being made therefor.

HILL said Mr. Cusick's concern is whether or not with the
estimated 1.1% increase in flow, his dam will be washed out, or
the pond silted in.

ZOLLARS said he did not know the capacity of the pond, but if
not overflowing at the present time, 1.1% will not affect it,
and if it is overflowing, the 1.1%, of course, will not help the
situation.

CUSICK said that in the past they have had water right up
to their back step and any additional water might cause flooding
of the house.

MITCHELL said that he was of the opinion that this developer
would not have the legal responsibility for improving the channel
from his property south to the pond or 9th Street. It is not
his responsibility to make his development plan take care of
drainage which might be created by his increased use of the land.




MITCHELL continued that it is unfortunate that when the
land to the south and north was developed, the City was not far
sighted enough to see what development would occur and to make
provisions which this study has provided for, being the ultimate
design of a system on the basis of a fully developed area. He
stated that there are flooding problems on this West Branch of
Dry Creek all the way to the Veterans Hospital, and they have
made some very preliminary studies which indicate that a flood
occurring today with no changes at all, could cause properties to
flood. He said the property north of Cusick's has a 1/2 foot
difference in elevation between a flood which has occurred and
a flood which would cause damage. He pointed out that Mr. Ed-
wards' house and garage at times have had water around them and
that just a little bit of a raise in elevation could cause con-
siderable damage. He felt that the development proposed may add
some to the flooding situation, but that at present, with no
development on subject property, there could be a serious flood
which would cause the same kind of problem.

MITCHELL said the City needs to address itself to the entire
West Branch of Dry Creek and provide solutions to the situation,
and the normal method of financing such improvement is by a
benefit district, which would mean everyone who lives in the area
where water flows from would be involved in paying for the im-
provement. He pointed out that this developer has agreed to pay
the entire cost of a drainage system for about 1/2 mile, which
would reduce the cost of the total benefit district, which, when
built, would be to the same standards as being proposed. He said
he did not have the complete answer as to how such a project
would be financed, as that is an action for the City Commission
to determine whether the financing will be city at large or by
benefit district.

MITCHELL said they have recommended improvements since 1958 -
they come up every time Dry Creek floods, but at present the
damages from such flooding have not reached the magnitude of the
cost of solving the problem, and until a definite financing
arrangement is arrived at, there will be no improvement. He
pointed out that there seems to be little emphasis at this time
to make such improvements.

HILL asked Mitchell if the pond spillway was lowered and the
pond was lowered, even with the 1.1% increase, if the water wouldn't
go on down Dry Creek and alleviate Mr. Cusick's problem and that
of his neighbors.

MITCHELL said there are several ways of alleviating the situa-
ton between 9th and 10th, one being to widen the spillway, or a
combination of widening the spillway and lowering of the crest
which would give a better slope and permit faster velocity. He
felt either would protect the properties on either side of the pond
and even if water got to a higher elevation than it has in the past,
there would be no overflow.

MITCHELL stated that none of these possibilities have been
discussed in detail because at the present time there is no way of
financing, no right-of-way and no public need at the moment to make
such an attempt. He commented that to Cusick, Edwards and others,
it is a very pressing problem, but to the rest of the people living
along the West Branch of Dry Creek, it is not pressing. He con-
tinued that the pond is creating part of the flooding problem and
as far as he has been able to determine, there is no permit from
the State for the pond to even be there.

HILL commented then that the pond could be taken out. MIT-
CHELL agreed it could be by action of the Attorney General or the
County Attorney.

CUSICK asked if the statute of limitations might apply to a
situation like this. He said the pond was constructed years ago,




and that he had written the State inquiring about a permit and
learned that one had not been issued, and he questioned why
such had not been brought up 20 years or so ago.

HENNESSY suggested that in view of the amount of money the
developer is going to spend, it might be reasonable for him to
attempt to help alleviate the situation for owners to the south
by sharing in the cost of adequate flood control measures.

CUSICK commented that he had sent two letters pointing out
his problem and had received only one answer - assurance from
a City Commissioner that he would support Cusick, and Mr. Cusick
commented that he thought it would be pretty difficult to get
approval of this project through the City Commission unless some-
thing else is done.

HENNESSY stated that if a City Commissioner has already made
up his mind, then this is an unfair situation for the developer.

TAYLOR pointed out to Mr. Cusick that there is no way that
anyone can answer his questions concerning drainage at this time.

CUSICK said that possibly it would have to be decided in a
court of law because he did not want his place flooded because of
the changing of the course of the drainage. He stated further
that 10 years ago the pond was 6 feet deep and now is only 2 feet
deep and he maintained that he was not responsible for all the silt
accumulation, and he was asking for some cooperation as the problem
is not all one of his creation.

HOPPER commented that silt accrues in every pond and they
have to be dredged out. CUSICK further expressed his concern
that his property may be taken away from him, and as for the lack
of a permit, he said he was not aware there was no permit until this
development proposal came up.

HENNESSY expressed his interest in the developer as well as
Cusick and others in the area, and asked again if the problem might

be resolved through a cooperative effort on the part of the devel-
oper and those concerned, and the City staffs. CUSICK said he
would be willing to try.

HILL referred back to Mr. Mitchell's earlier suggestions as
to alleviating the pond problem so far as overflow - widening of
the spillway, etc. MITCHELL said there is another possibility,
being construction of a dike around the pond.

HENNESSY commented further for the record, that there is not
a member of the Commission that wants to see this property owner
or anyone else's property taken away or damaged, but the area is
already zoned for 25 acres of "LC", and under the present zoning
there could be development that would create a greater problem
than what is being proposed, and this developer has the desire
and financial stability to do a good job.

CUSICK agreed that they might be worse off, but felt that
something has to be done.

HENNESSY commented that the pond could not be taken from
Mr. Cusick except by eminent domain proceedings on the part of
the City, and it was his further opinion that what is proposed
would enhance the whole area. CUSICK said he had never objected
to what is proposed for development, but only so far as drainage
and the affect it will have on his property.

TAYLOR commented that the problem has been stated and it
seemed to her that any change would, in fact, definitely affect
the problems that already exist and perhaps if a benefit district
for improvement of the drainage had been started years ago, the
problem would not be before the Commission at this time. CUSICK
said he thought his property would be damaged and that he would
proceed aleng those lines.
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JAMES EDWARDS, 1056 North Battin, said the way the drainage
is shown, it would go right through his house. He said he could
not get to his property except from Harding and across a foot
bridge, and it was his opinion that with 1.1% increase, there
would be flooding before the water even reaches Mr. Cusick's pond.
He suggested the developer use some of his money to help alleviate
the problem to the south and possibly save about 7 feet of his
property on which he has shrubbery. EDWARDS stated that if changes
are made, he did not know how he would be able to get to his
property at all, and he was concerned for the reduction in his
pbroperty value. He maintained that they do have a beautiful area,
and that he was willing to compromise with the developers in an
effort to reach a mutually satisfactory solution to their drainage
problem.

EDWARDS spoke also in favor of the opening of Lambsdale Drive
to avoid having too much increase of traffic on 10th Street out to
Oliver through an older quiet residential neighborhood.

When asked to comment on the plan, M. S. MITCHELL said there
is nothing in the plan presented by Mr. Zollars which he disap-
proved of, and felt Zollars had been overconservative in his assess-
ment of what can happen as far as runoff is concerned. He was not
sure whether a reduction in structure size could be accomplished
between 12th and 13th Streets, but he thought Mr. Zollars had done
an excellent job of addressing himself to all the major problems
in the area.

MITCHELL suggested that the basic problem is for the governing
body to limit the area of responsibility for this developer and Mr.
Zollars and then work out an equitable arrangement for a system
and financing thereof through a benefit district.

HILL asked if Public Works had put the stakes on Mr. Edwards
property which he had referred to, and MITCHELL said that his office
had because they needed to do some surveying in order to find some
ot the answers to questions that have been asked, and their survey
had indicated Mr. Edwards' shrubbery and a corner of the garage
were in the drainage easement. In further discussion of the
drainage plan submitted by Mr. Zollars, MITCHELL said the water
is picked up at 13th and extends it to 10th Street (boxed cul-
vert and open ditch), and he was in agreement with that. As
for the feeling of the residents downstream that this developer
has some responsibility so far as their situation is concerned,
MITCHELL said that is not a decision which can be made now.

EDWARDS asked who would approve the drainage plans if this
project is approved. MITCHELL said that he would.

HENNESSY complimented Mitchell and Zollars on their presenta-
tions.

HENNESSY asked Mitchell if he could recall any similar situa-
tion in the City. MITCHELL said he could not and that a developer
has been required to bear the expense of improvement of drainage on
his own property only, but improvement beyond the ownership must
originate with the City Commission so far as financing such a pro-
Ject. When questioned further, MITCHELL said there has not been
a serious flood on Dry Creek since 1967. So far as emphasis being
placed on flood control measures, MITCHELL said there is little
effort being made to overcome existing flooding problems, the
emphasis being on prevention, the principal deterring factor being
one of funding.

It was pointed out also in the discussion that, at such time
as a benefit distriect might be established for flood control
measures along West Branch of Dry Creek, the fact that this
developer would be assuming the cost on his own property, would
relieve the assessment to others in the benefit district consider-
ably.




One of the Commissioners commented that in view of the extent:
of silting in Mr. Cusick's pond now, apparently it wouldn't be too
long before the pond would be eliminated anyway. MITCHELL agreed.

ARNHOLZ asked Mitchell if the people concerned with flooding
problems would have to put in some kind of flood control system
anyway, regardless of the approval of the requested zoning and
CUP's. MITCHELL said that in his opinion that was correct, as
flooding has occurred in the past and can occur again, and if
they desire protection something will have to be done.

ARNHOLZ commented that the developer in this case is not
creating the problem - it is already there, and he is not adding
to the problem.

MITCHELL commented that while Mr. Zollars has determined 1.1%
more runoff, one can figure such percentage in a variety of ways
based on any number of facts and figures. He continued that there
would be almost no condition under which there would be less run-
off from the Lambe property than the development plan proposed
by the developer. .

ROD JOHNSON, attorney for Bess Parish, 1201 North Harding,
spoke in opposition to funneling traffic on 11th Street and felt
Lambsdale Drive should be open to the east. He pointed out that
there are children also in the area he represents and he was not
suggesting that Lambsdale Drive would ever carry the traffic that
11th or 13th Streets would. He said that none of the surrounding
homeowners are happy with the possibility of 600 cars, and that
estimate doesn't include traffic from the shopping center. He con-
sidered it unfair to force most of the traffic down one street
(11th) and suggested there be equal dispersion in all directions.

H. A. SHOWALTER, 1159 North Pinecrest, said they bought their
home and built in 1955 and at the time were assured by the realtor
and his representative that the area would remain "AA". There are
restrictions as to size, setback, ete., on the deeds in the area to
the east and density limited to 3 units to the ncre. Hc was much
opposed to the proposal for 10 units per acre and had been advised
by a realtor that it would lessen the value of the single-family
homes. He pointed out also that at present the water supply in
this area is weak and with 320 more units there is likely to be
additional expense for water service. He referred also to the
traffic congestion at 13th and Oliver and felt a study should
l:e l;:ie for improvement of the intersection to handle additional

raffic.

ARNHOLZ doubted that a development such as proposed would
have any deteriorating affect on adjacent property values.

SHOWALTER still maintained that there would be devaluation
as far as traffic, noise, light, fumes, etc.

JAKE GRAYBILL, 1359 North Parkwood, had gquestions concern-
ing screening treatment along the east side. He questioned the
width of only 5 feet for a planting screen and what type of
shrubbery could be placed in only 5 feet - he doubted that such
would be sufficient to afford any degree of privacy to the back
yard of his home adjacent on the east. He asked for clarification
with respect to the type of wall/fence, commenting that redwood
fences often in time are neglected and unattractive. He thought
the developer should be required to provide something more permanent
than a wood fence which might last only 5 to 7 years before it
was in disrepair.

GRAYBILL also asked for clarification of the notification
area and GALBRAITH again explained that for this special meeting
notices were sent to everyone within 1,000 feet of the application
areas - a total of 474 notices.
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ARNHOLZ asked Graybill if his backyard was fenced so that he
would have privacy from neighbors, and when GRAYBILL answered that
it was not so fenced, ARNHOLZ said the applicant under the present
zoning could construct two-story single-family homes to within 20
feet of the rear yard line and the proposed development of town-
houses provides for a distance of 95 feet. In further explanation
it was pointed out to Mr. Graybill that in townhouse construction,
each unit includes both the first and second floor, so that time
spent on the second floor by the occupants would no doubt be limited
as opposed to having complete apartments on the second floor.

As for the type of plantings which would be high enough to
provide screening in a 5-foot width, HILL said the landscape
plan has to be approved by the Planning Staff before a building
permit can be issued.

LAKIN said there are particular species of trees such as in
the downtown area of a deciduous type that can be planted in a 5-
foot area, however, as far as coniferous type, with a screening
affect for a full two story height, he agreed that could not be
accomplished in 5 feet and would even be doubtful in a 10-foot
width. As for maintenance of the fencing, LAKIN said that would
also be the responsibility of the homeowners association.,

Also, for the record, LAKIN commented that as Public Works
has not approved a masonry wall on the easement along the east
side, he could not see the logic in allowing pavement of the
private street, which would also have to be torn up in case of
utility line problems. He pointed out that the 5-foot width for
Plantings would be on the easement.

GRAYBILL agreed that perhaps certain type of trees would
provide screening in the summer when in foliage, but there would
be no screening in the winter time.

CHAIRMAN TAYLOR asked if anyone present felt they had not
had a fair hearing. MRS, BOB JONES spoke again briefly on the
matter of requiring access on Lambsdale to relieve the traffic
existing on 11th Street, but she had no comment so far as fair
hearing.

CHAIRMAN TAYLOR again asked if everyone felt they had had
a fair hearing. No one indicated any such feeling or indicated a
desire to speak.

HENNESSY referred back to his previous suggestion, and asked
Nelson if there was any way the developers could work with the
owners to the south so far as drainage.

NELSON said he was not in a position to answer, but based on
what Mitchell has said, his client is solving the drainage problem
in their own ownership, which, if a benefit district is established,
would greatly reduce the assessment for others in the area, and their
own share under a benefit district would no doubt be considerably
less than what would be spent under the plan submited by Mr. Zollars.
He pointed out that the reason for designing the system as presented
was to comply with what the City will have to do in the future when
improvements are made to the north and south.

NELSON said he was also informed that in the 1940's, the City
of Wichita employed an engineer to develop a set of plans for this
drainage channel, and had that been followed by the City both north
and south of subjeet area, the problem would not be here today.

NELSON continued that based on those plans prepared by H. R.
Hunter, subject area is granting the required amount of drainage
easement as suggested in that study. He said the fact that streets
and alleys are being used for drainage is not the fault of the
developer or the owner of the land - it is the result of not fol-
lowing an overall plan.
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NELSON pointed out that north of 13th Street there are 200
acres of land that all drain to 13th. Drainage facilities were
not properly provided as the area built up to accommodate addi-
tional watershed, and south of 10th Street the plans were not
followed even though bought and paid for by the City.

ARNHOLZ commented that there is a problem now without develop-
ment of subject area and there could be a worse problem under the
present zoning if developed than there would be under the proposed
development. He could not understand why the people in the area were
S0 concerned.

GRAGERT suggested the Commission vote on each factor that has
been brought up as a problem on the Residential CUP.

MOTION: That the Planning Commission again recom-
mend the approval of the zone change request (Z-1567)
from"AA" and "LC" to "R-5", subject to the platting
of all the property associated with these three cases
within one year from the date of approval by the City
Commission; or the application be considered denied
and closed. Hill moved, Arnholz seconded and it car-
ried unanimously. (Blakey and Rising absent.)

MOTION: That the Planning Commission again recom-
mend to the City Commission the approval of DP-57 -
Amendment to the Commercial Community Unit Plan,
subject to the following conditions:

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.

Increase of the building setback line adjacent to the south
and east lines of Parcel #2 from 30 feet to 35 feet.

Expand General Provision #7 to provide that: "No wall shal
be constructed in any utility easement."

Indicating "complete access control" adjacent to 12th Street
on the face of the plan.

Street name Shadowlawn Place shall be changed to Harding.

Expand General Provision #5 to read as follows: Advertis-
ing ground signs shall be permitted along 13th Street and
Oliver, only within a distance of 275 feet from the inter-
section, not to exceed the height of 30 feet; nor to be
placed so as to project over any public right-of-way. No
billboard advertising or roof signs shall be permitted.

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 commercial development and
be binding upon the present owners, their successors and
assipgns, unless amended.

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

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

Hill moved and Gragert seconded.




HILL said he still thought the signs should be limited to a
distance of 275 feet from the corner of Oliver and 13th because
they would then be facing other commercial zoning or development.

VOTE ON MOTION: Unanimous. (Blakey and Rising
absent.)

MOTION: That the Planning Commission recommend
approval of the Residential CUP (DP-58), subject
to the staff requirements previously made and the
additional requirements made at the previous hear-
ing. Hill moved.

Upon further thought, HILL said that since the
people on Harding don't want a wall, he would
delete that and leave just a requirement for a
planting strip as provided in the original
application, but he would still leave the open-
ing of Lambsdale as a part of his motion.

GRAGERT again requested that the points of concern be con-
sidered in separate motions as while he is in favor of the residen-
tial CUP he is not in favor of opening Lambsdale.

=i CHAIRMAN TAYLOR asked Hill if he would be willing
- to yield to that part of the motion related to the
opening of Lambsdale.

HILL said he would leave it out of the motion, and
moved that the Residential CUP be approved as
previously recommended, subject to the staff com-
ments previously made, and excluding the opening

of Lambsdale, with the right to make another motion
concerning the opening of Lambsdale,

HILL said his motion in the previous discussion was that this
developer would take care of the drainage as far as his develop-
ment is concerned at his expense and at no expense to anyone else
and is included in the above motion, but he would make a second
motion on Lambsdale.

KAMEN asked if two more motions - one for Lambsdale and one
on drainage could be considered separately.

One of the Commisioners asked for a restatement of
the motion, and HILL repeated his motion to move
approval of the Residential CUP as submitted and
the submission of a landscape plan before a build-
ing permit would be issued.

HENNESSY asked again if there was any way a committee could
be formed to work with the people concerned with drainage.

ARNHOLZ seconded the motion.

AMENDMENT TO MOTION: That the opening of Lambs-
dale Drive be included in the above motion. Hill
moved. This motion was not seconded.

AMENDMENT TO MOTION: That the developer be re-—
quired to have a drainage plan and take care of
costs at his expense of handling drainage on

his own property. HILL moved and Arnholz seconded.

HENNESSY said he would agree 100% with Hill and as stated by
Mitchell, a tremendous job has been done on the drainage plan, but
there is flooding to the south and he thought the developer should
also help the people to the south. ' ~:° + o o - TeRhne !
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HOPPER also expressed a desire to assist the people down-
stream if possible.

KAMEN pointed out that the people to the south are wanting
relief on the drainage matter from the south edge of subject
property to the pond, but the flooding of the pond could be over-
come as suggested by Mr. Mitchell previously.

HILL commented that the drainage plan will have to be con-
sidered at the Subdivision Committee and approved by the City
Engineer and M. S. Mitchell, and then it will come back to this
Commission and on to the City Commission.

AMENDMENT TO THE AMENDMENT: That the drainage
problem be submitted which incorporates alternate
solutions for the properties to the south to the
Subdivision Committee for them to consider, and that
the Planning Commission recommend that some method
be developed to alleviate the difficulty of the
three houses immediately adjacent to the south, if
possible. Gragert moved and Hennessy seconded.

ARNHOLZ objected to the motion as he thought the Commission
did not have the authority to require a developer to work with
those to the south. He commented further that the drainage problem
has to be met and approved and if not approved, the development
will not occur, but the area south is already being flooded by
admission of those owners, so why should this developer have to
overcome the problem for the owners to the south. ARNHOLZ thought
the suggestion was beyond the province of the Planning Commission
to require.

HENNESSY said the reason he seconded the motion was because
he was in favor of trying to protect the neighborhood.

HILL asked that it be considered that a developer can only
be asked to do so much, and if the pressure becomes too much a
project is shelved.

HILL continued that Mr. Edwards has to cross a foot bridge
to get to his house, has flooding in his garage, shrubbery in a
drainage easement; Cusick has water up to his house, and all these
problems have existed long before the submission of this development
plan.

HILL said he thought it arbitrary and capricious for the Plan-
ning Commission to now say just because of this development plan,
that the developer must protect the area to the south, when every-
body who bought a home there knew that some day subject property
would be developed and that a drainage system would be necessary.
He noted that apparently the owners have made no effort to get
the problem solved themselves, or by the City,and Mitchell has
suggested three ways to keep the water under control, and no one
has said they would be willing to share in the cost. He did not
think it fair to this developer to load things on him to where he
might decide it is just too much to proceed with the project.

GRAGERT said he understood some of the people had indicated
they would be willing to work toward solving the drainage problem
and knew they had to share in the cost.

ARNHOLZ questioned why they had not done something about the
situation before this time then.

VOTE ON THE AMENDMENT TO THE AMENDMENT: :
Motion carried by a vote of 6 in favor (Taylor,
Kamen, Hopper, Gardenhire, Gragert and Hennessy)
and 2 opposed (Arnholz and Hill). (Blakey and
Rising absent.)




VOTE ON_AMENDMENT TO THE PRIME MOTION (drainage)
Carried unanimously. (Blakey and Rising absent.)

VOTE ON PRIME MOTION: Motion carried unanimously.
(Blakey and Rising absent.)

A restatement of the overall action was as follows:

That DP-58 - Residential Community Unit Plan
again be recommended for approval as amended by
the applicant to include the 5 feet of landscap-
ing adjacent to the fence on the east, and sub-
Jject to the following conditions:

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.

That the wall/fence adjacent to the planting area along
Harding not be required.

That access to Lambsdale not be p-ermit:ted.

That the developer be required to submit drainage plans and
bear the costs for drainage improvements on his own property.

That, at the time of platting, the developer shall also sub-
mit drainage plans that incorporates alternate solutions

to solving the drainage problems to the south, including the
Edwards property and the two properties on the west side of
the pond; and work toward developing some procedure to
solve the drainage problems adjacent to the three properties
to the south "if possible".

Increase of the building setback line adjacent to the south
and east lines of Parcel #2 from 30 feet to 35 feet.

Expand General Provision #9 to provide that: '"No wall shall
be constructed in any utility easement."

Add a General Provision to #12 stating that: '"At the time
of platting, the applicant shall guarantee the construc-
tion of an accel-decel lane on 13th Street 200 feet in
either direction from the center of the major driveway."

Amend General Provision #9 by removing "and along the west
line adjacent to Harding."

Add screening wall, fence and landscaping to the homeowners
association agreement under General Provision #8.

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.

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

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




Regarding t’requirement to work twa&olutions to solv-
ing the drainage problems, if possible, on the three properties

to the south of this project, the developer was advised that he
should work toward coordinating his plans with the Flood Control
Section of the Department of Public Works as well as working
with the three property owners to the south.




% October 23, 1973
Wichita-Sedgwick County

Metropolitan Aree Planning Commission

City Building Annex, 104 South Main

VWichite, Kensas 67202

My neme is Fugene H. Cusick. I live st 1010 N, Harding. 4 wife snd I own a portion

of the pond known as Reserve "A" Adjecent to Iots 4 end 5, Block "B" in Levitts Addition
to Wichita, Sedgwick County, Kenses., Mr, & Mrs. Bud Kuthan of 1020 N. Harding, also are
the owners of a larger portion of this pond; the dem being loceated on my property. As

you probebly ere eware there is a 24.5' dreinsge emsement at the entrence of the pond

neer 10th Street and a 30' easement et the dem eres, We have three mejor concerns relative
to the proposed project DP-57 end DP-58 between 10th and 13th Street:

1. Possibility of flooding due to the adiitionel water run off from this
project, The preliminary plat shows the 80' drainage ditch flowing
directly into our pond area. I would like to state for the record that
in the past ten years we have not experienced any flooding, slthough the
pond hes risen substantislly during a few times of abnormel rein fall.

We feel any sdditional amount of water flowing intc the pond erea might
caguse flooding., We also feel that the pond itself serves as a reservoir
and if it were deepened would help serve as & restraining force to possible
flooding.

Cur second concern is the silting condition of our pond at the present time.
The worst area of silting is in end immediately south of the 24.5' drainage
eesement at the entrance of the pond neer 10th street and extending into
Fr. Kuthan end my properties. It is our opinion thet this condition would
not exist were it not for the large open area in the area of this proposed
project, and the substantial amount of dirt which has washed into our pond
from the lerge drainage area. No legal sction has been initisted to this
date; however, We feel this should not te our totel responsibility.

Cur other concern is pollution which probebly would occur from oil being
washed from the proposed asphalt streets, Alsc from oil and ges lesksge
from the meny cars which would be perked in the proposed project area.
This pollution could kill the fish in our pond end spoil the water for
the wild ducks which often lend there. We feel our pond is bteautiful end
helps beautify the City of VWichita.

We do not feel thst these problems ere insurmounteble, . and we reelize thet you

can not stop progress. In order to show good faith snd a willingness to cooperate

I weuld be willing to sell the ares of the dem for $1.00 to & second perty on the
condition that the dem be rebuilt in such a menner s to eliminate any possiblity of
future flooding in our area end to the south of us. This would slso be conditionsal
that et the seme time the pond could be drained end the silting condition alleviasted.
I em sure these problems cen be resclved end I em willing to cooperete in zny way
that Ian, Thank You.

i

Cblinger-Smith Corp. - Consultents
Mr. Mitchell, City Engineer
Y¥r. Jim Aiken, Envirenmentsl Meelth Agency




2 SH.LAIBSDALE RESIDZNTIAL AREA GIF‘L‘LT!

December 4,1973

e S
Beard of City Commissioners RECEIVED

Wichita, Ks 67202 12-5-73
Dear Sirs:

H
Rei 2-156? UAAY and "IC" to"R-5"
DP-57 Commercial CUF
Dp-53 Residential CUZ
Southwest Corner of 13th & Oliver

The adjoining oroperty owners to the referenced CUPS protest the changing
of the "AA" zoning to "R-5". Verbal appeals to the MAFC have bran ignoted at
two different meetings, Cctober 25 and iovember 29; they listen to our pleas
for consideration of established property owners' safety, privacy, protection
of properiy from flood water, and adverse effect of this commercialized housing
on our property values. Then, without any apparent consideration, they vote
to approve the zoning change.

Your attention is called to the following items which should be
carefully studied:

1. The MATC does not send copies of their comnission meeting actions
to all adjecent property owners; consequently, they are not always
advised of the action taken on the zoning changes which they had been
notified would ve considered.

2. A separate letter is sent to Waldo wetmore, Attornsy. He does not represent
the adjacent property owners,-and speaks only for himself. Having this separate
letter addressed to iir. Hetmore, Attorney, gives the appearance to the Gity
Commissioners that his views represent all of the property owners' views.

3. A planting screen..of 15' width is to be provided and maintained

on Harding Avemue-—this is in addition to a 60' street and the property
setback of 25 to 30 on the West side of Harding. Froperty owners on the

East side of Farcel #3 will only have a 5' planting screen, plus a 20" street,
Plus 20" parking slab and 25' yard from the center of the prorerty line
easenent from 25" south of 13th to 50" South of Iambsdale Streei. Frogerty
owners south of Iambsdale Street to 10th Street will only have a 5' planting
soreen plus 25" setback to 35" high, three-story, 225" long condominium groups
with 12' seperation between groups. A& 5" planting screen would not provide
any privacy or screening %o the established residences bordering this section.
The above setbacks are not adequate and not in accordance with the precedence
set in other previous cases of placing commercial housing adjacent to established
residential areas. The CUF developer at 21st and Oliver granted to adjacent
property owners 130' bufier zones. At Central and Voodlawn, the CUP developer
granted a residential bulfer zone of individual hoincs of like covenants

+he established residential neighborlood. <
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L. Restrictive covenzntis on property in this addition to Iambsdale
require that no single family residence, including attached garages,
porches, or breezeways erected on any building site, occupy more than
807 of the width of the site.

5. o guarantee has been given to adjoining and adjacent property
owners that the additional watew run=-off created by buildings and
surfaced sireets, will not flood their properties.

6. HWhat is to be done to correct the already weak water pressure in this
area? tho will have to pay for a new tower and punping station i required?
Three hundred and twenty one additional residences on this water main
will jeopardize our water supnly. ile posed this problem at your meeting of
Novenber 13th, but to date have not received any information as to the
solution for this rwoblem.

7. Fire and police protection should be surveyed for adequacy.

Respect{ully submitted,
SAVE IANESDALS RISIDINTIAL AREA CO:IITTEE

S D o F e —

H. A. Schowalter, Chairman
1159 Ii. Finecrest
Wichita, XS 67208
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December 5, 1973

Board of City Commissioners - e

City of Wichita ; ! RECEIVED
+h 1 5

%ﬂhiz‘;sms%gez JCIY CLERK 'S orrmice
r

Dear Sirs:

Re1 CUF Case Z-1567 : CITY CLERK
DF=57 Commercial CUp ° —SSmesemmem—.
Dr-53 idential CUP |
Submitted here-with are an original and three carbon coples
of a protest petition relative to the referenced case. These
petitions are signed by residents within two hundred feet of this
proposed development

Your consideration of the itens on this petition will be
appreciated.

Respectfully,

H.A. Schowalter
1159 North Pinecrest
Wichita, XS 67203
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FROTEST IETITION

SHOTION I.

o The undersigned, property owners in Wichita, Sedgwick County, Kansas, motest
the proposed change in zoning and Community Unit Flan described as Oase Io. £-1567 —-
DP-58,-- Zone Change from "AA" to "i-5."

The undersigned also protest the action of the Fetropolitan Area Flanning
Gommission on the above cases on llovenber 29, 1973, as the lietropolitan Area
Flanning Commission did not Tind specific evidence and facts showing that the
proposed development plan meets the following conditions:

a. That the value of the buildings and the character of the uroperty
adjoining the area included in such plan will not be adversely afTected.

b. That such plan is consistent with the intent and purpose of this
Chapter (23.,04,190.A) to yromote public health, safety, morals and
general welfare.

That the averase lot area per family contained in this site,

. exclusive of the area occupled by streets, shall be not less
than the lot area per family required by the district in which
the development is located.

SHOTION II - Protestor(s).

Address Inte

1135 00 Vs Caig
W35 N Breredts

, 2157 Y, Brteccres”™
nsa.

/395 A FAFR KwoeD
13¢5 7). AW S
o it
1351 2w, Pardtirsod
1357 B [Behissd
s o A
L3f/. Farbwred,

12fe)27

R2-2-73

/2-2-23
12-2-73

1z-2-73

sa-&-73
J2-2-73
12 -2-13

s2 -2-7 3
fe-r— 75

14173
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PROTEST PETITION

SECTION I.

_The undersigned, property owners in Wichlta, Sedgwick County, Kansas, mrotest
the proposed change in zoning and Community Unit Flan deseribed as Case No, Zs1567 ==
DR-55g=- 4one Change from "As" to "i=

The undersigned also protest the action of the Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission on the avove cases on lovember 29, 1973, as the rietropolitan Area
Flanning Commission did not find specific evidence and facts showing that the
proposed development plan neets the following conditionsi

a., That the value of the buildings and the character of the sroperty
2djoining the area included in such plan will not be adversely affected,

b. That such plan is consistent with the intent and purvose of this
Chapter (28.0%,190.A) to promote public health, safety, morals and
general welfare. i
That the averasze lot area per family contained in this site,
exclusive of the area occupied by sireets, ghall be not less
than the lot area per family required by the district in which
the development is located.

SERTION II = Protestor(s).

Yame Address Inte

= il Nt ). Forcrand. Jbu s
: 0&0 ;{01‘/‘[70,;“‘,"/ J2-2-73
; 2 3 ﬂ;‘v&e--e.sf /2-2-23

Yz

jr07 B Peacecandt r2-2-73
27 O PyceresT bz

4 s e

WA No, PineCREST (-2-13
‘\\4—‘3«‘\4:.‘?; ECREST ) g:L—L“'\.'S
1193 7). Fasen 12-2-73
HTE N FPecen ,-:..-1_.—7-?
/ST 7. fimsereed™ ]
AEtH, B N j2-%- 73
- wst 7l W 12 =2~73_
167 9 fllreercat- P -
#le g FrAke e /12-2-73




PROTEST FETITION
SECTION I.

The undersigned, proverty owners in Wichita, Sedgwick County, Kaneas, mrotest
the proposcd change in soning and Community Unit ilan described as Case No. Lml567 ==

DA=5Rg== Zone Change from "AA" to HRe 5"

The underaizned also trotest the sction of the letrovolitan Area ilanning
tiovenber 29, 1973, as the hetropolitan Area

Comninsion on tho ahove cesea on
Flanning Uowmtisaion did not find specirie svidence and tacts showing that toe
proposed dsveloprent plan reets the following conditions:

&e That ths value of the tuildings and the character of the rtwoperty
; adjoining the area included in such plen w11l not ba adversely atfecteds

b. That such plan io consistent with tho intent and parposa of this

Chapter (23.04:120,4) to promots public health, safety, morala and
genernl welfaro.

That the average lot area per fanily contained in thia site,
exclusive of the area occupied by etreets, shall be not less
than the lot area rer fanily required by the dqistriet in which

the develomment 1= located.

o
/)72 Mo ﬁzzéa;“/ /2_/;/; =
I Mo FRrecnest 137 77
/359 Mo FARKWooD /12/2/73

1357 M. ﬁ/léwwa/ /5/ 23
erw g W /z/;yn,
.//‘;,‘é ))G’M-.u/w«j /.2/&/73
/128 7W /2/%/73
2l 273
132 /73
1R T B sengdc 13372

/010 N Ha 12/3/73
@(/M,,;,g 12)3f 73
1030 7). Mrading 1P




e : PROTEST PATITION '

SHTION I,

The underairmed, sroperty ownars in Elchits, Sedgwick County, Fansas, protest
the mmmnmnmmcmmuyunt 1an desoribed ss CAse koe ZELSS7 ==
Dr=3hg=e ione Chango from “AA® to "i=S5."

7The undersirned also rotest the action of the Metropolitan Arvea ilanning
Conmisalen on tho obove ceses on Hovenbar 204 1973, aa e totropolitan Area
$anning Comalsaion did not find ppecific evidenco and facts zhowing that the
propossd daveloment plan meots tha following oonditions:

a. 7That the value of the tuildings and the character of the property
ad joining the area inoludod in such plan will not be advarsely affected.

b, That mch plan ia conaistent with the intont and purpose of this
Chepter (25,0%.170.4) 4o proaote jublic healthy eafoty, norals and
genaral welfare.

“hat the averase lot area per fa=ily contained in this sito,
exclusive of the area cccupicd by streets, shall bo not less
tmmzunummummww.MMtumm
the development is locateds

address Inte

1020 Thenden '71/-1?-\

/o056 7.6 - /1/3/73

bt S Bl 12-4-73
SEL o 1354 3, fodudeud e

d’/?s‘z‘i 40 S’f% /2-5-73
-7%-.«4:& £ 7207
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() @ laie 3, 1973

Wichita City Commission
City
204 South Main
Wichita, Kensas 67202
RE1 DP-57 = Commerciel CUP

LP=58 = Residentisl CUP

Southeast Corner of 13th and Oliver
Dear City Commission Members:

We the undersigned oopose this project until the dreinage problems that so
vitelly affect our homes sre resolved; end respectfully request to be heardd the
City Commission Meeting on December 11, 1973,

We do not feel that it is necessery to weit until the time of platting to
resolve these drainage issues., Ve hsve offered repeatedly to meet with lir, Nelson
end Vr, Mitchell through our letters end personal eppearances st MAPC end City
Commission meetings to work together towsrd resolving these drainege problems as
suggested by MAPC steff members. We have had no response from either perty to this
reguest, Ve hove expressed a willingness to compromise these issues ot sll public
meetings to this date, Ir, Nelson hss stedfastly insisted that the development has
no responsibility outside the confines of the development, even though what they do
will damage our property, ke do not egree with this supposition,

Ve streneously oppose the wording in item Mem Page 2 end the second persgreph
of item "m" on Page 3 of letter to !r, Rotert H, Nelson, Attorney for tha Develop=-
ment from MAPC dated November 30, 1973, which stetes they should work with us end
the Flood Control = Depertment of Publie Works to resolve the drainsce problama
"if possible". It ia the two words "if possible" that we object to,

Since Deal Develorment Company hes now dene extensive resesrch end have an
approved drainage plan for the complex oreas, according to !r, Nelson's statements
at MAPC meeting of Kovember 29, 1973, we see no need in a further deley in resolving
the drainage problems in cur erea. Ve are willing to meet with Mr. Helson end
Mr, litchell et eny time they express a willingness to do so. Until this meeting
is & reelity end the dreinnge problems resolved to the setisfection of ell the
concerned perties, we are opposed to the grenting of the zoneing change.

Rospectfully yours,

® e R

7 l-s\xgene Ha (hmi.d:
1010 N, Harding

Jim Fdwards
1056 K, Bottin

o

co: MAPC <
t¥ 8. Mitchell = Flood Control-Dept. of Public Works

£ A o
s ee fi. " }],—_:-, et e s, Sl HE D

FRITEY (i
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REFERENCE: ITEM. CITY C1 ERK € OFFICE

AGENDA FO /- £-73

1056 M. Battin
Wichita, Kansas

Mevember 7, 1973

Board of City Commissioners of Wichita
e/o City Clerk
City Building Re: Metropolitan Area Planning
Wichita, Kanszs Commission
Items: 2-1567
DP-57
DP-58

Gentlemen

I am a resident of this area, living and residing at 1056 North Battin,
immediately across the street south fron the proposed Condominium
Development known as C.U.P. DP-58, The legal deseription of my
property is:

"Lot 4 and the YWest 10 Ft. of Lot 5, Block
"A," Levitt's Addition to Wichita, Kansas.

REA

This develcpment is proposed in an area which is bi-sected from
north to south by a stream; has a 2-aere pond at the southwest
corner of the area; accumulates drainage by natural run-off from
the development of the property already established; has tributary
streams coming from the east and west respectively, and the cpen
terrain of the property has certain plantings and natural trees and
shrubs accenting the residence and barn located on the premises and
is used as pasture. Whereas the tributary from the west 1s covered
and contalned In a storm sewer lald under 10th Street, the larger
tributary is open drailnage which takes run-off from 10th Street at
0ld Manor and Pinecrest from Parkwood, and runs it all into a diteh
on the north side of 10th Street fro some 300 Ft. to the stream bed.
In many instances, rain occurring on this area overflows out of the
tract to the north into this diteh when the pend 4is filled up, and
all of the run-off from the east, down 10th Street, already is a
serions problem to the residents and homecwners on this street.
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PROPOSED DEVELOFPMENT

This area, from 13th Street to 10th Street and alongside Harding
to the east 1line, is proposed as a Condominium under DP-5T7 and
DP-58 C.U.P., as R-5 Zoning. The density of population for this
30-acre tract is 300 Units, (10 Units per acre). The stream bed
is proposed to be covered from 13th Street South for one block 1in
a flume, and then straightened, and the stream-flow proposed to be
widened to a distance of approximately 80 Ft. The pond is to be
partially filled and part of if would beccme a stream-bed dralnage
area. The Units arve to have private drives, and, as originally
proposed, would exit and enter 11th Street with access cut through
125 Ft. north of 10th Street, and on 12th Street going west, and
form a main entrance and exit off 13th Street, about the center of
the develecpment. To this has been added the Metropolltan Area
Planning Commission's amendment to open Lambsdale into the Con-
dominium area.

PROFOSED A ENT

1. It is proposed that the unnecessary burdens of traffiec in
the residential area be closed, particularly Lambsdale.

2. Protection of surrounding homes be afforded from adjacent
lights and ncise, requiring limitation of the type and heights of

lights in the Condominium area, and using landscape buffer to reduce
noise in conjunction with any fence or wall surrounding this property.

3. Since the prohlem of drainage reguires re-working of the present
stream bed and would carry additional run-off flow to that already
passing through and intersecting with this property, immediate re-
strictions and requirements should be set up outside of any platted
area of the property to realign the stream with the pond which it
passes through south of 10th Street so as %o carry this increased
drainage and stream flow, without injuring established properties
affected by the flow of this water, or reducing their value, or in-
creasing cost to them for containment of such stream flow.

The residents desire that each perscon in this area will not become
affected by a reduction in the value of their property because of

(1) any inereased traffic; (2) any increased 1light; (3) any increased
noise; (4) any inereased run-off or drainage flow of water, or any
increased services, without adequate containment and provision made
for each of these hazards, preventing the same from overflowing
against the individual's property affected thereby.
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The residents believe that the development proposed should be re-
stricted within the Commercial C.U.P. and Residential C.U.P.,

"LC" and "R-5" Zoning, and made So that the water run-off, lights,
traffic, services, noise and drainage flow would not cast any
additional burden upcn such properties, affecting their value. The
cost of these matters must be considered all to be 2 part of the
developer's expense of doing business for profit in building and
selling Condominium Units, The residents, inecluding myself, are
all apprehensive that by re-zoning this tract for these purposes,
the interests of the developer would become controlling, leaving
behind coets for the residents to suffer because their properties
deteriorated in value or were burdened with other special items as
a result of this development.

Fairness dictates that where any special damages would occur in the

immediate residential area, carriled out as a part of such re-zoning

and development, then the developers should be required to reimburse
and hold harmless those persons or properties so damaged.

I trust that the Commission would duly study this problem so that a
balance would be reflected to the surrounding properties by (1) equal-
izing set-back lines; (2) putting in requirements of perimeter land-
scape screening; (3) restricting the type and height of lights within
the Condominium premises; (4) restrieting the access outlets to the
original plan submitted; and (5) requiring, in 2dvance as a part of
the plan, the ccnta'nment of the stream flow, run-off and drainage

so that no greater flow would be experienced by the adjacent properties
in the area.

Yours very truly

James W. Edwards

Doris Edwards

¢
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Z WETMORE
(1904-1802)

WALDO 8. WETMORE

November 7, 1973

Board of City Commissioners of Wichita
e¢/o City Clerk
City Building Re: Metropolitan Area Planning
Wichita, Kansas Commission
Ttems: 2-1567
DP-5T
DP-58

Gentlemen

I am a resident of this area, living and residing at 5125 E. 10th,
immedlately across the street south from the proposed Condominium
Development known as C.U.P. DP-58, The leg description of my
property 1s:

"Lot 5, except the Weat 10 Ft. thereof, and
the West 4.61 Ft. of Lot 6, Block "A," Le
Addition."

ARE2

This development is proposed in an area which is bi-gected from
north to south by a stream: has a 2-acre pond at the southwest
corner of the area; accumulates drainage by natural run-off from
the development of the property zlready established; has tributary
streams coming from the east and west respectively, and the open
terrain of the property has certain plantings and natural trees and
shrubs accenting the residence and barn located on the pr ses and
1s used as pasture. Whereas the tributary from the west 1s covered
and centained ip a storm sewer laid under 10th Strect, the larger
tributary is open drainzge which takes run-off from 10th Street at
Old Manor and Pinecrest from Parkwood, and runs it all into a diteh
on the north side of 10th Street for some 300 Ft. to the stream bed.
In many instances, rain occurring on this area overflows oub of the
tract to the north into this ditch when the pond is filled up, ard
all of the run-off from the east, down 10th Street, already is a
serious problem to the residents and homeowners on this astreet.
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PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT

This area, from 13th Street to 10th Street and alongside Harding
to the east line, is proposed as a Condominium under DP-5T and
DP-58 C.U.P., as R-5 Zoning. The density of population for this
30-acre tract is 300 Unita, (10 Units per acre). The stream bed
is proposed to be covered from 13th Street South for one block in
a flume, and then straightened, and the stream-flow propcsed to be
widened to a distance of approximately 80 Ft. The pond 1s to be
partially filled and part of 1t would become a stream-bed drainage
area. The Units are to have private drives, and, as originally
proposed, would exit and enter 1llth Street with access cut through
125 Ft. north of 10th Street, and on 12th Street going west, and
form a main entrance and exit off 13th Street, about the center of
the development. To this has been added the Metropolitan Area
Planning Commission's amendment to open Lambsdale into the Con-
dominium area.

PROFOSED AMENDMENT

1. It is proposed that the unnecessary burdens of traffic in
the residential area be closed, particularly Lambsdale.

2. Protection of surrounding homes be afforded from adjacent
lights and noise, requiring limitation of the type and heights of
lights in the Condominlum area, and using landscape buffer to reduce
noise in conjunction with any fence or wall surrounding this property.

3. 4ince the problem of drainage requires re-working of the present
stream bed and would carry additional run-off flow to that already
passing through and intersecting with this property, immediate re-
strictions and requirements should be set up outailde of any platted
area of the property to realign the stream with the pond which it
passes through south of 10th Street so as to carry this increased
drainage and stream flow, without injuring established properties
affected by the flow of this water, or reducing thelr value, or in=-
creasing cost to them for containment of such stream flow.

The residents desire that each person in this area will not become
affected by a reduction in the value of their property because of

(1) any increased traffic; (2) any increased light; (3) any increased
noise; (4) any increased run-off or drainage flow of water, or any
increased services, without adequate containment and provision made
for each of these hazards, preventing the same from overflowing
against the individual's property affected thereby.
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The residents believe that the development. proposed should he re-
gtricted within the Commercial C.U.P. and Residential C.U.P,,

"LC" and "R-5" Zoning, and made so that the water run-off, lights,
traffic, services, noise and drainage flow would not cast any
additional burden upron such properties, affecting their value. The
cost of these matters must be considered all to be a part of the
developer's expense of doing business for profit in building and
selling the Condominium Units. The residents, including myself,
are all apprehensive that by re-zoning this tract for these purposes,
the interests of the developer would become controlling, leaving
behind cests for the residents to suffer becanse their propertics
deteriorated in value or were burdened wilth other special 1tems as
a result of this development.

Fairness dictates that where any special damages would oceur in the
immediate residential area, carriled out as a part of such re-zoning
and develapment, then the developers should be required to reimburse
and hold harmless those persons or preperties so damaged.

I trust that the Commission would duly study this problem zo that a
balance would be reflected to the surrounding properties by (1) equail-
1zing set-back lines; (2) putting in requirements of perimeter land-
scap€screening; (3) restricting the type and height of lights within

the Condominium premises; (!) restricting the access outlets to the
original plan submitted; and (5) requlring, in advance as a part of
the plan, the containment of the stream flow, run-off and drainage

S0 that no greater flow would be experienced by the adiacent properties
in the area.

evieve A, Wetmore
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ALBERT J. KIRK

ATTORNEY AT LAW
10228 EAST KELLOGG
WICHITA, KANSAS 67207

November 7, 1973

REFERENCE: ITEM

City Clerk AGENDA FOR: NOV 13 @73
CITY OF WICHITA T e
104 South Main

Wichita, Kansas 67202

Re: Zoning No. Z-1567
Community Unit Plan application for
the corner of 13th and Oliver

Dear Sir:
The purpose of this letter is two fold:

1. To request that the above referenced matter be referred by the
City Commission back to the Metropolitan Area Planning Commis-
sion, and,

. To indicate my desire to make an oral presentation at the City
Commission hearing on November 13th.

The Community Unit Plan that is filed with the MAPC indicated that Lambsdale
Street would not be cut through to the proposed development. In conversations
with the planning staff and representatives of the developer, it appeared as though
neither the staff nor the developer desire to have this access. Based upon these
attitudes, the possibility of granting the developer access onto Lambsdale did

not appear to be even a remote possibility.

At the MAPC hearing little more than passing reference was made to providing
access to the development by Lambsdale Street. After several hours hearing,
around 7:30 p.m., a motion was made to approve the C,U.P. subject to some
modifications, one of which was to provide access to the development by Lambsdale
Street. No further opportunity was granted persons protesting this access to

be heard.

Based upon the foregoing set of facts, I feel that an adequate opportunity to be
heard by the MAPC was not granted. Based upon the following factors, I believe
that providing access to the development by Lambsdale Street is not advisable:




November 7, 1973
City Clerk
Page Two

. The present plan for the development of the easterly portion of the
C.U.P. called for an additional single family residential street im-
mediately to the west of Pinecrest, which residential street would
intersect Lambsdale. It was based upon this representation that the
present landowners feel comfortable with the use of Lambsdale Street.

. Lambsdale Street between Pinecrest and Edgemoor is not designed to
be a collector street, and is not physically capable or safe when used
for that purpose. Under the C.U.P. as approved by the MAPC, Lambsdale
Street would become a collector street.

Lambsdale Street passes by the front of houses, and in most cases
this is not desirable because of the much heavier traffic that would
be generated on Lambsdale Street.

No plan is indicated to make Lambsdale Street a "through street", so that
there would be Yield or Stop signs on intersecting streets.

Because of two curved streets coming together at Lambsdale and Edge-
moor, it is unsafe to allow Lambsdale Street to generate more traffic.

There are presently no sidewalks along Lambsdale Street between
Pinecrest and Edgemoor, and this could be dangerous if more traffic
is generated on Lambsdale.

Thank you for your attention.

/‘fery truly you.'L;s 5

{

ALBERT J. KIRK




REFERENCE: [TEM
AGENDA FOR:, NOV 13 1973

November 7, 1973

Wichita City Commission
Wichita City Clerk's Office Res Lambsdale C.U.P.
Wichita, Kansas Development Plan - 58

Dear Sirsi

The residents of Lambsdale, Pinecrest, Parkwood, and 0ld Manor
Streets do hereby declare unfair, hearing by the Planning Com=
mission, October 25, 1973 meeting for approving Lambsdale Street
to be opened for access by the development of Deal Development
Company. The unfair hearing was due to the motion late in the
evening, the residents were denied discussion.

We the undersigned do hereby request the City Commission of Wichita
to not open Lambsdale Street from the community unit plan as filed
by Deal Development Company. We do not desire to have any additional
t:nfftc in our area and it will not facilitate traffic to an arterial
street.

The residents will have representation at the November 13, 1973 City
Commission Meeting. The residents have not been heard pertaining
to Lambsdale Street.

Thank you.

Sincerely, ~ ROUTING:

sl € falo) g —
1 * 71973

Resident
5421 Lambsdale

Wichita, Kansas
r—




We the undersigned, residents of lambsdale, Finecrest, Parkwood and
01d Manor streets, do hereby request the city commission of Wichita
to not open Lambsdale street from the commnity unit plan as filed by
Deal Development Company. We do not desire to have any additional

traffic in our area and it will not facilitate traffic to an

arterial street.
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SAYTAMESDALS RESTDENTIAL ARZA camyTY

EI‘VED . November 6, 19?3

City Clerk = £RX'S OFFICE

AGENDA FOR:

104 Gity Building _H-7-23 REFERENCE: ITEM____-
Wichita, Ks. Z NOV 13 1873

Dear Sir: { bt e
S LELERIC )
Rei 2-1567 "AA" and "IC" to "R-5"
DP=57 = Commercial CUP
DP-58 - Residential CUP
Southeast Corner of 13th and Oliver

More than 70 Iambsdale Area Resident Home Owmers met at Adams Elementary
School on November 5, 1973, at 7100 P.M. The purpose of this meeting was to
discuss the effect of a zoning change of Iambe's property on our residential
community. The following items are proposed for your consideration before
approving the referenced CUFsi

1. Iimit helght of condominiums to conform with the residential area
already established.

2, Make access and egress to 13th and to Oliver (major thoroughfares)
and not into the present residential sections via 10th street,
11th street, and Iambsdale Drive; preserve the normal residential
traffic on our streets as originally planned for this residential
area.

In order to protect property valuation. Purchasers of Iambsdale
resldential sites were restricted to control size, plan, elevation,
and set-back. Any new developer in Iambsdale should be bound by
the same covenants as we were. g

This is a distinctive and outstanding district, with quiet, restful
living and with safety for our children., The building of a concen-
trated living section, such as the proposed condominium, would
Jeoparize this community with extra traffic, water run-off, lights,
and noise.

The value of our properties and our present security will be
lessened by this high-density living area and its close proximity
to our properties.

To maintain the uniformity of this community, the same planting
screen should be on the east and south boundaries of Parcel #3 as
proposed in "f" amendment to Provision #9. Add setback same as
Parcel #2.

Natural drainage of the present adjacent property must not be
impaired by either a wall or fence. FProvide adequate openings at
base of wall.

Any drainage or water problems created by the development, should

be assumed by the developer, whether on the development, on adjacent
property or on property below the development.

The present water supply in this area is weak; if 321 units are
built in the development, additional water supply is required.
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10, Traffic flow must be guaranteed to adjacent property owners. Access
to the thoroughfares Oliver and 13th streets must be guaranteed by

= the City to accomodate this proposed increase of vehicles (600
minimum to 1200 maximum from the condominium area, plus the volume
increase from shoppers at the new shopping center).

A1l traffic-flow corrections should be made in proportionate stages
to the construction rate.

Traffic congestion at 13th and Oliver should be studied by the City
to determine if present street sizes should be adjusted to carry
additional traffic flow, or if off streets must be provided to secure
adequate traffic safety and flow.

The metropolitan Area Planning Commission is established to work out
the details of a rroposed development and zoning change. In order
to do this intelligently, the developer's proposal is listened io and
the adjoining property owners are invited to submit their requesis
regarding the effect the zoning change and the proposed development
will have on the established area. The property owners were notified
by letter that Items DF=57 and DF=-50 would be considered at 1:30 F.H.
. on Thursday, October 25, 1973, in Room 401, City Building Annex,
and we could appear if we desired. The Commission didn't get to these
items until aporoximately 5120 P.M. The developer's attorney made his
presentation first, then various property owners made their requests
and asked questions. By this time (approximately 7130 P.H.), the
Commissioners were getting tired, impatient, and hungry as they had
not eaten dinner. Questions were answered bruskly or were not
considered politely. When property owners questioned an amendment
+to the DP-58 plan, they were told that they could not be heard and
could not partieipate further in the meeting, We consider this
unfair treatment from the Commission. .

The doors of the City Building Annex, 104 S. Main, were locked at
6100 P.M.; the public-hearing meeting in the Hetropolitan Area
Flanning Commissioners Room continued until approximately 7i45 P.M,
Some of the interested residents, who came to the 1:30 F,l. meeting,
waited for an hour or two for the DP-57 and DP-58 Items on the
Commissioners® agenda., (Those Items were lo. 17 on the agenda.)
Realizing that another couple of hours would pass before agenda
Item No. 17 was considered, some persons left the building, returned
later, and found that doors had been locked. Also several property
owners, who left the meeting to put additional money in the parking
meters on the municipal parking lots, found they could not get

back in the building, ijo one was in attendance at the door to let
them back to the meeting., The above conditions denied property
owners the right of public hearing.

Respectfully submitted,

SAVE IAMBSDALE RESIDENTIAL AREA COMMITTEE

—— — = e

H. A. Schowalter, Chairman
1159 North Pinecrest
Wichita, KS 67208




WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY
METROPOLTTAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSTON

DATE: November 29,.
Case No. Z-1567 = and "IC" to "R-5"
case No, PP~58 =~ Re
Case No., DP-57.

ReFerred back to the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
for reconsideration.

Location:

In the area to the southeast of t]:)r_- interscction of Oliver
and 13th Street, cast of Harding, north of 10th, and to
the west of Pinecrest and Parkwood. .
' -Case History: . ]
MAPC 10-25-73 Approved subject to certain conditions
BCC 11-13-73 Referred back to the MAPC for redonsidgr—

ation’

City Commission Minutes of November 13, 1973, are attached.

Also attached are copies of letters sent to the Board of City
. Commissioners,
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METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING
COMMISSION

AMHERST 3.0611 — AREA CODE 316
CITY DUILDING ANNEX

104 5 MAIN ST

WICHITA. KANSAS £7202

Mr. Robert H. Nelson, Attorney
Suite 630, 200 West Douglas
Wichita, Kansas 67202

Z-1567 - "AA" and "LC" to
- VR-5"

DP-57 - Commercial CUP

DP-58 - Residential CUP

Southeast corner of 13th

and Oliver

Dear Mr. Nelson:

At a special meeting of the Metropolitan Area Planning Commis-—
sion on November 29, 1973, the above-captioned cases were re-
considered. :

The action of the Planning Commission was to again recommend the
approval of the zone change request from "AA" and "LC" to "R-5",
subject to the platting of all the broperty associated with these
three cases within one year from the date of approval by the
Board of City Commissioners; or the application be considered
denied and closed; and to again recommend the approval of D -

endment to the Commercial Community Unit Plan, subject to the

following conditions:

‘a. P;atting 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.

Increase of the building setback line adjacent to the south
and east lines of Parcel #2 from 30 feet to 35 feet.

Expand General Provision #7 to provide that: "No wall shall
be constructed in any utility easement."

Indicating "complete access control" adjacent to 12th Street
on the face of the plan. - =

Street name Shadowlawn Place shall be changed to Harding.
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Expand General Provision #5 to read as follows: Advertis-
ing ground signs shall be permitted along 13th Street

and Oliver, only within a.distance of 275 feet from the
intersection, not to exceed the height of 30 feet; nor

to be placed so as to project over any public right-of-way.
No billboard advertising or roof signs shall be permitted=

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 commercial
development and be binding upon the present owners, their
Successors and assigns, unless amended.

The development of this property proceeding in accordance
with the development plan as approved by the Planning Com-
mission, and any substantial deviation of the plan, as 3
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. 5 A

Any major changes in this development plan being resub-
mitted to the Planning Commission and City Commission for
their consideration; and to :

recommend the approval of DP-58 Residential ommunity Unit Plan,
as amended by the applicant, to include the 5 feet of landscap
ing adjacent to the fence on the east, subject to the following
conditions: 3

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.

That the wall/fence adjacent to the planting area along
Harding not be required.

That access to Lambsdale not be permitted.

That the developer be required to submit drainage plans and
bear the costs for drainage improvements on his own property.

That, at the time of platting, the developer shall also sub-
mit drainage plans that incorporates alternate solutions

to solving the drainage problems to the south, including the
Edwards property and the two broperties on the west side of
the pond; and work toward developing some procedure to

solve the drainage problems adjacent to the three properties
to the south "if possible".
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f. 1Increase of the building setback line adjacent to the south
and east lines of Parcel #2 from 30 feet to 35 feet.

Expand General Provision #9 to provide that: "No wall shall
be constructed in any utility easement.'

Add a General Provision to #12 stating that: "At the time
of platting, the applicant shall guarantee the construc-
tion of -an accel-decel lane on 13th Street 200 feet in
either direction from the center of the major driveway."

Amend General Provision #9 by removing "and along the west
line adjacent to Harding."

Add screening wall, fence and landscaping to the Homeowners
Association Agreement under General Provision #8.

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
Pplan shall run with the land for residential development
and be binding upon the -present owners, their successors
and assigns, unless amended.

The development of this property proceeding in accordance

with the development plan as approved by the Planning Com-
mission, and any substantial deviation of the plan, as
determined by the Superintendent of Central Inspection and
the Director of Planning, shaill constitute a violation of
the building permit authorizing construction of the proposed
development. : 7 "

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

Regarding the requirement to work toward solutions to solv—
ing the drainage problems, if possible, on the three prop-
erties to the south of this Project, the developer should
be advised that he should work toward coordinating his
plans with the Flood Control Division of the Department

of Public Works, as well as working with the three prop-
erty owners to the south.

It is again necessary that you submit nine corrected copies of
both Community Unit Plans to our office by 5:00 p.m. on December
5, 1973, so that these items may be forwarded to the Board of
City Commissioners for consideration on December 11, 1973,

the meeting to start at 9:00 a.m. in Room 201 City Building,

204 South Main, Wichita, Kansas.
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Enclosed are two marked copies of the CUP that outline the neces-
sary corrections that should be reviewed with Oblinger-Smith.

If you have any questions, please contact our office.

incerely,

2\ el

H. Galbraith
Chief Planner
JHG:ber
Enclosure

cc: Claude R. Lambe, 5101 East 13th Street 67208
. Deal Development Company, c/o Robert H. Nelson,

Suite 630, 200 West Douglas 67202

Bob Zollars, c/o Robert H. Nelson, Suite 630,
- 200 West Douglas 67202

Waldo Wetmore, Attorney, Bitting Building 67202

F. Rea Chapman, 1443 North Battin - 67208

Jake ‘Graybill, 1359 North Parkwood 67208

Rod Johnson, Attorney, Century Plaza Building 67202

Robert Moore, 5141 East 10th 67208

Jim Edwards, 1056 North Battin 67208

Robert Cornwell, Attorney, 125 North Market 67202

H. D. Barnett, 1351 North Parkwood 67208 ;

Lawrence Finley, 1135 North Pinecrest 67208

George Slater, 1345 North Parkwood 67208

Bud Kuthan, 1020 North Harding 67208

Mr. and Mrs. H. A. Showalter, 1159 North Pinecrest 67208

Zeno Bollinger, 4919 East 10th 67208

Ray Courter, 1111 North Pinecrest 67208

Bess Parish, 1201 North Harding 67208

Mr. and Mrs. Eugene Cusick, 1010 North harding 67208

Gary Wiley, Oblinger-Smith Corp., 625 1lst National
Bank Building 67202 .

Mrs. Bob Jones, 1207 Harding 67208

Larry Prather, 5420 Lambsdale 67208

Jack Lashley, 1201 North Pinecrest 67208

City Manager's Office

M. S. Mitchell, Assistant Superintendent of Public Works
Maintenance and Flood Control Supervisor

Albert J. Kirk, Attorney, 10225 E. Kellogg 67207
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK cOUNTY

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan

DATE

November 29, 1973

TO Area Planning Commission
! \g_\,:)
FROM Jack H. Galbraith, Chief Planner T (NS
N
BUBJEET Case No. Z-1567 and DP-58 and DP-57

At the request of Commissioner Hill, the following is a list
of persons speaking on the Lambsdale cases at your meeting

of October 25, 1973

Robert H. Nelson
Waldo Wetmore

F. Rea Chapman
Jake Graybell
Rod Johnson
Robert Moore
James Edwards
Rohert Cornwell
Herman Barnett

Lawrence Finley

George Slater

Bud Kuthan !
Marjorie Showalter

Zeno Bollinger

Ray Courter

Harold Showalter

Ress Parich

Mrs. Eugene Cusick

Also attached is the motion of the Planning Commission which
reflects the recommended conditions of approval.

JHG:ber

Attachment
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CHAIRMAN TAYLOR stated that the Commission has heard sufficiently
from those who cared to speak and would take into consideration the
comments made. 2

MOTION: That the Planning Commission recommend
to the City Commissioners the approval of DP-57
(Amendment to the Commercial Community Unit Plan)
subject to conditions suggested in the staff report;
AND approval of 2-1567 and DP-58 (Residential Com~
munity Unit Plan) subject to comments shown in the
staff report, and subject to the Subdivision Com-
mittee definitely taking into consideration the
points that have been raised at this meeting with
respect to the drainage, and the wall for screen-
ing the development. Blakey moved.

HILL said he would second the motion, with the follow-
ing amendments being included: That in addition to the
staff comments, there be an opening made to Lambsdale
Drive instead of complete access control all along the
east side of subject property; that there be either a
wooden fence or masonry screening on the west as well as
on the east and south to protect those properties that
face this development; and that there be a sign re-
striction that no sign can be erected on the commercial
- property farther than 200 feet from the intersection
(south on Oliver - east on 13th Street); and further,
that any fence, whether wood or masonry be a minimum
of 8 feet high; and that any problem of drainage on

the property be at the cost of the developer.

BLAKEY said he would agree to everything except the
opening of access on the east side to Lambsdale.

HILL questioned why all the traffic should be channeled to
Oliver by means of 10th, 1lth and 12th Streets and why would it
hurt to siphon some off on Lambsdale Drive.

BALKEY commented that it would be taking the traffic right
through a residential area rather thanaway from it. HILL pointed
out that the area to the west is also residential.

GALBRAITH requested a clarification on the sign location at
the intersection of Oliver and 13th, pointing out that Parcel 1 is
261 feet square and therefore a sign could not be placed on Parcel

HILL amended the distance to be 275 feet in
each direction from the intersection.

KAMEN asked if the motion was proposing that the developer correct
the drainage problem all the way south wherever it extends. HILL said
such applied only as far as subject property extends, however, any
problems it creates should be taken care of.

BLAKEY accepted the amendments as proposed.

HENNESSY spoke in favor of the proposed development and asked
Nelson if he could give any idea of the investment involved. NELSON
said he could only estimate 12 1/2 million dollars on the residential
CUP and 10 million on the "LC" development proposed, plus the cost
of the land. He continued that in view of the investment, the
developer cannot afford to construct anything but the most desirable.

VOTE ON MOTION: Carried unanimously. (Arnholz
sent.

RISING commended the people for their involvement and interest
and said the Commissioners share their concern, but must attempt to
vote for what is the greatest good for the entire situation and
will certainly make every effort to take into consideration points
raised in future considerations of this development.




For clarification and to include the recommendations in the
staff reports which were a part of the motion, the Commission's
action is as follows:

That the Planning Commission recommend approval of the zone
change request (Z-1567) subject to the platting of all the
property associated with all three cases (2Z-1567, DP-57

and DP~58) within one year from the date of approval by the
Board of City Commissioners; or the application be con-
sidered denied and closed; AND approval of DCP-57 (Amendment
to the Commercial Community Unit Plan, subject to the fol-
lowing conditions:

a. Platting of subject property within one year from
the date of approval by the Board of City Commis-
sioners; or the application be considered denied
and closed.

+ Increase of the building setback line adjacent to
the south and east lines of Parcel #2 from 30 feet
to 35 feet. v

Expand General Provision #7 to provide that "No wall
shall be constructed in any utility easement."

Indicating "complete access control" adjacent to 12th
Street on the face of the plan.

Street name Shadowlawn Place shall be changed to Harding.

Expand General Provision #5 to read as follows:
Advertising ground signs shall be permitted along
13th Street and Oliver, only within a distance of
275 feet from the intersection, not to exceed the
. height of 30 feet, nor to be placed so as to pro-
ject over any public right-of-way. No billboard
advertising or roof signs shall be permitted.

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 commercial development and be binding upon
the present owners, their successors and assigns,
unless amended.

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

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

AND

approval of DP-58 (Residential 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 application be considered denied and closed.

Increase of the building setback line adjacent to the
south and east lines of Parcel #2 from 30 feet to
35 feet.




Expand General Provision #9 to provide that "No wall
shall be constructed in any utility easement.”

Add a General Provision to #12 stating that "At the
time of platting, the applicant shall guarantee the
construction of an accel-decel lane on 13th Street
200 feet in either direction from the center of the
major driveway."

Change the plat to reflect an access point to Lambsdale
Drive.

2Amend General Provision #9 to provide for a minimum
8-foot masonry wall or wood fence along the east,
south and west, which should read as follows:

A planting screen 15 feet in width will be pro-
vided and maintained adjacent to the east line of
Harding Avenue except at points for ingress and
egress. A solid or semi-solid wall constructed of
brick, stone, masonry, architectural tile, wood or
other similar material at least 8 feet high shall
be constructed along the east and south lines of
Parcel #3 and along the west line adjacent to Hard-
ing, as indicated on the plan.

Add screening wall, fence and landscaping to the
Homeowners Association Agreement under General
Provision #8.

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 pres-
ent owners, their successors and assigns, unless
amended.

The development of this property proceeding in accord-
ance with the development plan as approved by the Plan-
ning Commission, and any substantial deviation of the
plan, as determined by the Superintendent of Central In-
spection and the Director of Planning, shall constitute
a violation of the building permit authorizing construc-
tion of the proposed development.

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




November 7, 1973

Mr. Ralph Wulz

City Manapar

City Buildinp
YWichita, Kangas 67202

Dear Mr, Wulz,

The attached petition which is sipgnod and verifiable, is
subnitted to the City Manager by the recorded property

ovners adjacent to the Lambsdale CUP, The petition is in
support of tho ammendiant in which Lambsdale Stroet is
opened as an accsss -and efress to the cast. They desire

that the attached petition be submitted %o our City
Commissioners and othor interested parties prior to the hearing
of Hovember 13, 1973. S

Yoarq hl'ulyj
zg&%/@%

Donald Fi MecArt

DMz em
Attach
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PETITION
WE THE UNDERSIGNED RESIDENTS LIVING WITHIN THE 200 FT. REQUIREMENT
ADJACENT TO LAMSDALE COMMUNITY UNIT PLAN ARE TN COMPLETE AGREEMENT
WITH RETATNING LAMBSDALE STREST AS A POINT OF ACCESS TO THE EAST

TO HELP RELIEVE TRAFFIC IN THE EN' 2 ARES
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¥lchite City riesion November 5, 1973

City Building
20/, South lein
Wichita, lenses 67202 . RE: DP-57 - Commercisl CUF
: DP-58 - Fesldentinl CUP
Southesst Cornmer of 13th and Clivor
Dear City Comrdassion Members:

In our lettor dated October 23, 1973 to the Uichita Sedpwick County Plenning Cecrdssion,
copy of which is nttsched, we cxpresced concern mbout srea drelinnge problems, the pilidng
concitien in our pond, end pelution of cur pond eres which will be csused by the propesad
project, ; i

In regerd to the drainnge issue we loft the M,A.P.G. meeblng on Thuradey, October 25,
1972 et the conclusion of Item 17C, Case No, DF- 3, thloking the problem hed been 1
to cur satisfacticon. A motion was mede end epproved by MiA.P.C. staff memlers, rec
al of' the proposcd plat cubject to certnin condliionp, one of which was
probless czused Ly ithe development be peid for by the developer.¥ This is tiu
Eegle, Cctoter 26, 1973, copy of which iten is
eint of cur copy of letter to I'r, Hobert M. leon, Attorney for ihe
tropoliten Area Plonning Commispion dated Cctoler 25, 1973, the sbove
menticned condition bzd been delected; end in its place & peregreph stabing thet Ydreinege
protlens will bo resolved ot the tire of platting, and thet dreinsge costs on sub
proneriy will be et the expense of the developer.” These threo words Mon subject property”
ere very dlsiressing to us, a5 our interpretetion of this stotement is thet the devaloper
absolves himself of any responsibility for dreinage problems ceused by the developuent
outelde the confines of the develepnent, It is our opinion that the project develcpor
should te rospensible for all drainnge expenses crused by the project, This is not to imply
thet we think the developer should be responsible for epy dreinege problezs thet exisited
.prior to the project. Ve sleo foel thet the developer should becr his propertionate ghore
of any future expenses incurred in gonmection with einsge problems in the benefit dietrict,

The silting of our pond aree is enother eoncern which must be resolved. This condition
is bound to occur when eerth moving equipnent stert operations in the proposed project arca.
We are willing to dlscuss this dzportant matter with Dosl Development Company at eny time
at their convenlence, &

The polution problem et this time secms unsolvable as Metropolitan Aree Planning
Comrission merbers were reluctent to even discuss the matter,

Ve ere not oppored to the proposed project end feel thet it would be beneficisl to the
City of lichitn; hovever, we hopo thet the sbove stated concerns can be resolved.

Yours truly,

Bugene H. Cusici

i E il
largaret Lueile Cuscick

ect Wichita Metropoliton Area Flonning Conmissioné”
Cblinger-Smith Corp. = Consultanta
Ur, h0ll, Flood Control
) Lnl Health Apency
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@ ALBERT J. KIRK | @

ATTORNEY AT Law
10228 EAST KELLOGG
WICHITA, KANSAS 67207

November 7, 1973

City Clerk

CITY OF WICHITA

104 South Main ;
‘Wichita, Kansas 67202

Re:  Zoning No. Z-1567
Community Unit Plan application for
the corner of 13th and Oliver

Dear Sir:
The purpose of this letter is two fold:

1. To request that the above referenced matter be referred by the
City Commission back to the Metropolitan Area Planning Commis-
sion, and,

2. To indicate my desire to make an oral Presentation at the City
Commission hearing on November 13th, .

The Community Unit Plan that is filed with the MAPC indicated that Lambsdale
Street wouid not be cut through to the proposed development. In conversations
_with the planning staff and representatives of the developer, it appeared as though
neither the staff nor the developer desire to have this access. Based upon these
attitudes, the possibility of granting the developer access onto Lambsdale did

- inot appear to be even a remote possibility. d

:At the MAPC hearing little more than passing reference was made to providing
‘access to the development by Lambsdale Strect. After several hours hearing,
around 7:30 p.m., a motion was made to approve the C.U.P, subject to some
modifications, one of which was to provide access to the development by Lambsdale
Street. No further opportunity was granted persons protestihg this access to

‘be heard. .

Based upon the-foregoing set of facts, I feel that an adequate opportunity to be
heard by the MAPC was not granted. Based upon the following factors, I believe
that providing access to the development by Lambsdale Street is not advisable:
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November 7, 1973
City Clerk
Page Two

The present plan for the development of the easterly portion of the

C.U.P. called for an additional single lamily residential street im-
mediately to the west of Pinecrest, which residential street would
intersect Lambsdale. It was based upon this representation that the
present landowners feel comfortable with the use of Lambsdale Street.
Lambsdale Street between Pinecrest and Edgemoor is not designed to

be a collector street, and is not physically capable or safe when used

for that purpese. Under the C.U.P. as approved by the MAPC, Lambsdale
Street would begome a collector street.

Lambsdale Strect passes by the front of houses, and in most cases
this is not desirable because of the much heavier traffic that would
be generated on Lambsdale Street.

No plan is indicated to make Lambsdale Street a "through strect", so that
there would be Yicld or Stiop signs on intersecting streets.

Because of two curved streets coming together at Lambsdale and Edge-
moor, it is unsafc to allow Lambsdale Street to generate more traffic.

There are presently no sidewalks along Lambsdale Street between
Pinecrest and Edgemoor, and this could be dangerous if more traffic
is generated on Lambsdale.

(‘{ ery truly yours,

/ A

ALBERT J. KIRK

Thank you for your attention.
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Clty. Clerk 7

104 City Building

Wichila, Ks.

Dear Sir:

z-156? A" and IC" to "R=-5"
DP-57 = Comnercial CUZ

DP-53 - Residential CUP

Southeast Corner of 13th and Oliver

More than 70 Ianbsdale Areca Resident Home Owmers met at Adams Elemeniary
School on November 5, 1973, at 7100 P.i{. The purpose of this mecting was to
discuss the effect of a zoning change of Lanbe's property on our residential
community. The following ilems are proposed for your consideration before
approving the referenced CUFs:

1. Iimit height of condominiuns to conform with the residential area
already established. -

2. liake access and egress to 13th and to Oliver (major thoroughfares)
and not inlo the present residential sections via 10th sireet,
11th street, and Iambsdale Drive; preserve the normal residential
traffic on our streets as origimlly planned for this residential .
area.

)

In order to protect pronerty valuation. Purchasers of Iambsdale
residential sites were restricted to control size, plan, elevation,
and sut-back. Any new developer in lambsdale should be bound by
the same covenants as we were. :

This is a distinctive and outstanding district, with quiet, restful
1iving and with safefy for our children. The building of a concen-
trated living section, such as the provosed condominium, would
Jeoparize this community with extra traffic, water run-off, lights,
and noise.

The value of our properties anct our present secn.r:l.ty will be
lessened by this high-density living area and its close proximity
to our properties.

To naintain the uniformity of this community, the same planiing
screen should be on the east and south boundaries of Parcel #3 as
proposed in "f" amendment to Provision #9. Add setback same as
Parcel #2

Tatiral drainaec of the present adjacent property must not be

inpaired by cither a wall or fence. Provide adequate openings at
base of wall.

Any drainage or water problems created by the develovment, should
be assumed by the developer, whether on the development, on adjacent
property or on property below the development.

The present water supply in this arca is weak; if 321 units are
built in the development, additional water supply is rgquired.
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10, Traffic flow must be puaranteed to adjacent property owners. Access
to the thoroughfares Oliver and 13th streets must ba puaranteed by

% ihe City to acconodate this vroposed increase of vehicles (600
minimun to 1200 maximum from the condominium area, plus the volume
increase from shoppers at the new shopping center). . .

A1l traffic-flow corrections should be made in proportionate stages
to the construction rate.

11. Traffic congestion at 13th and Oliver should be studied by the City
to determine if rresent street. sizes should be adjusted to carry
additional traffic flow, or if off streets must be provided to secure
adequate traffic safety and flow.

12. The metropolitan Arca Planning Commission is established to work out
the details of a proposed develonment and zoning change. In order ©
1o do this intelligently, the develover's proposal is listened to and
the adjoining property owners are invited to submit their requests
regarding the effect the zoning change and the provosed development
®ill have on the established area. ‘he property owners were notified
by letter that Items DF-57 and DF-58 would be considered at 1130 P.H,

. on Thursday, Cctober 25, 1973, in Roon %01, City Building Annex,
and we could appear if we desired. The Commission didn't get to these
itens until avvroximately 5:20 P.i. The developer's attorney made his
presentation first, then various proverty owners made their requesfg_
and asked questions. By this time (approximately 7:30 2,1.), the

- . Commissioners were getting tired, impatient, and hungry as they had
not eaten dinner, Questions were answered bruskly or were not

- considured politely. ihen property omers questioned an amendment
to the DP-58 plan, they were told that they could not be heard and
could not participate further in the neeting. We consider this
unfair treatment from the Commission. :

13, The doors of the City Puilding Annex, 104 5. ¥ain, were locked at’
6100 P.¥.; the public-hearing neeting in the iletropolitan Area
Planning Commissioners Room continued until approximately 7:45 P.M,
.Some of the interested residents, who came to the 1:30 P.H. neetiig,
waited for an hour or two for the DP-57 and D?-58 Items on the
Comnissioners' agenda. (Those Itens were Ho. 17 on the agenda,)
Reallzing that another couple of hours would pass before agenda
Item Ko. 17 was considered, some persons left the building, returned

- later, and found that doors had been locked. Also several property
ouners, who left the meeting 1o put additional money in the parking
meters on the munieipal parking lots, found they could not get

.back in the building., o one was in attendance at the door to let
then back to the neeting. ‘The above conditions denied property
ouners the right of public hearing. .

R&spectfu!ljr submitted,

SAVE IAIRSDALE RESIDENTIAL AREA COMMITTEE

H. A. Schowalter, Chairman
1159 liorth Finecrest
Wichita, KS 67208
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1056 N. Battin
Wichita, Kansas

November 7, 1973

Board of City Commissioners of Wichita
¢/o City Clerk :
City Building Re: Metropolitan Area Planning
Wichita, Kanscs Commission
Items: 2Z-1567
DP=5T
DP-58

Gentlemen

I am a resident of this area, living and residing at 1056 North Battin,
immediately across the street south from the preposed Condominium
Development known as C.U.P. DP-58. The legal description of my
property is:

"Lot 4 and the West 10 Ft. of Lot 5, Block
"A," Levitt's Addition to Wichita, Kansas.

AREA
This develcpment is proposed in an area which is bi-sected from
north to south by a stream; has a 2-acre pond at the southwest
corner of the area; accumulates drainage by natural run-off Irom
the development of the property already established; has tributary
streams coming from the east and west respectively, and the open
terrain of the property has certain plantings and natural trees and
shrubs accenting the residence and barn located on the premises and
is used as pasture. Wherecas the tributary from the west is covered
and contained in a storm sewer laid under 10th Street, the larger
tributary is open drainage which takes run-off from )Cth Street at
01d Manor and Pinecrest from Porkweod, and runs it all into a ditch
cn the north side of 10th Street fro seme 300 Ft. to the stream bed,
In many instances, rain occurring on this area overflows out of the
tract to the nerth into this ditch when the pend is filled up, and
all of th2 run-off froa the east, down 10th Strect, already io a
serions problem to the residents and homeowners on this street.
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PROPOSED DEVELOVETNT

This area, from 13th Street to 10¢h Street and alongside Harding
to the east e. is proposed as a Cond nium .under DP-57 and
DP-58 C.U.P., as B-5 Zoning. The density of populaticn for this
30-gcre Lract is 300 Units, (10 Unite per agre). The stream bhed
is rroposed to be covered from 13th Street ch Tor one block in
a fluwme, and then str ightened, and the stream low propesed to be
widened to a distance of appr 0 Ft. ‘The pond is to be
partizlly filled and part of it w veoae a ‘stream-bed dralnage
area. The Units are to have private drives, and, as orij nally
proposed, would exit and enter 11th 3t ot with access cut through
125 1t. north of 10th Street, and on 12th Street ng west, and
form a main entrance and exit off 13th Street, about the center of
the development. To this haz been added the Metropolitan Area
Planning Commission's amendment Lo open Iambsdale into the Con-
dominium area.

PROPOSED A

1. It is proposed that the unnec ary burdens of traffic in
the residential area be closed, particuldrly Lanbsdale.

2. Protection of surrounding homes be affeorded from ad jacent
lights and ncise, requiring 1i ation of the type and heights of
lights in the Condominium area, and using Jlandscape buffer to reduce
noise in conjunction with any fence or wall surrounding this property.

3. Since the preblenm of drainage requires. re-working of the present
stream bed and would carry additional run-off flow.to that already
passing through and intersccting with this property, immediate re- 1:
stricticns and requirements should be set up outside of any platted
area of the property to realign the strezm with the pond whish it
passes through south of 10th Street so as Gto carry this increased
drainage and stream flow, without injuring established properties
affected by the flow of this water, or reducing their value, or in-
creasing cost to them for containment of such stresm flo:

The residents desire that each perscn in this area will not become
affectad by a reduction in the value of their property because of

(1) any increased traffic; (2) any increazed light; (3) any increased
noise; (4) any increased run-off or drainare flow of water, or any
increascd services, without adequate containment and provlsion made
for each of these hazards, preventing the same Trom overlloving
against the ipdividual's preperty alfecthed thereby.




The residents believe that the development proposed should be re-
stricted within the Commereial C.U.P. and Recidentizd) C.U.P.,

"Ie" and "R-5" Zoning, ond made sco that the water rin-of £, lights,
traffic, servieces, noise and drainage flow would not cast 2n¥
additional burden vy such properties, zffecting their value. The
cost of these matte: yat be considerad 21) to be = part of the
developer's expense of doing business for profit in building and
selling Condominiun Units. The residents, including myself, are
all anprchepsive that by re-zoning s tracht for these purpoies,
the interests of the developer would become controlling, leaving
behind cozts for the residents to suffer becavse their prope es
deteriorated in value or were burdened with other special items as
a result of this development.

Fairness dictabes that where any speeial damages would occur in the
immedizte reczidential area, carried out as a part of such re-zoning
and development, then the developers should be wequired to reimburse
and hold havmless those persons or properties so damaged.

I trust that the Commission would duly study this problem so that a
balance would be refiected to the surrounding properties by (1) cgqual
izing seb-back lines; (2) putting in requinr snts of perimeter lond-
scape scrcening; (3) restricting the tyne and height of lights within
the Condominiunm premises; (4) restrieting the access outlets to the
original plan submitted; and (5) reguiring, in zdvance as a part of
the plan, the centainment of the strean Tlew, run-off and drainage

so that nc greater flow would be experienced by the adjacent propertics
in the area. 3 "

Yours very truly

M g e,

S

g




KAHRS, NELSON, FANNING, HITE & KELLOGG
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

AUSTIN M. COWANLIBSE iBaii SUITE 830 . 200 WEST DOUGLAS uv:nu:'
WoARAURE WICHITA, KANSAS 67202
ROBERT H, NELSON Anea 16
H.W. FANNING 262-3777
RICHARD C.WTE November 7, 1973
DARRELL D. KELLOGG +
RICHARD L. HONEYMAN
LARRY A WITHERS

GARY A WINFREY

Mr. Jack H. Galbraith, Chief Planner
Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
104 South Main

Wichita, Kansas 67202

Dear Mr. Galbraith:

Re: %-1567 -~ "AA" and "LC" to "R-5"
DP-57 = Commercial CUP
DP-58 = Residential CUP
Southeast Corner of 13th and Oliver

Pursuant to your letter dated October 26, 1973, there is enclosed
herewith nine (9) corrected copies of both Community Unit Plans
(Commercial-Residential) which are to be forwarded to the City
Commission for consideration at its meeting on November 13, 1973.

With reference to the DP-57, Amendment to the Commercial Commun
Unit Plan, all changes recommended by you in your letter of Octo
ber 26, 1973, have been shown on the corrected new CUP, except the
following:

1. The sign limitations as recommended by the Planning
Commission at its meeting, that such signs be within 275 feet of
the intersection of 13th and Oliver, has not been set out for the
reason that we desire to present this matter to the City Commission
and request the following:

a. Sign limitations on Oliver Street, 350 feet;
b. 8ign Limitations on 13th Street, -600 feet.

With reference to the Residential CUP, all of your requested changes
have been nsade, except the followin

a. The access point to Lambsdale Drive, has not
been shown. This will be presented to the
City Commission as it is opposed by the
petitioner and also by the residents in the
Lambsdale area.




KaHRs, NELSON, FANNING. HITE & KELLOGG
o ATTORNEYS AT LAW >
AUSTIN M. COWANiass 1Bas) SUITE 630 - 200 WEST DOUGLAS AVENUE

WoA KAHRS WicHITA, KANSAS 67202

RODERT M. NELSON . ARga 310
H.W. FANNING 282:3777
RICHARD C. HITE November 7, 1973

DARRELL D. KELLOGG

RICHARD L. HONEYMAN

LARRY A WITHERS

GARY A WINFREY

Mr. Jack H. Galbraith, Chief Planner
Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
104 South Main

Wichita, Kansas 67202

Dear Mr. Galbraith: -

Re: Z-1567 - "AAa" and "LC" to "R-5"
DP-57 - Commercial CUP
DP-58 - Residential 'CUP
Southeast Corner of 13th and Oliver

Pursuant to 'your letter dated October 26, 1973, there is enclosed
herewith nine (9) corrected copies of both Community Unit Plans
(Commercial-Residential) which are to be forwarded to the City
Commission for consideration at its meeting on November 13, 1973.

With reference to the DP-57, Amendment to the Commercial Community
Unit Plan, all changes recommended by you in your letter of Octo-
ber 26, 1973, have been shown on the corrected new CUP, except the
following: %

1. The sign limitations as recommended by the Planning
Commission at its meeting, that such signs be within 275 feci of
the ‘intersection of 13th and Oliver, has not been set out for the
reason that we desire to present this matter to the City Commission
and request the following:

a. Sign limitations on Oliver Street, 350 feet;
b. Sign Limitations on 13th Street, 600 feet.

With reference to the Residential CUP, all of your requested changes
have been made, except the following:

a. The access point to Lambsdale Drive, has not
been shown. This will be-presented to ths
City Commission as it is opposed by the
petitioner and also by the residents in the
Lambsdale area.
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b. The 8 foot wall/fence has not been shown on
Harding Street, as this matter is desired
to be presented to the City Commission.

This matter will be opposed by the developer
and also by the adjacent property owners on
Harding Street. 4

A petition is being filed with the City Manager by 13 property owners,
wherein they oppose the construction of an 8 foot wall on the Hard-
ing Street side, and are requesting that the CUP be returned to a
grass medial with an approximate 3 foot low screening that is of a
nature to prevent walk-through traffic.

We have complied with all other items pursuant to your letter of
October 26, 1973, except the items as above listed. We desire to'be
heard before the City Commission on these particular items at the
meeting on November 13, 1973. i

i
© Yours

Robert/{ @%/Q%

of KAHRS, NELSON, FANNING, HITE & KELLOGG

RHN:t

Encs.

ccs Mr. Gary Wiley
Mr. Paul Brown
Mr. Karl Solomon
Deal Development

i S A S Rl A W

g
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November 7, 1973

Wichita City Commission ;
Wichita City Clerk's 0ffice Lambsdale C.U.P.
Wichita, Kansas ( Development Plan - 58

Dear Sirs:

The residents of Lambsdale, Pinecrest, Parkwood, and 0ld Manor
Strects do hereby declare unfair, hearing by the Planning Com-
mission, October 25, 1973 meeting for approving Lambsdale Street
to be opened for access by the development of Deal Development
Company. The unfair hearing was due 40 the motion late in the
evening, the residents were denied discussion. .

We the undersigned do hereby request the City Commission of Wichita
to not open Lambsdale Street from the community unit plan as filed
by Deal Development Company. We do not desire to have any additional
t:a'ffitc in our area and it will not facilitate traffic to an arterial
street.

The residents will have representation. at the November 13, 1973 city
Commission Meeting. The residents have not been heard pertaining
to Lambsdale Street.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Lax'xz R. Prather,
Resident

5421 Lambsdale
Wichita, Kansas




PETITION

We the undersigned, residents of Lumbodals, Pincerest, Parkwood and
01d Yanor streets, do hercby request the city commission of Wichita
to not open Lorbsdale street from the comamity unit plan as filed by
Deal Developrent Company. We do not desire to have any additional

traffic in our area and it will not facilitate traffic to an

/ g

arterial street. '{\
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Board of City Commissinpers of Wichita
¢/o City Clerk
City Building Re: Metropolitan Ares Planning
Wichita, Kansas Commission
Ttems: 7-1567
DP-57
DP-58

Gentlemen

T am a resident of this area, living and residing at 5125 E. 10th,
immediately across the strcet vth from the proposed Condominium
Development known as C.U.P. DP-58. 'The 1o deseription of my
property is:

"Lot 5, except the West 10 Ft. Lhereaf, and
the West 4.61 Ft. of Lot f, Bloek "A," levitt's
Additicn." .

: AREA

This develooment is proposed in an arca vhich is bi-sected from
north to south by a stream: has a 2-acre pond at the southucst
corner of the arez; accumulates drainage by natural run-off from
the develnrment of the property clready established; has tributary
streams cominz from the east and wezt respectively, and the open
terrain of the propverty has certain nlantings and natural %rees and
shrubs zccenting the residence and barn located on the prenises and
is used os pasture. YWhereas the Lributary from the west 1s coverecd
and contained in a storm gSewer laid under 10tk Strect, the larger
tributary 15 open draincge which takes run-of fron 10th Street at
01d rMznor and Pinecrest f'ron Parkwood, and runs it all inte a ditch
on the north side of 10tL Street for soae 307 I1't. to the strea- bed.
In many instancers, vain cccurring on thiz aroz overflows onl of the
tract Lo the north into this diteh wher the pond is filled up, and
all of the run-off from the east, dewn 10Lh Stircet, already is a
seriocus problem to %the residents and homesowners on this street.
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PROPO3ED DEVELOFMENT

This area, from 13th Street to 10th 3treet and alongside Harding
to the east line, is proposed as a Condoniniwa under DP-57 and
DP-58 C.U.P., as R-5 Zoning. The density of population for this
30-acre tract 1s 300 Units, (L0 Units per acre), The stream bed
is proposed to be covered from 13th Street South for one block in
a flume, and then straightened, and the stream-flow propesed to be:
widened to a distance of approximately 80 Ft. The pond 33 to be
partially filled and part of 1t would become a stream-bed drainage
area. The Units are to have private drives, and, as originally
proposed, would exit and enter 1lth 3treet with access cut through
125 Ft, north of 10th 3treet, and on 12th Street going west, and
form a main entrance and exit off 13th Street, about the center of
the development. To this haa been added the letbropolitan Area
Planning Coamission's amendment to open Lambsdale into the Con-
dominium area.

PROPOSED AMENDMENT
1, It is proposed that the unnecessary burdens of traffic in
the residential area be closed, particularly Lambsdale.

2, Protection of surrounding homes be afforded from adjacent
lights and noise, requiring limitation of the type and heights of
1ights in the Condominium area, and using landscape buffer to reduce
nolse in conjunction with any fence or wall surrounding this property.

3. S8ince the problem of drainage requires re-working of the present
stream bed and would carry additional run-off flow to that already
passing through and intersecting with this property, immedliate re-
Btrictions and requirements should be set up outside of any platted
area of the property to realign the stream with the pond which it
passes through south of 10th Street so as to carry this increased
drainage and stream flow, without injuring established properties
affected by the flow of this water, or reducing thelr value, or In-
creasing cost to them for containment of such stream flow.

The residents desire that each person in this area will not become
affected by a reduction in the value of their property because of

(1) any increased traffic; (2) any increased light; (3) any increased
noise; (4) any increased run-off or drainage flow of water, or any
increased services, without adequate containment and provision made
for each of these hazards, preventing the same from overflowing
against the individuol's property affected thereby.
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The residents belie that the development proposed -should be re-
strieted within %he Commercial C.U.P. and Residential C.U.P.,

"LC" and "R-5" Zoning, and made sa that the water run-off, 1i
traffic, services, noise and draina Tlew 1d not cast any
additional burden uron such properéies, affecting their value. The
cost of these matiers must be consi all to be 2 part of the
developer's expense of doing business for pro

selling the Ceondorinium Units. The residents,

are all apprehensive that by re-zoning this tract for these purposzes,
the intercsts of the develoner would bzcome controlling, leaving
behind cests for the residents to suffer becanse their propertics
deteriorated in value or were burdened with other special items as
a result of this development.

Fairness dictates that where any speclal damages would occur in the

imnediate residential area, carried out as a nart of such re-zoning

and development, then the developers should be required Lo reimburse
and hold harmless those berseons or properties so damaged.

I trust that the Commission would duly study this problem so that a
balance would be reflected to the surrounding properties by (1) equal-
izing set-back lines; (2) putting in reqiuirements of perimeter land-
scard'screening; (3) restricting the type and haight of lights within
the' Condominium vremises; (4) restrict ng the access outlets to the
oripginal plan submitted; and (5) requiring, in advence as a pert of

the plan, the containment of the stream flow,run-off and drainage .
so that no grzater low would be experienced by the adjacent properties
in the area.

Walde BT ¥etmore

Genevieve A, VWebtmore
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KAHRS. NELsoN, FANNING. HITE & KELLOGG ! ’
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

AUSTIN M. COWANLIBOE 104D) £ SUITE 830 « 200 WEST DOUGLAS AVENUE

WA RAHRS WicHiTA, KANSAS 67202

ROBERT H.NELSON 5 AHEA 316

H. W FANNING 2G2-a777

RICHARD € MITE

DARRELL O, KELLOGG * November 7, 1973

RICHARD L. HONEYMAN

LARRY A, WITHERS

GARY A&

REFERENCE: ITEM
ABENDA FOR. 0y i3 17
3

Mr, Ralph Wulz, City Manager 4

Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
104 South Main
Wichita, Kansas 67202

Dear Mr. Wulz:

Re: Z2-1567 - "AA" and "IC" to "R-5"
DP-57 - Commercial CUP
DP-58 = Residential CUP .
Southeast Corner of 13th and Oliver

Certain owners of property on Harding Street in the above Resi-
dential CUP, are filing, and same is herewith enclosed, a petition
requesting the elimination of an 8 foot wall on’the Harding Street
side of the Lambe property. This petition is being filed with the
understanding that it will be on the agenda of the City Commission
meeting at the time the above CUP's are presented for hearing, which
meeting will be on November 13, 1973. 2 -

I do not represent these people, but I am simply forwarding this to
you on their behalf and they desire to be heard at the time the
matter is set for hearing before the City Commission.

~Yours yery truly,
s 67
obert H. Nelson
of KAHRS, NELSON, FANNING, HITE & KELLOGG

RHN:t
Enc.
cc: Mr. Donald F. lMcArthur
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PETITION

Hé THE UNDERSIGNED RESIDENTS umﬁ‘ﬂ.‘l’ HARDING STREET OBJECT TO AN
EIGHT FOOT WALL ON HARDING STREET SIDE OF LAMBSDALE COMMUNITY UNIT
PLAN AS WE WILL BE FACING DIRECTLY INTO THIS WALL. WE REQUEST THE
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ZONE CHANGE
REQUEST: (2-1567)
and DP-58)

South side of
13th St. in an
area west of
Parkwood Lano

Report from the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission (case No.
Z-1567 and DP-58) in regard to petition to change from "AA" and “LC" to "R-5"
and request for approval of Residential CUP, generally located on the south
side of 13th Street in an arca west of Parkwood Lane, presented.

Legal Description is as follows:

Z-15G7 - A tract in the NW % of Sec. 13, Twp. 27 S, RLE, described
as beginning 20 feot N of the N corner of Lot 1, Block 11,
Sccond Addition to Lambsdale, Wichita, Kapsas; thence § 350
feet to the SW corner of Lot 4, in said Block 11: thence
SWly 174.9 feet to the SW cornmer of Lot 6, in said Block 11; '
thence SWly along the Wly line of said Block 11, and the |
waesterly line of Block 6, Third Addition to Lambsdale,

- Wichita, Kansas, a distance of 1102.45 feet; thence south
along the west line of said Bleck 6, 538,57 feet moreor
less to the south line of the HE % of the SW % of the M7 &
of said Sec. 13; thence west 510 feet more or less to the
5W corner of said NE 4 of the SW % of the NW % of said Sec.
13; thence north along the cast line of the W % of the W &
of said NW %, 799. 78 fect to a point 1190 feet south of
the NL of said KW %; thence east parallel with the north
line of said MW % and along the south line of said Fourth

+ Addition to Lambsdale, 319 feet more or less to a point

310 fect NWly from and measured at right angles to the

westerly line of said Block 6, Third Addition to Lambsdale;

thence KEly along the Ely line of said Fourth Addition to

lambsdale, 895 feet, more or less; thence NEly aleng the

EL of said Addition, 194.97 feet, more or less: thence

north along the EL of said Addition 240 feet to a point

310 feot west of beginning; thence east 310 feet to the

place of beginning, together with Block 1, Fourth Addition

to Lambsdale, Wichita, Kansas, except beginning at the NW !

corner of said Block; thence south 583 feet more or less i

to the north line of 12th Street as platted in said Addition:

thonce east along the. north line. of said 12th Street and F

said Street line extended cast, B00 feet; thence north

parallel with the west line of said Block 1, 583.7 fcet,

more or less to the NL of said Block; thence W along the
NL of, said Block to the NW corner of said Block and the place of

beginning.

DP-58 - Block 1, Fourth Addition to Lambsdale except beginning at
NW corner; thence south 583 feet M/L to NL of 12th Street
thence east along NL said 12th Street extending esst, BOO
feet; thence north parallel to the WL Block 1, 583.7 feet,
more or less to NL said Block 1; thence W along NL said
Block 1 to NW corner said block and peint of beginning,
and the following: A tract in the KW % of Sec. 13, T27s,
RlE, described as beginning 20 feet north of the NW corner
of Lot 1, Block 11, Second Addition to Lambsdale, Wichita,
Kansas; thence south 350 feet to the SW corner of Lot 4,
in said Block 11; thonce southwesterly 174.9 fect to the
SW corner of Lot 6, in said Block 11; thence Swly along
the westerly line of said Block 11 ond the westerly line
of Block 6, Third Addition to Lambsdale, Wichita, Kansas,
a distance of 1102.45 fcet: thence south along tho WL of
said Block 6, 538.57 feet more or less to the SL of the
NE% of the SWY of the NWY of said Sec. 13; thence wost
510 feet, more or less to the SW corner of said NE % of
the 5W & of the NW % of said Sec. 13; thence north along
the EL of the W k of the W % of said NW %, 799.78 feet
to a point 1190 feet south of the NL of said NW %; thence
east parallel with the north line of said WW % and along
the 5L of said Fourth Addition to Lambsdale, 319 feet more
or less to a point 310 feet northwesterly from and m:iasured
at right angles to tho westerly line of said Block 6,
Third Addition to Lambsdale; thence, northeasterly along
the easterly line of said Fourth Addition to Lambsdale,
895 feet, more or less; thonce northeasterly along the
cast line of said Addition, 194.97 feot, more or less;:
thence north along the east line of said Addition 240
feot to a point 310 feet west of beginning; thenco cast
310 feet to the place of Leginning.
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! —-Motion made

{ @nd carried

1

. H. A. Schowalter

Planning Commission recommended that Z-1567 be approved subject
to the platting of all the Pproperty associated with all threec casas {2-1567,
DP-57 (the following item) and DP-58) within one year from the date of
approval by the City Commission; or the application be considered denied

and closed; and approval of DP-58, subject to the following

conditions:

1. Platting of subject property within one year from the dote of
approval by the Board of City Commissioners; or tho application
be considered denied and closed.

Increase of the building setback line adjacent to the south
and east lines of Parcel Ko. 2 from 30 feot to 35 feet,

Expand General Provision No. 9 to provide that "NHo wall shall
be constructed in any utility easement.*

Add a General Provision to No. 12 stating that "At the time of
platting, the applicant shall guarantee the construction of an
accell-decel lano on 13th Strect 200 feet in cithor direoction
from the center of the major driveway."

Change the plat to reflect an access point to Lambsdale Drive,

Amend General Provision No. 9 to provide for a minimum 8-foot
masonry wall or wood fence along the east, south and west,
which should read as follows:

A planting screen 15 feet in . width will be provided and maintained
adjacent to the east line of Harding Avenue except at points

for ingress and egress. A solid or semi-solid wall constructed
of brick, stone, masenry, architcetural tile, wood or other
similar material at least B feet high shall ke constructed

along the east and south lines of Parcel No, 3 and along the

west line adjacent to Harding, as indicated on the Plan.

Add screening wall, fence and landscaping to the Homeowners
Association Agreecment under General Provision Ho, B,

The transfer of title of all or any portion of the land
.included within the Community Unit Plan does not constitute a
tarmination 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 8successors and assigns,
unless amended.

The development of this pProperty proceeding in accordance with
the development plan as approved by the Planning Commission, and
any substantial deviation 6f the plan, as determined Ly the
Superintendent of Central Inspection and tho Director of Planning,
shall constitute a violation of the building permit authorizing
construction of the proposed development,

Any major changes in this development plan being resubmitted to !
the Planning Commission and City Commission for their eunnldn:atior.

> i
Mayor Donnell stated that he received a letter from Mr. Nelson,
Attorney for the applicant, requesting that 8igns be permitted on 13th Strect,
600 feet east of Oliver and on Oliver Stroet, 350 feet south of 13th Strect,
that no access be provided to lambsdale, and that the eight-foot masonry wall
adjacent to Harding Strect not be considered.

i
!
|
|
i
Jack Galbraith stated that 34,78% of the property owners have signed |

a legal protest petition which would require a 4/5ths vote of tha City Commis- |
sion to approve the change in zoning. g i
i

|

|

1

1

The Commission proceeded to the opening of Bids on Genoral obligation
Bonds and the adoption of the two ordinances. The Commission then returned

to this item,

Portor moved that the access to Lambsdale be denied and the wall on
the west side next to Harding Street be climinated. Motion carried unanimously.
I
H. A. Schowalter, 1159 North Pinccrest, spoke regarding the drainage
and the higher density that the new zoning would pormit,
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Jacob Graybell

Comm, Shanahan

George Slater

Eugenc H, Cusick

=--Motion made

Com, Peters
==Motion made
(Amendment)
—--carried

Jim Edwards

--Motion carried

COMMUKITY UNIT
PLAN: (DP-57)

SE corner of
Oliver and 13th

Plg. Com.
recommendation

Conditions for |
approval

Jacob Graybell, 1359 North Parkwood, requested that a permanent
fence be constructed on the east side of the property and that he did not
bLelieve that tha hearing held by the Planning Commission satisficd the State
statutes of an open public mecting, because by the time the Planning Commission
had arrived at this item on the agenda, the building was locked and the public
was not permitted to attend the mcoting.

Commissioner Shanahan stated that he believed something necded to
Le done in this regard as he has found it difficult to get in and out of the
City building after hours. He requested the Department of Law to see if it is
illegal to lock a public building with the public inside.

George Slater, 1345 North Parkwood, objected to the change in grads
which would back surface water upon his property.

Eugene M. cusick, 1010 NHorth Hlarding, stated that he lived to the
south of this property and was part owner of a pond. He believed the additional

run-off caused by the improvement, would create many problems for his property
which he did not believe he could tolerate.
Donnell moved that the matter Le returned to the Metropolitan Arca
Planning Cowmission as there was apparently an inadequate public hearing and
requested the Planning Commission to take another look at the drainage probtlem.
Commissioner Peters requested the Department of Law to determine Lhe
legality of the City policy on lockiniy of public buildings after hours.
Shanahan moved to amend the motion that the Metropolitan Area
pPlanning Commission consider elimination of the wall on the west, access to
lambsdale on the cast and further consideration be given for placement of the
wall & nature of the landscaping on the cast, WMotion carried unanimously,
Jim Edwards, 1056 Korth Battin, stated that as he sees it, it would
eliminate his propwrty as he is the owner of the pond to the south of the .
application arca and he does not beligve he could get to his property during
times when the drainage channel has water in it.

Mayor Donnell's motion, as amended, carried unanimously.

Report from the Motropolitan Area Planning Commission (Case Number
DP-57) in regard to request for approval of Commercial Community Unit Plan
generally located on the SE corner of ulh:mr and 13th Street, legally
described as: DP-57 - That part of Block 1, Fourth Addition to Lambsdale,
Wichita, Kansas, described as beginning at the WW corner of said Block 1,
thence south 583 feet M/L to the WL of 12th Street; thence E along NI said
12th Street extending East, 800 feet; thence north parallel with WL Block 1,
583.7 feet M/L to NL said Block 1; thence W along KL said Block 1 to NW
corner said Block and place of beginning.
Planning Commission recommended approval subject to the following
conditions: ;
1. rlatting of subject property within onc year from the date of
approval by the Board of City Commissioners: or the application
be, considered denied and closed.

Increase of the building setback line adjacent to the south
and ecast line of Pareel Ko, 2 from 30 feet to 35 feot.

Expand General Provision No. 7 to provide that “No wall shall
be constructed in any utility easement,”

Stroot nome Shadowlawn Pliace shall be changed to larding.

Fxpand Genoral Provision No, 5 to read as follows: Advertising
ground siqgn: i1l e p itted aleng l3th Street and Oliver,
only within o distance ol 275 feot from the intorsoction, not |
to excocd the hichgl ol 20 fect, nor to Le placed an to project
over any publie right-of w Ko L1l oard advertasing or roof

signs nhill Lo permitted,




-=Returned to
MAPC

‘The transfer of title of all or any portion of the land included
within the Community Unit Plan does not constitute a termipation °
of the plan or any portion thereof, but said plan shall run with
the land for commercinl development and be binding upon the
present owners, their succcessors and ass gns, unless amended.

The development of this property proceceding in accordance with -
the development plan as approved by the Planning Commission, and
any substantin) deviotion of the plan, as determined by the
Superintendent of Central Inspection and the Dircctor of Planning,
shall constitute a violation of the building permit authorizing
construction of the proposed development.

Any major changes in this development plan being resubmitted
to the Planning Commission nnd City Commission for their considera
tion. .

Indicating “complete access control” adjacent to 12th Street on
the face of the plan,

Donnell moved that this matter be returned to the Metropolitan Area
Planning Conmission due to an inadequate hoaring. Motion carried
unanimously.




Notices sent to protestors and commentors:

Waldo Wetmore, Attorney, 5125 E. 10th, 67208

F. Rea Chapman, 1443 N, Battin, 67208

Jake Graybell, 1359 N, Parkwood, 67208

Rod Johnson, 1201 N, Harding, 67208

Jeanne M. & Bess M. Parish, 1201 N. Harding, 67208
Robert Moore, 5141 E. 10th, 67208

James Edwards, 1056 N. Battin, 67208

Robert T, Cornwell, 1532 Kenmar, 67208

Mr. and Mrs. Richard Burke, 1317 N. Parkwood, 67208
Herman Barnett, 1351 N. Parkwood, 67208

Lawrence Finley, 1135 N, Pinecrest, 67208

George Slater, 1345 N. Parkwood, 67208

Bud Kuthan , 1020 N, Harding, 67208

Mr. and Mrs. Harold Showalter, 1159 N. Pinecrest, 67208
Zeno Bollinger, 4919 E. 10th, 67208

Ray Courter, 1111 N. Pinecrest, 67208

Mrs. Eugene Cusick, 1010 N. Harding, 67208

also Mrs. Norma Peirson, 1527 S. Parkwood, 67218, asked for a
notice for the hearing through Gary Thompson, PIO,

Also sent notice to Gary Wiley, Oblinger-Smith Corp., lst National
Bank Bldg., 67202



WICEITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION
CITY BUILDING MNNEX, 104 South Main
WICHITA, KANSAS 67202

November 15, 1973
NOTICE TO ADJOINING PROPERTY OWNERS:

This is to advise you that the Board of City Commissioners,
at its regular meeting of November 13, 1973, considered zone
change request, Case Number 2-1567, Residential Community Unit
Plan DP-58, and Commercial Community Unit Plan DP-57, for the
area kncwa as Lambsdale, generally located in the area to the
southeast of the intersection of Oliver and 13th Street, east
of Harding, north of 10th, and to the west of Pinecrest and
Parkwood. Their action was to return these applications to
the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission for reconsideration.

This is to advise you that the Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area Planning Commission will reconsider these
three cases at a special meeting on Thursday, November 29,
1973, in Room 401 City Building Annex, 104 South Main,
Wichita, Kansas, at 1:30 p.m., at which time you may appear
either in person or by agent or attorney, if you so desire.

These two development plans are on file in the office
of the Planning Department, Room 402 City Building Annex,
104 south Main, Wichita, Kansas, and are available for
public information and review.

Jack H. Galbraith
Assistant Secretary

474 Notices to Property Owners sent 11-15-73




November 14, 1973

Ray W. Bruggeman, Director of Public Works

Jack H. Galbraith, Chief Planner

and DP-58 - Drainage Problems
sociated with Lambsdale Project

As you are aware, the City Commission, at yesterday's meeting
returned all three cases associated with the Lambsdale property
to the MAPC for reconsideration. One of the major concerns
expressed by many people in the area was related to drainage.
They seem to be not only concerned with the method of handling
drainage on subject sites, but have major concerns with the
increased run-off that will occur and the solutions that will
be :;eeanzy to continue the drainage through the areas to the
south.

One of the property owners to the south who has the wooden

bridge to his property is concerned that he may lose his entire
home if drainage improvements are made. Mr. Cusick, snother owner
to the south, is worried that the lake on which his home is located
will £111 up with silt or may be lost when either improvements

are made or flash flooding conditions wash out the dam.

Inasmuch as drainage problems and the solution thereof appears
to be one of the major concerns, will you please have someone
from your Department in attendance at the rehearing to provide
answers to question that will again be raised. Although we
recognize that the problem will be discussed at the time of
platting, the adjacent owners are wanting to hear proposed solu-
tions now, and possible methods of financing the improvements.

We have scheduled these three cases for a special meeting of the
Planning Commission to be held on Thursday, November 29, 1973,
at 1:30 p.m. in the Planning Commission Meeting Room.

If you or any member of your staff desire to discuss this matter
with Lakin or myself prior to the meeting, please advise.

JHG:ber
cc: George Wilton, Supt. of Public Works Maintenance

M. 8. Mitchell, Asst. Supt. of Public Works Maintenance
and Flood Control Supervisor




@ @ October 23, 1973

Wichita-Sedgwick County

Metropolitan Areas Plenning Commission
City Buildirg Annex, 104 South Main
Vichite, Kansas 67202

Vy neme is Fugene H. Cusick. I live et 1010 N, Harding. 14y wife end I own a portion

of the pond lmown as Feserve "A" Adjecent to Lots 4 end 5, Eleck "B" in Levitts Addition
to l.ichite, Sedswick County, Fenses. ¥Fr. & Mrs, Pud Kuthan of 1020 N. Harding, elso eare
the cuners of a larger portion of this pond; the dem being located on my property. AiAs

you protetly ere aware there is a 24.5' dreinage casement at the entrence of the pond

neer 10th Street and a 30' casement et the dem area. We have three mejor concerns relative
to the proposed project LP-57 end DP—'SS btetween 10th end 13th Strect:

1. Possibility of flocding due to the adiitionel water run off from this
project, The preliminary plat shows the 80' drainege ditch flowing
directly into our pond area. I would like to state for the record that
in the past ten yeers we have not experienced eny flooding, elthough the
pond has risen substantielly during a few times of abnormel rain fall,

We feel any edditional amount of water flowing into the pond erea mizht

cause flooding, Ve elso feel that the pond itself serves es a reservoir

and if it were deepened would help serve es a restraining force to possible
* flooding.

Cur second concern is the silting condition of our pond at the present time,
The worst area of silting is in end immediately south of the 24.5' drainage
eesement at the entrance of the pond neer 10th street and extending into
¥r, Kuthan end my preperties. It is our opinien thet this condition would
not exist were it not for the lerge open erea in the area of this proposed
project, end the substantisl smount of dirt which has washed into our pond
from the lerge drainsge srea. o legal sction has been initiested to this
date; however, Ve feel this should not.be our totel responsibility.

Cur other concern is pollution which probably would occur frem oil being
washed from the croposcd asphelt streets. Zflsc from cil and ges lesksge
from the meny cars which would te perked in the proposed project area.
This pollution could xill the fish in our pond end spoil the weter for
the wild ducks which often lend there. Ve feel our pond is bteautiful end
helps beautify the City of Wichita. ;

We do not feel that these problems ere insurmountable,.end we reslize thet you
can not stop progress. In order to show goed faith snd & willingness to cooperste
I would be willing to sell the gree of the dem for "1.00 to & second porty on the

© eonditiorn thsat the dem be rebuilt in such & manner es to eliminate eny possiblity of
future flooding in our arsa znd to the south of us. This vould also te conditionzl
thst et the same time the pond could be drained end the silting condition allevieted.
I em sure these problems cen be resolved end I am willing to cooperste in sny way
that I-can. Thank You. 7T

o :
1

ith forp. - Congultents
tenell, City Fngineer
Jim fiken, Fnvirenmentol Meslth Azency
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RECOMMENDATION FROM METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION TO
BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS

REQUEST FOR ZONING
AND APPROVAL OF RESIDENTIAL CUP

CASE NO, 2Z-1567 and DP-58 CONSIDERED BY MAPC: 10-25-73
REQUEST FOR: “AA" and "LC" to "R-5" and Approval of Residential CUP

REASON FOR REQUEST (AS PROVIDED BY APPLICANT):

"Developers desire to build multiple housing on this area, part of
which was classified as "LC" classification, and requires a density

of "R-5" classification, and this portion of the light commercial

will be reduced to "R-5" classification along with the remaining
portion now zoned "AA". In order to economically construct improve-
ments and to utilize the property, an "R-5" classification is required."

GENERAL LOCATION: South side of 13th Street in an
area west of Parkwood Lane

LEGAL DESCRIPTION:

See attached excerpt of Planning
Commission minutes of October 25,
1973.

. Claude R. Lambe, c/o Robert H. Nelson, Suite 630
AreLIChR 200 West Douglas 67202, and g

counseL roRCABBLIBNRPGPMent Company, Dallas, Texas

Robert H. Nelson, Attorney

PROTESTORS (LIST COUNSEL) IF ANY:
; Lawrence Finley, 1135 Pinecrest,

spoke in opposition..

SURROUNDING ZONING: 1g the north, east and south is "AA"; west is
"ApA", "A" and "LC"

LAND USE: gSuybject property is single-family and undeveloped; north is
single-family and church; east and south is single-family; west is
single-family, church parking and undeveloped.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION:

That 2-1567 be approved subject to the platting of all the property
associated with all three cases (Z-1567, DP-57 and DP-58) within one
year from the date of approval by the City Commission; or the application
be considered denied and closed; AND approval of DP-57 and DP-58, sub-
ject to conditions as shown in the attached excerpt of Planning Commis-
sion minutes of October 25, 1973.

Hill moved, Blakey seconded and it carried unanimously. (Armholz absent.)
NOTE: The percentage of protest petitions received on Case No. Z-1567
will be pointed out at the time the case is considered by the City Com-
mission. \

ACTION 3, approve the zone change and CUP as recommended by the Metro-
politan Area Planning Commission, subject to the recommended conditions,
and instruct the Planning Department to forward the ordinance for first
reading when the plat is forwarded to the City Commission; or

2. Return the applications to the Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission for its reconsideration. The City Commission states the
following reasons for its action:

T9-220










HICHITA-

October 26, 1973

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING
COMMISSION

AMuEeRsT 20611 — AREA CODE 316
CITY BUILDING ANNEX

104 5. MAIN ST,

WICHITA, KANSAS 67202

Mr. Robert H. Nelson, Attorney
Suite 630, 200 West Douglas
Wichita, Kansas 67202

Re: 2-1567 - "AA" and "LC" to "R-5"
DP-57 - Commexrcial CUP
DP-58 - Residential CUP
Southeast corner of 13th and
Oliver

Dear Mr. Nelson:

At the regular meeting of the Metropolitan Area Planning Com-
mission on October 25, 1973, the above-captioned cases were
considered.

The action of the Planning Commission was to recommend the
approval of the zone change request subject to the platting
of all the property associated with these cases within one
year from the date of approval by the Board of City Commis-
sioners; or the application be considered denied and closed;
and to

recommend the approval of DP-57 ndment to the Commercial
Community Uni ject to th

llowing conditions:

a. Platting of subject property within one year from
the date of approval by the Board of City Commis-
sioners; or the application be considered denied
and closed.

Increase of the building setback line adjacent to
the south and east lines of Parcel #2 from 30 feet
to 35 feet.

Expand General Provision #7 to provide that "No wall
shall be constructed in any utility easement."

Indicating "complete access control" adjacent to 12th
Street on the face of the plan.

Street name Shadowlawn Place shall be changed to
Harding.
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f. Expand General Provision #5 to read as follows:
Advertising ground signs shall be permitted along
13th Street and Oliver, only within a distance of
275 feet from the intersection, not to exceed the
height of 30 feet, nor to be placed so as to pro-
ject over any public right-of-way. No billboard
advertising or roof signs shall be permitted.

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 commercial development and be binding upon
the present owners, their successors and assigns,
unless amended.

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

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

recommend the approval of 8 - Residential Community t
Plan subject to the following condition
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.

Increase of the building setback line adjacent to the
south and east lines of Parcel #2 from 30 feet to
35 feet. 5

Expand General Provision #9 to provide that "No wall
shall be constructed in any utility easement."

Add a General Provision to #12 stating that "At the
time of platting, the applicant shall guarantee the
construction of an accel-decel lane on 13th Street
200 feet in either direction from the center of the
major driveway."

Change the plan to reflect an access point to Lambs-
dale Drive.
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October 26, 1973

£. Amend General Provision #9 to provide for a minimum
8-foot masonry wall or wood fence along the east,
south and west, which should read as follows:

A planting screen 15 feet in width will be pro-
vided and maintained adjacent to the east line of
Harding Avenue except at points for ingress and
egress. A solid or semi-solid wall constructed of
brick, stone, masonry, architectural tile, wood or
other similar material at least 8 feet high shall
be constructed along the east and south lines of
Parcel #3 and along the west line adjacent to Hard-
ing, as indicated on the plan. =

Add screening wall, fence and landscaping to the
Homeowners Association Agreement under General
Provision #8.

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 pres-
ent owners, their successors and assigns, unless
amended.

The development of this property proceeding in accord-
ance with the development plan as approved by the Plan-
ning Commission, and any substantial deviation of the
plan, as determined by the Superintendent of Central In-
spection and the Director of Planning, shall constitute
a violation of the building permit authorizing construc-
tion of the proposed development. .

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

It should also be pointed out that after much discussion, the
Planning Commission stressed to those speaking and concerned
over drainage, that the text of the Community Unit Plan provides
that drainage problems will be resolved at the time of platting
and that drainage costs on subject property will be at the ex-
pense of the developer.

It is necessary that you submit nine corrected copies of bhoth
Community Unit Plans to our office by 5:00 p.m. on November 7,
1973, so that these items may be forwarded to the Board of
City Commissioners for consideration on November 13, 1973,
their meeting to start at 9:00 a.m. in Room 201 City Building,
204 South Main, Wichita, Kansas.
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Enclosed are two marked copies of the CUP that outline the
necessary corrections that should be reviewed with Oblinger-
Smith.

If you have any questions, pPlease contact our office.

Sincerely,

2\ Qs

k H. Galbraith
Chief Planner
JHG:ber
Enclosure

cc: Claude R. Lambe, 5101 East 13th Street 67208

Deal Development Company, c/o Robert H. Nelson,
Suite 630, 200 West Douglas 67202

Waldo Wetmore, Attorney, Bitting Building 67202

F. Rea Chapman, 1443 North Battin 67208

Jake Graybill, 1359 North Parkwood 67208

Rod Johnson, Attorney, Century Plaza Building 67202

Robert Moore, 5141 East 10th 67208

Jim Edwards, 1056 Nocih Battin 67208

Robert Cornwell, Attorney, 125 North Market 67202

H. D. Barnett, 1351 North Parkwood 67208

Lawrence Finley, 1135 North Pinecrest 67208

George Slater, 1345 North Parkwood 67208

Bud Kuthan, 1020 North Harding 67208

Mr. and Mrs. H. A. Showalter, 1159 N. Pinecrest 67208

Zeno Bollinger, 4919 East 10th 67208

Ray Courter, 1111 North Pinecrest 67208 %

Bess Parish, 1201 North Harding 67208

Mr. & Mrs. Eugene Cusick, 1010 North Harding 67208

Gary Wiley, Oblinger-Smith Corp., 625 1lst National
Bank Building 67202

City Manager's Office




WICHITA~SEDGIVICK COUNTY
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

MAPC HEARING DATE: Oct. 25, 1973

Case No. 2-1567 i Request: "AA" and "LC” to "R-5"
Case No. DP-58 Approval of a Residential CUP

Location: South side of 13th Street in an
area west of Parkwood Lane

-———m—m—————— -

Reason: "Developers desire to build multiple housing on this
area, part of which was classified as "LC" classification, and
reguires a &ansit{ of "R-5" classification, and this portion of
thé light commercial will be reduced to "R-5" classification
along with the remaining portion now zoned "AA". In order to
economically construct improvements and to utilize the property,
an "R-5" classification is required." >

e ————e

Size: 1000 ft. by 1925 ft.
Irregular shape

Land Use Zoning

Existing Single-family house & undeveloped "RA" & "LC"

North Single-family & church "AR"

East Single-family AR

South Single-family "AR"

West Single-family, church parking & undeveloped "AA:. :A" &
LC

- r r e

Necessary street and drainage rights-of- Platted: In part
way to be acquired at time of platting. Sidewalk: No
History: "AA" & "A" to "LC"
Commercial CUP
Approved by BCC on 1-29-57

—————

Comments

1. BAs permitted under the Residential CUP provisions of the zon-
ing ordinance, the applicant has submitted a preliminary resid-
ential development plan for review and recommendation by the
Planning Commission. In order for the Planning Commission to
recommend approval of a residential CUP, it must find specific
evidence and facts showing that the proposed development plan
meets the following conditions:

a. That the value of the buildings and the character of
the property adjoining the area included in such plan
will not be adversely affected.
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b. That such plan is consistent with the intent and purpose
of this Chapter (28.04.190.A) to promote public health,
safety, morals and general welfare.

That the buildings shall be used only for residential
purposes and the usual accessory uses, such as automobile
parking areas, garages and community activities, including
churches; and provided that an "LC" district can be estab-
lished through the regular channels.

That the average lot area per family contained in this
site, exclusive of the area occupied by streets, shall
be not less than the lot area per family required by
the district in which the development is located.

The plan proposes a "cluster" type development of condomin-
iums, townhouses and associated community activity centers
or clubs located on an interior private street system, with
the main point of ingress and egress being 13th Street, a
major street. The proposed density of the development, 321
dwelling units on approximately 32.1 net acres, exceeds that
permitted in the "AA" Single-family zoning district and,
therefore, the applicant is requesting the "R-5" General
Residence District in order to increase the density from 7.2
to 10.0 dwelling units per acre.

Should the Planning Commission determine that the request

for "R-5" zoning is appropriate and find that the four con-
ditions listed in comment #1 have been satisfied, the follow-
ing are recommended conditions of approval:

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.

Increase of the building setback line adjacent to the
south and east lines of Parcel #1 from 30 feet to 35
feet.

Expand General Provision #9 to provide that "No wall
shall be constructed in any utility easement."

Add a General Provision #12 stating that "at the time
of platting, the applicant shall guarantee the construc-
tion of an accel-decel lane on 13th Street 200 feet in
either direction from the center of the major driveway."

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 residential de-
velopment and be hinding upon the present owners, their
successors and assigns, unless amended.
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£.

Sy R R A

October 25, 1973

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 construc-
tion of the proposed development. I

Any major changes in this development plan being resub-
mitted to the Planning Commission and City Commission for
their consideration.
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY PATE October 5, 1973 |

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

ick Linn, City Engineer
Paul Graves, Traffic Engineer

TO M. S. Mitchell, Superintendent ofyPublic Works Maintenance
FROM Jack H. Galbraith, Chief Planner
SUBJECT DP-58 - Residential Community Unit Plan -

| At the Southeast corner of Oliver and 13th Street.

Attached is the revised Community Unit Plan for Lambsda,
This is scheduled for the Planning Commission meeting

B 4
October 25, 1973. Please advise if you have any coj tsREEEiVj_;

or suggested changes by October 15, 1973. ~ 00T 17 19; 3
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DP-58 - 365 Notices to Property Owners sent 10-11-73

DP-58 only 162
with 2-1567 72
with Z-1567 and DP-57 40
with DP-57 only Sy

365




WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY
METROPOLITAN ARFA PLANNING CCMMISSION
CITY BUILDING ANNEX, 104 South Main
WICHITA, KANSAS 67202

October 11, 1973

NOTICE TO ADJOINING PROPERTY OWNERS:

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 Thursday, Octcber 25, 1973, at which time you may
appear either in person or by agent or attorney, if you so desire.

DP-58 = Block 1, Fourth Addition to Lambsdale except beginning at NW
corner; thence South 583 ft. M/L to N line of 12th St. thence
East along N line sd 12th St. extended East, 800 ft; thence
North parl to W line Blk 1, 583.7 ft., M/L to N line sd Blk
1; thence W along N line sd Blk 1 to NW corner sd blk and
pt. of beginning, and the follewing: A tract in the NW)
of Sec. 13. T27S, RIE, described as beginning 20 feet north
of the NW corner of Lot 1, Block 11, Second Addition to
Lambsdale, Wichita, Kansas; thence south 350 feet to thke
SW corner of Lot 4, in said Block 1ll; thence southwesterly
174.9 feet to the SW corner of Lot 6, in said Block 11;
thence southwesterly along the westerly line of said Block
11. and the westerly line of Block 6, Third Addition to
Lambsdale, Wichita, Kansas, a distance of 1102.45 feet; thenc
south along the west line of said Block 6, 538.57 feet more c
less to the south line of the NEY of the SW) of the Nwk of
said Sec. 13; thence west 510 feet, more or less to the SW
corner of said NE% of the SW of the NW)% of said Sec. 13;
thence north along the east line of the WX of the W% of
said NW%, 799.78 feet to a point 1190 feet south of the
north line of said INw); thence east parallel with the north
line of said NW% and along the south line of said Fourth
Addition to Lambsdale, 319 feet more or less to a point 310
feet northwesterly from and measured at right angles to the
westerly line of said Block 6, Third Addition to Lambsdalc;
thence northeasterly along the easterly line of said Fourth
Addition to Lambsdale, 895 feet, more or less; thence north=-
easterly along the east line of said Addition, 194,97 feet.
more or less; thence north along the east line of said Addi-




tion 240 feet to a point 310 feet west of beginning:; thence
east 310 feet to the place of beginning. Generally located
at_the Southeast corner of Oliver and 13th Street.

The Development Plan of this area has been submitted as provided
for under the Community Unit Plan provisions of Section 28.04.190 of
the City Zoning Ordinance of the City of Wichita. The Development
Plan is on file in the Planning Department Office, Room 402 City
Building Annex, 104 South Main, Wichita, Kansas, and is available
for public information and review.

This Residential Community Unit Plan on file proposes an
approximate 33.2 acre condominium townhouse development, the density
of which shall not exceed 10.0 dwelling units per acre. In addition
to indicating the tracts for condominium townhouses, the Development
Plan indicates information on maximum building coverage, maximum
building heights, setbacks for structures, means of ingress and
egress in and through the area, interior circulation and proposed
parking ratio.

e i il e

~advil gl

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

i, AN - i i~

UATE: 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 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




Dick Linn, City Engineer
Paul Graves, Traffic Enginser
N. 8. Mitchell, Supsrintendent of Public Works Maintenance

Jack H. Galbraith, Chisf Planner

DP-58 - Residential Comsunity Unit Flan -
At the Southsast cornmer of Oliver and 13th Street.

Attached is the revised Community Unit Plan for Lambsdale.
This is scheduled for the Plamning Commission meeting of
October 25, 1973. Please advise if you have any comments
or suggested changes by October 15, 1973.




Sapteaber 13, 1973

Mr, Robert H. Nelson
Suite 630 - 200 West Douglas
Wichita, Kansas 67202
Ry P-58 - Lambedale Residential
Coanunity Unit Plan
Dear Nr. Kelson:

We have reviewed the plan submitted for the above captioned
residential CUP with representativesof the Department of
Public Works and several questions were raised on access,
drainage, setbacks, etc., which need additional attention,
In addition, there are several items that either have been
left off of the CUP, or are not clear, that I would like

to go into in more detall with the architect.

The most sorious problem as I view the remarks made yester—
day are with drainage. M. S. Mitchell adivses that he ment
a letter to you dated July 31, 1973, and dictated in the
presence of Mr. Bartel and Zollars from Dallas, stating the
concarns over drainage. The last sentance of that letter
points out that Mr, Zollars company was having a topographic
map nade and they werd to return to Mitchell a preliminary
channel and box cross section, right-of-way width and a back-
water profile as soon as topographic and design work permits.
Mitchell advises that he has had no other contact with the
developers nor doss the submitted plan reflect any of the
pProblens or proposals to solve problems discussed with him
earlier.

In addition to this major problem on drainage, the following
is a list of brief comments that I would be happy to slaborate
on in a meeting:




Mr, Robert M, l-.ﬂ .

Page 2

1.

2.

4.

7.

B,

9.

10,

11.

12,

13,

14,

Contours are not indicated on the plan,

Scale is such that we ars not ablae to raview proposad
landscaping and acraening,

Satbacks may be less than required by R-5 without
Board of Zoning Appeals approval; howcver, parking
and circulation Irivevays should not be sncourage?
t0 encroach too far in the normal required 25 foot
Perinater setba .

Setbacks need to be reflected on thes plan,

Accel-dacel lane neseds to be provided on 1ith to at least
3 distance of 200 feet cast of the major approach on 1:th,

How o you propose to cuarantes that the value of adjacent
hoves and character will not be adversely affected? (See
Section 28.04,190.A.1 of the City zoning Urdinance),

General Provision 45 - Advertisiny signs are not a peraitted
use in R-5,

General Provision 44 - Four curb cuts proposed to iarding
whereas only three appear on the plan,

Cur gensral feeling !s that no access should be proposed
to Lambsdale Orive, rather the Street should be either
vacated or barricadel at subject property line.

General Provision =9 should indicate required satbacks,
txisting paving shoul’ be indicated on Harding.

Curb opening at the intersection of 12th and sarding should
have the appearance of a Private drive and not jive the
appearance of the continuation of a public straeet.

The same should apply with the curh Opening proposed at
the end of lith Street. The Assistant Traffic Engineer
should be contacted on this ratter.

It was the ceneral position exprassed that 10th Street should
not e continued nor was a bridge desired., Howaver, l0th




Nr. Robert H. Nelon
Page 3

mumuunmmm-m-a--ummnvm
guaranteed. Existing paving on 10th Street should be indi-
cated,

15. Show existing barn at the northeast of 11th and Earding.

16, Additional right-of-way for the continuation of Harding
the church parking lot will have to be acquired,

mmu:numn-au. it should be pointed out that
mmtmmmtm:um&m-uh
indicated on the plan, instance, and since it should
be located on each
I would recommend a detailing of proposed
htnieu!wauthtnnm.

‘lhhnec-mt:hunthhtl.—hﬂutn:vmu-

phnthnmnhuuhmhqn-m. The lots

mtm:uhﬁlnlnuulanmymmm
concrete., ttmunmm-mtmwmm
'hnudntmndmmumu.

to the fact that there are major problems with drainage,
thwmmmnnumdmmur

agreed upom prior to our being able to provide our final

Please advise if you have any questions or desire a meeting
to discuss this plan,

Bincerely,

Jack H, Galbraith
Chief Planner
JHG 1 xw

ccy Claude R. Lambe, 5101 Bast 13th Street, 67208
James L. Dmvidson, Architect, 1414 Two Turtle Creek Village,
lallas, Texas 735219
Gary Wiley, Cblinger-Smith Corporation, lst Mat'l Bk. Bldg, 67202
M. 5, Mitchell, Supt, Public Vorks Maintenance
Bill McKinley, Assistant Traffic Engineer




July 31, 1973

Mr, Robert Nelson
Attorney

200 West Douglas i
Wichita, Kancas 6re02

Subject: Uth Additlon to Lambedale and
unplatted land in Northwest
Section 13, T278, R1E, east of
Harding

Dear Mr. Nelson:

In early July, you reguested that I keep you advised of contacts
to this office by persons interested in the development of subject
property. On this date Mr. Gary Bartel, erchlitectural and engineering
coordinator for Deal Development Company and Mr, Robert L. Zellars,
Chief Civil Engineer for Cook & Hultt, Inc. met with Mr. Greene and
I to discuse drainage requirements for a commercial and residential
development project. At the outset 1t wae agreed that the 5'xl! box
culvert and/or J0' drainege easement described in an apreement executed
April 1957 and updated in February of 1063 are not sufficient to handle
the drainage for subject tract ard ghould not be considered further.

1 advised that the desipgn of a waterway must be based on the assumption

that the City wi t

1 construct an underground storm water sewer system
de_sxgned to handle a two year frequency storm from the approximate

268 scre drainage nrea above 13th Street plua additional runoff

which would flow overland and in the streets when a 50 year frequency
storm occurred over the drainage area with the 2 year sy:stem Ln place.
We estimate that this quantity might be as much as 70O cuble feat per
gecond. Mr. Zollam and Mr, Bertel reviewed with me several solutions to
the drainage problem acrose subject tract which they considered and
stated that they had arrived at the following ag the best szolutiom

avalleble:

1) An earth channel whose flowline would match the
existing bottom of the creek at 10th Street which would
meander generally following the existing creek upstream
for approximately 1/4 mile to 12th Street.

2) A reinforced bax culvert would begin at 12th Street and
extend to 13th Street. Mr, Zollar had estimated a

discharge quantity at 13th Street of approximately 600 cfs.




Robert Nelson -2= July 31, 1973

We agreed that the plan he described !s feasible and would be
approved subject to maintalining a design water surface elevation at
or below the flood of record at 10th Street (189.25) and providing
3! of freeboard above design water surface in the earth channel. If
the developer furnis hes the City a covenant agreeing to maintain the
earth drainage channel, right-of-way width would not need to include
15' either s*de for amcceee purposes. We discussed the fact that a
pilot channel iz desirable, that 4 to 1 slopes should be the stespest
which could be used where L..rasa 15 to be maintained and the availabllity
zf stone or broken concrete for bank protection on slopes steeper than

to 1.

We sdvised that the Department of Public Works does not want a
bridge on 10th Street and Mr, Zollarsstated that hie plan does not
include a bridg.e at 10th Street, but that they probably would request
a crossing at 11th Street. We also discussed the difficulty in tying &
reinforced concrete box culvert of approximately 700 cfs capacity to
the existing structure at 13th Street cince at the present time 13th
Street floods and water breake over the south curb in a rather wide
section and finds its way into the existing creek., Mr. Zollar ls
aware of this problem and is considering a barrier south of 13th Street
and a series of area drains to pick up the overflow and get it under-
ground.

In regard
of guarantee (
be requested a

'.r;l'_:, we advised that zome form
of a Chesney petition) would
d that phasing of construction
could be worred o..t. with the City Engineer., Mr. ;.::llar'" company is
at present having a topographic map made and he will return to this
office with preliminary channel and box cross-sectlonz, right-of-way
width and a backwater proflle as soon az topography and design work

permits.
Yours truly,
M. S. Hitchell,
Ags't. Superintendent of
Public Works Maintenance
MSM/gln

ec: R. W. Bruggeman, Dir. of Public Works
Dick Linn, City Eng.
G. H. Wilton, Supt. of Public Works H&'_nt.
Jack Galbralth, Chief Planner, MAPD “
Mr. Bartel
Mr, Zollars
Lambsdale 4th Addn.
Dry Creek Stream File




Septesber 13,
1973

Dick Linm, City Engineer
Paul Graves, Traffic Engineer
N, 5. Mitchell, Supt. Public wWorks Maintenance

Jack H. Galbraith, Chief Planner

DP-57 - Lasbsdale Commercial CUP ana “w-s58 - Lanbsdale Residential CU
Generally located at the Southeast cormer of Oliver and 13th Street

Attached for your

late yestsrday,

Claude Lanbe

Oliver. As you all may be aware, approximately 13 years ago
.mmcwm-m-meunummau
zo08d "ILC" with sowe -n'ummtm-muuuluut.
Ve have received & sone change application from ‘AA" and "LC"
to 'A-5 for all of that area described om the residemtial CUP,

and Jmith, 1 have quickly reviewed the
u—wmmmmmuuﬁmu-. Please note
of half street rights of way

thing I heard about this plan is that
nmlﬂlm-mlymm-m:otmm
buildings could be constructed over the easerent. You

-mtuhd:mmul-umuun.

As to the residential cur, 1 drove around the perimeter of
the site last evening and noted Several things that need

attention, One wajor eatrance is proposed om 13th and the
architeet bas ruised the guestion as to if an accel-dacel

MM“MhhtﬁthilmmM
&ccass to this mingle family area, The house om the southwest
mm-duhhtumumh. Should there
hnmuﬁ-mjutltthuphﬂ




Dick Lima @& L]

Paul Graves
N. 8. Nitchell
Page 2

As you are awvare, 10th Street does not extend through and
is omly partially paved south of the proposed project.
Plsass note that an eatrance is also proposed to 10th.
There is a drainage problem through this site and the ques-
tion I have is should a Dridge be provided om 10th. The
designated sast-west collector im this section is 9th Street.
If a bridge is not provided, I assusa 10th should terzinats
in a cul-de-sac.

Sarding Avenwe is not a fully dedicated strest. Only half
strest rights of way exists, partial pavemsat and no right
of way on the east side of the church. Subject property
will dadicate their half and guarantee paving. FPleass note
that there is a distinct curve at the intersection of Harding
Avenus and 12th, I don’'t see prodlems with the thrse proposed
curb cuts to Harding althoush General Provisions state four.

Draimage prodlems seem to be serious and I have cautioned
about there not being comtours. The individual town houss
parcels appear to encroach into what may be naeded for

As the architect is fros Dallas, I need to respond to hin

next week. Therefore, if possible, I meed your comments
by Wednesday, September 19, 1973, Please comtact me if I
can furnish additional information or join in a meeting.

JHG: rv
attachvant
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APPLICATION FOR COMMUNITY UNIT PLAN }rﬂ

RESIDENTIAL OR COMMERCIAL DEVELOPMENT) /= '+
FOR PROPERTY LOCATED WITHIN THE LIMITS OF TH DP-59

CI' 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.

7

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

Applicant Claude R. Lambe (Qwper)
Address

Agent §Rohert H. Nelson

Address__ 200 W. Douglas, Suite 630, Phone 262-3777
éwichita, Kansas 67202
Applicant: 3 = 2

ompany

Address Dallas, Texas

Agent C_)Robe:t H. Nelson

Address 200 W. Douglas, Suite 630 262-3777
Wichita, Kansas 67202

Applicant

Address

Agent

Address Phone

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

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

property zoned "LC" and "AA" 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.)

Property lying within a radius of 750 ©t of:

Bloeck 1, Fourth Additicn te lLazbsdale exesot: Ses B come
BE3 05 0/L ko % line of 196h 6x th E #line 8 1t s pit
East, 800 ft;.th Yorth parl to % line Blk 1, gt /E £
sd Blk 1; th % along ¥ line sd 81k 1 to 5 eon ed bl smd oo
and thaz fel: g

A.tract in tI:ne N})’xl/-l of Sec. 13, Twp. 27-8, R-1-E, describad as bezinning
20 feet north of the N. W, Corner of Lot 1, Block 11 'Secord -\?jdi:fon e
to Lambsdale, Wichitz, Kansas: thence south 330 :‘n’n' o u.:,, S WG i
of Lot 4, in said Biock 11; thence ccuthwostariv 17 _.'5'3 fest tuo :.h:a's ‘\?rner B,
(?orner of !..OI 6, in said Block 11; thence sourhwesteriv a‘flonv the v:écE"rlv
line of said Bleck 11, and the westerly line of Siuck & 'Tﬁirda«\d'?'tl' n :' f
|Lambsdale, Wichita, Kansas, a distance of 1102 -15 x"r:ﬂ.'-l' Lheﬁcehtéo'? :
a'long the west linz of said Block 6, 338.57 fcar n{o}e u;‘EDs‘s to the :‘(l;-ith
line of the NE 1/4 of the 5\ 1/4 of the NW 1/4 of said Sn: 15: ""v:";° i
west 510 feer, more or less o the, 5.1, Crvner of Ny '_au.:\?lrh‘; e
1/4 of the NW 1/4 of said Szc. 13:lthence north 2lona the east line of the

W 1/2 of the W 1/2 of said NW 1/4, 799,78 feet to a:!}:}i;t llanﬂ fiﬂ: scuth

{of the north linz of s2id N\ 1/4; thence east paralicl with rbr-_: no‘:;“s iiz'-;

?f said NW 1/4 and alonz the south line of said i'eu —\é:’izio-: 0 i '-'ﬁgcrhle
<19 feer mor2 or less 1o a point 310 feet nox’t;.\‘.'asterl'.’-frorn aln:i m::‘sug:g. ;
at right angles to the westeriy line of said Block 6, Third Addition 10
_Lan?b‘sdale; norineasieriy alonz the easterly line of s2id Fourth
{Addition o La le, $95 fest, more or less; thence northeasterly along
Qla east linz ¢ Adaitien, 194,97 feer, more or less; thence ;oftr‘x =

al ng the eas. line of safd \ddition 240 feet te a poing Sld Ic"l’:‘\\'es.t of
beginning; thence east 310 fest to the place 6f tesinning, 7

-
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III. _Tlu‘.s property is located at (address) the Southeast corner of .
»9&&"8&:&?519&&?1‘5&"1‘-5 (use appropriate section)

a., at the corner of

]

and § or

b. on the (Ave.,

Street) between (Ave., Street) and

(Ave., Street).

IV. I (we), the appli.cant(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,

Claude R. Lambe ,441 / jwlfj

IR
By _ Robert H..-Nélsonffﬂi:;égz Z&Zyg Zs 32;;:4 & M=
Authorized Ageht (if any) Authorized Agent (if any)

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

ICE USE ONL

This application was received at the Planning Department at

LB 4D am, 3 on 5;—:4_1}_,_7_3_ (Day, Month,

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

pranied by required documents and the appropriate fee of

S L 00 5, .

A

T9-330-4
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Boct bup C41.

STATEMENT OF OWNERSHIP

STATE OF KANSAS )

Ss
SEDGWICK COUNTY ) \

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

That we have examined the records in the office of the
Register of Deeds of Sedgwick County, Kansas, with reference to the owner-
ship of the following property in Sedgwick County, Kansas, viz:

Property lying within a radius of 750 ft of:

Block 1, Fourth Addition te Lambsdale except: Eeg at NW cor; th Southn
583 ft M/L to N line of 12th St th E aleng N line sd 12th St extendes
East, 800 ft;.th North parl to % line Blk 1, 583.7 ft M/L to N line
sd Blk 1; th % along N line sd Blk 1 to NW cor sd blk and pt of beg .
and the fol: :

A .tract in the NW 1/4 of Sec. 13, Twp. 27-§, R-1-E, described as beginning

20 feet north of the N.\V. Corner of Lot" 1, Block 11, Second Addition

to Lambsdale, Wichita, Kansas: thence south 330 fzet to the S.W. Corner

of Lot 4, in said Block 11; therce scuthwesterly 174.9 feet to the S.W.

Corner of Lot 6, in said Block 11; thence southwesterly along the westerly

line of said Bleck 11, and the westerly line of Black 6, Third Addition to
Lambsdale, Wichita, Kansas, a distance of 1102.45 feer; thence south

along the west line of said Block 6, 338,357 fcet more or less to the south ,

line of the NE 1/4 of the SW 1/4 of the NW 1/4 of said Sec. 13; thence

west 510 feet, more or less to the S.'W. Corner of said NE 1/4 of the SW

1/4 of the NW 1/4 of said Sec. 13; thence north along the east line of the

W 1/2 of the W 1/2 of said NW 1/4, 799,78 fest to a point 1190 feet south

of the north line of said NI 1/4; thence east parallel with the north line

of said NW 1/4 and along the south line of said Fourth Addition to Lambsdale,
319 feet more or less to a point 310 feet northwesterly from and measured

at right angles to the westerly line of said Block 6, Third Addition to

Lambsdale; thence northeasterly aiong the easterly line of said Fourth

Addition to Lambsdals, 895 feet, more or less; thenee northeasterly along

the east line < =aid Addition, 194,97 feet, more or less; thence north

along the eas. line of said Addition 240 feer to a ccint 310 feet west of

beginning; thence east 310 feet to the place &f bezinning,

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. )

Block 1, 7 Fourth Addition to Lambsdale 5 Claude R, Lambe
Pauline Parks Lambe, ux
1313 Union Nat'l Bank
67202




LoT

ADDITION

OWNER

1 & NE 20' Lot 2,

2, exc NE 20' & NE 35!

Lot 3,

3, exc NE 35" & NE /8¢

Lot L,

SW 32' M/L Lot L & NE 55¢
M/L Lot &,

SW 25" Lot 5 & Lot 6, exe
s 51,

S 5! Lot 6, all Lot 7 &
N 20" M/L Lot 8,

Beg 20" SW of NE cor Lot 8,
NW to a pt 25" 2W of KW cor
Lot 8; th SW & S along rear
lines Lot 8 & 9 to a pt ;81
S of NW cor Lot 9; SE to pt
in front line Lot 9 & LO' sw
of NE cor Lot 9; NE 95' to beg.
Prt of Lot 9 S of a line 35!

NE of SE cor ext to a pt L1

N of SW cor & Prt Lot 10 N of

a line 6l' S of NW cor Lot 10,
ext to pt on front line Lot 10,
55" SW of NE cor. Prt Lots 9 & 10,

5 20" M/L Lot 10 & N 65' Lot 11,

Blk 6,

Blk 6,

Blk b,

S 10' M/L Lot 11, Lot 12, exc § 5', " 6,

5 5' Lot 12, all Lot 13,

Lot 1l,

Lot 13, exec N 5!, Blk 5,

N 5' Lot 13 & Lot 14, exc N 51, " &5,

N 5' Lot 1h & Lot 15, exe Wiy 51, " 5,

+ 2-1567

Third to LambsdaleSEernard T, Schmitz

4 z-5e

lMargaret Schmitz, ux
1181 N. Pinecrest 67208

1" _SHaruld J. Froning
/ Dorothy S. Froning, ux
1175 N. Pinecrest 67208
“ S Edwara L. Wolre
/Kathryn F. Wolfe, ux
1167 N. Pinecrest 67208

S Harold A, Schowalter
/ Mar jorie D, Schowalter, ux
1159 N. Pinecrest 67208

Nathan Misenhimer, Jr.

Wanda Misenhimer, ux 1
/ 67208 |

lel N. Pinecrest

Walter E, Figher
Leona F, Fisher, .ux

7 L3 N. Pinecrest
Laurence C. Finley
Bette J. Finley, ux

D 1135 N. Pinecrest 67208

67208
1

i

Walter F. Robinson
Norma Joan Robinson, ux
1129 N, Pinecrest

>

.

Sidney M. Swope Tr Est.,
Minnie A. Swope
115 N, Pinecrest 67208

»

e ey

V. Courter
1lla M. Courter, u
111 N, Pinecrest

Y

3

/) J

X
67208

es M. Moffat
lida P. Moffat, ux
107 N, Pinecrest 67208
Keith D. Callison

anet L. Callison, ux
101 N. Pinecrest 67208

421561

vz

ene R, Couldner
110l N. Pinecrest 67208

Lawrence L. Stover
Wilma M. Stover, ux
1112 N. Pinecrest 67208

Ray F. Bauer
Laura E, Bauer, ux
1120 N. Pinecrest

/)

L]

=
o

67208

67208 '




LoT BLK

ADDITION

OWNER

Nly 5' Lot 15, all of 16, 5,

Lot 17, 55

Lot 18 & SWly 7' Lot 19, s,

19, exc SWly 7' & prt Lot 20, §
SW of line 11' NE of SW cor

ext to pt 8.8" NE of SE cor.
Prt Lots 19 & 20,

Beg 11' NE of SW cor Lot 20,
SE to pt 8.8! NE of SE cor;
NE to a pt 1li' NE of SE cor
Lot 21; NW to pt 18! NE of =W
cor Lot 21; SW 90' to beg.
Prt Lots 20 & 21,

5,

Lot 31, exc prt S of line 1h!
NE of SE cor ext to pt 18' KE
of SW cor & Lot 22, exc NE L5',

NE 45' Lot 22 & S 55' Lot 23,

5,

5,

N2
NE

Lot 23 & Lot 2l, exc S5

Sl
i
NE 5' Lot 2l, all Lot 25,
Lot 7,
Lot 8,
Lot 9,

Lot 10,

Lot 11,

Lot 7,
Lot 8,

Lot 9,

Third to

ﬁ-lfé—?‘/

mbsdale Jo

W, Freeding
EJizabeth M, Freedin
28 N. Pinecrest

n Bettenhauser
rnice A. Bettenhauser, ux
136 N. Pinecrest 67208

84208

Otis H, Smith
Lgrraine E, Smith, ux
0 N. Pinecrest 67208

P

Ernest L, Norlin
hari L. Norlin, ux
st

1y N. Pinecre 67208

g

Harvey H. Steffen
Charlotte M. Steffen, ux
1156 N. Pinecrest 57208

A

orth A. Fletcher
dith Fultz Fletcher, ux
1166 N. Pinecrest 67208

iR

obert C. Smith
lizabeth C. Smith, ux
172 N. Pinecrest 67208

f

M. Turner

laire F. Turner, ux
188 N. Pinecrest 67208
W. Ralph Low

ma M. Low, ux
196 N, Pinecrest

67208

2nd to LembsdalefGlendon E. Nestor

Z- 8]

/

Jean Nestor, ux

Lambsdale 67208

Ma

5318

|Donald J. Kolar

Norvalee Kolar, ux

5308 Lambsdale 67208
Leo F. De Broeck

D _lary Diane De Broeck, ux
1p02° N. Pinecrest 67208
asper G. Schad

Alice H. Schad, ux
21, N. Pinecrest

» 67208

lton I. Greenberg, sgle.
01 Polo Dr, 57208

G, Oliver Hilton
Louise Hilton, ux
1102 N. 0ld Meanor 67208
James Ray Hill

Mildred Hill, ux
111l N. 01d Manor

Richard R. Horner

/Gwendolyn P. Horner
1120 N." 01d Manor

67208

%
7208




ADDITION / OWNER

2nd to Lambsdale ile & Sadie Bayouth, ux
126 N, 01d Manor 67208

‘aar & Mary Jane Gsell, ux
/1132 1. 014 Manor 67208

bert J. & Skaye A. Kirk,
138 N. 01d Manor ux
67208

J. A. & Gladys L. Walters,u
113l N, 01d Manor 67208

T

=<

Fyancis W. Richter
ene M. Richter, ux
181 N, 01d Manor 67208

3

illard J. Goertz
ona M. Goertz, ux
1161 N. 0ld Manor 67208

ﬁ\j

chard F. McKinney
larice McKinney, ux
155 N. 0ld Manor 67208

T

ward R. Crans
ary Ann Crans, ux
19 N, 0ld Manor 67208

Harvey Meulbroek
lizabeth Ruth Meulbroek,
11,3 ¥, 01d Manor 67208

et

. R. & Fula Lee Osmond, ux |
137 N, 01d Manor 208

Henry & Helen W, Burrows, ux|
1133 N, 0ld Manor 67208

:

i1l B, & Donna J. Barbour, |
1129 N, 01d Manor 67208 ux

S

len O, & lae E, Johnson,
123 N, 0ld Manor 67208

ames E, Mount
Cathryn Marie Mount, ux
1117 N, 014 Manor 67208

T

orge & Martha Gerards, ux
107 N, 01d Manor 67208

i

oseph M, & Leona Traffas, |

101 N. 01d Manor 67208 ux
- )3 7] fauinton L. Burgess

+-L l] artha H. Burgess, ux

% Morgan Barlow

1367 N. Parkwood 67208

Russell G. Wassweller
¢ Evelyn L. Wasswaileg, ux

ey

2 & N 2.5' Lot 3, 4
1359 Parkwood
:erman D. Barnett

pflaura E. Barnett, ux
1351 N. Parkwood 67208

S5 82.5' Lot 3,

L " George M. & Alice Slater, ux
: P 1345 N, Parkwood 67208




ADDITION ] OWNER

7

2nd to Lumb;{,i%feHGA G. Croissant, sgle,

TR s 33 N. Parkwood 67208
s

chard D. & Darlene Burke, ux
P }¥317 N. Pariwood 67208

/e rold S. & Berniece Bowman, ux
D Z311 N. Parkwood 67208

ichard A. & Sandra R, Garcia,

&'}301 N. Parlwood 67208 ux
oe G, & Helen J, Duvall, ux
D A217 N. Pinecrest 67208

Jack K. & Royce J. Lashley, ux
01 N. Pinecrest 47208

LAMB SDALE nk J, & Alma M. Lies, ux

a
67 N. Edgemoor 67208
t

a Silver
57 N. Edgemoor 67208

rl & Sylvia A, Galler; ux
351 N, Edgemoor 67208

T

ernley M, & Nickey M. Asel, ux |
1345 N. Edgemoor 67208 |

ack E, & Ruby E., Sidman, ux
1339 N. Edgemoor 67208

e

arolyn A. Murphy
329 N. Edgemoor 67208

7

™~

/'Jesse K. & Ardis E, Sowards, ux
1719 N. Edgemoor 67208

en P. Robinson
orothy Bette Hobinson, ux
1301 N, Edgemoor £7208

N

1, etty J. Hegge
N\ Address Available

10 & 8151 Lot 11, 1, 2- {8671 dhoi B seninnberone
rystal Delores Schwartzkopf, ux|H
DAY N. Parkwood Lans 67208

'
N 60! Lot 11 & S 30" Blk I, / ‘imon M. & Betty L. Pleifer, ux
Lot 12, JJ1322 N, Parkwood Lane 67208

N 45! Lot 12 & S L5 Yl L4 ugh N. & Roberta B, Hoberts, ux
Lot 13, D 1338 N. Parkwood Lane 67208
N 30' Lot 13 & S 60! 1, Paul & Ruth J. Tasch, ux
Lot 11, > 1346 N. Parkwood Lane 67208
N 15' Lot 14 & § 70! ALy Thomas Atherton, Ione Atherton,
Lot 15, h) D. Varner,

35l N. Parkwood Lane 67208

N 5' Lot 15, all Lot 16," 15 Lois M, Galbraith
P/ 1362 N. Parkwood Lane 67208

Lot 17, » William F. & Betty A, Ridgway, u
P 1370 N. Parkwood Lane 6720




ADDITION >, OWNER

LAMBSDALE \/Merle D. & Iydia E. Huyett, ux
/ 59 N. Brookside 67208
jmee & Joyce H. Dooman, ux

13 Polo Dr. 47208

Anita VI, Mattley
2l Lambsdale Dr, 67208

SN

Charles & Mildred Saxton, ux
18 Lambsdale Dr. 67208

Edward C., & Iva M, Coulter, ux
08 Lambsdale Dr. 67208

Karl & Ardine V., Miller, ux
02 Lambsdale Dr. 67208

SN

van 0, & M, Elaine Poe, ux
30 N. Clarence 67203

tho D, & Dorothy G. Middleton, ux|
17L N, 01d Manor 67208

2

3,

3, omas A, & Nancy J. Mart‘.gn, ux

15l N, Parkwood 7208

-
ester N, & Dorothy L. Heter, ux
148 N. Parkwood 67208

3

¢

35 rnold & Gertrude Gmshnyg, ux

11,2 N. Parkwood 7208

J

3

« Juo, Jr, & Florence Easton, ux
136 N. Parkwood 67208

21 & SE 9' Lot 22, Ay oward L. & Luclille Creason, ux
L, 27 Lambsdale Dr, 67208

SN

22, exe SE 9!, 35 arry R. & Christine E, Prather,u

121 Lambsdale Dr, 67208

15 L, rgil C. & Lola P, Edmonds, ux
137 N. Parkwood 67208

2 & N 15' Lot 3, L, illiam D, & Margaret Stanberry,uxf
67208 [

129 N, Parkwood

3, exc N 15t & N 35' I, hn W. & Daisy L, Brown, ux
Lot L, 123 N. Parkwood 67208

S 30" Lot L & N 550 ), artin & Meta M, Schimming, ux
Lot 5, 117 N. Parkwood g?aoa

S 10' Lot 5, all 6, |, Fannie M, Jones
Vi1q1 N, Parkwood 67208

1, exc E 50.8!, Al 1st to McEwen Estates J ndell L, & Rdna M, Long, ux
501 E. 13th St. 67208

E 50.8'Lot 1 & W 35.8' 1, Sue C. Jerniga
Lot 2, 5509 E, 13th St. 67208

E 110' Lot 2, dy Howard B, Whitehead
f&ildred T, Whitehead, ux
5101 Kingsrow 67208




R BV T i SR g s

ADDITION OWNER
1

8 Estate Crt,

L;.éhexc ELlrof ¥ 1, .7zm~ance W, & Elizabeth M.
164.21,

Simmons, ux
3,8 Estate Crt, 6?208

3 1 lst to McEwen Estates ‘A%u P. & Margaret Quinn, ux
2 i % 67208
/L

ot li, S Blk James George Gould
Lht; N /Kathryn B, Gould, ux
L, }le Perth 67208

oris J. Uhlig

\733!;2 Estate Crt. 67208

Eric & Hedda R, Petergen, ux
33, Estate Crt. 67208
eorge W, & Helen V., Shadid,
322 Estate Crt. 67208 ux

ger D. Skaer, sgle.

502 Polo Dr. 67208

ohn E. & Gertrude A. Lacy,
75516 Polo Dr. 67208 ux

. Morton & Geraldine Heller,{
5501 Polo Dr. 67208 ux |
ommie R, & Karen K. Frye,

27 8. Pershing 67218
Harry R, Harmon

jharlotte Marie Harmon, ux

COUNTRY SIDE

57 N. Pinecrest 47208

ester S, & Mildred Zaldel,

COUNTRY SIDE 2nd.
¥ 1002 N, Pinecrest 67208 ux

Edgar P. & Zola Tinsley, ux
1008 N. Pinecrest 67208

Lawrence J. Beillman
[Cheryl A, Beilman, ux
4 3126 Lawrence Crt. 67206

Wayne L. & Ruby M. Brooks, ux
1020 N. Pinecrest 67208

lan K. Jovanovie

riel Jovanovic, ux

D26 N. Pinecrest 67208
eonard E. & Linda Riffel,
032 N. Pinecrest 67208

James L. Robison

Pauline M. Robison, ux

3206 E. Lexington, Apt #223,
jercer Island, Wash, 9800

Lloyd & Sue E., Shenk, ux
/2,15 Linda Jean Dr.,

ndcpendence, Ks.

Ralph F, & Amelia Kerns, ux
/1050 N. Pinecrest 7208

RuMg & Alice Prater, ux
No Address Available




ADDITION J OWNER

COUNTRY SIDE End./ ry G. & Karen J. Nye, ux
f 57 N. 01d Manor 67208

Garland Leroy Bugg
Jeanette E, Bugg, ux
51 N. 0ld Manor 67208

‘Andrew J. Musick, Jr.
rgaret H, Musieck, ux
ol;g N, 01d Manor 67208

Orville D, & Carol Neufeld, ux
39 N. 01d Manor 47208

rlene Louise Dean
pal Hulen, jt.
22 Farmstead. 67208

e

N

ichard L. & Sharon Jones, ux
027 N, 01d Manor 67208

John Clayton Frye
berta M, Frye, ux
021 N. 0ld Manor 67208

SN

Harry D, & Betty J. Yates, ux
015 N, 01d Manor 67208

gh C, & Viola J, Ferris, ux
009 N, 01d Manor 67208

n & Pauline Loomis, ux
03 N. 01d Manor 67208

ﬁj‘

gene E. & Lenora A. Smith,ux|
20 N. 01d Manor 67208 |

Y

argaret Morrison
026 N. 01d Manor 67208

lbert M. La Mont
orence J, La Mont, ux
32 N, 0ld Manor 67208

S

w

tephen A. & Judith Randa, ux
038 N. 0ld Manor 67208

wis E, & Ruth B, Shue, ux
L. N. 01d Manor 67208
inford L. Lovett II

Sue A. Lovett, ux
1050 N, 01d Msnor 67208

e

ames R. & Nita J. Stone, ux

. 01d Man
056 N 3 ancr
Retur '\Ed. =

Thomas A, Sutherland

‘/ lizabeth P, Sutherland, ux
051 N. Parlwood 67208
arl A. & Ruth Peterson, ux
0l5 N. Parkwood 67208
R

aphael G, & Willa M, Wright,
1039 N. Parkwood 67208




L s

ADDITION

A PR M 2 i

i

OWNER

/

2,

2,
Res exc & 60' & N 60, 2,
S 60! of Heserve,
N 60" of Reserve,

20,

COUNTRY SIDE 2nd.

FAST HIGHLANDS NORT

Athena M. Williams
a Lucille Kinney,
32 N. Parkwood

it
67208

ith E, & Opal Jean Gaines, ux
ol N, Estelle 6721l

=i

oseph R, & Hazel L,

Downing,ux
008 N, 0l1d Manor 6720

SO

E

N
ward A. & Fuby M. Ellis

don M. & Eva Jean Weaver, ux
02 N. 0ld Manor 67208

R. & Lily Ainsworth, ux
1 N, 0ld Manor 67208

N 6L' Lot 1, 3,

22, 3,

b,
A,

exc Beg SE cor; N to
cor W 90'; SE to pt
S line Lot 2, 60' =W
beg.,exc beg 90" W
of NE cor Lot 2, W 76.4';
SW to S cor Lot 3, NE 161.2';
E 138'; N 61.23' to beg.

Beg SE cor Lot 2; N to NE cor: Blk A,
0'; SE to pt in S line Lot2 &
0! SW of beg; NE to beg, exc
prt S of N line Lot 11, ext W,

Beg NW cor Lot 11; S 77.45';
SW along S line Lot 2, 60';
NW to pt W of beg; E to beg.
A part of Lot 2,

of NE cor Lot 2; W
to S cor Lot 3; NE
1381; N 61.83' to beg.

A,

76015 sw
161.2'; E

Lot 3,
Lot lj & W 10' Lot 5,

, exc W 10" & W l,61!

Lot
Lot

E 96' Lot 6,

W 76.22' Lot 7,

E 2l4.59' Lot 7 & W 50,61!

LEVITT'S

ux
47208

roy & Mar jorie T, Jones, ux
6 N. Harding 67208

. M, & Zelma Avis, ux
5 N. Battin

/455 N, Harding

e

P

67208

e g

=

etcher G. & Florence Bennett,
56 N. Battin 67208 ux

RS

ames R. & Fdna B. Friess, ux
208

1018 N. Battin

g

Louis & Sandra M.
1030 N, Battin

Goldman, ux

67208

e

Robert D. & Sue A. Fulks, ux

037 N. Pinecrest 67208

k

« B. & Janet 8, McKay, ux
031 N. Pinecrest 67208

K'\e—‘

ames H. & Norma K, Safely, ux
1040 N. Battin 67208

18

o8]

ames H. & Norma K, Safely, ux
oo N, Battin 67208

ames W, & Doris I, Edwards, ux
056 N. Battin 67208

2-136]
>

J

174

.

/

Waldo B, & Genevieve A, Wetmore,|
5125 E, 10th St, 67208

Ann Lebus, sgle.
91l, N. Rdigewood 67208

David E. & Marcia lcFarland, ux |
5137 E. 10th St. 67208

Robert E. & Peggy
5141 E. 10th st.

7] L. Moore, ux
67208




LoT BLK.

ADDI'I‘IDlN n

OWNER

E 50! Lot 8 & W 25! £
Lot 9,

E 75.61' Lot 9, A,

1o,

16,
1l & E 31' Lot 2, B,
W 29! Lot 2, all Lot 3, B,
lp & that prt Ret A. adj B,
on East,

5 & that prt Res A, adj B
on East,

Lot 6, & Lot 7, B,
N 58! Lots 1 & 2, ci
5 1M

Lots 1 & 2, g,

Lot 3,

Lot I,
Lot 5,
Lot 6,
Lot 7,

Lot 8,

fEvTrmi 27

Y

Py

g

Jack E, & Charlotte A. McArthur,
14,7 E, 10th St. 67208 ux

Michael Wilson Morton
orothy Jean Morton, ux
153 E, 10th St. 67208

/Robert D, & Sue A. Fulks, ux

)

V1007 N, Pinecrest

/W lbur D, Fear, sgle.
0

l/ ax C. McConachie,

v

v

037 N. Pinecrest 67208
B. B, & Janet S, McKay, ux
31 N. Pinecrest 67208
nny C. Thompson, sgle
Néttle R, Thompson, mgle. jt.
025 N. Pinecrest 67208

ax C. & Eva L. Murraey, ux
019 N. Pinecrest 47208

Philip J, & Adele C. Pulliam, ux

13 N. Pinecrest 67208
ames Leslie & Joan Bizzell, ux

67208

onald R, & Kathleen J, Buth, ux |

15L E. 9th St. 67208

vis Q. & Naclia Rignag, ux
012 E. 9th St. 7208

02 E. Gth St. 67208
ugene H. & Margaret L. Cusick,
010 N, Harding 7208

Ronald R, Aberhalden
Sherrana Aberhalden, ux
1020 N, Harding 67208

Bernadine F, Fraser
1021 N, Bettin 67208
J. Naomi Wolfe, sgle.
1005 N. Harding 67208
bert S, Sink, Sr.
Address Available

Irene M. Veaver

s
915 Litchfield 67203
dna A. Akers, sgle.
532 N. Pershing 67208
Bernice £, Paulson
1021 N, Harding 67208
Blaine 0, & Alga F. Musser, ux
1027 N, Harding 67208

ohn E, & Helen C. Vaupel, ux
1031 N, Harding 67208

Daniel L, & Mareia J. Chinberg,ux
L1905 E. 10th st, 67208




ACDITION [3“) OWNER

9,
10,
11,

1, exc N 55¢',,
2, (N 511)

(s 10') all Lot 3,
(w 551)

S &6,

12,

13 & N 10' Lot 1l,

S 51' Lot 1l & N 10' Lot 15,

15, exc N 10t,

16,

17,

18,

19,

LEVITT'S/ZJC yde J. & Dorothea Carle
911 E. 10th st. 67208
"

Veterans Administration
v/ joo E. Kellogg b7218
V] e

no M, & Kathryn L. Bollinger, ux
pLo19 E. 1oth st 47208

LLOYD BROWN ,ﬁzm H. ‘& Trefis Boows, Aot
_.1608!|. E. Harry 67230
. & TIrene Brown, ux

l‘)/;ecmh E. Harry . 67230

U. Combs
/1130 N. Oliver 67208

irst Bible Baptist Church
136 N, Oliver 67208

Erangelical Mennonite Brethern

fere
/3800 £. 1hth st., enfertnce
maha, Neb. 68107

ames O, & Jean M, awger, ux
133 N. Glendale 7208

Alfred Lester Steiner
eraldine M. Steiner, ux
127 N. Glendale 67208 -

Robert Kenneth Wilson,

Charles Peairs Wilson,

Helen Inez Osburn,

Dorothy Marie Briscoe,

Robert W, Wilson, Life Estate

Lhp2 vest Street, Halstead, Ks.
67056

Robert M. & Doris M, Ragnulda, ux
2121 S8, Erie 721

/ Trustees Central Asssmbly of God
Church, 2225 E. Central 67214

.\,7-‘ 156) Willard H, & Msry E. Hein, ux
:p 113l N, Glendale 67208

& Hilda M. Weber, ux
dressjvailable
V3 ¢7203

"3
D) G. S, Baltzley Inc.
5323'F. Morris 67218
:1111nm L. Cain,
% Sidney L. Cain.

1111; N. Glendale 67208

1 Richard D. & Victoria A, Devore, ux
D [2216 s. Washington 67211

( . S, Baltzley
Bﬁa'g‘- 323 E. Morris 67218

6 /Ralph & Lulu L. Brown, ux
..rqflﬂ 13 1202 N. Oliver 67208




LoT

ADDITION | ﬁ/y OWNER

20 & N 10' Lot 21,

LLOYD BROWN Z’pl/lay P, & Ferne E. Brooks, ux
——————“ VY1129 N, Harding 57208

2l, exc N 10' & all 22, 23, 2, /" G. 8, Baltzley Ine.

1&N 15" Lot 2, Blk 1,

S 35! Lot 2 & N 30t "
Lot 3,

8 20' Lot 3 & N Lhsr "
Lot ha

8 5! Lot lj, all Lot 5,
Lot 6,

Ts

1,

2,

3,

L,

s
10,
11 & S 15! Lot 12,

N 35' Lot 12 & §
30" Lot 13,

N 20' Lot 13, all 1),

1,

1,

1,

1,

1,

2,

2,

2,

2,

2,

5323 E, Morris 67218

GLENAIRE S Jonn F. & Mary Ellen Sheaks, ux
RS D 1355 st. Andrews, Wichita 67206

Spcsne E, & Evaline R, Hill, ux
951 N. Pershing 67208

Gary R. & Carole E. Jones, ux
1219 N, Glendale 67208

James E, & Sharon K. Webster, ux
1213 N. Glendale 67208

SEarl L., & Lois J, Huette, ux
31207 N. Glendale b7208

S\ﬁ’esley L. & Loretta D, Evans, ux
P 1201 N. Glendale 6720

Z- fgc 7 Swarren J, & G. Beth Cortner, ux
1

231 N. Harding 67208

’ Floyd W. & Bernice R. Berends, ux|
1227 N. Harding 67208 j

17 S Jack L. & Darlene C. Stucky, ux

1223 N. Harding 67208

i S__‘)Norris L. & Dorothy M. Bolse, ux
1219 N, Harding 67208

7 Marjorie Lee Van Dusen

VA 1213 W, Harding 67208
M” <5 YNeene L. schmitt
\0 12Q7 N. Harding 67208
(r Jeanne M. Parish, sgle
Bess M. Parish, sgle

Y 1201 N. Hapding 67208

¥
S Fred C. & Karen J, Scarlett, ux

) 1202 N. Glendale 67208

S Robert W, & Anna Basler, ux
D 1208 N. Glendale b7208

Harold L, & Dorothy Wise, ux
pl2le N, Glendale 67208

Lorothy Bircher Potecuk, sgle.
1220 N. Glendale b7208

Willa Mae Newcomb, ux
1228 N. Glendale 67208

S Ronald D, & Barbara L, Burk, ux
D1238" N, Glendale 67208

J
_S Herman C, Newcomb, Jr.
2




ADDITION

OWNER

GLENAIRE 2nd,

7

C. Dale & Erlene Barber, ux
1261 N, Glendale 67208

Calvin L, & V, Marian Ervin,
1255 N. Glendale 67208 ux

S Clifford James Vickery

Vi

S;/gzl_u N. Glendale

1, 1567

L- 1567

%

WPVUA
41-18 =

1561
€z "5”9

2-1567S
>

NEVAN
s >

-DIZSS N. Harding

atrdcia A, Vickery, ux
302 N, Terrace 67208

ral H, Grimes, sgle.
67208

William E, & Vivian C. Horn,
1263 N. Harding 67208 ux

Donald F, & Ora E. McArthur,
67208 ux |

Ryman L, & Patricia A, Lehman,f
12,9 N. Harding 67208 ux

Lawrence E. & Alice Sperry, ux
12,3 N, Harding 67208 B
Cedric A. & Florence Johnson, |
12 N. Glendale 67208 ux |

Rugsell & Faye E, Martin, ux
1250 N, Glendale 67208
F. K, & Erma I,

er,
1256 N, Glendale

7208

Swong ux

rtwin Alvin Runge
ma L, Runge, ux
NoMAddress Available

e
v

>
wi S

13-

€-11111-T: W 180' of N 16 rds of SWi Nwi

exc 8 125' & exc N 2.95', Sec
Twp 27, R 1 E.

€-11111-U-1: E 150! of V
0 rds, MW

>

v

>

~

'I
e

180" of &l rds of N
Seec 13, Twp 27, R 1 E,

C-11111-U-2: E 150" of W

i 1180’ of 8 h rds of N
rds. NWz

See 13=27=1E,

E 150' of W 180! of S8 8 rds of N
80 rds of NW} Sec 13-27-1F,

Beg 80 rds S5 of NW cop NW3;
lg rds; E L0 rds; N 16 rds;
L0 rds to beg. Sec 13-27-1E.
Eeg 30' E of SW cor NWi; E 3631;
N 630'; W 363! to pt 30' E of W
line NWi; th S 630' to beg. Sec
13-27-1E,

E 150" of W 180' of S B rds of
N 72 rds of NW% See 13-27-1E.

C-11111-V:

C-11111-W: th S

th W

C-11111-2Z:

=

C-11111-V:

/9331 w.

Ve

Mar jorie June Friedman
% Wichita Federal
67202

3L0 &, Broadway

Ronald Hilfinger
1238 N. Oliver 67208

2

Richard D, & Janet M. Myers
7212 7 ux

Central 6

FL ng

& Ruth L., Guggisberg, ux
123 67208

N. Oliver

Jesse H, Scott
1228 N. Oliver 67208
Ralph Brown

1200 N. Oliver 67208
Pirst Bible Baptist Church
1156 N. Oliver 7208

Board of Education

/Cit;y of Michita

Elmer E. & Myrtle L. Flowers,
Norma Peirson
1527 5. Parkwood 67218




_m‘

LoT ADDITION OWNER

183, COUNTRY CLUB HEIGHTS 3 Donald Elliott

Rosemary Haywood, Jjt.
v 1236 1. o1iver | 67208

30& Uy, S Alice Wade Glass
Dennis Alan Glass .
v~ 19,5 Porter, Apt #2]}2
67203

5 & 6, S corb 5. Bedell
‘/1!_00 N, Woodlawn, Suite 19,
67208

7&8 S Marvin W. & Marleen Dawdy
3 /1213 N, Oliver 67208 ux

9 & 10, S Jerry L, & Judy M. Meslin,
/ 1239 N, Oliver 67208ux

11°& 12, SEdward L, & Matilda Stamm,
W/ 1233 N. Oliver 67208 ux

13 & 1l, A, Baldwin, Jr.
hAddress Available

15 & 16, S Ernest A. & Marie Warden,
/1223 N. Oliver 67208 ux

17 & 18, Charles J. Bausch
Sue Ella Bausch, ux
1217 N. Oliver 67208

19 & 20, S Leo H, Vogelsberg
Reta Rae Vogelsberg, ux
1211 N. Oliver 67208

21 & 22, nel L. Smith
! ; axlene J. Smith, ux
S o %ddress Available
Fred C. Kettler

/B anche D. Kettler, ux
7 N, Oliver 67208

1& 2,

3 &, ames W, & Vera G, Johnson, |
VP155 N, Oliver 67208 ux |

5 &6, rold J. & Helen M. King,
149 N, Oliver 67208 ux

7% 8, John P, & Linda S, Vrana,ux
! 1143 N, Oliver 67208

9 & 10, . jayne & Gladys E. Cooper,ux
1139 N, Oliver 67208

11k 2, ‘/ﬂendell R, Prather, sgle.
1133 ¥. Oliver 67208

13 & 1k, Ted 8. Mueller
urnadine C. Mueller, ux
2650 N. Delirose  b7220

15 & 16, ‘dward L. & Opal W. Bond,ux
123 N. Oliver 67208

It A0y ipke-Moeder Constr. Co. In
89[‘:-5 lioodside Dr, 67233 |

19 & 20, 111 & Helen Cottingham, ux|
111 N. Oliver 67208 |

7
w25 & 26, larence 0 &Ramon
202 N. Dallf-%%é“‘ﬁ’ E“g%?)g

Rt A




SRR e

LoT ADDITION ) OWNER

21 & 22, COUNTRY CLUB HEIGHTS/ mes L, & Carolyn Wright,ux
—/9107 N. Oliver 67208

23 & 2, . Kit C, Green, Jr.
/Mary L, Green, ux
1101 N. Oliver 67208

To&w2y Donald W. Harrison
Address Available

3&), 16, homas Dean Brown
Jynet E. Brown, ux
oNddress Available

2 L
5 &b 16, pawl* 10 alter R. & Marie A. Piper,ux
2 NA VRGN, d11ver 67208" |

et Fosalle s b B A Lt Holy Cross Evangelical
Lutheran Church
102l N, Dellrose 67208

1, exc W 65'., 3, UNIVERSITY HEIGHTS 2nd. S Epnest L. Schaffer

Esther Schaffer, ux
1455 N. Battin 67208

W 65! Lots 1 & 2 3 J. L. & Reta F. Campbell, ux
3 ¢ /5021 E, 1ith st. 67208

exe W 651, 3 S Elva M, Mullen
: /119 N, Battin 67208

3 John F, & Margaret L, Jonas
2 ,S/mm N. Battin 67208 ux

3, S Floyd D, & Roberta Keith, ux
/1037 ¥, Battin 67208

3 S Gale W. Greenwood
largaret E. Greenwood, ux
/11;31 N. Battin 208

3 Irene D. Johnson
i ;1&25 N, Battin 67208

3, SMax & Helen M. Walton, ux
l/llpll.9 N. Battin 67208

SLﬂonard ¥, Saunders
Carolﬂn M. Saunders, ux
v/ 1lz0 N. Battin 67208

X+2- [S‘;‘S Robert Bruce Beaudette

Barbara K, Beaudette, ux

2010 Head 107 ). Battsd 7208

Y S Eva L. Murray
l/ 1401 N. Battin 67208

/7 Faye Kiser Albert
v Slhoe N. Harding 67208

1 Doris 0. Oglesby
/S 1,08 N. Harding 67208

& John W, & Virlea Smith, ux
S;/IJ.;]J,; N!. Harding é7208

Ed S;ﬂ}’osaph E, Pecchioni
oretta F. Pecchioni, u
W Harafns 37208




ADDITION - OWNER

16,
175
18,

19, exc E 70'.,

E 70' Lots 19 & 20,
20, exc E 707.,
1&e2,

3&L,

5% 6,

7 &8,

9 & 10,
11 & 12,
13 & 1,
15 & 16,
17 & 18,
19 & 20,
21 & 22,

23,

UNIVERSITY HEIGHTS End-SDale V. & Helen R. Sharp,
o 126 N, Harding 67208 ux

SKanny E, & Judy:L. Hill, ux
+/14,32 N, Harding 67208

S/B"e E. & Vera B. 0'Rourke,
1,38 N. Harding 67208 ux

» Donald L., & Ardis M. Howland,
/1!41;1), N. Harding 67208 ux :

S Roger D. Pendergraft
/Louise Pendergraft, ux
1450 N. Harding 67208

W}}ﬂ}f &gzne L. Workman

7 E. 15th St. 67208
S orris S. & Ruby Flory, ux
i/flzg N. Dellrose 47208

UNIVERSITY HEIGHTS ieX & Helen Cordes, ux
—_— o ASdress Available
Er

rol Wayne Williams
I/ seana Williams, ux
53 N. Oliver 67208

Charles VWiesley Johnson
Beverly M. Johnson, ux
I/thE N. 0ld Manor 67208

arriet Diana Patton, sgle,
o Addypess Available

Alta T. Smith, sgle.
Y143l N, old Manor 67208

’harhes B. & Gene F. Paine,ux}’
o Addyess Available

rene A, B. Cain, sgle
li26 ¥, 01d Manor 67208

omas G, & Iva A. Rogers

ux [
22 N, 01d Manor 7208 i

nne L, Laundon
1,18 N. 0ld Manor 67208

¥athilda Rosen, wdo.

1,12 N. 0ld Manor 67208
Hugh & Evelyn Cooper, ux
1506 N. 01d Hanor 67208

Thomas B. & Billie R, Thruman
530 E. 13th St. 67208 ux

/ Donald L. & Johnita Miller,
2801 N. Richmond 6720} ux

s C., & Gladys: Ginn, ux )’
1453 N, 0ld Manor 67208

Berniece L. Childress
/ L7 N. 01d Manor 67208




ADDITION

PR e

OWNER

78,
9 & 10, 10,

11 & 12, 10,

13 & 1, 10,
15, 16 & N 18! of 17, 10,

S 7' Lot 17, all Lots

10,
18 & 19 & N 91 Lot 20,

S 16! Lot 20, all 21 & 10,
22,

23, 10
24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 10,
29 & 30, 10,
31 & 32, 10,
33 & 3h,

35 & 36,

37 & 38,

39 & Lo,

I & L2,
L3 & L,
LS & L6,

182,

3&L,

5 &6,

7&8,

UNIVERSITY }EIGHTSjRobert 0. & Elaine Cyphert,

2-156

4

Y 7

M S % Charles A.

14

7 16 N. Roosevelt 67208 ux

., A. & Delphine Randall, ux
/7437 °N. 014 Manor 67208

Delbert W, Naylor
arleen Naylor, ux
431 N. 0ld Manor

William & Pauline McKenzie,

:;phzs N. 0ld Manor 67208 ux

67208

L. & Ruby P. Osteen, ux
19 N, 01d Menor 67208

illiam & Sandra K. Ludlum,
13 N. 0ld Manor 67208 ux

John G. & Cynthia L.
1407 N. 01d Manor

Holm, ux
67208 |

d1d Nyvood L. & Valanda Little,

NoNfddress AvH g Le
w720%
Doolittle, 2r,

#/ Ad.  6726¢
Richard E. & Mary L, Botkin, §
1416 N, Pinecrest 67208 ux [

Sl\/Fred R. & LaTrelle King, ux

1420 N, Pinecrest 67208
S Clarence R. & Fern Barnes, uxj
/1126 . Pinecrest 67208° |

lvin J., Brown
o\Address Available

enneth E, & Neva Kaufman, ux
/ 138 N, Pinecrest 67208

Marlyn K. Eshelman
/ ane Ann Eshelman, ux
L2 N, Pinecrest 67208
loyd B, & Luokley Neece, ux

N. Pinecrest 67208
Charles E, & Anna M, Wilson,
LS2 N, Pinecrest 67208 ux

/
eorge T, & Barbara Gurney,u

/ 162 N. Pinecrest

Laurel D. Thogmartin
/ lores Thogmartin, ux
1,63 N. Pinecrest 67208
oseph A. & Adeline Stroh, ux
1455 N. Pinecrest 7208
S Charles R, Yates
l/«%I'tle liae Yates, ux
1847 N. Richmond
= William E, Rendle

Texanita L. Randle, ux
Lo6 N, Bluff 67208

67208

67203




S MR

Lot

‘tﬂ’--‘“ﬁ"‘ﬂri{-pﬂ&g % we o AR e

ADDITION OWNER

9 & 10,
11 & 12,

13 & 1h,

15 & 16,
17 & 18,

19 & 20,

21 & 22,

23,

2l & 25,

26, 27 & 8 5! of

Lot 28,

N 20" Lot 28, all
29 & S 10' Lot 30,

N 151 Lot 30, all
31 & £ 15' Lot 32,

N 10' Lot 32, all
Lot 33 & § 20' 3k,

N 5' Lot 3L, all
Lots 35 & 3b,

37 & 38,
39 & Lo,
b & L2,
L3 & L,

Ls & 46,

UNIVERSITY HEIGHTSScora B. Freeman
V11,26 Stratford Lane 67206

Lawrence E, & Alice O, Sperry,
1,l5°1 fé/ieus N. Harding 67208 ux

Charles A. Doolittle, Sr,

1 1967 —da E. Doolittle, ux
1ol N, Pinecrest 67208

1119 N. Pinecrest 67201

+2- ')€G7§/Eincia & Vada T, Bracg',rzg.g

5 N. Pinecrest

Sjarl C. & Flora Mae Riehey,sux

v Herman W. Smith, Jr.
/Betty Jane Smith, ux
# 31 Via Roma 67230

S Willard R. & Jackie G. Meyer, u
ll|.0? N. Pinecrest 67208

/ rry & Carolyn Anderson, ux
08 Dineeeedt 1208
Arthur J. Casado

302 N. Main 67202

S ames w. & Linda Jean Maddox
TEOé

S Alpha S, & Millie M. H\:%l ux

il 5, e
4 €
Leonard . Saundérs ""‘””
/Carolyn M. Saunders, ux

120 N. Pinecrest 67208

Ralph E. & Irene Mallery, ux

7822 E. Douglas, Apt # 202
v 67206
S Gragory Paul ﬂardy

Laura L. Hardy

15.;32 N. ?inecrest 67208

S‘/ﬁobert L, & Marilyn J. Baker- ux e
11138 W. Pinecrest 208

g ionnel L, & Sheila K, Frye, ux | :
1y N. Battin 67208

5 Lawrence H, & Iva Thimm, ux
/1150 §. Battin 7208

Norval W, & Mary E. Simpson, ux |
1456 N. Battin 67208

bert Errel Helm
chyrles A, Knox
No Rddress Available




LoT BLK ADDITION OWNER

o
1, exc S 701., 12, UNIVERSITY IGHTSSHoward K. & Alice B. Gire, ux
1445 N, Harding 67208

¥ 60' of S 70" Lot \1, iversity Christian Chzrcha
01 E, 17th St, 720

S 10t Lot 1, all 2 & 3, S_R. R, & Velma Rush, ux
909 E. 30th St.
Hutechinson, Ks.

L, 5 & N 10' Lot 6, S;/John C., Jr. & Anna M, Enslow,
1,27 N. Harding 67208 ux

S 15" Lot 6, all Lot 7, S Hubert M. & Betty Mae King, ux
& N 20" Lot 8, % Peoples State Bank

111 West 75th St.

Kensas City, Mo. 6laaly

S 51 Lot B, all 9 & 10, S Jlary E. Albright
& N 5' Lot 11, /1&15 N, Harding 67208

S 20" Lot 11, =211 12 & S Jesge L. & Ina L. Graham, ux
N 15! Lot 13, /1103 ¥. Harding 67208

§ 10' Lot 13, all 1k & %Jause L. & Ina L. Graham, ux
15 1,403 N, Harding 67208

3

. Glendale 67208

16417 & 8 10 Lot 18; 12, h R. & Lola P. Danel, ux

N 15! Lot 18, all 19 & 12, S irnest C. & Cora McGuire, ux
8 20" Lot 20, 11,08 N. Glendale 67208

N 5% Lot 20, all 21, i)y Adele 4, Dethample
22 & S 5' Lot 23, /711 N. Topeke 6721l

N 20' Lot 23, all 2} & 12, S W. W, & Frances A, Campbell, ux
s 15t Lot 25, /' 1420°N. Glendale 67208
720

N 10' Lot 25, all 26 & 12, 4N S Pewin s Ethdy Hose,
27, N. Glendsle 8

28, 29 & 5 10' Lot 30, 12, wved ID5S ske1tn 5, & Betty A. Unruh, ux

1432 A, Glendale '4-1203
Lot 30, exc S 10!, A Dorothy Lundstedt
/l’lalter Palmer, jt.
1208 N. Jackson 67203

0dd Lots & Even Lots 135 ; Mary Veronica Schneider
1-2l, inel. % Safeway Stores, Inc.,
P. 0. Box 461, K. c,, Mo,

BLOCK 1l

Beg at pt on front line 6.5' SWly of Sly line 5 Charles 0. Whitacre

Dot 16; th NEly along front line Lots 17, 16, h5, athryn A, Whitaere, ux

1, to a pt 12! N of S line; th NWly to pt on 1561 Northeast Parkway 67208
reer line Lot 13, 0.6' NEly of Sly line Lot 13

th SWly along rear line Lots 13, 1, 15 & 16,

55.6! to a pt 0.2' NEly of Sly line Lot 16; th

to pt of beg.

Beg at intersection of front line Lot 19% th S Robert A. Schreffler

NEly on front line Lots 19, 18 & 17, 68,5'; Virginia R. Schreffler, ux

th WWly to a pt on rear line Lot 16, 0,2' NEly 1555 Northeast Parkway 67208
of Sly line Lot 16; th SWly along rear line of

Lots 16, 17, 18, 19, 56' to intersection of rea

line with Sly line Lot 19; th SEly to pt of beg.




~Ee;

LoT 4 5 ADDITION

OWNER

UTT
IGHTS) Maude Beech

20, 21 & 22, 1, UNIVERSITY

23, 2l & 25, exe 1.53' 1l,
at rear & 2,5' at front ,
adj Lot 26,

A gtrip 3.36' at rear & 1,
St at front off Lot 28

adj Lot 29, all 29 & 30

& 31, exc a strip 5.39'

at rear & 7.5' at front

adj Lot 32, /

. |

A strip 1.53! at rear & 2.5'
at front adj Lot 26 off Lot

. 25, all Lots 26, 27 & 28, exc
a strip 3.36' at rear & 5' at
front adj Lot 29,

A.strip adj Lot 32, 5.39' at rear Blk 1,
& T7.5' ab front Lot 31; all 32, 33,

3l, exc strip 7.6! =t rear & 10°

at front adj Lot 35,

A strip off Lot 3, 7.68! at rear & Blk 1k
10! at front; all Lots 35 & 36 &
adj of Lot 37,

Beg SW cor Lot 39; th Ely along
front line Lots 39, 38 & 37, 62.5!
to a pt at middle of Lot 37; th
Nly on rear line at middle Lot 37;
th Wly along rear line Lots 37, 3§
& 139, 50,55' to NW cor Lot 39; Sly to beg.

Lots L0, bl & L2, Block 1L,

Blk 1,

Lots i3, 4h & W 5 Lot L5, Blk 1k,

Lot L5, exc ¥ 51 & all Lots L6 &
I7, exe E 10' Lot 47,

E 10' Lot L7, all L& & L9, : i,
Lots 50 & 51 & edj % Lot 52, 1,

Lots 53 & Sl & adj % Lot 52,

North 1l13.58' Lot 11, RFPLAT SPRING ACRES

South 143.57!' Lot 11,

Tokil2,

% Constance Beech Adams,
10500 Oakmont Dr.,
85351

Sun City, Ariz.
S lara M. Barksdale
1539 Northeast Parkway 67208 |

S Eert A. & Marian R. Crowder,
/ 9012 E. 29th St., i |
Tulsa, Okla. 7129

S thel Van Zandt
1533 Northeast Parkway 67208 |

§ Oliver C, & Lucille Thurow,
/1521 Hortheast Parkwag ATE
7208

S Vera M. Evans

Nedra Evans Fleeger, Jt
1216 Northeast Parlway 57208

S:/'reorge D, & Buena Mae Shike,
3

509 Northeast Parkwaxé 3ux
720

5 M. Mollohan
/ H. ii. Beech, it.

1734 N, Hillside 67208

DMar erite Mollohan

173l N. Hillside 67208

<SAlbert R. & liattie G, Parker
508 Floberta 67208 ux

> Jilidan T, & Candace Buser,
151l Floberta 67208 ux

S ichard D. & Marilyn Rust, u
1520 Floberta 67208 .

1l ichard L, Eaton
w / S/iszé Floberta 67208

enneth P. Stewart
ar jorie F. Stewart, ux
h1 Spring Dr. 67208

/ arold . & Naney H, Bacl,
1137 spring Cr. £7208

/ Sam E., % Elenore Rudd, ux
skoo E, 13th st 57208




Lot 13, REPLAT SPRING ACRES. \//:T H. & Mildred J. Marcus, ux
1115 Spring Dr. 67208

Block 1, Fourth Addition tc Lambsdale excspt: Eeg at HW cor; th South
583 £t M/L to N 1line of 12th St th E along N line sd 12th St extended
East, 800 ft; th North.arl to W line Blk 1, 583,7 £t M/L to N line

sd Blk 1; th % along N line sd Blk 1 to N cor sd blk and pt of beg .
and the fol: BEAL, ;
A tract in the NW 1/4 of Sec. 13, Twp. 27-§, R-1-E, described as beginning

20 feet north of the N.\. Corner of Lot 1, Block 11, Second Addition

to Lambsdale, Wichita, Kansas: thence south 330 feet to the 5.W. Corner

of Lot 4, in said Block 11; thence scuthwesterly 174, 9 feet to the S.W.

Corner of Lot 6, in said Block 11; thence southwesteriy along the westerly

line of said Bleck 11, and the westerly line of Binck 6, Third Addition to
Lambsdale, Wichita, Kansas, a distance of 1102, 45 feet; thence south

along the west line of said Block 6, 538.357 feat more or less to the south

line of the NE 1/4 of the SW 1/4 of the NW 1/4 of said Sec. 13; thence

west 510 feer, more or less to the S.W. Corner of said NE 1/4 of the SW

1/4 of the NW 1/4 of said Sec. 13; thence north along the east line of the

W 1/2 of the W 1/2 of said NW 1/4, 799.78 feet to a point 1190 feet south

of the north line of said NW 1/4; thence east parzllel with the north line

of said NW 1/4 and along the south line of said Fcurth Addition to Lambsdale,
319 feet more or less to a point 310 feet northwesterly from and measured

at right angles to the westerly line of said Block 6, Third Addition to

Lambsdale; thence northeasterly along the easterly line of said Fourth

Addition to Lambsdale, 895 feet, more or less; thience northeasterly along

the east line © said Addition, 194,97 fzet, more or less; thence north

along the eas. line of said Addition 240 feer o a peint 310 feet west of

beginning; thence east 310 feet to the place 6f beginning,

z )Claude R. Lambe

Pauline Parks Lambe, ux
1313 Union Nat'l Bank Bldg.
67202

Dated at Wichita, Kansas this 12th day of September,
1973 at 7:00 A. M.

FIDELI E COMPANY, INC.
By

Vi OEM

Tracer # 21200




roRM 223.021 PAYMENT NOTICE

City of Wichita &
"PAY AT TREASURER'S OFFICE - FIRST FLOOR
Bldg & Elev. Elec. Elev. Tnsp. Exam. Fees
Hse. Mvr. Hse. Moving Licse. Mech.
011 well Pav. Cuts Plan. Plbg. Cert.
Banitation Sewer Slgs Sidewalk
Street Trailer e
WESCRIPTION AMOUNT
= ey
Name
Address
Tpe Due Date
Commen ts:
Date




T

1
i
g
i
!
!

S o S A

e




