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summary Report
on
Refuse Disposal and Landfill Site Hearings
in the Metropolitan Area

In accordance with instructions from the Board of Ccity Commis-—
sioners and the City Manager, and with the concurrence of the
Planning Commission, the Metropolitan Area Planning Department
prepared a report entitled "Refuse Disposal in the Wichita Metro-
politan Area ", fThis report concerned the problems of a short-
range and a long-range method of refuse disposal in the Metro-
politan Area. Major recommendations in the report were:

a. Utilize the sanitary landf£ill method for refuse
disposal as both a short-range and a long-range
solution to the disposal problem.

Utilize a two-site disposal system; pairing sites
generally on opposite sides of the Urbanized Area.

Work toward a county-wide system of refuse col-
lection and disposal whereby all existing open
dumps would be closed and all collection vehicles
operating in the county would be controlled.

Select two sites from among five pairs recommended
for use in the immediate future as landfill areas.

The report was presented in full to a public meeting of the City
Commission, County Commission and pPlanning Commission in a joint
meeting on January 16, 1964. At this meeting the Planning Com-
mission took the following actions, concurred in by the City and
County Commissions sitting "en banc":

a. The short-range solution was approved as recom-
mended. It was agreed that "short range” should
generally be considered as a period of five years.

The Department was directed to advertise for pub-
1lic hearing those sites included in all five pairs
recommended for consideration.

Seven sites were included among the five pairs recommended. These
were:

a. DR 64=2, 93 acres, located inside the City of
Wichita on MacArthur Road west of Hydraulic
(Extension of the existing "Chapin” site).




phery,

e. CU-72,
phery,
f. cu-74,
phery,
g. CU-76,
phery,

b. cu-7s,
phery, at 55th Street South and West Street.

o) a

b €9
140 acres, located in the 3-miie peri-

€. CU-73 - 146 acres, located in the 3-mile peri-

at 13th and Hoover.

d. DR 64-1, 117 acres, located inside the City of
Wichita, at 29th Street North and Hillside.

160 acres, located in the 3-mile peri-
at 37th Street North ang Rock Road.

160 acres, located in the 3-mile peri-
at 55th Street South and Oliver.

203 acres, located in the 3-mile peri-
between Clifton and the River, south of

55th Street South.

Of the above seven (7) sites, five (5) are so located as to be con-
trolled by the Sedgwick County Zoning Resolution.
located as to be controlled by the City of Wichita Zoning Ordinance.

Two (2) are so

The sites in the 3-mile periphery require, before their use as
sanitary landfill sites, approval of Conditional Use" under Sec-
tion 11.F of the County Zoning Resolution. This section requires
the Planning Commission to hold a public hearing and make a recom-
mendation to the County Commission for final action.

The sites in the City Require, before their use as sanitary landfill
sites, approval by the Board of City Commissioners under Section
28.04.180A8 of the Code of the City of Wichita. Aas such, a hear-
ing by the Planning Commission was not required, but such was held
after full notice was given as requested by the City Commission.

After due notice by advertising and individual mailed notice to
broperty owners within 1000 feet, the Planning Commission held a
hearing on the seven (7) sites listed on March 5, 1964.
time, after hearing proponents ang opponents; and after consider-
ing each of the sites in the light of the report, "Refuse Disposal
in the Wichita Metropolitan Area", the Planning Commission made the
following recommendations (Minutes attached as Exhibit 1):

At that

a. To the County Commission:

1. Disapprove the use of Sites CU-73, CU-74 and CU-75
as landfill areas.

2. Approve the use of Sites CU-72 and CU-76 as landfill
areas, subject to specifically listed conditions
(attached hereto as Exhibit 2).




-~ )
' b. To the Ci\_y' Commission: L 4
1. Disapprove the use of Site DR 64-1 as a landfill
area.

2. Approve the use of Site DR 64-2 as a landfill
area subject to specifically listed conditions
(attached hereto as Exhibit 3).

The Planning Commission also directed that two additional sites
be advertised for public hearing; these being:

a. CU-77, 116 acres, located in the 3-mile peri-
phery, at 29th Street North and West Street.

b. CU-78, 240 acres, located in the 3-mile peri-
phery, at 47th Street South and Rock Road.

After due notice, public hearing was held on the application for
a Conditional Use permit on the above two sites; such hearing
being held on April 2, 1964. After hearing proponents and oppon-
ents and carefully considering the sites, the Planning Commission
recommended to the County Commission that both sites be disap-
proved for use as sanitary landfill sites (Minutes attached as
Exhibit 4).

Recommendations regarding all sites in the 3-mile periphery were
presented to the Board of County Commissioners for ac¢tion on
April 16, 1964. After hearing from all who wished to speak:;
after considering protest petitions submitted; after considering
the recommendations of the Planning Commissions of the Cities of
Derby and Haysville recommending disapproval of sites in their
areas of interest; and after considering the recommendation of
the County Zoning Administrator that Sites CU-72 and CU-76 be
disapproved; the Board of County Commissioners took action

a. To disapprove Sites CU-72 and CU-76, not concur-
ring with the recommendation of the Planning
Commission;

b. To disapprove Sites CU-73, CU-74, CU-75, CU-77
and CU-78 as recommended by the Planning Com-
mission.

Thus, the seven sites located in the 3-mile periphery, controlled
by the Sedgwick County Zoning Resolution, may no longer be con-

sidered as possible landfill sites unless and until new Conditional

Use Applications and hearings are initiated. The only sites re-
maining for consideration are those located inside the city limits
of Wichita.

e




Conclusions
In summary, the following actions have been taken with respect
to specific sites advertised for hearing:

a. Sites CU-72 and CU-76, recommended for approval
by Planning Commission, disapproved by County
Commission.

Sites CU-73, CU-74, CU-75, CU-77 and CU-78
recommended for disapproval by Planning Commis-
sion, disapproved by County Commission.

Site DR 64-2, recommended for approval by
Planning Commission.

d. Site DR 64-1, Recommended for disapproval by
Planning Commission.

Planning Commission public hearing and recommenda-
tions noted in (c) and (d) immediately above are
to be considered as informal since they are not
required by thc Zoning Ordinance; and final action
regarding those recommendations should be taken by
the City Commission as it deems advisable.
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C_ELS.E_EE?;.,ER 64-2 - Initiated by planning commission for con
sideration as Bossibler_l;@hd_f_gl_]l_gjﬁg. ¢he area beginning at

a point 20 feet E of the sw corner of the SBY of the sEk of
the Swy of Section 10, Township 28 south, Range 1 East:
thence N parallel to the W line of said 1/4 to the N line

of said SE4 of the swy of said gection 10; thence w parallel
to said N line to the W line of the swy of Section 10;

thence south along s2 id W line a distance of 290 feet; thence
g and parallel to the S line of said swh a distance of 1270
feet; thence S parallel to the W line of said SWj a distance
of 974.5 feet: thence E to the point of beginning. Genexally
located on the n__ﬂrt._h,_s__._ide,ef_;.m;séﬁ.m;:: foad and west of the
Ransas Turnpike.

cCase No. cu-74 - fnitiated by planning commission for can~
sideration for possible 1andfill site, the swy of Section 24,
Township 28 south, Range 1 East. Gdep_gf_a_é}x_n}lgg_a}gg_gg__g_hg
northeast cOEner of 01£gg§ﬂa_ng’_§§1:_l_1__,§t_ggg_g_§gggp.

case No. CU-786 - fnitiated by planning Commission for con—
sideration for gg_sdgg_l__e__};andfi}‘}__site, a tract beginning at
the NE corner of the swy of the 5wy of Section 26, Township
28 South, Range 1 East; thence W aleong the N iine of said
swyi to a point seg8 feet E of the §W corner of said sk
thence S parallal to the E line of gai@ Swy a distance of
58.3 feet; thence swWly 570 fect to a point omn the W line of
said Swy; said point being 140 feet S of the NW corner:
thence SWly to a point on the left bank of the Arkansas River,
said point peing 850 feet § of the N Line of Government Lot
2 in the WE% of section 27 pownship 28 south, Range 1 East:
thence Sly and Ely along gpid left bank to the E line of the
wy of the Wy ; thence N to the point of beginnind, except for
that portion dedicated as clifton Avenue. generall cated
in an area south of §§5§_§§59g_§_§95g\_ and west

case No. cu-175 - fnitiated by Planning commission for consid-
eration for goasiblg_;g‘gdfi \ site, the w4 of Section 25,

Township 28 South, Range ] West lying west of the west line

of the Big pitch Cowskin Floodway as condemned in condemnation
case #A-29459. Generally located at the 20 theast corner of

West Street and 55th SLic t_south.

case N _._ﬂl_)__l_?.ﬁ:k - fnitiated by planning commission for con~
sideration as Eggg}y;g_ga_ngg‘i;; te, that portion of the SE%
of Secticen 34, Township 26 south, Range 1 East lying S of
the § line of the Missouri pacific Railroad right-of~way and
all that portion of the NEY% of seccion 3, Townehip 27 South.
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Planning mmlss

Mayrch & Afternoon Meetingi

EDMONDS pointed out that € aning Departmer
cates that it is believed the sanitary landfill op tion
utilized without adverse affects to the area oxr residents in wnl
located, provided that specific conditions of operations are fol=
lowed to minimize or eliminate the possibility of unsightly con-
¢itions, odors, rodents, water pollution, etc. Many areas 1in the
United States have used landfill methods to an ad tage to the
public, where parks have been created industrial lands been cre-
ated, or lands been reclaimed fxom lakeshores, whereib ¢ ecific
practices were imposed and followed.

EDMONDS referred to various maps of earch area and pointed out
existing land use and particular conditions applicable to each
area. With respect to Site £22 (CU-14 - Generally located at the
northeast corner of Oliver and 55th Street Soath), he stated chat
within the last few days it has learned that McConnell Air Force
expects to install sometime this year a navigation installation
which would reguire that no metals be within 1,000 feet of that
installation. This installation is planned to be in the area south
of the present runway and would mean that the major portion of this
proposed site could not be used. He noted also that the owner of
property immediately north of Site #22 has indicated that his
property would be available for landfill purposes. This might be
far enough from the runway to be usable so far as the installation
proposed by the Air Force. EDMONDS pointed out also that the Air
Rase Officials have indicated that property located to the east
of Site #22 (Sites 20 and 21} would not interfere with its install-
ation. They are not before the Commission for public hearing
today. however.

EDMONDS pointed out also with respect to Site #22 cu-74) that
the Derby Planning Comnmission has recommended this site not be
approved for landfill.

With respect to Site %3 (Cu-76 - Generally located in an area
south of 55th Street South and west of Clifton}, there
division within this area bui mestly undeveloped. The
ning Commission and Haysville Planning Commisgsion have
mended that this site not be approved

EDMONDS said it is recommended with respect Lo cite #17 (Dr-
64 -1 - Generally located on both sides of 29th et North in an
area west of Hillside}, it is recommended that
used, it be done with the view of i iming i ¢ some 8pC
public use, such as park ares, and t the south 300 feet
not be utilized and that it be cres v double
protect the residential area to the
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2head on the two sites within the city limits. MC CLURE said he
understood the Planning Commission had some jurisdiction in this
respect. The Chairman pointed out that the City Commission had
considered it desirable that the Planning Commission consider all
possible sites. 1In this respect, EDMONDS pointed out that one of
the sites within the city limits has been outside the city until
fairly recent, and the other {DR 64-2 - North side of MacArthur
west of Kansas Turnpike) was considered and recommended for dis-
approval last summer.

RALPH WULZ, Director of Public Works, said that his Department
has on several occasions recommended sites to the City Commission
but that the City Ccmmission considered it dasirable to have the
Planning Commission consider the matter. Concerning the manner
in which sites will be operated, WULZ said it is propesed to
Operate them according to standards developed by the American Pub-
lic Works Association and the United States Deparitment of Public
Health, which specifications are covered in this report.

WULZ continued that the method of operation is a matter of
economics and that it is not difficult to operate in an accept-
able manner if funds are made available for such operation. He
felt the proposed increase in fges covered by the ordinance
referred to by the City Manager, would go a long way in ensuring
the operation in a manner recommended by the American Public
Works Association and the United States Depariment of Public Health.

In reply to a question by LAW, WULZ said he did not think
that proper operation at the Present site would be a burden on the
surrounding residents. He noted alse that the Planning Depart-
ment has suggested a screening of 300 feet along the south of
Site #17 at 29th Street North and Hillside, as protection to
residences.

WULZ pointed out also that the operating budget has been in-
creased substantially for the current vear's operation {from
$65,000 last year to $129,000 budget for this year) which should
improve the method of operating a landfill area. HARRIS observed
that with the operation of two sites it is doubtful that what is
budgeted would be sufficient. WuLz agreed that perhaps the oper-
ation of two sites would be slightly higher than budgeted.

WULZ referred to a sand pPit location at 21st Street and Meri-
dian, which the city filled several years ago. The City had
practically no objection from the surrounding area 2z a result of
that operation. Although it was not a true sanitary landfill oper-
ation because it involved filling of a pit, it was carried on in
a manner that was not objectionable.
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Another sand pit was at McLean and Meridian, which received
more objection from the area, but which was concluded successg-
fully.

KRATZER inquired whether Sites 20 and 21 (northwest corner of
47th Street South and Rock Road) would be ruled outbecause of haul
distance. WULZ observed that it would be a little farther than |
those under consideration at this time. He noted that haul costs
could be reduced to some extent through use of a transfer station.

LAW felt that cost domparison should be considered. He noted ;
that economics are argued against the incinerator method, but that | 2
economics are not considered in respect to landfill. He noted | :
that the actual cost of any of the sites is acquisition of land,

Plus length of time it can be used, distance of haul ete, He |
pointed out that if a transfer station is used then a diasposal
site would be much farther out, and inquired how much the hawl

costs would be reduced. WULZ said it would be reduced substantially
and that much consideration has been given to this factor He
pointed out that it would depend on the location of the landfill i :
and location of the transfer station with relation to the pick- P
up area. He estimated that through the sigle transfer station
the City alone,could save approximately $30,000 per year in collee-

tion costs.

LAW pointed out that everyone is interested in a p
tion of sanitary landfill, but noted that WULZ gualifi
remarks based on budget, and that there is no guarantee
proper operation of a site can be carried out. WULZ ac
unless his Department is provided with adeguate funds
a site as it should be, then a desirab operation cannot
He pointed out also that up to this time adequate funds h B
been provided.

opera-

LAW referred to the possibility of funds obtained through an

increase in charges, as provided in the ordinance rece ntly passed

on first reading by the City Commission, be diverted for some other
purpose.

The Chairman pointed out that apparently other cities have bheen
able to operate a sanitary lendfill without adversely affecting
the public health and with a minimum of inconvenience; the satis-
factory operation is controlled by the budget, and if the ci
want a proper hauling and disposal of refuse, they should
pared to pay the proper fees.

izens
> pre-
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WULZ pointed out that the governing body has _ndicated 1its
awareness of the problem by substantially jincreasing the budget
and through its adoption for ipcrease of fees, both collection and
disposal beginning with next year.

(The Chairman declared a 5-minute recess
at 3:20 p.m.)

JENNINGS pointed out ghat it is possible in view of what

might be 1imited funds, that after a2 site 1s approved the condi-
tions to such approval, might not pe possible to carry oute
EDMONDS noted that in such a case the enforcing officers of the
city and county would have the right to cloge down the operation.
1t was noted that conditions to approval perhaps could not be made
to apply to a site within the city limits, but that conditions for
operation should be a part of the basic recommendation on city
sites.

The Chairman asked for general comments from anyone in the
audience-

JOHN BLAIR, attorney for the 1ndependent Re fuse Haulers Associ-
ation, said that they have peen actively interested and engaged in
for many months along with the City and County Jepartments. He

was doubtful that a transfer stetion would be desirable - it

would still require a 1andfill site somewhere and there will

still be unhappy residents nearby. He spoke in support of two
gites which would relieve traffic at any one site, and that while
there would be extra costs, it would be borne by all because every~
one does have trash to dispose of.

JOHN BALL expressed concern for the fact that apparently the
pr.edominant wind direction has not bsen considered in choosing
possible sites, noting that a 1andfill site in the nerth end is
not going to improve the existing problem of odors from the stock
yard area. He wondered whether the traffic problem which would
be created has been considered in relation to each of the sites.

EDMONDS said the traffic problem has been considersd and that
there will be 2 certain number of vehicles each day to and from
any site that is chosen. As for prevailing winds, EDMONDS pointed
out that it hae been stated there would be no odors if a proper
landfill operation is carried out

BALL referred to the fact that roads in the vicinity of Site
#17 {DR 64-1 - both sides of 29th Street North in an area west of
Hillsi de) are in such condition that one can nardly travel with

a private automobile and extra refuse truck traffic 1 certainly

e ———C —-
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not help the situation. He was concerned also with the fact that
while it may be planned to operate landfill according to recom—
mended practices, there is no assurance or guarantee that it will
be done. He noted that much cof the opposition in any area would

e withdrawn if someone had the authority to assure the residents
that it would be properly operated. BALL indicated he had no objec-
tion to the proposed increase 1n refuse fees, but was opposed to
having his property exposed to additional reduction in value

He 4id not think the landfill method is the solution.

ROGER WILSON, Chairman of the Haysville Planning Commigsion,
caid that Commission felt landfill was probably the best approach
at the present time, but was opposed to Sites #5 and #9 cu-76 at
55th Street South and clifton, and CU-75 at West Street and 55th
Street South] because of possible water pollution.

With respuct ko possible water pollution, EDMONDS felt that
any site selected should be core-drilled to determine the location
of the present water table, and, toc, there should be at least 2
fest between the water table and refuse disposed of at a site.

WILSON said that this was pointed out at the meeting of the
Haysville Planning commission but they were not convinced. He
noted also that with respect to the area at 55th Street South and
West Street, the water table fluctuates considerably -

WILSON pointed out also that the Master Plan for Haysville
provides that the area along the floodway, insofar as possible,
should be kept for open space of one type or another. 1f CU-15

is used, then it should be made available for public cpen space
when the landfill is completed.

LAW noted that it could be advantageous to the City of Hays-—
ville to have the City of Wichita a the property and after
landfill operation wasg complete, ive an excellent
opportunity to acquire it as a

MRS. FANNY JANTZ 2617 North Chautauqua, 2 d if a property
owner who felt a sanitary landfi operation W not being properly
operated, would nhave protection OF he succesaful 1in having the
operation closed down. MRS. J aaid she had lived close to
such areas and knew what nuisances they can create. AW explained
that the Planning Commission can give no such as wce; that the
people affected should take such into considerati at the ne:t
city election.

The Chairman referred to condit
mended be attached to «ny approve
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sanitary landfill which shall serve as & plan and
specification for operation of the sanitary landfill at
this site. Such plan shall be approved prior to the
commencement of operation by the governing body having
jurisdiction over the zoning of this tract.

Shelter, with sanitary handwashing and toilet facili-
ties, shall be provided for landfill employees.

Within six months of the beginning of operations at
this site, the said Sanitation Division shall pro-

vide @ plan for the manner in which the surface of the
site will be finished upon cessation of operations;
such plan will be approved by the governing body having
jurisdiction over the roning of this tract.

In discussing the above conditions, TROUT suggested it might
be desirable to provide in No. 9 that upon cessation of iandfill
operations, the site should become a public park. Further, that
a condition be added to provide that necessary budget reserve be
provided to accomplish the program outlined; a&nd further, that
certification from the Health Depariment that it is being proper-
ly operated in accordance with the conditional use permit.

HARRYS suggested the inspection by the Health Department be
on the basis of quarterly inspection, and if the operation is not
in compliance, then it could be declared invalid.

JENNINGS pointed out that it might be advisable to include as
one of the conditions to approval, that all access roads be im-
proved to minimigze dust and problems caused by bad weather condi-
tions. EDMONDS remarked that all sites are not on hard surfaced
rosds. The Chairman agreed that it should be suggested that hard-
surfacing would be desirable. HARRIS noted thac if the site is
in the City or County, then the proper commission can analyze the
road condition before they accept that site; he felt it should be
specified that it be an all-waather road.

ANDERSON suggestcd that the Health Department submit a copy
of its report to the County Attorney since it is his function to
see that all laws and regulations are enforced. HARRIE agreed
with this suggestion.

VIRGIL MC NEAL, 3851 South Hydraulic, on behalf of himself and
the congregation of Ark Valley Christian Church, which {3 in the
area of the Chapin Site presently used as a landfill, spoke con-
cerning the fact that refuse is strewn along the highway because
of trucks not being covered as required by city ovdinance. He
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pointed out that the church people have attempted to keep their
property up in good condition and to continue a landfill site 1n

this particular area will certainly not enhance the church property

and the efforts of its congregation.

WULZ referred to the suggestion that upon cessation of a land-

fill operation the site should become a public park, and pointed
out that one of the sites to be considered is zoned industrially
Ha pointed out also that at one time the Park Department rejected
a site as a result of landfill operations because a site in that
particular location was not needed.

The Chairman noted that it might be best to indicate that park

use is preferred, or some other public use, or that disposition
of the tract be made in the best way possible.

TROUT noted that completed landfill pites are not adaptable
to all uses and that open space, Or park use igs the primary use
and most practical as a rule. He felt that at least 1in some of
the areas being considered, it would be reasonable for eventual
park use. He thought it would be hard to find an area where &
park isn't needed, but said he had no objection to an amendment
as suggested.

MOTION: HARRIS moved, ANDERSON second and it
carried unanimously that the following condi-
tions be established in the approval of any
sanitary landfill:

1. Sanitary landfills shall be
according to the "Refuse Disposi t
Ragulations™, by Ralph .J. Black, Seni
Engineer, United States Department ¢
published in the "Ameri Public Works 1961
Yearbook”, and as modified by conditions 2 and 3
below.

2. The sanitary landfill shall be so consat
operated that there will be 2 feet of paratio
between the bottom of the fill and the average
elevation of the ground water table. The average
elevation of the water table shall be det mined
by & Geological Survey of the site and shall be
recorded on the plan submitted for appro
outlined in Item No. 7

val

3. Provisions shall be
the fill material 01
pacted final covering of

1 by
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inches to 2 feet deep over the fill and graded for
proper drainage. Intermittent layers of landfill
shall be covered with 6 to 8 inches of compacted
aarth cover material daily.

Tha disposal of hazardous solids ang liguids, chro-
mium compounds or radiocactive waste shall be pro-
hibited.

Burning of refuse shall be prohibited.

The immediate working area, consisting of at least 10
acres shall be enclosed with a 6-Foot high chain-link
type fence, supported on steel posts with three strands
of barbed wire above. The fence shall be expanded or
moved at such times as are necessary to keep the work-
ing area enclosed at all times. Entrance and exit
gates shall be installed and kept locked at all times
other than the posted hours of operatinn of the land-
£111.

The Sanitation Division of the Department of Public
Works of the City of Wichica shall provide for topo-
graphical and engineering surveys of the site to estab-
lish the final grade for the landfill the drainage
pattern, the location of entrances, exits, haul roads
acceesory buildings, utilitics, the depth of the
ground water table and other features necessary for
the proper operation of the sanitary landfill! which
shall serve as a plan and specification for oparation
of the sanitary landfill at this site. Such plan
shall be approved pr.or to the commencement of opera-
tion by the governing body having jurisdiction over the
zoning of this tract,

Shelter, with sanitary handwashing and toilet facili-
ties, shall be provided for landfill employees.

Within six months of the beginning of operations at
this site, the said Sanitation Division shill provide
a plan for the manner in which the surface of the
site will be finished upon cessation of operations:
such plan will be approved by the governing body
having jurisdiction over the zoning of this tract.

HNo sanitary landfill operation shall he conducted
within 75 feet of the half section line.

The Wichita-Sedgwick County Health Department shall
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inspect said site quarterly and shall submit a report
of each inspection to the County Attorney for his
review.

N1

- Upon the completion of said sanitary landfill operation
for said site, the use of the land shall be for a public
park; however, in the event it is determined khat a
public park or open space is not needed, then other
uses may be considered.

P

13. Roads leading to the site shal' be hasd surfaced all-
weather roads.

l4. The governing bodies shall provide an adequate budget
and funds to provide for the operation of the landfill
site as herein described.

(Time 4:20 p.m.)

HARRIS stated that be would abstain from discussion and voting
on individual sites,

The Chairman pointed out that since the Air Base has indicated
that the use of Site #22 (CU-T74 northeast corner of Oliver and
55th Street South) would interfere with their operations, perhaps
the Commission could take action on that application first.

No one was present to speak in favor of this application.

MOTION: LAW moved, TROUT seconded and it carried
unanimously &s to those voting (Harris abstained)
that Site #22 (CU-74) be deleted from further con-~
sideration.

The Chairman suggested that Site #5 (CU-76 - south of 55th
Strecst South and west of Clifton) be considered next noting also
that Derby and Haysville Planning Commissions have recomaended it
not be approved. EDMONDS read into the record an excerpt from the
Derby Planning Commission minutes related to CU-74 and CU-76. as
follows:

"Minutes of Derby Planning Commission Meeting - February
27, 1964. -—==- At 8:00 p.m. a preliminary hearing was
held for the Wichita-Sedgwick County request for a condi-
tional use permit to establish sanitary landfill sites {1
at the northeast corner of Oliver and 55th Street (Case
No. CU-74); and {2} south of 55th Street South and west
of Clifton (Case No. CU-76). Nearly sixty adjacent
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. It was his contention that in view of the proximity of the residen-

tial development, drainage factors, and the fact that it cannot be
operated properly with the amount of money allocated to the City,
that a site farther out and away from residential properties should
be considered. He pointed out also that one of the criteria in
choosing a site is public reaction. He submitted a number of pro-
test petitions.

MRS. ERNEST LOGAN, 2619 North Estelle, spoke concerning the
traffic hazard that children in the area would be subjected to.
She commented that this particular area is in need of park facili-

ties.

MRS. PAUL PATTERSON, 3133 Ethel, felt that there is sure to be
odor involved in the operation of the £ill. sShe felt the proposed
300 feet suggested for screening would be insufficient to atford
protection to the residences. It was her cpinion there would be
many people move from the area if this site is chosen for a land-
f£fill operation.

MOTION: LAW moved, ANDERSON seconded that
Site #17 (DR 64-1, both sides of 29th Street
North in an area west of Hillside), be deleted
from further consideration. Motion carried by
a vote of 4 in faver (Law, Anderson, Jennings
and Kratzer)and 2 opposed (Trout and Duganj.

TROUT pointed out that this site is rated as one of the best
according to the reafuse study prepared by the Department, based on
the criteria used.

HARRIS WAS EXCUSED FROM THE MEETING (5 p.m.}

The Chairman called for disuussion of Site #18 (CU-72, southwest
corner of 37th Street North and Rock Road). No one appeared to
speak either in support or in opposition to this site.

EDMONDS reported thet a letter of protest from Roatzel Jochems
had been received, in which oppositicn was expressed.

MOTION: LAW moved Lhat Site #18 {CU-72, south-
west corner of 37th Street Horth and Rock Road)
be deleted from consideration inasmuch as it is
farther out and would mean additional hauling
costs, and also this site was referred to as

one which would rsguire a tranafer station, and
it is not compatible with the Guided Growth Pro-
gram. {This motion was nct seconded.)




ANDERSON pointed out that there is apparently no deep-rooted
opposition. He suggested that if this siie {#18 at 37th Street
North and Rock Road) and Site #5 (CU-75 at 55th Street South 2nd
Cclifton) could be submitted to the County Commissioners there
apparently would not be a stampede of opposition, and for that
reason he did not want to see Site #18 (CU-72, at Rock Road and
37th Street North! deleted from further consideration.

LAW agreed, and urged again that the sites be considered as
pairs rather than singly. The Chairman pointed out that the gtaff
has indicated that sites do not have to be paired ag outlined in
the report - that any site to the north and any site to the soukh
could be considered as a pair.

MOTION: ANDERSON moved, KRATZER seconded and
it carried by a vote of 4 in favor (Andgrson
Kratzer, Dugan and Trout) and 1 opposed (I
that Site #18 (CU-72) southw cornexr of
Street North and Rock Road) be retained for
further consideration. JENNINGS abstained
from discussicn or voting on this site.

The Chairman called for discussicn on Site #19 (I 64~-2, gen-
erally located on the north side of MacArthur Road and west of the
Kansas Turnpike) .

No one appearsd to speak in gupport of this application.

DWANE SCHMIDT, attoraey representing Builders, Inc., 3 developex
in this area, spoke in oppesition. He said he believed this site
to be the highest priced as far as acre price is concexne and he
asked that the Commission take that faet into consideration.

KENNETH MYERS, on behaif of Arkansas Valley Chrigtian Chuxch,
3851 South Hydraulic, and a number of residents in the area, submit-
ted a petition containing 57 signatures. He suggested a landfill
gite should be outside the city limits of Wichita where there would
be less objection. He pointed out also that in many communities
private landfill operations arve carried on. under requirecments
established by the City or County authorities, and that perhaps that
should be given consideration.

MOTION: TROUT noved, LAY secconded and it carried
unanimously that Site #19 (DR 64-2, north side of
MacArthur Road and west of the Kansas Turnpike)
be retained for further consideration.

The Chairman called for disucmion of Site #9 (CU-75, generally
located at the southeast corner of West Street and th Street
South} .
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EXHIBIT #2

Conditions of Approval for CU-72 and CU-76
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No screening requirements were made, but it was
recommended that no sanitary landf£ill operation
shall be _t?onducted within 75 feet of the half

gection lines.

cu-76

All of the land shall be reguired for operation
of the site, including the Subdivision therein:
exclusion of the Subdivision shall re-

quire revised conditions, including

sereening and sethack of operational area.




EXHIBIT #3

Conditions of Approval for DR 64-2

Sanitary landiills shall be designed and operated
Y 9 3

according to “he “Refuse Dispomzal Stendards and
Reguletions® by Ralph . Black, Se

Engineer, United States Department

published in © “Mmerican Publie Works 1961
Yearbook”. and as modified by Conditions Z and 3

below,

The sanitary landfill shall be so constructed
and operated thet there will be 2 feet of separa-
tion between the bottom of the fill and the aver-
age elevation of the ground water tahle

average elevation of the water table

determined by & Geological Survey of thsa

shall be recorded on the plan submitted

approval az cutlined in Ytem No. 7 balow,

Provisions shall be made to minimize leaching
through the f£ill naterial from rainfall by pro-
viding a compacted final covering of selected

earth from 18 inches to 2 feat deeP ov the fill

end graded for proper drainace intermittent




4,

6.

74

layers of lanafill shaly be covered with 6 to &

inches of compacted earth cover Makerial daily,

The disposal of hazardous Bolids and Liguids,
chromium campounds or radicactive waste shall

be prohibited

Burning of refuse shall be pProhibited.

The immediate working area, conststing of at
least 10 acres shall be encloged with a 6-faot
high chain-link t¥pe fence, zupportsd on steel
POBts with three strancy of barbed wire above,
The fsnce shall be axpanded or moved at such
times as are Decessary to keap the working area
enclosed at all times. Entranca and exit gates
shall be inmtalled ana kept lockod ax =131 timeg
other than the posted hours of operavicn of the

landfill

The Sanitaticn Division of the Department of
Public Works of the City of Wichita shal) Pro-
vide for topographical and engineering surveys
of the site to establish the final grade for

the landfill, the drairage pattern, the location




of entrances, exits. haul roads, accessory build-
ings, utilities, the depth of the ground weter

table and other features necessary for the proper
cperation of the sanitary landfill which shall serve
as & plan and specification for operstion of the
sanitary landfill at this mite., Such plan shall be
approved pricr to the commencement of operation by

the governing body having jurisdiction over the zoning
of this tract,

Shelter, with sanitaxy handwashing and toilet

facilities. shall be provided for landfill

enployees.

Within six months of the beginning of operations
at this site the said Sanitation Pivision shall
provide a plan for the manner in which the sur-

face of the site will be finished upon cemsation

of operations; such plan will be approved by the

governing body having jurisdiction over the zoning

of this tract.

No sanitary landfill operation shall be conducted

within 75 feet of *the half section lines.




The Wichita -Sedgwick Courty Health Department shall
inspect said site guarterly and shall submit a2 re-
port of each inspection to the County Attorney for
his review. In the event the guariexiy xepcrt mnace

the Wichita-Sedguwick County Heal

dicates or chows & failure ox non-

conditions attached, and in

compliance continues for a pericd of 20
the report, » Conditional Use Permit
until such time as there has besn full

with all conditions attached.

Upon the completion

ation for said site,
public park; however, in the eveni
termined that a public park or apen 8Spd

needed, then other uses may be considerad.

Roads leading to the site she

weather roads.

The governing bodies shall provide an adequate budget

funds to provide for the opesration of the landfill

site as herein described.




15. DR 64-2 i . S5

a. Screening, consistinc of a double row of 'Lom- 5

bardy Poplar Trees", shall be placed at approx-
imately 6-—2601;: centers on the south whers the
sits ig adjacent to MacArthur Read and along'

any residential or commercial developments.

No sanitary landfill oparations shall be per-
formed neazer than 300 feet to any vesidential

or commercial developmant.




EXHIBIT #4

APRIL 2, 1964 MINUTES |

BOTION: JENNINGS moved, ANDERSOH seconded and
it carried unanimously as to those voting that
the Planning Commission recommand to the County
Commission that this application be denied,

HARRIS abstained from discussion or voting, SR

ANDERSON expreseed grave concern with respect o aisposal of
refuse, He suggested there has been a breakdown in education as
to what constitutes a proper operation of & sanitary landfill ox
the public does not trust the governing bedies to live up to the
condit ions proposed toc be attached o any approved site.

KRATZER suggested that in view of the number of sites which’
have beéen considered and disapproved, it seemed logilcal that the
Commispion loaok fox a suitable land#fill site farther from the city,
in a rural area relatively unpopulated. In wiew of the additionzl
costs inwvolved in farther haulage distance, he wondered if the
Commiseion should ask the governing bodies for fuxther direction
concexning consideration of sites farther Zrom the city,

HARRIS pointed out that the Tefuse report indicated that the =
additional cost of hauling approximated $30, 000 per mile annually,
and the total budget suggested for refuse disposal is arcund $150,000
per yoar, sco 10 miles more haulage distance would create ajroblem with ;
respect to budget., If the metropolitan area is geing to use sanitary =
landfill method it has to be within the immediate environs of the city
with a minimum hauling distance. e

JENNINGS noted that a transfer station would be necessary if a
site is chosen farther than those already considared. LV

The Chairman commented ¢hat 9 or 10 sgites were chosen in the
beginning which gualified under the criteria proposed by the Planning
pepartment and the Health Department; the Planning Commisalion has
considered those sites and recomnended that three be appreved and
that the otherz be denied for sanitary landfill asites, He considered
that the Planning Commissgion has fulfilled ilts cbligation in the
matter of consideratien and recommendation with respect to landfill
sites,

NEPETIN TN S e

L
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ZONING
Hew Cagnan

10, gCasme No . Cu-77 Initiated by Planning Commission for_gop-
Bideration ap possible landfil) site. for the W% of the NBY
of Section Z, Twownship 27 Sowth, Range 1 Weekt, AND & tract
described as beginning 742 feet S of the NW corner of
Section 1, § 931 feet; E to Rivery N to point E of begin-

nings W 1532 feet to beginning of Section 1, Township 27

South, Range 1l West
acres of Lot 5,

the N 26 7/8

» except 12.9 acres for floodwayp ALSO
Section 1, Tewnship 27 South,

Range 1 West, except 2,35 acres for floodway. Gepezally
wﬂ‘...biiudﬁﬁt_ﬁiiﬁajﬂmhmmt
Hoxth,

1i. ~ Initiated by Planning Commission for gon=
umﬂuggmm_mumum for SEk and Bk of NEY

of Section 18, Townohip 28 South, Range 2 East. @Generally
logated on the nortbwest corner of Rock Road and 47¢h Strgef

gSouth.

EDMONDS reviewed the action of the Planning Commission with
respect to ite recommendations for oth=ar proposed sanitary land-
£ill sites considered at its meeting of March 5, 1964, At that
time the Planning Commissien divected that the zhove twe locations
be advertised for public hearing. The northwest site (CU-77) has
a total poinz rating (as determined in the report Refuse Dispemal,
MAPC R64~1, 1964) of approximately 145 or 150 cut of a total
possible rating of 600, and the one southeast (CU-78) hag a rating
of over 500, The rating formula was developed with regard to
access, condition of roads, water table, soil condition and vaxious
cthexr factors which ware considered in rating a site for possible
land£ill purposes,

It was decided by the Commission to consider the above two
sites separately,

(. 5=
No one from the public appeared in support of this site,

JIM SMITH, who lives 3/4 mile north, spoke in opposition, He
reviewed the fact thait at one time there was a hog feeding operation
at subject locaticn and that it was only after much difficulty and
over 2 perlcd of 4 or 5 years, the State Board of Health authorities
and other officials were ruccessful in having it eliminated. SMITH
stated that the hog farm operation contaminated the water at 0.K. school

about 13th and Weet Strxeets and that his property (north of the

at
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site) was overrun with flies and rats., He stated that when
this site was considered previously, there were 67 psople at the
meeting in opposition and many more who fould not he present.

SMITH pointed cut that his taxes have been increased and
that only recently he has spent more than $14,000 remcdeling his
home and improving his preperty. He pointed out that hr.
Williams, one of his neighbors, was assured that there was no
posaibility of the hog farm operation coming back, but such an
operation is again being carrzied on on subject propexty, although
it is his understanding it iz not supposed to be.

It was MR, SMITH°S opinion that the compost method was the
best method of disposal, and cited a newspaper aviticle, wherein
the writer discussed this method and the fact thai he considered
it the best. It was MR, SMITH'S opinion also that the water
level in subject area is such that it would not be possible to use
this szite satisfackorily for a sanitary landfill,

MR, BENNIHG gaid he had just purchased subject proporty the
£irst of the year and he was much opposed ro the pessibility of a
sanitary land€ill, He stated he has obcerved such cperations other
places and it is not & desirable use to he neay because of the
nuisance of flies. xats, ete., and alsce the fact that it decraazes
property values.

JAMES WILLIAMS, owner of property at 3400 Noxth West Street,
said he would be the closest neighbor o such an cperation, and
he was much opposed, particularly kecause of the nulsance which
would be created, and the depreciating affect on other properties
and the fact that the water table is not satisfactory for such
use,

JOHW DARRAH, representing vhe Petries who own land directly
to the north of subjeect properiy, spoke in opposition; Zor the aame
reasons &s previeusly stated. MRS, ANNA MC LEAN, developer of
Benjamin Bills Eptates residential area, and HAROLD PENIX, 2330
McLean Boulevard, both spoke in opposition for the same zeagons.

AHDERSOX said he doubted that the people understood what a
properly opervated sanitary landfill wouid be like, bui regardless
of that fact, he is aware of the water table in this area, having
1ived west of the Little Arksnsas River, and it wag his feeling
that a sanitary landfill operation could not be operated satis-
factorily on subject preperty. He felt it might create a health
hazaxd,

HMOTICN: ANDERSON moved, DUGAN seconded and it
carxied unsnimously as to those voting that the

(EATRAGES SRS i B
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Planning Commission recommend to the County
Commispions that this application be denied.
HARRIS abstained from discussion or voting.

Case No. CU-78

he Chairman asked the Director to read the propesed conditions
which would be attached to any appl val of a sanitary landfill.
EDMONDS read ¢he conditicns in £ull, (See the office file
for a complete iist of conditions) . HARRIS pointed out
his understanding akt a previous meeting © wat Condlticn Ne.
which provided Zor pericdic inspection of the site by the Health
Depaxtment, was intended to include a clause to provide that if
the report to the County Attorney indicates pon-compliance on the
part of the 1and£iil operatorxs, then such usge would cease until
sueh time as there would be full compliance. other conmissioness
agreed with this undezrstanding.

MOEEQH: HARRIB moved, ANDERSOH gaconded and it
carried vnanimously that Condition No. 10, Bo
expanded as follows: sphat in theevent ihe
guarterly report made by the Wichita~-sedjwick
County Health pepartment indicates or shows a
failure or non-compliance with the condivions
actached, and in the event such non-compliancs
continues foxr a period of 30 days after ihe
report, that the Condivional Use Pormif niall
ceage uvntil such tiwme as there has been iull
compliance with all conditions attached.”

MR, TITUS, living about 14 blocks west of the pouthest
corner of subject ETOperiy. spoke in opposition, yeverzing briefly
to £lies, rats, etc., and ales the posaibility of water pollution
which would be detyimental o valuable residential properties
downstream.

DALE COOPER, attorney on pehaif of Floyd Rick, gubmitted a protesk
petition circulated in the area within a cadgius of about 2 miles of
the property under consideratien, which petition conzoined about 78
names and served ags an indication of protest from rosidential property
owners in the geaneral ared.

2t was the feeling of MR, COOPER that conditions suggeated te
be attached to any approval, would be difficult to carty ouk, judging
from the methods of operatien of the present City" Ccounty refuse site,

and that apea used by Boeing ag a ¥ofuse site.

RN o A O
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MR, COOPER pointed out also that such use would be detxi-
mental to the water supply in the area and render ponds in the area
at which cattle were watered, unugable for such purpose.

CHARLES HOLMES, developer of Holmes Valley Bstates, & regidential
subdivision in the srea, Spolke in opposition. He peinted cut that
#here are heomes valued at fzom 516,000 %o 925, 000 in the subdivision
and that it ie ingended to consperuch more, He referred speelfical
o the possibility of water pollution and cther nuisance facters.

MRS, GLEN PORMEY, qwner of a trailer com:t 1%k miles from the
sike, felt ¥hat they would be I cvead to quit business 3% subject
is uged as propesed. .

THELMB SHORT, a resident of Holmes Velley Dstakes. apoke in
opposition. &he stated their property is a $35,000 heme and they
are spending @ven mOre money for yard improvemenis.

B, COL, COX, Vice Base Commander at Mclonnsell Aiy Force Base,
voiced opposition because the sire is so clooe ¥o cheir recreation
area, and alse because of possiklio health hazerds.

GARLAND SCOTE poinied out rhat subject progexty ig zoned resis
dentially, and gurchex, ik is geod faym lund or res |dential dovelop=
ment, and it was his faziing the use proposed would seIve o biight
the area, He pointed out also the fact that yhe County has condemned
right-of-way Lox improvenent of Rock Rozd all the way o Malvan@,
and he did not conside it desirable to subject rhe now improved
highway to the possibility of refuse iitter from Exucks cn the way
to the disposal site. Tt was his feeling that the aidents of the
area have a vight %o rely on the axea rempining ag it was when they
purchased home sites. He noked thal he has sold come of his pwer
perty to individuals whe plan a riding stable and othey improve
ments.

KENWETH PRINGLE, JR.. ‘artorney regreseaiing ghe Weidemann
Bstates, spoke in opposition. He copsidered it TRYY desirable O
refrain from maldng Rock Reoad an undesirable entzance anue Wichita =
pointing out specifically ¢he Zface that Horth proadwsy and the other
major highways into the city have salvege yards oI junk yards 21099
the highway which spoil the view, He asked whether of not the
commission could consider sites within the eity | ts, or sikes
faxther from the city than the one ander compideratidni.

The Chairman arated ¢hat COR3Ide: to sitees
within the eity iimits, within 3 ] : : 1 avén
fFarther out.

R —
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R. K. HOUSE spoke in oppesition for reasons alyesdy stated, and
alEo beeause of the time, effort and money wid ¢h has been spent in
making a desirable place of €l & 1¢ the uze pro~=
posed would decrsass conside : r property. He
poeinted out also that Rock Road carzies &2 1ume of traffic
+o0 the airbase and o vane, and donbied | ie con=
gestion would be rell through the widenlng eing p!
ned if by lecating the sanitary andfill at thia
in the form of refuse trud will be ¢raveling €X

y+)

=

MARGARET BARE maid sh
that practically ¢he only thing
posturing of cattle, which ave wa
it was ner Feeling she would be depr nefit
water should become polluted fyom a sanitary iandfili epexation too
close, MRS, BARE stressged also the fact | ¢ there iz good Sarm™
ing land in thie area and it would be a waste to uwse it for land£ill
purposes. She emphasized aleo the fict driving north from 47¢h
Strest South on Rock Road affords a be hé of the City oxr
wichita at night ~ it is one of the hi n fhe county.

has propesit
%

‘hak

B

pa

puggested also thai e
conditions proposed to be att any approval should contain
the word "will” rather than s He suggeated the city look
for a lecatien within its own limits, perhaps leading off from
i=235 or U. 8. 54,

WALTER HENDRICKS was O

Rond, both spoke in
son=in=law, M. G.
aaqy

MR, AKD MRS, PAT ENGELS, 5200 Sou bl
opposition. MR, RND MRS, FLOYD RICX and the
FISHER, spoke in opposition, for much the same reasong as al
stated.

With respset to the method of oporation of the present land£ill
site, the Chairman stated that no one clains it is properly operated,
but under a Conditional Use Permif proper operacicn can be enfoxrced
by attaching suggested conditions already reviewed at this hearing.

Approximately 20 people in the audiepce indicated ORposi-
¢ion by a shown of hands and Mr, Rick stated there wax ers

end

opposed but could not at meeting.

#f ptudy rated this si
o that none of the

; a decision,

cbotacles and problems

JENNINGS pointed out fhat & sEa
as cne of the better sites cons
gites considexred has bsen eascy
on this site, howev : was |

the adwvan




Qo

Case No. DR 64-2 2 e

Suggested Conditions of Approval

In the event the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission Recpmmends
approval for a sanitary landfill site at this particular location,

it is suggested that the following conditions be imposed:

1. Sanitary landfills shall be designed and operated
according to the "Refuse Disposal Standards and i

Regulations", by Ralph J. Black, Senior Sanitary

Engineer, United States Department of Health, as
published in the "American Public Works 1961
Yearbook", and as modified by Conditions 2 and 3

below.

2. The sanitary landfill shall be so constructed

and operated that there will be 2 feet of separa-
tion between the bottom of the fill and the aver-
age elevation of the ground water table. The
average elevation of the water table shall be
determined by a GeBlogical Survey of the site and
shall be recorded on the plan submitted for

approval as outlined in Item No. 7 below.

3. Provisions shall be made to minimize leaching
through the £fill material from rainfall by pro-
viding a compacted final covering of selected

earth from 18 inches to 2 feet deep over the fill




and graded for proper drainage. Intermittent
layers of landfill shall be covered with 6 to 8

inches of compacted earth cover material daily.

The disposal of hazardous solids and liquids,
chromium compounds or radioactive waste shall

be prohibited.
Burning of refuse shall be prohibited.

The immediate working area, consisting of at
least 10 acres shall be enclosed with a 6-foot
high chain-link type fence, supported on steel
posts with three strands of barbed wire above .
The fence shall be expanded or moved at such
times as are necessary to keep the working area
enclosed at all times. Entrance and exit gates
shall be installed and kept locked at all times
other than the posted hours of operation of the

landfill.

The Sanitation Division of the Department of
Public Works of the City of Wichita shall pro-
vide for topographical and engineering surveys
of the site to establish the final grade for

the landfill, the drainage pattern, the loca-




@

tien of entrances, exits, haul roads, accessory
buildings, utilities, the depth to the ground
water table and other features Becessary for

the proper operation of the sanitary landfill
which shall serve as a plan and specification for
operation of the sanitary landfill at this site.
Such plan shall be approved by the governing body
having jurisdiction over the zoning of this tract

prior to the commencement of operation.

Shelter, with sanitary handwashing and toilet
facilities, shall be provided for landfill

employees.

Within six months of the beginning of operations
at this site, the said Sanitation Division shall
provide a plan for the manner in which the sur-
face of the site will be finished upon cessation
of operations; such plan will be approved by the
governing body having jurisdiction over the zoning

of this tract.

Screening, consisting of a double row of “Lombardy
Poplar Trees" shall be placed at approximately

6-foot centers on the south where the site is




adjacent to facArthur Road and along any resi-

dential or commercial developments.

No sanitary landfill operations shall be per-
formed nearer than 300 feet to any residential

or commercial development.
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Map No. _ J-6

Sec. 10 DATA SHEET
Twp. 28 S
Range 1E

APPLICATION DATA: From to

1. BApplicant Metropolitan Planning Commission

2 Address b Phone

2. Agent )
Address Phone

3. General Location: north side of McArthur Road and west of

Kansas Turnpike Address

4. Proposed Use

AREA DATA
1, Acres
2, Area (is) (is not) platted.

/o¢. 57 (2000 £t, by 2520  ft.)

PHOTO DATA:
Taken by Date

form T-21-214-1




PETITION

Whereas a land-fill in the adjoining section east of South Hydraulic and north
of MeArthur Streets would be detrimental to all property owners on both sides
of Hydraulic and McArthur; whereas busi and resid in the area
would sustain a loss of value; and whereas the pungent odors which permeate
the air at times now because of the present land-fill would be mich worse

if the additional land is extended toward Hydraulic Street;

We, the interested persons of that area together with, especially the Ark Valley
Christian Church, hereby petition the City Council to locate any additional
land=fill needed, further out where polution and loss will not effect so many
taxpayers, residents, businesses, churches and other endeavors of this area

in the future.
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o FETTTION @

To the-Homerasle Mayor and-Gity-Commissioners—vf-ichisa, Kansas:

We, the undersigned residents and taxpayers of Wichita, Kansas, respectfully
petition and request that the present city refuse and dump site located East of
South Hydraulic and adjoining properties of Mr. Dwight Chapin NOT NOT be enlarged
or extended in that Area, and that the City of Wichita seek to lease or acquire
land fill and refuse site or sites in areas which are more suitable
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CASE NO. DR 64-2 - 14 NOTICES OF PLANNING COMMISSION ACTION MAILED MARCH 10,
1964




WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY METROPCL I AREA PLANNING COMMISSION
Room 401, City Puiléing Annex, Wichita, Xansas

March 9, 1964

7O WHOM IT MAY CORCERH:

This is to advise you that at its regular meeting on March 5, 1964,
the Metropolitan Rrea planning Commission considered five Condi-
tional Use applications for possible sanitary landfill operations.
Al) of these cases are located within three miles of the city
1limits of the City of Wichita and are under the jurisdiction of
the Sedgwick County Zoning Resolution. mhege cases are listed

as follows:

cu-72 - Generally located at the gouthwest corner
of 37th Street North and Rock Road

¢u-73 - Generally located at the northwest corner
of Hoover & 13th Street

cyU-74 - Generally located at the northeast corner
of Oliver and 55th street South

¢U-~75 - Generally jocated at the southeast corner
of West Street and 55th Street South

CU-76 ~ Generally Jocated south of 55th Street
South in an area west of clifton.

whe action of the planning Commission was +o recommend to the

Board of County commissioners that conditional Use Case Kos.

cu-73, €U-74 and cu-75 be denied and that Case Nos. cU-72 and

cu-76 be considered favorably as possible locations for a sanitary
landfill operation subject %o certain conditions (See "Attachment AM).
The recommendation on each of the five conditional Use applications
will now be forwarded to the Board of County Ccommissioners for

their consideration on March 19, 1964.




At this same meeting *he Planning Commission also considered two
sites for a possible sanitary landfill operation which are located
within the city limits of the City of Wichita and which are ligted
as follows:

DR 64-1 - Generally located on both sides of 29th
Street Worth and west of Hillside

DR 64-2 - Generally located on the north side of
Macarthur Road and west of the Turnpike

The action of the Planning Commission was to recommend to the Board
of City Commissioners that Case No. DR 64-1 be denied and that
Case No. DR 64-2 be considered favorably as a possible sanitary
landfill site subject to certain conditions (See "Attachment A"}.
The recommendation on each of these two cases will now be for-
warded to the Board of City Commissioners for their consideration
on March 24, 1964.

Leland R. Edmonds
Secretary




"ATTACHMENT A"

Recommended Conditions:

5

Ssanitary land€ills shall be designed and operated
according to the "Refuse Disposal Standards and
negulat.:ions", by Ralph J. Black, Senior Sanitary
Eﬁgineer, United States Department of Health, as
published in the "American Public Works 1961
Yearbook”, and as modified by Conditions 2 and 3

below,

The sanitary landfill shall be so constructed

and operated that there will be 2 feet of separa-
tion between the bottom of the £ill and the aver-
age elevation of the grc;upd water table. The
average elevation of the water table shall be
determined by a Geological Survey of the site and
shall be recorded on the plan submitted for

approval as outlined in Item Wo. 7 below.

Provisions shall be made to minimize leaching
through the £ill material from rainfall by pro-
viding a compacted final covering of selected
earth from 18 inches to 2 feet desP over the f£ill

and graded for proper drainage. Intermittent




layers of landfill shall be covered with 6 o 8

inches of compacted earth cover material daily.

The disposal of hazardous solids and liquids,
chromium compounds or radiocactive waste shall

be prohibited.
-Burning of refuse shall be prohibited.

The immediate working area, comsisting of at
least 10 acres shall be enclosed with a 6-foot
high chain-link type fence, supported on steel
posts with three strandz of barbed wire above.
The fence shall be expanded or moved &t such
times as are necessary to keep the working area
enclosed at all times. Entrance and exit gates
shall be installed and kept locked at all times
other than the posted hours of operation of the

landfill,

The Sanitation Division of the Department of

Public Works of the City of Wichita shall pro-

vide for topog.'raphica'l and eangineering surveys

of the site to establish the final grade for

the landfill, the drainage pattern, the location




i ,.4.____..__‘,___,_,_\_..—-——%.‘__..._..,..:.,“......,‘ ‘

10.

~ o)

of entrances, exits, haul roads, accessory build-

ings, utilities, the depth of the ground water

table and other features necessary for the proper

operation of the sanitary jandfill which shall sexrve

as a plan and specification for operation of the

sanitary landfill at this site. Such plan shall be

approved prior to the commencement of operation by

the governing body hav:i_.ng jurisdiction over the zoning

of this tract.

Shelter, with ganitary handwashing and toilet

facilities, shall be provided for landfill

employees.

Within six months of the beginning of operations

at this site, the said Sanitation pivision shall

provide a plan for the manner in which the sur-

¢ace of the site will be £inished upon cessation

of operations; such plan will be approved by the

governing body having jurisdicti«m over the zoning

of this tract.

No sanitary 1andfill operation shall be conducted

within 75 feet of the half section lines.




1l.

12,

13.

14.

15.

@ @

The wichita-Sedgwick County Health pepartment
shall inspect said site guarterly and shall
submit a report of each inspection to the county

Attorney for his review.

upon the completion of said sanitary 1andf£ill
operation for said site, the use of the land
shall be for 2 public park; however, in the

event it is determined that a public park or
open space is not needed, then other uses may

be considered.

Roads leading to the site shall be hard surfaced

all-weather roads.

The governing podies shall'provide an adequate
budget and funds 0O provide for the opexation

of the 1andfill site as herein described.

Recommendea screening and othex :equiremeﬂts for

each site are as follows:

cu-72
Ho screening requixements were made, put it
was recommended rhat no sanitary land£ill
operation shall be conducted within 75 feet

of the nalf section lines.
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RS 3

CU-73
a, Screening, censisting of a

Poplar Trees", shall be placed

6 foot centers aleng the south

parallel to 13th St

back of 50 feet £

Street to the screening. “"Lombardy Poj
Trees" shall also beplanted at 6~fcot s

recommended th

shall be perfo

residential or commercial developments.

cu-74
a. Screening, co "Lombardy Poplar Trees",

é-foot ¢

shall be placed at
along

o1

ver, holding a

ion




minimum setback of 50 feet from the center line

of 55th Street.

Cluster plantings of the Juniper species of trees,
native to this area, such as Red Cedazs, shall be
spaced intermittently at not to exceed E0-foot
intervals in front of the upoplar Tree" gereening
on the west and south sides of the site. It was
also recommended that no sanitary lendfill operation
chall be conducted within 75 feet of the half

section lines.

Ccu-75-

a. Screening, consisting of sLombardy Poplar Trees”,
shall be placed at approximately 6-£oot centers,
at least 20 feet from the north property line along
and pavallel to 55th Street. It was also reccommended
that no sanitary landfill operation shall be con-

ducted within 75 feet of the half section lines.

cu-76
a. All of the land shall be required fox cperation of
the site, including the suhdivision therein:
exclusion of the subdivision shall require
revised conditions, including screening

and setback of operational area.




DR 64-1

a.

Screening, consisting of a double row of "Lombardy
pPoplar Trees" shall be placed at approximately

6 foot centers aleng the south line of the site and
also parallel to the east property line, holding a
setback of at least 60 feet from the center line of
Hillside. A setback of approximately 50 feet shall
be maintained from the south property line to the
screening,

cluster plantings of the Juniper species of trees,
native to this area, such as Red Cedars, shall be

spaced intermittently at not to excesd 50-foot in-

tervale in front of the "Poplar Free® screening on

the south and east sides of the site.

' A buffer zone, approximately 300 feet wide, measured
from the south line of the propecty amd pazrallel to
the south line, shall be provided and no £ill opexr-
ation ghall be permitted within the buffer area.

Ho £ill operation shall be conducted within 75 feet

of the half section lines.

DR _64-2

a.

gSereening, coasisting of a double xrow of “Lomhaxndy
Poplar Trees", chall be placed at spproximately

6-foot centermson the south where the site is

adjacent to MacArthur Road and alonyg any residential




or commercial developments.

No panitary landfill operations shall be per-

formed nearer than 300 feet to any residential

or commercial development.




CASE NO. DR 64-2 - 16 NOTICES MAILED FEBRUARY 19 FOR MARCH 5, 1964
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CITY L-“.iJI..l.;DLL\-
wichita,
DIMING PROPEATY OWIIERS
i¢a~Sedgwick County Metropolitan : Pla cf
ccnm.d( the follewing item in Room 40L City Bu AANeH ,

wWichita, Kensas at its meeting at 2:00 p.m. on | 64, at which
you may peaxr either in persen or by agent ox

Leland f

g i B Ny

©ASE ¥O, DR 6
o Establish z Sanitary

Beginnir 2t a point 20 feet E of the 59 cornex of the
SB% of section 10, Towaship 28 South. Range
thence paxal to the W line of said 1/4 to the ¥ line of
3 parallel to said
: of Secktion 10; thence & along
W Line a distance o;E 220 feet; thence E 4 parallel to the
line of said S} a distance of 1270 feet: thence § parallel Lr}

a2 distance of 974,5 feet; thence B to the

mohip 28 South,
L E

1 of that pa : the S¥h s of
south, Range L E the

1andfill and the i : 2!
COEn of the ¥ E the £ & 3 E
thence S 325

@enerally loc:
he Hanagas T
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OWNERSHIP LI

Deseription

Beginning 325' N, of the SE corner of Gov.
lot €, in Sec. 10-28-1E, thence W. 193.8&',
thence T, 1350'.more or less to the right
bank of the Arkansas River, thence Easterly
along said right bank to the E. line of lot
6, thence S. to beginning

Gov, lot 6, in Sec.10-28-1E, except
beginning 325' N. of the SE corner of said
lot 6, thence W, 193.6', thence N 1350'
more or less to the right bank of the
Arkansas River, thence Easterly along
said right bank to the E. line of said
lot 6, thence S. to beginning

Gov. lot 7, in Sec. 10-28-1E

The Ef of the SEi ¢f the SWi of Sec.
10-28~1E, exc. the W. 20' thereof

The W& of the SE% of the.SWi-of-Sec.
10-28-1E, 'except the W 20' thereof

The W 20" of the B} of the SEi of the SWi
of Sec. 10-28-1E.

Beginning at the SE corner of the 3i3 of
the SWi of Sec. 10-28-1E, thence W. 40°',
thence N 1039,5', thence W. to the W.
line of SWi of said Sec. 10, thence N.
to the NW corner of the SWi of SWi of Sec.
10, thence East to a point 20' E. of ine
NE corner of the SW3 of the SWi of aaid
sec. 10, thence S. to a point on the S,
line of the SW# of said See. 10, 20' E.
of the SE cornmer of the SWi of the SWi
of Sec. 10, thence W, 20' to beginning

The SW# of the SWi of Sec. 10-28-1F, exc.
beginning at the SE corner of the SWi

of the SW% of Sec. 10-23-1E, thence .
49', thence N. 1039.5', thence W. to a
point on the W, line of said W line of
Sec. 10, thence . to the NW corner of
the SWi of theSWi of said Sec. 10,

thence E. to the NE corner of the SWi

of the SW: of said Sec. 10, thence

S. to beginning

411 that part of Gov. lot 4, in Sec.
10-28-1E, lying N. of the lortherly
right of way line of the Kansas Turnpike

ST
Property Owner

City of Wichita
City Building

* Chapin, Inc.

3800 S. Hydraulic

Dewey Gunzelman, Jr.
6601 S. Seneca

Tom J. Reed
Marie S. Reed
2635 S. Hydraulic

Dwight Chspin
Hazel D. Chapin
3800 S. Hydraulie

Otto R. Souders
Gusta Souders
3024 Aloma

City of Wichita
City Hall

&




Continued page 2

Description

The Sii} of the SE} of Section 10-28-1E,

lying llorth and West of the Kansas Turnpike

except beginning at the SW corner of said
SWi, thence E. 100', thence N. 1325',
thence W, 100', thence S. 1325' to the
place of beginning, also except the E. 60
Teet thereof

Beginning at the SW corner of the SWi of
the SEi of Sec. 10-28-1E, thence E. 100,
thence N. 1325'. thence W. 100', thence
S. 1325', to the place of beginning

The E, 60' of the SWi of the SEi of Sec.
10-28-1E

Gov. lot 5, in Sec. 10~28-1E, except
beginning at the SW corner of lot 5,
thence N, 325', thenee E. 135', thence
S. 325', thence W. to beginning

Beginning at the SW corner of lot 5, in
Sec. 10-28-1E, thence Wi, 325', thence E.
135", thence S. 325', thence W. to
beginning

Al]l that portion of Gov. lot 7, Sec.
9-28-1E, lying N. of Mill's Addition,

except that protion taken for Flood Control

and except that part &aken for Widening
of Hydraulic Avenue

The E. 5 acres of the W& of the W% of
Sec. 15-28-1E

The NEi of the NWE of Sec. 15-28-1E

That part of Gov. lot 4, in Sec. 12-28-1E,

Property Owner

Chapin, Inc.
3800 5, Hydraulic

Dwight Chapin
Hazel D. Chapin
3800 S. Hydraulie

City of Wichita
City Building

"

Dwight Chapin
Hazel D, Chapin
3800 S. Hydraulic

Ark-Valley Christian Church

3851 S. Hydraudic

Lottie Reers

2001 E. McArthur Road

Julia Emery
325 N. Brookside

Frank 4. C. Emery

lying North and West of the Kansas Turnpike Address unknown




Continued page 2

Description Property Owner
The SWi of the SE of Section 10-28-1E, Chapin, Inc. O)})(‘)
lying North & West of the Kansas Turmpike 3800 S. Hydraulie
exgept beginning at the SW corner of said

SiZ, thence E, 100', thence N. 1325',

thence W. 100', thence S. 1325' to the

place of beginning, also except the E.

60" thereof

Beginning at the SW corner of the SWs of Dwight Chapin

the SE% of Sec. 10-28-1E, thence E, 100", Hazel D. Chapin
thence N 13251, thence W. 100', thence 3800 S. Hydraulic.
S. 1325' to the place of beginning

The Z. 60' of the SWi of the SEi of Sec. City of Wichita
10-28-1E. City Building

Gov. lot 5, in Sec. 10-28-1E, except i
beginnin% at the Sw corner of lot 5, thence

N 325', thence E. 135', thence 3. 325',

thence W. to beginning

Beginning at the SW corner of Lot 5, in Dwight Chapin
Sec. 10-28-1E, thence N 325', thence E. Hazel D. Chapin
135', thence S. 325', thence W. to beginning 3800 S. Hydraulic

A11 that portion of Gov, lot 7, Sec. Ark-Valley Christian Church
9-28-1E, lying N. of Mill's Addition, 3851 S.Hydraulic

except that part taken for Flood Control

and except tha! part taken for widening

of Hydraulic Ave.

The E. 5 acres of the W& of the Wi of Lottie Reers
Sec. 15-28-1E, 2001 E. lcArthur Road

The NE% of the NWi of Sec. 15-28-1E Juiia Emery
325 N, Brookside AV

That part of Gov. lot 4, in Sec. 12-28-1E, Frank A, C. Emery ;{57'
lying N & W of the Kansas Turnpike Address unknown

We, The Security Abstract and Title Company, Inc,, hereby
certify the foregoing to be a true and correct list of property owners
within a 200' radius of the followin% described tract:

Begimu']igg ;t thehSE corner ?f the SWi of the SWi gf Sec. 10, Twp.
28,5, . 1 E, thence W. 40', thence.&l. 1038,5',. . to, the
right bank of the Arkansas River, Thefice Ror erﬁ‘hﬁgﬁgj?hzyq&a??
meanderings of said right bank of Arkansas River to the West line
of Government lot 5, in Sec. 10, Tp 28 S., Rg. 1E, thence South
along said West line of Gov lot 5, to a point 325' Il of the SW
corner of said lot 5, thence E. 135', thence S. 325' to the S.
line of Gov. lot 5, thence E along said S line of Gov lot 5 to

a point 60" W. of the NE corner of the S+ of the SE¥ of Sec. 10,
Tp. 28 S., Rg. 1 E, thence 5 to a point on the Northerly line of
the Kansas Turnpike right of way, thence Southwesterly along said
Kansas Turnpike right of way line to the N line of licArthur Road,
thence West along said N, line of lNcArthur Road to the W. line of
the SW+ of the SEi of Sec. 10, Tp. 28 S., Eg. 1 E, thence N along
said W, line to the W corner of said Sii of SEx of Sec. 10,
thence W. to a point 20' West of the NW corner of the SEi of the
Siit of Sec. 10, thence S. to the S. line of the SWi of Sec. 10,
thence East 20' to the place of beginning;
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Wie, The Security Abstract and Title Company, Inc., hereby

certify the foregoing to be a true and correct list of property owners

within a 200' redius of the following described tract:

Beginning at the SE corner of the Sii of the SN of Sec. 10,
.23 8, Rg. 1 E, thence W, 40', thence N, 1039.5', thence
W. to the W, line of said SWi of 543 of Sec. 10, thence N.
along said W line of Sii to the right bank of the Arkansas
River, thence Northerly along the meanderangs of said right
bank of Arkansas River to the VWest line of Government lot 5,
in Sec. 10, Tp 28 S., Rg. 1 E, thence South along said West
line of Gov. Eot 5, to a point 325' N. of the SW corner of
said lot 5, thence E. 135', thence 3. 325' to the S. line
of gov. lot 5, thence E along said 8. line of Gov. lot 5 fo
a point 60' W. of the NE corner of the SW$ of the SEi of Sec.
10, Tp. 28 S., Rg. 1 E, thence S. to a point on the Northerly
line of the Kansas Turnpike right of way, thence Southwesterly
along said Kensas Turnpike right of way line to the N. line of
MeArthur Road, thence West along said N. line of McArthur Road
to the W. line of the SW3 of the SE% of Sec. 10, Tp. 28 S.,
Rg. 1 E, thence I, along said W. line to the NW corner of said
Si% of SE+ of Sec. 10, thence W. to a point 20' West of the
MW corner of the SE: of the SWi of Sec. 10, thence S. to the
S. line of the SiW% of Sec. 10, thence E. 20' to the place of
beginning.

as shown by the deeds on file in the Office of the Register of Deeds of
‘Sedgwick County, Kansas, on this 11th day of February, 1964 at 7:00

A, M,
THE SECURIT&X?S%’ED TITLE COMPANY, INC.
h\l\ y \_.J\&I\..l

By

Vice-President

Order lo. 110972




