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Summary Report9  In accordance with instructions from the Board of City Commis-Refuse Disposal and Landfill Slte Hearings
in the Metropolitan Area

1%4

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". This 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 landfill method for refuse
disposal as both a short-range and a long-range
solution to the disposal problem.

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

c. 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.

d. 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 Planning 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.

b. The Department was directed to advertise for pub-
lic 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).

L
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b.

C.

d.

e.

f.

g.

CU-75

phery

r j ¢ 4
.1,140 acres, located in the 3-mlie peri-

at 55th Street South and West Street.
-Wi,r:j€£WE

CU-73 - 146 acres, located in the 3-mile peri-
phery, at 13th and Hoover.

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

CU-72, 160 acres, located in the 3-mile peri-
phery, at 37th Street North and Rock Road.

F'/PRf?P

CU-74, 160 acres, located in the 3-mile peri-
phery, at 55th Street South and Oliver.

CU-76, 203 acres, located in the 3-mile peri-
phery, 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. Two (2) are so
located as to be controlled by the City of Wichita Zoning Ordinance.
The sites in the 3-mile periphery require, before their use as
sanitary landfill sites, approval of "Conditional Use" under Sec-
tien 11.F of the County Zoning Resolution. This section requires4 the Planning Commission to hold a public hearing and make a recom-

1 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. As 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.

1

After due notice by advertising and individual mailed notice to
property owners within 1000 feet, the Planning Commission held a
hearing on the seven (7) sites listed on March 5, 1964. At thattime, after hearing proponents and opponents; and after consider-
ing each of the sites in the light of the report, "Refuse Disposal
in the Wichita Metropolitan Area'0, the Planning Commission made the
following recommendations (Minutes attached as Exhibit 1):

13%
+

2 4

a. To the County Commission:

1. Disapprove the use of Sites CU-73, CU-74 and CU-754 as landfill areas.

2. Approve the use of Sites CU-72 and CU-76 as landfill
areas, subject to specifically listed conditions4; (attached hereto as Exhibit 2).

4

-949#63
33ft
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b. To the cic-3/ Commission:

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).

Vt€4532

i

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.

2
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).

i

1

FiE@

Recommendations regarding all sites in the 3-mile periphery wdre
presented to the Board of County Commissioners for action 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

19'R-

1451.2

L ...1.f

/;{frit=
/ .. ef =e 12.....

a. To disapprove Sites CU-72 and CU-76, not concur-

ring with the recommendation of the Planning
Commission;

2-- ER

b. To disapprove Sites CU-73, CU-74, CU-75, CU-77 .':n . M.

and CU-78 as recommended by the Planning Com-
mission.

93''

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.
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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-

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

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

d. Site DR 64-1, Recommended for disapproval by I Z?»gt<r LjiL'*Ci,i·

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 the Zoning Ordinance; and final action
regarding those recommendations should be taken by
the City Commission as it deems advisable.

4
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10.
Case No. DR 64-2 - Initiated by Planning Commission for consider·SEIGnal-'lidefible-l.aM..flikfite, the area beginning ata point 20 feet E of the SW corner of the SH}* of the SEEL ofthe S# of Section 10, Township 23 South, Range 1 East;thence N parallel to the W line of said 1/4 to the N lineof Flaid SE% of the SWN of said Section 10; thence W parallelto said N line to the W line of the SWi of Section 10;thence south along said W line a distance of 290 keet; thence
feet; thence S parallel to the W line of said SW% a distanceE and parallel to the S line of said SW'* a distance 0£ 1270
of 974.5 feet; thence E to the point of beginning. 299(25§11Y.12.Sated_ 211_lhe-9& :-h_.side_§>f_1;9.20£1tb.92*._L.oadang_west_of.-.Rtle

* 1&99,9-LIP-Fllei.12.11. 99.59.Na. Cu-Zi - initiated by Planning Commission for con-Mideratio/For Ressible_1€04£1112-ite· the SWt of Section 24,Township 28 South, Range 1 East. 2299.rell£-1.-egat-ed)-ak.thenortheast corner of Oliver and 55th Street South.
12. EMS-No=_5yz-Zf - Initiated by Planning Commission for con-sideration fcr 2999?19.1,und.fil:Lails· a tract beginning atthe NE corner of the St·,12 of the NWid of Section 26, Township28 South. Range 1 East; thence W along the N line of saidSW% to a point 568 feet E of the NW cornel- of said SWii;thence S parallel to the E line of said SW? a distance of58.3 feet; thence SWly 570 feet to a point on the W line ofsaid SW;z; said point being 140 feet S of the NW corner:thence S'Wly to a point on the lei t bank of the Arkansas River.said point being 850 feet S of the N line of Government Lot2 in the NEti of Section 27 Township 28 South, Range 1 East:thence Sly and Ely along said left. bank to the E line of the11»i of the NW#; thence N to the point of beginning, except forthat portion dedicated as Clifton Avenue. gens,rilly...19-catedi.n_.2 n area -§22&b....2/-5511]_§3r€€& 29293 a nd -BEELaf_.0.i fiRD=,·

iif41

13. €99.2_M-9.:_gy=15 - Initiated by Planning Commission for consid-eration for 29301:121€-1.andfill_Rite, the NW% of Section 25,Township 28 South, Range 1 West lying west of the west line·of the Big Ditch Cowskin rloodway as condemned in Condemnat ionease #A-29459. 992*IElly. 12-9564-932. &119-Ballthed:et_99£8919;
M€€&_ft.re€1-229_5291-5&295_622&13·

14. Ed-se_Le-:_RB-63.=1 - iniciated by Planning Commission for con-sideration as 2238&121£_1:130fill-&42· that portion of the SEAof Section 34, Township 26 South, Range· i East lying S ofthe S line of the Missouri Pacific Railroad ·right-of way andall that portion of the NE14 of Section 3, Townnhip 27 South,

··i.r/*1*•m•[&-*s.....;Ci, u-- h L.  , L , .
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15.

16.

March 5, 1964 M''ternann Meeting)

Range 1 East. e,ccept for that portion lying S of the N line
of 27th Street North and except 10,- a traci. beginning at .,
point 652_ feet S and 30 Feet W of the NE corner of the NE4
of Section 3. Township 27 South Range 1 East; chence W
and parallel ,©ith the N line of said NEA a distance of 600
feet; thence S and p,,raliel with the E line of said NE!*
a di.stance off 660 rea; t'hence E and parallel with the N
line of said NE% a dislilince of 600 te.c: thence N to the
poinl of beginning. 9-Bily.rally_19¢ateign.kejd?-2.ides..ef
29:b_Str?fi- ye-ELh__in an aree_ west_pf. 4£111§-Iidel
Case No. CU-72 - Iniciated by Plannini Commission for con-
sideration as 925;Able_39!3&1-fill_ 213:€· che NE of Section 31,
Township 26 South Range 2 East. Gang-ally_-19-satfil. 91.-the
southwest corner of 37th Street North and Rock By£€-
Case No. CU 73 - Initiated by Planning Commission for con-
sideration as possible sanita,y landfill site, tho SEKA of
Section 10, Township 27 South, Range 1 West. lying west of
the west line of the Big Ditch Cowskin Floodway as condemned
in Condemnation Case *A-31849. Generally located at the

northwest corner of Hoover and 13 Lh Street.

EDMONDS presented background information with respect to sani-
tory landfill as follows: Al a joint meeting in January of the
Planning Commission, City Commissi.on and Count:y Commission it was
decided the sanitary 1.andfi.11 method was the short-range solution
to the refuse disposal problem. 1,- was also decided that the idea
of two sites at opposite ends of the area to be served would be
des i:-able , as recomme nded in the Planning Department Refuse Report.
At this meeting the Departnient was directed to advertise seven
sites for public hearing. rhe sites were evaluated. and a tabula-
tlon of such evaluation is shown in the report. Factors considered

were public health and safety, land requixements, topography. avail-
ability of cover material, proximity to resi.dences and industry.
accessibility of the site, length of haul to the site, drainage,
future land use, costs and public acceptance.

i*&69·

41%*

29%44/9.,

A-54#al, 716/Ze-:' '

EDMONDS stated that other sites could be considered for land-
fill use, but that appropriate advertising would have to be had
and residents notified, in which case they could be heard about
a month later. He pointed out tba: 2 sites being considered at :.4&0=

this time are inside the city limits and that the City Commission
has the authority to use these sites without action or recommenda-
tion from the Planning Commission but that the City Commission
had asked the· Planning ennuniscion to Conedider these two sites alongwith the others. and to rrake its recommendation with respect to ,
these two sites. T·he other 5 sites fall under' the provision of the 1
County Zoning Resolutiou

- 1 ' .....
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Page '10 - Planning Commiss·..or, ..,·':lul.e£
March 5. 1964 Aft,·rnry» Ment·ing?

t:jai

EDMONDS pointed out that the Planning Department ieport indi
caten that it is believed the sanitary landfill operation can beUtilized without adverse affects to the area or residents in which
located. provided that specific condit.ions of operations are fol-
ditions, odors, rodents, water pollution, etc. Many areas in the

United States have used landfill methods to an advantage to the
public. where parks hav# been created. industrial lands been cre-

lowed to minimize or eliminate the possibility of unsightly con-

ated. or lands been reclaimed Erom lakeshores. wherein specific
practices were imposed and Followed.

f*494

EDMONDS referred to various maps of each area and pointed out
existing land use and particular conditions applicable to each
area. With respect to Site #22 Ct-74 - Generally located at the
northeast corner of Oliver and 55th Street South, , he stated that
within the last few days it has learned that McConnell Air 1*oree
expectii to install sometime this year a navigation installation
which would require that no metals be within 1.000 feet of that
installation. This installation is planned to be m the area south

1-/44*-3
4*2.

of the present runway and would mean 1. h,•t the major portion of this 4*,-

proposed site could not be used. He noted also Uhac the owner of

property immediately north of Site #22 has indicated that his
property would be available for landfill purposes. This might be . ..f'.2.

far enough from the runwdy to be usable so far as Lhe installatio i 9%'.+y

proposed by the Air Force. EDMONDS point€d out also that the Air ;494/i

Base Officials have indicaced that property located to the east
of Site #22 (Sites 20 and 210 would not interfere with its inst
ation. They are nor before the Commission 2-or public hearing
today, bowever.

EDMONDS pointed out also with respect to Site **22 ' (7 -74
the Derby Planning Con,miEsion h<,1 recommended this site not be
approved for landfill.

With respect to Site #5 00 -76 - Generally located in an are
south of 55th Street South and west of Clifton:. there is a sub-
division within this area but mostly undeveloped. The Derby Plan

ning Commission and ttaysville Planning Commission have both recom
mended that this site not be approved .

rt@

that

a

e

EDM:>NDS said it is recommended wit.h respeec to Sit.e 817 *Dr-
64 -1 - Generally Located on toth sides of 29th Street North in an
atted west of Hillsidel , it is recommended that if this nite is
used, it be done with the view of reclaiming it for some specific
public use, such as park dred and tha: the south 300 feet or mor
not be utilized and that it be cy©ened by double plantings co
protect the resident ia 1 area to the douth.

: 13*ify ... r · £34/*,26                                          . i Irti_.. *. ... 113
. 1,34
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March 5, 1964 :Afternoon Meeting)

*r··

EDMONDS stated that with respect to all sices. certair, speei-
fic condit ions to approval have buen suggested.

3- The Chairman asked EDMONDS to discuss the time which has been
involved in consideration of this matter. EDMONDS said the most

lecent study was started at the end of last summer and has extended
over the past 5 or 6 months. Prior to that time, landfill sites

3 have been considered in 1953, 1959, 1960 and 1963. tn the summer

12 of 1963, the Planning cononission consider·ed 8 sites, all of which
were recommended for disapproval. EDMONDS conimented also that in

considering areas the entire County wes considered, but a major
portion of the consideration was within cs radius of 10 miles of
the downtown Wichita area since this is th.c population center and
the center of the greater part of the refuse to be disposed of.

1

22-N·,2>4

3%9*}'
ts»2

JAMES A [KEN, Directo, of Environmental Health for the City-
County Health Department, said that the sanitary landfill properly
operated will dispose of the refuse in a manner which will not
be detrimental to the health of the people of the community. He
felt an operation could be operated so as to minimize any pollution
nuisance that might be created by this type of operation. He felt

that the disposal is part of the total refuse system of the commun-
ity, and other factors are involved if it ia to be done ivithout
creating nuisances.

AIKEN said that about 5 months' work went into the preparation
of the Health Department report "Refuse - an Emerging Community
Problem", and earlier background data was used in the preparation

- of the report. He said chey concurred with the t·lanning Depart-
ment's report in regard to the sani tary land fill operation.

RUSSELL E. M€ CLURE City Manager. felt. tha·t the only sound
approach from the economic standpoint is the landfill method for

solving the short-range problem, which has already been agreed on.
ile said they are aware the present operation is not a good example
of sanitary landfill operations. noting too that che continual
deferment of locating another site, is partially responsible.

From an operational standpoint, the City Manager assured the
Planning Commission that there would be proper use of the land
and referred to the ordinance already placed on first reading,which provides Eor increases in certain fees that 'will be available

49.4, J to support a proper landfill operation. He pointed out that from@h€···. : .an economic standpoint, it ir; desirable that the site be as close
and convenient as possible, 80 thac the charges for the disposal

/%/dii of refuse can b© kept within reasonable bounds.
LAW pointed out thet the city rommi ssion has auchority to i

Ve
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' Page 12 - Pldrining Commission Minutes
March 5, 1964 (Afternoon Meeting)

ahead on the two sites within the city limits. Me CLURE said he

understood the Planning Commission had some jurisdiction in this
respect. The Chairman pointed out that the City Commission hdd
considered it desirable that the Planning fommission consider all
possible sites. 1n this respect, EDMONDS pointed out that one of
the sites within the city limits has been outside the Cuy until

fairly recent, and the other ,DR 64-2 - North side of MacArthur
west of Kansas Turnpike> was considered and recommended for ais-
approval last summer.

k'.¢3

RALPH WULZ, Director of Public Works, said that his Department
has on several occasions Iecomme nded sites to the City Coirmission
but that the City Cemmission considered ir dasirable to have the
Planning Commission consider the matter. roncerning the manner
in which sites will be operated, f.·a·LZ said it is proposed to
operate them according to standards developed by the American Pub--
llc Works Association and the United States Department of Public
Health, which specifications are covered in this report .

WeLZ 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 trade available for such operation. He
felt the proposed increase in fees 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 Uniled States Departmenu of Public Heaith.

In reply to a question by LAW WUZZ said he did not think
that proper operation at the present site would be a burden on the
surrounding residents. He noted also 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.

44 €*.19

t€i<**

WELZ pointed out also that the operating budget has been in-
creased substantially for the current year' s operation ( f·•'om
$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 pe.,rhaps che oper-

ation of two sites would be slightly higher than budgeted-

Wl'LZ referred to a sand pit location at 21st Street and Meri-
dian, which the city fill.ed several years ago- The City had
practically no objection from the surrounding area as a result of
that operation. Although it b·as not a true sani tary landfill oper-
ation because it involved filling of a pit it was carried on in
a manner that was not objectionable.

€9*22

»2**I,&6

I-

j.. f; t:. '01 :t. 431$r. ..4 .. i A'. :23 . ., .Iy . ' t '. 4, 5 .> T. h.6 4- fe.«-

18%-ms

1

L



Page,13 - Planning Conassion Minutes
March 5, 1964 ;Afternoon)

Another sand pit was at McLean and Meridian, which received
mole objection from the area. but which was concluded success-
fully.

KRATZER inquired whether Sites 20 anc
47th Street South and Rock Road. would b£
distance. WUI.2 observed that it would b,
those under consideration at this time.
could be reduced to some extent through l

1 21 inorthwest corner of
3 ruled outbecause of haul
m a little farther than
He noted that haul costs
ise of a transfer station.

LAW felt that cost domparison Rhould be considered. He noted
that economics are argued against the incinerator method but that
economics ate 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 hal.1 , etc. He
pointed out that if a transfer station is used then a disposal
site would be much farther out and inquired how much the 1.aw.1.
costs would be reduced. WILZ 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
and location of the transfer station with relation to the pick-
up area. He estimated that through the si igle transfer station
the City alone,could save approximately $30 000 per Year in collee-
tion costs·

ili

LAW pointed out that everyone is interested in a proper opera-
tion of sanitary landfill, but noted that WUZZ qualifies his
remarks based on budget, and that there is no guarantee that
proper operation of a site can be carried out. WUZZ agreed that

unless bis Department is provided with adequate funds to operate
a site as it should be, then a desirable operation cannot take place.
He pointed out also that up to ·this time adequate funds have not

f#5·

i provided.

LAW referred to the possibility of funds obtained through an
increase in charges, as provided in the ordinance recently passed o
on first reading by the City Commission, be diverted for some other
purpose.

The Chairman pointed out that apparently other cities have been
able to operate a sanitary landfill without adversely affecting
the public health and with a minimum of inconvenience; the satis- 4
factory operation is controlled by the budget . and if the citizens
want a proper hauling and disposal of refuse, they should be pre-
pared to pay the proper feen,

./
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Pdge 14 - Planning Commission Minutes
March 5, 1964 <Afternoon,

WOLZ pointed out that the governing body has ndicated itsawareness of the problem by substantially increasing the budget:and through its adoption for increase of fees, both collection and
disposal beginning with next year.

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

i

JENNINGS pointed out that it is possible in view of whatmight be limited funds. that after a site is approved the condi-
O f' •rk*« t'. r

tions to such approval, might not be poss.ble to carry out.EDMONDS noted that in such a case the enforcing officers of thecity and county would have the right to CloAe down the operation.
1

It was noted that conditions to approval perhaps could not be made
¢»233

to apply to a site within the City limits, but that conditions for
9342

op¢ration should be a part of the basic recommendation on city
sites.

, ' J '0 324£A : *; 6

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

1.-.  g i'.94?:**1 f.5S'.AP

JOHN BLAIR, attorney for the j ndependent Refuse Haulers Associ-ation, said that they have been actively interested and engaged in
992

for many months along with the City and County Jepartments. He
..233

=d: , was doubtrul that a transfer stption would be desirable - it
.1

14-2.-Ii#I'll

would still require a landfill. site somewhere Jnd there will
1 44&18&46* 4 1316#=

1 still be unhappy residents nearby.
He spoke in support of two

sites which would relieve traffic att any one site, and that whilethere would be extra costs, it would be borne by all because every-
4

one does have trash to dispose of. , &-1; 4404/1//1

JOHN BALL expressed concern for the fact that apparently thepredominant wind direction has not baen considered in choosingpossible sites, noting that a landfill site in the north end is
19-

not going to improve the existing problem of cdors from the scock
yard area.

He wondered whether'the traffic problem which would
Mal#mibillit

be created has been considered in relation to each of the sites-,
-4
2 )

EDMONDS said the traffic problem has been considered and that
4&

there will be a certain number of vehicles each day to and fromany site that is chosen· As for prevailing winds, EDMONDS pointedout that it has been stated there would be no odors if a proper
landfill operation is carried out.

21+420.

·4

3g
$.5. t

BAl: L referred to the fact that roads in the vicinity of Site#17 :DR 64-1 - both sides of 29th Street North in an area wtst ofHills,de) are in such condition that one can hdrdly travel witha private automobile and extra refuse truck trdffic will certainly

.I. , .4 7.92.0Got?R%.%'.     ''
f. #ye..·4*
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not help the sititation. He was concerned also Mth the fact that
while it may be planned to operate a landfill according to recom-
mended practices, there is no assurance or guar·antee that it will
be done. He noted that much of the opposition in any area wouldbe Withdrawn if someone had the authority to assure the residents
that it would be properly operated. BALI, indicated he had no objec
tion to the proposed increase in refuse fees, but was opposed to
having his property exposed to additional reduction in value
He did not think the landfill method 19 the solution.

ROGER WILSON Chai r·man ot the Haysville Planning Commission.
said that commission felt landfill was probobly the best approa ch
at the present time, but was opposed to Sites 45 and #9 CU-76 at
55tb Street South and Clifton, and CU-75 at. West Street and 55th
Street South, because of possible water pollution.

With respect to possible water pollution, EDMONDS felt that

any site selected should be core-drilled to determine the location
of the present water table, and9 toi there should be at least 2
fe®tt betwetn the w.,ter 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 thal with respect to the area at 55th Street South and
West Street. the water table fluctuates considerably.

WKLSON pointed out also that
provides that the area along the
should be kept for open spave of
is used then it should be made
when the landfill is completed.

the Masfer Plan for jiaysville
floodway, insofar as possible,

one type or another. if Cr-75

available For public open space

6.

3:1 , - 4.
a.94 1

/ 6 .,4 -95.11<20 i

/4

LAW noted that it could be advantdgejous to the City of Hays- ..
:1

ville to have the City of wichita acquire the property and a fterlandfill operation was complete, Haysville would have an excellent
opportunity to acquire it as a park site + 552·6-2

MRS o FANNY JANTZ: 2517 North Chautauqua asked if a property
owner who felt a sanitary landfill operation was not being properly
operated, would have protection or be successful in having the
operation closed down. MRS JANTZ said she had lived close to
such areas and knew what nuisances they cn create. LAW explained

that the Planning Commission can give no such assurance; that the
people affect.ed should take such int.0 considerat.ion a·t the ne t
city election.

*62

5 4646/4/Aah©* Lepa

The Chairnen refe rred to conditions which the staff has recom-
mended be attached to any approve'- EDMONDS seated that it is

30
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sanitary landfill which shall serve as a plan „nd
specification for operation of the sanitary landfill at

1 this site. Such plan shall be approved prior Lo the
commencement of operation by the governing body having
Jurisdiction over· the zoning of this tract.

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

9- Within six months of the beginning of operations at
this site, the said Saniation Division shall pro-
vide d plan for the, mann,lr 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 thi B tract.

.9.

1

gF»47<

in discussing the above condikions. TR,·UT suggested it might- - > . 22997

be desit·hble to provide in No. 9 that upon cessation of iandtill i367(441

operations. the site should beCOnte d public park, Purthei', that

a condition be added to provide that necessary budget reserve be . '. , +f .'..1@

provided to accomplish the program outlined; anci further. t.hat   .2«kN

cer·tification from the Health Deportment that it is being proper-
I 1 I:.1/34

ly ope rated in dccordance with the conditional use permit.

HARRIS 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 all
one of the conditions to approval that all 4<·CeBs roads be im-
proved to minimi#e duat and problems caused by bad weather condi -
tic,ns. EDMONDS remarked that all sites are not en hard surfaced 77
roads. The Chairman agreed that it should b. auggested that hard-
surfacing would be desirable. HARRIS noted tna: i.,f the site is 2%
in the City or County. then the proper commission can ana lyze the
coad condition before they accept that sitit; he fell it, should be
specified that it be an all-weather road.

ANDERSON auggest,d that the Health Department submit a copy
Ot its report to the County Attorney since it is his function to
Bee that all laws and regulations are unforced. MARRIS agri ed

with this suggestion.

V r RE H L MC NEAI 3851 South Hydraulic on behalf of himself ··ind
the congregation of Ark Valley Christian Church which 13 iii the
ariza of the Chapin Site presently used ao a landfill. mpoke con-
cerning the fact that refume im airewn along the highway because
of trucks not being coveted as required by city ordinance, HO

fpit: -838*:littf,OF'r ;1;674·3.t.jit f,i : .;. t°t<itjfifi;/ f'.*.1//·&-51.94·hi ,·F€i?f»94?9.50,24' 7346 -3Itly·'7; , 9,f·JIF°42··· ··, .·-.f f'. rtifi·. f.·. 19 U:0-i:,eM:¥m#OF--:.r:: ': -'I ./ '/': / ' % ' i/PR* 3R
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pointed out that the church peop].e have attempted to keep their
property up ln good condition and to continue a landfill site in
this particular area Will certainly not enhance the church property
and the efforts of its congregation.

WUr. Z 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 tho sites to be considered is zoned industrially.
He 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 pa Jit
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 sit.es are not adaptable
to elli uks and that open space, or park use is the primary use
and most pu,ctical as a r·ule. He felt that at least in some Of
the areas being considered. it would be reasonable for eventual
park use. He thought it would be hard a find an area where a
park isn·t needed. but said he had no objection to an amendment 444

as sugge sted.

MRT.1120 : HARRKS moved, ANDERSON second and it
carried unanimously that the following condi-
tions be •stablished in the approval of any
Banitary landfill:

1. Sanitary lendfills shall be design93 and operated
:ccording to the "Reitise Disposal Standards and
Regulations" by Ralph f. Black, Senior Sanitary
Engineer, Cnited States Depairtment of Health as
publ i shed in the "American Public Works 1961
Yearbook", and as modified by Conditions 2 and 3
below,

2. Th*, sanitry landfill shal.1 be £30 constructed and
operated that there will be 2 feet of separation

between the bottom of the fill and the average
elevation of the ground wate.r' table. The average
elevation of the water table shall be determined
by a Geological Survey of the site and anall be
recorded on the plan submitted for approvul as
outlined in item No. 7 below.

3. Provisions sh,•11 be, made to minimize leaching through
the fill material from ruinfall by providing , com-
pacted find 1 covering of selected earth From 18

L
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inches to 2 feet deep over the fill and graded for
proper draindge. Tntermittent layers of landfill
shall be covered wit.h 6 to 8 2 nches of compacted
earth cover malierial daily.

4. The disposal of haurdous solide and liquids, chro-
mium comp©unds or radioactive waste shall be pro-
bibi ted.

5. Bur.ning of xefuse sh<.11 be prohibited.

6. The immediate working area. consisting of et lea,t W
acres shall be. enclosed with a 6-foot high chain-link
type fence, supported on steel posts with three strands
of barbed wi re +above, The fence shall be expanded or
moved at euch times as are necess.sly to keep the work-
ing area enclosed at all times. Entrance And exit

gate,8 Bholl be inst,illed and kept locked a: all times
other thein the posted hours of operatinn of the 1.irid-
fill.

ap

7. Thib Sanitatinn Division of the Department or Public
Works of the City of Wtchi·ca st,·111 prov}.de for topo-
graphical and Fogineeling s,irveys o F the site to estab-
listh the final grade for the landfill the drainage
pattern, the location ,·i tntrancem, exits, haul roads
acce.sory buildings, utilities the depth of the
ground wAter' tah.e *nd other feat,Jms nficessary for
the proper operation nf the sanitary landfill which
4,•11 serve as N pl,in or>d :specification for opefation
of the sanitiny landfill et this site. Such plan

ohall be approved pr.er to the commencement of opera-
tien by the governing body having jurisdiction over the
·Zoning of this tract.

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

9, Within Bix months of the beginning of operations at
tthie site, tne said Sanital.ion Divigion sh•611. pfc,vide
a plAR for the manner in which the eurface of the
site will be finished upon ceaation of operations;
BUCh plan vill k approve.d by the governing body
having jurisdictic,n over the zoning of thiu tract .

10- No Mnitary landfill operation shall be conducted
within 75 feet of the half section line.

11. 'The Wichita-·Sedgwick County Health r>apartment shall

1

' 6'21

1 , P  alk

1*96 1I lt, f 4 :/:" 21

li91*,4·4*-90** r

1



r

Page 20 Planning Coission Minutes
March 5. 1964 (Afternoon'

inspect said site quarterly and shall. submit a report
of each inspection to the County Attorney for his
review.

12. Upon the completion of said sanitary landfi 11 operation
for- said site, the use of the land shall be for a 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.

13. Roads leading to the site shal' be hal·d surfaced all-
weather roads.

14. The governing bodies snal]. provide an adequate budget.
and funds to provide for· the operation of the landfill
site as herein described.

ITinte 4.20 p.m.1

HARRt S stated that he 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-74 northeast corner of Oliver and
55th Street South; would interfere with their operations perhaps
the Commission could take action en that applicption first·

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

MOTION: LAW moved. TROUT seconded and it carried

unanimously as to those voting Harris abstained,
that Site #22 (CU-745 be deleted from further con-
sidtration.

The Chairman suggested that Site #5 CU 76 - south of 55th
Stre-it South and west of Clifton) be considered next noting also
that Derby and Haysville Planning Commissions have recommended it
not be approved. EDMONDS read into the record an excerpt from the

Derby Planning Commission minutes related to CU-74 and E-U-76 as
follows:

"Minutes of Derby Planning Commission Meeting - February .. 41%727 1964. -----At 8:00 pm. a preliminary hearing was
held for the Wichita-Sedgwick County request for a condi-
ti.onal use permit to establish sanitary landfill sites il
at the northeast corner of Oliver and 55th Street (Case
No. ru-74 : and <2> south of 55th street south and west.
of Clifton .Case No. rU-76 . Nearly sixty adjacent

L
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property owners and int.erested cltizens oF Derb), tippeared
to protest the sites· Groups entering prokest included the

-.-U--

Oaklawn Tmprovement. District., Sunview IinE,overitent Di SLIict
..'9E./.* 4

and the Derby School Board J Aft,·r Rob takin made the pre-
14

sentation for MAPC, he answered questions asked by the
1''lial

412.
Planning Commission and the cititens and property owneks 7:4.9

During the quest ion-,inswt·Y period. conce;n was expressed
for [jossible con lamination n F the water supply due to the

%-20

415 1 highwater table of the orea, the traffic problem on K· 15
4.-F

and Oliver, devaluation of the properties acijoining. 05*5% l

safety of children attending schools in the a.rea scattered

,*•Witwe·35

.lsff.C.,
debris. insufficient covering material. smoke . unpleasant

»3*'¢41·i

.,A i odors, blowing dusl and dirt and the possibility of the.> .A - :Llp

city and county not constructing, ope rating, and maintain·-
ing the landfill in ·iccordence with the suggested condi-

49/6

71 0 tions of approval.

0

157
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At the concluaion of the discussion the follo·wing motion
was made by Robinson and seconded by Bradley: I move thR i.

the De·rby Planning Commission oppose Cast, No: 11'-34 reque,E.

for sanitary landfill for the following reasons:
that Oliver

Street is a main artery used principally by many Derbyresidents, t.hal the·re would be n nuisance E<irtor of :wattered
trash in the ared. thet the increasea truck traffic 'Gould be
detrimental to safety. and that s.lcn an establishment woula
be in genepl contrary to the pilblic interest of the people
of Derby and our area: and i mnve. sr:condly that the
Commission oppose Case No. a-76, request tar sani 58 ry
landfill for. the fol.loving reasons: that the high water

table would probably not permit economical use and neces-
sary

covering operations that it would possibly contaminate 19·
sub-surface water ftowing through the area that thetraffir. involved would endanger the children at.tending schools 1!
in the area, and ?hat it would be· contr/,ry to the interests
of the neighboring residente. A roll call vote ms taken

ind the Mot ion owned unanimously. ---- --·-· 3. t vms recom-

mended by Egan that the county Commissi.oners, in chotsing
sites for· sanitary 1.nofills strive to place them in the
pyoximity of Wichita's area since it is Wichita thilt is
the primaiy benefactor."

/181-/

1 45.

irasgs.!k

ROMENT ISRAEL spoke in favor of Site #5 {CU-·76) . He pointed

out that the sewage disposal plant j.s directly acrosE .he ri.verand from a water pollution standpoint. the landfill should not be
nearly 80 objectionable an the disDonal plant emp.ving efy] uent
into the river.

. 491,3 4.23%

MR ISRAEL referred to :outs involved in che 2,24!li Sition
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a site; Site *5 has improvements which are i.clud:d in the price.
and he felt it had a lot to offer since it is probably one of the
largest sites being considered· There was one man present who
agreed with the Derby Planiing Commission that Site *5 (CU-76) is
not a desirable location.

.23

LAW suggested that the various sites be considered in pairs -
one to the north and one to the south. to r·,late the cost 07 a
site to transportation costs to determine the .economic feasibility
and when it is narrowed e·o:·..1, ..hell hear fro .1 59.101,> ditertly affects
He did not see how the Cor...ties,on c·Nid v.o:.2 on Si. e '5 at .his
time.

WINSBY pointed olic thatt three sites to ·che south are tied into
one site to the north, and if the Commission picks the most appro-
priate to the north and the most :ippropriate one to the south, they
together should make the best pair.

LAW said he did not see how a determination could he made on
any site other than from the economies-dollar affect on surrounding
area as dollar affect on coeration, dollar cost of haul, aequisi-
tion, etc. The Chairman pointed out that suffi.cient data is not
available at this time ·tc get down to che specifics of the economic
basis.

it'
4624»-»

#fiff.f

EDMONDS stated that it is conceivable ·,-hat the Commission
could approve all the sites as potential landfill area and give
the governing bodies a choice of the one it wanted

391'1911: KRATZER moved eNNINGS seconded and it

carried by a vote of 5 in favor (Kratzer, Jennings, t"*.1/
Dugan, Anderson, Lawi and 1 opposed 9'rcwtt, , that .,49„,//

Site #5 {CU-76) be considered as a site in the
final determination end ioting on sites.

TROUT did not see that the above motion accomplished
and for that reason voted in opposition.

ything

,h y

429•e··.

The Chairman inquired whether or not there ·vas any reason 4
the various sites had to be paired as suggested in the report by
the Department. LOONEY said that any site to the south could be
paired with any site to the north.

LAW felt the Commission should consider the sites by pairs
and that those in opposition be heard with respect to the rair.

The Chairman called for consideration of Site ©2 iCT'-73
northwest corner of 13th and Hoover .

/%f i :b.litf. *,fr;}fitffifoot{{:Ifri{J,3'Ijy...5894
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There was no one present to be heard either in favor of or
opposed to this site.

MOTION. LA'N moved. ANDERSON seconded s nd it
carried by a

vote of 4 in favor (Law, Anderson,
Jennings and Kratier) and 2 opposed #Trout andDugan, that Site #2 (CU-73 be retained for
further consideration.

TROUT said he was opposed to retaining this site baca use in
his opinion it is not a good site.

Fhe chai. rman rnote€ that this area wa . e.·.„·,sidered once before,
44:*9

ad asked whether or not requirements have changed since that pre-vious consideration. EDMONDS said ·they have been spelled out
moxe

distinctly and specifically than before.
LAW said it was rejected the last time because of ground waterlevel and proximity of residences. f n comparing this site withothers it is in the same position. Me pointed out also that whenit was considered before: tile requirement was for 4 or 5 feet of

cover whereas it has been changed to 2 feet Dow-
The Chairman called f.or consideration oj' Site #17 OR 64-1,both sides of 29th Street North i.n an aree. west of Hi ilside ,
No one appeared in stipport of this area. ED £34?RAY

appeared

in opposition, as attorney for Ray Kirkpairick and other propey.tyowners in the area. They were opposed because or Phe past opera-tion of a landfill by the city. It is in a residential zi·ea. Hesuggested such a site be located farther rrom the c j 11' limits.
444%94

MRS OPAL GREEN, 2744 North Green. said this site is adjacent
to her property und she was much opposed.

STANFORD SMfTH, attorney representing himse jr and other prop-erty owners in the area. spoke in opposition·. He commented thatregardless of where the landfill is located it will not enhancethe value of adjacent property· He pointed out that in 1962 aprojected growth trend was prepared by Larry Smith and Company.which indicated the growth would be to the north and east. rt didnot seem practical to him locate a landfill in this area where new
far

residential growth is expected. Further, many more residences wwould be affected in this area than any of the other sites. He
stated further that it is hi.8 u

standing that drainage from the
proposed site leads south through .he msidential area whic,h would
make this an undesirable location.

..3 19443,44*32-4Fek+93%
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It was his contention that in viel. of the proximity of the residen-

operated properly with the amount of money allocated to the City,
tial development, drainage Factors, and the fact thai it cannot be

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 ia 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

odor involved in the operation of the fill
300 feet suggested for screening would be
protection to the residences. It was her

many people move from the area i E this sit
fill operation.

tnat there is sure co be

She felt the proposed

insufficient to afford

opinion there would be
e is chosen for a land-

MOT!·9!1: 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 favor Claw Anderson, Jennings
and Kratzer)and 2 opposed (Trout and Drigan; .

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

HARRIS WAS EXCUSED FROM THE MEETING 15 p.m.

The Chairman called for di.saussion of Site *18 (CIJ-72. southwest
corner of 37th St}·eet North and Reck Road). No one appeared to

speak either in support or in opposition to this site.

EDMONDS reported that a letter of protest from Roatzel .Tochems
had been received, in which opposition was expressed.

, f

9,11.

MOTIONe LAW moved thet Site 918 :CU-7.2. south-
west corner of 37th Street North and Rock Roadj
be deleted from consideration inasmuch as it is
farther out and would mean additional hauling

i costs, and also this site ·was refgzted to as

one which would require a transfer station and
it is not compatible with the Guided Growth Pro-

(This motion was ncr reconded. i

-€ 3,2
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1 ANDERSON pointed out that there is apparently no deep-·rooted
opposition. He suggested that if this site (#18 at 37th Street
North and Rock Road) and Site #5 (CU-75 at 55th Street South and
Clifton) could be submitted to the County Commis8ioners there
apparently would not be a stampede of opposition and for that
reason he did not ,vant to see Site #13 (CU-72. at Rock Road and

37th Street North deleted from further consideration.

LAW agreed, and urged
pairs rather than singly.
has indicated that sites do

the report - that any site
could be considered 18 6

again that the si.tea be considered as
'Phe Cliairman pointed out that ·the staff
not have to be paired as iutlined in

io the nor:.h and any Bite to the south
pair.

59292: ANDERSON moved KRATZER. seconded and
it carried by a vote o€ 4 in favor *Anderson.
Kratzer, Dugan ancl Trout, and 1 opposed tiaw)
that Site #18 le'U-723 southwest corner of 77th
Street North and Rock Road) be reiained for'
further consider·ation. (alibliNGS abstained

from discussion or voting on this sit.e.

The Chairman called for dj.scussi.On on Site 1*19 08 64-2, gen-
erally located on the north side of MacArthur Road and wcast of iI·.e
Kansas Turnpike).

No one appeared to speak in support of this e.pplication.

DWANE SCEMIDT. attorney represen·cing Builders. fne., a developer
in this area, spoke in opposition.

He said he believed this site

to be the highest priced as Fai· as ecre price is concerned: and he
asked that the Commission tako that i:act into consideration.

KENNETH MYERS, on behalf of Arkansas Valley Chric,tiein Chuxch.
3851 South Hydraulic, and e number of residents in the area, Bubmit-
ted a petition containing 57 signatures. He suggested a landfill
site should be outside the city limits of Wichita where there would
be less objection. He pointed out also that in Riany communities
private landfill operations are carried on. under requirements
established by the City or County authorities. and that perhaps that
should be given consideration.

gift-. ·

Er; 92: TROUT moved LM; seconded and it carried
unanimously that Site #19 DR 64-1 north side of

MacArthur Road and west :.F the Kansas -eurnpike)
be retained for further consideration.

The Chairman called foy disuct,ion of Site #9 eU·-75, generally
3 1.2.2 located at the southeast corner of West Street and 55tn Street
4/l-h South).

*#*.4 fill/:fl€ 3·/,2' 7J f• ,          ¢tfpf M#& / .i,4>.,1 :.
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No one eppeared to speak in favor of this site.
DON LAMED,N attorne·y on benalf of Wird virke¢'/ and others in

*6144.:th

Thi· area spoke· in opposioc,n -He submitted .3 1,··02¢52. perititin
,·,tion?,r, 11'49 ,n-, Fr.4 ,-,cref,F·:, ·,i in ·Ihis ,·;b.i··r

contdm nated· .ht, .1 1 0. z s r-,. 11 f. F f t... ·and he nodbled <hat the.te
wltitd: 1.t would be decrimental. 40 Er:, high ret\,01. and he urged
the Coaunisuinn to go larthey m:t (ar , sit,e

EDMONDS reed a RE:solution lioia: St·hocul. '). 52 ict #191 wherein
objection to This site wAs expr€·unsed ixicaust it would croace eL-cessive dust. f unies, noxizius odors id at'r.rae''c rats and othervermin; it would mean many dump trucks uging the county roadi inand around l.'ampus High School and such activities will depT'eciatethe v.lue of properties upon wbich kne tax levies of Campus High
District e>13t S

80.7,9¥ · TROUT moved. DI-CAN seconded chat this
site be delet.ed From further Col,aida?··at ion-
Motion lost by a vote of 2 in favoi·' ITroutand Dugan; and 4 opposed raw, Kracler, Andef-
son dnd letining:31 id*;'41·iye·f 2 04

pointed out that the First conaid.ration of any siteshould be the health ha:mid and with nspect to the above. site,then, :re many people Using private bells and any woter contaminee
tion might result in d serious health problem.

AIKEN Mid the Healti ike:.3 ·cteent did not submit a specificreport on any (,i- the sites and i.ha. it. recommendation im as containedin the conditions suggested by a·ie Planning Department. He con-tinued that it el recowmended i.hat any landfill site be kept two
feet. above ground water t.ibk 02 1,;,64'i.rtion.

TH·.49· s4id that Site 44-2 (48 -73 at tiorvec and 1.1.ill Street) andSite #9 4€1] 75 at. 55th Stieet. Souch and West street, tech sholk, high
water tables

AIKEN said ttat from a praccical standpoint the gi'ound wateruble elevation will determine whether or not a particular siteen be user' to advantage as a landfill site. U there is not suffi-cient cover over ground water. thera wil l be some difficulty tryingto opgilte but it can be done. He st.:,ted that they have not madeany ditference with respect to type CE soil - that chu suggestionthey have made is as near as they can determine.
44,2
44

LAW suggested the locati.01: at 29,:h and West Street Sites 3

L
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and 4) which is not on public hoa:-ing at this time, as anotherpossible 1.ocation. This site is not in close proximity to anything
and it has a better water table. He thought this site should be
considered when pairing up the sites·

JE*NINGS suggested that site *21. at the northwest corner of
47th Street South and Rock Road would be reasonable to advertise
for further public hearing.

EDMONDS reviewed action of the .'ommission with reepect to
the sites as follows:

Deleted from further consigieet.ion:
CU-74 - Site 22 - northeast corner 02 55th Street

South and Oliver
DR 64 -1 Site 17 - Both sides of 29th Street in

an area west of Hillside

Retained for further consideration:
DR 64-2 - Site #19 - Mac:Arthur Road and *elle Turnpike
CU-72 - Site #18 - Rock Road und 37th Street North
CU-73 - Site #2 - 13th and Hoover

444".9

CU-75 - Site #9 - West Street and 55th Street South
eU--76 - Site 405 - South Clifton and 55ch Street South

Suggested for additional puplis· 4@aring:
Sites 3&4- 29th Street Nor-th and rest Styreet
Site 21 - Norchwest corner 02 47th Street South

and Reck Road

Area suggested by Derby Planning Commission at: 45th
Street Son-ch and Rock Road

0929¥: LAW moved. ANDERSON seconded and it
carried unanimously thal the Planning ec,mmj asion
select two pairs of sites - 2 sites in the north
and 2 in the souu. and refer those to the
rounty and City Commission as the Planning com- 711·;,46.

mission's recommendation.
0 :91 4

MOTI,ON: LAW moved. JENNINGS seconded and i. t
462

carried unanimously that the staff be directed
to advertise for a public hearing Sites 3 and
4 at 29th Street and West Street.

L

18Tljolq: JENNINGS moved ANDERSON spconded and
Lt carried unanimously that the staff be directed
¢o advertise fcc a public hearing Sites 20 and 21
on the west sido of Nock Road r.©tween MacArthur
Road and 47th Street South.

lai

r
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Mt?YION: LAW moved ANDERSON seconded and it
carried unanimously that the Commission dis-
cuss the sites which have just be©.n ordered
to be advertised as if .hey were up for con-
sideration a·t this li.me .

The Chairman declared a 15 minute recess at 5:40 p.m.

Meeting reconvened at 6 p.m.

MOTIPN: LAW moved that the Planning Commission
recommend two sites in l.he north and two sites
in the south as acceptable .from. c. planning stand-
point, it being recognized there is the possibility
of 3 sites in the north and 3 sites in the south
but two sites being insi.de the city limits it is
within the purview of the City Commission to
exercise its right to acquire these sites if it
so chooses, and that the Commission recommend >·lt€2*t

Sites 3 and 4 29:h and West Streets) in the north-
west, which will bhe subject of a public hearing.
Site #18 in the Northeaai CU-72 at Rock Road and
37th Street North/, and Sites 20 and 21, on the
west side of Rock Road between MacArthur Road and
47th Street South. DUGAN seconded this motion
but later withdrew his second.

LAW commented that the above siues seem to te the least obnox-
ious to surrounding areas. Site #5 while close to the sewage treat
ment plant, it does have opposition,

0.:*LK

The Chairman questioned toe legality of the Comritission in
taking the above suggested action on sites not before it for pub-
lic hearing. ANDERSON said he thought the public hearing should
be continued until the sites directeo to be advertised have been
advertised and are before the Comenigs ion in publie hearing. TROU7

agreed.

6 · ·44*42

7.

MOTIP¥: ANDERSON moved KRATZER seconded that

-,2 the Commission recommend as its No. 1 preference
Sites 2 4:U-73 - 13;21 and Hoover> and 5 (CO-76

- 55th Stree. South and Cliftont, and as No. 2
p.reference Sites 18 CI -72 - Rock Road and 37th
Street North, and 5 iCE'-76 - 55th Street South and
clifton.? Motion lost by a vote of 2 in favoi
(Anderson and Kratzen gind 3 Opposed o Z=w Dugan
and Trout . Jennings @bstained from voting.

p-er i./irmt ke:

L

ly

'914,4.1

r '.

-- -,li.-10.--
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10 fternoon:

TROUT pointed out chat Site -2.2 at 1-lth and HoovEr is too small
and not really accessible. 22%

£!23321: TROUT moved that the Planning Commission
recommend to the Commissions Sites 18 (CU-72 -
Rock Road and 37th street North' and 19 4DR 64-2
- MacArthur and Turnpike and inform them at the same
same time that Sites 3 and 4 (29th Street North and
West Streets and Sites 20 and 21 west Side of Rock
Road between MacArthur and 47:h Street South, have
been advertised for public hearing No second.

.f@i

3,-0.-

Mpy.Wil: ANDERSON moved to amend the above molion to fs
add as second choice Sites 2 1'0-73 - 13th and Hoover)
and 5 (CU 76 - 55'ch Street. South and Clifton) . KRATZER
seconded the amended motion. Motion lest by a vote of
2 in favor .Anderson and Kratzer) and 3 oppcsed *Law,
rrour and Dugan).

ANDERSON said his reason for including Site 42 is because ,1
there was no opposition and while low, he had assumed from the 04
report that all sites can be used, and he did not think Site 2
at 13th and Hoover should be turned down just from the health .1

t angle. DUGAN pointed out that it w only 130 acres and the west 2
60 acres is flood land-

EDMONDS stated that a protest to Site 2 has been filed by Radio
Station KLED. LAW considered Site 142 too close to residential
property.

9.93?*Ft ':I

MeTION : KRRTZER moved and rENNiNGS seconded and it
ca rried by a vote of 4 in favor :Kratzer, Jennings.
Anderson and Dugan and 2 opposed (law and Trout)
that the Planning Commission recommend Sites 5
feu-76 at 55th Street South and Clifton} and 19
DR 64-2 at MacArthur and the Turnpiket.

Ami

09'Pit?N: ANDERSON moved that Site #2 :CU-73 at 13th
and Hoover) not be considered any further as a
possible landfill site. LAW seconded the motion

and it carried unanimously. r

MOY:[9!1, ANDERSON moved chal the Planning C omm 1 S s i o n = 1-

recommend Site :"18 lt'U-72 at Rock Road and 37th
Street North as first choice in the north. TRGO·r
seconded the motion. Motion carried by a vote of
4 in frvor :Anderson Trout, Kratier and Dugan'
and 1 opposed tiaw) . knnings abstained from voting. -# ?72-

mam

E

2. *q.,g··:.>r'::71,- ,>·,Tti·.64"1.1#%3t2%MS**30

!/1#Fi....) J I I." l.
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TRoUT WAS EXCUSED rR aM THE MEETING

091&90: ANDERSON moved Dt·GAN seconded that

Site #9 (CU-75 - 55th Street South and West
Street) be deleted from consideration. Motion

carried by vote of 3 in
and Law) and 2 opposed

It, EDMONDS pointed out chat in addi
approval approved earl. ier by the 21·411
to any site. that CU-76 includes a su
porposed which requires an additional

09119-N= JENNINGS moved, DI

it carried unanimously that
14 conditions previously sh
utes, that the follciving be
on (U-76:

15. All of the land shall be reg
the site, including the subd

Exclusion of the subdivision
revised conditionsc including
and setback of operational ar

With respect to eu-72 at Rock Road
pointed out an additional requirement.

MQIJON: ANIDEPSE moved, M

carried unanimously that in
conditions previously shown
that the following be added
CU-72;

1. No scree,ning requi.rements w.,re
recommended that no sianitary 1
shall be conducted within 75 f
section line-

53;2

The Chairman declar·ed the publi.c
possible sanitary landfill sites clos

- h.jo 5 0ic' 7*-'73r*:Waple...*r. v.,1, -

'*d.

937'.2

?4.-lawN

Jor <Anderson, Dugan

itter and rennings> .

tion to the conditions to

ning Commission as applicable
f

bdivjsion within the area
stipulation.

GAN seconded and
in addition to the t

own in these min-

added as applicable

uired for operation of
ivision therein:

shall require
screening

ea.

and 37th street, EDMONDS

SAN seconded and it

addition to the 14

in these minutes.

as applicable to

made. hut it was

andfill opgration
eet of the half sect

hearing f.07 consideration of
3d.

14.'40



EXHIBIT #2

Conditions of Approval for CU -72 and CU-76

Sanltary landfillo sh,011 be L...digned a··id opic

according 2.0 Y:-132 ·' A. . posal Stry.•''dre S .

Regulat -0,1. ' bv .,litib ,/
b

:ock= 198 1

Yearboo. 'K .22 ·.tions 2 ar

below,

2 7he sanitary landfill shall b

and operated th,•£ t:h<.1 e .,ill

tion berween the bo·-1.r.m

age elevation ce una er

average e..evation

13=
determined by a Ge

shall ba rece

ar>Droval as u.

:PEOV: S.OMS 13[dl 1
-1-2 0,3 int·

through the f 11

143*ifs
by

viding e. cs··o:

earth from '.3

and graded Ze.

L

L

1

L

. r,·· · ·· 1_.



to

layers of landfill shall be covered with 6 to 8

inches of cmpacted earth coler material daily.

4. The disposal of hazardous solids and liquids,

chromlum compounds or radioactive waste shall

be prohibited.

S - Burning of refuse shall be prohibited,

6. The imlnediate working area. consisting of at

least 10 acres shall be enclosed with a 6-foot F

14 2
high chain-link type, fence. supported on steel

posts with three stranod of barbed wire above.

The fence shall be expanded or moved :t such
*E.

times as are necessary to keep the working area

enclosed A all times. Entrance end exit gates

shall be installed and kept locked •at all times

other than the posted hours of oper·acion of the 21!r

landfill

7. The Sanitation Division of the Departmerit of

Public Works ct the City of Wichita sh.ell pro-

vide tor topographical and engineering surveys

of the r. te to eg:tablish the final grade for

the landfill the drainage pattern the location

2

L

r
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:ic©i exlts, haul roe,?i; build-

MgO, v.11.lifier.: i.he dephri of Or··.. ·jfc....1 0 ···.ater

. he Ng·spertable and other features nee-assa:c, yer

opexatio···. 4, I.?,9. canit.ir'v lacif: 1' ···,-ar,

sanite..ry j ·.:·c ". 1 pian shall ix·

appioved pr 4, O:·er at 1011 1,7

the g©Ver N r·Ve# ine 7.011)-zi:

of thi ''act

8,; She.1.ta.· 0.·. '.1 i.zinitary haild·ac,se and oilet

facilit. w. sh€j.) bs 37·OVi.60-·1 indf. 2 1

employee,·

2419

614. l.111 A. ir -·4 COE'

p7O9 10,3 . e sur-

of oper d v. :.r

-6 .1.00,•Alnt;

02 thic '.':

10. No saric.,ry lariditill ,=*:eration a.ill iducted

33*i with 1.2 7 5 fee·: D F the ho. i '

7

6

L Lid

L
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0

11. The Wichita -Sedgwick County Health Dapartment shall
inspect said site quarterly and shall submit a re-

Akport of each inspection to the County Attorney for
his review. In the '21.73r.t the quarterly report made
by the Wichita-Sedgwick County Health Department
indicates or shows a failure or ;ion-compliance with
·the conditions ot:tached, and in the event such non-
compliance continues fox a pericd of 30 days after
the report, the Condi.tknal Use Permit shall cease
until such time ae the:.e has been i.u 1.1 compliance
with all conditions attached.

12. Upon the coapletic:·1 02 23id sanitary landfill oper-
ation 'or said site, the uae of the Land shall be
3'or a public park; however, i.n the event it is de-
termined that a public park or open dpace is not
needed, then other uses pay be co·asidered.

13. Roads leading to the of.te shall. be hard ser:'acad all-
weather roads.

1.4. The governing bodies sh: Li pre,·ide an adequits budget
and funds to provide for the nperation of the landfill
site as herein described.

15. Recommended screening and other r.qnirements for each
site are as follows:

4,

P.
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4

CU-72

a. No screening requirements were made, but it was
recorinended that no sanitary landfill operation
shall be conducted within 75 feet of the half
section lines.

CU-76

a. All of the land shall be required for operation
of the site, including the Subdivision therein:

exclusion of the Subdivision shall re-
quire revised conditions, including
screening and settback of operational area.

L_



EXHIBIT #3

Conditions of Approval for DR 64-2
99*

1. Sanitary land/111,6 614.411 be dedigned and operated

according tc the 'Reruse Dleposal Standards ind

Regulations· hy Ralph 9 81;ick Sentor 86*lita/v

Engineer. Unt ' 9,5 St&tes Ospin:··tr:ant: c.f hfaalt.h Ds

pub. 1.shed in ·.:.h•: "Ameuican Public Work; 1961

Yearbook' and as e.oditied by Conditions 2 and 3

below.

2. The sanitarY Land.fill sh,311 be w constructed

and operat.F·el i.het chere WLL,1 be 2 Feet of separa-

tim: between the botte·in of the f ill and the aver--

age elevation m< rhe grown.1 water table. 'the

average eleV<lt.. 6 of the Waifer tabit·· 24,17 1 be

determined by i GeologicAL Survey of th2 si·ce and

shall be recor·ded on the pla: submitted fof

e,pproval ac o.k; ined in 1 :eql No. 1 below,

3. 14·ovisions slialj Le ©ate to mudisize le,ching

through the fill .:,ateria) Free rainfal>. 'by pxo-

vidxng a compacted f i.nal covering of selected

earth froal 18 4-hes to 2 'Ies: deeP over tie fill

and graded fo· proper drainage l.ntermi.ttent

L

L
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layer:- of landfill sh•ill be covered wi) 6 co 8
inches of ec»mpected earth cover :flateriel de..ly.

4. rhe disposal of hazardous rellds and liquids.
chrcelum compounds or radioactive waste shal.1

0

be pn,hibitc·d

Eurniaq of *·efuse shall be probtbited.

6o Ah, immediate working area consisting of at

least 10 aci as shell be enclosed wit,1 a 6-foot
high chain->ink uype fence suppow ted on steel
posts with three st raned af barbed wire above.
The G·nce shall be expanded or' cooved at sucn
t.ime: r,,7 gre nece€ady •/ to keep the working area
enclosed at all U.mes,, Entrance and exie q,atlas
shall be intalled nd kept lock ,&41 .011 tifleS

other than the poated hours of opa*ation of the
landfill

1. The Sanitation Division of the Department of
Public Works of the Clty of Wi¢hlta shall. pco-
vide for tOvoq/ aphical aad engineering surveys
of the site to establish the final grade For
thee tandtill th<: drairnage p·Atterri. the location

L

L

t
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0

of mntrances, exirs. haul roads, accessory build-

ings, utilities, the depth oi the ground water

table and other features necessary for the ;>I·oper

Operation of the sanlt.ary landfill which shall ser ve

as a plan and apecification for operation of the

sanitary land:.1.11 at this Bite Such plan shall be

approved prior 'co the commencement of operation by

the governing body h·,vl ng lur isdicnic,h oves the zoning

of this trac t .

8- Shelter F.L.:· sanitery handwashing and toilet

facilities snail be piovided for landfill

employees;

9., Within SIX Kionths of the beginning of cierations

at this sit:. the said Sanitation Division shall

provide a plan for the manner in which the sur-

face of the slte will ke yinjbhed upon cessation

of operati.one: sue.h pler: will be approved by the

governing body· having jurisdiction over the zoning

of this tracto

10., No san·Ltary landfill operation shall be conducted

within 75 feat 07 >he hal- Cection. 13Aes.



4

b , 21.6

The Wichita -Sedgwick Courty Healt.h Departmer.4 shall

44*4
inspect said site qw rterly and shall submit a re-

port of each inspection to the ec,Unly A.·Lt<,vit·:M for
..··otty.,his review. 111 the ·event the q,w,rb.1-17 -report made

by the wichi.·.a -Bodgwick County Health 1.spartinant

indicates or shows nfailure or non-compliance with

the conditions attached, aad in the event such non-

compliance continues for a pe. led 01 00 dayz DEEer
4."VIE

the report, the· Conditional Use Pes:mic shail cease 01%39

until such time :8 there has ba,·:to £ ull compli al:Ce

with all conditions attached.

12. Upon the completi.on of. aaid eanitai·y landfill oper

ation for said Bite, the i.w of the land Ehal.1 be

Zer a public pzrk; however ; in ;-he ove*,4 ic, de-

termined that a public park or (>pan st>on: is r.ot

needed, then other useci mat, )242 considered.

13. Roads leading to the ske shall be hai·<i sur>juced 01.-

weather roads.

14. The· governing bodies shal l provide m adequa te bu.dget

and fends to provide for the operation of the laridfj-3..1

site as herein describelde

L
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<4*.

15. DR 64-2

a. Screening, consisting· of a double row of 'Lom-

hardy Poplar 'Prees", shall be placed at approx-

imately 6-foot centers on the south where the

site is edjacent to MacArthur Read and along:

any residential or ccmmercial developmenti

b. No aanitary landfill operations shall be per·-

formed nearer -than 30 feet to any residential

01· commercial deve).or,ment.

9*.VEt
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EXHIBIT #4

APRIL 2, 1964 MINUTES

ANDERSON expressed grave concern with respect co aisixisal of
refuses Re suggeated there has been a breakdown in education as
to what cat*titutes a proper opsioation ok a sanitary landfill or
the public does not trust the governing bodies t.O 1.ive up to the
condlt ions proposed ·20 be attached to any approved site

KRATZER suggested that in view of the number of sites which 44%1;

have been considered and disapproved, it seemed logical Chat U.ie
Commission look for a suitable landfill site farthe.r from the city
in a rural area relatively unpopulated. In view of the additional - ·49
costs involved in farther haulage distance r he wondered if the , ,
Commisgion should ask the governing bodies for further direction
concerning consideration of sites farther Ecom the city.

HARRIS pointed out that the refuse report indicated that the
additional. cost of hauling approzima'cad $30:009 per mil.e 547,2.11.:A
and the total budget suggested for refuse disposal is around 8150·000
per year v so 10 miles more haulage distance would create a goblem with
respect to budget . If the metropolitan area le going to use eanitary
landfill method it has to be within the immediate environs of the city
with a minimum hauling distance c

1442
1,459

E2191*2 JENNINGS moved ANDERSON seconded and
it carried unanimously as to those voting that
the Planning Commission reconmand to the County
Commission that this application be denied*
HARRIS abstained from discussion or voting ,

WA··

JENNINGS noted that a transfer station would be necessarY if a

 site is chosen farther than those already considered . 1

The Chairman commented *hat 9 or 10 83.tem ware chomen in the

beginning which qualified under the criteria propooed by the Planning
Department and the Health Department y the Planning Co003.salon han
considered those sites and recommonded that three be approved and
that the others be denied for manitary landlill Elites. He considered
that the Planning Commission has fulfilled its obligation in the
matter of consideration and recommendation with respiact to landfill
siteae

9,9.': il 1·tty 3
Val .1
P.V... A J.J.,4

44...: /48
24% 2 =.

'49
I··23.'S,pt /
/3.5. 3 -/

463,1

I - -··

-r, 29/M

1
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April 2„ 1964

ZONJQ 1

E.mt.f.karAn

14 Case No, Ch· 77 · Initiated by Planning Commission for-holu
Sideration ae oommib]Le .lmndlit.3. alte Jor the N?i of the NEdi
of Section 2, irwnship 27 Solith, Range 1 West„ AND & tract
described ass begi nni.ng 742 feet S of the bl'W corner of

Sect ion 1 8 9 31 feet . E tc River> N to point E of begin-
ningt W 1532 feet to beginning of Section 1. Township 27

South Range 1 Weet except 12:9 acres for floodway.7 ALSO
the N 26 7/8 acres of Lut 5. Section 1 'rewnship 27 South,
Range 1 West. except 9..35 acres for floodway. El@n£22.1.k 1
located on both sides of West Street south of 29th St rn:k
North,

11. ·Cang-liP- f»7Q - Initiated by Planning cemmiesion for none
sideration Ews nogajb'Le 30114*i),1., izikeu for SE'. and 23% of NE4
of Section 18 o Township 28 South Range 2 East , GRaeralll
located on the northweat corner of Rock Road and. 47th Stxeet A
Unth- 4

EDMONDS reviewed the action of the Planning Commission with
respect to its recommendations Zor othly yroposed sanitary land·"
Zill sites censidered at its meeting of March S, 1964. At that
time the· P.lanning Conatission directed +that the ebove tee· locations
be advertised for public hearing., The natlry;est elite GCU-77) has
a total point j,-sting (as determined in the report Re,fug@. Diswig.aL
MAPC R64-1 19641 of approximately 145 or 150 out of a total.
possible rating of 600; and the one southeast (C'78) has a rating
of over 500. The rating formula was developed with regard to
access £ condition of roads, water table soil condition and vairious
cther factors; which wale considened in vatin: a 5,59-21 far ™rn<tihl.

landfill. purposes.

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

Case No., CU-77

No one frem the public appeared in support of this sitee

JIM SMITH: who lives 3/4 mil.e north: spoke in oppocition. He ·, ' 14

reviewed the fact thai: at one time there was a hog feeding operation
at subject location and that it was only after much difficulty and
over a period of 4 cr 5 years. the State Board of Health authorities
and other officials were euccessful in having it eliminated , SMITH

stated that the hog farm operation contaminated the water· at O.K. achool

at about 13'ill and Wast Streets and th.·t hio property i north of the

L

'.

?*22 *,444'faly.6 ....L . n- b
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site) was overrun with flies and rats© He stalled that when
this Bite was considered previously. there were 67 people at the
meeting in opposition and many more who could not be present..

SMITE pointed cut that his taxes have been increased and
that only recently he has spent more than $14. 000 remodeling his
home and improving his property. He pointed out that Mr.
Williams, one of his neighbors: was a-sured that there was no
possibility of the hog farm operation coming back. but such an
Operation is again being carried ora on subject property, although
it is his undershanding it is not ouppoeed co be o

R=143'.1.

I,-Py..:,1% :

1

[t was MR, SMUTH DS opinion that the campost method was the
best method of disposal, and cited a neimpaper article, wherein
the writer discussed this method and the fact tha·* he considered
it the best. It was MR. SMITHCS opinion also that the water
level in subject area is such that it would not be possible to use
this site satisfactorily for a sanitary landfill.,

MR, BENN'Ii.ie sai,3 he had just purchased subject preFerty the
first of the year and he was much opposed to the pessibili.ty of a
sanitary landfill* He stated he has observed Buch operations other
places and it is not a desirable une to be near becalee of the
nuisance of flies. rats: etc.. ;ind also the fact thit .it decreases
property values.

JAMES WILLIAMS u owner of property at 3400 North West Street p

would be created. and the depreciating affect on other properties

said he would be the closest neighbor ko such ati c.peration, and
he was much oppomed, particularly bacauze ne the nuisance which

2 and the fact that the water table ir Bet satisfactory Zot such
1 use „

JOHN DARRAH: reprecm,tinct· the Pe·tries who own land directly
to the north of subject property spoke j.n opposition 2.or the same -t,1/10
reasons as previously atated , MRS, AN!16 MC LEAN, developer of AM/lia#

Benjamin Hilla Estates residential areae and HAROLD PENIX 2330
McLean Boulevard , both spoke in oppogition For the :,eme reasonse

t.

ANDERSOM said he doubted that the people understood what a
properly operated Sanitary 1.and:Lill would be like but regardless
of that fact . he is aware of the water table in this a:eae having
lived west of the Little Arkansas Rivcr, and i·k was hia feeling
that a tanitary landfill opeetion could net be operated satis°·
factorily on subject preparty€. He felt it might create a health

hazard o

MQF.32 9 AmDERSON moved. DUGAN sec,onded and it

carried unanimously al: to those voting that the

944.

b 3./".*;3*/
·22

aill/EA'EM

1 :27*

t'€4

1 3 -4*P. 37Jr:77
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9/Mi Planning Commission recommend to the County
Alm- Commissions that this application be denied.

:igN.
HARRIS abstained from discussion or voting.

Case No. CU,- 74
.i. The Chairman asked the Director to read the proposed conditions

which would be attached to any approval of a sanitary landfill.

1 K* w 52

1 : 280.9,
1 ·. Nt> 74

4.:·440
19 :.:t.

EDMONDS read the conditions in fullo (see ·alve office file

for a complete list 02 conditions'.g HARRTS pointed out thae it was
hic; uiiderseanding ai: a previous mee·ting ·that Co'ad.I.tion bio. 10 ,
which prov:dad for periodic inspection of the site by the HealthDepartment o was intended to include a clause to pz·ovide that if
the report to the County Attorney indicates non-c<.Apliance on thepart: of the landfill operatots, then such use w©u.7 d cease untilsuch time as there would b€ full compliance. Other Commiesione:s
agreed with this understanding.

8292102: ELARR£8 meved „ ANDERSON secondet and it
carried unanimously that Conditic;n Ea o 10.; he
expanded as fallowa .Thal: in ·theevent 1:11,3earterly repert made 1,7 th® Wichi·ke.=Sed; jwiok 1
county Health Department indicatem or· shows agailure or non cemr.liance with the condl ?ions -attached r and in the even; such non· ·comit lianca . =;ai

contirtues for a *€3:fod of 30 days after the
reporte that the Condit lonal Use Permit rihall

J cease until such i.ime as there haa been j!:2.11
i compliance with all conditions at·tached© u

fia

.&!121

.Paig

MR. TITE?So living abcut 1% blecks west of the ocuthwest
corner of subject broperty. gpoke in appositionv relierring brieflyto flies rats, elfee , and also the possibility cof wa<ter pllution .

'fl

which would be detrimental to valuable zesiden·tial rropertias
downstxeam

DALE COOPER. atterneY on behalf 02 Flcycl Rick:, submitted a Maromastpetition circulated iii the area witbia a radins of about 2 miles ofthe property under consideration whi.ch petil:ion ecuitained about 78names and served ag an indication of protest from reddential propazty
owners in the general area„

It was the feeling ef ME„ COOPER that conditions suggemt·ed tcbe attached to any approval, would be difficult. to carry auto judging
3 i: ,f from the inci:hods of operation of i:ho

-t,-ir,ele =•> .• 4-„•·,A•.n.. -A·Fi·cra 44 *g

and that area t:sed by Eoming ao a x.

It'...1?:49.34<
11 94
1
1

efuse site.

26'

444< " -  --i:..igrial&*1*9£#Iti4
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MRJ COOPER pointed cut also that such use would be detrimental to the water supply in the area and render ponds in the area >6-: 7.
at which cattle were watered o unusable for such Purpose.

4%1

CHARLES ROLMES- developer c f Holmes Valley Estates u a residentiala.ubdivigion in the areap spoke in opposition Ide pod.nted out thatthere are hemes val.ue,9 aic frcm $16,000 to ¥25,000 in the subdifisionand that it ie intended to centeruct moreo Ea referred specifically%0 the possib,ility of water Fiallution and el:Aer nuisance factors ,
2Go GLEN FORATEY„ cwner of a trailer coup·: 119 miles from thesite, felt that they would be fe:reed to quit knziness U subject site

18 used as prcposed o

THEI241!1 SECEW. a. resident of Holmes Valley ristatea . Bpoke inopposition She stated their property is a $35,000 hame and they
are spending even r.10:re money for yard i.remventely:.si

LT., COL. COX. Vice Base Comeander at Mcconnell Air Force Base,
voiced oppooition hecalume the size is so close ta chair recrea·hien
area and alac because of sessible heal th hazards.

92£6110 SCON pointed out that subject prer·perk:V is goned restdentiallyp and Eurther. 3.·t 3.9 good farm land er re.'31.olen·kial dowelos=ment, and it was his feeling the use 5:propo,ied] woul.d sex·ve to blightthe area, Ha pointed out also the fact thak i:he Conn·ty has con.demnedright.of-.way er improvement of ]Rock Red al.1 the f.gay 20 Mulvane,and he did not consider it: desirable to zabie C:t thel i·,eky improved
highway to the possibility of refuse litter Erom trucks cn the way

to the disposal site o It was hi.s feeling that ·the reaiderk·hs of thearea have a right te rely on the area remejning as it was when they
purchased horts sites- Ee noted that he has sold soate of his $4*·
party to individual.a whe plaa a rolding stable and *her imu·rove<
merit S ,

KEURETH PPINGLE, 01. g 'atioraey rel¢eesea king ·E-le WeidemannEstates, sys©ke in oppusition. Ea c.tilsidered i ·2 very desi.rable torefrain tiom Inaking Reck flead an undesirable ent:Elace inic IM,chita =pointing out speci:ically the .€ac,c that North Broadway and the ethermajor highways into the city have galvage yards or junk yards alongthe h.ighway which *poil ·the Vierle de asked whether or not theCondnission could consider si.tms w ithin 'the city li»·ts. ©r sites
farther from the city than the ene under consideration,

The Chairp

within the cit
farther out ,

an ata·ted thai. cenridera·tion has beall give·n 20 mite€5limits, within 3 milem of the cky linit- and oven

lil

ZO.V.Cuek

7FU'eFEEYJ=77··----
4?*499%

-1
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1 Ke HOUSE ar.oke in opposition for reasons already stated.j and
also because of i.he time.. affort and money which has beer. spent in
making a desirable place of ·alletr proparty: He felt ·the use pro=
paged would decrease considerablv the value of their prcearty,j He
pointed out also that Rock Road Carries a large volume of traffic
te the airbase and to Mizil.vane , as>.d doub·:ed that the traffic con-
gest.lon would ba relieved much tka,ough the widening s=w being plan·=
ned if by locating the sanitary j.andfill st this 51.ten mere traffic'
in the form o·f refuse trucks will be tra·*ling the roado

MAMET BARB iraid she has £23<CES):ty ai: 47Eh Street Ecuth and
that wractically the only thing that makes mot·ay for her is through.
EL@%.riDe 0£ cattle,j which are wate:ed by a creek on the Noperty:
It was Aer feeling she would be deprived of this benefit if the
water should become polluted from a Eanitary landfill operation too 25;64
cloge. MPAS : BARE stressed also the fact that there ia good fann-
ing land in this area and it would be a waste co use it for landfill , :14->,4.

7-,·5»'r

purposes- She emphasized also the Act that driving north from 47#h , 44:14.e
hr?2?

Street South on Rock Road affords a beautiful sight of the City or
Wichita at: night -· it is one of the high points in the county.

Jur
..04+ 1

244

WALTER HESDRICKS was oppose·41 and BUggeSt 80 also that the
conditions proposed ·20 be attached to any approval, should contain
the word ¢lwi.11' rather than *'shall'.' He suggested the city look
for a location wi<-hin its own .liz,itz, perhaps leading off excm

P=·235 Or U. So 54.

2/

2,4:0. .

Bi

MR. n-''D MRS. PAT ENGE.LS, 5206 South Webb Roade both sFoke in
oppaition. Mt. MiD DmS, FLOYD) 10 CK. and thair con-·in-,law, M, G.
FISHER,· spoke An opposition. for much the game reasons as already
stated.

.'f##m

With respect to the method of operation 02 ·the present landfill
site p the airman Etated that Ir·J one claims it is properly operated:
but under a Conditional use Pers.5 2 proper opec ation can be enforced
by attaching suggested conditions already revie·Jed ae this hearing

1

Approximately 2.0 people in t·,he audience indicated their opposi'
tien by a shown of hands. and Mr, Rick .stated there ware others
opposed but coeld not attend this meeting,

JENNINGS pointed olk that the Gia.Yf study rated this site
as one of the better sites considered, noting »ae thai= Rone of the
sites considered has been easy ac far aG roaki ng a decision.
On this site. howevere ie was his feeling thai: obstacles and problems
involved would outweigh the advan·,ages,

4,/i

'.- t2,{**49

9244

--- Ilipy
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Case No. DR 64-2

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:

i

1. Sanitary landfills shall be designed and operated

according to the "Refuse Disposal Standards and

Regulations", by Ralph J. Black, Senior Sanitary

Engineer, United States Department of Health, as

published in the "American Public Works 1961
3

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- a
age elevation of the ground water table. The

average elevation of the water table shall be

determined by a Gellogical 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

n

·iii · ' 16. '

L
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1 page 2
Case No. DR 64-2

and graded for proper drainage. Intermittent

layers of landfill shall be covered with 6 to 8

inches of compacted earth cover material daily.

4. The disposal of hazardous solids and liquids,

chromium compounds or radioactive waste shall

be prohibited.

5. Burning of refuse shall be prohibited.

6.

7.

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-

0

··* p ©dlt.1, ...7.1 AP.
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Case No. DR 64-2

Page 3

8.

tion of entrances, exits, haul roads, accessory

buildings, utilities, the depth to 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
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.

9.

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

1

of this tract.

10. 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

A

I -6«
f4R:

til
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Case No. DR 64-2
Page 4

adjacent to MacArthur Road and along any resi-
dential or commercial developments.

11. No sanitary landfill operations shall be per-

formed nearer than 300 feet to any residential

or commercial development.

1

L
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Map No. J-6
Sec. 10 DATA SHEET SCZ-

CU-
28 S

Range 1E
Filed 2-13-64

414494
DR 64-2

APPLICATION DATA: From to

1. Applicant Metropolitan Planning Commission
PhoneAddress

4. Agent
PhoneAddress

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

4. Proposed Use 1

AREA DATA
/09.59 C ,2000 ft. by .2600 ft.)1. Acres

2. Area (W) (is not) platted.

PHOTO DATA:

Taken by Date Time

..(IMF?·

AAC ARTHUR.

1/1
3

h

L
form T-21-214-1

1
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0 0PETITION

To the 114--21* . L.4 -- -Gan,ga#ZOK' '

0 0

Whereas a land-fill in the adjoining section east of South Hydraulic and northof McArthur Streets would be detrimental to all property owners on both sides
of Hydraulic and McArthur; whereas businesses and residences in the areawould 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 much worse
1.f the additional land is extended toward Hydraulic Street;

We, the interested persons of that area together with, especially the Ark ValleyChristian Church, hereby petition the City Council to locate any additionalland-fill needed, further out where polution and loss will not effect so manytaxpayers, residents, businesses, churches and other endeavors of this area
in the future.
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PETITION

To 1918-86Warm,1*4mn-an,1.- City to jefibraned*-003Miq*a*-Kans-:

Wei the undersigned residents and taxpayers of Wichita, Kansas, respectfully
Petition and request that the present city refuse and dump site located East of
South Wdraulic and adjoining properties of Mr. Dwight Chapin g be enlarged
or extended in that Area, and that the City of Wichita seek to lease or acquire
land fil.1 and refuse site or sites in areas which are more suitaole. 1-427281

NAME ADDRESS
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CASE NO. DR 64-2 - 14 NOTICES OF PLANNING COMMISSION ACTION MAILED MARCH 10,
1964
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUIEY IETROPOLITa AREA PLANNING COMMISSION
Room 401, Ci·ty Building Annex. Wichita, Kansas

r·figiff

March 9, 1964

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN =

This is to advise you that at its regular meeting on March 5, 1964,
the Metropoliten Area Planning Commission considered five

Condi-

tional Use applicat lons for possible sanitary landfill operations.
All of these cases are located within three miles of the citylimits of the City of Wichita and are under the jurisdiction of·the Sedgwick County Zoning Resolu·lion. These cases are listed
as follows:

CU--72 - Generally located at the southwest corner
of 37th Street bort:h and Rock Road

CU-73 - Generally located et the northwest: corner
of Hoover & 13th Street

CU-74 - Generally located at the northeast corner
of Oliver and 55:h Street South

CU-75 - Generally locahed at the southeast corner
of West Street and 55th Street South

CU-75 - Generally located south of 55th Street
South in an area west of Clifton.

The action of the Planning Commission was to recommend to theBoard of County Commissioners that Conditional Use Case Nos.CU-73, eu-74 and CU-75 be denied and that Case Nos. CU-72 andCU-76 be considered favorably as possible locations for a sanitarylandfill operation subject to certain conditions (See "Attachment An) „The recommendation on each of the five Conditional Use applicationswill now be forwarded to the Board of County Commissioners for
their consideration on March 19, 1964.

I j
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1
At this same meeting ']:e el.anning Columission also considered two
sites for a possible sanitary landfill operaticn which are located
within the ci hy limits of the City of Wichita and which are listed
ae 1207 lows:

DR 64-]. - Generally located on both sides of 29th
Street North 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 Mo. DR 64-1 be denied and that

Case No. DR 64-2 ba 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 Con:nissioners for their consideration
on March 24, 1964.

Leland R. Edmonds

Secretary

LRE :JEM :an
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"ATTACHMENT An

Recommended Conditions:

1. Sanitary landfills shall be designed and operated
&(Al'

according to the Refuse Disposal Standards and

Regulations", by Ralph J. Black, senior Sanitary

Engineer, United States Department of Healthr 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 Bepara-

tion between the bottom fill and the aver-

age elevation of the ground 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 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 grader' for proper drainage. Intermittent

L

L
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layers of landfill shall be covered with 6 to 8

inches of compacted earth cover material daily.

4. The disposal of hazardous solids and liquids,

chromium compounds or radioactive waste shall

be prohibited.

476.4
Burning of refuse shall be prohibited.

'tr«

6. The immediate working area, consisting of at

least 10 acres shall be enclosed with a 6-foot

high chain-link type fence p supported on steel

posts with three Strandi Of barbed wire above.

The fence shall be expanded or moved at such

times as are necessary to keep ,-he Working area

enclosed at all times. Entrance and exit gates
=,1.flig

shall be installed and kept locked at all times

other than the posted hours of operation of the

landfill.

7. The Sanitation Division of the Department of

Public Works of the City of wichita shall pro-

vide for topographical and engineering surveys

the site to establish the final gra fordc

the landfill, the drai-age Dattern. the location 4

.iaw<i,44

L

L
;Yi



0

of entrances, exits, haul roads, accessory build-
inga, utilities, 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 operation of the

4

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
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 he finished upon cessation
of operations; such plan will be approved by the
governing body having jurisdiction over the zoning
of this tract.

No sanitary landfill operation shall he conducted
within 75 feet of the half section lines.

3
<t=
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11. The Wichita-Sedgwick County Health Department
shall inspect said site quarterly and shall
submit a report of each inspection to the County
Attorney for his review.

12. 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 that a public park or
open space is not needed, then other uses may
be considered.

13. Roads leading to the site shall be hard surfaced
all-weather roads.

14. The governing bodies shall provide an adequate
budget and funds to provide for the operation

24:

of the landfill site as herein described.

15. Recommended screening and other requirements for
each site are as follows:

CU-72

a. No screening requirements were made, but it
was recommended that no sanitary landfill

!·ff'

operation shall be conduct.ed within 75 feet
of the half section lines.

r
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CU-73

a. Screeninge consisting of a double row of "Lontard„

Poplar Trees" o shall be placea at approximarely

parallel to 13th Street, holdin,1 a miniruum set-

6 foot centers along the south edge of the =3.tee

back of 50 feet from the ce terline or 13 th

Street to the screening. "Lombardy roplar

Trees shall also beplented at 6 foo: centers

along the east edge of the site, holding a

minimum setback 02 50 feet from the center line

of Hoover Street to the screening. It was also

recommended that no sanitary landfill operations

shall be performed nearer than 300 feat to any·

residential or commercial developments.

CU-74

a. Screening. consisting of "Lombardy Poplar Trees'•,

shall be placed at approximately 6-Foot centers

along the wes·2 edge of tile cite, parallel to

Oliver, holding a minimum setback of 50 feet

from the section line to the Ec;ieening.

hardy Poplar Trees° shall also be planted c:·t

6 foot centers along the south edge of th€ sitee
4

beginning at Oliver and extending a distance of

approxiatelv 1,400 feet to the east o holding a

L

L

0
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minimum setback of 50 feet from the center line

of 55th Street.

b. Cluster plantings of the Ju.iiper species of trees„
native to thin area, such as Red Cadars, shall be

spaced intermittently at not to exceed 50-foot
intervals in front of the "20131& Tree screening

on the west and mouth sides 02 the site. It was

also recanmended that no sanitary landfill oscration

shall be conducted within 73 feet of the hai f

section lines.

CU-75·

a. Screening, consisting of "Lombardy Popler Trees",

shell be placed at approximat·ely 6.-foot centers,
at least 20 feet from the north proper·ty ].ine alon.g

and parallel 20 55th street. It was also recommended

·that no sanitary landfill operation shall }32 con-
ducted within 75 feet of the half section lines.

52-76

a. All of the land shall be reguired for operation of

the site, including the Slibdivia:lon ·therein:

exclusion of tlie Subdivision shall require

revised conditions, including screening

and setback of omrational area.
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a. Screening: consisting o:? a double row of 'Lcinbardy

Poplar Trees" shall be placed at approxi.mately

6 Zoot centers along the south line of the site and

also parallel to the east property line, holding a

setback of at least 60 ket from the center line of

Hillside. A setback of approximately 50 fect shall

be maintained from the south proper·ty line to the

screening.

b. Cluster plantings of the Juniper species of treeer
native to this area, such as Red Cedars, shall be

spaced intermittently at nci to exceed 50-foot in-

tervals in tont of the ' Poplar Tree screening on

the sout:h and east sides of the site.

c. A buffer :sone e approximately 300 feet wider measured

from the sou·th line of ·the property and parallel to

the south line, shal). be provided and no fill oper-
m<-imi r.l,Al 7 he ner·mi N--prl wj .1,1 n ·P},3 hiffer arm»

75 fece:

bardy
393*

1y

dential

d. No fill operation shall be conducted within

62 0.1

11 j.: 3

02 the half section lines.

DR 64-2

a. Screening. consisting of a double row of "Ler

Ponlar Trees", she.11 b.a placed. a-2 approximate

=4(.: 1 6-foot canters on ·the south where the site is

adjacent to MacArthur Road and along any resi

" * . f**fbric,raigiRt ·.1

.i.; t·nplf-0,?« i,.,. <-- i  4 1,0 ·,,4&29*f#*4*4·44*

£*,262.. .2211/
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or commercial developments.

Il-OS e.b. No canitary landfill opera uhall be per-

formed nearer than 300 feet to any residential

or cominercial development.

tcbf@13*

494,5.
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Air-SEDGWECIC C.<,3.Il·U

METROPOL.TAN MRBA PLAE]:E¢· (30312:1ISS.:031
CITY BUILDING F.EEK, 104 South lain

Wichita, Kansas
<*43·'

Febluary 19, 1964
NOTICE TO ADJOINIiTG PROPERTY 0-GERS

The Vichita-Sedswick Couaty ilei:ropoli·26:i Area Planning Co·:·atission will

Conaid<31 the 2011©wing item in Room 401 Ci·ev Building Arme}I, 104 Sou·th M.·.int
Wichi·ta, Kansas at its meeting at 2:00 p.m. on MARCH 5, 1964, at which time
Yon may ap#eal: either in pereon or bi, agent ex attonier, if you so desire.

Leland A. Edtionds, Secretary

CASE MO. DR 64-2
'20 Estab].Uh a Sanitarv Lan·'35!i.11. Site

·, po:int 20 feet R 01: uho ,:w, corne-: of we 51* 02 ·theBeginning a. 0
:uY&96

311% 02 the SWZ; of Section 10, Township 28 South. Range 1 Eases
thence 8 paxallel to the w lihe of said 1/4 to the N line or said

.SER 02 the SM'd o. said Section 10: cnenec W paraiXal to said N
line to the W line of the SEN of Section 10; thence $ along said
9? linc a distance of 290 fect; thence E and parallel to the S
line c,Z said Slil,5 a distance of 1270 ket; thence S parallel. to
the W line of amid 321$ a distahice of 974.5 ifeet; thence E to ·the
paint 02 begintling.

Government Lots 6 and 7 in Section 10, %'cr.·mship ,.0 ..a..., Range

1 Bast.

All o-f that part of the S'A of ·the SEd. of sect.ion 10, Cownship 28
South, Range 1 Cast lyin'.1 21 and W of the. Citx Road to the sanitary
landfill and the Kansas Turnpike and a track beginningat the EW
corner 02 the 1517% of the SE#; thence N 325 feets 'chance E 135 feet;
thance S 3.25 .Eaot; thence W to the point of beginning.
denerally located on the noxth s ide of ficArthur Roe.d and : cist of
the Kansas Turnpike.

%*92-r.
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JWNERSdiP LIST

Description Property opner

Beginning 325' N. of the SE corner of Gov. City of Wichita
lot 6, in Sec. 10-28-lE, thence W. 193.6', City Building
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 lot
6, thence S. to beginning

*v. lot 6, in Sec.10-28-lE, except Chanin, Inc.
beginning 325' N. of the SE corner of said 3800 S. Hydraulic
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 E* of the SE·, cf the SW< of Sec.
10-28-lE, exc. the W. 20' thereof

The 4 of th= SE* of the.St/-1-of··Sec.
10-28:lE, except the W 20' thereof

The W 20' of the El- of the SEit- of the St'14
of Sec. 10-28-lE.

Beginning at the SE corner of the 3.71 of
the SW# of Sec. 10-28-lE, thence W. 405
thence N 1039.5', thence .7. to the W.
line of 5¢1-1 of soid Sec. 10, thence N.
to the NW corner of the 3'14- of SW-2 of Sac.
10, thence East to a point 20' E. of tie
IE corner of the SW* of the SN* of said
sec. 10, thence S. to a voint on the S.
line of the SN* of said Sec. 10, 20' E.
of the SE corner of the SW·* of the S#t
of Sec. 10, thence W. 20' to beginning

The Sv'vt of the SWi of Se c. 10-28-lF, exc.
beginning at the SE corner of the 531
of the 56'1 of Sec. 10-2,3-lE, thence L.
401, thence N. 1039.5', thence W. to a
point on the .i. line of said W line of
Sec. 10, thence N. to the N# corner of
the 3.71 of theS#j of said Sec. 10,
thence E. to the NE corner of the SWJ
of the 5,45 cf said Sec. 10, thence

S. to beginning

All that Dart of Gov. lot 4, in Sec.
10-28-lE,-lying N. of the ..ortherly
right of way line c.f the Kansas Turnpike

Dewey Gunzelman, Jr
6601 S. Seneca

Tom J. Reed

Marie S. Reed

2635 S. Hydraulic

Dwight Chaoin
Hazel D. Chapin
3800 S. Uvdraulic

Otto R. Souders
Ousta Souders

3024 Alona

City of Wichita
City Hall

JAN?!
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Continued page 2

Description Property Owner

The SW'i of the SE} of Section 10-28-lE, Chapin, inc.
lying North and West of the Kansas Turnpike 3800 S. Hydraulic
except beginning at the S,V corner of said
wvt·, thence E. 100', thence M 1325',
thence W. 100', thence S. 1325' to the
place of beginning, also except the E. 60
feet thereof

at the SU corner of the 594 of Dwight Chanin
f Sec. 10-28-lE, thence E. 100', Hazel D. Chapin

thence 5. 1325'. thence W. 1005 thence 3800 S. Hydraulic
S. 1325', to the nlace of beginning L;2·4§,FI ff»...
The E. 60' of the SWi of the SE, of Sec. City of Wichita
10-28-1E City Building

r·.4 Gov. lot 5, in Sec. 10-28-lE, exceut
beginning at the 5.9 corner of lot 5,
thence N. 325', thenee E. 135', thence
S. 325', thence W. to beginning

Beginning at the SU corner of lot 5, in Dwight Chapin
Sec. 10-28-lE, thence K. 325', thence E. Hazel D. Chapin
135', thence S. 325', thence W. to 3800 S. Hydraulic
beginning

»20

All that portion of Gov. lot 7, Sec. Ark-Valley Christian Church
9-28-lE, lying .y. of Mill's Addition, 3851 S. Hydraulic
except that protion taken for Flood Control
and except that part taken for Widening
of Hydraulic Avenue

The E. 5 acres of the W* of the N.,Vt of Lottie Reers
Sec. 15-28-lE 2001 E. lcArthur Road

The NEt of the N#* of Sec. 15-28-1E Julia Emery
325 K. drookside

That part of Gov. lot 4, in Sec. 12-28-lE, Frank A. C. Emery
lying North and West of the kansas Turnpike Address unknown

344

38-8/1



Contiaued page 2

Description

The SW-4 of the SE* of Section 10-28-lE,
lying North & West of the Kansas Turnpike
except beginning at the SW corner of said
Sid, thence E. 1004 thence N. 13255
thence A. 100', thence S. 1325' to the
place of beginning, also except the h.
60' thereof

Beginning at the SU cor·ier of the SW: of
the SE>1 of Sec. 10-28-18, thence E. 1001,
thence N 1325I, thence W. 100', thence
S. 1325' to the place of beginning

The E. 60' of the 3.'Vt· of the SEt of ze c.
10-28-lE.

Property Owner 
Chapin, Inc. 43800 S. Hydraulic ·· 795€ga,

44=@I

Dwight Chapin ,>R I.*19% ,

Hazel D. Chapin
3800 S. Hydraulic. 9/

City of Wichita 0%
City Building 1

{.*'421:

Gov. lot 5, in Sec. 10-28-lE, except "
beginning at the Sw corner of lot 5, thence
N 3255 thence E. 1355 thence S. 3255
thence W. to beginning

Beginning at the Sti- corner of Lot 5, in Dwight Chapin k}
Sec. 10-28-lE, thence N 325', thence E. Hazel D. Chapin u
1355 thence S. 3255 thence W. to beginning 3800 S. Hydraulic

All that portion of Gov. lot 7, Sec. Ark-Valley Christian Church

9-28-lE, lying N. of Millts Addition, 3851 S.Hydraulic

except that part taken for Flood Control
and except thaf part taken for widening
of Iydraulic Ave.

The E. 5 acren of the W-4 of the NW* of Lottie Reers

Sec. 15-28-lE, 2001 E. DcArthur Road
00 7-7

The NE* of the N#* of Sec. 15-28-1E Julia Emery
325 N. Brookside

That part of Gov. lot 4, in Sec. 12-28-lE, Frank A. C. Emery j.j
lying N&Wof the Kansas Turnpike Address unknown %93*-,i,&*

Ne, 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 following described tract:

Beginning at the SE corner of the SU of the S'Vt of Sec. 10, Twp.
28,3, Rg. 1 E, thence W. 40', thence-,2·!. 1033.5'y. thgpqj£ ti<.721724right bank of the Arkansas River,r.'fh&'i;E-NA;EMi41«y'ationg
meanderings of said right bank of Arkansas River to the West line
of Government lot 5, in Sec. 10, Tp 28 S., RE. lE, thence South
along said West lire of Gov lot 52 to a noint 325' N 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' U. of the NE corner of the 304 of the SE* of Sec. 10,
T·n. 28 S., RE. 1 E, thence S to a noint on the Lortherly line of
the Kansas Turnpike right of way, ihence Southwesterly along said
Kansas iurnpike right of way line to the N line of McArthur Road,
thence West along said N. line of LcArthur Road to the W. line of
the S.74 of the SE-4 of Sec. 10, Tp. 28 S., Rg. 1 E, thence it along
said W. line to the NY, corner of said Sivt of SE.I· of Sec. 10,
thence W. to a point 20' West of the NN corner of the SE.: of the
5,14 of Sec. 10, thence S. to the S. line of the S'Nt of Sec. 10,
thence East 20' to the place of beginning;

61 2.·;itu,j':91·; f.*r
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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 following described tract:

Beginning at the SE corner of the S,1,1- of the SN-4- of Sec. 10,
Twp. 28 S, RE. 1 E, thence W. 40', thence N. 1039.5', thence
w. to the W. line of said SW-4 of 5,2 Sec. 10, thence N.

along said W line of S.,-4 to the right bank of the Arkansas lezz
River, thence Northerly along the meanderangs of said right
bank of Arkansas River to the West line of l,overnment lot 5,
in Sec. 10, Tp 28 S., RE. 1 E, thence South along said West
line of Gov. lot 5, to a point 325' N. 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 SU·i 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 Kansas Turnpike right of way line to the N. line of
McArthur Road, thence West along said N. line of McArthur Road
to the W. line of the SWi of the SIU of Sec. ]0, Tv. 28 S.,
Rg. 1 E, thence N. along said W. line to the Df# corner of said
SWA- of SE* of Sec. 10, thence W. tc a point 20' West of the
NU corner of the SE-} of the 9,9-4- of Sec. 10, thence S. to the
S. line of the SU* 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.

TIE SECURIT a RACT, sAND TITLE COMPANY, INC.

By
Vice-President

Order No. 110972
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