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LAND DISPOSITION SUPPLEMENT

This section contains the land disposition controls for a portion of the NDP area
known as the McAdams Neighborhood, which is delineated on the attached map
entitled Generalized Land Use Pl,n, McAdams Neighborhood. This map indicates the
specific allowable land uses and the street pattern.

The McAdams Neighborhood is an area with definite industrials residential and
commercial districts. There are numerous redevelopment sites within these
districts due to demolition of dilapidated, abandoned and/or non-conforming
structures throughout the area.

1. Land Use Provisions and Building Requirements

a. Land use shall be as indicated on the Generalized Land Use Plan. In

those areas indicated for residential uses, the use shall be restricted(*%.ft
to low and moderate density residential uses. In those areas indicated
for commercial land use, land uses permitted shall be commercials retail,
office, and public and private parking facilities. Industrial uses
allowed shall be in conformance withuses permitted in accordance with
the Zoning Ordinance of the City of Wichita, Kansas. The use category
public and semi-public provides for existing parks, churches and other
public or semi-public institutions, and the development of park or open

eat ''21
"41%37 . space in designated areas.
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b. Building Requirements

In addition to the foregoing, the following regulations, controls, or
restrictions shall be imposed on all real property acquired in connection
with the McAdams Neighborhood.

(1) Residential Area

(a) Minimum Building Site. No dwelling shall be erected or placed
on any lot having a width of less than fifty (50) feet at the
minimum building setback line, nor shall any dwelling be
erected or placed on any lot having an area of less than 6,000 1
square feet. Two-family dwellings shall have a lot area not
less than 3,000 square feet per dwelling unit. Multifamily
dwelling units shall have a lot area of not less than 1,500
square feet per dwelling unit.

(b) Minimum Size of Dwelling Unit. All dwelling units with the
number of bedrooms specified below shall have no fewer than the
indicated square feet of livable floor area, exclusive of open
porch and attached garage: '

Efficiency Unit
One bedroom

Two bedroom

Three bedroom

Four bedroom

Five bedroom

Six bedroom

380 square feet .
525 square feet
720 square feet
900 square feet

1,120 square feet
1,320 square feet
1,540 square feet

(c) Height Limit. No dwelling shall be erected or enlarged to
exceed 35 feet in height.

(d) Off-Street Parking. In addition to the livable floor space
required hereunder, each single-family dwelling shall include
either a garage or a carport or a paved parking space
sufficient to accommodate at least two automobiles, and a paved
driveway access. For two-family and multifamily dwelling
units, 1 1/2 paved parking spaces shall be provided for each
dwelling unit.

ND 401, Supp. 8-1
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(e) Front, Side, and Rear Yard. No dwelling shall be located
nearer to the front lot line than twenty (20) feet; no
dwelling shall be located nearer to the rear lot line than
twenty (20) feet. Interior side setback line shall be not less
than six (6) feet on each lot. Two-family and multifamily
units facing a side lot line shall have a side setback of no
less than ten (10) feet from each lot.

FA

(f) Signs. No signs, advertisements, billboards, or advertising
structures of any kind may be erected or maintained on the
property without the consent in writing of the City of Wichita,
Kansas ("City"); provided, however, that permission is hereby
granted for the erection and maintenance of more than.one (1)
signboard for each building site as sold or conveyed, which
signboards shall not be more than five (5) square feet in size
and may be used for the sole and exclusive purpose of
advertising for sale or lease,.the building site upon which it
is erected and improvements thereon, if any; and provided
further, that the restrictions and conditions of this sectionshall not apply to operations of the City of Wichita. All 1152
signs erected must be in conformance with the minimum ./
requirements of the Zoning Ordinance of the City of Wichita,
Kansas.

(2) Commercial Area
..

(a) Maximum Site Coverage of Structures. One hundred percent
(100%), except in the case of individual commercial parcels
which are not a part of a larger development plan, in which
case the maximum site coverageshall be fifty percent (50%) and
required off-street parking shall be provided on the site. &2

91,b (b) Maximum Building Height. No commercial structure shall exceed
the maximum building height as established in the Zoning
Ordinance of the City of Wichita, Kansas.

(c) Minimum Building Setbacks.

(82-0

4 ./, . *

I. A twenty-five (25) foot building setback shall be
required from any property line abutting a street
right-of-way, except that on corner lots one of the two
setbacks may be reduced to no less than fifteen (15)
feet. As a condition of replatting, a thirty-five (35)
foot front yard setback will be required.

It. All buildings shall have either no setback or a setback
of not fewer than five (5) feet for side yards not
abutting a street right-of-way.

49
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III. All bui -ings shall have either no setback or a setbadk
of not fewer than ten (10) feet for rear yards.

(d) Minimum Off-Street Parking. Off-street parking shall be
provided as required in Section 28.04.141 of the Code of the
City of Wichita, Kansas.

(e) Signs.

I. The proposed location and size of all identifying or
advertising signs must be indicated on the final working

faill -2* drawings and submitted to the City for written approval63 daai>b
prior to erection of the sign. The signs should be
related to the structure to which they are attached in
position, form, color, and size. The one permitted
exception is the case of individual occupants or tenants,

..1/Wi=60 but final drawings should nevertheless indicate the
proposed position of the sign.

42%*IA?
II. Should the redeveloper deem replacement of a sign or

addition of a new sign to be necessary to the
redevelopment, plans for such replacement sign or
addi tional sign shall be submitted to the City for
written approval prior to the erection thereof.

ND 401, Supp. 8-2
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Any permitted sign may be illuminated from within or
without provided that such lighting shall be limited to
nonflashing type.

No sign is permitted which does not relate to occupancy
or operations within the site on which the sign is
erected.

et·

Signs affixed to abuilding wall shall not extend more
than eighteen (18) inches from the building wall.

VI. These sign restrictions shall pertain only to signs which
are visible from the exterior of the structure. ·

VII. All signs erected must be in conformance with the minimum
requirements of the Zoning Ordinance of the City of
Wichi€a, Kansas.

(f) Screening

* .·Me

lai

Screening shall be provided on all properties developed for
commercial uses when such uses are established on property
within or adjacent to residential zoning districts. A solid or
semi-solid wall or fence will be required. This wall or fence
shall be constructed of bricks, stone, masonry, wood or similar '
material (not including chainlink or woven wire) at least six
(6) feet but not more than eight (8) feet high.

(g) Landscaping

A site plan and landscape plan will be required by the City
prior to approval of any construction plans. This landscape
plan will be drawn to scale and show the location, size and
species of all existing and proposed landscaping. The minimum
landscaping requirements will include street trees and front
yard landscaping. Landscaping will conform with the minimum
requirements of the Zoning Ordinance of the City of Wichita,
Kansas.

(3) Industrial Area

(a) Maximum Site Coverage of Structures. The maximum building
coverage of any individual building site shall be 75 percent of
the land area.

aid

(b) Maximum Building Height. No structures shall be erected or
enlarged to exceed 25 stories.

1

(c) Minimum Building Setbacks.

1. There shall be no front or side yard setback requirements
i,*64?4 from any property line abutting a street right-of-way

except during replatting a thirty-five (35) foot front yard
setback shall be required.

2. All buildings shall have either no setback or a setback of
not fewer than ten (10) feet for side yards not abutting a
street right-of-way.

3. All buildings shall have either no setback or a setback of
not fewer than ten (10) feet for rear yards.

(d) Minimum Off-Street Parking. One off-street parking space shall
be provided for each two employees based on the working period
when the maximum number of persons are employed on the
premises, plus at least one space for each vehicle maintained
on the premises, plus sufficient parking spaces for anticipated
visitors to the premises. Each off-street parking space shall:

1. Be surfaced with concrete, asphaltic concrete, asphalt
or other comparable surfacing.

ND 401, Supp. 8-3
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 2. Have appropriate bumper rds. ri:I. 51;in,itti69 ..ip:4=F

3. Be connected with an access drive so that there
be no necessity for cars backing onto any street.
Such access drives shall be surfaced with concrete
asphaltic concrete, asphalt or other comparable
surfacing.

shall

6-

(e) Off-Street Loading. Where gross floor area is greater than
5,000 square feet, there shall be at least one off-street
loading space of not fewer than ten (10) feet in width and
fifty-five (55) feet in length, exclusive of access platforms

-I-*
for each 25,000 square feet or fraction thereof for the first A.·
100,000 square feet. One additional space for each 50,000
square feet or fraction thereof is required where gross floor
area is in excess of 100,000 square feet.

(f) .

1

Signs.

All identifying or advertising signs must be planned as a
part of the total design of the improvements to the
building size. The location and design of the sign shall
be indicated on the final working drawings to be submitted
to the City of Wichita for approval.

Any permitted sign may be illuminated from within or
without, provided that such lighting shall be limited to a .
nonflashing type.

3

4.,"r .0 497./.

Any proposed change in the size or position of any
identifying or advertising sign must be submitted to, and
approved by, the City of Wichita prior to erection. No
approval shall be required for changes in lettering only.

All signs erected shall be in conformance with the minimum
requirements of the Zoning Ordinance of the City of
Wichita, Kansas.

(g) Storage of Materials.

e
1. Any area outside the confines of a building that is used

/1#*#M for the storage of supplies, semi-finished products or
- /: materials, or any other articles, including waste materials

and refuse, shall be enclosed by an opaque fence or wall of
permanent construction. Each fence or wall shall be a
minimum of six feet in height. In no case shall supplies,
semi-finished or finished products or materials, or any

Illiff'* other articles, including waste materials or refuse, be
stored within any required front or side yard setback.

74%*.

44
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2. Outdoor storage areas used for the display of finished
products may not be required to be enclosed by an opaqud
fence or wall of permanent construction. However, specific
site and landscape plans for these outdoor display areas
must be approved by the City before the requirement to
enclose these areas will be waived. These site and

landscape plans shall identify proposed surfacing, plant
materials, landscape lighting and other details pertinent
to the di splay of products.

(h) Performance Standards. No industrial or commercial
establishment may be located, constructed, expanded, operated
or maintained within the McAdams Neighborhood Industrial
District unless the same shall endeavor to conform to each of
the following standards:

1. No emissions shall be permitted at any point, from any
chimney or otherwise, which is injurious to human health,
animals, vegetation or other forms of property, or which
can cause soiling of any object at or beyond the boundaries
of the building site. These requirements will not take
precedence over late, more restrictive requirements imposed
by an agency with more than local jurisdiction.

ND 401, Supp. 8-4
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2,  level of continuing or reculg objectionable noise

produced by operations other than construction conducted on
any building site shall be controlled so that it shall not
exceed at the boundaries of the building site the noise
level of vehicular traffic which may occur on major streets
within the McAdams Neighborhood Industrial District;
provided, however, that this level may be exceeded by
occasional intermittent peaks.

3. The level of continuing or recurring vibration produced by
operations conducted on any building site shall be
controlled by insulation, suspension or other means so that
at the boundaries of the building site there shall be no
evidence of continuing ground vibration detectable without
use of instruments. m;tr

4. Odor resulting from operations conducted on any building ./.lu ' tg

site shall be controlled so that it is not offensive beyond i' -g
the boundaries of the building site. -4, -Il

922

5. All activities involving, and all storage of, flammable and
explosive miter-ial S shall be provided with adequate safety . 1
devices against the hazards of fire and explosion and
adequate fi re-fi ghtin and fire suppression equipment and
devices standard in industry shall be provided and
maintained.

'm f11.+It€'t'.1

(i) Screening.

Screening shall be provided on all properties developed for
industrial uses when such uses are established on property
within or adjacent to residential zoning districts. A solid or
semi-solid wall or fence will be required. This wall or fence
shall be constructed of bricks, stone, masonry, wood or similar
material (not including chainlink or woven wire) at least six
(6) feet but not more than eight (8) feet high.

, (j) Landscaping.

EMt,>fre %:f £,
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A site plan and landscape plan will be required by the City
prior to approval of any construction plans. This landscape
plan will be drawn to scale and show the location, size and
species of all existing and proposed landscaping. The minimum
landscaping requirements will include street trees and front
yard landscaping. Landscaping will conform with the minimum
requirements of the Zoning Ordinance of the City of Wichita,
Kansas.

)'c»'t K...2

2. Circulation Requirements

Circulation requirements are delii.cated on the [.and Use Plan Map for the
McAdams Neighborhood.

**1¢1ER

3. Redeveloper's Obligations

In the conveyance of land in cleared portions of the McAdams
Neighborhood, an obligation will be imposed upon purchasers to commence
and complete construction of improvements within a reasonable time and in
conformance to the basic plan and this sdpplement.

4
4 Design Objectives

The real property covered under this supplement shall be subjected to the
requirements and restrictions set forth herein in order to ensure its
best use and most appropriate development and improvement; to preserve
and enhance the amenity and convenience of such property; to guard
against the erection thereon of poorly designed or proportioned
structures; and structures built of improper or unsuitable materials; to
ensure the highest and best development of said properties; to encourage
and secure the erection of attractive structures thereon, with
appropriate locations thereof; to secure adequate free spaces between
structures; and, in general, to provide adequately for a high type and
quality of improvement in said property.

J

ND 401, Supp. 8-5 ¢*i/:
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No improvements shall be undertaken until the complete plans and
specifications, including the floor plans and grade and plot plan of such
improvement, shall have been submitted to, and approved in writing by,
the City of Wichita, which shall incur no liability by reason of its
judgement, even though erroneous, in approving or failing to approve such
plans and specifications. If such plan or plans are not disapproved by
the City within thirty (30) days after their submission to it, or in any
event, if no suit to enjoin the construction of such improvements, due to
the failure to comply with the plans and specifications as submitted, has
been commenced prior to the completion thereof, the required approval of
such construction shall be deemed to have been given and the provisions
of this section fully complied with.

6. Duration of Controls

4.-/ From and after the filing of this Land Disposition Supplement, which
b.6 KNU/*1 shall constitute a "Declaration of Restrictive Covenant", in the office

of the Register of Deeds of Sedgwick County, Kansas, the restrictions
contained in this supplement shall be binding and effective upon all land
transferred by the City of Wichita, Kansas and/or the Urban Renewal
Agency of the Wichita, Kansas Metropolitan Area, and upon all owners,
purchasers, or lessees of said land, their heirs and assigns. These
restrictions shall be binding until December 31, 1999, and automatically
shall be continued thereafter for successive periods of ten (10) years
each, unless by vote of the then owners of a majority of the square foot ·
area covered hereunder, and by approval of the Governing Body of Wichita,
Kansas, it is agreed to terminate the restrictions at the end of any such
period.

5/69•
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The provisions and requirements under la and lb shall be made applicable
to properties which are not to be acquired through enforcement of the
Zoning Ordinance of the City of Wichita, Kansas. Said "Declaration of
Restrictive Covenants" will, however, exclude appl icability to existing
structures now in place, but will pertain to alterations, addi tions and
replacements. As a minimum, these provisions and requirements shall be
applicable to a property which is not to be acquired when the owner
thereof acquires project land.

KC/ti'
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THE CrrY OF WICHITA

OFFICE OF LAW DEPARTMENT DATE December 22, 1981

TO Don Anderson, Director, Housing & Economic Development

FROM Joe Allen Lang, Assistant City Attorney . 4

SUBJECT Urban Renewal Plan #
Amendment - McAdams

Neighborhood

I have received your request for a resolution that would amend the
Urban Renewal Plan for McAdams Neighborhood and identify all possible
land acquisition. To proceed on this matter, we need the following
to review:

1. McAdams Neighborhood Plan and any amendments
thereto.

2. Original resolution establishing McAdams
Neighborhood and any amendments thereto ( if no

amendments, a copy of any other resolution
amending a plan would be helpful).

3. Legal description of lots involved.

4. Identification of those properties intended to
be acquired for street purposes and those for
other use.

When we receive these items, we will proceed with the resolution(s)
necessary.

As you are aware, land acquisition should be coordinated with the
Depar·tments of Administrati m and Engineerj.ng, as well.

JAL:kj
CC: Wayne Isaac

-·Robert Lakin

Ray Trail
Tom Powell

Roe Allenliang A

./Assistant Cityettorney

.:'

»37+2%
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TII]C CITY OF WICIIITA

OFFICE OF Housing and Economic Development DATE December 8, 1981

TO John Dekker, City Attorney

FROW Don E. Anderson, Director of Housing and Economic Development

SUBJECT Urban Renewal Plan Amendment - 4921-4
McAdams Neighborhood

»*722
Attached is an agenda item from the Planning Director dealing with a ·7. ill.·:ry

matter originating from the Redevelopment and Rehabilitation Board 4 9.2,90/

requesting the City Commission approval of an amendment to the .:.:*gl
Urban Renewal plan for the McAdams Neighborhood.

Ray Trail is now holding this item in abeyance until we can provide an
appropriate resolution initiating the project. Because some of the
land acquisitions involved will be disposed of for both public right-
of-way and private reuse we will need an Urban Renewal type resolution.
At a minimum this resolution should adopt this Urban Renewal Plan
Amendment and approve the land acquisition required by this amendment.

The resolution should identify all possible acquisitions even though
SernA acquisitions may be eliminated or postponed because of budget
shortages related to the availability of CDBG funds or cost overruns.
It may be appropriate to consider all acquisitions beyond those required
for right-of-way as hardship acquisitions conditioned on the availability
of funds.

Attached is a map identifying all ownership parcels proposed for
acquisition. Please compose the appropriate resolution so that this
item can be scheduled for public hearing.

n n

/itt7,ders
Director

/1,LuL

DEA:FES:ld

cc: Robert Lakin, Director of Planning
Ray Trail, Executive Assistant to the City Manager

DEC 8 1981

METROPOLITAN PLANNING
ROUTE m     -
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To

Th: Monorable Board of City Commissioners
(through E. H. Denton, City Manager)

FROM Rohort A. Lakin, Director of Planning

TC

1981

i-

L-

suaJEcT Age::da Item for Macting of December 8, 1981--hondment to
Urban Renewal Land Use Plan for McAdams Neighborhood

On November 3, 1981, tle Board of City Coaunissioners voted
to refer a proposed amendment of the Urban Renewal Land
Use Plan for McAdams Neighborhood (Murdock Avenue Realignment)
to the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission for a finding of
conformance.

The Planning Commission discussed this and entertained public
comment at their regular meeting on November 19, 1981. The

Commission voted unanimously that the proposed amendment was
in conformance with the Comprehensive Plan and recommended
that Parcels G and H, Lot 303, being in the northwest corner
of Cleveland and Murdock be purchased for disposition in
industrial land use. In making their motion the Planning
Commission also requested that consideration be given to the
acquisiticn of the remaining houses south of the Church on
Cleveland in Block 303, and the remaining residences in
Block 301, east of Cleveland and south of the right-of-way.

t....A U l/\641«Z¢'6ort A. Lakin, Director of Planning
RAL:PTF:vn

Attachment: Notes of November 19, 1981 Planning Corrmission Miating
referencing the above subject.

,CC: Don Anderson, Director of Housing and Economic Development,
City of Wichita

Akih·%1

Of
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14. Case No. DR 78-9 - Amendment to the Urban Renewal Land Use
plan for McAdams Neighborhood to include realignment of
Murdock Street. r. 42

LAkiN stated that this item was referred to the Planning Commission
by the City Commission. The MAPC was asked to consider a change in
the Urban Renewal Land Use Plan for the McAdams Neighborhood. He

said that the change essentially accommodates a realignment of
Murdock Street, an issue that was before the Planning Commission
and the City Commission last year. LAKIN related the history of

the realignment proposal for the benefit of the Commissioners who
were not on the MAPC a year ago. He said that a zone case raised

questions concerning land use along Murdock. As a result of

several discussions, the Planning Commission asked staff to develop --
alternatives which resolve the questions. The alternative that

seemed to make the most sense at that time, and which was pursued,
was a realignment of Murdock which would separate the industrial ?3629»»,92.=
use to.the south and the residential uses to the north. Subsequently, i-4§3*
the alternatives were submitted to the Planning Commission, they -<40,&40&14*43/ken

selected a specific alignment, and this recommendation was sent .to ClAA/2//M

the City Commission. The City Commission concurred with the MAPC's
recommendation. The Murdock realignment was placed in the City's
Capital Improvement Program.

44?
251 '

LAKIN said that in his judgment changes in land use on the south
side of Murdock are relatively minor. He said that two isolated

parcels on the northwest: corner of Cleveland and Murdock were not
included in the acquisition proposal. Staff would encourage the

Planning Commission to support the acquisition of chose two parcels
in their recommendation to the City Commission. Staff believes that

the proposed amendment is in conformance with the Comprehensive Plan.
Staff further believes that the Murdock realignment project corre-
sponds with the action of the governing body and chis Planning
Commission over a year ago. LAKIN said that a number of people

appeared at the City Commission meeting on November 3, 1981. At

that meeting, the City Commission indicated that individuals should
voice their concerns to the Planning Commission.

LAKIN stated that over a year ago there were hearings held before
CPO "L". This project is located in Area "L". CPO "L" did recommend

approval of the realignment and the proposed land use and zoning
change.

GARDNER asked if there were any conflicts with other City departments
concerning the Planning Staff' s recommendation that parcels "G" and
"H" in Lot 303, northwest corner of Cleveland and Murdock, be

purchased for disposition in industrial use. LAKIN said no, he did
not:believe there was any conflict.

i
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Frank SMITII, Housing Development Director, stated that the CPO
Council has supported the realignment on two separate occasions.
The only objections that have been registered are related to the
amount· of land to be acquired for the project. To date, a minimum
of land. acquisition has been requested. Only land necessary for the
realignment of Murdock has been considered. He said that both Mr·.

Kitchen and he would support the additional acquisition of the two
parcels on Murdock.

1

BAYOUTH asked SMITH which alternative was 1 ecommended. SMITH said

Alternate A2 with transitions back to Murdock east of Ohio, was

selected. (LAKIN noted it was A4 as approved by the MAPC and BCC.)

.... ast:1 · Lillian McLEAN, 1301 Cleveland, pointed out that she owned property

 · . in the 800 block on Cleveland. She said that she represented Mr.
and Mrs. Dunn who live in the 800 block on Cleveland, across the

street from her property. McLEAN said that it was proposed to purchase one house on the east side of the street. The house next
e to it is the Dunn's residence. They would like to be moved out

because the realignment will bring the street closer to their home. 1=8*

They will be the only ones left in the block which makes it an              -
undesirable place to live. They are very hard working poor people
who have been trying to improve their home. The traffic has been so

great since the turn-'off was. put in, that no one in the neighborhood
-.has felt any great need to fight about moving. They felt if they were
notmoved, the traffic itself would move them. She pointed out that
the owner of the land where the businesses are located on Murdock

does not object to the alignment nor do the people on Cleveland.

'1%73%

f

49%49'.i

Reverend Robert HOLT,.pastor of St. Matthew CME Church, 841 Cleveland,
stated that he does not oppose the realignment, but does have some
concerns. He said that he would not like to see the area destroyed
and some families isolated. It would not be a very acceptable place

to live if all of the other properties are removed from around those
who would be left. The traffic pattern is a great concern.

When he sits in the office of the Church and the large trucks roll
past he can feel the whole foundation shake. Reverend HOLT said that

the members chose not to sell St. Matthew Church. The reason is that

the current construction costs to rebuild the church in like kind and

quality would be $860,000, and the church members did not feel that
the City was going to give them $860,000 for their property. Reverend
HOLT said that thul did not want 20 see Christopher Steal gompany in
their back yard and this plan would alleviate that.

He said that area residents and property owners have never seen a
feasibility study as to how the altered traffic flow will affect
homeowners in the area. He noted at the CPO meeting the word
"community development" was taken out of references to the project.
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A community is not being developed when houses are being torn down
without any plan to replace housing.

 Furthermore, Reverend HOLT stated that he was · concerne'd with the
1 loss of parking. St. Matthew Church has 700 members. The City code

says that the Church must have one on-street or off-street parking
space for every five members of the Church. With the proposed
plan, parking would be restricted on Cleveland. He made a recommend-

ation to the CPO that the two properties immediately south of St.
Matthew be acquired in this plan and developed as a City parking lot
and St.-Matthew parishioners be given access to it.

•21

LOFTON asked if there were only two houses left on Cleveland between
the road and the Church. Reverend HOLT said yes.

1 Lorraine BUCKLEY, 1310 East Murdock, stated that she was the only
 resident that lives on Murdock between Cleveland and west to the
1 railroad track. She said that she would hate to think that she would

1 be the only one left there if the other houses were taken out. She
said that with all of the vibration damage from the traffic and the
trucks, she would soon have to do some remodeling. Every time the
trucks pass her house her TV flickers. BUCKLEY said that she would

I like to know if the City plans to buy the two houses on the northwest
1 corner of Murdock and Cleveland.

J f j
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GARDNER stated that he believed that it was the staff's recommendation

that the two houses be included in the acquisition.

KITCHEN commented that Mrs. Buckley would be landlocked if Cleveland
was vacated.

Ben MARTIN stated that he represented the citizens in the northeast
quadrant through the Human Resources Board, and also CPO Area "K".
He requested a copy of the Murdock realignment project being considered
by the Planning Commission. He said that he was present at the neigh-
borhood area meeting which formulated various recommendations. He

was not sure those recommendations corresponded with what was being
presented today. He was sure that the neighborhood council did not
want some of the street closings that were being propo.sed today.
MARTINS said that he would like to know the amount of funds that
would be used for the realignment of Murdock and the method of
funding. He also requested a legal opinion concerning the environ-
mental effects on the neighbophood which would result from this
project. He requested an assurance that the citizens that are left
in the area will not suffer the same housing damages from heavy
traffic as those people now living by the street as currently aligned.
He said that with this project the traffic would automatically increase,
especially heavy truck traffic and traffic from downtown employees who
would use the realigned street for fast access onto the freeway. He

Fj.Ii·
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He asked for assurance that there would not be noise pollution or
air pollution· from the heavy truck and automobile traffic. MARTIN
said that at the neighborhood council meeting there was nothing to
ensure that the whole community was involved in the ·planning of the
realignment of Murdock. He stated that there were concerns that the
project would divide the community. He pointed out that businesses
will be affected along Murdock. The owner of the body shop on
Murdock has voiced concern about the closing of the street. MARTIN

pointed out that there was concern over the possibility of decreased
property values. He pointed out the danger to the children in the
area due to increased traffic. MARTIN pointed out that the ce was
concern over the possibility of decreased property values. He

pointed out the danger to the children in the area due to increased
traffic. MARTIN stated for the record that the realignment of
Murdock was opposed because it would not benefit the neighborhood
as a whole. The use of CDBG funds to subsidize industry was also
opposed. The proposal would not benefit the area, but would benefit
industry and those desiring quick access to the downtown area. He
stated that CPO Area "K" also opposed any change that would affect
the citizens in the Area "K" district, and permit or encourage the
encroachment of industries into that area. He mentioned that federal
CDBG funds were obtained under the pretense of upgrading the community
with infill of new homes, and rehabilitation. It appears that the
purpose of the project is not to maintain the area as a residential
area, but to permit the dehabilitation of the community. He asked

that the Commission deny the realignment of Murdock.

mil
6475/5.

RB*94·'<·,· · t
5'.1.04'S*/'02·'·i i'

1 222;

yi€'.1437

3*94-4
f21*R

9564.

BAYOUTH commented that he had not heard any opposition from the area
residents on the realignment. He had to disagree with MARTIN' s as to
the effects on the neighborhood. He felt that the realignment was a
major step in protecting the neighborhood, not creating problems as
stated by MARTIN. .,

MARTIN said his concern was for the citizens that would be left
isolated in the area in the event of the projects approval.

,- GARDNER remarked that MARTIN sta'ed that he was a representative from
CPO Council Area "K". He asked if they voted formally on the project.

-     If so, he requested that MARTIN present their recommendations today.

MARTIN said that it was correct that he represented Area "K". He

said that some of the reguests he mentioned are from Area "K" Council.

GARDNER asked for the western boundary of Area "K". MARTIN said it

 2:er# was Hydraulic. GARDNER said that this project was not in Area ' -",3%*3.29 and that it appears that MARTIN and the Area "K" Council were addressing
a project that was outside their designated area. He said that the

ft-, Planning Commission does have a recommendation from Area "L" which is
the area in which this project is located. Area "L" Council recommends
approval.
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GARDNER said that as a point of. information, the Planning Commission
has had several hearings on the proposal over a substantial period
of time. He continued thAt many of those present tqday have attended

, the meetings while MARTIN has not. GARDNER said that it has
become apparent to this Board, in listening to the neighbors from
the immediate area, that residents have on several occasions taken
the opportunity to express their concerns regarding the project.
Residents worked rather closely with staff in developing elements of
this proposal to accommodate their specific needs and situations.
He said that he understood that Martin was speaking for a broader
neighbo'rhood group. He believed that it was important to point out

f · that MARTIN' s lack o f previous participation iii that process probably
2 prevented him from acquiring an understanding of the proposal that
i others have.

MARTIN stated that he attended the last neighborhood council Area "L"
meeting. It appeared to him that even the few citizens that were
present had not been part of the planning process.

silm-.

44

GARDNER said that it was critical to point out that there is a fairly
high level of concurrence among affected residents on this proposal.
He said that he was somewhat disturbed by MARTIN's statement that
th& balance of the community was not a part of planning for the
project. That certainly has not been the indication in previous paigmil

hearings and in what is being said here today. r...

MARTIN said that he would be glad to circulate a petition to assure
the Commission that citizens in the area are opposed to the re-
alignment.

Reverent HOLT stated that he was in attendance at the CPO Area "L"
meeting of Octboer 19. In defense of MARTIN, he stated that the
people there did voice a concern regarding the blocking of Ohio,·
Indiana, and Wabash. It was generally agreed that that was the
most viable option and that it would keep Chri topher Steel from
coming any closer to t he residential area. Residents did not like
closing the streets, but it was the most viable option. He said

that he was a representative of a number of people who live in that
area--members of his church. Their main concern is that this Board

does not find it necessary to isolate people in that area and landlock
them. The general consensus in that area is that residents would not
be opposed to the project.

GARDNER said that he appreciated Reverend HOLT's remarks and that he
had very eloquently stated that the proposal was in many ways a
compromise, not necessarily ideal, but apparently the most work-ble
option. He said that Reverand HOLTs remarks concerning isolation of
residents and the need to segregate industry from the residential area
were also well taken. Although closing of some of the streets may
not be totally ideal, in some respects it would provide benefits.
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Jonella SNOWDEN, owner of property at. 831 Indiana, said that she was
uncertain as to how far from her property the realigned street will€ff 33?1 be located. She asked if the project will have any bearing on the-2,24'19

jf*337 property she owns?
-0
292*j LAKIN pointed out that the acquisition schedule shows three properties

on the east side of Indiana, and the north edge of the street right-
of-way is proposed to be on land currently owned by Christopher.

BAYOUTH asked LAKIN to point out exactly which houses would be
purchased or recommended for purchase.
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LAKIN commented on the houses between the road and the Church. He

said that it was the staff' s view, that when they originalk con-
sidered the proposal no property should be acquired other than that
which was needed for the roadway and/or which would have been isolated.
Other property east of the proposed acquisitions would be adequately
taken care of by the marketplace.

LAKIN continued that staff did send to the Planning Commission copies
of the action from CPO "L" meetings of March 1980 and October 1981,
in which they voted 5-1 to recommend closing the streets. Planning
staff had also been provided an October memorandum in which CPO "L"
expressed concern about the acquisition of additional property. LAKIN

added that at this point, either they have a viable project or they
don't. If they don't accept this project, which he felt improved a
number of environmental conditions, they will retain existing
conditions. Murdock as currently aligned results in very awkward
turning movements, traffic exiting and stopping in front of the
Church rather than on relocated ramps, old ·pavement that transmits
the vibration and shock, and a lot more stop and go movement and
changing of gears. This type of situation produces more problems
of air quality than the proposed realignment which would smooth +out
the traffic flow. There will be some additional air pollution because
of additional traffic. It has been shown, however, in case after case
that the benefits of smoothing out the flow of traffic will conteract
the problems arising from the relatively small increase in volume.

After checking the record, it would appear '.at something like one point
two million dollars has been spent in the McAdams area on housing,
emergency grants, CDBG grants, deferred loans, 312 loans, direct loans,
commercial loans, mortgage revenue grants, etc. None of that has been

towards ·right-of-way. There has been a substantial community investment
in this area relative to the businesses and housing. The record should

show that there has been a lot of rehabilitation activity in the area.

LOFTON commented that he understood LAKIN's point, but disagreed with
what he said concerning what was going to happen on the east side·of
Cleveland Street. He did not see industry, unless it was Christopher,
having any interest in that property at all. He said that he knew

from experience that there is a lot of property in better locations.
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Industry does not have any interest in that property because the Church
is sitting right down the street. He said that he could certainly
understand MARTIN's standpoint, but would have to agree that what has
been done is probably in the best interest of the community. He

Ae. felt that closing Indiana and Ohio would be better for the community.
He also understood that part of this is being done at the request of
Mr. CHRISTOPHER. He felt that the Commission was taking the right
approach in correcting the problem.

Ernestine SMITH, stated that most of the property in the area was
rental property. There are not many people living in the area who
would have to be placed (by the City) in another home.

MOTION: That the Planning Commission finds the
proposed amendment to the Urban Renewal Land Use
Plan to be in conformance with the Comprehensive
Plan, and recommends that Parcels G and H, Lot 303,
being the northwest corner of Cleveland and Murdock,-1 -4.fit be purchase'd for disposition in industrial land use;
and that consideration be given to the acquisition
of the remaining houses south of the Church on
Cleveland in Block 303 and the remaining residences
in Block 301, east side of Cleveland south of the
right-of-way. LOFTON moved, JONES seconded and the
motion carried unanimously. MARTENS was not present.
Chisholm was absent.
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TIlE CITY OF WIC111'1'A

OFFICE OF Urban Renewa 1 DATE April 25. 1978
0;VAet*  91%1,

'4449 1

£:7/Diftj

To Robert Lakin, Director
Planning Commission

FROW Kenneth H. Kitchen

SUBJECT McAdams Plan--Buffer strip, proposed
zoning changes

19

Buffer Strin. The McAdams UDAG application will be amended to include the
following expanded description of the proposed buffer strip:

Install a buffer strip between industrial and residential uses in the following
areas:

a. Along alley between Washington and Wabash, from Murdock to Thirteenth
Street. Fencing and some tree plantings in approximately a ten foot
easement.

b. North side of Murdock, from Wabash to Cle,eland. Fencing and tree 8-/.

plantings in a maximum of a 150 foot strip. The combination of
fencing and plant materials will be designed to: ==@1

1. Provide visual buffer from industrial uses to the south. liN/=3:
2. Absorb noise from industrial uses. *FF>
3. Improve aesthetic quality along Murdock. »f·t-. 

Proposed roning Chences. The Urban Renewal Agency has proposed that zoning · 496 ' 12changes be made in th: McAdams area. This involves a change from commercial 30:N -=i«
zoning to a residential classification. The areas of concern are: 244:j . il#'///

1. North side of Murdock, between Wabash and Cleveland. This property Will
be acquired by the Agency.

2. Ninth Streets between Wabash and Indiana on the north, and between Wabash
and Cleveland on the south. Corinercial property within this area Will
be acquired. Residential and public property will not be acquired..

3. Eleventh Streets between Wabash and Cleveland. Commercial and vacant
property will be acquired. Residential property will not be acquired.

4. Thirteenth Street, between Indiana and I-135. All property (currently
vacant) except for one comnercial use will be acquired. Due to limited
access on Thirteenth Street and the proximity of the Canal Routes this

-,1area is not particularly desirable for commercial or residential
development. If an accoutable con.mercial development is proposed for this
area that would not conflict with residences to the south, the Agency
would not request a zoning change.

5. East side of Cleveland, front Murdock to Central, with the exception of - 6.r,MAF/ky

Kit
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commercial uses along Central. Two vacant lots will be acquired.
Residential property will not be acquired.

<aft.fi-Il.K

51# r-14

6. East Side of Pennsylvania, between Central and Elm. This area is
currently zoned B-Multiple Family. Industrial zoning is requested for
the area. All property will be acquired.

The Urban Renewal Agency is of the opinion that these zoning changes are
of extreme importance to the success of the total McAdams Program. Almost
all properties in areas #1-5 are currently developed for residential use.
These properties have never been developed for commercial use, and there
appears to be no demand today for such commercial use..

1%00.1.:

'09; 9 '.4 4 '.

The existing commerical zoning fractions the residential area into little
pockets which will be difficult to rehabilitate and maintain if commercial ·

/4©1 devolopmbnt is encouraged. In addition, the Agency will not be able to
provide housing rehabilitation grants and loans for any residintial /4,",1,"1'&

property. that is zoned for commercial use. This will seriously hamper
·25#2S#EMREinathe ability to rehabilitate the entire neighborhood. 0=2==

lavw#Numill

.........Amul"/5%4

The Agency will request zoning changes on all properties to be acquired.
Owners of properties not acquired will be requested to voluntarily apply
for residential zoning. The Agency does not propose to acqure those
residential properties that cannot be rezoned voluntarily.
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April 28, 1978

Kenneth Kitchen, Executive Director
Urban Renewal Agency

Robert A. Lakia, Director of Planning

Oil
A-95-8661 McAdams Neighborhood Revitalization Program

(UDAG Application).

Relative to the A-) 5 Review of the above referenced application,
the following information is*supplied:

At the regular meeting of the Metropolitan Area
Planning Commission on April 27, 1978, a motion
was made to find the MeAdams Neighborhood U.D.A.G.
application of the Urban Renewal Agency in con-
formance with the Comprehensive Plan. The vote
on the motion resulted in a tie or moot vote.
Under the bylaws of the 1!APC, such a vote results
in a failure to recommend or in this instance,

if?52 "no comment" on the A-95 Review.

Should you have questions regarding this matter, please call.

Robert A. Lakin

Director of Planning
RAL:MU:rme

5,9911
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OFFICE DI;· CITY MANAGER 1)ATE April 17, 1978

TO The Honorable Board of City Connissionors

FROM [. 11. Denton, City Manager

suBJEcr UDAG Application for the M:Adams
Neighborhood

In connection with the Comorission's consideration of the Urban Renewal
application for liJAG funds, the following items arc provided to the Coinmission
for inforinatiop.

(1) A M.emorandum which outlities the CDOG and C.I.P. funding in the grant
application with a breakdown as to currently allocated funding and future
funding comitments to whicli the Con,dission will obligate by approving
the UDAG applicition.

(2) A draft letter of approval and support for the UDAG application wh·ich ti·,2
Comission should an.e·nd, if desired, and authorize the Mayor to sign.

(3) A copy of a letter outlining the Manning Commission's action in Contlec tioii
with its review of the UnAG a·*lication.

E. H. Denton

City Monager

END/tpd
Attachments

cc: Kenneth Il. Kit.alien, Executive Director, Urban Rene·.al Agency
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in· 11[' URBAN RENEWAL AGENCY DATE April 17,1978

E. .1. Denton, City Manager

1·12{,M Kenneth 11. Kitchen, Executive Director

si:,3.1:cr McAdams Revitalization Program -
I.ocal Funding Request

Thr.· 1·!cAdams Ne·ighborhood Revital·,zation Program will require femding commit-
ments at the local level in the form of CDOG funds and General Obligation bcnds.
The cost breakdown on local funding is:

CUBG Funding

Funds previously allocated:

CD housing loans $ 150.000
Paint grants 10,000

Ath A.ction Year Allocations:

Acquisitien 300,000

Co:trn./industrial loan guarantees 100,000

Total CDBG Funds Currently Allocated: $ 560,000

Funding to be Requester':

1979 S 427,770
1980 427,765
1981 427,765

A.6-

*r

0%
Nfdk'b

Total Future CDOG CON,ullitments $1,283,300

TOTAL CDBG CO:1;111112;IT: -it,fl·'_31129
General Obligation Dorids

CIP 1980:

Cleveland Ave. Reconstruction $ 75,000

To bo Requested:

Washington Street Pdving $ 107,000

'1
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General Obligation Bonds·(cont.)

To be Requesled:

Park Site Development $ 50.000
1

rotal to be Requested: 15 157.000

TOTAL GENERAL OBLIGATION BOND Cul{MITMENT: $ 232,000

A po!'Lion of the MeAdams project will be financed through loans imder the
CDOG Section 108 loan guarantee program. Repayment of t.liese loans will be
fi,lanced through disposition proceeds of prove?·ty acquired by the Urban
Pcnewal Agency. The City would be responsible for the loan repayment in

:.. 936* ./ tne event the Urban Renewal Agency is unable to resell property acqui red

through the program. it is anticipated ti·idt al I properly aCC]Win:d i.itrough
the program will be sold for new develop:itent. Principal and int.erest payi:ients
are being calculated dnd will be made available to the City Commission ow
April 25, 1978.

Kenneth H. Kitchen
Exectitive Director

Iall<-Dil/jm
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OFFiCE OF THE MAYOR
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CITY HALL - FIG W r.£00'1
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r
April 17, 1978

I<enneth H. Mi.tch,331, Executive Director
Urban Renewal Agency
Second Floor, City DIall
455 North Main Street

Wichita, Kansas 67202

t€t}4*i/m/'I
Dear Mr. Kitchen:

The Urban Renewal Agency wbmittled the Urban Development: Action
Grant Application for the MeAdains Neighborhood to the City
Commission on April 18, 1?78. The City Comrnissioners voted to
approve ihc application anc. authorized its submission to HUD for
consideration.

As part of the application approval: the City Conimission has agreed
to commit Community -Development Block Grant: funds iii the amount
of $1,8·43,300, anc] 9233,000 ingoneral obligation l)onds. Total
local commitmant approved by the City Commission is $2,075,300.

The Gil.y Commission has also offered its general support: aiid
guidance for the McAdams Revitalization Program.

Sincerely,

Connie A. Peters

Alayor

e
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METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING

DEPARTIZENT
CITY HAI.t - TENT,1 1 LCOR

49 NOF,TH MAIN SUNEET
/1/HITA. ./113..5 0,2.2

(310) $031:,61
April 17, 1978

The Honorable Board of
City Commissioners
City of Wichita
City Hail
455 North Main
Wichita, Kansas 67202

Subject : McAdams Park - UDAG
Grant

Dear Commissioners:

The Metropolitan Area Plaiming Commiss.i on, after pres.entation
by the Urb:iii Renewal Agency staff, considered the MJAclams Park
Plan as to its conformance to the comprehensive plan. Much
discussion 01'Jued, particularly about the proposed acquisition
of commercial land on the north side of Murdock ard the proposed
reestablishment of residential uses directly north of the
industrial uses of Christopher Steel. Alternate ways of deal-
ing with the adjacency of such applirent conf Jicting land ilse was
discussed. Among other issues discussed was the proposed down-
zoning of property not proposed to be acquired by the Urban
Renewal Agency.

Af ter sorval mot j.ons made and wit.hdrawn, 1-he MAPC by a 9-0 vote
(llennessy absent ) passed the following motion:

MOTION: That the Planning Commission
-forward a recommendation to the City
Commission thai: this p].an does not
conform to tile Comprehon:sive Plan ,
but that the staff with n reprosentative
of the LIAPC try to meet with the URA and
other interested purti, 3 1.0 resolve the
issues of land use, downzonint: and revi.sed
vohicull:r access lo tlie iliclustri.:1 L area,
all precedent to A-95 review jindings.

... E



4¢,9

0

Board of City Commls..ioners
April 17, 1978
Page 2

Del] moved, Grei-der seconded and itt
carried unanimously. Honnessy was absent.

Sincerely,

Robert A, Lakin

Director of Plannkg
RAL.rme

cc: Kenilet·h Kitchen, Executive Director (G)
Metropolitan Area Planning Commission (10)
George C. Christor:her & Son, Inc., c/o
Edward F. Arn, attorney, R. H. Garvey Bldg., 67202

fif
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Geo. C Christopher & Son, inc.
..ON WO.MS

STRUCTURAL STEEL FABRICATION • STEEL SERVICE CENTER
REINFORCING STEEL • WELDED WIRE FABRIC •BUILDING PRODUCTS
(316)267-6357 0 BOX. 607 . WICHITA, KANSAS, 67201

r April 18, 1978.

*2*19>

Hon. Mayor and City Commissioners APR 20 1978
The City Building
455 North Main \ a 'An:IRUNING
Wichita, Kansas 67202 · .\.·4 4

21-n-ar«
Re: Consideration by the City Commission of

Urban Renewal Plan for the McAdams Neighborhood
at a public hearing (3:00 p.m.) April 18, 1978.

Hon. Mayor and City Commissioners:

4%'4411-

t.*4¥

On April 12, 1978, Geo. C. Christopher & Son, Inc. re-
ceived notice of the above captioned hearing, which notice also
advised the Christopher Company that " property will ke considered
for acquisition".

Obviously, and we believe for good reason, the Christopher
Company must oppose any such effort by anyone to acquire any part
of its plant facility. Christopher Company was represented at the
April 13, 1978 hearing on this matter before the Planning Commission,
at which time the Company also offered for the record a written
statement over the signature of this writer as President of Chris-
topher Company...and a copy of that statement is attached hereto
for consideration also by your City Commission. =w

At the April 13, 1978 meeting of the Planning Commission,
the representative of Urban Renewal, Mrs. May, presented the Urban
Renewal McAdams Neighborhood Plan seeking Planning Commission ap-
proval of that Urban Renewal Plan as being consistent with the
Metropolitan Area Comprehensive Improvement Plan. In her presen-
tation, Mrs. May frankly admitted that the Urban Renewal proposal
was designed to down-zone various tracts of land (of Christopher
and others) which Urban Renewal did not propose to acquire. It

was for that reason, among several others, that the Planning Com-
mi ssion determined that the Urban Renewal McAdams Neighborhood
Plan was inconsistent with the Comprehensive Improvement Plan...
and the Planning Commission recorded its unanimous vote accord-
ingly.

Ff.4
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Hon. Mayor and City Commissioners
Page 2
April 18, 1978

The Urban Renewal Plan for McAdams Neighborhood quite

obviously iE not consistent with the Metropolitan Area Comprehen-
sive Improvement Plan, and we submit that the Urban Renewal
proposal should therefore also be disapproved by your City Com-
mission.

We respectfully request that this statement and the
attached enclosure be received by the Ci ty Commission and be
made a part -of the record of today':= hearing.

Respectfully submitted

GEO. C. CHRISTOPHER & SON, INC.

By

H. E. Christopher, Ptesident

4;
b
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Geo. C Christopher & Son. 1..
IRON WORKS

STRUCTURAL STEEL FABRICATION • STEEL SERVICE CENTER i
REINFORCING STEEL • WELDED WIRE FABRIC • BUILDING PRODUCTS -

(316)267-6351 . 80 X 607 . WICHITA, KANSAS, 67201

April 13, 1978

Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
City Building IllillilllWichita, Kansas 67202

Re: Urban Renewal Proposal for McAdams Neighborhood
Case D.R. 78-9

Agenda Item 26, 4-13-78

Dear Madam Chairman

Geo. C. Christopher & Son, Inc. is a major manufacturing firm
in Wichita, Kansas, having plant facilities and property of
approximately 550,000 square feet (nearly 13 acres) within the

3*i?*f- McAdams Park Area. Our plant has been expanding at this location
for over 70 years and we believe ourselves to be the major land
holder in the area of the proposed McAdams Park Neighborhood

3*agy@ - Project, and by far the largest tax-payer.

/8*96%14&

74#:1

We have been actively acquiring property to expand our facilities
as needs and economic conditions would permit since first estab-
lishing our operations at this location. During a period com-
mencing approximately 1953, we have been progressively pursuing
a program of acquiring 1and to the north of Murdock Street, west
of Cleveland Avenue, to act as a buffer for our basic manufactur-
ing facilities.

2
4

. ·409*
We have been advised from time to time of ti.- activities of the

Urban Renewal Agency and the development of their McAdams Neigh-
borhood program. We have viewed this program with interest but
not enthusiasm because we have been uncertain of its necessity,
merit, and of any economic feasibility which would bring benefit
to the City of Wichita. In response to a status report provided
to us by the Urban kenewal Agency in October, 1977, we expressed
our passive response in a letter to Ken Kitchen dated November 11,
1977, which included the following two paragraphs which stipulate
our concern from a business standpoint:

Addendum "A" ....09#*. I-*I SAIl,1
»9-25«
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"Our Administration does not feel that this corporation  b. /441*rinia

would benefit appreciably from intervention. We have for

all the years of our existence acquired additional property.
both contiguous and ancillary, on a need to acquire and
an offering for sale basis. This method, we believe, pro-
vides property for our expansion on the most economical
basis. We have demonstrated to our satisfaction that

this is a highly workable approach with the recent acq-
uisition of our Wabash Street yard.

"It occurs to us that if area property owners become aware
that there is an opportunity to sell their property to a
government agency, prices to independent, interested pur-
chasers will become elevated and this might inhibit our
planned growth activities. Should we elect to become

dependent upon government intervention for condemnation,
we will be necessarily tied to your time tables which
could become elongated beyond the economic desirable time
for expansion."

3%066
*93Nett

3%43*..3*

16*···*I

75 On Monday, March 20, 1978, Ken Kitchen .from the Urban Renewal
Agency visited our offices to present the then current McAdams
Neighborhood Planning Proposal and enlist the cooperation of
Geo. C. Christopher & Son. It was noticed that that proposal

1 indicated the property north of Murdock Street and west of Cleveland
Avenue would be changed to residential zoning. When we questioned
this facet of the proposal, the Company was advised that this land

.u.. would be condemned and purchased from the Company by U. R.A., with
m. equivalent property being made available elsewhere. Aside from

the fact that that proposal does not take into consideration the
-     operating needs and requlrements of our business, nor the fact

that land for land is not necessarily equivalent in a facility
of our size, the Company believes that establishing residential
property immediately adjacent to an industrially zoned tract is
not to the best interest of all parties involved. Should this

become a reality, the residents would soon start to complain about
the neighboring industry and although a 3/4 century existence might
indicate preference, individual complaints about noise, activity,

'4*M/4,1 constricted streets and traffic flow would undoubtedly draw moreattention, further complicating our operational existence at this
location.

For this and other reasons, we continue to question the need and
validity of the Urban Renewal Agency's McAdams Neighborhood program.
It appears that most of the planning has been at the behest of some
of the residents of the area, whatever their reasons might be.

1.-.9.'12&61« ,' '  '"  --4.4 - 4..„A·-/ 7
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Geo. C. Christopher & Son feels that any such program which affects
the City of Wichita should be in the best interest of all its citi-
zens. Ali parties involved in the area should be given equal
consideration as to their needs now and in the future and such a

plan should not be developed for the financial benefit of a few
isolated property owners.

It is our understanding that your Commission can take no action
on this matter·today, that the Urban Renewal Agency has requested
time for its presentation as a matter of information only and that
no public notice of the muting was given. We inadvertently 1

heard that this matter was on the Commission' s agency and we make j
the foregoing statement for the information of the Commission,
and request that it become a matter of record. i

Respectfully submitted,

GEO. C. CHRISTOPHER & SON, INC.

E. Christopher
President

HEC/ao
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April 17, 1978

The Honorable Board of

City Commissioners
City of Wichita
City Hall
455 North Main

Wichita, Kansas 67202

Subject: McAdams Park - ULAG
Grant

Dear Commissioners:

The Metropolitan Area Planning Commission, after presentation
by the Urban Renewal Agency staff, considered the McAdams Park
Plan as to its conformance to the comprehensive plan. Much

discussion ensued, particularly about the proposed acquisition
of commercial land on the north side of Murdock and the proposed
reestablishment of residential uses directly north of the
industrial uses of Christopher Steel. Alternate ways of deal-
ing with the adjacency of such apparent conflicting land use was
discussed. Among other issues discussed was the proposed down-
zoning of property not proposed to be acquired by the Urban
Renewal Agency.

t*%3Fr
'Af;12€:

Utif
029©f

After serval motions made and withdrawn, the MAPC by a 9-0 vote
(Hennessy absent) passed the following motion:

MOTION: That the Planning Commission
forward a recommendation to the City
Commission that this plan does not
conform to the Comprehensive Plan,
but that the staff with a representative
of the MAPC try to meet with the URA and
other interested parties to resolve the
issues of land use, downzoning and revised
vehicular access to the industrial area,
all precedent to A-95 review findings.

..{
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Bell moved, Greider seconded and it
carried unanimously. Hennessy was absent.

Sincerely,

Robert A. Lakin

Director of Planning

th Kitchen, Executive Director (6)
politan Area Planning Commission (10)

Christopher & Son, Inc., c/o
Arn, attorney, R. H. Garvey Bldg., 67202

./4.@4*
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Board of City
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George C.
Edward F
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WICHITA-SEDGWICKCOUNTY OATE

April 12, 1978
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

TO Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
FROM Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

SUBJECT DR 78-9 Urban Renewal McAdams Neighborhood Plan -
Consistency with the Comprehensive Plan

BACKGROUND INFORMATION

-I /.

- -t,t ,-.9

The Urban Renewal Agency has prepared a comprehensive improvement
plan for the McAdams Neighborhood area which forms the basis for a
grant application under the Urban Development Action Grant section of
the Community Development Block Grant Program administered through the
Department of Housing and Urban Development.

*Rip

The plan is intended to provide a comprehensive approach to neigh- i.43
borhood revitalization in terms of both residential rehabilitation and '53
economic development in the McAdams Neighborhood, bounded by Thirteenth *
Street on the north, Central Avenue on the south, I-135 on the east,
and the Santa Fe, Atchison and Topeka railroad tracks on the west.

The plan proposes to:

1. Rehabilitate existing housing
2. Initiate new housing construction
3. Remove blighting influences and conditions
4. Eliminate industrial/residential conflicts
5. Provide site improvements and other public amenities
6. Promote economical development and employment opportunities ·
7. Increase community tax base ;4
8. Provide substantial minority participation in:

Home ownership
Employment opportunities
Utilization of existing and proposed Community

Development programs and other City programs
and services ' 1

A combination of federal ($11,014,990) , state ($200,000), local ($2,075,300),
and private ($10,844,340) funding sources is proposed to be utilized under
the proposed improvement plan.

The plan and grant application were approved by the Wichita Urban
Renewal Board on April 6, 1978 and the proposal is scheduled to be con-
sidered by the Board of City Commissioners on April 18, 1978.

L
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STAFF COMMENTS

The Planning Department has reviewed the proposed plan in relation
to the Compreheniive Plan for the Metropolitan Area and the applicable
regulatory codes of the City of Wichita. On the basis of that review,
it appears that the proposed McAdams Neighborhood Revitalization Program
is consistent with the various comprehensive plan elements which are
either adopted or in the process of completion, including the Initial
Land Use Element, the Housing Element, the Transportation Element, and
the Park and Open Space Plan. However, it should be noted that there
are some discrepencies between the existing zoning classifications, the
zoning classifications proposed in the McAdams Neighborhood Plan, and
the districts proposed on the maps prepared in conjunction with the pro-
posed zoning ordinance. The primary inconsistencies between the pro-
posed zoning ordinance maps and the McAdams Neighborhood Plan proposed
districts are as follows:

McAdams Neighborhood MAPD Proposed
Area Urban Renewal Proposal Zoning Maps

North side of Central between
Santa Fe tracks and 4 block
east of Ohio

"B- 5" Community
Retail

M-2 General

Manufacturing

A point north of Central to Mur- "R-5" Multiple
dock between Cleveland and Penn- Family
sylvania

Both sides of Ninth from a point "R-5" Multiple
35 block east of Washington to Family
Indiana

M-2 General

Manufacturing

B-2 Community
Retail

South side of Ninth between
Indiana and Cleveland

"R-5" Multiple
Family

B-2 Community
Retail

South side of 13th between a "R-5" Multiple B-2 Community
point & block east of Ohio Family Retail
and I-235

Area borded by Tenth, Santa Fe "M- lA" Light
tracks, Washington, and a point Industrial
north of Central

M-2A General
Manufacturing

West side of Hydraulic between
Elm and the alley north of
Central

"M-lA" Light
Industrial

B-5 General

Business

North side of Murdock from %
block east of Washington to %
block east of Mathewson

"R-5" Multiple
Family

M-lA Industrial

2
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RECOMMENDED ACTION

It is recommended that the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
certify by formal motion that the proposed McAdams Neighborhood Revi-
talization Program (amending the General Urban Renewal Plan) and asso-
ciated grant application are in conformance with the Comprehensive
Plan of the Metropolitan Area and authorize the Chairman to sign a reso-
lution supplied for approval purposes. In light of the differences in
the proposed zoning districts specified above, the Planning Commission
may also desire to direct that these differences be resolved through
further review by a subcommittee of the members and/or staffs of the
Planning Commission and URA Board.

4.1(-1dil 5

Robert A. Lakin

Director of Planning

MM:RAL:jm
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Geo. C Christopher & Son, k.
IRON WORKS

STRUCTURAL STEEL FABRICATION STEEL SERVICE CENTER
REINFORCING 5TEEL • WELDED WIRE FABRIC • BUILDING PRODUCTS

'3!FjltiSO (316)267-6351 0 BOX 607 . WICHITA, KANSAS, 67201

April 13, 1978

rair®w:.
Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
City Building
Wichita, Kansas 67202

Re: Urban Renewal Proposal for McAdams Neighborhood
Case D.R. 78-9

Agenda Item 26, 4-13-78

Dear Madam Chairman:

f
2

Geo. C. Christopher & Son, Inc. is a major manufacturing firm
in Wichita, Kansas. having plant facilities and property of
approximately 550,000 square feet (nearly 13 acres) within the
McAdams Park Area. Our plant has been expanding at this location
for over 70 years and we believe ourselves to be the major land
holder in the area of the proposed McAdams Park Neighborhood
Project, and by far the largest tax-payer.

We have been actively acquiring property to expand our facilities
as needs and economic conditions would permit since first estab-
lishing our operations at this location. During a period com-
mencing approximately 1953, we have been progressively pursuing
a program of acquiring 1and to the north of Murdock Street, west
of Cleveland Avenue, to act as a buffer for our basic manufactur-
ing facilities.

We have been advised from time to time of the activities of the
Urban Renewal Agency and the development of their McAdams Neigh-
borhood program. We have viewed this program with interest but
not enthusiasm because we have been uncertain of its necessity,
merit, and of any economic feasibility which would bring benefit
to the City of Wichita. In response to a status report provided
to us by the Urban Renewal Agency in October, 1977, we expressed
our passive response in a letter to Ken Kitchen dated November 11,
1977, which included the following two paragraphs which stipulate
our concern from a business standpoint:

6%4»
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"Our Administration does not feel that this corporation
would benefit appreciably from intervention. We have for
all the years of our existence acquired additional property,
both contiguous and ancillary, on a need to acquire and
an offering for sale basis. This method, we believe, pro-

vides property for our expansion on the most economical
93ft. basis. We have demonstrated to our satisfaction that

this is a highly workable approach with the recent acq-
uisition of our Wabash Street yard.

"It occurs to us that if area property owners become aware
that there is an opportunity to sell their property to a
government agency, prices to independent, interested pur-

planned growth activities. Should we elect to become

chasers will become elevated and this might inhibit our

-             dependent upon government intervention for condemnation, ..ilimial,Wairl-

we will be necessarily tied to your time tables which 66:444,4,0
..".2=.-.1-

could become elongated beyond the economic desirable time
-                for expansion." -

3>/
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On Monday, March 20, 1978, Ken Kitchen from the Urban Renewal
Agency visited our offices to present the then current McAdams
Neighborhood Planning Proposal and enlist the cooperation of
Geo. C. Christopher & Son. It was noticed that that proposal
indicated the property north of Murdock Street and west of Cleveland
Avenue would be changed to residential zoning. When we questioned
this facet of the proposal, the Company was advised that this land
would be condemned and purchased from the Company by U.R.A., with
equivalent property being made available elsewhere. Aside from
the fact that that proposal does not take into consideration the
operating needs and requirements of our business. nor the fact
that land for land is not necessarily equivalent in a facility
of our size, the Company believes that establishing residertial
property immediately adjacent to an industrially zoned tract is
not to the best interest of all parties involved. Should this
become a reality, the residents would soon start to complain about
the ne ighboring industry and although a 3/4 century existence might
indicate preference, individual complaints about noise, activity,
constricted streets and traffic flow would undoubtedly draw more
attention, further complicating our operational existence at this
location.

mi@.54*ifi-/
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For this and other reasons, we continue to question the need and
validity of the Urban Renewal Agency's McAdams Neighborhood program.
It appears that most of the planning has been at the behest of some
of the residents of the area, whatever their reasons might be.
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Geo. C. Christopher & Son feels that any such program which affects
the City of Wichita should be in the best interest of all its citi-
zens. All parties involved in the area should be given equal
consideration as to their needs now and in the future and such a
plan should not be developed for the financial benefit of a few
isolated property. owners.

It is our understanding that your Commission can take no action
on this matter · today, that the Urban Renewal Agency has requested
time for its presentation as a matter of information only and that
no public notice of the meeting was given. We inadvertently
heard that this matter was on the Commission's agency and we make
the foregoing statement for the information of the Commission,

A?¢ and request that it become a matter of record.

Respectfully submitted,

GEO. C. CHRISTOPHER & SON, INC.

d\\ r
JW

H. E. Christopher
President

HEC/ao
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April 12, 1978

Metropolitan Area Planning Commission

Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

DR 78-9 Urban Renewal McAdams Neighborhood Plan -
Consistency with the Comprehensive Plan

BACKGROUND INFORMATION

The Urban Renewal Agency has prepared a comprehensive improvement
plan for the MeAdams Neighborhood area which forms the basis for a
grant application under the Urban Development Action Grant section of
the Community Development Block Grant Program administered through the
Department of Housing and Urban Development.

Wat

47 2-1

394«61

The plan is intended to provide a comprehensive approach to neigh-
borhood revitalization in terms of both residential rehabilitation and
economic development in the MeAdams Neighborhood, bounded by Thirteenth
Street on the north, Central Avenue on the south, I-135 on the east,
and the Santa Fe, Atchison and Topeka railroad tracks on the west.

The plan proposes to:

'i'Ak.'i I....i :

The plan and grant application were approved by the Wichita Urban
Renewal Board on April 6, 1978 and the proposal is scheduled to be con
sidered by the Board of City Commissioners on April 18, 1978.

136*4

32r

1. Rehabilitate existing housing
2. Initiate new housing construction
3. Remove blighting influences and conditions
4. Eliminate industrial/residential conflicts
5. Provide site improvements and other public amenities
6. Promote economical development and employment opportunities
7. Increase community tax base
8. Provide substantial minority participation in:

Home ownership
4&*D#'*S· .Employment opportunities

Utilization of existing and proposed Community - 2
'2,

Development programs and other City programs
and services

A combination of federal ($11,014,990), state ($200,000), local ($2,075,3300),  jdand private ($ 10, 844, 340) funding sources is proposed to be utilized under  2,1
the Toposed improvement plan.
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STAFF COMMENTS

The Planning Department has reviewed the proposed plan in relation
to the Comprehensive Plan for the Metropolitan Area and the applicable
regulatory codes of the City of Wichita. On the basis of that review,
it appears that the proposed McAdams Neighborhood Revitalization Program
is consistent with the various comprehensive plan elements which are
either adopted or in the process of completion, including the Initial
Land Use Element, the Housing Element, the Transportation Element, and
the Park and Open Space Plan. However, it should be noted that there
are some discrepancies between the existing zoning classifications, the
zoning classifications proposed in the ticAdams Neighborhood Plan, and
the districts proposed on the maps prepared in conjunction with the pro-
posed zoning ordinance. The primary inconsistencies between the pro-
posed zoning ordinance maps and the McAdams Neighborhood Plan proposed
districts are as follows:

McAdams Neighborhood MAPD Proposed
Area Urban Renewal Proposal Zoning Maps

North side of Central between
Santa Fe tracks and i block
east of Ohio

"B- 5" Community
Retail

M-2 General

"anufacturing

A point north of Central to Mur- "R-5" Multiple M-2 General
dock between Cleveland and Penn- Family Manufacturing
sylvania

Both sides of Ninth from a point "R-5" Multiple B-2 Community
15 block east of Washington to . Family Retail
Indiana

South side of Ninth between "R-5" Multiple B-2 Community
Indiana and Cleveland Family Retail

47#9...kil South side of 13th between a "R-5" Multiple B-2 Community
}944,41 point li block east of Ohio Family Retail

and I-235

Area borded by Tenth, Santa Fe "M- lA" Light M-2A General
4%21:I tracks, Washington, and a point Industrial Manufacturing

north of Central

West side of Hydraulic between "M-1.A" Light B-5 General
Elm and the alley north of Industrial Business
Central

North side of Murdock from t "R-5" Multiple M-lA Industrial
*-f - block east of Washington to % Family
44% block east of Mathewson

p.1.
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41493 RECOMMENDED ACTION

It is recommended that the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
certify by formal motion that the proposed McAdams Neighborhood Revi-
talization Program (amending the General Urban Renewal Plan) and asso-
ciated grant application are in conformance with the Comprehensive
Plan of the Metropolitan Area and authorize the Chairman to sign a reso-
lution supplied for approval purposes. In light of the differences in
the proposed zoning districts specified above, the Planning Commission
may also desire to direct that these differences be resolved through
further review by a subcommittee of the members and/or staffs of the
Planning Commission and URA Board.

Robert A. Lakin

Director of Planning

#40 i
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TO

FROM

WICHITA-SED GWICK COUNTY
DATE

April 6, 1978METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Metropolitan Area Planning Commission

Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

SUBJECT DR 78-9 Urban Renewal McAdams Neighborhood Plan - Consistency
with the Comprehensive Plan

Attached is a copy of a suggested plan and grant application
regarding the Urban Renewal Plan in the McAdams Neighborhood.
The Urban Renewal Agency is requesting that the Metropolitan
Area Planning Commission consider the proposal in order to de-
termine the conformity of the McAdams Plan with the Comprehen-
sive Plan of the City.

Inasmuch as we did not receive a copy of the proposal until Thurs-
day, April 6, 1978, we have not had time to make the necessary
analysis. This will be done early in the week and staff comments
will be available at the M.A.P.C. public hearing.

41*44
Robert A. Lakin

Director of Planning

RAL:MM:et

cc: Ken Kitchen, Executive Director, Urban Renewal Agency

5/.2 -
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April 6, 1978

Metropolitan Area Planning Commission

Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

DR 78-9 Urban Renewal McAdams Neighborhood Plan - Consistencywith the Comprehensive Plan

Attached is a copt' of a suggested plan and grant application
regarding the Urban Renewal Plan in the Mcadams Neighborhood.
The Urban Renewal Agency is requesting that the Metropolitan
Area Planning Commission consider the proposal in order to de-
termine the conformity of the McAdams Plan with the Comprehen-

rsive Plan of the City.

Inasmuch as we did not receive a copy of the proposal until Thurs-day, April 6, 1978, we have not had time to make the necessary
analysis. This will Le done early in the week and staff comments

rwill be available at the M.A.P.C. public hearing.

Robert A. Lakin
Director of Planning

RAL:MM:et

cc: Ken Kitchen, Executive Director, Urban Renewal Agency



THE CITY OF WICHITA

eyFIcE of THE URBAN RENEWAL AGENCY DATE March 9, 1978

TO Robert Lakin, Director, MAPD

FROM Kenneth H. Kitchen, Executive Director

2%*
SUBJECT McAdams Neighborhood Pl an

The Urban Renewal Agency is in the process of developing a com-
prehensive improvement plan for the McAdans Neighborhood. The plan
and accompanying application for an Urban Development Action Grant
will be completed by the end of March.

Would you please schedule the McAdams plan on the April 13, 1978
agenda for review by the Planning Commission. Action to be taken
by the Pl anning Con'rnission is to determine the confonni ty of the
McAdams plan with the Comprehensive Plan for the City.

1 £--t>T €,5 ---
C Kenneth H. Kitchen,

Executive Director

KHK-DM/jm
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URBAN DEVELOPMENT ACTION GRANT

APPLICATION

McADAMS NEIGHBORHOOD REVITALIZATION PROGRAM
WICHITA, KANSAS

49:

prepared by the Urban Renewal Agency
for the City of Wichita, Kansas

April 5, 1970 A.for?
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PART II

URBAN DEVELOPMENT ACTION PROGRAM

Economic Development & Housing Strategy

The economic development and housing elements of the Community Development
Program of the City of Wichita, Kansas are not available at the present
time. These elements will not be completed until after the final
regulations on Community Development Block Grants have been issued.

39#r:. i-
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PART III

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Project Synopsis

Proj ect Name

McAdams Neighborhood Revitalization Program.

Project Objectives

Rehabilitate and revitalize a deteriorated neighborhood within the City
of Wichita, increase the community tax base and employment opportunities
through industrial development, provide standard, low cost housing for
the area's low income residents.

Project Description

The McAdams project involves a comprehensive approach to neighborhood
revitalization, in terms of both residential rehabilitation and economic
development. The program is designed to:

t

reb

Rehabilitate existing housing

Initiate new housing construction

Remove blighting influences and conditions

Eliminate industrial/residential conflicts

Provide site improvements and other public amenities

Promote economic development and employment opportunities

Increase community tax base

Provide substantial minority participation in :

Home ownership

Employment opportunities 2

j

1; ·»fflff·

94kf j

jUtilization of existing and proposed Community Development programs
and other City programs and services. i

Project Area

The McAdams Neighborhood is bounded on the north by Thirteenth Street, on i
the south by Central Avenue, on the east by Interstate 135, and on the
west by the Santa Fe, Atchison and Topeka railroad tracks. The project
site covers approximately 376 acres.

l
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Project Cost

$24,334,630 ($6,750,160 UDAG)
r

Project Starting Date

June, 1978. Major project activities will begin upon UDAG award.

Project Duration

Four year project duration (1978-1982).
Ongoing p,·ivate investment in the project area following project completion.

t
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Residential Land Use

Goal: Maintain a viable residential environment in the McAdams area
that offers a range of housing types to suit the needs of the
neighborhood residents.

Objectives: Rehabilitate existing residential strpctures where economically
feasible to do- so.

Provide subsidized housing for low income families.

Provide for removal of obsolete or dilapidated residential structures
that have a blighting influence on surrounding residential uses.

Provide for removal of housing in areas not suitable or incom-
patiable for residential living.

Encourage new housing construction that will provide housing
opportunities for low and moderate income persons.

Actions:

Increase home ownership as a method for improving neighborhood
stability.

Upgrade and maintain public facilities and amenities that contribute
. to the image of McAdams Neighborhood as a desirable residential

area.

Utilize housing grants and loans to rehabilitate the existing
housing stock.

Clear all housing located in areas zoned for industrial use.

Relocate all standard housing removed from industrial zones to
vacant lots within the residential portion of the neighborhood.

Construct public housing units for the elderly and handi capped
within close proximity to neighborhood commercial facilities,
public transit, and other public amenities.

Acquire vacant lots in the neighborhood, to be land banked for new
residential construction and expansion of public and semi-public
facilities.

Construct new housing units on vacant lots in the residential
portion of the neighborhood.

Initiate a Section 8 Substantial Rehabilitation program for the
purpose of providing standard housing for low incomeresidents.

999,

1
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Acquire tenant occupied structures for a homesteading program
that will encourage home ownership and housing rehabilitation.

Acquire, rehabilitate and sell tenant occupied structures for
home ownership.

Acquire and clear dilapidated residential structures scattered
throughou. the neighborhood.

Initiate a concentrated code enforcement program in conjunction
with available housing rehabilitation programs.

Protect the residential integrity of the neighborhood by
rezoning Ninth Street and Eleventh Street for residential
use.

**y**d#%*·t,-
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Commercial Land Use

Goal: Encourage commercial development in designated areas that is
attractively designed and compatible with surrounding residential
uses.

13.=37 Objectives: Encourage concentrated commercial activities rather than strip
··:rel ni·a

f ···'et: //*Fallets: or spot commercial developments.
u?li: @  *384***434 Clear obsolete and dilapidated commercial buildings, particularly

those that are scattered throughout the neighborhood.

Promote rehabilitation of commercial structures in designated
commercial areas.

Provide commercial activities that will :,ervice the needs of
neighborhood residents.

fi Actions: Provide SBA 502 and 7A loans to upgrade the commercial area at
, Ninth and Cleveland and along Thirteenth Street.

Provide site improvements at Ninth and Cleveland area, including
sidewalks, landscaping, benches and lighting.

Relocate viable commercial activities to the Ninth and Cleveland
center or along Thirteenth Street.

Clear obsolete, vacant and non-conforming commercial structures
scattered throughout the neighborhood.

Initiate uniform building code enforcement for commercial
activities within the neighborhood.

Encourage use of landscaping, screening and signing that will
improve the appearance of commercial areas and provide buffers

i to adjacent residential uses.

i
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Industrial Land Use

% -11>*2 I -72
Goal: Encourage industrial development and/or expansion that is well :»44

designed and compatible with the environment in areas designated /4.
for industrial use.

13 Objectives: Encourage rehabilitation of deteriorated industrial properties.
./.7-
0*27.

Promote consolidation of scattered industrial holdings so as to
minimize conflicts with residential uses.

Provide an improved transportation network within industrial areas
in order to minimize use of residential streets for. industrial
traffic.

Encourage expansion of existing industries in order to provide
employment opportunities.

./.2..

Provide for the removal of obsolete and dilapidated industrial
uses.

Provide for buffering of industrial uses from surrounding residential
uses.

: . Acquire and consolidate vacant lots within the industrial zone for
expansion of existing industrial uses.

4%77©4·¢AR

Actions

Acquire and clear all residential lots in the industrial zone.

Provide SBA 502 and 7A loans for industrial rehabilitation,
expansion and new development.

Pave Washington Avenue in order to provide an improved industrial
traffic route in the neighborhood.

-                 Initiate an ordinance prohibiting industrial traffic on residential
streets in the neighborhood.

· Provide for screening of industrial uses from residential uses
(fencing, landscaping), principally along the alley between
Washington and Wabash, and along Murdock Avenue.

Encourage on-the-job training programs with industries in the neigh-
borhood.

Prevent intrusions of industrial uses into the residential portion of
the neighborhood by maintaining existing zoning patterns.

Encourage uniform building code enforcemert in industrial areas.

i Nfra
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Public Land Use

Goal: Provide for adequate parks, cultural/educational facilities,
streets, sidewalks and other public improvements to service
neighborhood residents and to contribute to the image of the
neighborhood as a desirable residential area.

Objectives: Utilize open space areas to provide a buffer between residential
and less compatible land uses.

Provide for recreational facilities within the neighborhood to
accommodate the needs of small children and the elderly.

Encourage continued use of existing public facilities for cultural/
educational programs.

Provide for adequate day care services within the neighborhood.
·Myst

Ill: Provide for maintenance of residential streets, sidewalks and
adequate street lighting.

7 Actions: Develop a mini-park within the neighborood, incorporating
passive recreation facilities for the elderly.

Establish a day care center to service neighborhood residents. This
activity may be incorporated as a function of an existing facility
such as Dunbar School.

42 .40* Develop a bike path/green strip along I-35.

Provide expansion space for Dunbar School and Phyllis Wheatley
Children's Home where necessary.

Pave all dirt streets and upgrade existing paved streets where
necessary.

Repair and construct sidewalks, curb and gutter where necessary.

4 Plant street trees where needed.

Conduct a clean-up program including trash removal, tree
trimming, mowing vacant lots, alley maintenance and insect
control.

04€4
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Project Activities -

The McAdams Neighborhood Revitalization Program involves a comprehensive
approach to rehabilitating a deteriorated neighborhood. The program is
designed to stimulate economic development and employment through industrial --

u expansion, rehabilitate existing housing, stimulate new housing construction,
and upgrade the aesthetic quality of the neighborhood.

Economic Development

-Ei· • ¥9,1,=.
. 41,0
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One of the assets of the neighborhood is its close proximity to the downtown
and Central Industrial Corridor employment areas. A major objective of thi
program is to capitalize on this asset by stimulating industrial growth and
employment opportunities. A portion of the neighborhood is developed for
industrial use; there is potential for expansion and growth within this
industrial area. Industrial expansion that will not conflict with the
neighborhood's residential district will be encouraged through the following
activities:

Acquire, assemble and sell existing vacant parcels in the industrial
zone for expansion of existing industries or new development.

Acquire residences in the industrial zones clear and sell sites for
industrial expansion or development.

't· s· ·24 >i<94*g*
- · je··11% .4.2...
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Maintain existing industrial zoning patterns.

Pave Washington Avenue for industrial traffic use.

Install buffer along allev between Washington and Wabash, and on north
side of Murdock Avenue to protect nearby residences. (Fencing and
landscaping materials to be used).

Provide SBA 502 and 7A loan programs for industrial development. Ten ,6#71?1-*&*34 percent (10%) loan financing to be provided through program.

Uniform building code enforcement.

Residential Rehabilitation and Development

4?91#W

43*

The program is intended to rehabilitate and preserve as much of the existing
housing stock as possible with minimal displace of current residents.
Residential infill, to be accomplished through new housing construction,
will provide housing for residents relocated from the industrial section
of the neighborhood. The following strategies will be employed to meet
these objectives:

Provide housing rehabilitation grants for approximately 220 low income
owner occupants.

F'* AL'lit·It t'.
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Provide low interest community development loans for moderate income
owner occupants.

I. 1 Provide approximately 72 Section 312 housing rehabilitation low interest
loans for owner occupied and tenant occupied housing.

.l
Rehabilitate approximately 30 tenant occupied structures through
parL.cipation in the Section 8 Substantial Rehabilitation Project
(Neighborhood Strategy Area designation).

mi

Acquisition, rehabilitation and sale of 10 deteriorated, tenant
occupied structures.

Acquisition of 20 deteriorated tenant occupied structures for resale
A through a homesteading program.

119=me Acquisition and clearance of approximately 22 dilapidated structures
next to vacant lots. 5/WR#i

'91 Acquisition of vacant lots for new housing construction sites. 4**
-244=
44%»f

New housing construction initiated through housing construction
·22.>>41%Et

finance program.
1 4· .. j»4'67
; 242,3 jyigo

Acquisition and clearance of dilapidated residences along Thirteenth Street.

Acquisition and clearance of dilapidated residences along Murdock Street.

Voluntary demolition program for removal of dilapidated accessory
structures.

;464

House painting grants.

Acquisition of site for 12 units of public housing for the elderly and
handi capped.

Uniform Building Code enforcement.

1 Concentrated neighborhood clean-up program involving bulky trash
removals tree trimming, street cleaning, mowing of vacant lots, alley
maintenance and insect control.

f Residential Area Site Improvements

In order to upgrade the infrastructure and support facilities and services
in the neighborhoods several site improvements are proposed:

Reconstruct Cleveland Avenue from Murdock to Central Avenue. i

9%

1

1

11 K..

mill'll'll'll'll'll/"p
i.tff? I-.

L
1.....,3

A

4% · 2 ? D
#4-041'

r

4



0

Repair or replace all broken curbing and sidewalks.

Pave Eighth Street from Washington to Wabash.

Upgrade street lighting where necessary.

Improvements at Ninth and Cleveland, including sidewalk replacement,
benches, lighting and landscaping.

Acquire and develop a mini-park site.
. 9%5k

Street tree planting wherenecessary.

Construction of bike path along Interstate 135.

Resurface all streets where necessary.

5 ....%4
9 .W

Commercial Development

There are several dilapidated, nonconforming, obsolete and vacant commercial
structures scattered throughout the neighborhood that serve as a blighting
influence on nearby residences. However, some commercial activiti es are
needed to service the area residents. Project activities pertaining to
commercial development include:

Acquisition and clearance of dilapidated commercial uses along
Murdock Avenue.

Acquisition and clearance of dilapidated and vacant commercial uses
scattered throughout the residential portion of the neighborhood.

@*3011 SBA 502 and 7A commercial loan programs for rehabilitation and development
of viable comnerci al activities at Ninth and Cleveland, and along*pt=I 1

041. >1 Thirteenth Street.

Site improvements at Ninth and Cleveland

j!

1 J...%{F,

L

.€:,9*?

t€29

Uniform building code enforcement.



Project Relationship to Existing Facilities and Services

The McAdams project deals with the rehabilitation of an existing neighborhood
already served with water, sewer, streets, recreation areas, public transit
and other public facilities and services. The existing infrastructure is
adequate to serve projected residential infill and industrial development in
the neighborhood.

The neighDOrhood is also servtd by several community facilities including
the Dunbar Adult Education Center, Claver Adult Day Care Centers Headstart
Day Cares Phyll is Wheatley Children's Homes L'Ouverture Elementary School
and McAdams Park. Expansion of facilities is planned for both McAdams Park
and L'Ouverture School in the immediate future. No additional services or
facilities will be required to support the McAdams project.

Market and Economic Feasibility

Market and economic feasibility studies have not been done to date for the
McAdams project. However, the project is consi dered feasible for the
following fundamental reasons:

Project will preserve the existing housing stock. There is a lack of
low cost, standard housing elsewhere within the City for relocating
the neighborhood population.

Total clearance of the area, the alternative to rehabilitation, would
cost approxmately $20,000,000.

Project upgrades housing while preserving low rent structure necessary
to accommodate low income residents.

Project Ownership

The project will be completely privately owned when completed.
Project Location

The project is not located on currently owned Urban Renewal land. Urban
Renewal property is located directly north of the project area. This
property will be developed for industrial use, which will serve as a
source of employment for area residents.
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Implementing Agencies

All project activities will be admini stered by the Urban Renewal Agency
with the exception of the following:

L. , 144

Activity Implementing Agency

9 - t*f $.:+4::.0- Washington Street paving, Cleveland Department of Public Works
Avenue reconstruction

Neighborhood clean up program Interdepartmental

Bike path construction along I-135 Kansas Department of Transportation

Section 8 housing program Local Housing Authority

Public Housing Construction Local Housing Authority

Central Systems, a local development corporation, will be contracted with
to provide financing for SBA loan programs for industrial and commercial
development.

f
Project Beneficiaries

The direct beneficiaries of the project will be residents and businesses
located in the neighborhood. All project activities are designed to sub-
stantially improve living conditions in the area. Businessmen will profit
from the availability of expansion sites and the SBA loan programs.

The City at large will also benefit from the project through increased
tax base, employment opportunities, and preservation of a community
housing stock.

.
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#lect A.tivitv Goal 11.Ip DAA 6.0.___ ..St?.tz. ....111!,1-_bld*.-M*I Total

.·"wire Vacant Lots Provide sites for ' e·.ti,ir Urban Renewal July. 1973 July, 1960 $ 167,S60 1/7.6(0 452.360 797.S:,
constrt:tion & inlill:

provide sites for industrial
Ce'l lu,; e Ilt .

Accuire & clear housing Eliminate conflicting land Urban Renewal July, 1978 July. 1982 2.235.500 348.000 361,820
in Industrial zone.

2.945,32(
uses. provide sites for

industrial develop:·Mt.

Acquire & clear houses Remve dilapldated housing. Urban Renewal July 1979 July, 1960 99.600
along Ihirteer,th Street.

99,fC[

Acilire S clear 15 Remove dillpidated housing. Urban Renewal July. 1978 July, 19-2 120.200 157,100 277,30<
dilapidated tonant or

owner occupied houses.

Acquire & clear Rer,ove ditapidated housing. Urban Renewal July. 1976 July. 1979 225.640 225.64[
ditapidated houses in Provide green strip buffer.

800 block, between

Ohlo and Indiana.

Acquire 20 tenant Homesteading program & Urban Renewal July. 1978 July, 1922 296,360
occupied houses. housing rehabilitation.

296.3.

Acquire & direct rehab- Housing rehabilitation 1 Urban Renewal July, 1978 July. 1922 90,350 137,850 228.50:
ilitation of 10 tenant Increase home ownership.

occupied houses.

33 urifts of S :thi 8 Housing rehabilitation & Local Housing July, 1978 July. 1979 No costs incurred.
Substantial Rehobilita- rent subsidy for low income Author-lt,

tion tenant occupied reildents.

housing.

Acquire & clear 5 Provide housing for Urban Renewal July, 1970 July, 1979 14,100
houses for public elderly and hindicapped.

74.·):

housing & park site. park site.

Construct 12 units of Provide housing for Local Housing July, 1978 July. 1979
300,00C 300.0

Cublic housing for elderly and handicapped. Authority
elderly & handicapped.

New hou;ing construction. Residential lifill. Urban Renewal July, 1979 July. 1982

Provide financing.
900.000

900.0

Housing rehabilitation Housing rehabilitation. Urban Renewal July, 1978 July, 1932

grants·
1.290.000 250.000

Section 312 housing Rehabilitatton of mner Urban :enewal July, 1978 July. 1982
rehabilitation loans. occupied and tenant

occupied housing.

720,00C 1101

Comunity Develo?ment Housing rehabilitation. Urban Renewal July, 1978 July, 1932 150.000 150.00housing re"25114.ltlon
loans.

Paint Grants. Housing rehabilitation Urban Renewal July. 1978 July. 1982
8 1/prove neighborhood 10.000 10.l *

·· appearance.

Voluntary Demlitlon· Remove dilapidated Urban Renewal July, 1973 July, 1980 - · · 25.(1
nesidential and accessory 25,000
structures.

Buffer Industrial/ Urban Renewal July, 1979 July. 1980

(Fencing. landscaplng) -sidential uses. 50,000 . so.001

Park site development. Provide for recreation Urban Renewal July, 1920 July, 1981

needs.
50,001 50.C«

Wasntng.on Street . Provide improved rgute Dop••p•ent of Jui,/ 1909 July. 1980
p.ving. for ind.trial traffic. Public Works 107.000 1 r/.M;3

Cleveland Avenue Upgrade Infrastructure. Departeent of July, 1930 July. 1981

reconstrucilon. .Ir/Ft Public Works 48.000 75.000 . 123. 3
to Central.

Street repairt, EUF,i & Upgrade Infrastructure. Urban Renewal July. 1979 July. 1982
gutter r,21.-st. 535.700 · 535,7 Li

-Sidewa,k repairt Upgrade infrastructure. Urban Renewal July. 1973 July, 1982
replacesnt. 60..00[ 60,00

200,00[ 1.800.00C 2.000.00

Bike path Con,trub.&1011 Provide for recreation Kansas Departr:ent July, 1978 · July, 1979 i
needs. Green strip of Transportation
along 1-135.

Street tree planting. Ir,prove appearance of Urban Renewal July, 1978 July, 1979
neighborhood. 10.000 10,00

Neighborhood clean-up Improve appearance of Interdepartmental July. 1978 , July. 1982
program. neighborhood. Routine City Services provided. No Special costs 1 ncurnd.
Acquire : clear R•/ove blighting Urban Renewal July, 1978 Jul·. 1980
dilapidated cocifilat structures.

uses.

338,650 '  ' 358,65,

Site improvements at ™prove amenities at Urban Renewal July, 1979 July. 1980 50,000 50.1Ninth & Cleveland c..lercial center.

SBA 502 and 7A loan Industrial & covirctal Local Development July, 1978 July. 1982
250.000 250. mprogram. Provide rehabilitation & develop- Corporation

10: financing for ment.

Industrial mvelopient

Industrial Developlent - Provide jobs, increase tax Private July. 1918 July, 1982
Loan Repiyeents base. 2.500,000 2.500.1 J

Prtvate Industrial Provide jobs, Increase tax Private July. 1978 July. 1982
Development base. 4.712.200 4.712.Or,

Private how,Ing mortgages Housing rehabilitation Private July, 1978 July. 1982
and loan repayments. and Infill. 3,632.140 3.632, 4,

Conde/nation Costs
26.600

26,62
Temporary Operations

35,000

Property Disposition 35.1)
25,000

25.00
Admint stration

720,000 720.0.
Contingency

500,000
50... 1

Total Project Cost %392"8 lk·1200 5232,001 5200,r.Jo Sb6·'810 $2.870.Oril 0.9-4.340 R4-2„ . 1
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Goal
lIDAG 4.0 5!.ite te deril Private Total Disposition

Provide sites f.ir I e•,,ii,r Urban Renewal July, 197S July, 19·0 $ 167,360 1/7,600 452.360 797.620 337.750

construction & infilli
pilvitte sites for industrial
Ce,•·'op· ent.

..'ing Eliminate conflicting land Urban Renewal July. 1978 July. 1982 2,235.500 348.000 361,820

uses. provide sites for

2.945,320 1,190.540

industrial development.

5es Rerve dilapldated housing. Urban Renewal July, 1979 July, 1960 99,600 99,600 29.700

$·reet.

t 5 Re,ove dillpidated hoising. Urban Renewal July. 1978 July. 19-2 120,200 157,100 277.300 3,000

it or

}uses.

Rer,ove dilapidated housing. Urban Renewal July. 197& July, 1979 225.640 225,640 25,SCO

s in Provide green strip buffer.

t Homesteading program & Urban Renewal July, 1978 July. 1982 296,360 296.360 100.000

housing rehabilitation.

rehab- Housing rehabilitation & Urban Renewal July, 1978 July. 1922 90.350 137,850 228.500 150.000

t'·.ant increase home Mership.

ilr. 8 Housing rehabilitation & Local Housing July, 1978 July, 1979 No cost, Incurred.
bilita- rent subsidy for low Income Authority
21 ·d residents.

5 Provide housing for Urban Renewal July, 1978 July, 1979 14.100 74.100 2.000

C elderly ind handicapped.
ite. park .1./.

ti Of Provide housing for Local Housing July. 1978 July, )979 300.000 300,000

elderly and handicapped. Authority

:apped.

.truction. Residential lifill. Urban Renewal July. 1978 July, 1982
900,000 900.000 900.000

itation Housing rehabilitation. Urban Renewal July. 1978 July, 1982
1.290,000 250.000 1.540.000

Ing Rehabilitation of Imer Urban Renewal July. 1978 July. 1982
loans. occupied and tenant

720,000 '.d0,®0

occupied housing.

opment Housing rehabilitation. Urban Renewal July, 1972 July. 1982 150.000 150.000 173.800

11.ition

Housing rehabilitation Urban Renewal July. 1978 July. 1982 10.000

& irprove neighborhood
10,000

appearance.

lition· Remve dflapldated U,ban Renewal July, 1973 July. 1980
25.000

25.000

residential and accessory
structures.

eening. Buffer industrial/ Urban Renewal July. 1979 July. 1980

scaping) residential uses.
50,000

50,000

lop-nt. Provide for necreation Urban Renewal July, 1920 July. 1981 50.000

needs.

50.000

ee;. Provide imroved route July. 1980 107,000
for l,dultrial traffic. Public Works

Upgrade infrastructure. Department of July. 1930 July, 1981 75,000 123,000

. MurGIA Public Works 48.000

• fliHI & Upgrade Infrastructure. Urban Renewal July. 1979 July. 1982 535.700 535,700

,£nt.

r! Upgrade Infrastructure. Urban Renewal July, 1973 Dul„1982
60,.00C

60,000

Lruetlon Provide for recreation Kansas Department July, 1978 · Jul,.1979 1 200,00{ 1.800,000 2.000.000

needs. Green strip of Transportation
along 1-135. · .

1%96
12=24'.:

intlag. Irlprove appearance of Urban Rene,al July. 1978 July. 1979

neighborhood.
10.000 10.000

lean-up Improve appearance of Interdepartmental July. 1978 . July, 1982

neighborhood.
Butine City services Provided. No special costs incurr'd.

• RAIve blighting Urban Renewal July. 1078 Jul:·. 1950 358,650 358.650 84.140

:rercial $tructures.

,tsat Improve araltles it Urban Re,ewal July, 1979 July. 1980 50.000 50.000
and coomerclal canter.

Industrial & co,rerclat Local Development July, 1978 July, 1982
rehabilltation & develop- Corporation
*t.

250.000 250.OCO 250.000

elopment

elopment - Provide jobs. increase tax Private July. 1978 July. 19825 base. · . 2,500.000 2.500,000

Provide Jobs.Increase tax Private July, 1978 July. 1982 4,712,200 4,712,200

base.

g Fortgages Housing rehabilitation Private July. 1978 July. 1982 3,632.140 3,632.140

tnts. and Infill.

26,600 26,600

-ations 35,000 35.000

Iltion 25.000 25.000

720.000 720.000

500,oDD 509.000

12,3,009 $70(1.rocibe,830 F.·920.00 $1(1.94•.340 $254.90 13,246,148
.
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How Project Meets Selection Criteria &1*16 /':.21?13

Selection Factor A .9; 1, t=
ser <Ea

.442:6 IMPACT OF PROPOSED PROJECT ON PHYSICAL FISCAL OR ECONOMIC CONDITION OF COMMUNITY 10
. 190

9019.itt= 1. Provision of Employment

a

31
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Low Income Middle Income Upper Income Total

Percent Percent Percent Percent
--k

Number of Total Number of Total Number of Total Number of Total litik<.

Number of New
Jobs to be .m,
Created .3...

%,4

(1) Construc- 425 50% 350 41% 75 9% 850 100)% - 161%g
2,2.J.62WZi#. tion/Rehab. £&%9-

(2) Non-const. 870 88% 105 11% 10 1% 985 100%

(Permanent)

b. Number of Per- 0 0 0 0

manent Jobs to 
be Retained V

1, f 4 -':49

c. Total Jobs 1,295 71% 455 25% 85 4% 1,835 100%· Fi'«fit

.,el

d. Basis of calculations

1976 Median Incomes City of Wichita - $12,600

Construction Jobs

Estimated development costs in the project area, including industrial development,
housing construction and rehabilitation, is approximately $12,072,200. Each
$1,000 of construction will generate 146 man-hours of labor. The construction
expenditures will produce $1,762,540 man-hours of labor, or 850 jobs. Three labor
jobs will be created for every foreman/manager job, and two (2) out of three (3)
labor jobs will be unskilled. On the basis of these projections, the following
jobs will be created:

Average Average
Number of Jobs Wage Rate/hr. Annual Salary

-6

425 Unskilled labor $4.50 $ 9,360
210 Skilled labor 6.50 13,520

140 Foreman (unskilled labor) 6.50 13,520

75 Foreman (skilled labor) 8.00 16,640

./U y .
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Selection Factor A (continued)

43
d. Basis of calculations (continued)

Permanent Jobs

Total permanent jobs to be created in the project area have been projected on the
basis of actual employment needs indicated by area industries. The number
and type of Jobs were projected to include the remainder of anticipated industrial
development. Approximately 200 permanent jobs will be created. Job classifications
and wage rate estimates include:

Average Average
Number of Jobs Wage Rate/hr. Annual Salary J

130 Labor $4.00 $ 8,320
40 Clerical 3.50 7,280

99

20 Sales 7.00 14,560
10 Management 9.00 18,720

A total of 1,050 construction and permanent jobs would be created in
the project area. Each job creates a need for approximately .75 service f·

jobs, thereby providing an additional 785 service jobs.

AverageAverage
Number of Jobs Wage Rate/hr. Annual Salary 1

700 Labor $3.50 $ 7,280
85 Foreman/Manager 5.50 11,440

A total of 1,835 jobs would be created in the construction, permanent and
service categories, based on the preceeding projections.

2. Provision of Housing

.*ef fly;-
Low Income Middle Income Upper Income Total

Percent Percent Percent Percent 26, ,
Number of Total Number of Total Number of Total Number of Total

a. Number of New 30 32% 65 68% 95 100%

Units to be

Constructed

b. Number of Units 300 79% 80 21% 380
to be Rehab-

ilitated

c. Total Units 330 69% 145 31% 475 100%

394*.
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et/Selection Factor A (continued,

d. Basis of Calculations

Units to be Constructed

Number of Units Sales price/rental

Owner Occupied 73 $27,000-$32,000
Public Housing - Elder;y 12 25% of income

Multi-Family 10 Market Rate

Units to be Rehabilitated

Number of Units
Low Income Middle Income

Owner Occupied 220 70

Renter Occupied 80 10

The average rental in the project area is under $100.00 based on a sample
survey conducted by the Urban Renewal Agency.

41 - 3. Improvement of Tax Base +All

a. Will project pay full property tax? yes X no (If no, explain)

Industrial Revenue Bonds will finance approximately $2,000,000 of projected
development. Taxes on these improvements will be deffered for for ten (10)
Years. Full property taxes will be paid at the end of this time period.

b. Estimated value of property to be added to tax role: $ 12,072,200
Estimated value of property to be deleted from tax roles: $ 2,011,400
Net increase in value of property to be added to tax roles: $ 10,060,800

Rt
c. Estimated annual property tax to be generated by project: $ 328,800*

Estimated loss of property tax revenues as a result of
project: $ 20,700

Net increase in property tax revenues (annual): $ 308,100

*Tax on improvements only.

; 4. Other Project Revenues

a. Will the applicant receive any other revenues from the
4 project (e.a., lease payments, loan repayments, sharing

in profits)? X yes no
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Selection Factor A (continued)

f¢¥67 4. Other Project Revenues (continued)
b. If yes, describe the nature of the revenue and estimated annual amount.

Estimated Revenues - Project Duration

Loan Repayments
Community Development Loans $ 173,800

SBA Loans (10%) 250,000 (principal only)
900.000Housing Construction

Land Disposition 1,672,930

Property Disposition 250,000

$3,246,730

Annual project revenue - approximately $1,000,000
Direct loan repayments to Federal government and

private lending institutions:

Section 312 Loans $ 958,340

CRA Inang
9-240-nan (nrinrinAl nnlv'I

5. Other impacts on the physical, fiscal or economic condition of community (describe).

According to figures from the United States Chamber of Commerce, the 1,050 new industrial
and construction jobs created by this project will have the following impact upon the
economy of Wichita, Kansas:

1. Will add 3,100 people to the city's population.

2. Will add 1,176 new households.

3. Will add 535 new school age children to the school system.

4. Will create a demand for 42 new retail establishments.

5. Will generate $3,780,000 in additional retail sales per year.

6. Will add $2,835,000 in additional bank deposits per year.

7. Will create a need for 1,125 more new or used automobiles.

8. Will create a need for 785 new service related jobs.

9. Will add $6,195,000 in personal income per year to the local economy.
10. Will cause a $30,000,000 impact upon the local economy as the personal income

passes through the economy. This is based on the formula:

Personal income x a multiplier of 5 = economic impact

1*E·



 election Factor A (continued)

F 5. Other impacts... (continued)

In addition to these U. S. Chamber of Commerce figures for impact on the local
economy, the regional and the national economies are, also, affected through the
tax structure. For example, the project will generate:

1. 3% State sales tax on retail sales = $ 113,400

2. Car license tags @ $15.00/car = $ 16,900

3. State ind Federal gasoline tax

1,125 cars x 12,000 miles
15 miles/gallon x .12 tax/gal. = $ 108,000

4. State and Federal income taxes while substantial, are not easily calculated,
and therefore no dollar amount is shown here.

5 · €'4
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0Selection Factor B

IMPACT OF PROPOSED PROJECT ON LOW AND MODERATE INCOME PERSONS AND MINORITIES 1
 1. Relocation/Reclamation

a. Will the project cause displacement of residents or businesses? X yes no

Low Middle Upper
b. Numbers to be Displace Income Income Income Total

Non- Non- Non- Non-

Minor- Minor- Minor- Minor- Minor- Minor- Minor- Minor-

Estimated ity ity ity ity ity ity ity ity

(1) Families 127 5 32 4 159 9

(2) Businesses 8 7 15

(3) Number of Jobs
Currently Pro-
vided by Busi- 15 10

nesses

Shown on Line (2)

c. Are Relocation Resources Available? X yes no

f
(1) Relocation Resources - UDAG, CDBG

Displaced families will be relocated in existing housing units and new
housing units to be constructed in the McAdams Neighborhood and city-
wide. Sufficient housing units will be available within the project
area to accommodate approximately 50% of the displaced families.

.../4:fam'.'.0,B..'--/ · 2 4
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Selection Factor B (continued)
3-0

d. Relocation Process

Persons who will be displaced through acquisition of property Will
have the opportunity to relocate in the residential section of the

1-2' ' neighborhood or elsewhere in the coinmunity. Existing housing and
1 r new housing to be constructed wil 1 be made avai 1 abl e to fami 1 i es

*2> desiring to remain in the neighborhood.
I .

, All displaced families will receive relocation benefits which may
be used to rent or purchase standard housing anywhere in the City
of Wichita. Assistance in locating suitable housing will be provided
by the Urban Renewal Agency.

One of the most important goals of the McAdams project is to encourage
residential infill in the area and maintain the existing population
to the greatest extent possible. It is anticipated that new housing
construction, construction of public housing and rehabilitation of
existing housing will allow at least 60% of the displaced families

€, ./!ULt to relocate in the neighborhood.

 in the project area. Many of the housing programs are designed to ...4

e. The McAdams Neighborhood is predominantly a low income, minority area.
While the project will encourage residential infill, primarily middle @emamuk-

income families, the great majority of current residents will remain

improve the housing conditions of low income residents. These --
programs include: ».=, ,

Section 8 Substantial Rehabilitation
Homesteading
Housing Rehabilitation Grants
Public Housing for Elderly and Handicapped

4*€144
Viable commercial activities acquired in the project area will have
the opportunity to relocate in designated commercial areas in the
neighborhood. New commercial activities will also be encouraged to
locate in designated areas. SBA 502 and 7A loans will be made
available for commercial rehabilitation and development. The program
will provide 10% financing for the SBA programs.

2. Minority Participation

M.I.
F.

..tjr fL

Minorities will have the opportunity to participate in construction
activities utilizing public funds through the 10% minority contractor

to :.:l set aside. The SBA loan programs will be made available to business-

m.... IMP#Nff.1 men in the McAdams area, including minority businesses. Existing 1
minority businesses to be acquired will be given the opportunity to
remain in the project area.
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Selection Factor B (continued)

Citizen Participation

ERE

Minimum citizen participation requirements have been met in the
preparation of the McAdams UDAG proposal. Additional citizen
participation has been incorporated through the following activities:

(1) The City of Wichita has established by ordinance a formal
citizen participation Tlgram. The Citizen Participation
Organization (CPO) consists of fifteen neighborhood councils
and a central council whose members are selected in a city-
wide election.

./

The CPO Councils serve as advisory bodies to the City Commission A--

on neighborhood and city issues and programs. The CPO's develop      -
the statement of needs for the City's Conmunity Development 4-5. /.Block Grant Programs provide recommendations on Community Develop- 58»4.
ment projects, and review reprogramming of CDBG funds.

I °A iX@.d
444¥1% . 4
. · L. 2'iN'<1%9-

m
The McAdams Neighborhood is represented by CPO Area "L"; several
residents of the area serve on this council. Area "L" Council L« m
has reviewed and approved the concept of neighborhood rehabilita-
iton as proposed in the UDAG application. The Central Council
has also reviewed and approved the proposed project.

(2) Additional citizen participation has been provided through the
'McAdams Neighborhood Task Force, comprised of neighborhood
residents and businessmen. The task force was established to
serve as an advisory body to the Urban Renewal Agency on
developing the specific program activities. The task force has
approved the plan developed for the McAdams Neighborhood.

A special neighborhood meeting has also been held to obtain
citizen's views on the project, in addition to the formal public
hearing.

3321/
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Selection Factor B (continued)

4. Project Impacts on Low Income Residents

Positive Impacts

1. Improve housing conditions of low and moderate income families.
2. Provide standard rental housing for low income families through

rent subsidy program.

3. Provide opportunity for homeownership through homesteading program.
4. Improve environmental conditions.

5. Provide housing alternatives for elderly and handicapped.

6. Long term employment opportunities through industrial development.

7.
01*

Short term employment opportunities through project construction
activities.

Negative Impacts

1

2

Displacement of some long time residents of the neighborhood.

Loss of some low cost rental housing due to clearance, or rent
'increases resulting from rehabilitation of deteriorated structures.

3%4
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Selection Factor C

NATURE AND EXTENT OF FINANCIAL PARTICIPATION BY PRIVATE ENTITIES

79%31. List of Private Participants
(a) (b) (C) (d)

Name and Address Amount Evidence of Estimated Date for ;
Commitment Securing Legally '
Attached Binding Comnitment

Approximate Yes No

(1) Rock Island Millwork Co. $ 272,800 X July, 1978

1340 North Mosley
t Wichita, Kansas 67214

(2) A.lien Electric Supply Co. $ 411,700 X July, 1978
1134 North Washington
Wichita, Kansas 67214

(3) Wichita Sheet Metal Supply $ 228,000 X July, 1978
1030 North Washington
Wichita, Kansas 67214

(4) Mayo Sash & Door Co. $ 239,500 X July, 1978
811 East 10th

Wichita, Kansas 67214* I I

44&384% I-

9%2 (5 ) Delta Electric Supply Inc. $ 157,000 X July, 1978 -
04§,5174 622 North Washington . 1

'4146*g«.: Wichita, Kansas 67214
. ··  .'e«'32:>

1%%9,-1'·: · D f
(6) Wichita Frozen Foods $ 1,786,000 X July, 1978

-·. At>>. 123 South Rock Island In negotiation 
Wichita, Kansas 67202¥44

at»''

X In negotiation 1 :.(7) Other private commitments $ 4,117,200
to be secured. £2*

44

(8) TOTAL: $ 7,212,200
9%

f
ti. 2. Describe how each participant listed was selected to participate in the project.

4 All major industries within the project area have been, or are currently being,
23 contacted to determine expansion needs and plans. Available industrial land will

ir y# be sold to those businesses contemplating expansion. Several businesses have plans
1 , , for imnediate expansion. Others are interested in expansion if land becomes avail-
1  i able. As most industries have not developed specific building plans, the development
4 . - cost figures are estimates, based on the type of expansion contemplated. It is
, 9 anticipated that all available industrial land will be purchased and developed by
4 „: Private industries within the project duration.

92%.

it
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election Factor C (continued)
9

.f NATURE AND EXTENT OF FINANCIAL PARTICIPATION BY PRIVATE ENTITIES

, 3. Has the applicant reviewed the private participants' qualifications to complete
their participation in the project and found them to be satisfactory? X yes no4%4-

Does any member of the governing body of the applicant, or any officer or employee
of the applicant, who exercises any functions or responsibilities in connection with
carrying out the project, have any direct or indirect personal interest in the
private participants or in properties within the area of the proposed project?

yes X no
If yes, explain.

341423
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Selection Factor D

NATURE AND EXTENT OF STATE FINANCIAL PARTICIPATION
(a) (b) (C) (d)

Source of Funds Amount Status Date by which funds

3.

will be available.

1. Kansas Department of Transportation $200,000 (5) Contract Currently available.
Bike path construction along let
Interstate 135

i

TOTAL: $200,000
54*ic. A
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Selection Factor E

litf&.. NATURE AND EXTENT OF FINANCIAL PATTICIPATION BY 0-HER PUBLIC ENTITIES
(a) (b) (C) (d)

Federal Sources Amount Status
f*02.44: F

Date by which funds will
be made available

a. (6)
Department of Housing & $ 720,000 To be requested As available
Urban Development
Section 312 housing loans

b. (5)
Federal Highway Admini- 1,800,000 Contract let Currently available
stration. Bike Path con-

struction along Inter. 135
C. (6)

Section 108 loan guarantee 1,644,830 To be requested.
program.

d. (6)
Department of Housing & 300:000 Funds allocated. 1978

Urban Development. Application to
Conventional Public be submitted.

46%444% Housing.

Subtotal: 4,464,830

Local Sources

a.

Community Development
Block Grant Funds

1-LiffPaint Grants 10,000 (5) Contract let Currently available
Housing loans 150,000 (5) Contract let Currently available
Acquisition 400,000 (4) Appl. Approved July, 1978
Acquisition & Rehab-

ilitation 1,283,300 (6) To be

b.
requested July, 1979, 1980, 1981

(6)
Capital Improvement Program To be

General Obligation Bonds 157,000 requested 1979

Spec. Assms. for site imprv. 75,000 1980

Subtotal: 2,075,300

Aff>
<3. TOTAL: Federal & Local Resources 6,540,130

r.Aj·: ·
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Selection Factor F

Project Special or Unique Opportunity

4//2
The major objective of the McAdams project is the revitalization of
a deteriorating neighborhood. An UDAG grant would make this
objective feasible in terms of both financial resources and time.

fif£m& Adequate resources are not available at the local level to achieve
the goals of the project within a realistic time period. If
project completetion is dependent only on local funding resources,
the project timettle will be greatly increased and the impact on
the neighborhood will be minimal. Preservation of the neighborhood
is consi dered unl ikely i f immediate improvements cannot be made
in the area.

.ilfyih*

fjif ,

The UDAG project provides the opportunity to perserve a neighborhood
and valuable housing resource that would otherwise be lost to the
City. Without this project it is anticipated that the neighborhood
will continue to deteriorate and lose population, requiring eventual
clearance.

The McAdams project incorporates a wide range of neighborhood improvement
strategies that have not been available or utilized in past projects in
the City of Wichita. All available housing programs will be utilized
as well as services and resources from other City departments and
agencies to deal with the housing, economic and social needs of the
area residents. Th-:s project represents a unique opportunity to
demonstrate the functions, working relationships and end results of
the comprehensive improvement techniques to be employed. If successful ,
in this demonstration, it would be feasible to utilize. similar

techniques and strategies in other areas of the community.

=*22#/:/*b
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Selection Factor G

Similar Projects within Applicant's Jurisdiction

Program Title

Neighborhood Development Program (NDP)

Source of Funding

Department of Housing and Urban Development under the
Neighborhood Development Program.

In addition, funding was also provided by the City of Wichita
as its local share.

Contract Number

Kansas A-5

Date Funding was Approved
July 31, 1971 CIC

March 24, 1970 Waco-Finn

Date Project was Completed
Feb., 1, 1977 CIC

Dec., 31, 1974 Waco-Finn

Amount of Cost Overruns

$

None

f 'r- j



r

t·J

1 . /7

94«

*election Factor G (continued) 

Waco-Finn

434 Type of Treatment

Rehabilitation with clearance of dilapidated structures.

Condition of Area Before Renewal

Rapidly deteriorating neighborhood containing mostly structurally
sound residences needing rehabilitation; public utilities, particularly
storm drainage, in poor condition or lacking; two obsolete elementary
schools serving area; deficiency of park and recreation areas.

Condition of Area After Renewal

Completely rehabilitated neighborhood with dilapidated structures
cleared and sites redeveloped with 215 new housing units; public
utilities constructed; new school and park adjacent to neighborhood;
lasting neighborhood identity.

4
Federal Grant: $4,072,092.00
Local Share: 2,036,046.00

TOTAL: $6,108,138.00

et
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lection Factor G (continued) 
Central Industrial Corridor

Type of Treatment

1. b $ ....
Acquisition and clearance of all residential and substandard
non-residential uses.

Condition of Area Before Renewal

Mixed commercial, industrial and residential uses; housina severely
substandard; environmental conditions poor due to industrial uses
and inadequate public utilities.

Condition of Area After Renewal

Stable industrial area with new light industrial uses and expansion
of existing industry; improved streets and drainage.

Federal Grant: $2,301,617.00
Local Share: 1,150,808.00 F393*

TOTAL: $3,452,425.00

-1
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1... 0 Selection Factor H 

FEASIBILITY OF ACCOMPLISHING THE PROJECT IN A TIMELY FASHION WITHIN THE TOTAL RESOURCES

1. Status of Environmental Clearance

1. Assessment has not begun. Estimated starting date:

 2. Assessment underway. Date assessment will be completed: June, 1978

3. Finding made. Project does not require an EIS.

4. Finding made. Project requires an EIS.

5. Estimated date for completion of encironmental clearance:6»N;

6. Environmental clearance completed. Request for Release of Funds
is attached.

Status of Other Required Local Actions

4*1 During the course of the project, zoning changes will be requested, particularly..Stt/ rezoning from commercial to residential use. It may also be necessary to enter into
condem,;ation proceedings on some properties. Neither action must be initiated prior
to start of the project.

....5 Maimty
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 0 /w||||I'lial-,ve cmu Le=wai MetilaillbilibThe Urban Renewal' Agency will have responsibility for overall project management. ;·ip*
-9

The Local Housing Authority will have administrative and contractual responsibility · 45%for the construction of public housing units and the Section 8 housing program. 5*

 The Urban Renewal Agency will contract with Central Systems, a local development
,g..- corporation, for management of the 10% financing for SBA loans.
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Selection Factor H (continued)

I.*'42*924 FEASIBILITY OF ACCOMPLISHING THE PROJECT IN A TIMELY FASHION WITHIN THE TOTAL RESOURCES
t 4. Project Schedule

Starting Completion Activity Date Date

 Acquisition of vacant lots Jul., 1978 Jul., 1980

Illilllllilm Acquisition and clearance of housing in industrial zone 1978 1982

I Acquisition and clearance of housing - public housing site 1978 1979

Acquisition and clearance of housing along 13th St. 1979 1980

Acquisition and c:earance of housing between
Ohio and Indiana 1978 1979

Acquisition and clearance of dilapidated tenant or
occupied housing scattered in neighborhood. 1978 1982

Acquisition and clearance of dilapidated commercial 1978 1980

I Acquisition of tenant housing - homesteading 1978 1982

, Acquisition and direct rehabilitation of tenant housing 1978 1982

, Ninth and Cleveland Site Improvements 1979 1980

Pave Washington Street 1979 1980

i Reconstruct Cleveland Avenue 1980 1981 .,
Street, Sidewalk, Curb, Gutter Repairs 1979 1981
Park Site Development 1979 1980 1
Street Tree Planting 1978 1979

6 Industrial Screening . 1979 1980 ..
Paint Grants 1979 1980 RetAO
Voluntary Demolition 1978 1982 7.0.,i·'
New Housing Construction 1978 1982 --91

Housing Rehabilitation Grants and Loans 1978 1982 :t: 3 -i9'
Section 8 Substantial Rehabilitation Housing Program 1978 1979

SBA Commercial/Industrial Development Loans 1978 1982

Neighborhood Clean-up Programs and Unifonn Code Enforcement 1978 1982 ··93
Bike Path Construction 1978 1979

Public Housing Construction  ' 1978 1979 9.41;  ,

r'EX·

238'jo 1 wt<f?49'b

42 :
*j3:.t

>44*a& *i./.6.

*.t,

ihka;1 *..Ag£



440 ··4

PART V

EVIDENCE OF PRIVATE AND OTHER PUBLIC COMMITMENTS
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SMALL BUSINESS ADMIN'arRATION MAR 1 i 1978

i,OEASTWATEr,MAN

WICHITA, KANSAS 67202
t

March 13, 1978

Mr. Ken Kitchen, Director

Urban Renewal Agency

455 N, Main, Second Floor

Wichita, Kansas 67202

Dear Mr. Kitchen:

This is to advise that the Small Business Administration welcomes

the opportunity to utilize its loan programs, i.e. Regular4 :.AD
Business Program, Economic Opportunity Loan Program, and 502 Loan

3%90:
3999''t
Re©»r
9*91
Rj·M»re·.

Program, to assist in your Agency' s efforts to upgrade the "MeAdams
Area", wherever their use is applicable.

If you have any questions regarding our programs or if we can be
of any assistance, just let us know.

Sincerely,
-*2*Y<94

/Howdrd B. Teeter
/ Chief, CED Division

t
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MAR 1 0 1978 "i. -10,

DEFARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT
INSURING OFFICE

444 S.E. QUINCYi Illilll
TOPEKA, KANSAS 66683

REGION VI
March 9, 1978Fedefal Offic.• LI,,ildin

911 W.,1/11 Slrict

- RErLY REFER To·
Kons" CIL Mi'Bouri 6.1106

7.5F (DW)

Mr. Robert E. Finkbiner

Assistant Director for Planning
and Budget

The Urban Renewal Agency
455 North Main Street
Wichita, Kansas 67202

Dear Mr. Finkbiner:

This is in response to your March 2, 1978 letter concerning
an Urban Development Action Grant for McAdams Neighborhood,
Wichita, Kansas.

As your overall proposal involves determinations that will
be made by the Kansas City Area Office, we have referred
your letter to them for comment.

If your proposal is considered generally eligible for a UDAG,
we will be pleased to work with you.

Sincerely,

I*48%
.'· Fred A./Mann

Director

3.

LI
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(316) 265.,00,

#fas April 2, 1978

Mr. Ken Kitchen, Director
Urban Renewal

City of Wichita
455 N. Main

Wichita, KS 67203

Re: Section 8 Development
Three Sites

Dear Mr. Kitchen:

One Abercrombie Ltd. of which I am Project Advisor is
interested in developing the three urban renewal sites
which we have previously discussed.

May we have an appointment together with the necessary
documents to commence.

Yours sincerely,

ONE ABERCROMBIE LTD.

€0jb

G. Edmond Hayes t/'
Project Advisor

GEH:pe

cc; Mr, William H. Johnson, A.I.A.

ifi¥.2



APR 1 1978
0

Mr. Kenneth II. Kitchen

Executive Director

Urban Renewal Agency
City Hall, 2nd Floor
455 0. Main

Wichita, Kansas 67202

Dear Mr. Kitchen:

I recently talked with Diane May of your staff about a program being
dev loped for the McAdams Neighborhood. Allen Electric has been located
in ti.e neighborhood for several years and is interested in Urban
Renewal's plans for encouraging industrial development in the area.

As you may be aware, our company is actively engaged in expanding operations
and plans to begin construction of a new building in the immediat.
future. Our new facility should be completed by the end of summer at a
cost of $400,000. Industrial revenue bonds will be used to finance the
project. We anticipate hiring five additional warehouse employees upon
completion of the new building.

141,ile we have no definite plans for additional expansion in the immediate
future, we are interested in acquiring some land for parking purposes.
I am interested in further discussing the possibility of purchasing
some vacant land near our business that may become available through
Urban Renewal's activities in the McAdams area.

Sincerely,

William Allen

Allen Electric

2 31 23
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APR 4 1978

Mr. Kenneth H. Kitchen
Executive Di rector

Urban Renewal Agency
City Hall, 2nd Floor
455 North Main

Wichita, Kansas 67202

Dear Mr. Kitchen:

Members of your staff have recently contacted me regarding a develop-
ment plan for the McAdams Neighborhood. Delta Electric is very

6 interested in your proposals for assisting with industrial development
in the area.

We will be constructing new facilities in the area this spring. Con-
struction costs for our new building will run about $150,000 and we
plan on hiring four to five additional employees in sales.

3 *
We have been unable, however, to acquire a vacant lot at 8th and
Murdock to complete our expansion plans. We would definitely be inter-
ested in buying this property from the Urban Renewal Agency if it
becomes available through your acquisition program. . t:. .i?%*

Please keep me informed as to when this property may become available
474?f?J through your program. We are most anxious to complete our expansion

plans this year.

Sincerely,

Bob Holder

Delta Electric Supply

P.S. Parcel knvolved is portions of lot 41,43,6 lot 45. Lots in
question are now occupied with 3 large advertising signs and are 3,?. 72*

quite unsightly to new contruction and development. Land is
now owned by Jerry Branson. Our plans for a new building are now
under way and any thing your office can do to help us one this
is certainly appreciated.
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Molin Building Materials

APR 5 1978
316/265-5251

Sash & Door Co. P. O. BOX 1915 • 811 EAST IOTH • WICHITA, KANSAS 67201

April 4, 1978

Mr. Kenneth H. Kitchen
Executive Director

Urban Renewal Agency
City Hall, 2nd Floor
455 North Main

Wichita, kansas 67202

Dear Mr. Kitchen:

I recently visited with members of your staff about 1 project that is
being developed for the l,IcAdams Neighborhood. I understand that ind,]r;trial
development is one of the objectives of the plan being prepored for the
neighborhood.

Mayo Sash and Door has been located in the neighborhood for the past t:·delve
years. We are actively pursuing the possibilities of expanding our prr'sent
facilities. We do have plans to construct a new storage building this summer
at a cost of approximately $40,000. Nowevrr, we do hav: some constraint·:
to expanding our facilities to the desired level in that we have been unable
to negotiate a fair sales price on some vacant land adjacent to our property.

I understand that the Urban Renewal Agency in proposins to acquire ve-re
lots and some residences adjacent to our property. Wc :re most defint.Vy
interested in buying this property from your agency when it beretpes nv:'xlable.
This would enable us to construct a maintenzi,ce bvildim·. for our trucks u.1
possibly an additional warehouse and parking facility. We anticipate ad.iing
seven now employees in warchousing, trucking and sales iff our ex:penni,in pl.in.
can be compl,·ted.

I am looking forward to hearing from you in the near future a. to the avail-
4 ability of this property.

9€99
Sincerely,

944
Ord Mayo -

Mayo Sash & Door Company

CM: im

Wo Sell Lumber Doohers Only

L



&*RCURY ELECTROP APR 5 1978

100* EAST MILIZDOCK 263-6632

WICHITA, KANSAS 67214

April 3, 1978

Mr. Kenneth H. Kitchen

Executive Director

Urban Renewal Agency
Cit) Hills 2nct Floor
455 N. Main

Wichita, Kansas 67202

Dear Mr. Kitchen:

A few weeks ago I talked with George Weber and Jon Risdal of your staff
regarding a plan that is being developed for the McAdams Neighborhood.

Mercury Electric, Inc. has been located in the neighborhood for five
years. We recently remodeled our facilities and have acquired land for
future expansion.

Our firm is committed to remaining in the area and does plan to expand
operations as our business grows. Although we will not be directly
participating in your program, we feel that your efforts will improve
conditions in the area as well as stimulate economic development.

Sincerely,

Mercury Electric, Inc.

R.M. Haworth, President

RMH/sh

4 ·tiA
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PART VI

SUMMARY OF PROPOSED EXPENDITURES

SOURCE OF FUNDS

OTHER TOTAL

ACTIVITY UDAG PRIVATE STATE PUBLIC COST

(a) (b) (C) (d) (e) (f)

1. Land Acquisition $167.860 $629,960 5797.820

2. Streets & Site Improvements 208,000 777,700 *985,700

3. Parking Facilities

4. Foundations & Platforms

5. Pedestrian Malls

6. Water & Sewer Facilities

7. Clearance & Demolition 8,500 136,750 145,250

8. Rehabilitation

a. Commercial

b. Industrial

c. Residential 1,290,000 1,210,000 2,500,000

9. Construction

ate a. Commercial Acq. 274.920 274,920

b. Res. Acq. 1,748,340 333,460 2.081.800

c. Res. Const. 900,000 300,000 1,200,000

d. Industrial Develop.

Loan guarantees 250,000 250,000

Loan repayments $2,500,000 2,500,000

Private Ind. Develop. 4,712,200 4,712.200

10. Relocation 1,120,850 827,340 1,948,200

11. Other

a. Private housing mort-
qages & loan repavments 3,632,140 3.632,140

b. Bike Path Const. $200,000 1,800,000 2.000,000

c. Condemnation Costs 26,600 26,600

d. Temp. Operations 35.000 35,000

e. Property DiSP. 25,000 25,000

12. Administrative Costs 720,000 720.000

13. Subtotal: (Sum of lines
1 thru 12) 6,250,160 10.844,340 200,000 6.540,130 21.834 Kin

14. Contingencies (Not to
exceed 10% of line 13) 500.000 500,000

15. Program Income 3,246,730

16. Total Cost: $6,750.160 $10,844.340 $200,000 $6,540,130 $24,334,630

Site improvement costs for new housing constructi on included in $900.000 for residential
constructinn.

*&..
1-
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PARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVEL-ONt ;

ASSURANCES

Thc applicant he:eby asuies and certifies with respeCt to the grant that:

41) It possesses legal authority lo apply for the gram. and to execute tile proposed program.

(2) Its governing body has dily adopied or pasted as an official act a molution, motion or similar action authorizing the -1£.

filing of the application, including all undernandings and as urances cont,ined therein, and directing and de,ignating -:
the authorized repre,entative of the applicant to act in connection with the applicatkin and to provide such additional -*„
information a' may be required.

NT

e?e,

(3) It lins comptied wilh all the requilements <,f OMB Circular No. A-95 3 modified bj• Sections 570.300(c) (for
entitlement applicants) 01 570.400(d) (for discreti,inary applicants) and thal either

p»t 0) any comments and lecommendations made by or thiough clearinghouses are attat·hed and have be.n considered
prior to subinission of the application; or

(ii) the required proreduies have been followed and no comments or recommendations have been received.

853£
!,9*Am (4) Prior to submission ofitiapplication, the applicant has:

3 2405 (i) provided citizen: with adequate information cor -crning the amount of funds available for proposed com,nunity
.**200 development and liousing aclivities, the range of activities that may be undertaken, and oilri important program

requirements;

9.(flfil

(ID held at least two pliblic hearings to obtain the views of citizens on community development and housing needs:
and

(iii) provided citizens an adequate opportunity to articulate needs, expres preferences about propos,·d activities,
assist in the selection or pnoritics, and otherwise to particip,tte in the development of the application.

(5) Its chief executive officer or other officer of applicant approved by 11UD:

(i) Consents to assume the stalus of a responsible Federal official under the National Enwormental Policy Act of

1969 irs/faras the Fousiom of such Act apply to the Applicant's proposed priwram p,nuant to 24 CFR 370.603; and 
*/7#..I-·-

@fli9%;3% (ii) Is athorized and consents on behalf of the applicant a/] hirrself to accept lke j/Lsdiction of the Federal cowl i
for 01/ pwpose of enftrceant or his responsibilifies as such an official. 1

thftti

{6) The Community Development Program has been developed soas to give inaximum feasible priority loacthitics u hich
will benefit low or moderate income families or aid in the prevention or etimination o f slum, or blight. Whcie 311 or Faitof the community development program activlnes ate designed to meet other com"unity development needs liaving a · particula, urgency. such needs are specifically described in the application under the Coinmunity Developinent Man
Summly.

-I-y

(7) It will comply with the iegulations, policies, Euidelines and Iquircments of  cdcral M.inagement Circulais 744 and i*1At ··.

74-7, as they relate to tile application, accepranee and use of Federal funds for this federally-Misled program. rame:y,

(8) It witi adminiscer and en force the labor standards requirements set forth in Section'570.605 and Hi:D legulation#

issued to implement such iequirements.

{9) It will comply withall lequirements impowdby HUD concerning special requirements of law, plogram lequirementi.
and other admini,uative requirements appreved in accordance with Federal Management Cimia; 74·7.

*t-9 21,1E

(10) It will comply with the provi,ions of Executive Order 11296, relating to evaluation of flood hazarth

(11) Itwillcomplywith:

(i) Title ¥ I of the a,il Rights Act of 1964 (P.L. 88-352) And thelegulations issued pursuant thereto (24 CFR Part
D, which proides that no person in the United States shall on tile ground of race, color, or national o,igin. tic
excluded from participation in. be denied the benefits of, or be othenvise subjected to discrimination under any

progran, or activity for which the applicant receives  ede,al financial agistance and u·,11 immed,alcty t.ike.iny
mcalutes necessary 00 effectuate this asawance. If any real propely or structufe the,con ir provided o,
improved with the aid of Federal financial assistance extended to the a, pli:ant, 1185 assulance shall oblig/e the

applicant, or in the case of any transfer of such protwity. any transfer¢c. for the penod during whi.·h 111: icat
property or st,ucture is used fo, a purpose for which the Federal financial auistanre i, extend,·41 or for anothel

purpoie involving 11,e provision of „inill, .rvices or benefitz.

1 - C 1,

(ii) Title Vill of the Civil Right, Act of 1968 (P.L. 90·284) as amended, ad.:inlitering all program, and acli¥,iiet
letating to hou,Ing and coininunity development m ama,iner to affirmatively fultlier fair housing: anduill take
action to aft,Imalwely further fair housing In the %,10 of rental of holising, the financIng of hous,ng, and tile
provision of biokerage services within the applicant's Jurittic lion.

HUD·7015.1211 75)

rm
7EE---m„„,„

12*i#
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(iii) Se,·tion 109 of ! c Hou,ing· and G, 111:nunky Dc• clormell Act of 1974. und the le,:ulalion; issued pu „,an,
thewhi {24 0 14 57(1601 ). i h,ch provides that no B son in Ille l jniled States 511,11, on the ground of i,,ce,

col,ir, nation'.,1 iii i,:m 1,1 se i. bc c,cluded front participation in. be denied the benefits of, cit be subjected to
diser,mination under. Jlly program M activity funded in wl„,le of in part witli Title 1 fundj.

Executive O ter 11063 on equmi opportunity in housng and nondi.climination in the sale or icnial of hm„11%
built with l'ede:al.1,vlance.

1 „entive O,de, 11244. .,nd dll ret 11.mons issued purs,lan, thereto (24 CI·R Part 130). whic h 13 ovide, that no
pe on ch.111 12· (119 minated arimst on the basis of face , coli[, irligion. st·% 0, n.manal orion inall ph:,M of
employment 'upr, R e pen,in:unce of i·/derat or ledeyally · a,qi,led contracts. Such conlacton and
subcon,nic[,irs d,!1 lut: aillimailve· alaion 10 1:,11e 1.,Ir ziratinen, in employment, upgradmA demotion, or
tianifer; [ecrul,mi·/ 01 m„iltinent adv¢rt„mr,; layoff or Irwriation, rates of pay or other forms of

comprnsulion and 41,1 fo, twining and apprent /efhip.

Section 3 iI :1c lic,t,iine ind Urbon Development Act of 1968. as almended. requlring ilia  te tlic greatest extent
feasible oppor lunme, for training and employment be gben lower inc,inne residents of the p,Oject arca and
contract  fur Rk m connection with the project b.e au /rJed 1/ eligible bumnes, coneerns which arc located in,
or owned in sul *1:intial pan by, persons residing in the .irea of the pioject.

(12) It will:

0) In al·quiring real /0),4· in connection with the coinimulity develo/nent block #ant pro/am, t guided to the
uratest exlent : acticable wider State law. by the real protrrty acquisition poticies se: out under Section 301

of the Unifi.rm ki·!g..t: 0,1 Ass,/.ince· and 12·al I torerly Acquisition l'cli ies Act of 19 TO (P.I.· 9 1 446) and the

Frovisibis of S.·clien 302 thereof:

(ii) Pay or reimburt rfoperty owners fil necestary e.pens.. ax speci fied in Section 303 und 304 of the Act; and

98*52 (iii) Info,m affected persons of the benails. policies, and procedurci provide d for under 11 UD regu lifions (24 CF R
Part 421

·i*46
xer€·,1.9. (13) It Uill:

*UT
>in?CDR:5·1 i (i} Provide fair and reJ'.onable relocation p.ly·mentsand assi,t:Incein accordance with Section,202.203,and 204 of

the Unifum Rel,4,lion Abblance and Real hoprity Ai·quisition Polic·ici Act #f 1970 and applicable Ill. D
Tegulations (24 a R Pai, 42), m or for fumilies. individuals. partnenhips,cotporatiom orassuciationsdisplared
asa result of any· acquisition of :cal plorerty for an activity assisted under the progium;

v e (ii) Provide reloration aisistance programs offering the services de•elibed in Section 205 of the Act to su:h di,placed
fumniei, ind„id,1.11%, parlnerships. corporations or asuciations in the manner provided undei applicable lil'I)
rey"lition <;

(iii) As ure that, wilhin 1 reasonable time prior lo displacement. decent, sife, and sanilary· replacement dwelli,w' ulll
be avoill.le to.nclidi,placed fumilles.ind individuakin ilce,irdinee with Section 205(c) (3) of the .Act,:ind thac

=241
such houing will be .,vailable in (he wie range of choices to al! sudi dispt xed irrsm regardles, of their me.
ce.10:. relition. mjt:.in.,1 ori·.in. . iii wure·cof income:

(iv) Infulm affeeted r.·non, / the benefits. policies, and proceduies provided lor under HUD re.ulationx: and

V,Nf3

. ·;44*1

(v) Curry out the reluotion prticess m sliell ,1 manner as to pronde such displaced persons with ullifinrm and
consistent wrilees. including .,ny „·rvle„ required to Insure th./ the relocation process diwi litit re,ull m

diffurenl or ;er.trnte irratnienl to such displaied persons In account of thei, ree. color, Tchi,·11•n. nati,in.il

origin. 54/IMME,fincome.

02%7

(14) It will,·stabli,h sal-eguards to pinhlbil employees from u,ing potitions for : purpose that isorgive, the ,lipearance ot
being motivated by a desue for prnale  3,n to, themselves or others, parncularly those with whom they have fumily.
business, or other lin

(15) It lili comply wilh the pro Mons of the ll:Ach Act which limit the political activity of employees.

(16) It will give HUD and the Comptroller Gener.11 through any .,u,horized repicsentative access loand the right to cramine
a! 1 records, hooks, path·px, or documenls related 10 :hc grant.

m 21 , E
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Minimum Standards of Physical and Economic Distress
for

4- I McAdams Neighborhood and City of Wichita

Population Lag/Decline McAdams Wichita

(TriET-1-2)*
Population 1960 2,815 254,698Population 1976 1,261 260,980% Change 1960-1976 - 55% 2.5%

Povert

Persons below poverty level 1970 35.1% 11.2%
Household below poverty level 1970 25.4% 8.2%
Households below poverty level 1976 52.7% 14.9%

Per Capita Income

Per Capita Income 1969 Not available $ 3,259Per Capita Income 1974
4,951r-- Net Increase 1969-1974
1,692

Job Lag/Decline

Retail Employment 1967 Not available 18,352Retail Employment 1972
19,634% Change 1967-1972

6.9%

Manufacturing Employment 1967 Not available 23,000Manufacturing Employment 1972 Not available% Change 1967-1972

Unemployment

Average Unemployment 1976 8.7% 5.45

Age of Housing

Units constructed prior to 1940 79.0% 29.0%

*Although McAdams Neighborhood includes portions of tracts 4, 5 and 17, the
majority of the neighborhood is within tract 12. Tract 12.is representativeof overall conditions in the entire neighborhood.

*Nil .2

i
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Race 1976

City of Wichita

Census Number of Persons
Tract White Minority % Minority

1 1,894 1,128 37.3
2 2,839 67 2.3

3 3,772 581 13.3
4 2,037 383 26.9
5 5 517 99.0

6 50 3,299 95.6
7 346 4,811 91.6
8 231 3,413 93.6

9 2,121 1,374 39.3

10 4,386 128 2.8
11 1,531 1,537 50.1

12 96 1,165 92.3

13 1,330 166 11.1
14 4,465 74 1.6

15 3,533 62 1.7

16 259 17 6.i
ror •A
OCU 9u /.V

18 2 057 850 29.3

19 2,536 89 3.3
20 2,731 19 0.7

21 3,786e2
23 0.6

22 2,650 14 0.5
23 2,541 43 1.7
24 985 54 5.2

25 1,057 66 5.9
26 2,109 139 6.2

27 2,234 113 4.8
28 3,404 128 3.6

29 2,292 20 0.9

30 2,521 66 2.6

31 2,498 62 2.4
32 3,266 126 3.7

33 1,718 104 5.7
34 1,860 44 2.3

35 2.099 77 3.5

36 3,262 94 2.8

37 1,983 88 4.3
38 2,798 72 2.5

39 4,796 141 2.9
40 3,782 116 3.0

51 5,646 157 2.7

52 4,785 296 5.8

53 7,522 215 2.8

54 3,891 44 1.1

-7.t.mp
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Census Number of Persons

Tract White Minority % Minority

56 1,366 112 7.6

57 3,881 65 1.6

59 2,212 67 2.9

60 4,901 516 9.5

61 3,039 113 3.6

62 3,441 194 5.3

63 1,946 19 1.0

64 2,110 20 0.9

65 3,938 1,008 20.4

66 263 9 3.3

67 2,208 55 2.4

68 4,631 359 7.0

69 3,001 40 1.3

70 3,807 91 2.3

71 4,661 231 4.7

72 2,156 51 2.3
, 391

73 6,745 229 3.3

74 10 0 0

75 2,001 316 13.6

76 3,833 118 3.0

77 2,410 1,634 40.4

78 72 3,677 98.1

79 23 0 0

81 470 0 0

82 5,470 503 8.4

83 3,967 102 2.5

84 3,234 45 1.4
85 2,763 13 0.5

86 3,567 55 1.5

87 3,486 132 3.7

88 3,985 72 1.8

89 3,696 170 4.4

90 2,539 147 5.5

91 4,247 169 3.8

92 2,576 88 3.3

93 5,857 300 4.9

94 7,360 77 1.0

95 781 9 1.1

98 0 0 0

101 1,269 17 1.3

. t.-92
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MINORITY CONCENTRATIONS
BY CENSUS TRACT
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City of Wichita

Section 8 Family Housing Units

Census Tract Number of Units

6 3
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY DATE 11/13/81 - 
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

..it.4

TO Distribution List

FROM Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

SUBJECT

AMENDMENT TO URBAN RENEWAL LAND USE PLAN FOR MeADAMS NEIGHBORHOOD

The Wichita-Sedgwick County Planning Commission will review a proposed

amendment to the Urban Renewal Land Use Plan for McAdams Neighborhood at
their next regularly scheduled meeting:

Thursday, November 19, 1981

City Commission Chambers

Although the Planning Commission meeting will begin at 1:30 p.m.,
the McAdams Neighborhood item is 14th on the agenda. Most likely, the

Commission will not consider the item before 3:00 p.m.

4/Lt .f - 4- /5
) 7 ·· 0//c,-101 41 rYe.P'

Robert A. Lakin; Director of Planning

RAL:PTF:rh

Distribution List: Sarah Gilbert, CP Coordinator

R. W. Bruggeman, Director of Engineering/City Engineer
Michael Lindebak, Program Development Engineer

Don E. Anderson, Director of Housing and Economic Development
Kenneth H. Kitchen, Downtown Development Director

Frank Smith, Housing Development Director

_--



Letter sent to:

Ben Martin, CPO-K

Florence Buckley

Robert Horton, St. Matthews Church
George C. Christopher
Sister Sylvia and Michael Colvert of St. Francis Hospital

44
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In the past you indicated interest in the proposed amendment to the
Urban Renewal Land Use Plan for McAdams Neighborhood (the realignment of
Murdock Avenue from Wabash to Cleveland).

The Wichita-Sedgwick County Planning Commission will, at their next
meeting, review this amendment to determine whether it is iIi conformance
with the Comprehensive Plan. There will be an opportunity for the public
to comment on the proposal at the Planning Commission meeting. The meeting
is scheduled as fo116ws:

Thursday, November 19, 1981
City Commission Chambers
City Hall
455 North Main

Wichita, Kansas

Although the Planning Commission meeting will begin at 1:30 p.m.,
the McAdams Neighborhood item is 14th on the agenda. Most li'ely, the
Commission will not consider the item before 3:00 p.m.

After the MAPC has reviewed the proposal, their comments and recommenda-
tions will be forwarded to the Board of City Commissioners. The City Commissioners
then will consider the proposal again and the public will have another opportunity
to comment on the proposal.

Robert A. Eakin

Director of Planning
RAL:PTF:rh

276'K
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Amplification of Remarks Made By Ben Martin, CPO Council K, to Board
of City Commissioners, November 3, 1981

In his statements to the Board of City Commissioners on November 3,
1981, Ben Martin raised a number of concerns that were not itemized in
the minutes. These are listed below:

1. Martin stated that low income residents have not been involved in

the development of this proposal.

2. Martin requested copies of legal documents concerning the use of
CDBG funds. He wanted to know what portion of the funds spent in
the area have been used for emergency grants, rehabilitation home
painting, and land acquisition.. He stated that CDBG funds should
not be used to build highways but to upgrade housing.

3. He wanted to know what assurances there are that residents living

next to the realigned road will not suffer the same problems (e.g.,
wall and foundation cracking and noise pollution) as those living
next to the Murdock project suffer now.

4. How will St. Matthews Church be able to sustain itself when its

neighborhood is divided in half?

5. The proposal, in effect, allows industry to encroach upon the
neighborhood to the north.

F?

1
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1. Residents in McAdams Neighborhood have had many opportunities to be

involved in the development of the Murdock Realignment proposal. The

City staff from the Metropolitan Area Planning Department and the

former Department of Redevelopment and Rehabilitation have worked

closely with area residents in the evaluation of the alternative

realignment plans. It is believed that area residents have thor-

j '1*04 oughly consulted for the project.

2. As indicated on the attached sheet, from July 1, 1975 to the present

time, $1,226,423.43 has been spent on rehabilitation in McAdams

Neighborhood. Of that amounts $1,133,768.43 was from CDBG funding.

An additional $92,600 was provided in two mortgage revenue bond

issues. As the list indicates, the money has been used for such

projects as emergency grants, CD grants, deferred loans for resi-

dences, and paint grants. None of this money has been used to pur-

chase right-of-way for roads.

3. The Murdock realignment will divert traffic' to and from the 9th

street interchange to bypass the church. Traffic with a slight

increase in volume in the future actually will be improved because

of widening facility from 2 lanes to 4 lanes. Noise and vibration

from the heavy traffic, especially trucks, will be reduced due to

the new street pavement with stronger roadway structure at arterial

standard.

4. The realignment of Murdock from Cleveland to Wabash is considered

as a short-cut link to substitute two streets, Cleveland from 8th

L



McAdams Neighborhood Rehabilitation

By Activity

July 1, 1975 - present

CDBG

Emergency Grants *.c„.6, v,4/3 ,·Alut $21,158.75
CD Grants 43,063.39

Deferred I,oans 9 -ra ¥41., C.,„> 4-0 234,147.00

312 oans 3 5,-w*-aa- o  2,1.6. 71,300.00

Direct Loans 40,225.00

1943 Commercial Loans 719,250.00

ff¢f
L » 6 -Paint Grants- 24, *D rld·.1. A- 4,624.29

Mortgage Revenue
Bond issues

<6;?SUE ( 8 1/3% - Tax Exempt Loans 71,550.00

<1751%'.Cb 2.t 9% Tax Exempt Loans 21,100.00

Total $1,226,423.43
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-7,4%
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k ....... ACTIVI.
I NEIGHBORHOOD

JULY 1.1975. #IE 0.1981

312 NJUI- ACQUIS. 8 V.
E€gGENCV DEFERRED DIRECT INDIRECT FAMILY
GUNTS

HiSTIC REVOLVING DiRE' PAINT TAI-EIE•FT TAX-EXET
GRANTS LOANS lOANS LOANS LOANS

iWL
LOANS LOINS

$ 51.537.00 $ 81,'13.00 S 172.572.00 $ 27....00 1 53,688.00
-59. -20. 11·1·00 $ m....

UU
CD

OAM AC01MT UN1S

19.685.74 492.973.59 42.400.00 46.409.00 $ 12.860.72 $ 12.750.00 $ 62(.7-9.05
-178- -137-

1/.992.09 289,7.32 .,7. 9%. 42,7/ 35,568.00 $ 23.500.00
-136.

1.176,062.25 814,250.00 $ 2,572.'56.55

$1.586:ir·°° ...9.5?9.00 5 3.459.-31.0.

1.830.00 11.664.00 40,.00 15],200.00 10.270.00 10,9°2·°° 49,407.86

364:?:1·35 .·53·00 $ 6: Z.?€...

138.800.Co S .....0

I .352.95 17. 9*. f.00 21.406.92 358.616.15 $ .2.€-3.02
2.

12:Or.96 54,325.00 91.765.00 27.027.00
-10- Ii'/·.7 40,.00 41.200.00 $ 2:£.SEE.€3

230,700.00 20.700.00 S ...S].0.
2.815.80 69,129.00 91.%9.00 18.29.00 627.838.88 184,075.00

27-

9.95.75 43:%'.. 222.147.00 71,300.00 40,225.00 656,250.00
23-

4.624.20 21.8/ S.].155.43

32:;1?.97 132.975.65 969,500.00 95.470.00
-33 -60- 9.9.00 fr.95 $23.000.00 $12.400.00 'i*6.- 2.305.085.10 1.lif. 1 5.0€5.*35.02

-82- ·€.2.

..I'..ER I::63.40 103-:2.82 214.952.42 61,300.00 15,480.00 7,2.-22-

.864.18 29.913.co

3,i:.08 $ 35....26

10.0??.00 5,422.00 25,397.75 $ 42.·'9.75
-416.

C',IDS!DE 650.96 11.325.00 324,800.00
-22• 1.got:2.83 90,250.00 S 2.12',-72.79 7

17.977.51 63.164·00 85.477.00 256.480.CO 6.000+00
-26 -19- 517-r'.86 126.&.00 $ 1 078.Bu."

15.?2·no $ 15.- O.el

$348.540.31 $1.007.468,18
·252· $1.75'i:2.36 12.17212?.00 $3„*!·0 $69,11.00 11,586.250.00 $263,11.81 $2,5557.00 $23,000.00 112,400,00 11?°i' '7·700;;1·42 12,648,5.00 320.6;c:1.:0

/1 C. Ac;*5
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@treet to Murdock and Murdock from Cleveland to Wabash. The new

alignment does not cut off any more area residents from the church

than the existing Iow streets with the exception of two houses

located at the northwest corner of Cleveland and Murdock. These two

houses are recommended to be purchased by the planning staff.

5. The Murdock Realignment will make a better connection between the

9th Street Interchange and the downtown area and also provide for much

better access roads for heavy trucks to and from the industrial plants.

There will be disadvantages for heavy trucks loose residential streets

once the realignment is built. The closure of side streets will

completely eliminate the heavy truck traffic through the residential

neighborhood.
1'·ti··k
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY
DATE 11/12/81

1-

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Mut"UA 1 1 Cm bt.O.
TO

FROM

Metropolitan Area Planning Commission

Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

SUBJECT AMENDMENT TO THE URBAN RENEWAL I.AND USE PLAN FOR McADAMS NEIGHBORHOOD
(RELOCATION OF MURDOCK, FROM WABASH TO CLEVELAND)

On November 3, 1981, the Wichita Board of City Commissioners reviewed
an amendment to the Urban Renewal Land Use Plan for McAdams Neighborhood,
the realignment of Murdock Street from Wabash to Cleveland. The City
Commission referred tile amendment to the MAPC to determine whether it is
in conformance with the Comprehensive Plan. After the MAPC makes a finding,
the item will be returned to the City Commission for a public hearing. A
brief history of the project follows.

During the planning and design of I-135 (Canal Route) a high volume
interchange at 9th Street was proposed. The interchange was to connect
the Inner Loop to the Canal Route. The interchange was subsequently
constructed. Plans for the Inner Loop, however, were dropped in 1978.

In the meantime, the Urban Renewal Agency (URA) proposed a program
designed to revitalize the ne·ighborhood f rom I-135 to Mosley anc] from
Murdock to 13th Street known as the McAdams Neighborhood Plan. These

proposals called for a realignment of Murdock in order to 1) improve
access to the 9th Street - I-135 interchange and 2) provide a buffer
between industrial development to the south and residential areas to the
north. The Urban Development Assistance Grant application to fund the
realignment was not approved by Department of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment.

In February of 1980. a reque.st from George C. Christopher and Companv
to rezone two parcels north of Murdock, between Cleveland and Ohio, was
received by the MAPC (Case Z-2216). The request was for a ciwinge from
commercial to light ind,istrial. MAPD postponed a :inal decision on tile
request so that staff could develop alternative realignments of Murdock
Avenue. In so doing the MAPC sought to provide protection to the neigh-
borhood; to discourage further encroachment of industrial land uses into
the areg; to improve the movement of traffic along Murdock to St. Francis
and the use of Cleveland; and to restrict truck traffic traveling through
the neighborhood to the north.

Several alterrlativeligAMtmt:sr:·On April 24, 1980,
the planning Cununission approved alternate A-6. (An attached report
dated March 26, 1980, explains the alternatives in detail.) Foll.owing
this decisions discussions were held between Christ.opher Steel, the City
Manimer, thot !),4,8rtme:it of Housing and 1.··onomic Development, Red,·velop-
ir.ant and Rehabilitation staff, and ttle director of planning. Ceo I.

also approved the A-4 alignment. The M.\ l'C was asked to and did, reaffirm

5 ·-'··.v.Fj"'. 97*- , .A
1--1



Metropolitan Area Planning Commission -2- , November 12, 1981
% ,-,4¥6'rAD

Amendment to tile Urban Renewal.,Land Use Plan for MeAda'tris Neighborhoot
(Relg.cation o f Murdock, from Wabash to Cleveland) ' <6'-e .*

ts 'choice-'on January 7, 198]. On·February ,5?31981, the· City Commission
** concurred -with the MAPC recommendation and directed staff to include the

project in the CIP. The design of the project was included in the 1981 CIP
at a cost of $40,000. Construction was scheduled in 1982 at an estimated

cost of $742,000.

On September 10, 1981 the Board of Redevelopment and Rehabilitation
approved an amendment of the Urban Renewal Land Use Plan for McAdams

Neighborhood to reflect the realignment of Murdock. Since then the proposed
amendment has been reviewed by CPO-Council L and the City Commission (minutes
of the city commission meeting and related memoranda are attached.)

Staff has reviewed the proposed amendment and concludes that it is in
conformance with the Comprehensive Plan but recommends that parcels G and H
in Lot 303, being the northwest corner of Cleveland and Murdock, be purchased
for disposition in industrial use.

ACTION: The MAI'C find that the proposed amendment to the Urban Land
Use Plan is in conformance with the Comprehensive Plan but: recommend
that parcels G and If in Lot 303, being the northwest corner of Clove-

land and Murdock, be purchased for disposition in industrial land use.

»3.64 &4
Robert A. Lattin, Director of Planning

RAL:PTF:rh

Att·achments

ce: Sister Sylvia, St. Francis Hospital
Michael H. Colvert, St. Francis [ospital

92?Re.
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During the past 15 years proposals to realign Murdock Avenue between

Washington and I-135 have been suggested from time to time. During the
planning and design of I-135 (Canal Route) a high volume interchange at 9th

1 Street was proposed. The interchange, shown on the 1965 Transportation Plan,
1 was to connect the Inner Loop and the Northeast Diagonal to the Canal Route

· (I-135). The interchange was constructed as planned. The Inner Loop was
removed from the Transportation Plan in 1978. The Northeast Diagonal remains
on the Transportation Plan but there are no funds available to construct the
roadway at this time or in the foreseeable future.

·48«5
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. .4 Previously URA proposed a program designed to revitalize the neighbor-
hood (from I-135 to Mosley and from Murdock to 13th Street) financed through
a UDAG (Urban Development Assistance Grant) grant. Both proposo Is called for
a realignment of Murdock for two reasons; 1) to provide improl:v :ccess to the

9th Street - I-135 interchange and 2) to provide a buffer betw, · - industrial
development to the south and residential areas to the south. T ·· 1.:DAG applica-
tion was not approved by the Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD).

*fli
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Realignment of East Murdock Avenue li

Prepared by .i

Wichita/Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Department

March 26, 1980

Background

05:80·
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In February of 1980 a request to rezone two parcels north of Murdock
(between Cleveland and Ohio) from commercial to light industrial was presented
to the Metropolitan Planning Commission (Case 2-2216). The Commission in con-
sidering the request postponed a final decision so that Planning Department
Staff could develop alternative realignments of Murdock Avenue. The purpose

was to establish a barrier to further encroachment of industrial zoning as
well as improve the rather awkward terminus of the interchange ramps. The
development of possible alternatives is the purpose of this report.

1%/*5 .".(:1 Murdock Avenue, in this location, is shown as a local street on the 1% '* 4 1.2 A '7.
Transportation Plan. The street is 39.5 ft. wide from Washington to Cleveland. -*01'r€.,tu'.-  5-

Cleveland is also 39.5 ft. wide north of Murdock. These are old arterial - .

*%11 standards (pre-1940's) .

9=*a The traffic volume count on Murdock is 3,846 vehicles per day east
of Washington. The count on 9th Street west of Grove is 6,884. Cleveland
has a daily volume of 3,284 vehicles per day north of Central. (Source:
1978 Traffic Volume Flow Map)

Design Parameters

In tile development of the realignment alternatives several design
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parameters had to be established. These included

1. Design Speed 35 mph
2. Curve Radius 350 feet minimum at center-line

3. Right-of-way 80 feet (same as existing Murdock)
4. Street Width 4 lanes, undivided, 51 feet back to back of curb
5. Access control - limited where possible to the residential area.
6, All roadways and intersection at ground elevations.

':..:74,4

Ert Other parameters: 1. Minimum cost, 2. Least disruption to neighborhood (i, e.
acquire.fewest residential properties as possible). The above design parameters
controlled the development of the alternatives presented in the next section of
this report.

E.

9*72:Mul

i»337 4
»44¢WS- 11

*01*114:*21»*74.:-9-

Alternative Alignments

Many alternatives were developed and evaluated before a feasible set of
alternatives were produced. This set of feasible and representative alternatives
are attached as alternatives A2, A3, A4, A6, Bl, and (2. All alternates presume

, that where R/W is acquired and where next to residential areas that total access
control will be provided.

496'%214/2.
*44£-9

*tift

The "A" alternatives all require the acquisition of one house east of
Cleveland (and north of Murdock) . All propose to use Geo. C. Christopher & Son,
Inc. pioperty north of Murdock and to vacate existing Murdock from approximately
Ohio to west of Cleveland. The differences between the "A" alignments is the
treatment of the transition back to existing M.,-dock, AJ and A4 require the
acquisition of much of the property on the north side of Murdock between Wabash
and Ohio. Urban Renewal currently owns one lot at this location and is scheduled
to purchase the remaining properties. A3 and A# also provide for cul-de-sacs at
Ohio and Indiana to shut off commercial traffic to the north. Although not
shown initially, we have modified there to show Wabash street off also.

.jail Alternate A2 transitions back to Murdock east of Ohio. A6 utilizes two

right angle turns to transition back to Murdock.

42%29.

49492

Alternate Bl produces a right angle intersection with Cleveland by curving
through residential neighborhood east of Cleveland and north of Murdock. This

alternative requires the acquisition of three houses and one four plex in the
area cast of Cleveland. The alignment will require the acquisition of two houses
west of Cleveland.

The transition back to MurdocN is the same as that shown for AL. All the
transitions on the west shown for the "A" series alternates could be used with
the "B" series alternates.

Alternate C2 utilizes property for right-of-way to the north of the
Christopher parcels (Z-2216). The alignment also calls for the vacation
of a section of Murdock adjacent to the Christopher properties.

There are many options that can be exercised on each o f the seven
alternatives shown. The interchange roadway east of Cleveland is shown
as not directly connecting into 8th Street west of Cleveland. This is

 F'Pke,·„:5!la.
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also an option that can be changed by leaving part of the existing ramp and
connecting directly west to Sth. This is something the church and neighborhood

will want to comment on. These various options are best discussed and decided
upon after the basic alignment has been selected.

Estimated Costs

The cost of each of the seven alternatives has been estimated. These

. costs are based on designs prepared on aerial photographs and base maps.
The designs are preliminary and have not been verified by field measurements
and studies.

The following unit prices

' Paving
Drainage

· Hammerhead turnarounds

Engineering
Acquisition & Relocatin
Acquire and clear Parcel "A"

used to determine estimated project costs:

$175.00 per linear foot

5% of paving cost

$2,000 each
10% of Construction Cost

$35,000 per house
$125,000

were

The costs for each alternate are summarized in Table 1. The costs range
from $387,000 for Alternate A2 and A6 to $734,500 for Alternate Bl.

Recommendation

It is recommended that either El or At be selected as the desired alternate.
It is recommended that the necessary 80 foot right-of-way for the street be
provided by Christopher from the north side of the property in exchange for

vacation of Murdock Street. Sections of Indiana, Ohio, and Wabash could also

be vacated. At least they should be physically closed on the north side of Murdock.'

'19¢'.
.*49'Qi

Alternate A4 will also require the acquisition of the remaining parcels
of land north of Murdock between Wabash and Ohio. (Shown as Parcel "A") . Urban

Renewal has scheduled the acquisition of these properties within the new few
years.

The Planning Commission, if it agrees to this recommendation or some

3*41 variation thereof should forward the recommendation to the City Commission
for concurrence. Tlie City Commission, if it agrees to the recommended

»331 action could then direct the Public Works Department to undertake the
*Jill

u.=64:==22*y)*92·1 necessary steps to implement the p,·oj ect.
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Table 1 Estimated Costs

Al

Paving $210,000

Drainage 10,500
Two Hammerheads 4,000

Engineering & Inspection 22,500

Subtotal $247,000

Acquire four houses $140,000

Total $387,000

A3

Paving $267,500

Drainage 13,400
Three Hammerheads 6 000

Engineering & Inspection 28,700

Subtotal $315,600

4434: Acquire four houses 140,000

Acquire Parcel "A" 125,000

- $580,600

A4

4<.
Paving $262,500

Drainage 13,100

Five Ilammerheads 10,000

Engineering & Inspection 28,600

Subtotal $314,200

Acquire four houses 140,000

Acquire Parcel "A" 125,000

$579,200

Favit,g $210,000

Drainage 10,500

Two Hammerheads 4,000

Engineering & Inspection 22,500

Subtotal $247,000

.Acquire four houses 140,000

Total $387,000

Ne

i



68% B1

Paving $325,000

Drainage 16 500

Four Hammerheads 8,000

Engineering & Inspection 35,000

Subtotal $384,500

Acquire four houses 175,000

Acquire one fourplex 50 000

Acquire Parcel "Al' 125,000

104
Total $734,500

C2

Paving $253,800

Drainage 12 700

Five Hammerheads 10 000

Engineering & Inspection 27,500

Subtotal $304,000

Acquire four houses 140,000

Acquire property north of Z-2216 60,000

Acquire Parcel "A: 125,000

Total $629,000

t

0.<the

-2-



.-

00

I

WABASH
b

- OHIO

- INDIANA

449 *Ft

CLEVELAND

444

C
=0
0
0
0
X

;, 51'f

45.. 44¢...
%-

A



41%0 ' r

&

1

A3
I 0

CO 0

8TH IL
l

]L
lilizililll

MURDOCK

·--13?4©:f

L

'2»r

GNV13A310
VNVIONI



,...;%: K.

0
Z

A4 LL'

0

Z

0

I 0

0 Z

8TH 1 1

iJ

MURDOCK

WABASH



r>*

Z

AG -1
W

·J
0

Z.

0
5

0 Z

8TH H
t

fRARCEL Ai  i*&2-- 2215§* - Z-2216

MURDOCK

WABASH



.67'. 4/2 Me ' · ·· 'y*930*f·b

C t.

t

Ze

i*

.r

-iu..

..

MURDOCK

i9



i

24*4.41

C2

0
Z

LU

W

0

Z

0

0

0

8TH I I 1 1

FARCEL'Al Z- 2216*81 B2122I6i

- MURDOCK

WABASH



COMMISSIONERS PROCEEDINGS

JOURNAL 129 NOVEMBER 3, 1981 PAGE 198

AMENDMENT TO CR PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO THE URBAN RENEWAL LAND USE P.,AN FOR M.:ADAMS
LAND USE PLAN NEIGH-OR.HCOD 70 INCLUDE REALIG:;:9'- CE MURDOCK STREET FRCM CLEVELAND TO '.,-ABASE-1
M.cADAMS presented.

The Redevelopment and Rehabilitation Board has approved the amendment

of the Urban Renewal Land Use Plan for the McAdams Neighborhecd which would
f.

require the realignr.ent of Murdock in order to make a direct connection to the

interchange at the Canal Route and Ninth Street.

In the early part of 1980, an application for a change of zoning was

filed by George C. Christopher and Company for property on the north side of

Murdock between Cleveland and Ohio. As a result of that application and

subsequent hearings before the Planning Commission, Planning staff was

instructed to prepare al ternates for realigning Murdock in the ser.eral area.

The purpose was to resolve conflicts that exist between nearby industry and

the residential area and to facilitate the movement of traffic in the area.

The zoning application was withdrawn prior to being considered b··

the City Commission; however, at the request of George C. Christopher and

Company and others, the matter was reevaluated during the latter part of 1930.

As a result of the recensideration by City staffs and the Christcpher Company,

the report on relocation of Murdock was resubmitted to the Planning commissic:1

on January 15, 1981. The Planning Commission voted unanimously to recommend

approval of a profosal which would provide for relocation of Murdock in the

area from Wabash to Cleveland.

On February 3, 1931, the City Ccmmission was apprised of the proposed

project and concurred in the recommendation that City staff work toward inplc-

mentation o' the project in connection with the Capital Improve: enc Prcgran (Cir}.

Subsequently, the design phase of the project was included in the 1981 CIP at

$40,000 and the construction phase for 1922 at an estimated cost of $742,000,1,d»-3

to be financed $630,700 by the City-at-large and $111,300 by special assessment:.

The City Commission previously approved 7th Year Cammunity Development

Block Grant (CDBG) funds in the amount of $0350,000 for land acquisition in the

McAdams Neighborhood. In addition, carry-over funds from Sth and 6=h Year

allocations are available. It is proposed that the CDaG funds be used to

complete the acquisition o. property for the zealignment. A list of properties

that would be acquires .or the realignment of Murdock has also bean provided.
'39. r

The proposed Murdock realignment project includes the acquisition CY t.

16 yarcels. When the finat plan is completed and authorized by the City

Commission, a final list of percels to be acquired will be develozed.

.ne proposed :tdock realignment was .reented to CPO •'L• on Gctaber 1-·

1931. The Council a:-proved the re..ign-ent, but suggested adlitiocal acquis-=i=r.

c. res-'nt:al rroy c-ty.

It ·was recc--ended thit the C=mission revicw the prer,/.al ine =2=·.:r i

the Lan- U-3 2:an 1-end-ent " th; 22':Cpolitan Arei ?lans-/3 Cormi6-ion for A
finding 45 c:-far=16-9 :3 =-9 -11,3 for tne cs,nunity %- 1 „h.12. 7=112·,in
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OURNAL 129 NOVEMBER 3, 1931 PAGE 139 - fehu14

rank Smith Frank Smith, Housing Development Director, reviewed the matter with

*474, the Commission, stating that the land use plan amendment faust preceed the ·· '1111'IR
CORRO · project of realignment of Murdock. .

.28*VI-Ben Martin Ben Martin, representing low income residents in Northeast Wichita,

6„44 m
expressed concerns of the area property owners as to the effects the project
Will have on the neighborhocd regarding health, damage to homes and damage to
residents as a whole. He felt the ccmmunity should be involved in the project

K>: due to the er.creach:zert by industry. i.':t u

Mr. Martin expressed opprsition to the land use plan change, the
realignment of Murdock. and the us. of $350,000 in CDBG money which he felt

87 should be used to upgrade the area.
# =Z,a-,

MAPC consideration, the proposed plan will be returned to the City Ccmmissicn

for public hearing amending the Land Disposition Supplement for the McAdams Ir
Neighborhood and the Urban Renewal Plan for the Wichita Original Town.

4*

ffit>Florene Buckley
er»

43 Robert Horton

yor Brown

ition --

.
Comm. Wright

Florene Buckley, 1310 E. Murdock, also felt that the homeowners in
the area should be more involved in the project.

Robert Horton, Pastor of St. Matthew Church. stated that there was
concern for their church building as well as property owners i. the neighbor-
hood, and he felt some thought should be given to those remaining sDructures
and also to relocaticn for isolated property owners.

Mayor Brown urged all those who spoke to attend the public hearing ,-mu-

which would bc before the Planning Commission. -Ir

Kirk moved that the prcposal be ref erred to the Metropolitan Area
Planning Commission for finding of conformance.

Commissioner Wright hoped that consideration woJld be given to
isolated property owners.

carried Motion carried 5 to 0.

LECTER OF INTENT REQUEST TO APPROVE A LETTER OF INTENT TO ISSUE INDUSTRIAL REVENCE

CEDARS OF LEBANC:1 50:IDS TO CEDARS OF LEBANCN IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $2,100,000, presented.

1y

1 5.-20

1/0

Cedars of Lebanon Medical Center, Limited, has requested a letter of

intent to issue industrial revenue bonds in an amount not to exceed $2,100,000.

The proceeds of such bonds will be used to construct the facility and to pay

legal and fiscal fees.

The Cedars of Lebanon Medical Center will be a modern health treat-

ment facility and office complex for physiciana located at the northeast corner

of Tenth Street and St. Francis Avenue. The structure will be a four-story,

37,560 square foot medical treatment center and office complex. Initially the

facility will have space for 12 physicians, a pharmacy, laboratory, and offices

for a physical therapist. Nurses, technicians, receptionists, and other staff

persoqnel will bring the total number ofpeople employed by the project to

approximately 35-40 people. Most of these people will probably be current

employed in the Wichita area. However, in the near future, approximately

new jobs will be created at the project primarily in technical positions in the

health care field.

The :¤Dlicant dc·25 not reguest abater.ent of ad ·.·cloren proper.7 ta:mE

4944

in conjunction wit' t'e 0:05/sed IP.21 fina·.cing. The land has been off the tax

10113 2- part of the St. - .cls r.03'L.al canDis .rooert% With the ack:isltic:.

of t. .. l.cd :or .hi- co,.--men., ..2 5... .Ad improver .ts will 9/ blck .-

tax rolls with ':-'lactil. t . .ae oe=,ic< Count, Appri£·or has

1.40 4.--4.1
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Amplification of Remarks Made By Ben Martin, CPO Council K, to Board

of City Commissioners, November 3, 1981

In his statements to the Board of City Commissioners on November 3,

1981, Ben Martin raised a number of concerns that were not itemized in

the minutes. These are listed below:

1. Martin stated that low income residents have not been involved in

the development of this proposal.

2. Martin requ,sted copies of legal documents conce-ning the use of

CDBG funds. He wanted to know what portion of the funds spent in

the area have been used for emergency grants, rehabilitation home

1% painting, and land acquisition. He stated that CDBG funds should

not be used to build highways but to upgrade housing.

3. He wanted to know what assurances there are that residents living

next to the realigned road will not suffer the same problems (e.g.,
4%/ wall and foundation cracking and noise pollution) as those living

next to the Murdock project suffer now.

4. How will St. Matthews Church be able to sustain itself when its

neighborhood is divided in half?

5. The proposal, in effect, allows industry to encroach upon the
neighborhood to the north.

94
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TIIIC CITY OF WICIHTA

OFFICE OF Housing & Economic Development DATE October 26, 1981

Honorable Board of City Commissioners
TO through E. H. Denton, City Manager

FROM Don E. Anderson, Director

SUBJECT Agenda Item for Meeting of
November 3, 1981, Amendment

to Urban Renewal Land Use

Plan for McAdams Neighborhood

On September 10, 1981, the Redevelopment and Rehabilitation 4=

Board consi dered and aeproved the amendment of the Urban
Renewal Land Use Plan for the McAdams Neighborhood, which
would require the realignment of Murdock in order to make a

direct connection to the interchange at the Canal Route and 9th Street.

Attached are mapsshowing the existing land use plan and proposed
. land use plan, and an Engineering map indicating the location

of hammerheads in conjunction with the realignment. Also attached
is a memorandum from Contracts Administration listing those
properties that would require acquisition for the realignment of ·
Murdock and a map showing those same properties.

This proposed amendment will improve transportation from the
Canal Route to such important facilities as St. Francis Hospital
and the Central Industrial Corridor. It is designed to be a
buffer between heavy industrialized Christopher Steel and the
neighborhood to the north. It will not only discourage industrial
traffic through the residential neighborhood, but, at the same
time, will improve industrial traffic moving from the industrial
corridor to the interstate system.

.

141#74"immi'll/-
21< In the past, the City Commission has apDroved the provision of '·*4#84 7

CDBG funds for land acquisition in the McAdams Neighborhood and ./i 71/
811 has also established a policy of allowing these funds to revolve
23 back into the acquisition and sale of property in this neighborhood.
42?f These CDBG resources ate proposed to be used to complete the
m acquisition of property for this realignment, with the resale of

all the land south of the proposed realignment to Christopher Steel
for heavy industrial use.

The proposed Murdock realignment was presented to CPO Council "L"
on October 19, 1931. The Council approved the realignment, but
suggested additional acquisition of residential property. Attached
is a memorandum from Stan Scott, CPO Representatives regarding the
Council's recommendation.

"1'C'4'·F'·"t,Nf23'1*.1;Val:1,·:·· L.0 .er.»v:'91/:4%932?94,7,1:11'041:iM>?.6 K. .2. 3: 1,·t ., S-, ;-749902,25-
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, Board of City Conmissioners
Amendment to Urban Renewal Land

Use Plan for McAdams Neighborhood
October 26, 1981
Page two.

Recommended Action: The Department of Housing and Economic Development
recommends that the City Commission review the proposal and refer the
Land Use Plan Amendment to the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission for
a finding of conformance to the plans for the community as a whole.
Following the action of the Planning Commission, this item will be
returned to the City Commission for a public hearing amending the Land
Disposition 5upplement for the McAdams Neighborhood and the Urban Renewal
Plan for the Wichita Original Town.

,Pon E. Anderson
Director

DEA/FS/mjw
:'tachments

cc: Bob Finch. Deputy City Manager
Wayne Isaac, Federal Aide Coordinator
Bill Stockwell, Chief Planner
Stan Scott, CPO Representative

·4%4;- Larry Henry, Right-of-Way and Estimating Engineer
Mike Lindebak, Program Development Director
Steve Lackey, Pavement Design Engineer
R. W. Bruggeman, Director of Engineering

i€6'29' ··
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¤ RESIDENTIAL GENERALIZED LAND USE PLAN
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IRA TNE CITY OF WIC.1113'A .

OFFICE OF Contracts Administration DATE September 30, 1981 ' 1 Ja
-1 - Al"Al.m+ Wum

S'431
•=9..27./. 6 NSEP 30 :· ID: fl

-

9 *- TO Don Anderson, Di rector of Housing and Economic Development
.1,1 . .......--.1-i':

Fl:OM Wayne E. Isaac, Federal Aid Coordinator

SUBJECT Murdock Real i gnment

· This is in response to your recent request for infonnation regarding the Murdock
Realigriment project. Information items requested are addressed individually
below. .

1. Property add·resses to be acquired. Many of the parcels scheduled for
acquisition are vacant end our files do not reflect the assigned addresses.

9/---'am Each parcel to be acquired is listed below by lot and block ncrber, address if
the property is improved end current zoning. A map is attached which should
assist ir showing location of each parcel.

'./.V60&43€* //"."

*5,1.yp, 4

2%24

21%36
*m»,1.

.404.ypd:i:'1
il

Parcel 8f!mis
3557- NE Corner, Murdock and Wabash
305-G 1112 E. Murdock

1116 E. Murdock

1120 E. Murdock

305-H Vacant

305-J Vacant

305-I Vacant

304-E Vacant

304-F Vacant

304-G Vacant

303-F Vacant

303-E Vacant

303-D Vacant Structure

303-L 829 Cl eveland

303-K 813 Cloveler,d

303-J 809 Cleveland

303-1 805 Cleveland

301 B-A 824 Cleveland

'A 2 42{4.

4 .05*.

tr .·

2. Present stage of latid acquisition plan. At this point, land acquisition
has proceeded no furthE. than identifying parcels needed for the proposed re-
alignitant and es·tin:ating project costs. When the final plan is completed and
authorized by I.!'2 City Co:.;mission, we will devolop the final list of parcels
to be acquired. contract for approisals, determine fair· market acquisit-ion
values, rate offers and purchase the land.

3. Det:,re and timing of r.·.blic input. Per ecirlier meetings with Bob Finch,
Ken Kitchen was assigned r.sponsibility for this aspect of the project. The
McAdants plan 2,·i,ondent incormrating this project has been o!)proved by the
Board of Redevolopnient end Rehabilitation.

A./

*4>

.Ii 1 > Fll



TO: [lan A:,derson. Director of Housing and Economic Development
SUBJI:CT: I:urdock Realignment
DATE: Serte·,i:bor 30, 1981
PAG[: Two

4. Project deadline. I am unaware that any specific pr·oject deadlines have
been w,ndated. Tlic schedule previously suggested by the Department of Engi-
neering projected land acquisition to be coniplete and construction to be initiated
by spring, 1982. As I have stated earlier, that may be an overly optimistic
schedule. It may not bo possible to corii.plete the land acquisition portion of
the project by spring should condormation proceedings become necessary.

44'

5. Present and proposed zoning. Present zoning is shown above in item one. 024,7,2

According to the Planning Department, that portion of the land which becoines
street ric:ht-of-wey will have no zoning. It was suggested that the land south
of the street right-of-way should probably be zoned E, light industrial.

Should you have questions or desire addi tional information, please advise.
At\

/ Wayh.'·'·d. Isaac
Fe*cal Aid Coordinator

WEI:sd

Attachment

j>.33 61
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THE CITY OF WICIIITA

OFFICE OF CITIZEN PARTICIPATION DATE October 22 . 1981 j

TO E.H. Denton, City Manager

FROM Stan Scott, Administrative Aide 111

& ilf.ti:

.i rt-,t

0(; 1 23 .21 1

t

1 fllc 4,

SUBJECT Murdock Realignment:
Cleveland to Wabash :Sihihi.A&

On Monday, October Igth, CPO Neighborhood Council "L" reviewed proposed changes  ...

in the Land Use Man for the McAdams Neighborhood related to the realignment of 
Murdock from Cleveland to Wabash. The Council voted 8-0 to reaffirm its March 17,
1980 conditional endorsement of the realignment of Murdock with the following
changes and additions: . p,+

(1) that access to the real igned Murdock at Wabash be retained;
Lild. ...... LU /11: 1/d, Igi,CU 1-1/1 U.L. UL W,11. U. 1...111.U9*41

4*&4 · (7- I vote):
that the City acquire parcel 3018-B, owned by John Dunn, at(3) 820 Cleveland (see attached map, green highlight);F.*31< .

'1%
that the City acquire parcels 303G and 303H at the northeast

corner of Cleveland and Murd=ck (see attached map, orange
highlight);
that the City acquire parcels 303M and 303N in the 800 block 41?1
of Cleveland to provide parking for the St. Matthew.C.M.E.
Church (see attached map, blue highlight);
that landscaping between the neighborhood and north side of -im
the realigned Murdock from Wabash to Cleveland be provided
in the-form of earth berms, shrubs and trees, and/or solid
wood fence, and that if addi tional right-of-way is needed
for the landscaping that it be acquired; and
that upon completion of the project, signalization be prov ided
at the new intersection of Murdock and Cleveland when needed, - T •1=
including a left turn signal from Murdock onto Cleveland. imme,kii-

(5)

(6)

(7)

After reviewing preliminary plans on March 17, 1980, CPO Council "1" voted 5-1 to

endorse the Murdock realignment, subject to the following:

(1) that the realigned Murdock run south of St. Matthew C.M. E.
Church and cross the northern edge of properties involved in

*233 2-2216;

(2) that access to Indiana and Ohio Streets from the realigned
Murdock be eliminated; and

(3) that property owners north of the realigned Murdock be
assessed none of the real ignment cost.

.%#F.'.r.*I. '. I :t k
'G'.>4-1/i.6 4.-4.'1

Council members were provided a map of the proposed realignment, a map illustrat-
ing those parcels needed for acquisition under the proposed realignment, and
background material on the realigninent issue. Approximately 25 area residents
were present to review the realignment plans and express their concerns. Residents

and property owners who had attended orevious·nectings were notified by mail and
door hancerr, were delivered [o property owners in the area bounded by 8th, Wobash,
Murdock, and Mathewson.

tplf.'

U.

-1,/"llm......,-'.,

% 1- 27'WF - d™ -·¢. .I.-V---/-.I..--I. ;
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S'Ud: Murdock Realignment 1.....'.-Il.'I'.-.-

E.H. Denton, City Manager · p.-
October 22, 1981 "imimp&1/
Page Two . -"126#1.1

Ken Kitchen, Housing and Economic Development, and Mike Lindebak, Department of
Engineering, were present to describe plans for the project and respond to
question5 from the public.

It was noted that the Murdock realignment was designed to create a buffer between
heavy industrial land uses (Christopher Steel) and the McAdams Neighborhood,
discourage industrial traffic through the residential neighborhood, and improve
transportation from the Canal Route to St. Francis Hospital and the industrial
corridor.

In voting to recommend that access to Wabash and Ohio Streets at the realigned
Murdock be retained, the Council acted in response to the opposition of those
McAdams residents and property owners in attendance. It should be noted that

the above recommendation is a change from the Council's action of March 17, 1980
and the design plan presented to the Council on October 19th.- Several Council
members indicated that they felt the proposed cul-de-sacs at the intersections
of Murdock at Wabsh, Ohio, and Indiana would buffer the McAdams Neighborhood
from the industrial land uses to the south, but that they would vote against two
of the three cul-de-sacs due to neighborhood opposition.

NE
In voting to recommend that the City acquire parcels 3018-B, 303G, and 303H,
the Council responded to concerns of residents and property owners who would

491 be left isolated between arterial streets and industrial land uses. The Council's

recorrmendat ion that parcels 303M and 303N be acquired to provide parking for the
St. Matthew C.M.E. Church was in response to the loss of on-street parking needed
by the church.

8©

Re .

The Council also addressed landscaping and traffic concerns of area residents.
In recommending that landscaping be provided along the north side of the realigned
Murdock from Cleveland to Wabash, the Council felt that landscaping in the form
of earth berms, shrubs and trees, and/or solid wood fence is needed to create the
buffer between the McAdams Neighborhood and the industrial land uses and new
arterial street to the south. The Council's recommendation to provide signaliza-
tion at the intersection of Murdock and Cleveland when needed, including a left

1,2. turn signal from Murdock onto Cleveland, was in response to neighborhood concerns Jilregarding future access to the McAdams Neighborhood with anticipated increases
In traffic volume on the realigned Murdock.

Members of the public also expresped the following concerns:

·6?*fly:41

La..4/1.,Olt. ./

(1) that the City should acquire all or a portion of properties
in the area bounded by Murdock, Wabash, 8th, and Cleveland;

(2) that the realignment would increase air and noise pollution;
(3) that there might be increased road vibrations; and
(4) that the realigned Murdockwould not benefit low-income residents

of the area.

You will find attached a map illustrating those parcels needed for acquisition for
the proposed realignment (yellow highlight) and parcels recommended for acquisi-
tion by CPO Council "L", and minutes of the October 17th meeting.

01*51

1 1
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E.H. Denton, City Manager
SUB: Murdock Realignment

October 22, 1981
Page Three

P.lease provide the Council '5 comments and recommendation to the City. Commission
when the realignment of Murdock is consi dered by the City Commission.

Stan Scott

Administrative Aide Ill

SS:mw

attachments

cc: Robert Finch, Deputy City Manager
v'Don Anderson, Di rector of Housing and Economic Development

Frank Smith, Housing Development Director
Ken Ki tchen, Downtown Develop,:tent Di rector
Wayne isaac, Federal Aid Coordinator

Mike Lindebak, Program Development Engineer

Larry Henry, Right-of-Way and Estimating Engineer

y

Ray Bruggeman, Director of Engineering

Steve Lackey, Pavement Design Engineer
Bill McKinley, Traffic Engineer
Robert Lakin, Director of Planning

it Bill Stockwell, Chief Planner

6 2
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CITIZEN PARMCIPATICN ORGANIZATICN
NEIGHBDICEOD COLNCIL AREA 'U'

CPO Council Area 'L"

Enutes - Page 2
Monday, October 19, 1981

'-: .It·-AkiUi/6.22.*.,20,s

Minutes

knday, October 19, 1981

The regular meeting of CPO Neighborhood Council Ana 'L" ,ms held in
the Board Rocrn, first floor of City Hall, 455 North Main.

DISCUSSION OF DEVE[OPMENI PRCPOSAL: NORm[EAST 00RXER OF CENTRAL & WACO cont.
The Council expressed their appreciation to Mr. Woodard for bringing the
proposal before the Council for comnent, thus alloKing the Council an
opporlunity to provide a roccmnendation to the Redeveloment and
Rehabilitation Board and City Cannission for their consideration.

Akebers Present
44

Barbara Bradley
St™3 Dechant

Ken Grvtewiel

}bard Hoy
' Merle Ihnlove

Wendy Perkins
R.T. Schleiter

Lizzie Sutton
Connie Winn

AA Others Present

5 1 Florine Buckley, 1310 E. Murdock
2 Douglas L. Blue, 830 Wabash

Victor R. Flickinger, atristopher
Steel

Lynn Woodard, 843 Wiley
Iarlata James, 825 Ohio
Ben 1hrtin. Council '•K"

Others Present oont.

Mr. & Mrs. John amn, 820 Cleveland
Mary Wyatt, 813 N. Cleveland
Catherine Burns, 902 Wabash
Rev. Robert L. Ilolt, 811 Cleveland :
P.D. Inggins, 1938 N. Spruce
Jesse Bul·Kin, 2320 Shadybrook
Mr. & Mrs. Kenneth MeLean, 1301 Cleveland
C.J. Taylor, 728 Cleveland
Luther Gunn. 829 Cleveland
Rwra Smith, 677 *tathewson

Marvin Pl,illips, 145(3 ,·!:idison
Ehierta Julian, 1447 Madison
Mr. & Mrs. Jaris Snell, 2631 N. Estelle
Ken Kitchen, City of Wichita
Mike Lindebak, City of Wichita

. by anizperson Steve Dechant. 1The meeting was called to order at 7:01 p.m

SEOUN'ARIAT AGFX[n

1. DISCUSSION OF REALIM,E,r OF MURDOCK, CIEVEIAND U WABASH

Council nrchers noted that on Tuesday, October 27th, the City Catmission
will reviav chances in the I.and Use Plan for the McAdarrs Neighborhood
related to the realj ovrnt of third/k fran Cleveland to Wabash to nnke a
nom direct connection to the Cu,al Route ( I-135) and 9th Street. Council
mnibers wei·e pinvided n trap of the proposed realignment, a Imp illustrating
those parcel s nixx!ed for acquisition der the3 proposed realignment, and
background imterial on the realignment issue.

CIO staff noted that on thrch 17, 1980, CIO Council "L" roted 5-1 (IIoy
op;used) to endorse the realiginrnt of Murd,ck subject to the' follaving:
that the realimied Abrdock run south of St. Mathew C. M.E. Church and cross
the northern edi:e of properties involved in 2-2216; that access to Indiana
and Omo Strect.s from the realitmed Murdock be eliminated; and that property
ouners north of the reali Fied Murdock be assessed none of the cost of re-
al *Ii:nt.

Ken Ki tct,en, D?partmeit of ibus ing and Economic Development. and Mike
Lindebak, Deparinrnt of mfrincering, were present to describe plans for
the project and respond to questions from the public.

Abtion by Schleiter (Sutton) that the October 5th minutes be approved as
written. 1btion carried 7-0.

Br-.ley present.

Winn present.

PtIBLIC ACINDA

1. DISCUSSION OF IEVECIPMENr PROPOSAL: NEHEAST 00RNER OF CENIRAL & WACO

32
Lynn Woodard, American Real Estate Analysts, Inc., wes present to describe
his proposal for a two story office building northeast of Central and Waco.
Mr. Woodard indicated that the building nould be paid without public

343 finay /ial assistance, muld be sold as concbminiwi office space, and be
; 0% occupied by professional offices. Mr. Woodard stated that as nrany of the
4ikl ,existing t.·ees as possible mild be retained and the property landscaped

· .with earth terms. It uns noted that the oti:er proposals included a park-
371 inc garage and a now jail facility.

fbtion by Manlove (Schleiter) that GO Council "L" endorse the proposal by
 American Real Estate Analysts, Inc. for developnont of the northeast corner

of Central and Waco. Motion carried 9-0

4«14

It was noted that the Murchock realignment ims designed to create a buffer
betu·oen heavy indilstrial land uses (Christopher Steel) and the M.Adall
Neighborhood, discourage industrial traffic through the residential neighbor-
hood, and inzpnove transportation from the Canal Route to St. F'rancis Hospital
and the industrial corridor.

John Dunn, 820 Cleveland, appeared before the Council an illustrated that
his property was not one of me propert ies pl anned for acquisition, but that
hls property Nould be surrounded on three sides by eithd zoad.vays or
industrial land use. Dunn described the problers of industrial truck traffic
near their house.

Florine Buckley, 1310 East Murchck, addressed the Council concerning the
problems of truck traffic cracking her foundition and that her property
(parcel 303 G) would be surrounded by streets and industrial use of her
property wns not acquired.

Reverend Robert Holt, St. mtthew C. M. E. alurch, appeared before the Council
to speak in opposition to the cutting off of Indiana, Ohio, and Wobash
Streets. Holt stated he felt the people of his congregation should not
have to suffer any inconveniences.

'jo

i
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21 CPO Colmcil Area "U'

Minutes - Page 3
Monday, October 19, 1981

11
DISCUSSION OF REALIGFUNT OF MURDOCK, aEVELAND To WABASH cont.

/ In response to a question from Council member Grotewiel regarding mrking
4 for the church, Rev. Holt stated that he felt that parking for the church
 should be part of the solution.
11 Ben Martin. Council "K", suggested that the City acquire the ptgerty south
 and west of the cliurch for a park.

Dechant asked if there svuld be any change in the amount of road vibration
1. with the ne# street construction. Lindebik stated that there is less road
1 vibration with smooth pavom/t and noted that the Murdock realimunont

the ease.

t,ould inter=sect Cleveland further south of the church than is currently

 Ben Martin. Council "10*. stated that Council '·r' was opposed to the realign-
ment because of air and noise pollution and that the pmject nould not be
a benefit to the low-ineom, residents in the area. Pkirtin said th:it instead
of using (I[]G funds for property acquisition, that they should bc used to ,
rehabilitate existing housing units.

 Council •=ber Boy ext,ressed opposition to closing streets at Murdock, and
questioncd the need for additional property by Christopher Steel north "

1 Mu·dock hon arrangemmts Welu Macie to direct awistori··or Steel expansion
9{ to the south.
yt

Several residents spoke in support of the City acquiring all property south
o of 8th Strit to I.brdock between Wabash ruld Cleveland. Douglas Blue, 830

Wabash, stated he uns opposed to that type of acquisition. Council cuber
* Bradley noted that she Wubted if there were funds available for anyuhcre

near that armunt of acquisition.

4' ' Winn excused.

CPO (buncil Area 'U'
Minutes - Page 4
Monday, October 19, 1981

DISCSION OF REALIGIMENTOF M[]RDO<X, aEVELAND TO WABASH cent.

Mci#crs of the public present indicated that they supported keeping Chio
and Wabash open at Murdock. Bradley noted that 'No Truck Traffic" signs
would not prevent truck traffic in the area, but that she would vote for
the amendo.nt due to citizen support.

Iloy' s dineitan.nt carried 7-1 (Dechant).

Motion by amend by Gnotewiel (Bradley) that the original motion be emended
to include the following:

(1) that upon corrpletion of the project that signalization be provided at
the nov intersection of Murdock and Cleveland when needed, including
a left turn signal firm Murdock onto Cleveland: and

(2) that landscaping beteen the neighborhood and the north side of the
realinned Murdock fran Wabash to Cleveland be provided in the fom
of earth bermi, shrubs and trees, and/or a solid wood fence, and that
i f addition:11 rifilit.-of-uny is needed for this landscaping that it be
acquired.

Groteviers amentbnent carried 8-0.

Origin:,1 notion carried 8-0.

COUNCIL AGIDDA

1. STA'IUS ROORIS 2%822'

Staff reported that CPO Council "E" will consider plans to construct anew itft?
fire station in Lincoln Park. *49.

Staff Presented Chairpenson Dechant a copy of the sonary of CPO Council 2,1 16
recomnendations regarding the 1982-87 Copital Inprovcment Program and sign i,<:'*

, ordinance arlendnents. . 32 :i

Jbtion by Grotewiel (Bradley) that the Oouncil close off public discussion.
Motion carried 9-0. ., ANNOCUMN& . 0%'

Motion by Bradley (Grotewiel) that CPO Council '71' reaffirm its action of
The Chuncil noted that the &11 All Council eting will be held in the Boar•»Gut

March 17, 19SO (when the Oouncil endorsed the realignment of Murdock subject
Room, first floor of City Hall at 6:45 p.m. on Tuesday, October 27th.

to the realigned 1.!Irdock running south of St. Matthew C.M.E. Church, ·crossing
the northern edge of properties involved in Z-2216, the closing of access to

The Council noted the A-95 Review for the Retired Senior Volunteer Program.
Indiana and Ohio Streets from the realigned Abrdock, and that property miem
north of the realigned Murdock be assessed none of the cost of realignment)

OFF-'Il[GAGENDA ITEM

&21

wirn Me zoilowing enaliges: Cotmcil mofrter Bradley complained that trucks frequently ignored truck bans
(1) that access to the realigned Murdock at Wabash be retained;

on Park Blues., especially in the Riverside Park area.
, (2) that the City acquire the property at 820 Cleveland (parcel 301843,

owned by Mr. John Dunn);
There being no further business, the neeting =s adjourned at 9:45 p.m.

(3) that the City acquire parcels 303 M and N in the SOC) block of Cleveland Respectfully sulxnitted,
to provide parking for the St. Matthew C.M.E. Church;

(4) that the City acquire parcels 303 G and H at the northeast corner of
Cleveland and Murdock.

f Stan Scott

Blition to nny•nd liv liny (Sultin) that. hint Cnli iril Irt ton Alita 1,0
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY DATE

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT November 30, 1981

The Honorable Board of City Commissioners
TO (through E. H. Denton, City Manager)

FROM Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

SUBJECT Agenda Item for Meeting of December 8, 1981--Amendment to
Urban Renewal Land Use Plan for McAdams Neighborhood

On November 3, 1981, the Board of City Commissioners voted
to refer a proposed amendment of the Urban Renewal Land
Use Plan for McAdams Neighborhood (Murdock Avenue Realignment)
to the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission for a finding of
conformance.

The Planning Commission discussed this and entertained public
comment at their regular meeting November 19, 1981. The

Commission voted unanimously that the proposed amendment was
in conformance with the Comprehensive Plan and recommended
that Parcels G and H, Lot 303, being in the northwest corner
of Cleveland and Murdock be purchased for disposition in
industrial land use. In making their motion the Planning
Commission also requested that consideration be given to the
acquisition of the remaining houses south of the Church on
Cleveland in Block 303, and the remaining re. idences in
Block 301, east of Cleveland and south of the right-of-way.

£46 434
- Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

RAL:PTF:vn

Attachment: Notes of November 19, 1981 Planning Commission Meeting
referencing the above subject.

cc: Don Anderson, Director of Housing and Economic Development,
City of Wichita

4&*22**0:ma,#6/40221$12*4%'IRGRI.:2%21'en"·,3,. ·1 ·· ·
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1

14. Case No. DR 78-9 - Amendment to the Urban Renewal Land Use
Plan for McAdams Neighborhood to include realignment of
Murdock Street.

1.1

77192#tz<1 LakiN stated that this item was referred to the Planning Commission
89933] by the City Commission. The MAPC was asked to consider a change in

I the Urban Renewal Land Use Plan for the McAdams Neighbor.lood. He

-i said that the change essentially accommodates a realignment of
1 Murdock Street, an issue that was before the Planning Commission
] and the City Commission last year. LAKIN related the history of1 · the realignment proposal for the benefit of the Commissioners who
i were not on the MAPC a year ago. He said that a zone case raised
1 questions concerning land use along Murdock. As a result of

J.1 several discussions, the Planning Commission asked staff to develop
I alternatives which resolve the questions. The alternative that

seemed to make the most sense at that time, and which was pursued,
1 was a realignment of Murdock which would separate the industrial/1 use to the south and the residential uses to the north. Subsequently,

,„42,-1:/ the alternatives were submitted to the Planning Commission, theyselected a specific alignment, and this recommendation was sent tofaf1 the City Commission. The City Commission concurred with the MAPC' s
reconmendation. The Murdock realignment was placed in the City's

111111074] Capital Improvement Program.
LAKIN said that in his judgment changes in land use on the south

1 side of Murdock are telatively minor. He said that two isolated

3 parcels on the northwest corner of Cleveland and Murdock were not
included in the acquisition proposal. Staff would encourage the
Planning Commission to support the acquisition of those two parcels
in their recommendation to the City Commission. Staff believes that

the proposed amendment is in conformance with the Comprehensive .Plan
Staff further believes that the Murdock realignment project corre-
sponds with the action of the governing body and this Planning

9 ' Commission over a year ago. LAKIN said that a number of people
appeared at the City Commission meeting on November 3, 1981. At

that meeting, the' City Commission indicated that individuals should
voice their concerns to the Planning Commission.

.......·.

LAKIN stated that over a year ago there were hearings held before
CPO "L". This project is located in Area "L". CPO "L" did recommend

approval of the realignment and the proposed land use and zoning
change.

GARDNER asked if there were any conflicts with other City departments
concerning the Planning Staff' s recommendation that parcels "G" and
"H" in Lot 303, northwest corner of Cleveland and Murdock, be
purchased for disposition in industrial use. LAKIN said no, he did
not believe there was any conflict.

%34«282214
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Lillian McLEAN, 1301 Cleveland, pointed out that she owned property
in the 800 block on Cleveland. She said that she represented Mr.
and Mrs. Dunn who live in the 800 block on Cleveland, across the

street from her property. McLEAN·said that it was proposed to
purchase one house on the east side of the street. The house next

to it is the Dunn's residence. They would like to be moved out
because the realignment will bring the street closer to their home.
They will be the only ones left in the block which makes it an
undesirable place to live. They are very hard working poor people
who have been trying to improve their home. The traffic has been so
great since the turn-off was put in, that no one in the neighborhood
has felt any great need to fight about moving. They ·felt if they were .9-29;94

Af'©&0'not moved, the traffic itself would move them. She pointed out that 9744*
the owner of the land where the businesses are located on Murdock 72
does not object to the alignment nor do the people on Cleveland.. ·*#es=h

Reverend Robert HOLT, pastor of St. Matthew CME Church, 841 Cleveland,
stated that he does not oppose the realignment, but does have some
concerns. He said that he would not like to see the area destroyed
and some families isolated. It would not be a very acceptable place

live if all of the other properties are removed from around those
who would be left. The traffic pattern is a great concern.

f When he sits in the office of the Church and the large trucks roll
 past he can feel the whole foundation shake. Reverend HOLT said that
:IMi, the members chose not to sell St. Matthew Church. The reason is that 4

the current construction costs to rebuild the church in like kind and

*/. quality would be $860,000, and the church members did not feel that
f**12 the City was going to give them $860,000 for their property. Reverend

HOLT said that they did not want to see Christopher Steel Compani in
11 their back yard and this plan would alleviate that.

He said that area residents and property owners have never seen a
GE¢E,· 1 feasibility study as to how the altered traffic flow will affect

1 homeowners in the area. He noted at the CPO meeting the word
"community development" was taken out of references to the project.

.:4dal

Frank SMITH, Housing Development Director, btated that the CPO
Council has supported the realignment on two separate occasions.
The only objections that have been registered are related to the
amount. of land to be acquired for the project. To date, a minimum

of land acquisition has been requested. Only land necessary for the
realignment of Murdock has been considered. He said that both Mr.

ili Kitchen and he would support the additional acquisition of the two
parcels on Murdock.

BAYOUTH asked SMITH which alternative was recommended. SMITH said

Alternate A2 with transitions back to Murdock east of Ohio, was
selected. (LAKIN noted it was A4 as approved by the MAPC and BCC.)

7..3 Of'r :_ -.. .i tj3(7» -  r V  43*Vjp*for=*frl -1 -mi]47,4*
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A community is not being. developed when houses are being torn down
without any plan to replace housing.

t.:PJ
Furthermore, Reverend HOLT stated that he was concerned with the
loss of parking. St. Matthew Church has 700 members. The City code
says that the Church must have one on-street or off-street parking
space for every five members of the Church. With the proposed

plan, parking would be restricted on Cleveland. He made a recommend-

ation to the CPO that the two properties immediately south of St.
, Matthew be acquired in this plan and developed as a City parking lot

and St. Matthew parishioners be given access to it.

LOFTON asked if there were only two houses left on Cleveland between
the road and the Church. Reverend HOLT said yes. --9.:

tf

qI Lorraine BUCKLEY, 1310 East Murdock, stated that she was the only
resident that lives on Murdock between Cleveland and west to the

11 brianas;; 1:W :21tPt:se dhhltltick:Yature ld
said that with all of the vibration damage from the traf fic and the

1111111Bt trucks, she would soon have to do some remodeling. Every time the
L

734 trucks pass her house her TV flickers. BUCKLEY said that she would
like to know if the City plans to buy the two houses on the northwest i./. ill

4'.: corner of Murdock and Cleveland.

GARDNER stated that he believed that it was the staff' s recommendation S.that the two houses be included in the acquisition.

€*,littaR,,. KITCHEN commented that Mrs. Buckley would be landlocked if Cleveland
was vacated.

.

Ben MARTIN stated that he represented the citizens in the northeast
quadrant through the Human Resources Board, and also CPO Area "K".
He requested a copy of the Murdock realignment project being considered
by the Planning Commission. He said that he was present at the neigh-
borhood area meeting which formulated various recommendations. He

was not sure those recommendations corresponded with what was being
presented today. He was sure that the neighborhood council did not
want some of the street closings that were being proposed today.
MARTINS said that he would like to know the amount of funds that
would be used for the realignment of Murdock and the method of
funding. He also requested a legal opinion concerning the environ-
mental effects on the neighborhood which would result from this
project. He requested an assurance that the citizens that are left
in the area will not suffer the same housing damages from heavy
traffic as those people now living by the street as currently aligned.
He said that with this project the traffic would automatically increase,
especially heavy truck traffic and traffic from downtown employees who
would use the realigned street for fast access onto the freeway. He

*§5.r : '6' .
,
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He asked for assurance that there would not be noise pollution or
air pollution from the heavy truck and automobile traffic. MARTIN
said that at the neighborhood council meeting there was nothing to
ensure that the whole community was involved in the planning of the
realignment of Murdock. He stated that there were concerns that the
project would divide the community. He pointed out that businesses
will be affected along Murdock. The owner of the body shop on
Murdock has voiced concern about the closing of the street. MARTIN

pointed out that there was concern over the possibility of decreased
property values. He pointed out the danger to the children in the
area due to increased traffic. MARTIN pointed out that there was
concern over the possibility of decreased property values. He

pointed out the danger to the children in the area due to increased
traffic. MARTIN stated for the record that the realignment of
Murdock was opposed because it would not benefit the neighborhood
as a whole. The use of CDBG funds to subsidize industry was also
opposed. The proposal would not benefit the area, but would benefit
industry and those desiring quick access to the downtown area. He

stated that CPO Area "K" also opposed any change that would affect
the citizens in the Area "K" district, and permit or encourage the
encroachment of industries into that area. He mentioned that federal

CDBG funds were obtained under the pretense of upgrading the community
with infill of new homes, and rehabilitation. It appears that the
purpose of the project is not to maintain the area as a residential
area, but to permit the dehabilitation of the community. He asked

that the Commission deny the realignment of Murdock.

muke.

GARDNER remarked that MARTIN stated that he was a representative from
CPO Council Area "K". He asked if they voted formally on the project.
If so, he requested that MARTIN present their recommendations today.

MARTIN said that it was correct that he represented Area "K". He

said that some of the requests, he mentioned are from Area "K" Council.

GARDNER asked for the western boundary of Area "K". MARTIN said it
was Hydraulic. GARDNER said that this project was not in Area "K",
and that it appears that MARTIN and the Area "K" Council were addressing 
a proi 2ct that was outside their designated area. He said that the
Planning Commission does have a recommendation from Area "L" which is

the area in which this project is located. Area "L" Council recommends approval.

.b

BAYOUTH commented that he had not heard any opposition from the area 4
residents on the realignment. He had to disagree with MARTIN' s as to k
the effects on the neighborhood. He felt that the realignment was a
major step in protecting the neighborhood, not creating problems as p
stated by MARTIN.

MARTIN said his concern was for the citizens that would be left

isolated in the area in the event of the projects approval.

rLI
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GARDNER said that as a point of information, the Planning Commission
has had several hearings on the proposal over a substantial period
of time. He continued that many of those present today have attended
the meetings while MARTIN has not. GARDNER said that it has

become apparent to this Board, in listening to the neighbors. from
the immediate area, that residents have on several occasions taken

the opportunity to express their concerns regarding the project.
Residents worked rather closely with staff in developing elements of
this proposal to accommodate their specific needs and situations.
He said that he understood that Martin was speaking for a broader
neighborhood group. He believed that it was important to point out

that MARTIN's lack of previous participation in that process probably
prevented him from acquiring an understanding of the proposal that
others have.

MARTIN stated that he attended the last neighborhood council Area "L"
meeting. It appeared to him that even the few citizens that were
present had not been part of the planning process.

b**1

a

GARDNER said that it was critical to point out that there is a fairly
high level of concurrence among affected residents on this proposal.
He said that he was somewhat disturbed by MARTIN's statement that
the balance of the community was not a part of planning for the

project. That certainly has not been the indication.in previous

hearings and in what is being said here today.

MARTIN said that he would be glad to circulate a petition to assure
the Commission that citizens in the area are opposed to the re-

alignment.

i

-

Reverent HOLT stated that he was in attendance at the CPO Area "L"

meeting of Octboer 19. In defense of MARTIN, he stated that the

people there did voice a concern regarding the blocking of Ohio,
Indiana, and Wabash. It was generally agreed that that was the ..
most viable option and that it would keep Christopher Steel from .1

coming any closer to the residential area. Residents did not like :&*:C . ··23
closing the streets, but it was the most viable option. He said -*04: 124.

that he was a representative of a number of people who live in that 1*2441-
area--members of his church. Their main concern is that this Board 1,»...
does not find it necessary to isolate people in that area and landlock
them. The general consensus in that area is that residents would not

17424 I

be opposed to the project. 1*420 -

GARDNER said that he appreciated Reverend HOLT's remarks and that he
had very eloquently stated that the proposal was in many ways a
compromise, not necessarily ideal, but apparently the most workable
option. He said that Reverand HOLTs remarks concerning isolation of
residents and the need to segregate industry from the residential area
were also well taken. Although closing of some of the streets may
not be totally ideal, in some respects it would provide benefits.

f#«
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Jonella SNOWDEN, owner of property at 831 Ihdiana, said that she was
uncertain as to how far from her property the realigned street will
be located. She asked if the project will have any bearing on the
property she owns?

LAKIN pointed out that the acquisition schedule shows three properties
on the east side of Indiana, and the north edge of the street right-
of-way is proposed to be on land currently owned by Christopher.

BAYOUTH asked LAKIN to point out exactly which houses would be
purchased or recommended for purchase.

LAKIN commented on the houses between the road and the Church. He .

said that it was the staff's view, that when they originally con-
sidered the proposal no property should be acquired other than that
which was needed for the roadway and/or which would have been isolated.
Other property east of the proposed acquisitions would be adequately
taken care of by the marketplace.

24<

AU...

?5%55%¥{

LAKIN continued that staff did send to the Planning Commission copies
of the action from CPO "L" meetings of March 1980 and October 1981,
in which they voted 5-1 to recommend closing the streets. Planning

staff had also been provided an October memorandum in which CPO "L"
expressed concern about the acquisition of additional property. LAKIN
added that at this point, either they have a viable ·project or they
don't. If they don't accept this project, which he felt improved a
number of environmental conditions, they will retain existing
conditions. Murdock as currently aligned results in very awkward
turning movements, traffic exiting and stopping in front of the
Church rather than on relocated ramps, old pavement that transmits
the vibration and shock, and a lot more stop and go movement and
changing of gears. This type of situation produces more problems
of air quality than the proposed realignment which would smooth out
the traffic flow. There will be some additional air pollution because -1/

of additional traffic. It has been shown, however, in case after case
that the benefits of smoothing out the flow of traffic will conteract
the problems arising from the relatively small increase in volume. .Et
After checking the record, it would appear that something like one point
two million dollars has been spent in the McAdams area on housing,
emergency grants, CDBG grants, deferred loans, 312 loans, direct loans,
commercial loans, mortgage revenue grants, etc. None of that has been

towards right-of-way. There has been a substantial community investment
in this area relative to the businesses and housing. The record should

show that there has been a lot of rehabilitation activity in the area.

LOFTON commented that he understood LAKIN's point, but disagreed with
what he said concerning what was going to happen on the east side of
Cleveland Street. He did not see industry, unless it was Christopher,
having any interest in that property at all. He said that he knew

from experience that there is a lot of property in better locations.
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Industry does not have any interest in that property because the Church
is sitting right down the street. He said that he could certainly
understand MARTIN's standpoint, but would have to agree that what has
been done is probably in the best interest of the community. He
felt that closing Indiana and Ohio would be better for the community.
He also understood that part of this is being done at the request of
Mr. CHRISTOPHER. He felt that the Commission was taking the right
approach in correcting the problem.

Ernestine SMITH, stated that most of the property in the area was
rental property. There are not many people living in the area who
would have to be placed (by the City) in another home.

MOTION: That the Planning Commission finds the
proposed amendment to the Urban Renewal Land Use
Plan to be in conformance with the Comprehensive
Plan, and recommends that Parcels G and H, Lot 303,
being the northwest corner of Cleveland and Murdock,
be purchased for disposition in industrial land use;
and that consideration be given to the acquisition
of the remaining houses south of the Church on
Cleveland in Block 303 and the remaining residences
in Block 301, east side of Cleveland south of the
right-of-way. LOFTON moved, JONES seconded and the
motion carried unanimously. MARTENS was not present.
Chisholm was absent.

'4
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URBAN DEVELOPMENT ACTION GRANT

APPLICATION

McADAMS NEIGHBORHOOD REVITALIZATION PROGRAM
WICHITA, KANSAS

prepared by the Urban Renewal Agency
for the City of Wichita, Kansas

April 5, 1978
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FEDERAL ASSISTANCE 2. APPLI

CANT'S

1. 116 0 PREAPPLICATION APPU-

ACTION [3 APPLICATION
CATION

tur £ NOTIFICATION OF INTENT (Opt) Lia.
, ¤ REPORT OF FEDOUL ACHON Ba,•4

4. LEGAL AFPUCANT/RECIPIENT

i. t· UMBER

b. DAN

}'.ar -0.11. de.

19

ial NO 29-RO218

3. STATE i. NUMBER

APPUCA·

TION

IDENB b. DATE Yi

FIll ASSIGNED 19

5. FEDERAL EMPLOYER IDENTIFICATION NO.

..Appliantligme City of Wichita, Kansas
b. organization Unit Urban Renewal Agency
.stmup.o. 00, Ci:ty Hall, 2nd Floors 455 No. Main
d. (14 Wichita . c.* : Sedgwi ck
f. Stat. Kansas . zip w.: 67202

i. Contlet Person (Nom. Kenneth H. Ki tchen
2 .00'.Pbon. NO.} : (316) 268-4381
3 7. TITLE AND DESCRIPHON OF APPLICANT'S PROJECT

48-6000-653

i. NUMBER 111.1111 :32.
A D. TmE

Community Development
¥ 1/"4

catalog) Block Grant Program -
Urban Development Action

1. TYPE OF APPLICANT/RECIPIENT brant ,:

m
H-Communit, Action Ag,ng -

·56-·fl 1- Hi,her Educational:n;titutle,1der
J-Indian TrieeR McAdams Neighborhood Revitalization Program oist,Ict 1(ON (Specfy): '

1

| Neighborhood revitalization - housing 6- Puroosi E.10, approp,(01, 1,:2- Ir
F-School 01,91/

rehabilitation, constructions site improvements,
. industrial development. 9. TYPE OF ASSISTANCE r

A-Maic GrInt D-In.... . 18 B.Supplim'til Grant E-Oth•r -lm., ®El*gal:em . C-l-

 10. AREA OF PROJECT IMPACT (Namd,of Weia, cown:£,. 1 &iNVMONS 12. TYPE OF APPLICATION I :
Staul, 01..) A.N- C.Re'i:lon E-Aulment:tion i

BENEFJIG B.41,MI D-Continuatio"

Wichita, Kansas 1800 2 / r approp•{al 1/I r I g 1
11%
44

Ng

13. PROPOSED FUNDING 14. CONGRESSIONAL DtSTRICTS OF: :5. TYPE OF CHANGE (Forl'cor 121 -:

.. UDAG : 6,550,160 .co- a. APPUCANT b. PROJECT
A-Incnis, Doilirs F-Other (Sprof,): ,
0-0*creise Dollils
C-Ing,. Dulation
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  The economic developmet and housing elements of the Community DevelopmetPART II €9 3.

URBAN DEVELOPMENT ACTION PROGRAM

Economic Development & Housing Strategy

Program of the City of Wichita, Kansas are not available at the present
time. These elements will not be completed until after the final
regulations on Community Development Block Grants have been issued.
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Project -Synopsis

Project Name

McAdams Neighborhood Revitalization Program.

Project Objectives

Rehabilitate and revitalize a deteriorated neighborhood within the City
of Wichita, increase the community tax base and employment opportunities
through industrial development, provide standard, low cost housing for
the area's low inceme residents.

Project Description

The McAdams project involves a comprehensive approach to neighborhood
revitalization, in terms of both residential rehabilitation and economic
development. The program is designed to:

Rehabilitate existing housing

Initiate new housing construction

Remove blighting influences and conditions

Eliminate industrial/residential conflicts

Provide site improvements and other public amenities

Promote economic development and employment opportunities

Increase community tax base

Provide substantial minority participation in :

Home ownership

Employment opportunities

Utilization of existing and proposed Community Development programs
and other City programs and services.

Project Area

The McAdams Neighborhood is bounded on the north by Thirteenth Street, on
the south by Central Avenues on the east by Interstate 135, and on the
west by the Santa Fe, Atchison and Topeka railroad tracks. The project
site covers approximately 376 acres.

..

r

/ 4.4



:mi;

-l ?fl

·467? ;·

i

*66- I- m#Fl

44=

fery# 2

€,·.,fif?>'5?;'

Project Cost

$24,334,630 ($6,750,160 UDAG)

Project Starting D.te

June, 1978. Major project activities will begin upon UDAG award
Project Duration

Four year project duration (1978-1982).
Ongoing private investment in the project area following project completion

1 222}
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Goals and Objectives

Residential Land Use

94*
Goal: Maintain a viable residential environment in the McAdams area

that offers a ranae of hn:Kina tvreq tn quit the r,Aprio nf tho
ir994% .

neighborhood residents.

Objectives: Rehabilitate existing residential structures where economically
feasible to do so.

Provide subsidized housing for low income families.

Provide for removal of obsolete or dilapidated residential structures
that have a blighting influence on surrounding residential uses.

Provide for removal of housing in areas not suitable or incom-
patiable for residential living.

# **222 ·3't ?.i.?LJ'<E e:341·1·21'VP,€01194*'182'0'1i ;,f keyi:,fi:*4·845& Encourage new housing construction that will provide housing
opportunities for low and moderate income persons.

Increase home ownership as a method for improving neighborhood
stability.

#741#
1131%2/Jill

69*A '

5,24 1
8*0 1

area.

Upgrade and maintain public facilities and amenities that contribute        -
. to the image of McAdams Neighborhood as a desirable residential

Actions: Utilize housing grants and loans to rehabilitate the existing
housing stock.

Clear all housing located in areas zoned for industrial use.

Relocate all standard housing removed from industrial zones to 1 91//

vacant lots within the residential portion of the neighborhood. 4.
2.,

Construct public housing units for the elderly and handi capped

facilities :924· '

within close proximity to neighborhood commercial facilities,
public transit, and other public amenities. £--

Acquire vacant lots in the neighborhoods to be land banked for new
residential construction and expansion of public and semi-public

Construct new housing units c. vacant lots in the residential
portion of the neighborhood.

Initiate a Section 8 Substantial Rehabilitation program for the
purpose of Froviding standard housing for low income residents.

I./.-L
i-li



Acquire tenant occupied structures for a homesteading program
that will encourage home ownership and housing rehabilitation. 90'llek

Acquire, rehabilitate and sell tenant occupied structures for
home ownership.

Acquire and clear dilapidated residential structures scattered
throughout the neighborhood.

Initiate a concentrated code enforcement program in conjunction
4&

with available housing rehabilitation programs.

Protect the residential integrity of the neighborhood by
rezoning Ninth Street and Eleventh Street for residential
use.

L
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Commercial Land Use

Goal: Encourage commercial development in designated areas that is
attractively designed and compatible with surrounding residential
uses.

Objectives: Encourage concentrated commercial activities rather than strip
or spot commercial developments.

Clear obsolete and dilapidated commercial buildings, particularly
those that are scattered throughout the neighborhood.

Promote rehabilitation of commercial structures in designated
commercial areas.

Provide commercial activities that will service the needs of

neighborhood residents.

Actions: . Provide SBA 502 and 7A loans to upgrade the commercial area at
Ninth and Cleveland and along Thirteenth Street.

Provide site improvements at Ninth and Cleveland area, including
sidewalks, landscaping, benches and lighting.

Relocate viable commercial activities to the Ninth and Cleveland
.: center or along Thirteenth Street.

Clear obsolete, vacant and non-conforming commercial structures
scattered throughout the neighborhood.

244
Initiate uniform building code enforcement for commercial
activities within the neighborhood.

Encourage use of landscaping, screening and signing that will
impt,ve the appearance of commercial areas and provide buffers
to adjacent resi dential uses.
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Industrial Land Use

Goal: Encourage industrial development and/or expansion that is well
designed and compatible with the environment in areas designated
for industrial use.

Objectives: Encourage rehabilitation of deteriorated industrial properties.

Promote consolidation of scattered industrial holdings so as to
minimize conflicts with residential uses.

Provide an improved transportation network within industrial areas
in order to minimize use of residential streets for industrial

traffic.

Encourage expansion of existing industries in order to provide
employment opportunities.

Provide for the removal of obsolete and dilapidated industrial
uses.

Provide for buffering of industrial uses from surrounding residential
uses.

Actions: Acquire and consolidate vacant lots within the industrial zone for
expansion of existing industrial uses.

Acquire and clear all residential lots in the industrial zone.

Provide SBA 502 and 7A loans for industrial rehabilitation,

expansion and new development.

Pave Washington Avenue in order to provide an improved industrial
traffic route in the neighborhood.

Initiate an ordinance prohibiting industrial traffic on residential
streets in the neighborhood.

Provide for screening of industrial uses from residential uses
(fencing, landscaping), principally along the alley between
Washington and Wabash, and along Murdock Avenue.

Encourage on-the-job training programs with industries in the neigh-
borhood.

Prevent intrusions of industrial uses into the residential portion of
the neighborhood by maintaining existing zoning patterns.

Encourage uniform building code enforcement in industrial areas.
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Public Land Use

4
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Goal: Provide for adequate parks, cultural/educational facilities,
streets, sidewalks and other public improvements to service
neighborhood residents and to contribute to the image of the
neighborhood as a desirable residential area.

Objectives: Utilize open space areas to provide a buffer between residential
and less compatible land uses.

Provide for recreational facilities within the neighborhood to
accommodate the needs of small children and the elderly.

Encourage continued use of existing public facilities for cultural/
educational programs.

Provide for adequate day care services within the neighborhood.

Provide for maintenance of residential streets, sidewalks and
adequate street lighting.

Actions: Develop a mini-park within the neighborood, incorporating
passive recreation facilities for the elderly.

Establish a day care center to service neighborhood residents. This
'activity may be incorporated as a function of an existing facility
such as Dunbar School.

Develop a bike path/green strip along I-35.

Provide expansion space for Dunbar School and Phyllis Wheatley
Children's Home where necessary.

Pave all dirt streets and upgrade existing paved streets where
necessary.

Repair and construct sidewalks, curb and gutter where necessary.

Plant street trees where needed.

Conduct a clean-up program including trash removal, tree
trimming, mowing vacant lots, alley maintenance and insect
control.

'44 2-1
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Project Activities

The McAdams Neighborhood Revitalization Program involves a comprehensive
approach to rehabilitating a deteriorated neighborhood. The program is
designed to stimulate economic development and employment through industrial
expansion, rehabilitate existing housing, stimulate new housing construction,
and upgrade the aesthetic quality of the neighborhood.

Economic Development

One of the assets of the neighborhood is its close proximity to the downtown
and Central Industrial Corridor employment areas. A major objective of the
program is to capitalize on this asset by stimulating industrial growth and
employment opportunities. A portion of the neighborhood is developed for
industrial use; there is potential for expansion and growth within this
industrial area. Industrial expansion that will not conflict with the
neighborhood's residential district will be encouraged through the following
activities:

Acquire, assemble and sell existing vacant parcels in the industrial
zone for expansion of existing industries or new development.

Acquire residences in the industrial zone, clear and sell sites for
industrial expansion or development.

Maintain existing industrial zoning patterns.

Pave Washington Avenue for industrial traffic use.

Install buffer along alley between Washington and Wabash, and on north
side of Murdock Avenue to protect nearby residences. (Fencing and
landscaping materials to be used).

Provide SBA 502 and 7A loan programs for industrial development. Ten
percent (10%) loan financing to be provided through program.

Uniform building code enforcement.

Residential Rehabilitation and Development

The program is intended to rehabilitate and preserve as much of the existing
housing stock as possible with minimal displace of current residents.
Residential infill, to be accomplished through new housing construction,
will provide housing for residents relocated from the industrial section
of the neighborhood. The following strategies will be employed to meet
these objectives:

Provide housing rehabilitation grants for approximately 220 low income
owner occupants.

fild.
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Provide low interest community development loans for moderate income
owner occupants. ·

1

24%
Provide approximately 72 Section 312 housing rehabilitation low interest
loans for owner occupied and tenant occupied housing.
*r

Rehabilitate approximately 30 tenant occupied structures through 1 *54.314*L..; -
participation in the Section 8 Substantial Rehabilitation Project. 1 03//I'll.--

4.9

(Neighborhood Strategy Area designation). 11#-
kA-

Acquisitions rehabilitation and sale of 10 deteriorated, tenant
occupied structures.

1 .2,«11#8#-/F#<#1*la/i

¥fwl--=
Acquisition of 20 deteriorated tenant occupied structures for resale39...W"*W&
through a homesteading program. 1 3. -1 :(goyo ' m••••

f/ '

Acquisition and clearance of approximately 22 dilapidated structures                                                            ./-
next to vacant lots.

Acquisition of vacant lots for new housing construction sites.:-
13

New housing construction initiated through housing construction 1 43;mil.......
finance program.

Acquisition and clearance of dilapidated residences along Thirteenth Street.

Acquisition and clearance of dilapidated residences along Murdock Street. . jer-mr'll'/%

Voluntary demolition program for removal of dilapidated accessory
structures.

..2%

House painting grants.

Acquisition of site for 12 units of public housing for the elderly and
handicapped.

Uniform Building Code enforcement.

Concentrated neighborhood clean-up program involving bulky trash
removals tree trimming, street cleaning, mowing of vacant lots, alley
maintenance and insect control.

Residential Area Site Improvements
.9¤1

In order to upgrade the infrastructure and support facilities and services
in the neighborhood, several site improvements are proposed:

Reconstruct Cleveland Avenue from Murdock to Central Avenue.

r
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Repair or replace all broken curbing and sidewalks.

Pave Eighth Street from Washington to Wabash.

Upgrade street lighting where necessary.

Improvements at Ninth and Cleveland, including sidewalk replacement,
benches, lighting and landscaping.

Acquire and develop a mini-park site.

Street tree planting where necessary.

Construction of bike path along Interstate 135.

Resurface all streets where necessary.

Commercial Development

There are several dilapidated, nonconforming, obsolete and vacant commercial
structures scattered throughout the neighborhood that serve as a blighting
influence on nearby residences. However, some commercial activiti es are
needed to service the area residents. · Project activities pertaining to
commercial development include:

Acquisition and clearance of dilapidated commercial uses along
Murdock Avenue.

Acquisition and clearance of dilapidated and vacant commercial uses
scattered throughout the residential portion of the neighborhood.

SBA 502 and 7A commercial loan programs for rehabilitation and development
of viable commercial activities at Ninth and Cleveland, and along
Thirteenth Street.

=4
Site improvements at Ninth and Cleveland.

Uniform building code enforcement.
2 hk
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Project Relationship to Existing Facilities and Services

€9>QU

The McAdams project deals with the rehabilitation of an existing neighborhood
already served with waters sewer, streets, recreation areas, public transit

02 . and other public facilities and services. The existing infrastructure is
'SC adequate to serve projected residential infill and industrial development in
49 the nei ghborhood.

The neighborhood is also served by several community facilities including
the Dunbar Adult Education Center, Claver Adult Day Care Centers Headstart
Day Care, Phyllis Wheatley Children's Home, L'Ouverture Elementary School
and McAdams Park. Expansion of facilities is planned for both McAdams Park
and L'Ouverture School in the immediate future. No additional services or
facilities will be required to support the McAdams project.

Market and Economic Feasibility

Market and economic feasibility studies have not been done to date for the
McAdams project. However, the project is considered feasible for the
following fundamental reasons:

1*PO

Project+will preserve the existing housing stock. There is a lack of
low cost, standard housing elsewhere within the City for relocating
the neighborhood population.

Total clearance of the area, the alternative to rehabilitation, would
cost approxmately $20,000,000.

Project upgrades housing while preserving low rent structure necessary
to accommodate low income residents.

Project Ownership

r Project Location

The project will be completely privately owned when completed.

54

banThe project is not located on currentlyowned Urban Renewal land. Ur
Renewal property is located directly north of the project area. This
property will be developed for industrial uses which will serve as a
source of employment for area residents.

0*R
67/»·,c



Implementing Agencies

All project activities will be administered by the Urban Renewal Agency
with the exception of the following:

Activity

Streets sidewalk, curb and

gutter repair/replacement

Implementing Agency
*,9,4

/264,1 1..,1/.,li
Department of Public Works 42.

Neighborhood clean up program

Bike path construction along I-135

Park site development

Public Housing Construction

Interdepartmental

Kansas Department of Transportation
/1,1,1,-1 0-- :€.LA,12
Park Department

Local Housing Authority

Central Systems, a local development corporation, will be contracted with
to provide financing for SBA loan programs for industrial and commercial
development.

Project Beneficiaries

The direct beneficiaries of the project will be residents and businesses
located in the neighborhood. All project activities are designed to sub-
stantially improtie living conditions in the area. Businessmen will profit
from the availability of expansion sites and the SBA loan programs.

The City at large will also benefit from the project through increased
- · tax base, employment opportunities, and preservation of a conmunity

housing stock.

.A: : 1*ry
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1.§'ir.'ted titlruted lunding Source

1,"Inting St.irting C.rplelia' Federal 103 Other

Prolect Activlt¥ Goal AG•nry Dat, •lit n UDAG CDOG 6.0 St.ite L'.M Federal Private Total

Acquire Vacant Lits Provide sites for !;cuil" Urtban Renewal July. 1973 July, 19&0 ; 167,860 111.600 452.360 797.820
construction & infill;

provi.le sites for Industrial

develop eat.

Actutre & clear housing Eliminate conflictIng land Urban Renewal July, 1978 July. 1982 2,235,500 348.000 361.820 2,945.320
In Industrial zone. uses, provide sites for

Industrial develo,*lent.

Acquire & clear houses Remove dllapldated housing. Urban Renewal July. 1979 July. 1920 99.600 99,600
along Thirteenth Street.

Aclutre & clear 15 Re•ove dllapldated ho,ising. Urban Renewal July. 1978 July, 1922 120.200 157,100 277,300
dilapidated tenant or
c-er occupied houses.

Acquire & clear Re,ove dllapidated housing. Urban Renewal July. 1978 July, 1979 225,640 225.640
dilipidated houses In Provide green strip buffer.
800 block, between

Ohio ind Indiana.

Acquire 20 tenant Homesteading program 8 Urban Renewal July. 1978 July, 1982 296,360 296,360
occupied houses. housing rehabilitation.

Acquire 1 direct rehab- Housing rehabllitation & Urban Renewal July. 1978 July. 1922 90,350 137,850 228,500
Illtation of 10 terant Increase home ownership.
occupied hOUS,5.

A tr.its of SNtion 8 Housing rehabilitation & Local Housing July, 1978 July, 1979 Ito co$ts incurred.
Substantial Rehabilita- rent subsidy for low income Authority
tiM tenint occupied residents.

*ling·

Acquire 1 -lear 5 Provide housing for Urban Renewal July. 1978 · July. 1979 . 74.100 · 74.100
homs for public elderly and handicapped,
housing & park site. park site.

Construct 12 units of Provide housing for Local Housing July, 1978 July. 1979 300.00[ 300,001
public hou,ing for elderly and handicapped. Authority
elderly & handicapped.

New housing construction. Residential Infill. Urban Renewal July. 1978 July. 1982

Provide financing.
900,000 900.00·0

Hoging rth/billtation Housing rehabilitation. Urban Renewal July. 1978 July, 1982

,r.nt5
1.290.000 250,000 1,540,000

Section 312 housing Rehabllitation of -er Urban Renewal July, 1918 July. 1982
rehabliltat'oe loans. occupied and tenant

occupied houslng.

720,000 720,000

Co-Illty De.elip..t Housing rehabilitation. Urban Renewal July, 1978 July. 1982
150,000 150.Or)hou:Ing nhabllltation

lom.

Paint or*nti. Housing rehabilitation Urban Renewal July, 1978 July. 1982

& irprove neighborhood

appearance.

10,000 10,000

Vollintify Demolitlon. Remove dilapidated Urban Renewal J.ly. 1973 July, 1980 - · - ·
residential and accessory 25.000 25,0[ 1

structures.

Industrial icreening. Buffer industrial/
(Ficing. landIC,plu) residential uses.

Park site develop-it. twe for rocr..tion

Urban Renewal July. 1979 July. 1980

. M

USan Renewal July, 1980 July. 1981

50.000 50.0'0

50.000 50.oco

Wi,hingto» Stlet Provide imroved route
for industrl,1 traffic. =17=lf July. 1979 July. 980

107.000 , , 107.000

Cleveland Avenue Upgrade infrastructuri. Department of July, 1930 July, 1981
reconstruction, lurdock Public Works . 48.000 75.000 . 123.000

to Centr,1.

Street repairs. curb 1 Upgrade tnfristructure. Urban Renewal July, 1979 July. 1982
gutter replic-ent. · 535.700 535.700

Sidewalk rep:Ir/ Upgrade Infra$tructure. Urban Renewal July, 1979 July, 1982
replace*nt. 60 DOC · . 60,0-r

Blk, path construction Proilde for recreation Kansas Depart-t July, 1978 , July. 1979 1
200.00[ 1,800,000 2.000.002needs. Green stnp of Transportation

along 1.135.

Street tree planting. 'fprove appe,rance of Urbin Renewal July, 1978 July, 1979
1 neighborhood. '0,000 10.Cor

Neighborhood clean-up Improve appearance of Interdepartmental July, 1978 July, 1982
program. neighborhood. Routine City ••rvices provided, No special costs Incurnd.
Acquire 1 clear Remove blighting Urban Renewal July, 1978 July, 1980
411/pidated cu .a,/1.1 strictui H.
Usel.

358,650 ' ' 0 358.65(

Site i.roveeents at Improve amenities 't Urban Renewal July, t979 July, 1980 50,000 50.[,00Ninth & Cleveland cnercial center.

SBA 502 ind )A loan Industrial & col¤rercial Local Development July, 1978 July. 1982
programs. Provide rehabilitation & develop- Corporation
10% financing for -nt.

Industrial Develop,ent .

250.000 250.co,

Industrial Development - Provide jobs, increase tax Private July, 1978 July. 1982
Loan Repafents base. 2.500.000 2,sOo.001

Private Industrial Provide jobs, increase tax Private July. 1978 July. 1982
Develop,·ent base. 4,712.200 4,712.201

Private housing mrtgages Houslng rehabilltation Private July, 1978 July, 1982
ind loan repayments. ind Will. 3.632.140 3,632,14,

Conde-nation Costs
26,600 26.65

Ter*or'ry Operations
35.000

35.10
Property Disposition

25.000
Adminlstration

25.00

720,000
720.00

Contingency
500.000

500.'.1
Total Project Cost

lt,1&53 2222! 1?E.00r $700,000 $1,644,830 $2,820,Don $10,844,340 $24.334.67



istli···itril t.tlrut. tunding Source
tripli-lk'llting St·•rtlng Cpletton

Ferler/1 108 Other

Goal A•in,·v MP ilit, tIDAG C.'86 G.0. State Federal Private Total DisposItion

#12.4

Provide sites for hcu,Ing Urban Renewal July. 1973 July. 11·,0 $ 167,860 W,600 452,360 797.820 337.750

construction & infllh
provi,le sites for industrial
devil+ ent.

Ousing Eliminate conflict Ing land Urban Renewal July. 1978 July. 1982 2,235.500 348,000 361,820 2.945,320 1.190.540

e. uses. provide Iites for
Industrial development. .

ses R-ve dilapidated housing. Urban Renewal July, 1979 July, 19@1 99.600 99,600 29.700

Street.

Remove dllopidated holising. Urban Renewal July. 1978 July, 1922 120.200 157.100 277.300 3.000

t or

uses.

Remve dilipldated housing. Urban Renewal July. 1978 July, 1919 225,640 225.640 25.800

.s in Provide green strip buffer.

1 11-steading program S Urban Renewal July, 1978 Illy, 1982 . 296.360 296,360 100,000

housing rehabilitation.

rehab- Hou,Ing rehabilitation A Urban Renewal July. 1978 July. 1922 90,350 137.850 228,500 150.000

..ant increase home ownership.

inn 8 Housing rehabilitation & Local Housing July. 1978 Jily, 1979 - No cost, incurred.

51'tta- rent subsidy for low income Authority
0, ad relidents.

Provide housing for Urban Renewal July. 1978 . July. 1979 74,100 74.100 2.000

elderly and handicapped,
park site.

ts of Provide housing for Local Hou,Ing July. 1978 July. 1919 300.00C 300.000

or elderly and handicapped. Authority

.apped.

trt,CUOn. Residential Infill. Urb,n Renewal July. 1978 July, 1982
900,000 900.000 100,000

tg

tatton Hou,Ing rehabilitation. Urban Renewal July. 1978 July. 1982
1.290,000 250.000 1.540.000

Rehabilitation of -er Urban enewat July, 1975 July. 1982
loans. occupied ind tenant

occupied housing.

no.ooc 720.000

Housing ,habllitation. Urban Renewal July. t978 July. 1982 150.000 150.000 173.600

Housing rehabilitation Urban Renewal July. 1978 July. 1982

& ir•prove neighborhood
10,000

appearance.

10.000

ttlon. Remove dilapldated Urban Renewal July. 1973 July. 1980 - -
25.000

25.000
rei ident 1.01 and accessory
structurel.

Miditlil ull. 0
Buffer Industrl•l/ Urban Renewal July. 1979 July, 1980

00-,t. Proild, for recreatieR Urban Ren-1 July. 1980 July, 1981

50,000
50.000

50,000 50.000

Provide ll,oved routi
for Industrial traffic. #=rity July,.1979 July. 1980 107.000 . , 107,000

ueledick Upgrade Infrastructure. Public Works , 48,000
Depart,nt of July, 1930 July, 1981 75.(JOG . 123,000

. curb & Upgrade infrastructure. Urban Renewal July. 1979 July, 1982 ' 535.700
535,700

Upgrade infrastructure. Urban Renewal July, 1979 July. 1982 60.000
60.,DOC • ·

ructim Provide for recreatton Kansas Depart,lit July. 1978 . July, 1979 1 200.00[ 1,BOO,000 2.000.000
Med$. Green strip of Transportation

.long 1-135.

ntlng. 10prove appeannce of Urbin Renewal July. 1978 July. 1979
neighborhood.

10,000 10.000

ean-up Improve appearance of Interdepartmenul July, 1978 July, 1982

neighborhood. Routine CIty servlces provided. No special costs incurnd.

r Re•ove 6119hting Urban Renewal July. 1978 July. 1980 358,650 , 358,650 84.140

U.,Ctil St,ulture'.

ntt at improve amenities *t Urban Renewal July, 1979 July, 1980 50,000 50.000

and comercial center.

lon Industrial & co-rercial Local Develop™nt July, 1978 July. 1982 250,4 j 250.000 250.000
vide rehabilitation & develop- Corporatton
for -nt.

elopoent

elopment - Provide jobi, increise tax Private July, 1978 July. 1982 2,500.000 2,500.000

$ base.

Provide jobs, Increase tai Private July, 1978 July. 1982 4,712,200 4,712,200

bas..

Ar.". and infill.
Housing rehabilitatton Private July. 1978 July, 1982 3,632,140 3,632.140

.ts

ations

lition

Cost

26,SOO 26.600

35,No 35.000

25.000 25.000

720,000 720,000

500.000 500,000

a,?ML-148 222200 1232,flor $700,6.00$1,64..Rlo 9,820.000 $10.844.340 $24.334.630 13..2-45.210
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j.i 4 PART IV

4 : I. .244 How Project Meets Selection Criteria

Selection Factor A

.)>»-f . IMPACT OF PROPOSED PROJECT ON PHYSICAL FISCAL OR ECONOMIC CONDITION OF COMMUNITY12

Provision of Employment

Low Income Middle Income Upper Income Total
Percent Percent Percent Percent

Number of Total Number of Total Number of Total Number of Total *fr

a. Number of New

Jobs to be
Created

(1) Construe- 425 50% 350 41% 75 9% 850 100%
tion/Rehab.

r

(2) Non-const. 870 88% 105 11% 10 1% 985 100%
(Permanent)

b. Number of Per- 0 0 0 0
manent Jobs to

t be Retained

£

c. Total Jobs - 1,295 71% 455 25% 85 4% 1,835 100%

d. Basis of calculdtions

1976 Median Income, City of Wichita - $12,600

Construction Jobs

Estimated development costs in the project area, including industrial development,
housing construction and rehabilitation, is approximately $12,072,200. Each
$1,000 of construction will generate 146 man-hours of labor. The construction
expenditures will produce $1,762,540 man-hours of labor, or 850 jobs. Three labor
jobs will be created for every foreman/manager job, and two (2) out of three (3)
labor jobs will be unskilled. On the basis of these projections, the following
jobs will be created:

1

Average Average
Number of Jobs Wage Rate/hr. Annual Salafy

425 Unskilled labor $4.50 $ 9,360
210 Skilled labor 6.50 13,520
140 Foreman (unskilled labor) 6.50 13,520
75 Foreman (skilled labor) 8.00 16,640



Selection Factor A (continued)

d. Basis of calculations (continued)

Permanent Jobs

Total permanent jobs to be created in the project area have been projected on the
basis of actual employment needs indicated by area industries. The number
and type of jobs were projected to include the remainder of anticipated industrial

development. Approximately 200 permanent jobs will be created. Job classifications %A
and wage rate estimates include:

Average Average
Number of Jobs Wage Rate/hr. Annual Salary

130 Labor $4.00 $ 8,320
40 Clerical 3.!10 7,280
20 Sales 7.00 14,560

10 Management 9.00 18,720

A total of 1,050 construction and permanent jobs would be created in
the project area. Each job creates a need for approximately .75 service 59..
jobs, thereby providing an additional 785 service jobs.

Average Average
Number Of Jobs Wage Rate/hr. Annual Salar.y

700 Labor $3.50 $ 7,280
85 Foreman/Manager 5.50 11,440

1*¢*92 A total of 1,835 jobs would be created in the construction, permanent and
service categories, based on the preceeding projections.

.L

Provision of Housing

-ow Income Middle Income Upper Income Total

Percent Percent Percent

a. Number of New 30 32% 65

2.

Percent

Number of Total Number of Total Number of Total Number of Total

68% 95 100%

Units to be

Constructed

b. Number of Units 300 79% 80 21% 380 100%

to be Rehab-

ilitated

c. Total Units 330 69% 145 31% 475 100%

14/«m:

-f · i.f-
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d.

Selection Factor A (continued)

Basis of Calculations

Units to be Constructed

Number of Units Sales price/rental

Owner Occupied 73 $27,000-$32,000
Public Housing - Elderly 12 25% of income
Multi-Family 10 Market Rate

Units to be Rehabilitated

Number of Units

Low Income Middle Income

Owner Occupied 220 70

Renter Occupied 80 10

The average rental in the project area is under $100.00 based on a sample
survey conducted by the Urban Renewal Agency.

3. Improvement of Tax Base

Industrial Revenue Bonds will finance approximately $2,000,000 of projected
development. Taxes on these improvements will be deffered for for ten (10)
years. Full property taxes will be paid at the end of this time period.

m

b. Estimated value of property to be added to tax role: $ 12,072,200
Estimated value of property to be deleted from tax roles: $ 2,011,400

Net increase in value of property to be added to tax roles: $ 10,060,800

c. Estimated annual property tax to be generated by project: $ 328,800*

Estimated loss of property tax revenues as a result of
project: $ 20,700

Net increase in property tax revenues (annual): $ 308,100

*Tax on improvements only.

4. Other Project Revenues

a. Will the applicant receive any other revenues from the
project (e.a., lease payments, loan repayments, sharing
in profits)? . X yes no

i

1

'fuy

8

j

a. Will project pay full property tax? yes X no (If no, explain)

2

I

KEE
,??2&

& . %1 9,
1%.
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Selection Factor A (continued)

1

2 4. Other Project Revenues (continued)

b. If yes, describe the nature of the revenue and estimated annual amount.

Estimated Revenues - Project Duration

Loan Repayments
Community Development Loans $ 173,800
SBA Loans (10%) 250,000 (principal only)

Housing Construction 900,000

Land Disposition 1,672,930
Property Disposition 250,000

$3,246,730

Annual project revenue - approximately $1,000,000
Direct loan repayments to Federal government and

private lending institutions:

Section 312 Loans $, 958,340
4

SEA Loans 2,250,000 (principal only) L 4
44;2

346*93 5. Other impacts on the physical, fiscal or economic condition of comnunity (describe).

According to figures from the United States Chamber of Commerce, the 1,050 new industrial 1:
and construction jobs created by this project will have the following impact upon the

*i* economy of Wichita, Kansas:

1. Will add 3,100 people to the city's population.

2. Will add 1,176 new households.

3. Will add 535 new school age children to the school system.

4. Will create a demand for 42 new retail establishments.

5. Will generate $3,780,000 in additional retail sales per year.

6. Will add $2,835,000 in additional bank deposits per year.

7. Will create a need for 1,125 more new or used automobiles.

8. Will create a need for 785 new service related jobs.

3. Will add $6,195,000 in personal income per year to the local economy.

10. Will cause a $30,000,000 impact upon the local economy as the personal income
passes through the economy. This is based on the formula:

Personal income x a multiplier of 5 = economic impact

y...'71



Selection Factor A (continued)

;41 5. Other impacts... (continued)

In addition to these U. S. Chamber of Commerce figures for impact on the local
economy, the regional and the national economies are, also, affected through the
tax structure. For example, the project will generate:

1. 3% State sales tax on retail sales = $ 113,400

2. Car license tags @ $15.00/car = $ 16,900

3. State and Federal gasoline tax

1,125 cars x 12,000 miles
15 miles/gallon x .12 tax/gal. = $ 108,000

4. State and Federal income taxes while substantial, are not easily calculated
and therefore no dollar amount is shown here.

.,i

t,

+ 507 %
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Selection Factor B

IMPACT OF PROPOSED PROJECT ON LOW AND MODERATE INCOME PERSONS AND MINORITIES

&*0f % 1. Relocation/Reclamation

a. Will the project cause displacement of residents or businesses?

b

C

Low Middle Upper
Numbers to be Displace Income Income Income

Non- Non-

Minor- Minor- Minor- Minor- Minor-

Estimated ity ity ity ity ity

(1) Families 127 5 32 4

(2) Businesses 8 7

(3) Number of Jobs
Currently Pro-
vided by Busi- 15 10
nesses

Shown on Line (2)

Are Relocation Resources Available? X yes no

(1) Relocation Resources - UDAG, CDBG

 Displaced families will be relocated in existing housing units and new
eff. housing units to be constructed in the McAdams Neighborhood and city-

wide. Sufficient housing units will be available within the project
area to accommodate aDDroximatelv 50% of the disolaced families.

43440

4tk :?AA*.

X yes no

Total

Non- Non-
Minor- Minor- Minor- 1

ity ity ity

159 9

1

15

L
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Selection Factor B (continued) K
....

33#h

-%

.r, 1 +d. Relocation Process
.

014
-*57'61

Persons who will be displaced through acquisition of property will
have the opportunity to relocate in the resi dential section of the
neighborhood or elsewhere in the community. Existing housing and
new housing to be constructed will be made available to families
desiring to remain in the neighborhood.

14

eA
All displaced families will receive relocation benefits which may
be used to rent or purchase standard housing anywhere in the City
of Wichita. Assistance in locating suitable housing will be provided
by the Urban Renewal Agency.

m=,4,4,

*Pt-:

*  »,flb

One of the most important goals of the McAdams project is to encourage
residential infill in the area and maintain the existing population
to the greatest extent possible. It is anticipated that new housing
constructions construction of public housing and rehabilitation of
existing housing will allow at least 60% of the displaced families
to relocate in the neighborhood.

6

e. The McAdams Neighborhood is predominantly a low income, minority area.
While the project will encourage residential infill, primarily middle
income families, the great majority of current residents will remain
in the project area. Many of the housing programs are designed to
improve the housing conditions of low income residents. These
programs include:

Section 8 Substantial Rehabilitation

Homesteading
Housing Rehabilitation Grants
Public Housing for Elderly and Handi capped

Viable commercial activities acquired in the project area will have
the opportunity to relocate in designated commercial areas in the
neighborhood. New commercial activities will also be encouraged to
locate in designated areas. SBA 502 and 7A loans will be made
available for commercial rehabilitation and development. The program
will provide 10% financing for the SBA programs.

2. Minority Participation

Minorities will have the opportunity to participate in construction
activities utilizing public funds through the 10% minority contractor
set aside. The SBA loan programs will be made available to business-
men in the McAdams area, including minority businesses. Existing
minority businesses to be acquired will be given the opportunity to
remain in the project area.

99•W· ·.ram......"&. . It... 3............%....·· ter,·mr -6, ......98&'

*R®, · - ··· 4,eA··  '
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Selection Factor B (continued)

3. Citizen Participation

r Minimum citizen participation requirements have been met in the
preparation of the McAdams UDAG proposal. Additional citizen

004#241participation has been incorporated through the following activities:

(1) The City of Wichita has established by ordinance a formal
citizen participation program. The Citizen Participation
Organization (CPO) consists of fifteen neighborhood councils
and a central council whose members are selected in a city-
wide election.

5.?*1943 . The CPO Councils serve as advisory bodies to the City Commission
on neighborhood and city issues and programs. The CPO's develop
the statement of needs for the City's Comnunity Development

3 #M Block Grant Program, provide recommendations on Community Develop-
ment projects, and review reprogramming of CDBG funds.

The McAdams Neighborhood is represented by CPO Area ; several
residents of the area serve on this council. Area "L" Council
has reviewed and approved the concept of neighborhood rehabilita-
iton as proposed in the UDAG application. The Central Council
has also reviewed and approved the proposed project.

(2) Additional citizen participation has been provided through the
McAdams Neighborhood Task Force, comprised of neighborhood
residents and businessmen. The ·task force was established to
serve as an advisory body to the Urban Renewal Agency on
developing the specific program activities. The task force has
approved the plan developed for the McAdams Neighborhood.

A special neighborhood meeting has also been held to obtain
citizen's views on the project, in addition to the formal public
hearing.

ille.£

f
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Selection Factor B (continued) f A .1

4. Project Impacts on Low Income Residents

Positive Impacts

1. Improve housing conditions of lowand moderate income families.

2. Provide standard rental housing for low income families through
rent subsidy program.

3. Provide opportunity for homeownership through homesteading program.

4. Improve environmental conditions.

5. Provide housing alternatives for elderly and handicapped.

6. Long term employment opportunities through industrial development.

$94* 7. Short term employment opportunities through project construction
activities. 1 ft j

%&14 , Negative Impacts

1. Displacement of some long time residents of the neighborhood.

2. .Loss of some low cost rental housing due to clearance, or rent
increases resulting from rehabilitation of deteriorated structures.
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Selection Factor C

NATURE AND EXTENT OF FINANCIAL PARTICIPATION BY PRIVATE ENTITIES

22 -L - 4 j
1. List of Private Participants

(a) (b) (C) (d)
Name and Address Amount Evidence of Estimated Date for -*44,

Commitment Securing Legally
Attached Binding Comnitment -·Ill ./

Approximate Yes No

(1) Rock Island Millwork Co. $ 272,800 X July, 1978
1340 North Mosley
Wichita, Kansas 67214

(2) Allen Electric Supply Co. $ 411,700 X July, 1978
1134 North Washington
Wichita, Kansas 67214

(3) Wichita Sheet Metal Supply $ 228,000 X July, 1978
1030 North Washington
Wichita, Kansas 67214

(4) Mayo Sash & Door Co. $ 239,500 X July, 1978
811 East 10th
Wichita, Kansas 67214

(5) Delta Electric Supply Inc. $ 157 .000 X July, 1978
622 North Washington
Wichita, Kansas 67214

(6) Wichita Frozen Foods $ 1,786,000 X July, 1978
123 South Rock Island In negotiation -*ti
Wichita, Kansas 67202

(7) Other private commitments $ 4,117,200
to be secured.

X In negotiation

(8) TOTAL: $ 7,212,200

2. Describe how each participant listed was selected to participate in the project.

All major industries within the project area have been, or are currently beings
contacted to determine expansion needs and plans. Available industrial land will
be sold to those businesses contemplating expansion. Several businesses have plans
for immediate expansion. Others are interested in expansion if land becomes avail-
able. As most industries have not developed specific building plans, the developtnent
cost figures are estimates, based on the type of expansion contemplated. It is
anticipated that all available industrial land will be purchased and developed by
private industries within the project duration.

./4/47
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Selection Factor C (continued)

NATURE AND EXTENT OF FINANCIAL PARTICIPATION BY PRIVATE ENTITIES

3. Has the applicant reviewed the private participants' qualifications to complete
their participation in the project and found them to be satisfactory? X yes , no , 149- D

Does any member of the governing body of the applicant, or any officer or employee
of the applicants who exercises any functions or responsibilities in connection with
carrying out the project, have any direct or indirect personal interest in the
private participants or in properties within the area of the proposed project?

yes

If yes, explain.

130

€-N -

4.0

1%

02

.=@.-r

fT#



i

r·trr.

Selection Factor D

NATURE AND EXTENT OF STATE FINANCIAL PARTICIPATION
(a) (b) (C) -A

(d)

Source of Funds Amount Status Date by which funds
will be available.

1. Kansas Department of Transportation $200,000 (5) Contract Currently available.
Bike path construction along let
Interstate 135

2.

43'f
9,4

J
15:'

4.

2-:5. TOTAL: $200,000

j

a

f
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Selection Factor E

NATURE AND EXTENT OF FINANCIAL PACTICIPATION BY O; HER PUBLIC ENTITIES
(a) (b) (C) (d)

Federal Sources Amount Status Date by which funds will
be made available

a. (6)

Department of Housing & $ 720,000 To be requested As available
Urban Development
Section 312 housing loans

b. (5)
Federal Highway Admini- 1,800,000 Contract let Currently available
stration. Bike Path con-
struction along Inter. 135

C. (6)

Section 108 loan guarantee 1,644,830 To be requested.
program.

d. (6)

Department of Housing & 300,000 Funds allocated. 1978

Urban Development. Application to

Conventional Public be submitted.

Housing.

Subtotal: 4,464,830

2. Local Sources

a.

Community Development
Block Grant Funds

Paint Grants 10,000 (5) Contract let Currently available
Housing loans 150,000 (5) Contract let Currently available
Acquisition 400,000 (4) Appl. Approved July, 1978
Acquisition & Rehab-

ilitation 1,283,300 (6) To be fl·Z
requested July, 1979, 1980, 1981

b. (6)
Capital Improvement Program To be

General Obligation Bonds 157,000 requested 1979

Spec. Assms. for site imprv. 75,000 1980

Subtotal: 2,075,300

3. TOTAL: Federal & Local Resources 6,540,130

3 PE
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fal.'ll Selection Factor F

Project Special or Unique Opportunity
fk

..f/4/

The major objective of the McAdams project is the revitalization of
a deteriorating neighborhood. An UDAG grant would make this

»3= - objective feasible in terms of both financial resources and time.
Adequate resources are not available at the local level to achieve
the goals of the project within a realisti. time pe,· od. If
project completetion is dependent only on local funding resources,
the project timetable will be greatly increased and the impact on
the neighborhood will be minimal. Preservation of the neighborhoodis considered unlikely if immediate improvements cannot be made
in the area.

The UDAG project provides the opportunity to perserve a neighborhoodand valuable housing resource that would otherwise be lost to the
City. Without this project it is anticipated that the neighborhoodwill continue to deteriorate and lose population, requiring eventual
clearance.

a

 The McAdams project incorporates a wide range of neighborhood improvementstrategies that have not been available or utilized in past projects in
the City of Wichita. All available housing programs will be utilized
as well as services and resources from other City departments and
agencies to deal with the housing, economic and social needs of the

- area residents. This project represents a unique opportunity todemonstrate the functions, working relationships and end results ofthe comprehensive improvement techniques to be employed. If successful
in this demonstration, it would be feasible to utilize similar
techniques and strategies in other areas of the community.

;8
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Selection Factor G

Similar Projects within Applicant's Jurisdiction

Program Title

Neighborhood Development Program (NDP)

Source of Funding

Department of Housing and Urban Development under the
Nei ghborhood Devel opment . rogram.

In additions funding was also provided by the City of Wichita
as its local share.

Contract Number

Kansas A-5

Date Funding was Approved
July 31, 1971 CIC

March 24, 1970 Waco-Finn

Date Project was Completed
Feb., 1, 1977 CIC

Dec., 31, 1974 Waco-Finn

Amount of Cost Overruns

None

'th'
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Selection Factor G (continued)

Waco-Finn

Type of Treatment

Rehabilitation with clearance of dilapidated structures.

Condition of Area Before Renewal

Rapidly deteriorating neighborhood containing mostly structurally
sound residences needing rehabilitation; public utilities, particularly
storm drainage, in poor condition or lacking; two obsolete elementary
schools serving area; deficiency of park and recreation areas.

Condition of Area After Renewal

Completely rehabilitated neighborhood with dilapidated structures
cleared and sites redeveloped with 215 new housing units; public
utilities constructed; new school and park adjacent to neighborhood;
lasting neighborhood identity.

Federal Grant: $4,072,092.00
Local Share: 2,036,046.00

TOTAL: $6,108,138.00

44
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Selection Factor G (continued)

Central Industrial Corridor

fettil
Type of Treatment

Acquisition and clearance of all residential and substandard
non-residential uses.

Condition of Area Before Renewal

Mixed commercial, industrial and residential uses; housing severely
stubstandard; environmental conditions poor due to industrial uses
and inadequate public utilities.

Condition of Area After Renewal

Stable industrial area with new light industrial uses and expansion
of existing industry; improved streets and drainage.

Federal Grant: $2,301,617.00
Local Share: 1,150,808.00

TOTAL: $3,452,425.00

v¥ 5
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Selection Factor H

FEASIBILITY OF ACCOMPLISHING THE PROJECT IN A TIMELY FASHION WITHIN THE TOTAL RESOURCES

Status of Environmental Clearance

1. Assessment has not begun. Estimated starting date:flet€A

X 2. Assessment underway. Date assessment will be completed: June, 1978

3. Finding made. Project does not require an EIS.

4. Finding made. Project requires an EIS.

5. Estimated date for completion of encironmental clearance:

6. Environmental clearance completed. Request for Release of Funds
is attached.

*I.VII 2. Status of Other Required Local Actions

During the course of the projects zoning changes will be requested, particularly
rezoning from commercial to residential use. It may also be necessary to enter into
condemnation proceedings on some properties. Neither action must be initiated prior
to start of the project.

*# 3. Administrative and Legal Mechanisms
The Urban Renewal Agency will have responsibility for overall project management. 4

The Local Housing Authority will have administrative and contractual responsibility
for the construction of public housing units and the Section 8 housing program.

The Urban Renewal Agency will contract with Central Systems, a local development
corporation, for management of the 10% financing for SBA loans.

19'lf.R.,
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Selection Factor H (continued)

- 49£ * i
*¥? C . p

FEASIBILITY OF ACCOMPLISHING THE PROJECT IN A TIMELY FASHION WITHIN THE TOTAL RESOURCES
Project Schedule ·

..:'&49"U
Starting Completion **t'> d*illiActivity Date Date /&*: 4

Acquisition of vacant lots Jul., 1978 Jul., 1980  
Acquisition and clearance of housing in industrial zone 1978 1982 4(RPR** ,.-
Acquisition and clearance of housing - public housing site 1978 1979 321'2-
Acquisition and clearance of housing along 13th St. 1979 1980
Acquisition and clearance of housing between

Ohio and Indiana 1978 1979 .44"..9...Acquisition and clearance of dilapidated tenant or
occupied housing scattered in neighborhood. 1978 1982

Acquisition and clearance of dilapidated commercial 1978 1980
Acquisition of tenant housing - homesteading 1978 1982 4
Acquisition and direct rehabilitation of tenant housing 1978 1982 *
Ninth and Cleveland Site Improvements 1979 1980 t=
Pave Washington Street 1979 1980
Reconstruct Cleveland Avenue 1980 1981 *43
Street, Sidewalks Curb, Gutter Repairs 1979 1981
Park Site Development 1979 1980

NA - : t< , ",4 Street Tree Planting 1978 1979
Industrial Screening 1979 1980
Paint Grants 1979 1980
Voluntary Demolition 1978 1982
New Housing Construction 1978 1982
Housing Rehabilitation Grants and Loans 1978 1982
Section 8 Substantial Rehabilitation Housing Program 1978 1979

. '- -49%ij SBA Commercial/Industrial Development Loans 1978 1982
Neighborhood Clean-up Programs and Unifonn Code Enforcement 1978 1982
Bike Path Construction 1978 1979

-  Public Housing Construction 1978 1979

L
4
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PART V
1

EVIDENCE OF PRIVATE AND OTHER PUBLIC COMMITMENTS
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MAR 1 4 1978
SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION

.0 'AST WATE'MAN

WICHITA, KANSAS 67202
1

March 13, 1978

\Nt€b)
i

Mr. Ken Kitchen, Director
Urban Renewal Agency
455 N. Main, Second Floor
Wichita, Kansas 67202

Dear Mr. Kitchen:

This is to advise that the Small Business Administration welcomes
the opportunity to utilize its loan programs, i.e. Regular

Program, to assist in your Agency' s efforts to upgrade the "McAdams
Areall, wherever their use is applicable.

If you have any questions regarding our programs or if we can be

Business Program, Economic Opportunity Loan Program, and 502 Loan

of any assistance, just let us know.
Sincerely,

/Ho€Ard B. Teeter
/ Chief, CED Division

7
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MAR 1 0 1978
DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT

INSURING OFFICE
0

444 S.E.QUINCY

TOPEKA, KANSAS 66683

REGION VI March 9, 1978
Federal Office Building

gl Walnut Street
Kense, City. Mi•*ouri 64106

IN REPLY REPER TOI

7.5F (DW)

Mr. Robert E. Finkbiner

Assistant Director for Planning
and Budget

The Urban Renewal Agency
455 North Main Street
Wichita, Kansas 67202

Dear Mr. Finkbiner:

This is in response to your March 2, 1978 letter concerning
an Urban Development Action Grant for McAdams Neighborhood,
Wichita, Kansas.

As your overall proposal involves determinations that will
be made by the Kansas City Area Office, we have referred
your letter to them for comment.

If your proposal is considered generally eligible for a UDAG,
we will be pleased to work with you.

i Sincerely,

'FP'- Fred A./Mann
Director

67-
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APR 4 1978
Ont c:46uctombia 1!Ed.

2225 2.2116 66.

rwaf:ita, El<anial 67 2 14

(916) 265.,66,

April 2, 1978

:

Mr. Ken Kitchen, Director
Urban Renewal

City of Wichita
455 N. Main

Wichita, KS 67203

Re: Section 8 Development
Three Sites

Dear Mr. Kitchen:

One Abercrombie Ltd. of which I am Project Advisor is
interested in developing the three urban renewal sites
which we have previously discussed.

May we.have an appointment together with the necessary
documents to commence.

Yours sincerely,

ONE ABERCROMBIE LTD.

G. Edmond Hayes
Project Advisor

GEH:pe

cc; Mr, William H. Johnson, A.I.A,

i
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APR 4 1978

Mr. Kenneth H. Kitchen

Executive Director

Urban Renewal Agency 4

City Hall, 2nd Floor
455 N. Main

Wichita, Kansas 67202

Dear Mr. Kitchen:

I recently talked with Diane May of your staff about a program being
developed for the McAdams Neighborhood. Allen Electric has been located
in the neighborhood for several years and is interested in Urban
Renewal's plans for encouraging industrial development in the area.

As you may be aware, our company is actively engaged in expanding operations
and plans to begin construction of a new building in the immediate
future. Our new facility should be completed by the end of summer at a
cost of $400,000. Industrial revenue bonds will be used to finance the
project. We anticipate hiring five additional warehouse employees upon
completion of the new building.

While we have no definite plans for additional expansion in the immediate
future, we are interested in acquiring some land for parking purposes.
I am interested in further discussing the possibility of purchasing
some vacant land near our business that may become available through
Urban Renewal's activities in the McAdams area.

Sincerely,

William Allen

Allen Electric

i.*47'42
912 or-

2 31 71,79
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APR 4 1978

i>1Fpr;

Mr. Kenneth H. Kitchen

Executive Director

Urban Renewal Agency
City Hall, 2nd Floor
455 North Main

Wichita. Kansas 67202

Dear Mr. Kitchen:

95::3*#'.21
-79€f

319&'Ii'Iia
2 29*1

2

t·: r

Members of your staff have recently contacted me regarding a develop-
ment plan for the McAdams Neighborhood. Delta Electric is very
interested in your proposals for assisting with industrial development
in the area.

en.F

We will be constructing new facilities in the area this spring. Con-
struction costs for our new building will run about $150,000 and we
,plan on hiring four to five additional employees in sales.

We have been unable, however, to acquire a vacant lot at 8th and
Murdock to complete our expansion plans. We would definitely be inter-
ested in buying this property from the Urban Renewal Agency if it
becomes available through your acquisition program.

Please keep me informed as to when this property may become available
Mt through your program. We are most anxious to complete our expansion
* plans this year.

619{iN
Sincerely,

-24 \14&«
Bob Holder

Delta Electric Supply

Ill.16,Glu

P.S. Parcel envolved is portions of lot 41,43, & lot 45. Lots in

question are now occupied with 3 large advertising signs and are
quite unsightly to new contruction and development. Land is
now owned by Jerry Branson. Our plans for a new building are now
under way and any thing your office can do to help us one this
is certainly appreciated.

29.
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Modern Building Materials

MAYO APR 5 1978
316/265-5251

Sash & Door Co. p. 0.BOX 1915 • 811 EAST loTH • WICHITA. KANSAS 67201

April 4, 1978

Mr. Kenneth H. Kitchen

Executive Director

Urban Renewal Agency
City Hall, 2nd Floor
455 North Main

Wichita, Kansas 67202

Dear Mr. Kitchen:

I recently visited with members of your staff about a project that is
644 being developed for the McAdams Neighborhood. I understand that industrial

development is one of the objectives of the plan being prepared for the
neighborhood.

Mayo Sash and Door has been located in the neighborhood for the past twelve
years. We are actively pursuing the possibilities of expanding our present
facilities. We do have plans to construct a new storage building this summer
at a cost of approximately $40,000. However, we do have some constraints

r.u 4.4 to expanding our facilities to the desired levE-i in that we have been unable
to negotiate a fair sales price on some vacant land adjacent to our property.

J
I understand that the Urban Renewal Agency is proposing to acquire vacant
lots and some residences adjacent to our property. We are most definitely
interested in buying this property from your agency when it becomes available.
This would enable us to construct a maintenance building for our trucks and i

possibly an additional warehouse and parking facility. We anticipate adding
seven new employees in warehousing, trucking and sales if our expansion plans
can be completed. i

I am looking forward to hearing from you in the near future as to the avail- i

ability of this property.

Sincerely,

69%Ord Mayo L
Mayo Sash & Door Company

OM: im

We Se# lumber Deoteri Only

fri -1
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APR 5 1978MERCURY ELECTRIC
1004 EAST MURDOCK 205-6632

WICHITA, KANSAS 61214
i

April 3, 1978

Mr. Kenneth H. Kitchen

Executive Director

Urban Renewal Agency

Cit) Halls 2nd Floor
455 N. Main

Wichita, Kansas 67202

Dear Mr. Kitchen:

A few weeks ago I talked with George Weber and Jon Risdal of your staff
regarding a plan that is being developed for the McAdams Neighborhood.
Mercury Electric, Inc. has been located in the neighborhood for five
years. We recently remodeled our facilities and have acquired land for
future expansion.

Our- firm is committed to remaining in the area and does plan to expand
operations as our business grows. Although we will not be directly
participating in your program, we feel that your efforts will improve
Conditions in the area as well as stimulate economic development.

Sincerely,

Mercury Electric, Inc.

R.M. Haworth, President

RMH/sh

ii' R...
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PART VI

SUMMARY OF PROPOSED EXPENDITURES

SOURCE OF FUNDS
01 HER TOTAL

ACTIVITY
UDAG PRIVATE STATE PUBLIC COST

(a)
(b) (C) (d) (e) (f) =%?ed€c

1. Land Acquisition
$167.860

$629,960 $797,820

2. Streets & Site Imorovements 208,000
777,700 *985,700

3. Parking Facilities

4. Foundations & Platforms

5. Pedestrian Malls

6. Water & Sewer Facilities

7. Clearance & Demolition 8.500
136,750 145,250

8. Rehabilitation

a. Cormerci al

b. Industrial

c. Residential 1,290,000
1,210,000 2,500,000

g. Construction

a. Commercial Acq.
274,920 274,920

b. Res. Acq. 1,748,340
333,460 2.081.800

c. Res. Const.
900,000

300,000 1,200,000

d. Industrial Develop.

Loan gudrantees
250.000 250.000

Loan repayments
$2,500,000

2,500,000

Private Ind. Develop. 4,712,200
4,712.200

10. Relocation
1,120,860

827,340 1,948,200

11. Other

a. Private housing mort-
gaqes & loan repayments

3.632.140
3,632,140

b. Bike Path Const.
$200,000 1,800,000 2,000,000

c. Condemnation Costs 26.600
26,600

d. Temp. Operations 35.000
35.000

e. Property Disp. 25,000
25,000

12. Administrative Cost5 720.000
720,000

13. Subtotal: (Sum of lines
1 thru 12)

6,250,160 10.844,340 200,000 6,540,130 71.R 14 610

14. Contingencies (Not to
exceed 10% of line 131 500,000

900,000

15. Program Income
3,246,730

16. Total Cost:
$6,750,160 $10,844,340 $200,000 $6,540,130 $24,334,630

Stte improvenent costs for new housing constructton included in $900.000 for residential
construction.
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT -

ASSURANCES

The applicant hereby assures and certifies with respect to the grant that:
=iet&91% ..

1%=0312 94(1) It possesses legal authority to apply for the grant, and to execute the proposed program.
99:**42 0 -'.+,t , '.

(2) lt: governing body has duly adopted 01 passed as an official act a resolution, motion or similar action authorizing the f?*145'€12%2 . 1
filing of the application, including all understandings and assurances contained therein. and directing and designating '39the authorized representative of the applicant lo act in connection with the application and to provide such additional
information as may be required.

(3) it has complied with al! Ihe requirements of OMB Circular No. A·95 ps modified by Sections 570.300(c) (for
entitlement applicants) or 5 70.400(d) (for discietionary applicants) and that either

(0 any comments and /commendations madc by or through clearinghouses are attached and have been considered

prior to submission of the application; or

I €0 1) t - 39,4;
4,%*

(ii) the required prou: dures have becn followed and no comments or rccommendations have been received.

(4) Prior to submission of its application. the applicant has:

(0 provided citizens with adequate information concerning the amount of funds available for proposed community
development and housing activities, the inge of act/ities that may be undertaken, and other important provam
requirements; ·

(ii) held at least two pubtic heatings to obtain the views of citizens on community development ind housing needs;
and

(ili) provided citizens an adequate opportunity to articulate needs, express preferences about proposed activities,
assist in the selection of priorities, and otherwise to participate in the development of the application .

f.:t*

(5) Its chter executive officer mother officer of applicant approved by HUD:

(i) Corments to assurre the status of a responsible Federal official under the NaUonal Environmental Policy Act of
1969 insofar as the provisions of such Act apply to the applicant's proposed Fogram pl,suant to 24 CFR 570.603; and

01) Is authorized and coments on behalf of the applicant and himgelf to accept the jurisdiction of the Federal courts
for the purpoee of enf,rcerrnt of his responsibilities es such an official.

. (6) The Community Development Program has been developed so as to give maximum feasible priority to activities which
will benefit low or moderate income families or aid in the prevention or elimination of slums or blight. Where all or part
of the community development program activities are designed to meet other community development needs having a
paricular urgency, such needs are specifically described in the apptication under the Community Development Plan
Summary..

47) h will comply with the regulations, policies, guidelines and requirements of Federal Management Circulars 74-4 and
74-7, as they relate to the application. acceptance and use of Federal funds for this federally-assi/ed program.

(8) it will administer and enforce the labor standard, requirements let forth in Section 5 70.605 and HUD regulations
isued to implement such requkemcnts.

(9) It will comply with al! requirements imposed by HUD concerning special requirements of law, program requirements
and other administrative requirements approved in accordance with Federal Management Circular 74.7.

(10) It will comply with the provisions of Execut;ve Order 1 12%,relating to evaluation of flood hazardi

(11) It willcomply with:

O) mle VI of the avil Rights Act of 1964 (P.L. 88-352) and the regulations issued pursuant thereto (24 CFR Part
D, which provides that no person in the United States shil on theground of race, color. 01 national origin. be
excluded from pafticipation in, be denied the benefits of. or be othenvi/ subjected to discrimination under any
progiam or activity for which the applicant receives Federal financial aa„unce and win immediately take any
measure. necessary to effectuate this surance. If my d propetty or structu:e thereon I provided or
imp:oved with the aid of Federal financial assi,tance extended to the applicant. this assurance shall obliple the
applicant, or in the case of any transfer of such property. any transferee. for the period during which the real
propeity or struct%Irc is used for a Purpose for which the Fede:.. financial assistance 's extended or for another
purpose invohing the pronision of simitar lervice, or benefits.

(ii) Tille Vill or the Civit Right, Act of 1968 (P.L 90·284) .amended. administering all programs and acttvities
relating to housing and community development in amanner to affirmatively further fair lieusing: and w,11 take
action to affirmat,vely further fair housinE in the gle or rental of housing. the financlng or housing, and the
provision of brokerage services within the applicant'sjurmdi/tion.

HUD-7015.12(11·751

1.43

Npi
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(iii) Section 109 of Ilie Housin. and Community Development Act of 1974, and the regulations issued pursuant

thereto (24 CIR 570.601). which provides that no person in the United St/cs slutt.on the ground or face.
color. national 0,11:in or icx, be creluded from participation in. be denied the benefits of, or be subjected to
discrimination under, any program or activity funded in whole erin pan with Title I funds.

(iv) Executive Order 1106] on equal opportunity in housing and nondiscrimination in the sate or rental of housing

ah@nb..Mi built with Federal a„i,lance.

r- (v) Exccutive Oider I t 246. and all regulations issued pursuant thereto (24 CFR Put 130), which provides that no
person shall be dic///ated against on the basis or face, color, religion. sex or national crigin in all phaues of
employment during the performance of Federal or federally - awled contracts. Such contractors and
subcontractors 'hall take affirmative action to insure faur treatment in employment, upgrading, demotion, or
tranifer; recruitment or recruitment advertising, layoff or termination, rates of pay or other forms of
compensation and selection for training and apprenticeship.

1

(Vi) Section 3 of the Housing and UrbJn Development Act of 1968. as amended. requiring that to the greatest extent
fca,ible opportunities for /ainIng and employment be given low'er income residents of the project area and
contram for work in connection w'ith the project be awarded to eligible business co:werns which are located in,
or owned in substantial pait by, persons residing in the area of the project.

(12) It will:

(i) Inacquiring, at ixoperty inconnectionwilhtheconimmitydevelo,n/nt block /ant Exog,am, be guided to the
9/utest extent practicable under State law. by the real property acquisition policies set out under Seclion 301

3-
of the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970 (P. L. 91446) and the
prov Wom of Section 302 thereof:

Cio Pay or rcimbur. property owners for necessary experses as specified in Section 303 and 304 of the Act; and

(iii) Inform affected persons of the benefits, policies. and procedures provided for under HUD regulations (24 CFR
Part 42)

(13) k Will:

(i) Provide fair and m:onable relocation payments and assistance in accordance with Sections 202,203, and 204 of
the Uniform' Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970 and applicable HUD
regulations (24 CFR Part 42), to or for families, individuals. partnerships, corporations or associations displaced

asa "sult of any "quisition of leal property for an activity assisted under the program:

15% ,

9

(ii) Provide relocation mistance progr.ms offering the services described in Section 205 of the Act to fu¢h displaced f
familie* individuals, partnerships, corporations or associations in the manner provided under applicable HUD
regulations; .

(ili) Assure that, within a reasonable time prior to displaccment,decent, safe. and sanitary replacement dwellings will i.
be available to such di,placed families and individuals in accordance with Section 205(r) (3) of the Act, and that i
such hou,ing u ill bc available in Ihe same range of choices to all such displaced persons mg„dless of their race. ;
color, religion, national origin. Nex, or sou.e of income;

(iv) Inform affected persons of the benefits. polieies, and proceduies provided for under HUD regulations: and ¥

i 4

(v) Carry out the relocation process in such a manner / to provide such displaced persons with uniform and
. consistent services, including any services required to insure that the relocation process does not result in t

different or wparate treatment to such displaced persons on account of their race, color, religion, nalional 7
origin. sci. 0, source of income.

(14) It will establish safeguards to prohibit employees from using positions for a purpose that is or give, thc appearance of i
being motivated by 3 desire for private gain for themselves or others, particularly those with whom they have family,
business, 01 other tin

(15) It will comply with the provisioni of the Hatch Act which limit the political activity of employees. t

(16) It will give HUD .ind the Comptroller General through any authorized representative access to and the right to examine  t
all records, books, papers, or documents related to the grant. . 1

i

1

i

····L,-, 1 .
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V

Minimum Standards of Physical and Economic Distress
for

McAdams Neighborhood and City of Wichita

Population Laq/Decline McAdams Wichita

(Tract12)* 7 5*i

9%15.4 1 it?·Mci.
Population 1960 2,815 254,698
Population 1976 1,261 260,980

% Change 1960-1976 - 55% 2.5% TRE
Poverty

Persons below poverty level 1970 35.1% 11.2%

Household below poverty level 1970 25.4% 8.2%

Households below poverty level 1976 52.7% 14.9%

Per Capita Income

Per Capita Income 1969 Not available $ 3,259
Per Capita Income 1974 4,951
Net Increase 1969-1974 1,692

Job Laq/Decline

Retail Employment 1967 Not available 18.352

Retail Employment 1972 19,634

% Change 1967-1972 6.9%

Manufacturing Employment 1967 Not available 23,000

Manufacturing Employment 1972 Not available

r % Change 1967-1972

Unemployment

Average Unemployment 1976 8.7% 5.4%

Age of Housing

Units constructed prior to 1940 79.0% 29.0%

*Although McAdams Neighborhood includes portions of tracts 4, 5 and 17, the

majority of the neighborhood is within tract 12. Tract 12.is representative
of overall conditions in the entire neighborhood.

66



% -3

FA:ls t'

Race 1976

City of Wichita

Census Number of Persons
Tract White Minority % Minority

1 1,894 1,128 37.3
2 2,839 67 2.3

3 3,772 581 13.3

4 2,037 383 26.9

5 5 517 99.0
6 50 3,299 95.6

7 346 4,811 91.6

8 231 3,413 93.6
9 2,121 1,374 39.3

10 4,386 128 2.8

11 1,531 1,537 50.1

12 96 1,165 92.3

13 1,330 166 11.1

14 4,465 74 1.6

15 3,533 62 1.7
16 259 17 6.1

17 525 40 7.0
18. 2,057 850 29.3

19 2,536 89 3.3
20 2,731 19 0.7

21 3,786 23 0.6

22 2,650 14 0.5
23 2,541 43 1.7

24 985 54 5.2

25 1,057 66 5.9
26 2,109 139 6.2

27 2,234 113 4.8

28 3,404 128 3.6

29 2.292 20 0.9
30 2,521 66 2.6

31 2,498 62 2.4

32 3,266 126 3.7

33 1,718 104 5.7

34 1,860 44 2.3

35 2,099 77 3.5
36 3,262 94 2.8

37 1,983 88 4.3

38 2,798 72 2.5

39 4,796 141 2.9

40 3,782 116 3.0

51 5.646 157 2.7
52 4.785 296 5.8

53 7,522 215 2.8
54 3,891 44 1.1

46>.



Census Number of Persons
Tract White · Minority % Minority

56 1,366 112 7.6
57 3,881 65 1.6
59 2,212 67 2.9
60 4,901 516 9.5
61 3,039 113 3.6
62 3,441 194 5.3
63 1,946 19 1.0
64 2,110 20 0.9
65 3,938 1,008 20.4
66 263 9 3.3
67 2,208 55 2.4
68 4,631 359 7.0
69 3,001 40 1.3
70 3,807 91 2.3 4

71 4,661 231 4.7
72 2,156 51 2.3
73 6,745 229 3.3
74 10 0 0
75' 2,001 316 13.6
76 3,833 118 3.0
77 2,410 1,634 40.4
78 72 3,677 98.1
79 23 0 0
81 .470 0 0
82 5.470 503 8.4
83 3,967 102 2'.5
84 3,234 45 1.4
85 2,763 13 0.5
86 3,567 55 1.5
87 3,486 132 3.7
88 3,985 72 1.8
89 3,696 170 4.4
9D 2,539 147 5.5
91 4,247 169 3.8
92 2,576 88 3.3
93 5,857 300 4.9
94 7,360 77 1.0
95 781 9 1.1
98 0 0 0

101 1,269 17 1.3

83
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MINORITY CONCENTRATIONS

BY CENSUS TRACT

2
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City of Wichita

Section 8 Family Housing Units

Census Tract Number of Units

6 3
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OMB Approval No. 2-110215

gaq-

FEDERAL ASSISTANCE 1 APPLI.

CANT'S

.TYPE ¤ FREAPPLICATION APPI.1.
01

ACTION [3 API'l.!CATICN CATION

tailler ¤ NOT:FlaTION OF INTENT (Opt) La,0Propnoll

boz, [] REPOR,1 OF FEDERAL ACTIO'I Bln,0,

. LEGAL APPLICANT/RECIPIENT

i. NUMBER

b. DATE

}'/O, =O/4 dc,
t9

3. STATE I. NUMBER

APPICA

1 ION

IDENTI· b. DATE ral month dal

FISH ASSIGNED 19

5. FEDERAL EMPLOYER IDENTIFICATION NO.

i. Applicant Norn' City 07 Wichita, Kansas
4. o,ganization unt, Urban Renewal Agency
c, stroot/p.0. 80* City Hall, 2nd Floors 455 No. Main
d. 014 Wichita . Coent, : Sedgwick
f. St,t• Kansas g. zip we: 67202
h. Con" Pmon (Nci" Kenneth H. Kitchen

0 4 filip"e No.' (3161 768-4381
5 7. TITLE AND D[SCRIPTION OF APPLICANT•S PROJECT

B
& McAdams Neighborhood Revitalization Program

li Neighborhood revitalization - housing
rehabilitation, construction, site improvements,.... 4 industrial development.

R

 10· AREA OF PROJECT IMPACT (Non:•i ef e.ti¢#. co//1. 11. ESTIMATED NUM·
Statii. etc.) BER OF PERSONS

BINEFITIC

Wichita, Kansas 1800

13. PROPOSCO FU'IMG 14. CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS OF:

..UDAG $ 6,550,160 .0,7 o. /.,pliCANT b. PROJECT

Jederel 4,464,830 .col Ks. 4th Ks. 4th
c. STATE 200,000 .0,; i IG. PROJECT STAnT 17. PROJECT

d. LOCAL 2,075,300 .001 "AYifo 4 yrs. 3<14)0
DURATION

..Pri vate10.844 . 340 .00 2 10. ESTIMATED DATE TO Year mona 4
BE SUE,/IED 10

i. Tor.u :24,334.630 .eol rEDLIAL AGENCY> 1978 4 28

20. FEDERAL AGENCY TO RECD··'E REQUCS-f (Nam.,Cav, St/0,211'cod,)

DeDartment of Housing and Urban Development

48-6000-653

11 toilllPRO·
•.NUMBER

GRAM b. TITLE

(Pram Community Development
Fdird

catalog) Block Grant Program -
Urban Development Action

8. TYPE OF APPLICANT/RECIPIENT brant
A-St•ti H-Community Action Acenc,
8-Intorst:10 1- Higher Educalional:nit,trtion
G-SUS;'=ta bled,in Trita

Dist,ict K-OM (Spic,76»

2&7'
F-Schoct DI,trict

G-Spect' Full,01•
Disti,ct Enler Ip;rop,al, 1,¢:¢r Ir

9. TYPE OF ASSISTANCE
A-Besic Great D-Insuranci

81*plimi:91 Gint E-Other

:1. im:i., [*1-10 l/n

12. TYPE OF APPLICATION

A-NM GR:·41:il. E-Aulnect:tkn
8-Ret.d•,11 D-C,al,nuition

Enter •FPrOPrt. =. 
:5. TYPE OF CHANGE (For l:¢ 0/ 1:i)

A-le.tnis, Colla,1 F-Cther (Spredu) :
6-Dectim Doilin

C··Incie,so Dtion
D-Decle, D *.

[-Ging, I lation

10. EXISTING FEDERAL IDENTIFICATION NUMSER

None

21. REMALKS ADDED

Yes g No

-)4

.*fAL

, 82£ a. To 1!,e th: ef mi tiowl/rc LIJ bc,11,1,

dati In thil ':.pplicition/..... are
7112 te d c:reti. ri docu: tne lia: been

APPLICANT dul, *uthrikl 3, thi :,ov.i:,·4 tc:, 01

CERT;fIES the *prligal end th, 2/lic:nt will comply

THAT t• •lth thi all.=bel m/inces if the guilt-

ant, 1, app:gicd.

2 23 i. TYPED PAME AND T:TU

2 CERTIrriNG

¤ REPRE·
El SENTATIVE

24. AGENCY NAME

26. ORGANIZATIONAL UNIT

 29. ADDRESS

Q U. ACTION TAKEN 32. FUNDINO

0 ¤ I. AWARDED i. FEDERAL  $

 ¤ b. 1-CECTED
b. APFLICANT 

¤ 5 RETURNEO ron c. STATE
9 AMENDMENT . LOCAL

9 0, DEFERRED c. 6/.N

b. Il ,%.ind by O ·iB C;r,u,/ A-95 U,;s i/li•lic, 41$ submitted, pulsint !0 in· /0/0
itictrins tilt:tin, to appre.:TAW cl/fi:·al•0•im ind *11 iu/nial m /MI: Ipon:O %=Irt

m Metropolitan Area Planning Department 0 0
w Planning Commission El O

m State Division of Planning Resea Th Il O
b. SIGNATURE , DATE SIGNED

Y,cr miosfh de,

19

F66·PPLICA· 1-,ar mon:h do.
RECEIVED 19

27. ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE 28. M21:mt.c:f'&ATION

rer mt:MIA da, 7. l'ear mong dow

STARTING
-00 33. ACTION. /A-tip_ 19 - DATE 4 J
.00 35. CONTACT FOR *ADDITIONAL INFORMA 3S. Year mend /O,

1ION (Ncy 0/ 1,14'60- n#mbir) ENDING
•00 " DATE 19

.rio 37. REMAR,<S ADDED

.oc

FIDERAL AGENCY
A-95 AC,IGN

f. TOT.:'. S .OC Il Yes ENO

i. :i. I.'.i./ // a i.i·.r. Any com/Mt, Cti.i··. 1,0,n it:111723·Jus.+ „1 21- b. :H,12/ 45[1:CY A-95 6'FIC:Il
ii fi· '. U c¢-I :ch.... dui und., p:iii·.,1.....1,0.W ....... tP.am. „„ „luho». *u.'
it.; Il ./Le,r·a ••....

ST'a'ArD Z,·44 121 PAS€ 1 £10-
424-toi '
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RESOLUTION FINDING THE AMENDED GENERAL

URBAN RENF'!AL PLAN FOR WICHITA ORIGINAL

TOWN URBAN RENEWAL AREA IN CONFORMITY
WITH THE GENERAL PLAN FOR THE MUNICI-

PALITY AS A WHOLE

WHEREAS, in accordance with provisions of Title I of the Housing

Act of 1949, as amended, and the Kansas Urban Renewal Law, the Board
I *

of City Commissioners of the City of Wichita, Kansas, has referred the

Amended General Urban Renewal Plan for Wichita Original Town Urban

Renewal Area to the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning

Commission for its report and recommer lations respecting said Amended

General Urban Renewal Plan as to its conformity with the General Plan

for the development of the municipality as a whole; and

WHEREAS, a General Plan has been prepared and is recognized and

used as a guide for the general development of the locality as a whole.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Wichita-Sedgwick County

Metropolitan Area Planning Commission that the Amended General Urban

Renewal Plan for Wichita Original Town Urban Renewal Area conforms to

4,3
said General Plan of the locality.

ADOPTED at Wichita, Kansas, this day of February. 1978.

Marjorie L. Taylor, Chairman
Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan
Area Planning Commission

ATTEST:

». 44 j

Robert A. Lakin, Secretary
Wichita-Sedgwick County Metro-
politan Area Planning Commission

*tef
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RESOLUTION FINDING THE AMENDED GENERAL
URBAN RENEWAL PLAN FOR WICHITA ORIGINAL
TOWN URBAN RENEWAL AREA IN CONFORMITY
WITH THE GENERAL PLAN FOR THE MUNICI-
PALITY AS A WHOLE

WHEREAS, in accordance with provisions of Ti tle I of the Housing

Act of 1949, as amended, and the Kansas Urban Renewal Law, the Board
of City Commissioners of the City of Wichita, Kansas. has referred the
Amended General Urban Renewal Pl an for Wichi ta Original Town Urban

Renewal Area to the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning

Commission for its report and recommendations respecting said Amended fof..4

General Urban Penewal Pl an as to its conformity with the General Pl an

for the development of the municipality as a whole; and

WHEREAS, a General Plan has been prepared and is recognized and
used as a guide for the general development of the locality as a whole.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area Planning Commission that the Amended General Urban
Renewal Plan for Wichita Original Town Urban Renewal Area conforms to
said General Plan of the locality.

ADOPTED at Wichita, Kansas, this day of February. '978.

Marjorie L. Taylor, Chairman
Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan
Area Planning Commissian 'UNI:.

ATTEST:

Robert A. Lakin. Secretary
Wichita-Sedgwick County Metro-
politan Area Planning Commission

l
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RESOLUTION FINDING THE AMENDED GENERAL
URBAN RENEWAL PLAN FOR WICHITA ORIGINAL
TOWN URBAN RENEWAL /\REA IN CONFORMITY

WITH THE GENERAL PLAN FOR THE MUNICI- 1

PALITY AS A WHOLE

WHEREAS, in accordance with provisions of Title I of the Housing 1

Act of 1949, as amended, and the Kansas Urban Renewal Law, the Board

of City Commissioners of the City of Wichita, Kansas, has referred the

Amended General Urban Renewal Plan for Wichita Original Town Urban

Renewal Area to the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning
1

Commission for its report and recommendations respecting said Amended

General Urban Renewal Plan as to its conformity with the General Plan

for the development of the municipality as a whole; and

WHEREAS, a General Plan has been prepared and is recognized and

used as a guide for the general development of the locality as a whole.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Wichita-Sedgwick County

Metropolitan Area Planning Commission that the Amended General Urban

Renewal Pl an for Wichi ta Ori gi nal Town Urban Renewal Ahea conforms to

said General Plan of the locality.

ADOPTED at Wichita. Kansas, this day of February, 1978.

Marjorie L. Taylor, Chairman
Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan
Area Planning Commission

ATTEST:

l
Robert A. Lakin, Secretary
Wichita-Sedgwick County Metro-
politan Area Planning Commission



%*.6,

1

Ir I

RESOLUYION FINDING THE AMENDED GENERAL

URBAN RENEWAL PLAN FOR WICHITA ORIGINAL

TOWN URBAN RENEWAL AREA IN CONFORMITY

WITH THE GENERAL PLAN FOR THE MUNICI-

PALITY AS A WHOLE

WHEREAS, in accordance with provisions of Title I of the Housing

Act of 1949, as amended, and the Kansas Urban Renewal Law, the Board4
F of City Comissioners of the City of Wichita, Kansas, has referred the

Amended General Urban Renewal Plan for Wichita Original Town Urban

Renewal Area to the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning

Commission for its report and recommendations respecting said Amended

General Urban Renewal Plan as to its conformity with the General Plan

for the development of the municipality as a whole; and

WHEREAS, a General Plan has been prepared and is recognized and

used as a guide for the general development of the locality as a whole.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Wichita-Sedgwick County

Metropolitan Area Planning Commission that the Amended General Urban

Renewal Plan for Wichita Original Town Urban Renewal Area conforms to

said General Plan of the locality.

ADOPTED at Wichita, Kansas, this day of February, 1978.

Marjorie L. Taylor, Chairman
Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan P ·A

Area Planning Commission

ATTEST: 54.f· ··P '

Robert A. Lakin, Secretary
Wichita-Sedgwick County Metro-
politan Area Planning Commission
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RESOLUTION FINDING THE AMENDED GENERAL

URBAN RENEWAL PLAN FOR WICHITA ORIGINAL
TOWN URBAN RENEWAL AREA IN CONFORMITY

WITH THE GENERAL PLAN FOR THE MUNICI-

PALITY AS A WHOLE

WHEREAS, in accordance with provisions of Title I of the Housing

Act of 1949, as amended, and the Kansas Urban Renewal Law, the Board

of City Commissioners of the City of Wichita, Kansas, has referred the

Amended General Urban Renewal Plan for Wichita Original Town Urban

Renewal Area to the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning

Commission for its report and recommendations respecting said Amended

General Urban Renewal Plan as to its conformity with the General Plan
he>92
94%54. for the development of the municipality as a whole; and

WHEREAS, a General Plan has been prepared and is recognized and

used as a guide for the general development of the locality as a whole.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Wichita-Sedgwick County

Metropolitan Area Planning Commission that the Amended General Urban

Renewal Plan for Wichita Original Town Urban Renewal Area conforms to

said General Plan of the locality.

ADOPTED at Wichita, Kansas, this day of February, 1978.

f

Marjorie L. Taylor, Chairman
Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan
Area Planning Commissian

ATTEST:

Robert A. Lakin, Secretary
Wichita-Sedgwick County Metro-
politan Area Planning Commission
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RESOLUTION FINDING THE AMENDED GENERAL

URBAN RENEWAL PLAN FOR WICHITA ORIGINAL
t

TOWN URBAN RENEWAL AREA IN CONFORMITY

WITH THE GENERAL PLAN FOR THE MUNICI-

PALITY AS A WHOLE

WHEREAS, in accordance with provisions of Title I of the Housing

Act of 1949, as amended, and the Kansas Urban Renewal Law, the Board

Kr
of City Commissioners of the City of Wichita, Kansas, has referred the

Amended General Urban Renewal Plan for Wichita Original Town Urban

Renewal Area to the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning

Commission for its report and recommendations respecting said Amended

General Urban Renewal Plan as to its conformity with the General Plan

for the development of the municipality as a whole; and

WHEREAS, a General Plan has beer: prepared and is recognized and

used as a guide for the general development of the locality as a whole.

NOW. THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by·the Wichita-Sedgwick County

Metropolitan Area Planning Commission that the Amended General Urban

Renewal Pl an for Wi chita Ori gi nal Town Urban Renewal Atea conforms to

said ·General Plan of the locality.

ADOPTED at Wichita, Kansas, this day of February, 1978.

Marjorie L. Taylor, Chairman
f Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan

Area Planning Commission

ATTEST:

Robert A. Lakin, Secretary
Wichita-Sedgwick County Metro-
politan Area Planning Commission
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URBAN DEVELOPMENT ACTION GRANT

APPLICATION

McADAMS NEIGHBORHOOD REVITALIZATION PROGRAM
WICHITA. KANSAS

1431:

prepared by the Urb<.n Renewal Agency
for the City of Wichita, Kansas

April 5, 1978
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PART II

URBAN DEVELOPMENT ACTION PROGRAM

Economic Development & Housing Strategy

The economic development and housing elements of the Community Development
Program of the City of Wichita, Kansas are not available at the present
time. These elements will not be completed until after the final
regulations on Community Development Block Grants have been issued.
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Project Synopsis

inli,
1134*jj,ry 06:..

01· 1.2399*d ·
4 Project Name ·· /43..7

1 91}li#F&/
McAdams Neighborhood Revitalization Program.

Project Objectives ;% D..Am
E@fk,

Rehabilitate and revitalize a deteriorated neighborhood within the City
of Wichita, increase the community tax base and emp'loyment opportunities
through industrial development, provide standard, low cost housing for
the area's low income residents.

Project Description

The McAdams project involves a comprehensive approach to neighborhood
revitalization, in terms of both residential rehabilitation and economic
development. The program is designed to:

: 43is·5
t49%61'*-

Rehabilitate existing housing

Initiate new housing construction

Remove blighting influences and conditions

Eliminate industrial/residential conflicts

Provide site improvements and other public amenities

Promote economic development and employment opportunities

Increase community tax base

Provide substantial minority participation in :

Home ownership

Employment opportunities

Utilization of existing and proposed Community Development programs
and other City programs and services.

Project Area

The McAdams Neighborhood is bounded on the north by Th: rteenth Street, on
the south by Central Avenue, on the east by Interstate 135, and on the
west by the Santa Fe, Atchison and Topeka railroad tracks. The project
site covers approximately 376 acres.

- ......,·*,e*·4?'+2,£91 +39
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Project Cost

$24,334,630 ($6,750,160 UDAG)

Project Starting Date

June, 1978. Major project activities will begin upon UDAG award.

Project Duration

Four year project duration (1978-1982).
Gagoing private investment in the project area following project completion.



7."9

...f faa

Goals and Objectives

Residential Land Use

Goal: Maintain a viable residential environment in the McAdams area

that offers a range of housing types to suit the needs of the
neighborhood residents.

Objectives: Rehabilitate existing residential structures whereeconomically
feasible to do so.

Provide subsidized housing for low income families.

Provide for removal of obsolete or dilapidated residential structures
that have a blighting influence on surrounding residential uses.

Provide for removal of housing in areas not suitable or incom-
Tea*

patiable for residential living.

Encourage new housing construction that will provide housing
opportunities for low and moderate income persons.

Increase home ownership as a method for improving neighborhood
stability.

Upgrade and maintain public facilities and amenities that contribute
to the image of McAdams Neighborhood as a desirable residential
area. 02% 4

Actions: Utilize housing grants and. loans to rehabilitate the existing
housing stock.

Clear all housing located in areas zoned for industrial use.

Relocate all standard housing removed from industrial zones to
vacant lots within the residential portion of the neighborhood.

Construct public housing units for the elderly and handi capped
within close proximity to neighborhood commercial facilities,
public transit, and other public amenities.

Acquire vacant lots in the neighborhoods to be land banked for new
residential construction and expansion of public and semi-public
facilities.

Construct new housing units on vacant lots in the residential
portion of the neighborhood.

Initiate a Section 8 Substantial Rehabilitation program for the
purpose of providing standard housing for low income residents.

: 1,1, 44't .42
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Acquire tenant occupied structures for a homesteading program
that will encourage home ownership and housing rehabilitation.

€6.J*i

Acquire, rehabilitate and sell tenant occupied structures for
home ownership.

Acquire and clear dilapidated residential structures scattered
throughout the neighborhood.

f

Initiate a concentrated code enforcement program in conjunction
with available housing rehabilitation programs.

Protect the residential integrity of the neighborhood byPUMVi
rezoning Ninth Street and Eleventh Street for residential
use.

T ?:24
j
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Commercial Land Use

Goal: Encourage commercial development in designated areas that is
attractively designed and compatible with surrounding residential
uses.

Objectives: Encourage concentrated commercial activities rather than strip
or spot commercial developments.

Clear obsolete and dilapidated commercial buildings, particularly
those that are scattered throughout the neighborhood.

Promote rehabilitation of cormnercial structures in designated
commercial areas.

Provide commercial activities that will service the needs of
neighborhood residents.

Actions: Provide SBA 502 and 7A loans to upgrade the commercial area at
, Ninth and Cleveland and along Thirteenth Street.

Provide site improvements at Ninth and Cleveland area, including
49€94 sidewplks, landscaping. benches and lighting.

Relocate viable commercial activities to the Ninth and Cleveland
center or along Thirteenth Street.

Clear obsolete, vacant and non-conforming commercial structures
scattered throughout the neighborhood.

Initiate uniform building code enforcement for commercial
activities within the neighborhood.

19*14·
*%'42.N : t

Encourage use of landscaping, screening and signing that will
improve the appearance of commercial areas and provide buffers
to adjacent resi dential uses.
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Industrial Land Use

Goal: Encourage industrial development and/or expansion that is well
designed and compatible with the environment in areas designated
for industrial use.

Objectives: Encourage rehabilitation of deteriorated industrial properties.

Promote consolidation of scattered industrial holdings so as to
minimize conflicts with residential uses.

Provide an improved transportation network within industrial areaq
in order to minimize use of residential streets forindustrial

traffic.

Encourage expansion of existing industries in -order to provide
employment opportunities.

Provide for the removal of obsolete and dilapidated industrial
uses.

Provide for buffering of industrial uses from surrounding residential
uses.

Actions: Acquire and consolidate vacant lots within the industrial zone for

expansion of existing industrial uses.

Acquire and clear all residential lots in the industrial zone.

Provide SBA 502 and 7A loans for industrial rehabilitation,

expansion and new development.

Pave Washington Avenue in order to provide an improved industrial
traffic route in the neighborhood.

Initiate an ordinance prohibiting industrial traffic on residential
streets in the neighborhood.

Provide for screening of industrial uses from residential uses
(fencing, landscaping), principally along the alley between
Washington and Wabash, and along Murdock Avenue.

Encourage on-the-job training programs with industries in the neigh-
borhood.

Prevent intrusions of industrial uses into the residential portion of
the neighborhood by maintaining existing zoning patterns.

Encourage uniform building code enforcement in industrial areas.
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Public Land Use

Goal: Provide for adequate parks, cultural/educational facilities,
streets, sidewalks and other public improvements to service
neighborhood residents and to contribute to the image of the
neighborhood as a desirable residential area.

Objectives: Utilize open space areas to provide a buffer between residential
and less compatible land uses.

Provide for recreational facilities within the neighborhood to
accommodate the needs of small children and the elderly.

fliti
Encourage continued use of existing public facilities for cultural/
educational programs.

F 349:t
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Provide for adequate day care services within the neighborhood

Provide for maintenance of residential streets, sidewalks and

adequate street lighting.

Actions: Develop a mini-park within the neighborood, incorporating
passive recreation facilities for the elderly.

. Establish a day care center to service neighborhood residents. This
activity may be incorporated as a function of an existing facility
such as Dunbar School.

Develop a bike path/green strip along I-35.

Provide expansion space for Dunbar School and Phyllis Wheatley
Children's Home where necessary.

Pave all dirt streets and upgrade existing paved streets where
necessary.

Repair and construct sidewalks, curb and gutter where necessary.

Plant street trees where needed.

Conduct a clean-up program including trash removal, tree

trimming, mowing vacant lots, alley maintenance and insect
control.



.A l.

1 *ft,...1:4 V N' : :

1% · · >; i ..n

4/1 ·· ·  ·  I-·.934
. . Art'·-c·.

'.. - /.G. '¥·rle

I. ./ 1

r-- -7 ' 41*4
'4% 1 1 1.6Ir .A I.-1 4,1 1

· ,&t•«L

Project Activities

·%%11

The McAdams Neighborhood Revitalization Program involves a comprehensive
approach to rehabilitating a deteriorated neighborhood. The program is
designed to stimulate economic development and employment through industrial -
expansion, rehabilitate existing housing, stimulate new housing construction,
and upgrade the aesthetic quality of the neighborhood.

Economic Development

One of the assets of the neighborhood is its close proximity to the downtown
and Central Industrial Corridor employment areas . A major objective of the
program is to capitalize on this asset by stimulating industrial growth and
employment opportunities. A portion of the neighborhood is developed for
industrial use; there is potential for expansion and growth within this
industrial area. Industrial expansion that will not conflict with the
neighborhood's residential district will be encouraged through the following
activities:

Acquires assemble and sell existing vacant parcels in the industrial
zone for expansion of existing industries or new development.

u..a:'. -=wi,&A@tkify Acquire residences in the industrial zones clear and sell sites for
industrial expansion or development.

1

Maintain existing industrial zoning patterns.

Pave Washington Avenue for industrial traffic use.

Install buffer along allev between Washington and Wabash, and on north
side of Murdock Avenue to protect nearby residences. (Fencing and
landscaping materials to be used).

Provide SBA 502 and 7A loan programs for industrial development. Ten
percent (10%) loan financing to be provided through program.

Uniform building code enforcement.

Residential Rehabilitation and Development

k*40

The program is intended to rehabilitate and preserve as much of the existing
housing stock as possible with minimal displace of current residents.
Residential infill, to be accomplished through new housing construction,
will provide housing for residents relocated from the industrial section
of the neignborhood. The following strategies will be employed to meet
these objectives:

Provide housing rehabilitation grants for approximately 220 low income
owner occupants.

I :' ,1 <-·0.1434
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Provide low interest community development loans for moderate income . ika7*KiN owner occupants. 17"99

»

Provide approximately 72 Section 312 housing rehabilitation low interest i
loans for owner occupied and tenant occupied housing.

Rehabilitate approximately 30 tenant occupied structures through
participation in the Section 8 Substantial Rehabilitation Project.
(Neighborhood Strategy Area designation).

Acquisitions rehabilitation and sale of 10 deteriorated, tenant .occupied structures.

Acquisition of 20 deteriorated tenant occupied structures for resale
through a homesteading program.

Acquisition and clearance of approximately 22 dilapidated structures
next to vacant lots.

Acquisition of vacant lots for new housing construction sites.

New housing construction initiated through housing construction
finance program.

nettil
4&1% Acquisition and clearance of dilapidated residences along Thirteenth Street. , t.,21.¥2

Acquisition and clearance of dilapidated residences along Murdock Street.

Voluntary demolition program for removal of dilapidated accessory
structures.

Hamp naintinr, rl,•Ant.

4.&*

42:i ·. 4 1 'i./3
*44, Acquisition of site for 12 units of public housing for the elderly and

handicapped.

Unifonm Building Code enforcement.
*"C j

Concentrated neighborhood clean-up program involving bulky trash
removals tree trimming, street cleaning, mowing of vacant lots, alley
maintenance and insect control.                              -

Residential Area Site Improvements 4

In order to upgrade the infrastructure and support racilities and services
in the neighborhoods several site improvements are proposed:

Reconstruct Cleveland Avenue from Murdock to Central Avenue. -

t·
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Repair or replace all broken curbing and sidewalks.

Pave Eighth Street from Washington to Wabash.

Upgrade street lighting where necessary.

Improvements at Ninth and Cleveland, including sidewalk replacement,
benches, lighting and landscaping.

Acquire and develop a mini-park site.

Street tree planting where necessary.

Construction of bike path along Interstate 135.

Resurface all streets where necessary.

Commercial Development

t There are several dilapidated, nonconforming, obsolete and vacant commercial
structures scattered throughout the neighborhood that serve as a blighting
influence on nearby residences. However, some cdmmercial activiti es are
needed to service the area residents. Project activities pertaining to
commercial development include:

Acquisition and clearance of dilapidated commercial uses along
Murdock Avenue.

Acquisition and clearance of dilapidated and vacant commercial uses
scattered throughout the residential portion of the neighborhood.

SBA 502 and 7A commercial loan programs for rehabilitation and development
of viable commercial activities at Ninth and Cleveland, and along
Thirteenth Street.

Site improvements at Ninth and Cleveland.

Uniform building code enforcement.

4*A
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. Project Relationship to Existing Facilities and Services

-bWM

The McAdams project deals with the rehabilitation of an existing neighborhood
already served with waters sewer, streets, recreation areas, public transit
and other public facilities and services. The existing infrastructure is
adequate to serve projected residential infill and industrial development in
the neighborhood.

The neighborhood is also served by several community facilities including
the Dunbar Adult Education Center, Claver Adult Day Care Center, Headstart
Day Care, Phyllis Wheatley Children's Home, L'Ouverture Elementary School
and McAdams Park. Expansion of facilities is planned for both McAdams Park
and L'Ouverture School in the immediate future. No additional services or
facilities will be required to support the McAdams project.

Market and Economic Feasibility

Market and economic feasibility studies have not been done to date for the
McAdams project. However, the project is considered feasible for the
following fundamental reasons:

Project will preserve the existing housing stock. There is a lack of
low cost, standard housing elsewhere within the City for relocating
the neighborhood population.

Total clearance of the area, the alternative to rehabilitation, would
cost approxmately $20,000,000.

:vi

W Project upgrades housing while preserving low rent structure necessary
··,we to accommodate low income residents.
2*24*·

i \ , 35,91

Project Ownership

The project will be completely privately owned when completed.

Project Location

The project is not located on currently owned Urban Renewal land. Urban
Renewal property is located directly north of the project area. This
property will be developed for industrial use, which will serve as a
source of employment for area residents.
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Implementing Agencies

All project activities will be administered by the Urban Renewal Agency
with the exception of the following:

Activity Implementing Agency

Washington Street paving, Cleveland Department of Public Works
Avenue reconstruction

Neighborhood clean up program Interdepartmental

Bike path construction along I-135 Kansas Department of Transportation

Section 8 housing program Local Housing Authority

Public Housing Construction Local Housing Authority

Central Systems, a local development corporation, will be contracted with
to provide financing for SBA loan programs for industrial and commercial
development.

Project Beneficiaries

The direct beneficiaries of the project will be residents and businesses

stantially improve living conditions in the area. Businessmen will profit
from the availability of expansion sites and the SBA loan programs.

The City at large will also benefit from the project through increased
tax bases employment opportunities, and preservation of a community
housing stock.

located in the neighborhood. All project activities are designed to sub-

4%

4

I'll. -&*26¢---.&-.61'llil

It·*1



t.....1,1,1
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'.I-Ire ncant. 1,!% Pr,/vid,• tit,•s fi,r ' i··,q lix•· Urti.,1, Ri·iii'. 11 July. 1973 Jul,,19;0 3 167.360 1/7,#,1,0 ' 45'.360
[Mstru€:i- A ./.1

Proll' ..·5 f./ iii./.rial
Ca, 4. ale. -

797 E

ACcuire & clear hiusing Eliminate conflicting land Urbjn Renewal July, 1978 July. 1982 2,235.500 348,000 361,820
2,945.31in industrial tor,e. uses. provide sites for

industrial develop;:eit.

Acquire 1 clear h.,uses Remve dilapldated housing. Urban Renmal July, 1979 July, 19&0 99.600along Thirteenth Street. 99.6:

Acluire & clear 15 Rer©ve dilapidated howsing. Urban Renewal July, 1978 July. 19-2 120,200 157,100 277.3dilapidated tenant or
owner occupied houses.

Acquire 1 clear Remve dilapidated housing. Urban Fenewal July. 1978 July, 1979 225.640
dilapidated houses in Provide green strip buffer.
800 block. bet:een

Ohio and Indiana.

225,51

Acquire 20 tenant Homesteading program 6 Urban Renewal July. 1978 July, 1982 296.360
occupied houses. housing rehabilitation. 296,36

Acquire & direct rehab. Housing rehabilitation 1 Urban Renewal July, 1978 July. 1922 90.350 137,850 228.5Cilitation of 10 terant Increase home ownership.
occupied houses.

31 ur,its of Siction 8

Substantial Rehabilita-
tion tenant occupied

housing.

Housing rehabilltation & Local Housing
rent subsidy for low Income Authority
resi*fts.

July, 1978 July, )979 No costs incurred.

Acquire & clear 5 Provide housing for Urban Renewal July, 1974 July, 1979 74.100
houses for public elderly and handicapped,
housing & park site. park site.

74.:D

Construct 12 units of Provide houstng for loul Ilouslng July, 1970 July, 1979 300.OOLpublic housing for elderly and handicapped. Authority 300,
elderly & handicapped.

New houting construction. Residential Infill. Urban Renewal July, 1978 July, 1982

Provide financing. 900.000
900. Cl

Housing rehabilitation Housing rehabilitation. Urban Renewal July, 1978 July. 1932

grants 1.290.000 250,000
1,540. oa

Sectlor. 312 housing Rehabilitation of owner Urban 'enewal July. 1978 July. 1982
rehabilitation loans. occupied and tenant 720,00G 120; 4

occupied housing.

(6*,nity Development Housing rehabilitation. Urban Renewal Jily, 197] July. 1982
housin& rehabilitation
loa:§

150,000 1&0. Il

Plint Grant.. Housing rehabilitation Urban Renewal July, 1978 July.1982
10,'Cl& improve neighborhood 10.000

appearance.

Voluntary Demolition. Remove ditapidated Urban Renewal July, 1973 July. 1980 -
residential and accessory 25,000 25, 1
structure..

Industrial screening. Buffer Industrial/ Urban Rena,al July, 1979 July, 1980
(Fencing,landscaping) residential uses. 50,000 50.301

Par£ site development. Provide for recreation Urban Renewal July, 1980 July. 1981
need$. 50.000 50/01

Washincton Street . Provide irproved route Departrent ot Jwl/.1079 duly. 1980
paving. for Industrial traffic. Public Works 107,000 . 1

10:.' 2[

Clevelond A¥,Aul Upgrade Infrastructure. Departrent of July, 1930 July. 1981
75.000 123,(0{reconstruction. 2//ck Public Works 48,000

to Central.

Street repairs, 0,h i Upgrade infrastructure. Urban Renewal July. 1979 July. 1982gutter repli,-nt. 535,700 · 535.-01

-Sidewilk re;alr/ Upgrade infrastructure. Urban Renewal July, 1979 July, 1982
replace:ent. 60.00[ 60.001

BIke path construction Provide for recreation Kansas Department July, 1978 July, 197g 1needs. Green strip of Transportation
along 1-135.

200.00( 1.800.00¢ 2.000.(0

Street tree planting. 1,·prove appearance of Urban Renewal July, 1978 July, 1979neighborhood. 10.000 10,col

Neighborhood Clean-up t,norove appearance of Interdevartmental July, lg 7A July, 1962Program. neighborhood. Routine Clty •ervic•t provided, No •Pect•I cost; incurrid
Acculre & clear Re.nove bllf'Ung Urban Renewal July, 1978 Jwly, 1980 . 356,650  ' 358.,4di lapidated corr/r¢111 ;tructurp..
USeS.

Site troroveent. at Improve 'renities at Urban Renewal July, 1979 July. 1980
50,000 50. LCI

Ninth & Cleveland crierclal center.

SBA 502 and 7A loan Industrial & co-,rcial Local Development July, 1978 July. 1982Ile:43, programs. Provide rehabilitation & develop- Corporation
10% financing for rent.

. Industrial DeveloDment
250.000 250,[I

I. dultrial De,lopment. Provide jobs, increase tax Private July, 1978 July, 1982
Loal Repar·ents base. 2.500.000 MOO.rtl

Private Industrial Provide jobs, increase tax Private July. 1978Developeent base. July, 1982
4,712,200 4,712.20,

Private hovslng mortgage, Housing rehabllitation Private July, 1973
and loan reparients. July, 1982

and Will. 3,632,140 3,632..:C

Co,de-nation Costs
26.600

Te=gorify Operations 26.60

35.Poo
Property Di'pO,Ition 35,10

25.000

25.;0

Contingency 725.10·

500,000

Total Project Co;t 500.' 1

36.1,0..'t'J 51.843.300
Sm.Don 5,00,£00$1,6,4.8'0 39/70.02] 510,943.340 $24.134.53
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UPA·; Ft·d. r, Private Total .,Spositiol

Prnvide 'iti : fri 'r·.1 1,4 'fli.. Re....11 July. )9 iS July, 19;0 $ 167,'60 452.360 797.620 337.750
...trurt., A ./ill

ri·Ovt'• cit 5 fur in'!witrial

cing Eliminate confllcting land Urban Renewal July, 1978 July. 1982 2,235.500 348,000 361.820 2,945.320 1.190.540
uses. provide sites for
industrial develop:,ient.

I. es Remve dilapldated housing. Urban Renewal July. 197? July, 19&9 99,600 99.600 29.700

Remove dilaptdated housing. Urban Rene.·81 July. 1978 July. 1952 120,200 ·b/.100 277.300 3.000
or

Rer,ove dilaptdated housing. Urban Renewal July, 197/ July. 1979 225.640 225.640 25.8Co
Provide green strip buffer.

Honesteading progran, 8 Urban Renewal July. 197S July. 1982 296.360 296,360 100.000
housing rehabllitation.

-chab- Housing rehabilitation & Urban Renewal July. 1978 July. 1922 90.350 137,850 228.500 150.000
r.t Increase home ownership.

pn 8 Housing rehabilitation & Local Housing July. 1978 July, 1979 No costs incurred.
lita- rent subsidy for low income Authority

residents.

Provide housing for Urban Remal July, 1978 July. 1979 74,100 74.100 2.000
elderly and handicapped,

park site.

s of Provide housing for total I»ou.ln9 July. 1,78 July. 1979

elderly and handicapped. Authority
300,OK 300.000

pped.

riction. Residential Inful. Urban Renewal July. 1979 July. 1922
900,000

900.000 900.000

ation Housing rehabilitation. Urban Renewal July. 1978 July, 1932
1.290.000 250.000

1.540.000

1ng Rehabilitation of owner Urban Penewal July. 1978 July. 1982
.ars. occupied and terant 720,00C nciooo

occupied housing.

ment Housing rehabilitation. Urban Renewal July, 1973 July. 1932 150,000
tation !60.000 173,800

Housing rehabilitation Urban Renewal July. 1978 July. 1982
& improve neighborhood 10,000 10.000

appearance.

tion. Remove dile,,dated Urban Renewal July, 1973 July, 1980
residential and acce$/ory 25.000 25.000

structures.

lins. Buffer Industrial/ Urban Renewal July, 1979 July, 1980
50.000

'Pl.91 residential uses. 50,000

Provide for recreation Urban Renewal July. 1980 July. 1981
needs.

50.000 50.000

Provide improved route Departmen; or July. 1679 .July. 1580
107.000

for industrial traffic. Public Works

Upgrade infrastructure. Department of July, 1930 July. 1981
•klri@ck Public Works 48,000

75,000 123.000

Upgrade infrastructure. Urban Renewal July. 1979 July, 1982
it.

535.700 535,700

Upgrade infrastructure. Urban Renewal July. 1979 July, 1982
60.00[

60.000

letion Provide for recreation Kansas Department July, 1973 · July, 1979 1
needs. Green strip of Transportation 200,00[ 1,800.000 2.000.000

along 1-135.

ing *rove appearance of Urban Renewal July. 1978 July, 1979
neighborhood. 10,000 10.000

-n-up Impme appearance of Interdepartmental July. 1,78 July. 1902
neighborhood. Routin* City mvice, provldid. No special cit; Incurnd·

Remve blighting Urban Renewal
r<:111

July, 1978 July. 1980
'tructuret. 358.650 358.650 84.140

at Improve *renittes at Urban Renewal July, 1979 July. 1980
collerclal center. 50,000 50,000

·an Industrial & conrercial Local Development July, 1978 July. 1982
rehabilitation & develop- Corporation

250.000 250.009 250.000

ment

pment

pment - Provide jobs, increase tax Private July. 1978 July, 1982 2,500.000 2.500.000base.

1 Provide jobs,increase tax Private July. 1978 July. 1982 4,712,200 4,712.200base.

Irtgaqi: Houltng rehabllititlon Private July. 1978 July, 1982
Its. and Infill. 3,632,140 3,632,140

26,600
26.600

ons
35,000

35.000
:lon

25,000
25,000

720.000
no.000

500.000
509.000

it
!5,190.'6.3 51./3.300 37·12,non 5.'t),1,£00$1.644.810 S:.920.02] Sto.·q-4.340 $24,]14,630 11.246.220



PART IV

How Project Meets Selection Criteria

Selection Factor A

IMPACT OF PROPOSED PROJECT ON PHYSICAL FISCAL OR ECONOMIC CONDITION OF COMMUNITY

Provision of Employment

Low Income Middle Income Upper Income Total

Percent Percent Percent Percent

Number of Total Number of Total Number of Total Number of Total X

a. Number of New
Jobs to be

Created

(1) Construc- 425 50% 350 41% 75 9% 850 100%

31% tion/Rehab.

(2) Non-const. 870 88% 105 11% 10 1% 985 100%

(Permanent)

b. Number of Per- 0 0 0 0

manent Jobs to

be Retained

c. Total Jobs 1,295 71% 455 25% 85 4% 1,835 100% i##

d. Basis of calculations

1976 Median Income, City of Wichita - $12,600

Construction Jobs

Estimated development costs in the project area, including industrial developments
housing construction and rehabilitation, is approximately $12,072,200. Each
$1,000 of construction will generate 146 man-hours of labor. The construction
expenditures will produce $1,762,540 man-hours of labor, or 850 jobs. Three labor
jobs will be created for every foreman/manager job, and two (2) out of three (3)
labor jobs will be unskilled. On the basis of these projections, the following
jobs will be created:

Average Average
Number of Jobs Wage Rate/hr. Annual Salary

425 Unskilled labor $4.50 $ 9,360

210 Skilled labor 6.50 13,520

140 Foreman (unskilled labor) 6.50 13,520

75 Foreman (skilled labor) 8.00 16,640 1
i
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Selection Factor A (continued)

d. Basis of calculations (continued)

Permanent Jobs

Total permanent jobs to be created in the project area have been projected on the
basis of actual employment needs indicated by area industries. The number
and type of jobs were projected to include the remainder of anticipated industrial
development. Approximately 200 permanent jobs will be created. Job classifications
and wage rate estimates include:

Average Average I i
Number of Jobs Wage Rate/hr. Annual Salary

130 Labor $4.00 $ 8,320
40 Clerical 3.50 7,280

20 Sales 7.00 14,560

10 Management 9.00 18,720

A total of 1,050 construction and permanent jobs would be created in
the project area. Each job creates a need for approximately .75 service 4-ill
jobs, thereby providing an additional 785 service jobs.

AverageAverage
Number of Jobs Wage Rate/hr. Annual Salary

700 Labor $3.50 $ 7,280

85 Foreman/Manager 5.50 11,440

A total of 1,835 jobs would be created in the construction, permanent and
service categories, based on the preceeding projections.

Provision of Housing

Low Income Middle Income Upper Income Total

Percent Percent Percent percent *#v
Number of Total Number of Total Number of Total Number of Total W

a. Number of New 30 32% 65 68% 95 100%

Units to be
Constructed

b. Number of Units 300 79% 80 21% 380 100%

to be Rehab-

ilitated

c. Total Units 330 69% 145 31% 475 100%
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Selection Factor A (continued)

u'lim.

"%44.
d. Basis of Calculations

Units to be Constructed

Number of Units Sales price/rental

Owner Occupied 73 $27,000-$32,000
Public Housing - Elderly 12 25% of income
Multi-Family 10 Market Rate

Units to be Rehabilitated .
Number of Units -

Low Income Middle Income

Owner Occupied 220 70

Renter Occupied 80 10

The average rental in the project area is under $100.00 based on a sample
survey conducted by the Urban Renewal Agency.

1.6:--7 .

9%=9 3. Imp.rovement of Tax Base 2

a. Will project pay full property tax? yes X no Of no, explaing

Industrial Revenue Bonds will finance approximately $2,000,000 of projected
%4495 development. Taxes on these improvements will be deffered for for ten (10)
4mly/ years. Full property taxes will be paid at the end of this time period.
·/*I'

·4249.6.16..

Estimated value of property to be added to tax role: $ 12,072,200
Estimated value of property- to be deleted from tax roles: $ 2,011,400
Net increase in value of property to be added to tax roles: $ 10,060,800

Ir 1

c. Estimated annual property tax to be generated by project: $ 328,800*
Estimated loss of property tax revenues as a result of
project: $ 20,700

Net increase in property tax revenues (annual): $ 308,100

*Tax on improvements only.

 4. Other Project Revenues :/uff'rt€.F

a. Will the applicant receive any other revenues from the           -
project (e.a., lease payments, loan repayments, sharing *y.tmr-
in profits)? X yes no zek:g: j?A?N,F.1.11,1/

940.5 . 4

3;....

P,5

/46.

•-1.,4 -*..Fy:41,04%'a@ 4 4. 4,14:

·19:'42(410.-
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Selection Factor A (continued)

f
. 4. Other Project Revenues (continued)

b. If yes, describe the nature of the revenue and estimated annual amount.
WaFE

Estimated Revenues - Project Duration

Loan Repayments
Community Development Loans $ 173,800

SBA Loans (10%) 250,000 (principal only) E€%*6 ...Tj
Housing Construction 900,000

Land Disposition 1,672,930

Property Disposition 250.000

$3,246,730

Annual project revenue - approximately $1,000,000
Direct loan repayments to Federal government and

private lending institutions:

Section 312 Loans $ 958,340
SBA Loans 2,250,000 (principal only)

#m2*gr 5. Other impacts on the physical, fiscal or economic condition of conmunity (describe).

t

According to figures from the United States Chamber of Corrmerce, the 1,050 new industrial
and construction jobs created by this project will have the following impact upon the
economy of Wichita. Kansas:

1. Will add 3,100 people to the city's population.

2. Will add 1,176 new households.

3. Will add 535 new school age children to the school system.

4. Will create a demand for 42 new retail establishments.

5. Will generate $3,780,000 in additional retail sales per year.

6. Will add $2,835,000 in additional bank deposits per year.

7. Will create a need for 1,125 more new or used automobiles.

8. Will create a need for 785 new service related jobs.

9. Will add $6,:95,000 in personal income per year to the loc-1 economy.

10. Will cause a $30,000,000 impact upon the local economy as the personal income
passes through the economy. This is based on the formula:

Personal income x a multiplier of 5 = economic impact

I# 1

59
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Selection Factor A (continued)

4

4 5. Other impacts ...(continued)

In addition to these U. S. Chamber of Commerce figures for impact on the local
economy, the regional and the national economies are, also, affected through the
tax structure. For examples the project will generate:

1. 3% State sales tax on retail sales = $ 113,400

2. Car license tags @ $15.00/car = $ 16,900

3. State and Federal gasoline tax

1,125 cars x 12,000 miles
15 miles/gallon x .12 tax/gal. = $ 108,000

4. State and Federal income taxes while substantial, are not easily calculated,
and therefore no dollar amount is shown here.

t

*24.
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Selection Factor B

IMPACT OF PROPOSED PROJECT ON LOW AND MODERATE INCOME PERSONS AND MINORITIES

1. Relocation/Reclamation

a. Will the project cause displacement of residents or businesses? X yes no

Low Middle Upper
b. Numbers to be Displace Income Income Income Total

Non- Non- Non- Non- 4

Minor- Minor- Minor- Minor- Minor- Minor- Minor- Minor-
Estimated ity ity ity ity ity ity ity ity

(1) Families 127 5 32 4 159 9

(2) Businesses 8 7 15

(3) Number of Jobs
Currently Pro-
vided by Busi- 15 10
nesses

Shown on Line (2)

c. Are Relocation Resources Available? · X yes no

(1) Relocati'on Resources - UDAG, CDBG

Displaced families will be relocated in existing housing units and new
housing units to be constructed in the McAdams Neighborhood and city-
wide. Sufficient housing units will be available within the project
area to accommodate approximately 50% of the displaced families.

F

.':A:.: / #1;Aer.
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. Selection Factor B (continued)

: 115..'.

d. Relocation Process

9%

%2

Persons who will be displaced through acquisition of property will
have the opportunity to relocate in the residential section of the
neighborhood or elsewhere in the community. Existing housing and
new housing to be constructed will be made available to families
desiring to remain in the neighborhood.

All displaced families will receive relocation benefits which may
be used to rent or purchase standard housing anywhere in the City
of Wichita. Assistance in locating suitable housing will be provided
by the Urban Renewal Agency.

2iuM·'g One of the most important goals of the McAdams pioject is to encourage
residential infill in the area and maintain the existing population
to the greatest extent possible. It is anticipated that new housing
construction, construction of public housing and rehabilitation of
existing housing will allow at least 60% of the displaced families
to relocate in the neighborhood.

:e

e. The McAdams Neighborhood is predominantly a low incomes minority area.
While the project will encourage residential infill, primarily middle
income families, the great majority of current residents will remain
in the project area. Many of the housing programs are designed to
improve the housing conditions of low income residents. These
programs include:

Section 8 Substantial Rehabilitation
Homesteading
Housing Rehabilitation Grants
Public Housing for Elderly and Handicapped

<2a

Viable commercial activities acquired in the project area will have
the opportunity to relocate in designated commercial areas in the

> neighborhood. New conunercial activities will also be encouraged to
locate in designated areas. SBA 502 and 7A loans will be made
available for commercial rehabilitation and development. The program
will provide 10% financing for the SBA programs.

1.

2. Minority Participation

Minorities will have the opportunity to participate in construction
activities utilizing public funds through the 10% minority contractor
set aside. The SBA loan programs will be made available to business-
men in the McAdams area, including minority businesses. Existing

minority businesses to be acquired will be given the opportunity to
remain in the project area.

yfr'
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Selection Factor B (continued)

3. Citizen Participation

Minimum citizen participation requirements have been met in the
preparation of the McAdams UDAG proposal. Additional citizen
participation has been incorporated through the following activities:

(1) The City of Wichita has established by ordinance a formal
citizen participation program. The Citizen Participation
Organization (CPO) consists of fifteen neighborhood councils
and a central council whose members are selected in a city-
wide election.

The CPO Councils serve as advisory bodies to the City Commission
on neighborhood and city issues and programs. The CPO's develop
the statement of needs for the City's Community Development
Block Grant Program, provide recommendations on Community Develop-
ment projects, and review reprogramming of CDBG funds.

The McAdams Neighborhood is represented by CPO Area "L"; several
residents of the area serve on this council. Area "L" Council
has reviewed and approved the concept of neighborhood rehabilita-
iton as proposed in the UDAG application. The Central Council
has also reviewed and approved the proposed project.

(2) Additional citizen participation has been provided through the
McAdams Neighborhood Task Force, comprised of neighborhood
residents and businessmen. The task force was established to
serve as an advisory body to the Urban Renewal Agency on
developing the specific program activities. The task force has
approved the plan developed for the McAdams Neighborhood.

1
A special neighborhood meeting has also been held to obtain
citizen's views on the project, in addition to the formal public
hearing.

r .a
Y
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Selection Factor B (continued)

4. Project Impacts on Low Income Residents

Positive Impacts

1. Improvehousing conditions of low and moderate incomefamilies.

2. Provide standard rental housing for low income families through
rent subsidy program.

3. Provide opportunity for homeowners ni p through homesteading program.

4. Improve environmental conditions.

.tz
5. Provide housing alternatives for elderly and handicapped.

6. Long term employment opportunities through industrial development.

7. Short term employment opportunities through project construction
f activities.

Negative Impacts

1. Displacement of some long time residents of the neighborhood.

2. Loss of some low cost rental housing due to clearance, or rent
increases resulting from rehabilitation of deteriorated structures.

<11
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Selection Factor C

NATURE AND EXTENT OF FINANCIAL PARTICIPATION BY PRIVATE ENTITIES

t...1. List of Private Participants
(a) (b) (c) (d)

Name and Address Amount Evidence of Estimated Date for

Commitment Securing Legally
Attached Binding Commitment

Approximate Yes No

.aams:.1.&.-

(1) Rock Island Millwork Co. $ 272,800 X July, 1978

1340 North Mosley
Wichita, Kansas 67214

(2) Allen Electric Supply Co. $ 411,700 X July, 1978
1134 North Washington
Wichita, Kansas 67214

3**Ap (3) Wichita Sheet Metal Supply $ 228,000 X July, 1978
4.4 1030 North Washington

Wichita, Kansas 67214

r.i·'.·'.4f·;

11
14

(4) Mayo Sash & Door Co. $ 239,500 X July, 1978
811 East 10th

>*4430 Wichita, Kansas 67214

(5) Delta Electric Supply Inc. $ 157,000 X July, 1978
'IWN#&#C&

622 North Washington
Wichita, Kansas 67214

lify

a..
L

'.       - I.

(6) Wichita Frozen Foods $ 1,786,000 X July, 1978 &
123 South Rock Island In negotiation f
Wichita, Kansas 67202

(7) Other private commitments $ 4,117,200 X In negotiation %34
to be secured.

$ 7212.200(8) TOTAL:
424<:

2. Describe how each participant listed was selected to participate in the project.

All major industries within the project area have been, or are currently being,
contacted to deteri,ine expansion needs and plans. Available industrial land will
be sold to those businesses contemplating expansion. Several businesses have plans
for inmediate expansion. Others are interested in expansion if land becomes avail-
able. As most industries have not developed speci fic building plans, the development
Cost figures are estimates, based on the type of expansion contemplated. It is
anticipated that all available industrial land will be purchased and developed by
private industries within the project duration.

% 099 P
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Selection Factor C (continued)

NATURE AND EXTENT OF FINANCIAL PARTICIPATION BY PRIVATE ENTITIES

3. Has the applicant reviewed the private participants' qualifications to complete
their participation in the project and found them to be satisfactory? X yes no

4. Does any member of the governing body of the applicant, or any officer or employee
of the applicants who exercises any functions or responsibilities in connection with
carrying out the projects have any direct or indirect personal interest in the
private participants or in properties within the area of the proposed project?

yes X no

If yes, explain.



6,3247

Selection Factor D

NATURE AND EXTENT OF STATE FINANCIAL PARTICIPATION

(a) (b) (C) (d)

Source of Funds Amount Status Date by which funds
will be available.

1. Kansas Department of Transportation $200,000 (5) Contract Currently available.
Bike path construction along let
Interstate 135

4.

7

3**4.5. TOTAL : $200,000

-PE--3-27*.,4/F".T*./* m
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Selection Factor E

NATURE AND EXTENT OF FINANCIAL PAHTICIPATION BY O-'HER PUBLIC ENTITIES
(a) (b) (C) (d)

Federal Sources Amount Status Date by which funds will
be made available

a.
(6)

Department of Housing & $ 720,000 To be requested As available
Urban Development
Section 312 housing loans

b. (5)

Federal Highway Admini- 1,800,000 Contract let Currently available
stration. Bike Path con-

struction along Inter. 135
C.

(6)

Section 108 loan guarantee 1,644,830 To be requested.

program.

d. (6)

Department of Housing & 300,000 Funds allocated. 1978
,·f

Urban Development. Application to

Conventional Public be submitted.

Housing.

Subtotal: 4,464,830

392. Local Sources

a.

Community Development
Block Grant Funds

Paint Grants 10,000 (5) Contract let Currently available
Housing loans 150,000 (5) Contract let Currently available
Acquisition 400,000 (4) Appl. Approved July, 1978 Ii/9
Acquisition & Rehab-

ilitation 1,283,300 (6) To be
requested July, 1979, 1980, 1981

b. (6)

Capital Improvement Program To be

?
General Obligation Bonds 157,000 requested 1979

Spec. Assms. for site imprv. 75,000 1980

Subtotal: 2,075,300

7 1* 3. TOTAL: Federal & Local Resources 6,540,130

*9yc
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Selection Factor F

Project Special or Unique Opportunity

The major objective of the McAdams project is the revitalization of
a deteriorating neighborhood. An UDAG grant would make this
objective feasible in terms of both financial resources and time.
Adequate resources are not available at the local level to achieve
the goals of theproject within a realistic time period. If
project completetion is dependent only on local funding resources,
the project timetable will be greatly increased and the impact on
the neighborhood will be minimal. Preservation of the neighborhood
is consi dered unlikely if immediate improvements cannot be made
in the area.

The UDAG project provides the opportunity to perserve a neighborhood
and valuable housing resource that would otherwise be lost to the
City. Without this project it is anticipated that the neighborhood
will continue to deteriorate and lose population, requiring eventual
clearance.

The McAdams project incorporates a wide range of neighborhood improvement
strategies that have not been available or utilized in past projects in
the City of Wichita. All available housing programs will be utilized
as well as servicesand resources from other City departments and
agencies to deal with the housing, economic and social needs of the
area residents. This project represents a unique opportunity to
demonstrate the functions, working relationships and end results of
the comprehensive improvement techniques to be employed. If successful
in this demonstrations it would be feasible to utilize similar
techniques and strategies in other areas of the community.

Jib f



Selection Factor G

Similar Projects within Applicant's Jurisdiction3% , 7,2/

44

Program Title

Neighborhood Development Program (NDP)

Source of Funding

Department of Housing and Urban Development under the
Neighborhood Development Program.

In addition, funding was also provided by the City of Wichita
as its local share.

Contract Number

Kansas A-5

Date Funding was Approved
July 31, 1971 CIO

March 24, 1970 Waco-Finn

Date Project was Completed
Feb., 1, 1977 CIC

Dec.. 31, 1974 Waco-Finn

Amount of Cost Overruns

None

'Py'2,1



Selection Factor G (continued)

Waco-Finn

Type of Treatment

Rehabilitation with clearance of dilapidated structures.

Condition of Area Before Renewal

Rapidly deteriorating neighborhood containing mostly structurally
sound residences needing rehabilitation; public utilities, particularly
storm drainage, in poor condition or lacking; two obsolete elementary
schools serving area; deficiency of park and recreation areas.

Condition of Area After Renewal

Completely rehabilitated neighborhood with dilapidated structures
cleared and sites redeveloped with 215 new housing units; public
utilities constructed; new school and park adjacent to neighborhood;
lasting neighborhood identity.

Federal Grant: $4,072,092.00
Local Share: 2,036,046.00

TOTAL: $6,108,138.00

A

L
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Selection Factor G (continued)

Central Industrial Corridor

rype of Treatment

Acquisition and clearance of all residential and substandard
non-residential uses.

Condition of Area Before Renewal

Mixed commercial, industrial and residential uses; housing severely
substandard; environmental conditions poor due to industrial uses
and inadequate public utilities.

Condition of Area After Renewal

Stable industrial area with new light industrial uses and expansion
of existing industry; improved streets and drainage.

Federal Grant: $2,301,617.00
Local Share: 1,150,808.00

TOTAL: $3,452,425.00

4

2
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Selection Factor H

FEASIBILITY OF ACCOMPLISHING THE PROJECT IN A TIMELY FASHION WITHIN THE TOTAL RESOURCES
4

6 ..t 1. Status of Environmental Clearance

1. Assessment has not begun. Estimated starting date:

X 2. Assessment underway. Date assessment will be completed: June, 1978

3. Finding made. Project does not require an EIS.

4. Finding made. Project requires an EIS.

5. Estimated date for completion of encironmental clearance:

6. Environmental clearance completed. Request for Release of Funds
is attached.

 ,/, 2. Status of Other Required Local Actions

During the course of the project, zoning changes will be requested, particularly
rezoning from commercial to residential use. It may also be necessary to enter into
condemnation proceedings on some properties. Neither action must be initiated prior
to start of the project.

3. Administrative and Legal Mechanisms

The Urban Renewal Agency will have responsibility for overall project management.
The Local Housing Authority will have administrative and contractual responsibility
for the construction of public housing units and the Section 8 housing program.

60*0

The Urban Renewal Agency will contract with Central Systems, a local development
corporations for management of.the 10% financing for SBA loans.

Re
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3*11%4 Selection Factor H (continued)

1 2 i ·If €5*8:.

FEASIBILITY OF ACCOMPLISHING THE PROJECT Ill A TIMELY FASHION WITHIN THE TOTAL RESOURCES

4. Project Schedule
Starting Completion

Activity Date Date

Acquisition of vacant lots Jul., 1978 Jul., 1980

Acquisition and clearance of housing in industrial zone 1978 1982

Acquisition and clearance of housing - public housing site 1978 1979

Acquisition and clearance of housing along 13th St. 1979 1980

t Acquisition and clearance of housing between
Ohio and Indiana 1978 1979

Acquisition and clearance of dilapidated tenant or
occupied housing scattered in neighborhood. 1978 1982

Acquisition and clearance of dilapidated comnercial 1978 1980

Acquisition of tenant housing - homesteading 1978 1982

Acquisition and direct rehabilitation of tenant housing 1978 1982

Ninth and Cleveland Site Improvements 1979 1980

Pave Washington Street 1979 1980

Reconstruct Cleveland Avenue 1980 1981

8 4 2 Streets Sidewalk, Curb, Gutter Repairs 1979 1981

Park Site Development 1979 1980

Street Tree Planting 1978 1979

Industrial Screening 1979 1980

Paint Grants 1979 1980

Voluntary Demolition 1978 1982

New Housing Construction 1978 1982

Housing Rehabilitation Grants and Loans 1978 1982

Section 8 Substantial Rehabilitation Housing Program 1978 1979

SBA Commercial/Industrial Development Loans 1978 1982

Neighborhood Clean-up Programs and Uniform Code Enforcement 1978 1982

Bike Path Construction 1978 1979

1978 1979Public Housing Construction

6*494 f
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PART V

EVIDENCE OF PRIVATE AND OTHER PUBLIC COMMITMENTS
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SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION MAR 1 4 1978
110./.7 WATERMAN

WICHITA, KANSAS 67202

March 13, 1978

Mr. Ken Kitchen, Director
Urban Renewal Agency
455 N. Main, Second Floor
Wichita, Kansas 67202 3.94

Dear Mr. Kitchen:

This is to advise that the Small Business Administration welcomes
the opportunity to utilize its loan programs, i.e. Regular
Business Program, Economic Opportunity Loan Program, and 502 Loan
Program, to assist in your Agency' s efforts to upgrade the "MeAdams
Area", wherever their use is applicable.

If you have any questions regarding our programs or if we can be
of any assistance, just let us know.

Sincerely,

¥992 7
*oward B. Teeter

/ Chief, CED Division



t

MAR 1 0 1978
?»kg DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT

INSURING OFFICE
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Federal Offier luildin'

911 Walnut Strpet

K..... City, Mis:auri 64106
INREPLY REFER TO:

7.5F (DW)

Mr. Robert E. Finkbiner

Assistant Director for Planning
and Budget

The Urban Renewal Agency
455 North Main Street

Wichita, Kansas 67202

Dear Mr. Finkbiner:

This is in response to your March 2, 1978 letter concerning
an Urban Development Action Grant for McAdams Neighborhood,
Wichita, Kansas.

As your overall proposal involves determinations that will
be made by the Kansas City Area Office, we have referred
your letter to them for comment.

If your proposal is considered generally eligible for a UDAG,
we will be pleased to work with you.

Sincerely,

.,1

Fred A. Mann

Director
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On, cAGactoml;i£ 1!id.

2225 E. 2ist =St.

411.frita, 9<ania• 67 214

09161 269-,66,

April 2, 1978

Mr. Ken Kitchen, Director
Urban Renewal

City of Wichita
455 N. Main

Wichita, KS 67203

Re: Section 8 Development
Three Sites

Dear Mr. Kitchen:

One Abercrombie Ltd. of which I am Project Advisor is
interested in developing the three urban renewal sites
which we have previously discussed.

May we have an appointment together with the necessary
documents to commence. 1

Yours sincerely,

ONE ABERCROMBIE LTD.

G. Edmond Hayes t-,
Project Advisor

GEH:pe

cc; Mr, William H. Johnson, A.I,A,

L



APR 4 1978

Mr. Kenneth H. Kitchen

Executive Director

Urban Renewal Agency
City Hall, 2nd Floor
455 N. Main

Wichita, Kansas 67202

Dear Mr. Kitchen:

I recently talked with Diane May of your staff about a program being

developed for the McAdams Neighborhood. Allen Electric has been located

in the neighborhood for several years and is interested in Urban

Renewal's plans for encouraging industrial development in the area.

As you may be aware, our company is actively engaged in expanding operations
and plans to begin construction of a new building in the immediate

future. Our new facility should be completed by the end of summer at a
cost of $400,000. Industrial revenue bonds will be used to finance the
project. We anticipate hiring five additional warehouse employees upon
completion of the new building.

While we have no definite plans for additional expansion in the immediate
future, we are interested in acquiring some land for parking purposes.
I am interested in further discussing the possibility of purchasing
some vacant land near our business that may become available through
Urban Renewal's activities in the McAdams area.

Sincerely,

William Allen
Allen Electric

2 31 ,-7

J
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Mr. Kenneth H. Kitchen
Executive Director

Urban Renewal Agency .N
City rlall, 2nd Floor
455 North Main

Wichita, Kansas 67202

Dear Mr. Kitchen:

Members of your staff have recently contacted me regarding a develop-
ment plan for the McAdams Neighborhood. Delta Electric is very
interested in your proposals for assisting with industrial development
in the area.

we Wi i i De constructing new Tacititles in Ene area Enis spring. .0

struction costs for our new building will run about $150,000 and we
plan on hiring four to five additional employees in sales.

We have been unable, however, to acquire a vacant lot at 8th and
Murdock to complete our expansion plans. We would definitely be inter
ested in buying this property from the Urban Renewal Agency if it
becomes available through your acquisition program.

9%4

-.flt.

41>94

Please keep me informed as to when this property may become available
through your program. We are most anxious to complete our expansion
plans this year.

Sincerely,

--24 19&.4-
Bob Holder

Delta Electric Supply

P.S. Parcel envolved is portions of lot 41,43, & lot 45. Lots in

question are now occupied with 3 large advertising signs and are
quite unsightly to new contruction and development. Land is
now owned by Jerry Branson. Our plans for a new building are now

under way and any thing your office can do to help us one this

is certainly appreciated.

L

L
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Modern Building Materials

APR 5 1978
316/265·5251

Sash & Door Co. P. O. BOX 1915 • 811 EAST IOTH • WICHITA, KANSAS 67201

April 4, 1978

Mr. Kenneth n. Kitchen
Executive Director

Urban Renewal Agency
City Hall, 24 Floor
455 North Main

Wichita, Kansas 67202

Dear Mr. Kitchen:

I recently visited with members of your staff about a project that in 31
being developed for the McAdams :leighborhood. I understand that i€-trial
development is one of the objectives of the plan being prepared for the
neighborhood.

Mayo Sash and Door las been locarcd in the neighborhood for the past twelva
years. We are actively pursuing the possibilities of cypanding our present
facilities. We do have plans to construct a new storage building this summer
at a cost of approximately $40,000. Mowever, we da har- some conistrr·  ,«s
to expanding our facilities to the desired level in that we have be-r unable
to negotiate a fair sales price on some vacant land adjacent to our property,

I understand that the Urban Renewal Agency ir proposing to .ocquire ,;n'-"nt
lots and some residences adjacent to our property. We ·re most. 235.,ftely
interested in buying this property from yoir agency w.cp , t bea,tre: ivuilabl.,atel.·fo
This would enable us Co construct a maintenct,ce b,111·'.nk·, for ot.ti· '·T-'·r:E r 4 ..6.

possibly an additional warehouse and parking facility. 8 outicip-.te .·.22.2.6
seven now employees in warchousing, trucking an:! sales if u.ir exp..r..;.tor· pl:n
can be completed.

I am leoking forward to hearing from you in the near fi,lure as to the evail-
ability of this property.

Sincerely,

Ord }!,5.0 &7-'*'6£4 .r. f.91-fi
Mayo Sash & Door Con.patty

OM:im

t

V/o Soil Lumber Dealers O.4



MERCURY ELECTRIC
APR 5 1978

1004 EAST MURDOCK 263-6032

WICHITA, KANSAS 67214

April 3, 1978

Mr. Kenneth H. Kitchen

Executive Director

Urban Renewal Agency
CitY Hall, 2nd Floor
455 N. Main

Wichita, Kansas 67202

Dear Mr. Kitchen:

A few weeks ago I talked with George Weber and Jon Risdal of your staff

regarding a plan that is being developed for the McAdams Neighborhood,
Mercury Electric, Inc. has been located in the neighborhood for five

years. We recently remodeled our facilities and have acquired land for

future expansion.

Our firm is committed to remaining in the area and does plan to expand

operations as our business grows. Although we will not be directly

participating in your program, we feel that your efforts will improve
conditions in the area as well as stimulate economic development.

Sincerely,

Mercury Electric, Inc.

R.M. Haworth, President

RMH/sh

1 4,/5,0

at
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PART VI

SUMMARY OF PROPOSED EXPENDITURES

'494
SOURCE OF FUNDS

OTHER TOTAL
ACTIVITY UDAG PRIVATE STATE PUBLIC COST

(a) (b) (C) (d) (e) (f)

1. Land Acquisition $167,860 $629,969 $797,820

2. Streets & Site Improvements 208,000 777,700 *985,700

3. Parking Facilities

4. Foundations & Platforms

5. Pedestrian Malls

6. Water & Sewer Facilities

7. Clearance & Demolition 8,500 136,750 145,250

8. Rehabilitation

a. Commrcial

b. Industrial

c. Residential 1,290,000 1,210,000 2,500,000

9. Construction

a. Conmercial Acq. 274,920 274,920

b. Res. Acq. 1,748,340 333,460 2,081,800

c. Res. Const. 900,000 300,000 1,200,000

d. Industrial Develop.

Loan guarantees 250.000 250,000
Loan repayments $2,500,000 2.500.000
Private Ind. Develop. 4.712,200 4,712,200

10. Relocation 1,120,860 827.340 1,948,200

11. Other

a. Private housing mort-
qaqes & loan repayments 3,632,140 3.632,140

b. Bike Path Const. $200,000 1,800,000 2.000.000

c. Condemnation Costs 26,600 26,600 i
d. Temp. Operations 35.000 35,000

e. Property Disp. 25.000 25,000

12. Administrative Costs 720,000 720,000 i
Subtotal: (Sum of lines

1 thru 12) 6,250,160 10,844,340 200,000 6,540,130 21.814 bin

f¢442
14. Contingencies (Not to 442

exceed 10% of line 13) 500,000 500,000

15. Program Income 3,246,730

16. Total Cost: $6,750,160 $10,844,340 $200,000 $6,540,130 624,334,630

*Site improvement costs for new housing construction included in $900.000 for residential
construction.

: , 44.

Am:.r;©

):I



-tga

im:t
4 60¥36.4

*.

f.·f:il
: +.

Zi,6,4.

'739 U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT

ASSURANCES

The applicant hereby assures and certifies with respect to the grant that:

(1) It posses,es legal authority to apply for the giant, and to execute the proposed plogram.

(2) Its governing body has duly adopted or rasied a• an official act a iesolution, motion or similar action authorizing the:
filing of the api.lication, including 311 understandings and assurances contained therem, and directing and de,ignaling
the authorized representalive of the applicant to act in connection with the applicatian and to provide such additional
information as may k le'/ulled.

(3) It has comptied with alt the requitements of OMI] Circular No. A.95 as modified bi· Sections 570.300(c) (for
entitte ment api,licant,) 01 570.400(,0 (for discn: ticnary applicanis) and that either

(i) any comments and recommendations made by or through clearinghouses afe *Inehed and have been considered
priol to submission of the application; or

(ii) the requiled proccdures have occrl followed and no comments or mommendations have been received. .
(4) Prior to submission of its application, the applicant has:

(i) provided cilizens with adequate information concerning the amount of funds available for proposed community
development and housing a:tivities, the ronbe of activities that may be undeflaken, and orher important provam
requirements:

(ii) held at last two public heatings I obtain the views of citizens on communify development and housing needs:
- and

(iii) provided citi,ens an adequate opportunity to articulate needs, express preferences about p,oposed activities,
assist in the selection of priorities, and otherwise to participate in the development of the application .

(5) Its chief executive officer or other o fficer of applicant approved by HUD:

(i) Coments to assume the status of a responsible Federal officjal inder Re Natimal Environmental Polic¥ Act of
1969 insofar as the /ovisiors of such Act apply to the applicant's proposed program pursuant to 24 CFR 570.603; and

4933€3 (i) ts authorized and coments on behalf of th• applicant and hirrself to accept the jurisdiction of the Federal cowts
- ror the purpose of enforcement of his responsibilities as such an official.'**Il' f -

(6) The Community Development Program has been developed so as to give maximum feasible priority to activities which
will benefit low or moderte income families or aid in the prevention or elimination of slums or blight. Where al: of part
of the community development program activities arc designed to meet other community development needs having a
paiticula, urge;ivy, such needs are specifically described in the application under the Community Development Plan
Summary.

(7) It will comply with the resul,tions, policies. fuidelines and requirements of Federal Management Circulars 744 and
74-7, as they 1/1/te to the aprlication. acceptance and use of Federal funds for thi, federally.assisted riofram.

(8) It will administer and enforce the labor standards requirements set forth in Section 570.605 and 111]D regulations
imed to imple,nent such requi,ements.

(9) 1, wit] comply with all requiremen„ imposed by HUD concerning special :equircments of law, program requirements,
and ether admimsuative requirements approved in accordance with Federal Managcment Circulaf 74-7.

(10) It will comply uith the provisions of Executive Orde, 11296, rclating to evaluation of flood hazardi -
(11) It will comply with:

(i) Title Vl of the avil Rights Act of 1964 (P.L. 88-352) and the regulations issued pursuant thereto (24 CFR Part
11, which Nobides that ne person inthe United Slates shallon thcground of race. color, or national origin, N
excluded t'rom prticipation in, bc denied tlic benefits of, or be otherwise subjected to discrimination under any
program or activity for which the applicant ieceives i oderal financial assistance and wil immed,Mely lake any
mcasuics necessary to effectuate this aspurance· If any real property ot st, ileture thereon is r,ovided ,„
improved with the aid of Federal financial assistance extended to the applicant, this assurance shal! obligate the
applicant, or in tlit: ca51 of any traniter of such property, any transferce, for the period during which the real
ptoperty 0, st„leture is used for a purpose for which the 1 6,0 rinancial assistance U extcnded or ful inother
purrole invohing the provision of lim,b: ser¥tce, or benefiti.

(ii) Title VII! of ihe Civil Rights Act of 1968 9.1 90-284 as amended, adinini,tering all propTms and activities
:clating to housing and commulinty drictopment in a monner to affirmatively further fair housing; and will take
action to affirmatively funher fair liousng in the gte or rental of housing, the financing of housing, and the
prov„ion of brokerage services within 'hc applica.'3 Jurisdiction.

HUD-7015.12{1175)

ki··t.·  34 1 -



I...'.1./.(#/f*.2 .#'1

e4R

L.
(Iii)

(iv)
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Seetion 109 iii :12,· !10„ 4114· .:ild Com:nunify Devel,ip mrn, Ac, of 1974. and Ihe ie..11, ions isstlid pill,u.int
tliereto (24 (-1 11 570 III ). „111, h provide, tiial no lk'is•m m the thilled State, ch.,11. on the ground of ,/ee, ...r.:, 0.74--
ci.lor. nation,1 i,14,1,1 1, ser, t.c ewhided fient palticipalion in. be denied the benet-115 1,f, or bc subjeeted to - "Mim
disertininalion under.any plogram or activity funde din wholeor in part with Title l funds. -I

1·xecullie 01* 1106.1 on equal oppirtunity in housing and nondl.crim,nalon in the sale or renlal of Ilou,ing
buill with I;„der,,1.twst.nee.

hectitive Older 11]46, and a !1 regulations issued Burs„,111 1,4·10 1 24 CI·R Palt 130), which provides that no
person sh:11114· iii· rilinnated a.· timt on the *Es of race. collir, 1. lip.ion. Ix or nation.,1 0:,gin in al[ 1,1,mfof
employment ,!upn · the liemwn.ince <,1 Feder.It or rederaily · am/ed ronlinci. Sucti contractors und
3,b,·untrackir; ch.ill 1.11.e .1:fum.,[i r ection 11, ii-,· ful, licallnent in einploymenl, upgrading, demotion. or
trainler: recrti,!ment or recruitinent "1" """"; layoff or ter""""", rates of pay or other forms of

compenulion and selection for tra,ning and apprenticeship.

(vi} Se·chon 3 of ,]le Hoti·.ing and l'rb.in Development Act of 1968.as amended, reqtliring that to the greatest extent
le·/sible /pportunitles for Ir/inine and employment he given lou·a income residents of the project area and
contract, fur wolk in c,in we'.ion w·:th the projeci be ag„iled to eligible btihiness concerns which are located In.
or owned in Mit,1.inlial part by. p:rions res,ding in ihe alle, of Ihe pt„ject.

(12) It Will:

In acquiring real /0;lerty in connection with the com/ity develuy,nent block /ant pre/am, bl· guided lo the

/ ratest extent ki.·4111/able wide·, State law, by the te:,1 pro/·rty acquisition Inlicies set Out uni·: Sectien 301

of the Uniform Rele<·ation As:Istance and Reat Iro[*.rh· Ac•quibit:on Policies Act of 1070 (P. L. 91 646) .ind the

./.sions of Section 302 thereof:

i\ift*

(ii)

(iiI)

*3594%42

03*1

t

till
'-thi.

172
1 :49

Payor reimburw Proper ty ownerr for necess:lry expen,·es:IN ,pecified in Sec lion 303 and 304 of the Act; and h :.9

Inform affeeled pers:,ns :if the benefits. policies, and procedures provided for under HUD regulation, (24 CFRl'art 42) , 9,/I.

(13} 11 uill:

(i) Provide f.w, am! ir.15„nal,le rele:.·at„in p.i> ments and assistance in accordance with Sections 202, 203, ant] 204 of
the Uniform 14·loc.mon Amance and Real Ploperty Aiquilition Policies Acc of 1970 and applicable }it'D
regulations (24 Cl R P.11 1 42). to or for fumilies. individuali, paitne„hipi. corporations or associations displaced
31 3 result of Jny :i,]UNtion of wal property for an act vily uss,sted under tlie program:

... 972%

.f· P*

:,42=

0,90'

(ii) Priwide relocatiw :1·sislance piogrami ofiering the kivices dewrihed m Section 205 of ihe Act to such diplo ·.1
families, individuak, parlnerships. corrorations or associ,tions in the manner provided under applicable HUD
rey.!UlationS;

(iii) A-re that, Uithin a reabonable tinIC prin, to displacement, drant, safe. and „nitary rept:,ccmenl dwellings will

be av:,ilible 10 311.11 di,pliced families and individual< in accordince wilh Section ZOS(c) (3) of the Act. and d.it

surt• ht,u„,w v. [ be avallable in ike imme range of choices to ali such displ„ed persons regardles'. of Ihcir race.
Celor,,eliguin, nalinihilonyin. xn. iii sourcenf income:

(10

(V)

Inform affected rers,m ot' Ilie· benefil. polk·w, and proreduies provided for under 11UD regulations: and

Cally out ilie iiI·,ealion Procei, in ·ill.·h a nlanne, ai lo pronde 5uch displaced Frsons with uniform and
consistent wrilies. Including any „·inces requited to inulle that the itior.Ilion rrocess does not mult in

diffelent 01 ser.Irate Ireatmen, to .11/11 displaed persons on arcount of their race, color, rcl,vjon, national
origin. se•,. i, souice. income,

(14) 11 will ..tablish sal-i·guard# to prohbit emphiyees from using positions for a purpose that is or glves the Appearance of
being molivated by a desife for private gain fur themselves or others, paiticularly those with whom they have fumily,
business. or oth•·i lies

(15) It will compty willi the provitions of the Hakh Act which limit the political activity *,f employees.

(16) It wiligive HUD J,1,1 the Comptroller C.enrial through any authorized repreintalive access to and the rit:lit to evamine
all records, books. papen, m documents :ebted to the gunt.

.R
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Minimum Standards of Physical and Economic Distress
for

McAdams Neighborhood and City of Wichita

24 Population Lag/Decline McAdams Wichita

(TrEE-1-2)

Population 1960 2,815 254,698

Population 1976 1,261 260,980
% Change 1960-1976 - 55% 2.5%

Poverty

Persons below poverty level 1970 35.1% 11.2%

Household below poverty level 1970 25.4% 8.2%

Households below poverty level 1976 52.7% 14.9%

Per Capita Income

Per Capita Income 1969 Not available $ 3,259
Per Capita Income 1974 4,951
Net Increase 1969-1974 1,692

Job Lag/Decline

Retail Employment 1967 Not available 18,352
Retail Employinent 1972 19,634

'99*0 % Change 1967-1972 6.9%

Manufacturing Employment 1967 Not available 23,000

Manufacturing Employment 1972 Not available

% Change 1967-1972

20%11
Unemployment

Average Unemployment 1976 8.7% 5.4%
7

Age of Housing

Units constructed prior to 1940 79.0% 29.0%

*Although McAdams Neighborhood includes portions of tracts 4, 5 and 17, the
majority of the neighborhood is within tract 12. Tract 12 is representative
of overall conditions in the entire neighborhood.

r.:9'?..
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Race 1976

City of Wichita

f
Census Number of Persons

Tract White Minority % Minority

· 1 1,894 1,128 37.3

2 2,839 67 2.3

3 3,772 581 13.3

4 2,037 383 26.9

5 5 517 99.0

6 50 3,299 95.6

7 346 4,811 91.6

8 231 3,413 93.6

9 2,121 1,374 39.3

10 4,386 128 2.8

11 1,531 1,537 50.1

12 96 1,165 92.3

13 1,330 166 11.1

14 4,465 74 1.6

15 3,533 62 1.7
16 259 17 6.1
17 525 40 7.0

18 2,057 850 29.3

19 2,536 89 3.3

20 2,731 19 0.7

21 3,786 23 0.6

22 2,650 14 0.5

23 2,541 43 1.7

24 985 54 5.2

25 1,057 66 5.9
L

26 2,109 139 6.2

27 2,234 113 4.8

28 3,404 128 3.6

29 2,292 20 0.9

30 2,521 66 2.6

31 2,498 62 2.4

32 3,266 126 3.7

33 1,718 104 5.7

34 1,860 44 2.3

35 2,099 77 3.5

36 3,262 94 2.8

37 1,983 88 4.3

38 2,798 72 2.5

39 4,796 141 2.9

40 3,782 116 3.0

51 5,646 157 2.7

52 4,785 296 5.8

53 7,522 215 2.8

54 3,891 44 1.1

.

it



Census Number of Persons

Tract White Minority % Minority 91»4
56 1,366 112 7.6

57 3,881 65 1.6

59 2,212 67 2.9

60 4,901 516 9.5

61 3,039 113 3.6

62 3,441 194 5.3

63 1,946 19 1.0

64 2,110 20 0.9

65 3,938 1,008 20.4

66 263 9 3.3

p..*49 67 2,208 55 2.4

68 4,631 359 7.0

69 3,001 40 1.3

70 3,807 91 2.3

71 4,661 231 4.7

72 2,156 51 2.3

73 6,745 229 3.3

74 10 0 0

75 2,001 316 13.6

76 3,833 118 3.0

77 2,410 1,634 40.4

78 72 3,677 98.1

79 23 0 0

81 470 0 0

82 5,470 503 8.4

83 3,967 102 2.5

84 3,234 45 1.4

85 2,763 13 0.5

86 3,567 55 1.5

87 3,486 132 3.7

88 3,985 72 1.8

89 3,696 170 4.4

90 2,539 147 5.5

91 4,247 169 3.8

92 2,576 88 3.3

93 5,857 300 4.9

94 7,360 77 1.0

95 781 9 1.1
98 0 0 0

101 1,269 17 1.3

1
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MINORITY CONCENTRATIONS

BY CENSUS TRACT
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City of Wichita

Section 8 Family Housing Units

Census Tract Number of Units

6 3
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/1 NEW HOUSING CONSTRUCTION

Construction of new housing in the McAdams Neighborhood is an important
element of the total project. New construction will accomplish: n.·:cx0

Residential infill on vacant lots 30

Provide low cost housing alternatives for families displaced from #
clearance arear

j

Promote in-migration .

Stimulate private reinvestment in the neighborhood

Role of the Urban Renewal Agency 21NiN

Because of the lack of private investment in the neighborhood and the
high cost of conventional new housing, the Urban Renewal Agency proposes
to act as the initial developer of new housing. By acting as the
developers the Agency will be able to reduce housing production costs
through elimination of dealer fees and write down on land costs.
Elimination of dealer fees and low land costs will reduce the cost
of each unit by approximately $6,000 - $7,000. This is a significant
cost reduction, particularly for low and moderate income families.

694.

M·3.'>5*yy 4 :k.48*t. 'i . JI
, t.11 4..1 4: ?I E. - ?46,

Type of Housing

49:44
**re>
4>£2,?A·-·'.3

14:%?241
05%3
-/00'r,

Approximately 75 single family houses will be built over a four (4) year

period. The Agency has received proposals from three (3) modular housing
firms and one firm dealing in complete housing. (Complete housing
requires no on-site assembly).

The housing units will range from 912 to 1440 square feet; 2,3, and 4
bedroom units will be constructed, with or without basements. All
necessary site improvements, including basements, foundations, and
driveways will be constructed prior to on-site assembly of the unit.

Specifications will be written for the housing units and site improve-
ments and will be let for bid. All requirements necessary for FHA
mortgage insurance will be included in the specifications.
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Housing Cost

Current estimates from all four (4) housing production firms indicate
that the cost of the housing will range between $27,000 and $32,000,
dependent on size of the unit. These cost figures include all site
improvements, land costs, on-site assembly costs, utility hookups and
inspection fees, and amenities such as landscaping, air conditioning t

1 ¥42-4 range top, smoke detector and garbage disposal. The Urban Renewal
Agency will assume the cost of real estate commissions, discount
points (FHA and VA financing), and a share of the closing costs.

Housing Construction Financing

The housing construction will b. financed with $900,000 requested in
the Urban Development Action Grant application. This money will be
rolled over as units are built and sold, until all available lots have

been developed.

The primary housing market will be low to moderate income families, so
FHA and VA mortgage insurance will be necessary to reduce down payments
and interest rates.
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Project Approval Information

24'll r

Section A

Item 1.

Does this assistance request require State, local, Name of Governing Body
regional, or other priority rating? Priority Rating

Yes X No

Item 2.

Does this assistance request require States or
local advi sory, educational or health
clearances?

Name of Agency or Board

Yes X No (Attach Documentation)

Item 3.

Does this assistance request require clearing-
house review in accordance with OMB Circular
A-95?

(Attach Comments)

X Yes No

Item 4.

Does this assistance request require States local Name of Approving Agency: Wichita Sedqwick
regional or other planning approval? County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission

X Yes No Date: April 13, 1978
-

Project also approved by the Urban Renewal Board of Commissioners on April 6, 1978.

Item 5.

Is the proposed project covered by an approved Check one State

comprehensive plan? Local X

X Yes No Regional
Location of Plan: WicliTENT Kansas

Item 6.

Will the assistance requested serve a Federal
installation?

Name of Federal Installation

Federal Population benefiting from Project
Yes X No
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Attachment M

i »
OMB Approved No. 80-R0184

k

4*f·
,-y>Ni Will the assistance requested be on Federal Name of Federal Installation

land or Installation? Location of Federal Land

Yes X No Percent of Project-,t -ri Item 8.
Will the assistance requested have an impact See instructions for additional information -=Ii

 or effect on the environment? to be provided.
X Yes No

The project will have a beneficial impact on the environment through removal of
: dilapidated structures, removal of trash and weeks, rehabilitation of structures,

site improvements and new construction. No adverse effects are anticipated.

Item 9.

Omitted

Is there other related assistance on this See instructions for additional information 3.12·th.·421
project previouse, pending or anticipated? to be provided.

'f X Yes No

Project will require funds from CDBG, CDBG Section 108 loan guarantees, Kansas
Department of Transportation, Federal Highway Administration, local general
obligation bonds, and private sources.

Eli

Item 11.

Is the project in a designat · flood hazard See instructions for additional information

area? to be provided.
Yes X No

: Item 12.

, Is the proposed project intended to facilitate the relocation of industrial or conmercial
- plants or facilities from one area to another (excluding moves.within a metropolitan area)?

-Yes _1._ M

- 2A -
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