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VOTE
Chairman Tom Scott Aye
Commissioner Donald fraga Aye

Commissioner Everett Patrick Aye

RENUEST FROM SHERIFF'S OFFICE FOR RECLASSIFICATION OF ADMINISTRATIVE
ASSISTANT POSITION AND AUTHORIZATION TO INCREASE COMPENSATION OF GUARDS

Sheriff's Legal Advisor Hans Hansen appeared before the Board with a
request for changing the Administrative Assistant, ranae 25, to a Cor-
rections Proaram Officer, range 27. The Sheriff's Civil Service Board
had already approved of this change, he related. This position requires
counseling and/or police operations, and the Sheriff felt that the re-
sponsibilities justified the increase.

Mr. Hansen also requested that the compensation for quards be increased
from $14.00 per day to the prevailing minimum wage of $3.10 per hour.
The guards are used to transport orisoners and to quard prisoners at
hospitals. Twenty thousand dollars has been budoeted for this purpose,
and it.is the Sheriff's estimate that expenditures at the new rate would
be $18,740.00 for the year 1980.

Mr. Patrick méintained that there was a State law governing the fees
paid to quards, and in that case, compensation could not be changed.

Mr. Hill asked the Board to defer.that jtem until he could research it.

He stated that approval by the Sheriff's Civil Service Board was the
mWaﬂhanWrxﬂmdhrmemduﬁﬁmﬁmnmmﬁ_

MOTION

Mr. Patrick made a motion to table for one week the request
for increased compensation to guards.

Mr. Gragg seconded the motion.

VOTE
Chairman Tom Scott hye
Commissioner Donald Gragg Aye

Commissioner Everett Patrick Aye

REQUEST FOR CHANGE IN ZONINA FROM "R" TO "LC" TO CONSTRUCT A SPORTING
600DS RETAIL OUTLET AND THE ESTABLISHMENT OF A TRAP SHOOTING FIELD IN
AN AREA NORTHWEST OF HYDRAULIC AND 79TH STREET SOUTH

Mr. Jack Galbraith, M.A.P.D., appeared before the Board and related

that there was so much controversy over the Conditional Use case

that he would first explain the Zonino case. On a map displaved in

the meeting room, he indicated to the Commissioners the area in question.
The property was vacant, and associated with the Hancock Orchard and
their farming operation. Both the Haysville and Derby plannina com-
missions have recommended the zonina chanae be aranted subject to
planning; there was no opposition at any of the meetings, and no pro-
test petition filed.

Mr. Jerry Berg, attorney for the applicant, came to the podium and ex-
plained that the zone change was beina requested in order to reestablish
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the Hancock Sporting foods Store which burned down in 1970.
MOTION

Mr. Patrick made a motion that the Board concur with the findings
of the M.A.P.C., approve this application subject to the recom-
inended conditions, adopt the resolution establishing the zone
change and conditional use permit, and instruct the Planning
Department to withhold publication of the resolution until the
plat and dedications have been recorded with the Register of
Deeds.

Mr. Gragg seconded the motion.

VOTE
Chairman Tom Scott Aye
Commissioner Donald Gragg Aye

Commissioner Everett Patrick Aye

Mr. Galbraith then presented the Board with photographs of the trap-
shooting facility. He explained that this nine acres is land owned by
the Hancock family and used by them since 1952 for trapshooting. There
have been two trapshoots and two skeetshoots in the southwestern corner
of the property. The applicant has filed for a conditional use permit
on the entire nine acres because he wants to be able to hold four regis-
tered national trapshoots per year and the rest of the time, use it for
target practice, local shoots, and special events. The photographs showed
five trapshooting boxes: three were added before the applicant realized
that a conditional use permit was necessary. He stated that the permit
would not require a unanimous vote because the number of protesting
citizens amounted to only 9.38% of the thousand foot ring.

Mr. Galbraith told the Board that both the Derby and Haysville planning
commissions approved the permit subject to several conditions, the most
important of which he felt were_1) the five traps are to be used for
only four registered shoo : ting hours are to be from
9:00 a.m. to 9:00 p.m.; and 3) in addition to the four registered shoots,
shooting is to be allowed only one night per week and on weekends.

The M.A.P.C. stipulated that the five traps are to be used only during
the_four registered shoots per year, and at all other times, only the

two original traps are to be used. Shootina hours are to be from 9:00 a.m.
%o 9:00 p.m. Shooting is to be allowed only on weekends and one night
during the week; lighting i i i a
to the west, and ysed for only four nights per vear. The apolicant ob-
jected to this last condition, maintaining that he needed to be able to
operate the fields more than four nights a year.

S

Mr. Berg said that leagque shooting would require that the fields be
open_one night a week for seven weeks. He reguested that approval be
Subject to the conditions set up by the Haysville and Derby planning
commissions; the other requirements of the M.A.P.C. were acceptable
except for this one. In addition, he pointed out that tests conducted
to determine the noise levels resulted in a reading of 67 decibels, or
two points above normal conversation; this before the regrowth of the
orchard, which had been removed.

Mr. Joe Hancock, son of the applicant, iterated the reouest for light-
ing on the fields one night a week fi instead of ig
e would like to move the lights over the distance of
one trap, farther away from the residential area.

o B
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Mr. Steve Rudd came to the podium and told the Board that he and his
father owned the 80 acres across the street from the trapshoot. The
Commission had previously approved Tight industrial zonina for a sand
pit operation on their property; their future plans were for residential
development. Mr. Rudd expressed his satisfaction with the proposed ex-
pansion of the trapshoot. He himself had been trapshootina for over 20
years all over the country, he said, and it was his observation that not
one facility he had seen had contributed to the detriment of surrounding
properties nor failed to earn money for its owner.,

Mr. Scott asked if there were anyone else present to speak in favor of
the applicant. He then invited those who were opposed to come to the
podium.

Mr. Royce Wallace, representing 15 people who reside to the west and
northwest of the trapshoot fields, contended that the commercial use
of the traps had been abandoned, and what was being requested was not
expansion but a new commercial facility. With respect to liaghting,
his clients were adamant; none of the residents had seen any lighting
used in connection with trapshooting with the exception of some farm
lighting at the Hancock residence, to the south.

Mr. Wallace maintained that the reaistered shoots would be using from
9,000 to 12,000 rounds of ammunition per day, and that the noise gener-
ated would invade his clients' property. He said that the decibel level
quoted by Mr. Berg as two points above normal conversation was in excess
of levels allowed by communities throughout the United States, and that
until the trapshoot activity was accelerated, there would be no way to
know what the decibel level would actually be. He sugaested to the Com-
mission that this would be a good time to axamine the decibel limitations
in question, and to consider and develop a policy with which all areas
in the County would have to comply. One of his clients, he said, suf-
fered from a serious disease and had moved to his present location for
peace and quiet, but found that the noise level had become intolcrable
to him during the last year and a half.

Mr. Galbraith advised the Board that if it chose to deny the application,
the County regulations provide that the Hancocks can expand the number
of traps by one without goina through additional application. They can
also go to the County Board of Zonina Appeals and gain the three traps
they are desirous of, expanding their operation by 50 per cent. He
remarked that the County Zoning Administrator's Office is the one that
enforces conditional use requlations and the applicant should provide
them a letter stating the dates of the four registered shoots so that
the Office will know a violation is not occurring.

Mr. Robert Parker, 7701 South Laura, came to the podium and stated

that he lived 700 or 800 feet from the thousand foot ring. He identi- -
fied himself as the resident with a serious disease; multiple sclerosis.
It was diagnosed in 1965, and his condition worsened until he moved to
his present location in 1971. From that time to this, he had heard
only sporadic shooting which had coincided with the hunting season.
Other than that, he and his family and neighbors had never heard any-
thing 1ike the noise they had tc tolerate in October of this year.

Mr. Parker expressed his regret at having asked a friend with Parkin-
son's Disease to relocate to this neichborhood, in view of the trap-
shoot expansion. Mr. Parker maintained that it would be virtually
impossible for him to move away because his mobile home would not bring
a good price on the market, and bank loans were unattainable. '

Mr. Ernest Davidson, 7700 South Laura, stated that he had purchased _J
his land from the Hancocks in 1971. Until last year, the only shooting
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he had heard had been very occasional. A week ago, his neighbor's
basement was being dug with a tractor, and the shooting from the fields
could be heard above that noise. He expressed his chagrin at the in-
vasion of his peace and quiet in what was supposed to be a residential
area by the people from whem he bought his property.

Mrs. Carolyn Davidson, 7700 South Laura, testified that when the Hancock
Sporting ficods store was in existence, the only trapshooting facility
was a foot trap uced for the customers' convenience in trying out quns.
The noise generated by Turnpike traffic and airplanes was inevitable

as well as necessary, she contended, but not the noise from the trap-
shooting fields, especially when land was available elsewhere for such
an operation. She said that she and her husband had not known of the
traps until they were in place and being used, and thought at first the
noise was target practice until they got a barrage of shooting from 1:00
in the afternoon until sundown on Saturdays and Sundays during the last
year. Mrs. Davidson commented on her husband's heart trouble and her
nerves, stating that the increased noise level on weekends hadn't helped
either of them.

Mr. Berg commented that this had become an emotional issue: not one of
the protesters had mentioned the turkey shoot which had been held the
day before in which there were over four thousand rounds of ammunition
fired. Turkey shoots, he said, had been held every year for the last
five years. He pointed out that the Commission knew that on this sort
of agricultural land there can be any amount of hunting allowed with

no restrictions on the frequency of shooting. Now, his client was try-
ing to achieve a structured, conditicnal use of an existing non-conforming
use. Mr. Berg remarked that the past location of the Wichita Gun Club
was in the 3400 block of West Maple in a residential area, and that he
and his client were not talking about anything different from what is
currently accepted in the County and in many cities across the country.

Mrs. Hancock came to the podium and related that this was the first
time she had heard any complaints about the trapshooting fields. She
said that the traps had been in existence since 1952 and had been used
every year; in fact, the traps had existed before the Sporting Goods
store, which had been built in 1960. She cited the civic, social and
business-related clubs which used the facility with regularity, and the
trapshoot's safety record. .

Mr. Scott asked Mr. Berg what would be the effect if an application for
two additional fields were turned down.

Mr. Berg stated that the shooting involved in a registered shoot would
take much longer: that was the reason for requesting the expansion tc
T___Jﬂs_m.fnrmm_fgyr _for competition. He told the Board
that his client was trying to proceed in an orderly fashion to comply with
the spirit and the letter of the law, but that without approval, there
would be a good chance of expansion to three shooting areas and possibly
six.

Mr. Scott asked if there were anyone else to be heard before the Board
took action.

MOTION

Mr. Scott made a motion that the Board concur with the Derby
and Haysville planning commissions, and in lieu of the M.A.P.C.
restriction on lighting to four nigh®s per vear, allow night

ighting one night per week, In addition, the dedication shall
be Submitted within 90 days, or this case is to be considered
null and void.
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Mr. Patrick seconded the motion.

VOTE
Chairman Tom Scott Aye
Commissioner Donald Gragg Aye

Commissioner Everett Patrick Aye

REQUEST FOR CHANGE IN ZONING FROM "R-1" TO “AA" SO THAT AREA MAY BE
PLATTED INTO SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL LOTS ON THE EAST SIDE OF 143RD
STREET EAST, 1/2 MILE SOUTH OF 13TH STREET

Mr. Galbraith told the Board that this was a very small piece of land,
and pointed it out on a map displayed in the meeting room. He related
that it was just east of Crestview County Club, and that previously
the Board had granted single family zoning on this property.
Mr. Scott asked the Board members if they had any questions.

MOTION

Mr. Gragg made a motion that this request be approved with
the concurrence of the M.A.P.C.

Mr. Patrick seconded the motion.

VOTE
Chairman Tom Scott Aye
Commissioner Donald firagg Aye

Commissioner Everett Patrick Aye

RESOLUTION ASSIGNING ROADS WITHIN STEVENS ADDITION TO THE RIVERSIDE
TOWNSHIP ROAD SYSTEM

Acting County Engineer Joe Freeman apoeared before the Board and presented
a resolution assigning 59th South, 59th Street Court, Greenwood and Ida
Avenues in the Stevens Addition, which is located to the west of Hydraulic
between 55th and 63rd Street South. He related that the roads had been
built to County standards and had been inspected and accepted by the River-
side Township Board; he recommended approval.

MOTION
Mr. Scott made a 'mot'icn to approve the resolution. ' 1

Mr. Bragg seconded the motion.

VOTE
Chairman Tom Scott ’ Aye
Commissioner Donald Graga Aye

Commissioner Everett Patrick Aye

CONTRACT BETWEEN THE BOARD OF SEDAWICK COUNTY COMMISSIONERS AND CLEARWATER
EXCAVATING, INC., FOR THE CONSTRUCTION OF SANITARY SEWER IMPROVEMENTS FOR
ARBOR LAKES ESTATES, PHASE II

Mr. Freeman stated that this was the execution of a contract which the
Board had previously awarded for the construction of lateral sewers in

T  En A e Tyt
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THE WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY DEPARTHENT OF COMMUNITY HEALTH

}
OFFICE OF Environmental Health DATE Decenber 19, 1979 L

DEC 21 1379

TO  Jack Galbraith, Chief Planner METROPOLITAN PLANNI
ROUTE [5] iis seits
FROM Steve Innes, Environmental Conservation Coordinator Ol

SUBJECT  (u-227, Conditional Use,
Trap Shooting Site
(West of Hydraulic, North
of 79th Street South)

In reviewing the City of Derby Planning Commission minutes for November 30,
1979, 1 noticed a statement was made indicating that the Health Department
had advised that an environmental noise level of 90 decibels or less was
acceptable. The only standard that I know of based on the figure "90
decibels" is the OSHA standard for occupational exposure. This is an eight
hour standard which is designed to protect the worker from actual loss of
hearing.

Environmental noise standards incorporate other factors which are designed
to protect the overall health and welfare of individuals. The majority of
117 cities in 1976 had permissible daytime noise level standards of 55
decibels (A-scale) or less. Most cities have a nighttime standard of 5
dB(A) less than their daytime standard. These standards apply at a resi-
dential property line receiving the noise.

Soms cities with a 55 dB(A) daytime standard are; Denver, Chicago, Boulder,
Lakewood, and Council Bluffs, Iowa. The suggested noise ordinance for
Wichita as proposed by the Grievance Office hes a 55 dB(A) daytlime standard,
but additionally it has a 50 dB(A) daytime and a 45 dB(A) nighttime standard
for impulsive noises. The discharging of any firearm causes an inpulsive
noise.

In order to be measured accurately, an i 1sive noi wst be read with a
very sophisticated impulsive noise meler. i Type 2 sound Tevel
METer 1s used, CHe Te G obtained will be 3 to 5 ¢8(A) less than the actual
noise level. Firearms will generally make a noise well in excess of 100
dB(A) as measured properly at 3 feet and many as high as 140 dB(A).

&
and that if this conditional use is to be approved, it should
the cendition that a len foot high earthen berm be placed on

+ area in front of the firing area. Other types
.tive in attenuating noise unless you go
would be a prchibition of
ential property lines is
under all expected

I would rec
be done wit
three sides around the t
of noise barriers have {
to very thick concrete
ighttime shooting unle
than 45 da(A} as
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ROYCE WALLACE, attorney representing 15 of the area resi-
dents, stated that his clients were not opposed to the zone
change, but was opposed to the Conditional Use permit. He
said that all of his clients were people who had purchased land
and reside on land adjacent to the proposed trap shooting field,
and he felt it was important that the Planning Commission under-
stand the history of the development of this particular area.

He said that up until 1970, a sporting goods store did exist at
the proposed location and was operated by Mr. Hancock, and during
this same period of time a trap shooting facility did exist and
was utilized in connection with the sporting goods store. He
said that it was his understanding that in 1970, this store was
destroyed by fire and the senior Mr. Hancock lost his life in
that fire. Subsequent to that time, the trap shooting facility
fell into disuse. He said that at that time his clients noticed
that there was some activity in the area of trap shooting. He
pointed out that during the period of time from 1970 to the
latter part of 1978, this facility had been abandoned. He said
that also during this period of time his clients had purchased
property from the Hancocks and moved in and established resi-
dences, and they are now confronted with a proposal that would
recreate and reestablish a gun shooting facility. He said it
would assault his clients with a substantial increase of noise.
WALLACE circulated photos of the gun shooting facility.

GALBRAITH pointed out to Wallace that they were discussing
the zone change only at this time.

WALLACE reaffirmed that his clients were not opposed to the
zone change.

MOTION: Having considered the factors as
contained in Policy Statement No. 10; and
the favorable recommendation of both the
Haysville and Derby Planning Commission;

I move that we recommend to the Governing
Body that this application be approved
subject to platting to provide major street
rights-of-way, access controls and building
setbacks, within one year from the date of
approval of the zone change by the Board of
County Commissicners, or the zone case be
considered denied and closed; and that the
resolution establishing the zone change not
be published until the plat has been recorded
with the Register of Deeds. Bayouth moved,
Jdones seconded and it carried unanimously.

7. Case No. CU-227 - Dema A. Mahoney requests a Conditional
Use permit for a tract in the SE 1/4 of Section 4-29-1E,
beginning at a point on the east line of said SE 1/4,
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350 feet north of the SE corner of said SE 1/4; thence
west parallel with the south line of said SE 1/4, a
distance of 700 feet; thence north parallel with the

east line of said SE 1/4, a distance of 600 feet; thence
east parallel with the south line of said SE 1/4, a
distance of 700 feet more or less to a point on the east
line of said SE 1/4, 600 feet north of the point of begin-
ning; thence south along the east line of said SE 1/4, to
the point of beginning. Generally located on the west
side of Hydraulic, between 7lst and 79th Streets South.

hed

GALBRAITH pointed out adjacent land use, zoning, and showed

slides of the general area. He reviewed the following staff
report:

COMMENTS :

1.

The following items should be considered by the Planning
Commission in making findings of fact:

Subject property is presently developed with nonconform-

ing trap fields and the applicant is requesting the con-

ditional use approval in order to expand the existing

facilities to provide five trap fields for registered

trap shoots. The property is unplatted and is located

on a Federal Aid Secondary (FAS) Highway, Hydraulic, which |
is also a designated arterial street in the transportation %
plan. wad

The trap shooting facility may be permitted as a conditional
use in the "R" Rural Residential District as a privately
owned and operated outdoor recreational use because the

"LC" Light Commercial and “C" Commercial zoning districts

do not permit outdoor recreational uses.

The applicant advises that the size of the area being
requested for approval is such that shot from the shotguns
used in trap shooting will stay within the area. Also,

the trap fields are to face north where there is a consider-
able undeveloped area beyond the limits of the trap shooting
area.

Should the Planning Commission determine that this is an
appropriate use for the area and recommends approval of
the Conditional Use Request, the following should be
conditions of approval:

a. The dedication of 25 feet of additional street right=-
of-way for the west half of Hydraulic, by separate
instrument. ,T}

b. The dedication by 'separate instrument of access
control to Hydraulic. (A maximum of two driveways
are recommended) .
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¢. Adequate off-street parking (a minimum of 10 spaces
per trap field is recommended) shall be provided on
i the site. The adequacy of the parking shall be sub-
: ¥ ject to review by the County Department of Public
Works. H

d. The off-street parking area shall be surfaced with
concrete, asphaltic concrete, asphalt or more com-
parable surfacing.

e. No trap field shall be located nearer to Hydraulic
than 150 feet and all trap fields shall be constructed
facing to the north, as indicated on the applicant's
sketch plan.

The Planning Commission may also want to consider conditions
concerning lighting of the facilities and limiting the hours
of operation.

GALBRAITH also reviewed the following memorandum forwarded
to the Commission:

"The Haysville and Derby Planning Commissions have
considered this case. At both meetings, there was
considerable discussion from both proponents and
opponents as to the history of shooting that has
occurred on this property, the recent interest and
increased activity and the applicants desire to
enlarge the number of traps. The opposition has
xpressed strongly their objection to the noise.

In addition to suggested conditions a - e in the
staff report, the Haysville Planning Commission
recommended approval subject to the following
conditions:

T The 5 traps are to be used for only 4 registered
shoots per year.

2, Shooting hours are to be from 9:00 a.m. to
9:00 p.m. for all shooting.

3. In addition to the 4 registered shoots, shooting
is to be allowed only one night a week and on
weekends.

4. No additional lighting is to be added, and only
the two original traps which were lighted are
permitted to have lights.

It is believed that the intent of number 1 above was
that, at all other times, only the two west traps were
to be used for shooting. This motion passed by a vote
of 5 in favor, 1 opposed and 2 abstained.
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The action of the Derby Planning Commission was to
unanimously recommend approval subject to the conditions
as recommended by Haysville. Attached with this memo

is a copy of the minutes of the Haysville meeting and
our staff report.”

GALBRAITH stated that the applicants desire to enlarge
the trap shooting operation, dispense with the two skeet shoot
ranges, and their intent was to have five trap shooting fields
on the site. He said that at the Derby and Haysville Planning
Commission meeting, the applicants explained that their intent
was to hold four registered trap shoots a year, and use it at
other times for practice and local use. GALBRAITH said that
there was considerable opposition from the property owners to
the west and northwest. Their main opposition to the trap
shoot was the noise. GALBRAITH continued with the history of
the trap shoot. He stated that there had been discussion about
the lighting of the operation, and apparently the existing two
trap shooting fields were lighted at one time, yet the discus-
sion had reflected that those lights had been removed three
years ago, and that the applicant was desirous of installing
those lights again, and not have all five of the fields lighted,
but desires to have the two original fields lighted that are in
the southwest corner of the application area.

GALBRAITH stated that after the sporting gpods store was
destroyed by fire in 1970, the trap shooting use has been to a
minimum,; and since that time, many of the single family homes
have developed in the area immediately to the west. In the
last two months, the shooting activity has increased, and was
quite some concern to the neighborhood. He pointed out that
about 9,000 rounds of ammunition would be shot on the day of
the registered shoot, and individual shooters would shoot
approximately 300 rounds of ammunition. He said that safety
had not been emphasized as a concern. GALBRAITH pointed out
the Haysville and Derby Planning Commissions recommendation
of the conditional use.

LOFTON stated that evidently there had not been toc much
of a complaint with the two traps, and asked how close was the
closest residential area from the new traps.

GALBRAITH said that it was approximately 600 feet to the
nearest homes from the north line of the application area.
He commented that when this application was filed, the staff
had no experience of what type of noise would be generated
from this type of operation or where they best might be located.

SAVINA askad if this operation was restricted to four times
a year.

3

:

]
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GALBRAITH said that the Haysville Planning Commission had
recommended the restriction of the operation of registered
shoots to four times a year, but also placed another restriction
of using the facilities on one night a week and only on weekends.

BILL HANCOCK, agent for the applicant, related the history
of the trap shoot, and stated that he did not feel property
value would be affected by the trap shoot. They had not received
any complaints until four days before the Haysville public hearing.
He said that before the hearing, the applicant had already
committed the area to add three more shooting fields. HANCOCK
mentioned that the applicant owned all of the adjacent property
in the area. He said that the facility would be screened along
the west with a steel fence and a building. These are not
requirements of the application, but has always been their plans.

BAYOUTH asked if Hancock lived on the site. HANCOCK said
that he did.

JERRY BERG, attorney representing the applicant, pointed
out that the closest home was a guarter of a mile away. He
said that there has never been any disuse of the property.

He pointed out that the homes located in Hancock's Second Addi-
tion were all constructed while the trap shoot was in use.

GEORGE T. STOY, 971 Parklane, said that he was an active
trap shooter in the State of Kansas and throughout the nation,
and had served as President of the Kansas Trap Shooting Associ-
ation for four years. He said that the club has been used
primarily for turkey shoots, and to help improve the marksman-
ship of some of the national champions. STOY stated that the
Hancock family has, in the past, donated their facilities to
different charity, religious and other civic groups as a means
to raise money for community projects. He felt that the trap
shooting park should be kept open and active so that the
sportsman could enjoy the sport of trap shooting, and so that
the youth could learn gun safety with the experienced help of
trap shooters.

STEVE RUUD, 4200 East Clark, said that he and his father
had purchased B0 acres of land across from the proposed trap
shooting park to the northeast. He said that he had no objec-
tions to the trap shoot. He said that he had shot all over
the country, and that every trap shooting park that he had
seen had increased the value of property tremendously.

ROYCE WALLACE, attorney representing 15 residents of the
area, stated that as he had indicated earlier on the zone case,
the noise was a major concern of the residents. They believed
that the Hancocks owned, and had available to them, much land
throughout this area tc which they could remove this facility
and seek permission to locate it where the noise would not be
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of the character it is at present. WALLACE pointed out that
none of the residents were aware, in the last ten years, of

any lights being displayed at night at this facility. He said

that there were no lights installed there now.

MRS. KENNETH O. PECK, 7715 Lulu, stated that she did not
know that there were trap shoots on the property for least four
or five years after they lived there. They bought their land
directly from the senior Mr. Hancock, and at that time they had
the opportunity to buy two lots there, one off of the turnpike,
and the other from Mr. Hancock. They chose Mr. Hancock's property
because it was the guietest, and they could not hear the turn-
pike noise from where they were. She said that it was just
recently within the last year or so that the trap shoot had
been utilized, and it was objectionable.

MOTION: Having considered the factors as

contained in Policy Statement No. 10; and

considering that the trap shoot had been

in existence since 1952; the recommendation

of the Haysville and Derby Planning Commis-—

sions; and that the five traps were to be

used for only four registered shoots per

year, I move that we recommend to the

Governing Body that this application be -
approved subject to staff comments and the ]

conditions recommended by Haysville. Bayouth
moved, Lofton seconded.

COLE felt that if this application is approved, people
will become more aware that there will probably be an increase
in the utilization of the fields even when they are not shooting
in the national meets. He said that he could support the appli-
cation, if as a tradeoff, they would not shoot after dark.
He said that noise seemed to be more irritable in the evening
when some people are going to bed.

AMENDMENT TO THE MOTION: That an
additional condition of approval be
established that there be no night
lighting. Cole moved, Savina seconded.

GOEBEL stated that he had lived across the street from a
gun club out West for about 25 years, and his familiarization
with the gun clubs, was that when the shoots are started, they
shoot until the winners are declared. He said that he would
support the motion if the shoots would be limited to only the
four registered shoots per year.

With the consent of the second and the motion maker, and ‘1
second for the amendment to the original motion, BAYOUTH restated
his motion. ;J
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RESTATED MOTION: Having considered the
factors as contained in Policy Statement

A 2 No. 10; and considering that the trap
shoot has been in existence since 1952;
the recommendation of the Haysville and
Derby Planning Commission; and that the
five traps were to be used for four
registered shoots per year; I move that
we recommend to the Governing Body that
this application be approved subject to
the following conditions:

1. The five traps are to be used for only four registered
shoots per year. At all other time, only the two west
traps are to be used.

2, Shooting hours are to be from 9:00 a.m. to 9:00 p.m. for
21l shooting.

3. In addition to the four registered shoots, shooting is to
be allowed only on weekends and one night during the week.

4. Lighting is to be provided for only the two original
traps to the west and shall only be used four nights
per year.

5. Submission of a contingent dedication of 25 feet of addi-
tional street right-of-way for the west half of Hydraulic,
by separate instrument.

6. Submission of a dedication by separate instrument of
access control to Hydraulic. (A maximum of two driveways
are recommended) .

5% Adequate off-street parking (a minimum of 10 spaces per
trap field is recommended) shall be provided on the site.
The adequacy of the parking shall be subject to review by
the County Department of Public Works.

8. Recommend that the County Board of Zoning Appeals grant a
variance and not require the surfacing of the regquired
parking with concrete or asphalt.

9. No trap field shall be located nearer to Hydraulic than
150 feet and all trap fields shall be constructed facing
to the north.

Bayouth moved, Lofton seconded.

Y HENNESSY asked if the majority of the shoots were held
during the summer.




g e
) “‘““1
. A
12-6-79
Page 14
J

HANCOCK stated that the reason they asked for the one
evening was that the employees clubs wanted to shoot in the
evening one aight a week. They had intended the night shooting
for league shooting only. He said they would never uc2 the
lights for the registered shoots, because there was no need
for them.

b

COLE asked that the lights be limited to assure the neighbor-
hood of no shooting at night.

JONES stated that perhaps he missed it, but he believed
that one of the things that they were supposed to take into
consideration was the recommendation of professional staff,
and he asked for that recommendation.

GALBRAITH said that as he had stated earlier in his presenta-
tion, when this application was filed, they were not aware of
the neighborhood opposition, and he was not sure that any of the
conditions that staff had suggested were going to alleviate the
noise problem. He felt that if shooting was permitted to occur,
it would not be any more offensive to people in the area if
shooting was permitted until 9:00 p.m. one night a week, and if
it is a community interest supported type of thing, the one night
a week shoot, and the lights that they have, should not be
objectionable to the adjacent properties.

JONES stated that since this trap shoot had been in
existence since 1952, not as active, and that the Commission
has had a policy of expanding, he could not believe that there
would be a great depreciation of the value of the neighborhood.
He felt that the Haysville and Derby Planning Commission vote
of approval of the application should have some bearing.

o

SHOOK stated that in the 1950's people really did not think
too much about violating the neighborhoods with noise or with
whatever other pollution they chose to kick out from any other
source. He felt that there was enough information and studies
that shows us that there is a negative fact when there is an
increase in noise. He said that he lived across the street
from a park which was full of activity during the summertime
and very late at night in terms of team sporis, and the noise
level is quite high. SHOOK said that he could not imagine
9,000 rounds of ammunition shot in one day across the street
from him, 600 feet away. He felt that the neighborhoed has a
very legitimate concern.

GARDNER stated that one of the oftheard arguments in
opposing urban sprawl was that people who choose to live
outside the city limits are sometimes subject to less regu-
lation than are people inside the city limits, and this is e
one of those situations where within the city limits, if they
had chosen to live there, there is a regqulation on gunfire, and
outside the city limits, where they have chosen to live, there
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is not that regulation, so it is one of the liabilities by
choice of the neighborhocod that is encountered.

VOTE ON THE MOTION: It carried with

a vote of B8 in favor (Bayouth, Lofton,
Gardner, Hennessy, Martens, Jc.es,
Savina and Goebel), and 2 opposed (Cole
and Shook).

The Chairman called for a five minute break.

8. Case No. SCZ-0447 - National Reserve Life Insurance
Company, et al requests zone change from "R-1" to "AA"
Beginning at the Northeast corner of Lot 19, Block 3,
Crestview Country Club Estates, Overbrook Addition to
Sedgwick County, Kansas; thence S 00° 54' 01" along the
east line of said Lot 19, 400 feet; thence N 45° 18' 28"
E 96.97 feet; thence N 00° 54' 01" W 333.17 feet to a
point on the North line of the said Lot 19 extended East;
thence S 88° 52' 12" W 70.00 feet to the point of begin-
ning. Generally located on the east side of 143rd Street
East, approximately 1/2 mile south of 13th Street.

BAYOUTH, HENNESSY, MARTENS and SAVINA were absent after
the break.

GALBRAITH pointed out adjacent land use, zoning, and showed
slides of the general area. He reviewed the following staff
report:

COMMENTS :

2 R The following items should be considered by the Planning
Commission in making findings of fact:

Subject property is a portion of an area being replatted
as Crestview Country Club Estates Overbrook 2nd Addition.
The plat, however, included the subject property which
was not in the original zone change approval for "AA"
Single Family.

The requested zone change would be appropriate in order
to conform with the balance of the area being platted
and to be compatible with the surrounding neighborhood
which is developing with single and two family dwelling
units.

2. A recommendation of approval by the Planning Commission
should be subject to the completion of the associated
plat within one year from the date of the approval of
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REFERRAL FROM WICHITA-SeDGWick COUNTY METROPOLITAN Area PLanniIng ComMlIssION

o HavsvitLe CiTy Puawning CommiseioM.

Case No. CU-227 To BE HEARD BY THE M. A, P. C. on December 6, 1979

RequesT For Conditional Use Permit to Establish a Trap Shooting Facility.

ReAsoN FOR REQUEST (as PROVIDED BY PETITIoNER): To expand the Shooting
Facilities already in use under non-conforming use. :

LocATION OF PROPERTY: on the west side of Hydraulic, between 71st and 79th
Streets South.

LeagaL DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY! A tract in the SEX% of Section ~1E ginning
polat cn the E. line of sald SBk, 350 fr. N. of the S il g P i Do i Puft g
el with tgoiaas. line sald SEx, a distance of 700 ft., thence N, parallel with the E. line
of mgﬂg,: armre or 1agaf igﬂaf;c'ﬂ'.nt on mE.E%hlaﬁw S e e :

3 A s E%, 600 ft. N. of

, thence south along the E. line sald SEX, toﬂmepcintofbegimingo t:he.pointof

APPLICANT: Dema A. Mahoney
ADDRESS } 1506 E. 79th St. South, Wichita, Ks. 67233

:i-\GB«'I’ FOR APPLICANT: Bill Hancock :
SURROUNDING LAND Use: East & South: Undeveloped; North: Undeveloped & Farm
House: West: Undeveloped El single family home.
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RECOMMENDATION OR COMMENTS BY H.C.P.C.
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ROYCE WALLACE, attorney representing 15 of the area resi-
dents, stated that his clients were not opposed to, the zone
change, but was opposed to the Conditional Use permit. He
said that all of his clients were people who had purchased land
and reside on land adjacent to the proposed trar shooting field,
and he felt it was important that the Planning Commission under-
stand the history of the development of this particular area.

He said that up until 1970, a sporting goods store did exist at
the proposed location and was operated by Mr. Hancock, and during
this same period of time a trap shooting facility did exist and
was utilized in connection with the sporting goods store. He
said that it was his understanding that in 1970, this store was
destroyed by fire and the senior Mr. Hancock lost his life in
that fire. Subsequent to that time, the trap shooting facility
fell into disuse. He said that at that time his clients noticed
that there was some activity in the area of trap shooting. He
pointed out that during the period of time from 1970 to the
latter part of 1978, this facility had been abandoned. He said
that alsc during this period of time his clients had purchased
property from the Hancocks and moved in and established resi-
dences, and they are now confronted with a proposal that would
recreate and reestablish a gun shooting facility. He said it
would assault his clients with a substantial increase of noise.
WALLACE circulated photos of the gun shooting facility.

GALBRAITH pointed out to Wallace that the
the zone change only at this time.

Y were discussing

WALLACE reaffirmed that his clients were not opposed to the
zone change. 5

MOTION: Having considered the factors as
contained in Policy Statement No. 10; and
the favorable recommendation of both the
Haysville and Derby Planning Commission;

I move that we recommend to the Governing
Body that this application be approved
subject to platting to provide major street
rights-of-way, access controls and building
setbacks, within one year from the date of
approval of the zone change by the Board of
County Commissioners, or the zone case be
considered denied and closed; and that the
resolution establishing the zone change not
be published until the plat has been recorded
with the Register of Deeds. Bayouth moved,
Jones seconded and it carried unanimously.

7. Case No. CU-227 - Dema A. Mahoney requests a Conditional
Use permit for a tract in the SE 1/4 of Section 4-29<]1E,
beginning at a point on the east line of said SE 1/4,
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west parallel with the south line of said SE 1/4, a
distance of 700 feet; thence north parallel with the

east line of szid SE 1/4, a distance of 600 feet; thence
east parallel with the south line of said SE 1/4, a
distance of 700 feet more or less to a point on the east
line ot :id S® 1/4, 600 feet north of the point of begin-
ning; thence south along the eart line of said SE 1/4, to
the point of beginning. Generally located on the west
side of Hydraulic, between 71st and 79th Streets South.

350 feet north of the SE corner of said SE 1/4; thence j}

GALBRAITH pointed out adjacent land use, zoning, and showed

slides of the general area. He reviewed the following staff
report: ¥

COMMENTS :

1.

The f:llrw'ng items should be considered by the Planning
Commiss.c . -n mak.ng findings of fact:

Subject property is presently developed with nonconform-
ing trap fields and the applicant is requesting the con-
ditional use approva. in order to expand the existing

‘facilities to provide five trap fields for registered

trap shoots. The property is unplatted and is located 2
on a Federal Aid Secondary (FAS) Highway, Hydraulic, which i
is also a designated arterial street in the transportation dJ
plan.

The trap shooting facility may be permitted as a conditional
use in the "R" Rural Residential District as a privately
owned and operated outdoor recreational use because the

"LC" Light Commercial and "C" Commercial zoring districts
do not permit outdoor recreational uses.

The applicant advises that the size of the area being
requested for approval is such that shot from the shotguns
used in trap shooting will stay within the area. Also,

the trap fields are to face north where there is a consider-
able undeveloped area beyond the limits of the trap shooting
area.

Should the Planning Commission determine that this is an
appropriate use for the area and recommends approval of
the Conditional Use Reguest, the following should be
conditions of approval:

a. The dedication of 25 feet of additional street right-
of-way for the west Half of Hydraulic, by separate

instrument.

b. The dedication by separate instrument of access :]
control to Hydraulic. (A maximum of two driveways
are recommended) .
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| c. Adequate off-street parking (a minimum of 10 spaces
per trap field is recommended) shall be provided on
the site. The adequacy of the parking shall be sub-
jec§ to review by the County Department of Public
Works.

d. The off-street parking area shall be surfaced with
concrete, asphaltic concrete, asphalt or more com-
Parable surfacing.

e. No trap field shall be located nearer to Hydraulic
than 150 feet and all trap fields shall be constructed
facing to the north, as indicated on the applicant's
sketch plan.

The Planning Commission may also want to consider conditions
concerning lighting of the facilities and limiting the hours
of operation.

GALBRAITH also reviewed the following memorandum forwarded
to the Cummission:

"The Haysville and Derby Planning Commissions have
considered this case. At both meetings, there was
considerable discussion from both proponents and
opponents as to the history of shooting that has
occurred on this property, the recent interest and
increased activity and the applicants desire to
enlarge the number of traps. The opposition has
expressed strongly their objection to the noise.

In addition to suggested conditions a - e in the
staff report, the Haysville Planning Commission
recommended approval subject to the following
conditions:

s B2 The 5 traps are t istered
._s.meJmJ_mg__
O o iy ol

2. Shooting hours are to be from 9:00 a.m. to
9:00 p.m. for all shooting,

3. In addition to the 4 registered shoots, shooting
is to be allowed onlv one night a week and on

weekends.

4. No additional lighting is to be added, and only

the two original traps which were lighted are
ermitte

P to have lights.

It is believed that the intent of number 1 above was
that, at _all other times, only the two west traps were

to be used for shooting. This motion assed by a vote
of 5 in favor, I opposed and 2 abstained,
—_———

L

I
|
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The action of the Derby Planning Commission was to
unanimously recommend approval subject to the conditions
as recommended by Haysville. Attached with this memo
is a copy of the minutes of the Haysville meeting and
5 our staff report."

GALBRAITH stated that the applicants desire to enlarge
the trap shooting operation, dispense with the two skeet shoot
ranges, and their intent was to have five trap shooting fields
on the site. He said that at the Derby and Haysville Planning
Commission meeting, the applicants explained that their intent
was to hold four registered trap shoots a year, and use it at
other times for practice and local use. GALBRAITH said that
there was considerable opposition from the property owners to
the west and northwest. Their main opposition to the trap
shoot was the noise. GALBRAITH continued with the history of
the trap shoot. He stated that there had been discussion about
the lighting of the operation, and apparently the existing two
trap shooting fields were lighted at one time, yet the discus-
sion had reflected that those lights had been removed three
years ago, and that the applicant was desirous of installing
those lights again, and not have all five of the fields lighted,
but desires to have the two original fields lighted that are in
the southwest corner of the application area.

3

GALBRAITH stated that after the sporting goods store was
destroyed by fire in 1970, the trap shooting use has been to a J
minimum, and since that time, many of the single family homes L
have developed in the area immediately to the west. 1In the
last two months, the shooting activity has increased, and was
quite some concern to the neighborhood. He pointed out that
about 9,000 rounds of ammunition would be shct on the day of
the registered shoot, and individual shooters would shoot
approximately 300 rounds of ammunition. He said that safety
had not been emphasized as a concern. GALBRAITH pointed out
the Haysville and Derby Planning Commissions recommendation
of the conditional use.

LOFTON stated that evidently there had not been too much
of a complaint with the two traps, and asked how close was the
closest residential area from the new traps.

GALBRAITH said that it was approximately 600 feet to the
nearest homes from the north line of the application area.
He commented that when this application was filed, the staff
had no experience of what type of noise would be generated
from this type of operation or where they best might be located.

SAVINA asked if this operation was restricted to four times

a year. ]
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GALBRAITH said that the Haysville Planning Commission had
reco ded the re tion of th eration of registered
shoots to four times a year, but also placed another restriction
Bf using the facilities on one night a week and only on weekends.

BILL HANCOCK, agent for the applicant, related the history
of the trap shoot, and stated that he did no! feel property
value would be affected by the trap shoot. They had not received
any complaints until four days before the Haysville public hearing.
He said that before the hearing, the applicant had already
committed the area to add three more shooting fields. HANCOCK
mentioned that the applicant owned all of the adjacent property
in the area. He said that the facility would be screened along
the west with a steel fence and a building. These are not
requirements of the application, but has always been their plans.

BAYOUTH asked if Hancock lived on the site. HANCOCK said
that he did.

JERRY BERG, attorney representing the applicant, pointed
out that the closest home was a quarter of a mile away. He
said that there has never been any disuse of the property.

He pointed out that the homes located in Hancock's Second Addi-
tion were all constructed while the trap shoot was in use.

GEORGE T. STOY, 971 Parklane, said that he was an active
trap shooter in the State of Kansas and throughout the nation,
and had served as President of the Kansas Trap Shooting Associ-
ation for four years. He said that the club has been used
primarily for turkey shoots, and to help improve the marksman-
ship of some of the national champions. STOY stated that the
Hancock family has, in the past, donated their facilities to
different charity, religious and other civic groups as a means
to raise money for community projects. He felt that the trap
shooting park should be kept open and active so that the
sportsman could enjoy the sport of trap shooting, and so that
the youth could learn gun safety with the experienced help of
trap shooters.

STEVE RUUD, 4200 East Clark, said that he and his father
had purchased 80 acres of land across from the proposed trap
shooting park to the northeast. He said that he had no objec-
tions to the trap shoot. He said that he had shot all over
the country, and that every trap shooting park that he had
seen had increased the value of property tremendously.

ROYCE WALLACE, attorney representing 15 residents of the
area, stated that as he had indicated earlier on the zone case,
the noise was a major concern of the residents. They believed
that the Hancocks owned, and had available to them, much land
throughout this area to which they could remove this facility
and seek permission to locate it where the noise would not be
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none of the residents were aware, in the last ten years, of
any lights being displayed at night at this facility. He said
that there were no lights installed there now.

of the character it is at present. WALLACE pointed out that ”3

MRS. KENNETH O. PECK, 7715 Lulu, stated that she did not
know that there were trap shoots on the property for least four
or five years after they lived there. They bought their land
directly from the senior Mr. Hancock, and at that time they had
the opportunity to buy two lots there, one off of the turnpike,
and the other from Mr. Hancock. They chose Mr. Hancock's property
because it was the quietest, and they could not hear the turn-
pike noise from where they were. She said that it was just
recently within the last year or so that the trap shoot had
been utilized, and it was objectionable.

MOTION: Having considered the factors as
contained in Policy Statement No. 10; and
considering that the trap shoot had been
in existence since 1952; the recommendation
of the Haysville and Derby Planning Commis-
sions; and that the five traps were to be
used for only four registered shoots per
ear, 1 move end to the
Governing Body that this application be i]

approved subject to staff comments and the
conditions recommended by Haysville. Bayouth
moved, Lofton seconded.

COLE felt that if this application is approved, people
will become more aware that there will probably be an increase
in the utilization of the fields even when they are not shooting
in the national meets. He said that he could support the appli-
cation, if as a tradeoff, they would not shoot after dark.
He said that noise seemed to be more irritable in the evening
when some people are going to bed.

AMENDMENT TO THE MOTION: That an
additional condition of approva e
established that there be no niaht
lighting. Cole moved, Savina seconded.

GOEBEL stated that he had lived across the street from a
gun club out West for about 25 years, and his familiarization
with the gun clubs, was that*when the shoots are started, they
shoot until the winners are declared. He said that he would
support the motion if the shoots would be limited to only the
£ =hoGES per year. = —

With the consent of the second and the motion maker, and
second for the amendment to the original motion, BAYOUTH restated
his motion. ;
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RESTATED MOTION: Having considered the
factors as contained in Policy Statement
No. 10; and considering that the trap
shoot has been in existence since 1952;
the recommendation of the Haysville and
Derby Planning Commission; and that the
five traps were to be used Tor four
registered shoots per year; I move that
we recommend to the Governing Body that
this application be approved subiject to
Ehe following conditions:

1. The five traps are to be used for only four registered
shoots per year. At all other time, only the EwWo West
traps are to be used.

2. Shooting hours are to be from 9:00 a.m. to 9:00 p.m. for
all shooting.

i In addition to the four registered shoots, shcooting is to
be allowed only on weekends and one night during the week.

4. .Lighting is to be provided for only the two original

traps to the west and shall only be used four nights

per year.

5. Submission of a contingent dedication of 25 feet of addi-
tional street right-of-way for the west half of Hydraulic,
by separate instrument.

6. Submission of a dedication by separate instrument of
access control to Hydraulic. (A maximum of two driveways
are recommended) .

T Adequate off-street parking (a minimum of 10 spaces per
trap field is recommended) shall be provided on the site.
The adequacy of the parking shall be subject to review by
the County Department of Public Works.

8. Recommend that the County Board of Zoning Appeals grant a
variance and not reqguire the surfacing of the reguired
parking with concrete or asphalt.

9. No trap field shall be located nearer to Hydraulic than
150 feet and all trap fields shall be constructed facing
to the north.

Bayouth moved, Lofton seconded.

HENNESSY asked if the majority of the shoots were held
during the summer.
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HANCOCK stated that the reason they asked for the one
evening was that the employees clubs wanted to SHOGE in the
evening one night a week. They had intended the night shooting

€ shooting only. He said the
lights for the registered shoots, because there was no need

[

for them.

COLE asked that the lights be limited to assure the neighbor-
hood of no shooting at night.

JONES stated that perhaps he missed it, but he believed
that one of the things that they were supposed to take into
consideration was the recommendation of professional staff,
and he asked for that recommendation.

GALBRAITH said that as he had stated earlier in his presenta-
tion, when this application was filed, they were not aware of
the neighborhood opposition, and he was not sure that any of the
conditions that staff had suggested were going to alleviate the
noise problem. He felt that if shooting was permitted to occur,
it would not be any more offensive to people in the area 1
shooting was permitted until 9:00 p.m. one night a week, and if
it 1s a community interest supported type of thing, the one night
a week shoot, and the lights that they have, should not be
objectionable to the adjacent properties.

JONES stated that since this trap shoot had been in
existence since 1952, not as active, and that the Commission
has had a policy of expanding, he could not believe that there
would be a great depreciation of the value of the neighborhood.
He felt that the Haysville and Derby Planning Commission vote
of approval of the application should have some bearing.

d

SHOOK stated that in the 1950's people really did not think
too much about violating the neighborhoods with noise or with
whatever other pollution they chose to kick out from any other
source. He felt that there was enough information and studies
that shows us that there is a negative fact when there is an
increase in noise. He said that he lived across the street
from a park which was full of activity during the summertime
ani very late at night in terms of team sports, and the noise
level is quite high. SHOOK said that he could not imagine
9,000 rounds of ammunition shot in one day across the street
from him, 600 feet away. He felt that the neighborhood has a
very legitimate concern.

GARDNER stated that one of the oftheard arguments in
opposing urban sprawl was that people who choose to live
outside the city limits are sometimes subject to less regu-
lation than are pecple inside the city limits, and this is -
one of those situations where within the city limits, if they
had chosen to live there, there is a regulation on gunfire, and
outside the city limits, where they have chosen to live, there




is not that regulation, so it is one of the liafilitd
choice of the neighborhood thei‘'ds . ercommteisd.

VOTE ON THE MOTION: It carried with - ~

a vote of 8 in favor (Bayouth, Lofton, -
Gardner, Hennessy, Martens, Jones, v
Savina and Goebel), and 2 opposed (Cole

and Shook). o&’ a2

The Chairman called for a five minute break.

8. Case No. SCZ-0447 - Nai=gmeslafoserve Life Insu‘ranm_
Company, et al requests zone change fiom "% Lo “AAT
Beginning at the Northeast corner of Lot i3, Block 3,
Crestview Country Club Estates, Overbrook" Anm.non to
sedgwick County, Kansai; thence S 00° 547 -G1” v
east line of said Lot {9, 4U0 feet; thence N 45° 1g' 28"
E 96.97 feet; thence N OO" 54° 01" W 333.3%7 feetr to a
point on the North line of the said Lot %.-ewtended East;
thence S 88° 52' 12" W 70.00 feet to the jpoint of begin-
ning. Generally located on the eact side of 143xd Street
East, approximately 1/2 mile south of 13th Street.

BAYOUTH, HENNESSY, MARTENS and SAVINA were absent afier
the break.

CALBRAITH pointed out adjacent land use, zeming, aud showed
slides of the general area.. He reviewed the following staff
report:

COMMENTS :

1. The following items should .be considered by the Planning
Commission in making fimdings:of fact:

Subject property is a portion of an area being replatted
as Crestview Country Club Estates Overbrook 2nd Addition.
The plat, however, inclunded the subject property which
was not in the original zone change approval for "AA"
Single Family.

The requested zone change would be appropriate in orcer
to conform with the balance of the area being platted
and to be compatible with the surrounding neighborhocd
which is developing wath single and two family dwelling
units.

2. A recommendation of approval by the Planning Commission
should be subject to the completian of the associated
plat within one year from the date of the approval of
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0 days in one week.

His neighbors complained and
the Metropolitan Area Planning
Commigsion told him he was
violating the restrictions set by
the Haysville Commission.

His understanding, he said,
was that the limitation was on
:] commercial use of the traps, not
personal use. He asked the com-
mission to write the MAPC say-
ing its intention was not:to limit
his personal use of the traps.

After nearly anhour and a half

on by the commissionas
it reviewed its minutes of the
meeting in 1979, the commission
decided its intent was tolimitall
use of the traps.

In other bnsiness Chairman
George Rosendale announced a
public hearing planning by the
MAPC in March or Apri to dis-
uss extra territorial subdivi-
ign jurisdiction.

The commission decided to
Hancock was allowed to shoot fapply for a Kansas Department
any day, he sald. f Economic Development
- After thenew traps werebuilt, grant to complete its water
on two separate occasions, he drainage study for the city. *
sald, he practiced shooting on

~Bill Hancock appeared befi
the commission asking
clarification of the restrictions i
had placed on the use of hi
shooting traps, located at 79
Street and Hydraulic.

In November 1973 he cam
before: the commission asking to|
build three new traps so he could
iwid shosting mects. Two traps
were already on the property.

He was told he could schedule
four trap shooting meets a year
and could shoot on weekends
and one night a week.

When he had only two traps,
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RESOLUTION

CASE NO. CU-227

A RESOLUTION PERMITTING THE ESTABLISHMENT OF

4 TRAP SHOOTING FACILITY IN THE "R" RURAL
RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT ON CERTAIN LAND LOCATED
WITHIN THE UNINCORPORATED TERRITORY LYING

WITHIN THREE MILES OF EITHER THE CITY OF
WICHITA, THE CITY OF HAYSVILLE, THE CITY OF
DERBY, THE CITY OF MULVANE, THE CITY OF

VALLEY CENTER, THE CITY OF GODDARD, AND

THAT PORTION OF THE AREA WITHIN THREE MILES

OF THE CITY OF CHENEY AS ESTABLISHED BY THE
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS ON OCTOBER 3,
1973, ALL IN SEDGWICK COUNTY, KANSAS, UNDER

THE AUTHORITY GRANTED BY SECTION 3.A.8.k AND
SECTION 11.E OF THE ZONING RESOLUTION ADOPTED

BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF SEDGWICK !
COUNTY, KANSAS, ON MARCH 3, 1958, AND SUBSEQUENT !
AMENDMENTS THERETO.

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS
OF SEDGWICK COUNTY, KANSAS:

SECTION I. That after receiving a recommendation from

Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission and
after said Planning Commission has given proper notice and held

a pubilic hearing as provided by law, and under authority granted

by Section 3.A.8.k and Section 11.E of the Zoning Resolution

as amended, a Conditional Use Permit to allow the establishment

of a trap shooting facility in the "R" Rural Residential District

is rereby approved on the lands legally described as follows: !

A tract in the SE 1/4 of Section 4-29-1E,
beginning at a point on the east line of

said SE 1/4, 350 feet north of the SE corner
of said SE 1/4; thence west parallel with t'.e
south line of said SE 1/4, a distance of 700
feet; thence north parallel with the east line
of said SE 1/4, a distance of 600 feet; thence
east parallel with the south line of said SE
1/4, a distance of 700 feet more or less to a
point on the east line of said SE 1/4, 600 feet
north of the point of beginning; thence south
along the east line of said SE 1/4, to the
point of beginning. Generally located on the
west side of Hydraulic, between 71st and 79th
Streets South.

SUBJECT TO THE FOLLOWING:

1,

The five traps are to be used for only four registered
shoots per year. At all other times, only the two west
traps are to be uscd,

Shooting hours are to be from 9:00 a.m. to 9:00 p.m. for
all shooting.

In aidition to the four registered shoots, shooting is to
be ailowed only on weekends and one night during the week.

Lighting is to be provided for only the two original
traps to the west and shall only be used one night
per week.

Submission of a contingent dedication of 25 feet of addi-
tionul street right-of-way for the west half of Hydraulic,
by separate instrument.
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6. Submission of a dedication by separate instrument of access
control to Hydraulic not to exceed two openings.

7. A minimum of 10 spaces per trap field shall be provided on
the site. The adequacy of the parking shall be subject to
review by the County Department of Public Works.

8. Recommend that the County Board of Zoning Appeals grant a
variance and not require the surfacing of the required
parking with concrete or asphalt.

9. No trap field shall be located nearer to Hydraulic than
150 feet and all trap fields shall be constructed facing
to the north.

10. Conditions 5 & 6 shall be complied with within 90 days
from the date of approval by the Board of County
Commissioners or the case shall be considered denied
and closed.

SECTION II. That upon the taking effect of this
Resolution, the notation of such Conditional Use approval shall
be entered in the Official Zoning atlas on file in the Office
of the County Zoning Administrator and in the Office of the
Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Department.

SECTION III. That this Resolution shall take effect
and be in force from and after its adoption and publication in
the Official County Paper.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of County Commissioners
at Wichita, Kansas, this 2 day of e ot s 18 £
P Pl

, Chairman
Tom Scott

Commissioner
Donald Gragg

, Commissioner

Everett Patrick

ATTEST:

//V

f ol £ f/ !

-
Dorothy K. Whife), County Cleﬂ(

(SEAL)
Approved as to form by County Counselor
,'

=) S e, :m/—-ﬂ/a—v/
;M ’lﬁoodorc H HilT, County Coungelor
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CUNTINGENT DEDICATICN (Ganne CU 23 7,) ‘
WHEREAS, Dema A. Mahoney, is the owner of the following described 1

real property, t wit:

A tract in the SE 1/4 of Section 4-29-1E, beginning at a
point on the east line said SE 1/4, 350' north of the SE
corner of said SE 1/4, thence west parallel with the south |
line said SE 1/4, a distance of 700' thence north parallel ]
with the east line said SE 1/4, a distance of 600" thence

east parallel with the south line said SE 1/4, a distance

of 700' more or less to a point on the east line said SE 1/4,

600' north of the point of beginning, thence south along the

east line said SE 1/4, to the point of beginning.

WHEREAS, the County of Sedgwick, is requesting that a portion of
said property be dedicated to the public for street right-of-way
purposes;

Now, therefore, Dema A. Mahoney, being the legal owner of the
aforesaid property does dedicate to the public for street purposes,
the following described property:

West 25' of the east 60' of a tract in the SE 1/4 of Section
4-29-1E, beginning at a point on the east line said SE 1/4,

350" north of the SE corner of said SE 1/4, thence west
parallel with the south line said SE 1/4, a distance of 700",
thence north parallel with the east line said SE 1/4, a distance
Of 600', thence east parallel with the south line said SE 1/4,

a distance of 700' more or less to a point on the east line
said SE 1/4, 600" north of the point of beginning, thence

south along the east line said SE 1/4, to the point of
Jbeginning.

But the right of the public and the County of Sedgwick to use, maintain,
excavate, fill, pave, or install utilities or to make similar use of said
property shall not occur until such time as the right-of-way is deemed
necessary for the improvement or reimprovement of Hydraulic by the County
Engineer of Sedgwick County, at which time said dedication shall become
effective,

It is the intent of the grantors herein that this shall be a
covenant running with the land and shall be binding upon the heirs,
assigns and successors and upon all subsequent owners of any part or
parcel of said property covered by this dedication.

Exeouted at Bichita, Sedewick County, Kansas, this :2 ]

{ye lt o , 19 54

% ‘/,l a2 Lot

)
Dema A. Mahoney 7
STATE OF KANSAS) _
SEDGWICK comvty) S8
- s
BE IT REMENBERED, that on this <32 day of __ Ausrec &1/ -

19 /("(' , before me a Notary Public in and Tor said Cgunty and ?/mte came

tm me personally known to be the same person who executed the foregoing
instrument and duly acknowledged the exccution of same.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto subseribed my name and aff’ ixed

my official seal, the day and year last above written.
s " ~
JENNIFER RUUD / TORT B = C
NOTARY PUSLIC Al r'c/j-ﬁ,/ N\ 2poe X
Sedgwick Cuunty, Kansas Notany Public/ T 3
My Appt. Exp Loz : f/“ 2',
My Caimission expires _ /- . i 3 %

ﬂ ) - 0933 E
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DEDICATION OF ABUTTER'S ACCESS RIGHTS t I

KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS: ' : f
That for and in consideration of the sum of One Dollar ($1.00_) ‘

and other good and valuable considerations, the receipt of which is

hereby acknowledge, the undersigned, Dema A. Mahonev

being the owner_ of the following described real

estate in Sedgwick County, Kansas, to-wit:
A tract in the SE 1/4 of Section 4-29-1E, beginning at a point on the east .
line said SE 1/4, 350' north of the SE corner of said SE 1/4, thence west
parallel with the south line said SE 1/4, a distance of 700', thence north
parallel with the east line said SE 1/4, a distance of 600', thence east
parallel with the south line said SE 1/4, a distance of 700' more or less

oint on the e: L 1 d SE.
-do hergz?e}m%!‘:’gﬁlé%gé&]ﬁi §%§én ;gég %ﬁé/%pkzdpiggcgoépot‘ggrs‘?lﬁsg mmng,

abutter's rights of access, ingress and egress to said property

from or to Hydraulic over and across the
east line of the above described property; to have and to

hold the same forever; provided, however, that said property shall

have access to Hydraulic 2 at two _ locationg.
It being understoed that this conveyance is a conve.nant running with
the land and prohkibits all subsequent owners thcreof and all members
of the public from entering upon said property from _ Fydraulic

., except at the two permitted locations.

: A 7
day Df IR A 3 19/{_/)

X//’;z’ /747&/1”9.,1 8

Executed this —

T

State of Kansas
Sedpgwick County  ss:

~BE IT REMEMBERED, that on this, 24 day Gt )«/ WLy e 4
19 %7 , befor¢ me, a notary public in am.l for the” /ald Cou:}ﬂ.y and
State, came [/ /"3' s /( s /1/, P s !

to me pcrsonally known to be thé same p rron who executed the
foregoing instrument and duly acknowledfied the execution of the

same.
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereuntn subscribed my, name and

affixed my official seal, the day and year last above ynsiften.

i \ 7 se. Sy '\7(7({/‘\ 5
I\ot.ary l’ub’llc : >
/

My Commission expires: {
’ /_ r/‘ Y.—W’ i
(o) Bl L JENNIFER RUUD J
NOTARY FUBLIC
Bedswick County, Kanuay
My Appt. Exp. o b




January 28, 1980

Bill Hancock
1510 East 79th Street South
Wichita, Kansas 67233

Re: SCZ-0446 - "R" to "LC" -at the
northwest corner of Hydraulic and
79th Street South, and associated

Cage No, CU-227,

Dear Mr. Hancock:

This is to acknowledge receipt of the access control and dedi-
cation for the area along Hydraulic associated with the above
conditional use case. Regarding your quastions as to whether
or not we wanted the street dedications for the associated
zoning case, remember that the action was to approva that zomne
casz subjact to replatting, and the publication of the resolu-
tion that actually makes the zone changa will not occur until
the plat is recorded with the Register of Deeds.

The dedication for the needed street right-of-way will occur
when gou plat the land, and you should proceed as quickly as

possible to plat the property so that the zoning will become
effective.
Thank you in for the dedications, and if you have any questions

aga:
about the p%ltning of the property, please contact us.
Sincerely,

Jack H, Galbraith
Chief Planner
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January 2, 1980

Bill Hancock
1510 East 79th Street South
Wichita, Kansas 67233

Re: CU-227 - Trap Shooting Faclility -
West side of Hydraulic between 7lst
and 70th Streets South.

Dear Mr. Hancock:

The Board of County Commission on January 2, 1980 considered
the above captioned case. The action of the County Commission
was to approve the request, subject to the conditions recommend-
ed by the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission with the ex-
ception that lighting was permitted to be used one night a
week, no later than 9:00 p.m. and only for the two original
traps; and, in addition, that the contingent dedication and
dedication (conditions 5 and 6 in our letter dated December 7,
1979) are to be submitted to us no later than 90 days from
J;nuary 2, 1980, or this case is to be considered denied and
closed.

Please submit these dedications at your earliest convenience
and if you have any questions, please call.

Sincerely,

Jack H. Galbrailth
Chief Planner

JHG: el

cc: Jerry Berg, 928 S. Broadway, 67211
Dema A, Mahoney, 1506 E. 79th St. South, 67233
Royce E. Wallace, 328 N. Main, 67202

Mrs, Kenneth 0. Peck, 7715 South Lulu Ave.,67233
Charles W. Cookson, 8737 ST Hydrawiic;—6723%
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RESOLUTION

CASE NO. CU-227

A RESOLUTION PERMITTING THE ESTABLISHMENT OF
A TRAD SHOOTING FACILITY IN THE "R" RURAL
RESIDENTJAL DISTRICT ON CERTAIN LAND LOCATED
WITHIN THE UNINCORPORATED TERRITORY LYING |
WITHIN THREE MILES OF EITHER THE CITY OF I
WICHITA, THE CITY OF HAYSVILLE, THE CITY OF

DERBY, THE CITY OF MULVANE, THE CITY OF

VALLEY CENTER, THE CITY OF GODDARD, AND

THAT PORTION OF THE AREA WITHIN THREE MILES

OF THE CITY OF CHENEY AS ESTABLISHED BY THE

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS ON OCTOBER 3,

1973, ALL IN SEDGWICK COUNTY, KANSAS, UNDER

THE AUTHORITY GRANTED BY SECTION 3.A.8.k AND

SECTION 11.E OF THE ZONING RESOLUTION ADOPTED

BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF SEDGWICK

COUNTY, KANSAS, ON MARCH 3, 1958, AND SUBSEQUENT

AMENDMENTS THERETO.

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS
OF SEDGWICK COUNTY, KANSAS:

SECTION 1. That after receiving a recommendation from:
1 Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission and
after said Planning Commission has given proper notice and held
a public hearing as provided by law, and under authority granted
by Section 3.A.8.k and Secticn 11.T of the Zoning Resolution
as amended, a Conditional Use Permit to allow the establishment
of a trap shooting facility in the "R" Rural Residential District
is hereby approved on the lands legally described as follows:

A tract in the SE 1/4 of Section 4-29-1E,
beginning at a point on the east line of

said SE 1/4, 350 feet north of the SE corner
of said SE 1/4; thence west parallel with the
south line of said SE 1/4, a distance of 700
feet; thence north parallel with the east line
of said SE 1/4, a distance of 600 feet; thence
east parallel with the south line of said SE
1/4, a distance of 700 feet more or less to a
point on the east line of said SE 1/4, 600 feet
north of the point of beginning; thence south
along the east line of said SE 1/4, to the
point of beginning. Generally located on the
west side of Hydraulic, between 71st and 79th
Streets South.

SUBJECT TO THE FOLLOWING:

5 78 The five traps are to be used for only four registered
shoots per year. At all other times, only the two west
traps are to be used. 7

2. Shooting hours are to be from 9:00 a.m. to 8:00 p.m. for
all shooting.

3. In addition to' the four registered shoots, shooting is to
be allowed only on weeckends and one night during the week.

4, Lighting is to be provided for only the two original
traps to the west and shall only be used one night
per weck.

5. Submission of 2 contingent dedication of 25 feet of addi-
tional street right-of-way for the west half of Hydraulic,
by separate instrument.

T
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6. Submission of a dedication by separate instrument of access
control to Hydraulic not to exceed two openings.

7. A minimum of 10 spaces per trap field shall be provided on
the site. The adequacy of the parking shall be subject to
review by the County Department of Public. Works.

DRI o M

8. Recommend that the County Board of Zoning Appeals grant a
variance and not require the surfacing of the required
parking with concrete or asphalt.

2, No trap field shall be located ncarer to Hydraulic than
150 feet and all trap fields shall be constructed facing
to the north.

10. Conditions 5 & 6 shall be complied with within 90 days
from the date of approval by the Board of County
Commissioners or the case shall be considered denied
and closed.

SECTION II. That upon the taking effect of this
Resolution, the notation of such Conditional Use approval shall
be entered in the Official Zoning atlas on file in the Office
of the County Zoning Administrator and in the Office of the
Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Department.

SECTION I1II. That this Resolution shall take effect
and be in force from and after its adoption and publication in
the Official County Paper.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of County Commissioners
at Wichita, Kansas, this day of ; 18

, Chairman
Tom Scott
, Commissioner
Donald Gragg
, Commissioner
Everett Patrick
ATTEST:
Dorothy K. White, County Clerk
(SEAL)
Agproved as to form by County Counselor
Theodors H. Hill, County Counselor
oo wT— o T T T T Y S TR TR MR T S T e
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THE WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY HEALTH

OFFICE OF Environmental Health DATE December 19, 1979 RE©EEME[D)

DEC21 1379
TO  Jack Galbraith, Chief Planner METROPOLITAN PLANNIN
ROUTE [
FROM Steve Innes, Environmental Conservation Coordinator O

SUBJECT  cu-227, Conditional Use,
Trap Shooting Site
(West of Hydraulic, North
of 79th Street South)

In reviewing the City of Derby Planning Commission minutes for November 30,
1979, I noticed a statement was made indicating that the Health Department
had advised that an environmental noise level of 90 decibels or less was
acceptable. The only standard that I know of based on the figure "90
decibels" is the OSHA standard for occupational exposure. This is an eight
hour standard which is designed to protect the worker from actual loss of
hearing.

Environmental noise standards incorporate other factors which are designed
to protect the overall health and welfare of individuals. The majority of
117 cities in 1976 had permissible daytime noise level standards of 55
decibels (A-scale) or less. Most cities have a nighttime standard of 5
dB(A) less than their daytime standard. These standards apply at a resi-
dential property line receiving the noise.

Some cities with a 55 dB(A) daytime standard are: Denver, Chicago, Boulder,
Lakewood, and Council Bluffs, Iowa. The suggested noise ordinance for
Wichita as proposed by the Grievance Office has a 55 dB(A) daytime standard,
but additionally it has a 50 dB(A) daytime and a 45 dB(A) nighttime standard
for impulsive noises. The discharging of any firearm causes an inpulsive
noise.

In order to be measured accurately, an impulsive noise must be read with a
very sophisticated impulsive noise meter. If a simple Type 2 sound level
meter is used, the reading obtained will be 3 to 5 dB(A) less than the actual
noise level. Firearms will generally make a noise well in excess of 100
dB(A) as measured properly at 3 feet and many as high as 140 dB(A).

I would recommend that if this conditional use is to be approved, it should
be done with the condition that a ten foot high earthen berm be placed on
three sides around the target area in front of the firing area. Other types
of noise barriers have proven ineffective in attenuating noise unless you go
to very thick concrete walls. Also recommended would be a prohibition of
nighttime shooting unless the shooting noise at residential property lines is
less than 45 dB(A) as measured by an impulsive meter under all expected
atmospheric conditions or otherwise less than the typical background noise.

Steve Innes, Coordinator cc: James F. Aiken, Jr.
Environmental Conservation Jeff Prince, Secretary
Derby Planning Commission

S1/1b
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RECOMMENDATION FROM METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION TO
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

REQUEST FOR CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT

CASE NO, Cu-277% ‘ CONSIDERED BY HCPC: 11-08-79
CONSIDERED BY DCPC: 11-22-79

REQUEST FOR: Establishment of CONSIDERED BY MAPC:  12-06-79
a Trap Shooting Field.
REASON FOR FEQUEST (AS PROVIDED BY APPLICANT):

"Trap: Shooting Field."

GENERAL LOCATION: West of Hydraulic, in an area north of 79th Street South.

LEGAL DESCRIPTION:

(5ee excerpt from Planning Commission minutes of
Necember 6, 1979)

APPLICANT: Dema A. Mahoney, 1506 E. 79th St. South, Wichita, Ks

AGENT FOY APPLICANT: Bill Hancock, 1510 E. 79th St. South, Wichita, KS

PROTESTORS ( LIST AGENT ) IF ANY: Royce E. Wallace, attorney, 328 North
Main; Mre. Kenneth 0. Peck, 7715 S. Lulu Ave. .
SURROUNDING ZONING: North, East, South and West, "R".

LAND USE: Existing, Trap shooting field & Undeveloped; North, Undeveloped
& farm howse; East and South, Undeveloped; West, Undeveloped & single family.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION:

That the application be approved for a maximum of five traps subject to
the recommended conditions aS shown in the attached excerpt from the
PTAnning Commission minutes of December 6, 1979. Bayouth moved, Lofton

seconded and! it carried with a vote of 8 in favor (Bayouth, Lof:on, Gardner,

Hcrnessy, Martens, Jones, Savine and Goebel), and 2 opposed (Cole and Shook) .
HOTE: The percentage of the protest petitions received on this application
will be pointed out at the time the case is considered by the County Com-
mission.

ACTION: 1. Cancur with the findings of fact of the Metropolitan Area Plan-
ning Commissicn, approve the application subject to the recommended con-
ditions, adopt a vesolution cstablishing the conditional use and instruct
the Planning Department to withhold publication of the resolution until
the dedications have becen recorded with the Register of Deeds; or

2. Take such action as the County Commission deems appropriate.




EXCERPT FROM PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES OF DECEMBER 6, 1979:

}

7. Case No. CU-227 - Dema A. Mahoney requests a Conditional
Use permit for a tract in the SE 1/4 of Section 4-29-1E,
beginning at a point on the east line of said SE 1/4,
350 feet north of the SE corner of said SE 1/4; thence
west parallel with the south line of said SE 1/4, a
distance of 700 feet; thence north parallel with the L
east line of said SE 1/4, a distance of 600 feet; thence
east parallel with the south line of said SE 1/4, a
distance of 700 feet more or less to a point on the east
line of said SE 1/4, 600 feet north of the point of begin-

| ning; thence south along the east line of said SE 1/4, to

{ the point of beginning. Generally located on the west

side of Hydraulic, between 71st and 79th Streets South.

GALBRAITH pointed out adjacent land use, zoning, and showed
slides of the general area. He reviewed the following staff
report:

COMMENTS :

l. The following items should be considered by the Planning
Commission in making findings of fact:

Subject property is presently developed with nonconform-
ing trap fields and the applicant is requesting the con-
ditional use approval in order to expand the existing
facilities to provide five trap fields for registered
trap shoots. The property is unplatted and is located

on a Federal Aid Secondary (FAS) Highway, Hydraulic, which
is also a designated arterial street in the transportztica
plan.

The trap shooting facility may be permitted as a conditional
use in the "R" Rural Residential District as a privately
owned and operated outdoor recreational use because the

"LC" Light Commercial and "C" Commercial zoning districts

do not permit outdoor recreational uses.

The applicant advises that the size of the area being
requested for approval is such that shot from the shotguns
used in trap shooting will stay within the area. Also,

the trap fields are to face north where there is a consider-
able undeveloped area beyond the limits of the trap shooting
area.

2. Should the Planning Commission determine that this is an
appropriate use for the areca and recommends approval of
the Conditional Use Request, the following should be
conditions of approval:

a. The dedication of 25 feet of additional street right-
of-way for the west half of Hydraulic, by separate
instrument.

b. The dedication by separate instrument of access
control to Hydraulic. (A maximum of two driveways
are recommended).

C. Adeguate off-street parking (a minimum of 10 spaces
per trap field is recommended) shall be provided on
the site. The adequacy of the parking shall be sub-

| ject to review by the County Department of Public
Works.
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d. The off-street parking area shall be surfaced with
concrete, asphaltic concrete, asphalt or more com-
parable surfacing.

e. No trap field shall be located nearer to Hydraulic
than 150 feet and all trap fields shall be constructed
facing to the north, as indicated on the applicant's
sketch plan.

The Planning Commission may also want to consider conditions
concerning lighting of the facilities and limiting the hours
of operation.

GALBRAITH also reviewed the following memorandum forwarded
to the Commission:

*The Haysville and Derby Planning Commissions have
considered this case. At both meetings, there was
considerable discussion from both proponents and
opponents as to the history of shooting that has
occurred on this property, the recent interest and
increased activity and the applicants desire to
enlarge the number of traps. The opposition has
expressed strongly their objection to the noise.

In addition to suggested conditions a - e in the
staff report, the Haysville Planning Commission
recommended approval subject to the following
conditions:

///1. The 5 traps are to be used for only 4 registered

\ shoots per year.
2. Shooting hours are to be from 9:00 a.m. to
\ 9:00 p.m. for all shooting.
0 In addition to the 4 registered shoots, shooting

is to be allowed_only one night a week and on

weekends.

/ 4. No additional lighting is to be added, and only
the two original traps which were lighted are
* permitted to have lights.

It is believed that the intent of number 1 above was
that, at all other times, only the two west traps were
to be used for shooting. This motion passed by a vote
of 5 in favor, 1 opposed and 2 abstained.

The action of the Derby Planning Commission was to
unanimously recommend approval subject to the conditions
as recommended by Haysville. Attached with this memo

is a copy of the minutes of the Haysville meeting and
our staff report.”

GALBRAITH stated that the applicants desire to enlarge
the trap shooting operation, dispense with the two skeet shoot
ranges, and their intent was to have five trap shooting fields
on the site. He said that at the Derby and Haysville Planning
Commission meeting, the applicants explained that their intent
was to hold four registered trap shoots a year, and use it at
other times for practice and local use. GALBRAITH said that
there was considerable opposition from the property owners to
the west and northwest. Their main opposition to the trap
shoot was the noise. GALBRAITH continued with the history of
the trap shoot. He stated that there had been discussion about
the lighting of the operation, and apparently the existing two
trap shooting fields were lighted at cne time, yet the discus-
sion had reflected that those lights had been removed three
years ago, and that the applicant was desirous of installing
those lights again, and not have all five of the fields lighted,




- a

but desires to have the two original fields lighted that are in
the southwest corner of the application area.

GALBRAITH stated that after the sporting goods store was
destroyed by fire in 1970, the trap shooting use has been to a
minimum, and since that time, many of the single family homes
have developed in the area immediately to the west. 1In the
last two moenths, the shooting activity has increased, and was
quite some concern to the neighborhood. He pointed out that
about 9,009 rounds of ammunition would be shot on the day of
the registered shoot, and individual shooters would shoot
approximately 300 rounds of ammunition. He said that safety
had not been emphasized as a concern. GALBRAITH pointed out
the Haysville and Derby Planning Commissions recormendation
of the conditional use.

LOFTON stated that evidently there had not been too much
of a conplaint with the two traps, and asked how close was the
closest residential area from the new traps.

GalBRAITH said that it was approximately 600 feet to the
nearest homes from the north line of the application area.
He commented that when this application was filed, the staff
had no experience of what type of noise would be generated
from this type of operation or where they best might be located.

SAVINA asked if this operation was restricted to four times
a year.

GALBRAITH said that the Haysville Planning Commission had
recommended the restriction of the operation of registered
shoots to four times a year, but also placed ancther restriction
of usiwng the facilities on one night a week and only on weekends.

BILL HANCOCK, agent for the applicant, related the history
of the trap shoot, and stated that he did not feel property
value would be affected by the trap shoot. They had not received
any ‘coaplaints until four days before the Haysville public hearing.
He said that before the hearing, the applicant had already
committed the area to add three more shooting fields. HANCOCK
mentioned that the applicant owned all of the adjacent property
in the area. He said that the facility would be screened along
the west with a steel fence and a building. These are not
requirements of the application, but has always been their plans.

BAYOUTH asked if Hancock lived on the site. HANCOCK said
that he did.

JERRY BERG, attorney representing the applicant, pointed
out that the closest home was a quarter of a mile away. He
said that there has never been any disuse of the property.

He pointed out that the homes located in Hancock's Second Addi-
tion were all constructed while the trap shoot was in use.

GEORGE T. STOY, 971 Parklane, said that he was an active
trap shooter in the State of Kansas and throughout the nation,
and had served as President of the Kansas Trap Shooting Associ-
ation for four years. He said that the club has been used
primarily for turkey shoots, and to help improve the marksman-
ship of seme of the national champions. STOY stated that the
Hancock family has, in the past, donated their facilities to
different charity, religious and other civic groups as a means
to raise money for community projects. He felt that the trap
shooting park should be kept open and active so that the
sportsman could enjoy the sport of trap shooting, and so that
the youth could learn gun safety with the experienced help of
trap shooters.
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» { STEV. RUUg,)4200 East Clark, said that he and his father 1
had purchased 60 acres of land across from the proposed trap |

shoating park to the northeast. He said that he had no objec-

ticizss to the trap shoot. He said that he had shot all over !

the: country, and that every trap shooting park that he had [

seen had increase:é the value of property tremendously. !

ROYCE WALLZ«ZEZ, attorney representing 15 residents of the
area, stated that as he had indicated earlier on the zone case,
the noise was @ major concern of the residents. They believed
that the Hancocks owned, and had available to them, much land
throughout this area to which they could remove this facility
and seek permission to locate it where the noise wculd not be
of the character it is at present. WALLACE pointed out that
{ none of the residents were aware, in the last ten years, of
any lights being displayed at night at this facility. He said
that there were no lights installed there now.

MRS. KENJETH O. PECK, 7715 Lulu, stated that she did not
know that there were trap shoots on the property for least four
ar five years after they lived there. They bought their land
directly from the senior Mr. Hancock, and at that time they had
tHe opportumity to buy two lots there, one off of the turnpike,
and the othear from Mr. Hancock. They chose Mr. Hancock's property
because it was the quietest, and they could not hear the turn-
pike noise from where they were. She said that it was just
recently widhin the last year or so that the trap shoot had
been utilized, and it was objectionable.

MOIION: Having considered the factors as
coitained in Policy Statement No. 10; and
- censidering that the trap shoot had been

% im existence since 1952; the recommendation
off the Haysville and Derby Planning Commis-
ssimns; and that the five traps were to be
usad for only four registered shoots per
wextr, 1 move that we recommend to the
Gouerning Body that this application be
approved subject to staff comments and the
corditions recommended by Haysville. Bayouth
moved, Lofton seconded.

COLE fsallt that if this application is approved, people
wiill become mnore aware that there will probably be an increase
inm the utilization of the fields even when they are not shooting
ini the natiomal meets. He said that he could support the appli-
cation, if as a tradeoff, they would not shoot after dark.

He said that noise seemed to be more irritable in the evening
when some peaple are going to bed.

AMENDMENT TO THE MOTION: That an
adéitional condition of approval be
established that there be no night
lighting. Cole moved, Savina seconded.

GOEBEL statiad that he had lived across the street from a
gun club out West for about 25 years, and his familiarization
with the gun clubs, was that when the shoots are started, they
shoot until the winners are declared. lle said that he would
support the motion if the shoots would be limited to only the
four registered shoots per year.

With the consent of the second and the motion maker, and
second for the amendment to the original motion, BAYOUTH restated

his motion.

-4-
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RESTATED MOTION: Having considered the w /
bl et ettt & i

factors as contained in Policy Statement 7
No. 10; and considering that the trap
shoot has been in existence since 1952;
the recommendation of the Haysville and
Derby Planning Commission; and that the
five traps were to be used for four
registered shoots per year; I move that
we: recommend to the Governing Body that
this application be approved subject to
ther following conditions:

VENER ¥V EEER VR " EERAa. N

A_ The five traps are to be used for only four registered

shoots: per year. At all other time, only the two west
traps are to be used.

Z- Shooting hours are to be from 9:00 a.m. to 9:00 p.m. for
all shooting.

3. In addition to the four registered shoots, shooting is to
be alilowed only on weekends and _one night during the week.

. 92 Li gh ding is to be provided for only the two original M
tra; to the west and shall only be used four nights ;", ‘: o

per yezrf’w &np {
Catind!
5. Submiission of a contingent dedication of 25 feet of addi-

tiomal street right-of-way for the west half of Hydraulic,
by separate instrument.

6. Submission of a dedication by separate instrument of i
accass control to Hydraulic. (A maximum of two driveways
are: recommended) .

Adeyuate off-street parking (a minimum of 10 spaces per
trap field is recommended) shall be provided on the site.
The adequacy of the parking shall be subject to rev:.ew by
£he Tounty Department of Publ ic Works.

8. Recommend that the County Board of Zoning Appeals grant a
variance and not require the surfacing of the required
parking with concrete or asphalt.

9. No trap field shall be located nearer te Hydraulic than
150 feet and all trap fields shall be constructed facing
to ‘the north. . i

/&. Al el - /VH-'CE C e

g0
ayouth moved ofton scconded.

HENNZSSY asked if the majority of the shoots were held
during the summer.

HANCOGK stated that the reason they asked for the one
LVEnlng was that the employees clubs wanted to shoot in the
+vening one night a week. They had intended the night shooting
for league shooting only. He said they would never use the
lights for the registered shoots, because there was no need
for them.

COLE asked: that the lights be limited to assure the neighbhor-
hood of no sicoting at night.

JONES statwd that perhaps he missed it, but he believed
that one of the things that they were supposed to take into
consideration was the recommendation of professional staff,
and he asked for that recommendation.
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GALBRAITH said that as he had stated earlier in his presenta- :1
tion, when this application was filed, they were not aware of i
the neighborhood opposition, and he was not sure that any of the .
conditions that staff had suggested were going to alleviate the |
noise problem. He felt that if shooting was permitted to occur, i
it would not be any more offensive to people in the area if s
shooting was permitted until 9:00 p.m. one night a week, and if i
it is a community interest supported type of thing, the one night §

a week shaot, and the lights that they have, should not be
objecticnable to the adjacent properties.

JOWES stated that since this trap shoot had been in
existence since 1952, not as active, and that the Commission
has had a policy of expanding, he could not believe that there
would be a great depreciation of the value of the neighborhood.
He felt that the Haysville and Derby Planning Commission vote
of approval of the application should have some bearing.

SHOOK stated that in the 1950's people really did not think
too much about violating the neighborhoods with noise or with
whatever other pollution they chose to kick out from any other
source. He felt that there was enough information and studies
that shows us that there is a negative fact when there is an
increase in noise. He said that he lived across the street
from a park which was full of activity during the summer time
and ery late at night in terms of team sports, and the noise
level is quite high. SHOOK said that he could not imagine
9,004 rounds of ammunition shot in one day across the street
from him, 600 feet away. He felt that the neighborhood has a
very legitimate concern.

GARDNER stated that one of the oftheard arguments in
opposing urban sprawl was that people who choose to live
outside the city limits are sometimes subject to less regu-
lation than are people inside the city limits, and this is
one of those situations where within the city limits, if they
had chosen to live there, there is a regulation on gunfire, and
outside the city limits, where they have chosen to live, there
is not that regulation, so it is one of the liabilities by
choice of the neighborhood that is encountered.

VOTE ON THE MOTION: It carried with

a vote Of @ in favor (Bayouth, Lofton,
Gardner, Hennessy, Martens, Jones,
savina and Goebel), and 2 opposed (Cole
and Shecok).
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ﬁ PROTEST PETITION A

(COQUNTY CASES)
BECTION I.

The undersigned, property owners in Sedgwick County, Kansas, hereby
protest the proposed change of zoning (Conditional Use Application) for i

property described as Case No, CU-227 __ , zone change from —=--=-=-=
to _mw=-=== _ (for establishment of a Conditional lise Beguest ta Permit |

in zoning) . Establishment of A Trap Shooting Facility on Property . I
SR T Zoned the "R" Rural Residential District. i
|

A tract in the SE% of Section 4-29-1E, begmmng at a point on the east line said SE4
350 feet movth of the SE corner of said SE4, thence west parallel with the south line
said SE%, a distance of 700 feet, thence north parallel with the east line said SEX
a distance of 600 feet, thence east paraliel with the south Tine said SE%, a dislance
of 700 feet more or ]ess to a point on the east line said SE%, 600 fect north of the
point of beginning, thence south along the east line said SE%, to the point of .
beginning. Generally located on the west side of Hydraulic, netmcn 71st and 79th
Streets South.

vL&TION II - Protester(s)

Property Owned
(ﬁ Lot (a) Block(a) N Addition
“’]’ g\,/,,u / .

s{gne.Lure The East 5 acres of the SW; of the
SE% of Section 4-29-1E

.. Eugene Dickey
Typed or Printed Name

B\ P B UL A T
Bignatura . % A
)

Virginia R. Dickey
Typed or Printed Name

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

Btate of Kangas ) 'Bﬂ
County of Sedgwick )
Be It remembered that on this
before me, a notary public in and for salid County and State, came
R. Eugene Dickey and Virpinia R. Dickey
to me personally known to be the same person who cxecuted the foragolug
instrument of writing and duly acknowledged the execution of same,

day of Docenher , 19 79

in Testimony Wherenf, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my
notarial seal the day and year above written, |

[\qrr' coc o F ) J“ e

Notary Public 11.1;"11_\11 A. AlnmyJ

My Comnmission expires April 25, 1982

ALL IzT(:Nn’i‘U“LS MUE'T BE ACKNOWLEDGED
Addictional statemznts of acknowledgment may be atteched and mada &
part of this petition as necessary,

T9=-232




s @ DROTEST PETITION -

v : (CQUNTY CASES)

BECTION I.
igned, property owners in Sedgwick County, Kansas, hereby
oning (Conditional Use Application) for
zone change from

The unders
protest the proposed change of z

property described as Case No. Lu-227 .,

= W il (for establishment of a Comslitional Use Bequest ta Permit ;

i zoning) . Estahlishment of A Trap Shooting Facility on Property
== Zonad the "R" Rural Residential District.

A tract in the SE% of Section 4-29-1E, beginning at a point on the east Tine said SEY
350 feet north of the SE corner of said SE%, thence west parallel with the south line
said SE%, & distance of 700 feet, thence north parallel with the east line said SEY
a distance of 600 feet, thence east parallel with the south line said SE%, a distance
of 700 feet more or less to a point on the east line said SE%, 600 feet north of the
point of beginning, thence south-along the east line said SE%, to the point of
beginning. Generally located on the west side of Hydraulic, between 71st and 79th

Streets South.

BFCTTON IL - Protestor (a)
Property Owned

('\ r) L-gnﬁ-.’,/j/ Lot(n)  Block(s) _ Addition
L/ 1 /
a) /( Al (’, ¢l //5’.’;’4—-‘—_,_ ‘

=g The East 10 acres of the SWy of

signature :
the SE% of Section 4-29-1E

cnrrles W. Cookson

Typed or Printed t!a:zpe_

| " ’

y: e
Lo s e

By AR ALl

Blgnat Caly) \
gnatuxe / A o YT
v e, % .
Margaret J. Cookson Y %, 3;/( ©
Typed or Frinted Hame 1 % ‘2«‘9)& \:
e %, %o, S, N
U Rl
* D
ACKHOWLEDGHMENT on ab/\'\)/
Btate of Kansas ) i
County of Bedgwick )
De it remembered that on thia _ A day of 77/;-4'/:/)‘1‘?/(1.'( 15_?‘4_’"_,

before me, a notary public in and for said Count and State, came
o L S ) Bt oy e I Dts At C; 8t s ;

to me perconally kncwn to be the !'a'ﬁf}:ér_taion wht exccuted the foregoing

instrument of writing and duly acknowledged the cxecution of aume.

In Testimony vhereof, I have hereunto cet my hand and affixed my
notarial seal the day and year sbove written. \

et el ,/3/1 ///f,,\

Notary Public

ALL BIGHATURES MUGT BE ACKHOWLEDGED

Addicilonal statements of acknowledgumont may be attached and mada &

part of this petition am necewssary.

T9-232




Cookson & Dickey

Five acres of 10-acre tract purchased by Gene & Virginia
Dickey from Charles W. Cookson is in escrow. Petitions for

both attached.
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EECTION 1.

The undersigned, property owners in Sedgwick County, Kansas, hereby ]
protest the proposed change of zoning (Conditional Use Rpplication) for
property described as Case No. _CU-227 , zone change from -=7==----
to _zm==es- (for establishment of u Corditional lss Request ta Permit

Establishment of A Trap Shooting Facility on Property

in zoning) . : 2 5 Epel
Zoned the "K" Rural Residential District.

A tract in the SE% of Section 4-29-1E, beginning at a point on the east line said SE4
350 feet north of the SE corner of said Sf%, thence west parallel with the south line
said SE%, a distance of.700 feet, thence north parallel with the east line said SE4
a distance of 600 feet, thence east parallel with the south line said SE%, a distance
of 700 feet more or less to a paint on the east line said SE4, 600 feet north of the
point of beginning, thence south along the east Tine said SE4, to the point of
beginaning. Generally located on the west side of Hydraulic, between 71st and 79tn
Streets South. : :

BECTION II - Protestor(a)

| Property Owned
Name Lot (8 Block (s) A Additicn

j il ,("" N e
| signature .
The north 131.1 feet of the south 279 feet
E. C. Batson of the north half of the west half c¢f the
Typed or Printed Hame east half of the SW4 of the SE% of Scciion
\ = e 4-29-1E a
TR b e
Hig’;atuza \
v . 7
_Jo Ann Batson — 7

Typed or Printed Name

ACKHOWLEDCMENT
Btate of Kansao )
County of Bedgwick )
Be it rememhored that on this 2 .. Gay 19. 79,
before me, a notary public in and for said County and State, came
EL U Dl giwas céie W Ezin, SDlbeia s '

to me personally known to be the pame person who executed the foregoing
inastrument of writing and duly acknowledged the execution of sama.

In Testimony Whereof, I have hereunto cet my hand and affixed my
notarial eeal the day and year above written, |

i i - .‘-f"-

/
e,

Notary Public

on expires = e

ALL SIGMATURES MUST BE hCKNOWLEDGED

Additional statemente of acknowledgment may be attached end made a
art of this petition ae neceusary.
B

T9-232
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EECTION I,

The undersigned, property owncrs in Sedgwick County, Kansas, hereby 1
protest the proposed change of zoning (Conditional Use Application) for |
property described as Case No., _CU-227 _ , zone change from -=----==-- .
to _mmemm-m — (for establishment of a Conditional llse Bepuest to Permit
in —_zoning).- Establishment of A Trap Shooting Facility on Property ¥
Zoned the "R" Rural Residential District. ;

A tract in the SE% of Section 4-29-1E, beginning at a point on the east line said SE%
350 feet north of the SE corner of said SF%, thence west parallel with the south line
said SE%, a distance of 700 feet, thence north parallel with the east line said SEY
a distance of 600 feet, thence east parallel with the south line said SE%, a distance
of 700 feed more or less to a point on the east line said SEL, 600 feet north of the
point of beginning, thence south along the east line said SEY, to the point of
beginning. Generally located on the west side of Hydiaulic, between 71st and 79th
Streets South. - g

BECTION II - Protestor(s)

Property Owned

{ Name Lot (s) Block (s8) " Addition
|
‘ a) At B ¢

Signature The south half of the west half of the

g east half of the SWy of the SEY% of
G.. H. Phittenberg Section 4-29-1E except the west 30 feet

Tﬁpud or Printed Name
P - g gy LEL

b) NG Ll T T

alg B

natfu:n (J

Dorolhy WMhittenberq
Typed or Printed Name

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

Btate of Kanoaa ) _—
County of Sedgwick ) .
Be it remembered that on this 7 day of _L?'('( ”."V(',Ig oty 19 79

before me,, a npotary public in and for said County and State, came

M L P R PO S BT D W i A
to me permonally known to bel/x‘_'hu same person dho executed thg/furegolng
inatrument of writing and duly acknowledged the execution of same.

In Testimony Whereof, I have hercunto set my hand and affixed my
notarial seal the day and year above written, |

S > £
A oS 00 L
Hotary Publie

ninsion expirea A =y -

ALL_BYGNATURES MUST BE ACKNOWLEDGED i

kdditionpal sratemente of acknowledgment may be attached and mads &
part of this petition aas neceusary.




a PROTEST PET . ! ;
@ {COUNTY. C? 5 | : S
: 2
‘BECTION 1. - ‘-l
The undersigned, property owners in Sedgwick County, Kansas, hereby j
protest the proposad change of zoning (Conditional Use Application) for
property described as Case No. _CU-227 .. zone change from —---7=--- -
to ======= (for establishment of a (onditionai llse Repuest to Permit
in zoning) . Establishment of A Trap Shooting Facility on Property

Zoned the "R" Rural Residential District.

A tract in the SE% of Secticn 4-29-1E, beginning at a point on the east line said SE,
350 feet north of the SE corner of said SE%, thence west parallel with the south line
said SE%, a distance of 700 feet, thence north parallel with the east line said SE4
a distance of 600 feet, thence east parallel with the south line said SE%, a distance
of 700 feet more or less to a point on the east line said SE%, GO0 feet north of the
point of beginning, thence scuth along the east line said SE%, to the point of
beginning. Generally located on the west side of Hydraulic, between 71st and 79th
Streets South. 3

: BECTION II - Protestor(s)

Property Owned |

Lot(s) Dlock(s) | Addition
) il e
Signature 7 The north 75.36 feet of the west half
of the east half of the SWYy of the SE%
Glenn: B. Hastings of Section 4-29-1F

Typed or Printed Name
VeI -

v 241 ;
gsignature Y \/

Helen L. Hastings
Typed or Printed Name

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

Btate of Kanpas ) o
County of Bedgwick )
Be! it remembered that on this 7th day of ___)E?i‘i““ber _____ . 19__7_9

before me, a notary public in and for said County and State, came

Glenn B. and Helen L. Hastings
to me personally known to be the same person who executed the foregoing
ing and duly acknowledged the exacution of sume, »

instrument of wr

In Testimony Whereof, I have hercunto set my hand and afflied my

notarial seal the dav and year above written.

S S g e

Notary Hublic ) t

Harch 4, 1980

{fopjexpires

ALL BIGNATURES MUST BE ACKNOWLEDGED

Additicnal statements of acknowledgment may be attachod and made a
part of this petition an neceusary.

T9-232




4 COUNTY CASES Q

GECTION I.

The undersigned, property owners in Sedgwick 'c';}.u;!i:y‘ Kansas, hereby
protest the proposed change of zoning (Conditional Use Application) for
property described as Case No, _CU-227 . zone change from —--~=T===

to _====--- (for establishment of a (onditional lise Request fo Pormit
in __________ zoning). Establishment of A Trap Shooting Facility on Property

Zoned the "R" Rural Residential District.

=

tract in the SEY of Section 4-29-1E, beginning at a point on the east line said SE4
350 feet north of the SE corner of said SE4, thence west parallel with the south line
said SE%, a distance of 700 feet, thence north parallel with the east line said SE4
a distance of 600 feet, thence east parallel with the south line said SE%, a distance
of 700 feet more or less to a point on the east line said SE%, 600 feet north of the
point of beginning, thence south along the east line said SE%, to the point of
beginning. Generally located on the west side of Hydraulic, between 71st and 79th
Streets South. €

gECTION II -~ Protestor (a)

Property Owned

Hame Lot(s)  Block(a) i Addition
a). 4.’1.1:-;*-.., ﬂ i 1 .
Signature The south 147.9 feet of the north
half of the west half of the east
Thiviar Do Parvin half of the SWs of the SE% of Section

Typed or Printed Name 4-25-1E, except the west 30 feet
2 A '
Y LY plos Loy o [niee

Bignatura = F

£

telva Kethryn Parvin
lyped or Printed Name

ACKNOWLEDGHMENT

Btate of Kaapas )
County of Gedgwick )

Be it remembered that on this
before me, a notary public in and for said County and State, came
7:’37()3/.,”),,-. 283 2171 Vel .’.47/,':-54»11, /)n‘»--glu_)

/ "’ﬁ day of ﬁqr:,‘].ﬂ”‘ , 1879,

to me persomally known to be the same person who executed the foregoing
inatrument of writing and duly acknowledged the execution of same.

In Testimony Whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my
notarial seal the day and year above written,

Notary Pablic

o -
minsion expires _Q_éf‘w_ 2Y 195/ -

Lhostlad | 7L

ALL BIGNATURES MUST BE ACKNOWLEDGED

Additional statements of acknowledgment may be attached and made a
part of thie petition as necessary.

T9-232




i —— g A

PROTEST PETITION
S COUNTY CASES ;

v
«- BECTION I, e
The undersigned, property owners in Sedgwick County, Kansas, hereby —l
protest the proposed change of zoning (Conditicnal Use Application) for
property described as Case No, _CU-227 —+ 2one change from —-====---
Lo oo (for establishment of a Gonditjonal llse Benuest tn Permit
ia zoning) . Establishment of A Trap Shooting Facility on Property

Zoned the "R" Rural Residential District.

A tract in the SE4 of Section 4-29-1F, beginning at a point on the east line said SEL
350 feet north of the SE corner of said SE%, thence west parallel with the south line
said SE4, a distance of 700 feet, thence north paraliel with the east line said SE4
a distance of 600 feet, thence east parallel with the south line said SE%, a distance
of 700 feet niore or less to a point on the east line said SE%, 600 feet north of the
point of beginning, thence south along the east line said SE4, to the point of
beginning. Generally located on the west side of Hydraulic, between 71st and 79th °
Streets South. ) :

BECTION II - Protestor(s)

Property Owned

Nam Lot (8) Block () y Addition
Q \\‘ \\\\ \
a) M Nim™ AEETAY i : Wik D
Signature /

Carlton Johnson
Typed or Printed Name

w1/ Boptlns (. ol

slgnatur [jf’ \

Martha J. Jo
Typed or Printed Name

ACKNOWLEDGMENT
Btate of Kansas ) -
County of Sedgwick )
Be it remembered that on this Q7% day of nn(mm&or , 1979,

before me, a notary public in and for said County and State, came
Caelton L. and Mactha S, Johason

to me personally known to be the same parson who executcd the foregoing

inotrument of writing and duly acknowledged the execution of same,

In Testimony Whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my
notarial seal che day and year above written, \

LTostl) | 2 Z A

Notary Pulfie

}n:.slon oxpires (O ih‘-’ ,'E‘f 192/

ALL BIGNATURES MUGT BE ACKNOWLEDGED

Addicional crtatements of acknowledgment may be attached and made a
part of this petition am necesusary,

T9-232




FrapaAY PROTEST PETITION
{COUNTY CASES) 8
E ‘—~—4___
|
BECTION 1.
The undzreigne yoperty owners in gedgwick COuRY, Kansas, hereby Ll
protent the propose 1ange of zoning (Condita'.onal Ust App}.icati.on) for
property gescribed @ case No. _Cu-227 , zone cham® from ~ToTTTTTC I
to ouwnem o (EOF establishment of a(mdjiiﬂlm.}_lh‘-P_RaM.si_to_E‘miL__-_. el
in 2oning) « Establishment of A Trap Shootig Facility on Property
e PR Zoned the "R" Rural Residentid pistrict.
t line said SEY-

beginning at 2 point on te eas

d SE%, thence west paralel with the south line
ce north paraliel with tie east 1ine said SEY
11el with the south 1w said sgl, a distance
caid SEY%, 800 feet north of the

"Gy O

A tract in the sgy of Section 4-29-1E,
350 feet north of the SE corner of sai
said SE4, a distance of 700 feet, then
a distance of 600 feet, thence ecast para
of 700 feet more or less to a point on the east line
point of beginning, thence south along the east line said Sk, to the point of
beginning. Generally located on the west sido of lydraulic, beween 71st and 79th

strects_South. . &

& .
I - Q:m:eator(s)

{* gecrION I
| property twned
i Addition

7 D

HName

Hancock 2nd

a)‘vph:g\-f‘-fqlﬂ 2}\. /A _f_’_._(,:_\)__

signature

Robert D. Syers
Hame

Typed OF printed

0 Ve s m.‘.?;)'ers

gignature

Vera M. Syers \
Typed OF printed Name

ACKHDWLEDGHENT

grate of Kansas L
county of gadgwick )
pe it remembored that on enis /8 g day of Joace wlitns 1979,
before me. a notary public in and for naid County and 8tate, came '
[ len s ...K-_V{.__E.‘;d.{.':[ Lrahal S Woiank = '
< dame person who oxecuted the foregoing

Pra fada
to me personally known to be the
acknowledged the exacution of anme.

{notrument Of writing and ‘duly
Jereunto set MY nand and affixed my

Y whereof, I have 1
ritten.

and year above W

A7 L Yol 2
_Q;’;,_/;‘-/l / gt

Nérary Pubric

In ‘Testimon
notacial peal tha day

of 108}
o L

,}Julnn axpi:csrc',.r'ff—/- £ ol

SRR
FTGHATURES MUGT BE RC

ALL B

ached and made B

ments of acknowludnj:.‘mr\t may be att

af necessaXy.

| Additional ntate

part of this petition

T9-232




% EBROTEST PETITION :
k (COUNTY CASES) 4 ;
. f MRt
s [
BECTION I. I
f
The undersigned, property owners in Sedgwick County, Kansas, hercby !

protest the propnsed change of zoning (Conditional Use Application) for

property described as Case No. _CU-227 __, zone change from - i

to _=====-- (for establishment of a Conditional llse Peauest to Pormit

zoning) . Establishment of A Trap Shooting Facility on Property
Zoned the "R" Rural Residential District.

A tract ¥n the SE% of Section 4-29-1E, beginning at a point on the east line said SEX
350 feet north of the SE corner of said SE%, thence west parallel with the south line
said Sf%, a distance of 700 feet, thence north parallel with the east line said SEY%
a distance of 600 feet, thence east parallel with the south line said SF%, a distance
of 700 feet more or less to a point on the east Tine said SE%, 600 feet north of the
point of beginning, thence south along the east Tine said SE4, to the point of :
beginning. Generally located on the west side of Hydraulic, between 71st and 79th
Strects South. S

|
!
b
b
!
|
{
|
1
i

BECTION. II - Protestor (3)

Property Owned
Name Lot{s) Rlock(s) i Addition

a) :)?(7{:ﬂ?r’}-aj 9 D 4 Hancock 2nd

- Signaturd“

Neal W. Rusher
Typed or Print

b)

B{gnatur

Lois J. Rusher
.Typed or Printed Name

ACKNOWLEDGHMENT

Btate of Kanpas ) s

County' of Sedgwick )

TH fl
B it rewnneEd, that o kg G Tl day of 9@."(4.“.]’{ , 19,2 g,
before me, a notary public in and for said County and State, came

to me personally known to be the same person who executed tha foragoing
instrument of writing and duly acknowledged the execution of samc,

In Testimony Whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my
notarial pseal che day and year above written. |

'\/‘)ﬂ"‘ Z .‘1_:\_' @ffﬂf_.‘_,‘__ﬂ.y)

Hc{ca/.r.‘y Public

My Commisnion expires

ALL BIGNATURES MUBT BE ACKM

Additional statementao of acknowledgment may be attached und made a
part of thip petition as necessary.

T9-232
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f
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|
|
!
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e # proTesr pRTITION L) i ; =
(COUETY_CASES ;

BECTION I. _l

The undersigned, property owners in Sedgwick County, Kansas, hexreby
protest the proposed change of zoning (Conditional Use Application) for
property described as Case No. U= .., #une chalige £Xem Sooh s
to _mm=wee= (for establishment of a Conditiopal lse RQr_mm:f rr_s f_’r-a‘uu’r_
in zoning) . Establishment of A Trap Shooting I_’am]_}ty on Property
e A Zoned the "R" Rural Residential District.

A tract in the SE% of Section 4-29-1E, beginning at a point on the east line said SE%
350 feet north of the SE corner of said SE%, thence west parallel with the south Tine
said SE%, a distance of 700 feet, thence north parallel with the east line said SE4
a distance of 600 feet, thence east parallel with the south line said SE%, a distance
of 700 feet more or less to a point on the east line said SE4, 600 feet north of the
point of beginning, thence south alony the east line said SF%, to the point of
beginning. Generally located on the west side of Hydraulic, between 71st and 79th
Streets South.

BECTION II - Protestor(s)

Property Owned

Name Etju Block (s Additien
5] ik
a) '\\él i e >.,,, o B s 8 b Hancock's 2nd
Signatidre 7

Larry,"l.iauer

Typed or Printed Name

b) v\

Signature

Typed or Printed Name J / 1
= Sl
77 4 Ve -~ ) |4
& A ):.F ,i‘l i J i
ACKNOWLEDGMENT i v*
et [ j/
| r Af
I y Al
Btate of Kangas I i ) .‘_.’
County of Sedgwick ) ne
Be it remembered that on this 12th day of _ December y 1979,
before me, a notary public in and for said County and State, came
Larry L. Haner 5

to me personally known to be the same person who executed the foregoing
instrument of writing and duly acknowledged the execution of same,

In Testimony Whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my
notarial seal the day and year above written,

-

Notary~Puplic
Vi

My Commission expires 9-11-82

ALL BIGNATURES MUBT BE ACKNOWLEDGED

Additional atatements of acknowledgment may be attached and made 2
part of this petiticn as necessary.




Larey L. Haner

This tract is listed under Larry Lee
Haner and Helen Pearl. As they are

divorced, she was not available for

signature. Hr. Haner vesides at above

address,

7757 Lulu




|
- @  bRoTEsT " PETITION i
“ e e 7 {COUNTY CASE! S ; Pt

“he undersigned, property owners in Sedgwick County, Kansas, hereby
proteut the propoced change of zoning (Conditional Use Application) for

property described as Case No. _CU-227 . zone change from —z--=--==
I st (for establishment of a Conditional lse Request. to Permit
in o BORNLAT) Establishment of A Trap Shooting Facility on Pr'o;.erty

|1 BRCTION I.
|

|

|

|

|

|

{

{ Zoned the "R" Rural Residential District.

(|

| A tract in the SEY of Section 4-29-1E, begmnmg at a point on the east line said SE4

| 350 feet north of the SE corner of said SE%, thence west parallel with the south line
said SE4, a distance of 700 feet, thence nurth parallel with the east line said SEL
a distance of 600 feet, thence sast parallel with the south line said SE4%, a distance
of 700 feet more or 1955 to a point on the east line said S5F%, 600 feet north of the
point of beginning, thence south along the east line said SE%, to the point of
beginning. CenLva]iy located on the west side of liydraulic, betwcen 71st and 79th

BECTIC! II - Protcstor(s)

Property Owned

N /// Lot (u) Block (a) = Addition
[ “
a) Lt The north half of the west half of the
Signatuxa

east half of the SW4 of the SW% of Section
4-29-1E, except the south 379 feet and
Doris A. Beck except the north 75.36 ft.

Typed or Frinted Hame

b)

Bignature

; \
Typed or Printed Name 4:
ACKNOWLEDGMENT
Btate of Kangas ) -
County of Sedgwick )
Be it remembered that on this 4" day LA 192 ?‘
before me, a notary public in and for said County and State, came
o = , { Pa eV,

to me peraon,_l.ly known to be the same person who executed the foregoing
inatrument of writing and duly acknowledged the execution of same.

In Testimony Whereof, I have hercunto set my hand and affixed my
notarial eeal the day and year above written,

il G 1
I iy ke

Hotary Public

H - & . T
“li.g;'uuimijun expires ol » St 4

JUBT BE_ACKNOWLEDOED

Additional statements of acknowledgment may be attached and made a
part of this petition as necessary.




Doris A. Beck

Shown on the ownership 1ist as Roy E. Beck and Doris A,

1315 North West St., Apt. 17. These people are divorced

and he is living in Ohio.




r PETITION

. Q -_{;E:bml_{;‘y CASES) ﬁ

sECTION 1. : 'I
The undersigned, property owners in Sedgwick County, Kansas, hereby
protest the proposed chaenge of zoning (Conditional Use application) for

property described as Case No. _CU-227 , zone change from Z7777777C

to _momamos (for cstaplishment of a Conditional lise Dequest to Permit |
in zoning) . Establishment of A Tvap Shooting Facility on Property i
T Zoned the "R" Rural Residential District. ¥

A tract in the SEy of Section 4-29-1E, beginning at a point on the east line said SEk
350 feet north of the SE cormer of said SE%, thence west parallel with the south line
said SE4, a distance of 700 feet, thence north parallel with the east line said SEX
a distance of 600 feet, thence east parallel with the south line said SE%, a distance
of 700 feet more or less to a point on the east Jine said SE%, 600 feet north of the
point of beginiing, thcnce south along the east line said SE%, to the point of
beginning. Generally located on the west side of Hydraulic, between 71st and 79th

Streets South.

BECTION II - E‘rctez*tcr(a)
property Owned

Hame > 7 Lot (o) Block (8] 2 Addition
} e Vs ) )/7 /,’// ;
LY RLPETES) L et 10 D L Hancock 2nd
Bignature e

Kenneih 0. Peck

Typed or Printed tlamg_) } o - |
b) C/»f( & 7 I V
8ignature . / ) )
: pLE

Goldene Peck
Typed or Printed Name

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

Btate of Kanseas ) a5
County of Bedgwick ) =

"
>C
Be it remembered that on this % gi‘; day of g/"ﬁ Asanefith 19 7

b/fm::: me, a notary public in anjl/fo_n paid 9unt)5 and State, came
/a d b s { Ao "‘!’{/L{//"r st W anh

o e the pame peracn who executed the foregcing
uly acknowledged the execution of seme.

i s
to me personally known to b
instrument of writing and d

_In Testimony Wnereof, I have hercunto get my hand and affixed my

noturial seal the day and year above written.
= a o D
/ﬁf{,.".':f‘{rf- £ /"l/{‘,.-n_,m
‘Notary Publiec

My Commiruicn explres "[‘};Y‘:I,"";‘:: o 20 ./('?;;f
k il 7

ALJ, BIGNATURES MUST BE IC
Additional statements of acknowledgment may be gttached and made &
part of this petition aa necessary.




kenneth 0. and Goldene Peck 7715 Lulu

On the ownership 1ist this property is shown as
owned by R. L. & Dema Hancock but was bought by the
pPeck's 4 years ago, probably still titled to the

Hancock's until paid off. The Peck's reside at this

above address.




BECTION I.

owners in Sedgwick County, Kansas, hereb:

The undersigned, property
protest the proposcd change of »oning (Conditional Use Application) for

property described as Case No. Cu-227 ___, zone change From Somsrmemoe
Eo e ___ (for establishment of a Conditional lise Beque Pormit

Establishment of A Trap Shooting Facility on Property
Zoned the "R" Rural Residential District.

in o zoning) .

A tract in the SE of Section 4-29-1C, beginning at a point on the east line said SE%
350 feet north of the SE corner of caid SEY, thence west parallel with the south line
said SE%, a distance of 700 feet, thence north parallel with the east line said SEL
a distance of 600 feet, Lhence east parallel with the south line said SE4, a distance
of 700 feet more or less to a point on the east line said SEY, 600 feet north of the
point of beginning, thence south along the east line said SE%, to the point of
beginning. Generally located on the west side of Hydraulic, between 71st and 79th
Streets South. )

BECTION II - i‘roteatur(n)
property Owned

- trope
/—; Name Lot (s Block(s) ; Addition
b W Ly
a) “;’/ "(4‘;')5 e ©X -

L o gl b

Signature The north 100 feet of the south 379 feet of
g o) .] () the north half of the west half of the
_Rq«;hr Ol Heoromeds east half of the SH} of the SE4 of Section
pyped or Printed Name 4-29-1E
vy A ar
Bignay‘ira : - -
ol P | - N/
(\'\.3 Ly €K Huew “J 7
Typed or Printed Hame I ol
/ ¢ I’
ACKNOWLELGMURT )
/A
Btate of Kansas ) —_ 1)
county of Sedgwick ) Ve amadiy

pe It remembered that on this __

before me, a notary public in and for said County and State, came

7h - .
727 aay ot _Daeenleo , 1979

pame person who executed the foregoing

to me personally known to be the
inowledged Lhe exccution of same,

{nstrument of writing and duly acl
In Testimony Whereof, I have hercunto set my hand and affixed my

notarial seal the day and year ahove written.
\

. : ; Vi
;o ’,/"”_ o Ml _:"}.7/01 !Q:’l(hfé‘t’

Notéxy Public

isplon explres

2 S
IJ""H:IIH“““‘
S : ——— . '
Additicnal statements of acknowledgmant. may be attached and mada &
part. of thiu petition as necessary.

T9-232




Richard H. Howard & Misty K. Howard

On the ownership list this tract is Tisted

under Clayton E. Brown and Margaret E. Brown

| =
7830 Laura, but they have recently sold this

groundto the above couple and themselves moved
out of state. Mr. and Hrs. Howard are now

residing at this address.

7830 Laura




- ; @ EROTEST PETITION P
; (COUNTY CASES) v :\

BECTION I, ‘ ‘ _[

The undersigned, property owners in Sedgwick County, Kansas, hereby
protest the proposed change of zoning (Conditional Use Application) for

property described as Case No, CU-227 _ , zone change from Z-zuo=7-- Sy |
=L [ bl e (for establishment of a Conditional Use Request tn Pormit i
L1 T ___‘zoning). Establishment of A Trap Shooting Facility on Property [

Zonad the "R" Rural Residential District.

A tract in the SEY% of Section 4-29-1E, beginning at a point on the east line said SE% i 1!
350 feet north of the SE corner of said SE%, thence west parallel with the south line
said SE%, a distance of 700 feet, thence north parallel with the east line said SE%
a distance of 600 feet, thence east parallel with the south line said SF%, a distance
of 700 feet more or less to a point on the east line said SE%, 600 feet north of the
point of beginning, thence south along the east line said SE%, to the point of
beginnings Generally located on the west side of llydraulic, between 71st and 79th
. Streets South.

BECTION II - Protestor(s)

/"? Property Owned
Mahie Lot (8) Block (s) i Addition
JJ £ // ﬂ \./,é 7. k/:‘//’: E’D Ci i /./("J i({‘E{.AL 'é_"l{‘;:x‘é ggg"(l{,'/‘ 7
o

Slgnatu:a

(ikiem B Seer 7 J-
Typed or Printed Name

b) Aﬁﬁ’].fﬁ/{iﬂf’ '

8ignatufe / v W N

Perly J. Seari 1 o
Typed or’/ Printed Name

A

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

Btate of Kaneas ) e ¥ X
County of Bedgwick ) '
Pe it remembered that on this _/2 f"u day of __E‘ “_;Lé,/ﬁ i Y978 g
bafoxc ma, a notary public in and for said, Col County and State, came

/,r/’(/)on ""“‘7/ ﬂ f‘w‘f // Afff/ i
to ms personally knuwp/to be the same po¥son who executed the foregoing
instrument of writing and duly acknowledged the execution of same,

In Testimony Whereof, I have hercunto set my hand and affixed my
notarial seal the day and year above written,

//”" e { Lzl

0\'.3!‘.’ Pu'\l e

(_H,,Jﬂlun expires f,,‘—/fﬂuw 94/ /979

ALL SIGNATURES_ MUBT BE ACKNOWLEDGED

Adcditional statements of acknowledgment may be attached and made a
part of this petition aa neceusary.




William P.& Betty J. Scott ¢ 7757 Pattie

These people's names are not on the ownership
Tist but in relationship to the 1,000 ft. radius,

tract owners to the southwest and northeast are on

how
the 1ist and we have yet to figure out/]m‘s property

could not fall within the 1,000 ft. radius if

oz

theirs does.

= oy

- B f‘°§
"t\"\‘i«-\
-

Also, there is another Wm. Scott on the ounership 1ist on

Hydraulic and it's possible they overlooked the possibility of two

Wm. Scott's in the same arca.




Field of battle

Neighbors up in arms, but MAPC backs trapshooters

By Jack McNeely
‘Wichita Bescon siat!

Carolyn Davidson says the field southeast of her house
will sound like a battlefield if Bill Hancock has his
way. )
l:fnncock says his family was shooting shotguns on the
property long before houses were built for Davidson and
her nej TS,

And Charles Cookson, who owns five acres next to Han-
cock but doesn't live in the area, says it's a classic case of
a large landowner running roughshod over his smaller
neighbors. g

At issue is a trapshooting field and proposed sporting
goods store on about 11 acres at the northwest corner of
Hydraulic and 79th Street South.

Hancock wants to use land owned by his mother, Dema
Mahoney, to build a sporting goods store at the corner and
expand an existing trap-shooting field north of the store
site. The expansion would consist of three low, concrete
bunkers that traps come flying out of. They would be
added to the two trap houses that have been on the site
since 1952,

Hancock had started to build the new trap houses when

ommend approval of the three additional trap houses, The
case s lo be heard by the Sedgwick County Commission
Jan. 2,

Meanwhile, some residents who live west and northwest
of the trapshooting field plan to marshal opposition to
Hancock's plans.

Jack Galbraith, chief planner for current plans for the
city and the county, said the trap field's nearest neighbor

he found himself cited by Sedgwick County 3
Thursday, he found himself in front of the Metropolitan
Area Planning Commission, seeking permission to finish
the work.
“It's not a case of a commercial venture that backed
itsell into a residential area," Hancock said, 4
The planning commissioners agreed, voting 8-2 to rec-

isihm:m quarter mile away from where shotguns are
fired.

Davidson, who lives at 7700 §. Laura, is among the
residents who claim that shotgun blasts at the site are
making life miserable for the neighbors. Fifteen of the
residents hired a lawyer, Royce Wallace, who said the

Turn to 8A — Trapshoot

Trapshoot — A county case

Continued from Page 1A

residents were largely unaware of the trap field until this
Yyear, when the H ks b ng it more often than in
past.

**We are talking about a substantial expansion . . .
which in my opinion results in an expansion of noise
assault upon my clients,” Wallace said. "It is inconceiv-
able to me that a neighbor would assault lils neighbors by
this kind of use of his land."

Wallace said Hancock should move the whole operation
1o other land his family owns nearby.

Supported by George Stoy, president of the Kansas
Trapshooting Association, Hancock said the three addi.
tional trap houses would be used only four times a year,
when the Amateur Trapshooters Association would spon-

sor contests at the site. The two existing trap houses will
be used only on weekends and one day a week, Hancock
said. i

Hancock said his family has used the trap field since
1952 — long before the family developed and sold off
single-family lots in Hancock's Second. Addition, north-
west of the trap field. Use of the field fell off after a 1970
fire destroyed the family’s sporting goods store south of
the trap field, but interest in trapshooting is growing
again and the family warits to rebuild the store and ex-
pand the trap field, Hancock said,

Planning commissions in Haysville and Derby have
approved Hancock's plans, with restrictions on the hours
of aperation. Hancock is chairman of the Haysville Plan-
ning Commission and did not take part in that commis.
sion’s deliberations.

L

I
el




Re: CU-227 - West side of Hydraulic
between 7lst and 79th Streets Scuth

Dear Mr. Wallace:

The Planning Commission at its regular meeting of December 6, 1979,
considered the above-captioned case, and their action was as
indicated on the attached letter.

This is to advise you that if you and others oming property
within 1000 feat of the application area desire to submit legal
protest petitions, they must be submitted to the Office of the
County Clerk no later tham 5:00 p.m., konday, December 17, 1979.
Enclosed is a copy of a protest petition form, and if you have
need for more forms, they may be obtained at this office.

If you have any questions concerning this matter, please call,
Sincerely yours,

M L A0

Jack H, Galbraith
Chief Planner

JHG:sad

Encl.

CC: Mrs, Kenneth O, Peck, 7715 Scuth Iulu Avenue, Wichita, Ks.
Charles W. Cookson, 8737-South-Hydraulic, Wichita,-Es—67233




Tecenbear 7, 1978

Bill Hancock
1510 E. 70th Street South
Wabdta, Yanses 67233

e CU-07 ~ Tesat alde of Fydenulio
betveen 7let and 79th Streets South

Tear ir. Hancock:

At its reguler meoting of jecaser ¢, 10975, the 'otropolitan
Area Planning Comniseion considered the above-captioned

roquest for a Conditionnl Use Permit to sstablish o  trap shoot-
ing; facility. ‘ihe action of the Plaaning Commission was to
recosrynd sporoval for & naximem of five traps subject to the
follewing conditions:

1. The 5 traps are to be used for only 4 registersd shoots per year,
At all other tires, only the two wost traps are to Le uscd,

2, Hhooting hours are to be from 9:00 a.m, to 9:00 p.m, for all
ashooting,

3. In addition to the 4 registered shoote, shootiny is to Le allow-
ed cnly oo weekends and one nignt during the wesk,

4. Lighting is to be rwovided for only the two original traps to
the west and shall only bo used four nights per year,

5, Suhrimsion of e contingent dedication of 25' of additionn] strvet
rirht-of-may for tho west balf of Vydraulic, by sspamte instrurment.

8, Sulmission of m dadication by separate instrunemt of socess control
to Fydraulic, (A maximm of 2 driveways are reconmended).

7. Adequate off-etreot parking (n rdnimm of 10 spaces par trap fis1d
ie recosramded) siall bo provided on the mite. The adeguscy of

8., Recommond that the County Coard of Tening Appeals grant a variance




et S

9. No trap field sball de located bearar to Hydraulice than 150 aud
a1l trap fields ehall be coustyueted facing to the north.

Inclased ds & cont ! went deleation form for the additionnl street
right-of-my and 2 dedication fom for sccesa cootrol. It is necemsery
that theme b ewcuted and returned to our office by Decacter 40, 1979
Eo that this case can be rescheduled for consideration dy the Soer! of
Comty Comissioners at 1:.:: m(ulnr megting at 2:00 a.im,, an Yednasday,
Jmsmry 2, 1080, in Hoom 3U0, Bedgwick County Courthouse,

If there are eny questions coucerning this case, please call,
Sincerely yours,
NE & ADC

H, Gulhraith
Chief Planner

JHG el
Ennl,

o

ﬁ\th ladu Avenue, fiichita, s
Chnr!al ¥, Loc:'lmx ““-.,?—-miﬁ.- iﬂmim....nak
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DEDICATION OF ABUTITER'S ACCESS RIGHTS 1 Nl

KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS:
That for and in consideration of the sum of One Dollar ($1.00)
and other good and valuable considerations, the receipt of which is

hereby acknowledge, the undersigned, _Dema A. Mahoney

being the owner_ of the following described real

estate in Sedgwick County, Kansas, to-wit:
A tract in the SE 1/4 of Section 4-29-1E, beginning at a point on the east .
line said SE 1/4, 350' north of the SE corner of said SE 1/4, thence west
parallel with the south line said SE 1/4, a distance of 700', thence north
parallel with the east line said SE 1/4, a distance of 600', thence east
parallel with the south line said SE 1/4, a distance of 700' more or less

L0 2 DX inll. n‘L'h‘e"_e st line said SE.1/4 . 600’ h of the int of beginning,
do ner BB 0% 3% 0% T8 St S, 00 0 B holbE B BB

abutter's rights of access, ingress and egress to said property

from or to Hydraulic over and across the

east line of the above described property; to have and to
hold the same forever; provided, however, that said property shall

have access to Hydraulic : at _ two__ locations.

It being understood that this conveyance is a convenant running with
the land and prohibits all subsequent owners thereof and all members

of the public from entering upon said property from _ Hydraulic

, except at the __ two  permitted locations.

Executed this ‘day of , 19

State of Kansas
Sedgwick County  ss:

BE IT REMEMBERED, that on this day of i
1% , before me a notary public in and for the said County and
State, came
to me personally known to be the same person_ who executed the
foregoing instrument and duly acknowledged the execution of the
same.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto subscribed my name and
affixed my efficial scal, the day and year last above written.

Notary Public

My Commission expires:
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CONTINGENT DIDICATION :
WHIREAS, Dema A. Mahoney, is the owner of the following described ]

(i real property, o wit:

A tract in the SE 1/4 of Section 4-29-1E, beginning at a
point on the east line said SE 1/4, 350' north of the SE
corner of said SE 1/4, thence west parallel with the south
line said SE 1/4, a distance of 700' thence north parallel
with the east line said SE 1/4, a distance of 600' thence
east parallel with the south line said SE 1/4, a distance

of 700' more or less to a point on the east line said SE 1/4,
! 600' north of the point of begimning, thence south along the
east line said SE 1/4, to the point of beginning.

WIEREAS, the County of Sedgwick, is requesting that a portion of
said property be dedicated to the public for street right-of-way

purposes;

Now, therefore, Dema A. Mahoney, being the legal owner of the
{ aforesaid property does dedicate to the public for street purposes,
| the following described property:

| West 25' of the east 60' of a tract in the SE 1/4 of Section
4-29-1E, beginning at a point on the east line said SE 1/4,
350' north of the SE corner of said SE 1/4, thence west
parallel with the south line said SE 1/4, a distance of 700',
thence north parallel with the east line said SE 1/4, a distance
Of 600', thence east parallel with the south line said SE 1/4,
a distance of 700' more or less to a point on the east line
said SE 1/4, 600' north of the point of beginning, thence
south along the cast line said SE 1/4, to the point of
beginning.

But the right of the public and the County of Sedgwick to use, maintain,
excavate, fill, pave, or install utilities or to make similar use of said
property shall not occur until such time as the right-of-way is deemed
necessary for the improvement or reimprovement of Hydraulic by the County
Engineer of Sedgwick County, at which time said dedication shall become
effective.

It is the intent of the grantors herein that this shall be a
covenant running with the land and shall be binding upon the heirs,
assigns and successors and upon all subsequent owners of any part or
parcel of said property covered by this dedication.

Executed at Wichita, Sedgwick County, Kansas, this
day of i g i

Dera A. Mahoney

STATE OF KANSAS)
SEDGWICK COUMTY)

BE IT REMEMBERED, that on this day of
19 , before me a Notary Public in and for said Counly and State came

to me personally known to be the same person who executed the foregoing
instrument and duly acknowledged the execution of same.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto subscribed my name and affixed
my oificial seal, the day and year last above written.

Nolary Public

|
|
|
i
i
|
] My Commission expires

T B T P R A W
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Residents Protest Trap Range

Only the tap of L.O.
Payne's gavel kept the
Derby City Planning
Commission meeting from
erupting into a eat
argument last night when
trap shoot adversaries

met. $

Jack Galbraith, Metro-
%clitan Area Planning

epartment explained a
request for conditional use
permit to establish trap
shooting at the northwest
corner_ of 79th an
Hylghraul_lc. I

e nine acres is owned
by the Hancock family. A
trap and skeet shoot range
was first established in this
aren in 1952 before present
zoning was establishe LAt
that time, there were two
trap shoot and two skeet
shoot ranges with only the
traps being lighted.
eareaisin Haysville's

area of primary concern,
but is within Derby’s three
mile limit requiring
Derby’s 'planning depart-
ment’s approval. prior to
submission to the county.

Haysville, at their last
meeting, approved the
conditional use request by
a - 1 vote with two
abstentions, They did place
some, restrictions on the
germlt.The fivetraps areto

e used four times per year
only. Hours of use ol the
area is from 9 a.m. to 9p.m.
and limits usage to one
night per weel and on
weekends. Only two traps,
as now permitted, are to be
lighted.

Bill Hancock, agent for
Mrs. Dema Mahoney, said
the trap shoot had been
operated at this location
off and on since the
beginning, but that it fell
into disuse, except as
a practice range, fol owmﬁ
the fire which destroye
the on%rjml sporting goods
s.tnre.} e fire also took the
life of Richard_Hancock,
attorney Jerry Berg, later

saud.
4 _ Hancock sited various

trap shoot areas around the
country such as Las Vegas,
Raytown 3 .an&
Denver, Colo. He said, “1
haven’t heard of a single
accident occuring in the 27
years I've been around trap
shnutmﬁg."

He also said, the trap
shoot ranges do not cause
prn[fmrty values to go down
and mentioned expensive
housing areas surrounding
other areas.

Berg described the noise
created by a shotgun an
compared it to other
common sounds. He said a
shotgun {]ust two feet away
creates 100 decibels. A gun
shot from the trap shoot
area would create about 67
to 68 decibels at the nearest
property line, Berg said. In
comparison, readings
taken in the area showed
an 18 wheel truck at the
same distance created 76
decibels, a jet flying
overhead was 80 decibels,
and a dog barking in the
yard of one of the persons
living nearby was
decibels.

It was also stated
shotgun pellets will travel
on]j; 450 feet at the outside,
and itis 600 feet to the
nearest property line.

About. 30_ persons would
be expected to participate
in registered meets each

rounds.

firing perhsps 300 to 400

Opposition to the trap buffer zone.
shoot range was headed by He was also “concerned
Charles Cookson, Hays: with the interpretation of
ville, who had alsa the grandfather clause,”
registered his disapproval saying it requires property
at the last Haysville be used at least once per
meeting. year. He said
Representatives for both not been us at this
the applicant and the location for the past three
opposition packed theroom years, and the reason there
and listened as Cookson were no coraplaints made
made his presentation until prior to the Haysville
reading from a prepared meeting was because of the
seript. infrequent use of therange.
H‘:: outlined to the He also said they had
lanners the feelings of the made calls to trap shooters
Pomeowners in the area.  in Denver and there was

He said they believed a not a range in downtown *’ ;

trap shoot would depreci-. Denver as the applicant
ate the value of their claims. :
property. He said the Wayne Everhart, 752 S.
percussion of any gun 18 to Dellrose, Wichita, jater in
the front and sides, and the See RESIDENTS
direction in_which they Page 3
would k]te tﬁr;gg wmt.l}lld bﬁ S
primarily to e north an 1
northwest where homes are gﬁ,‘;
located. The nearest
property appears to be one- id out
m%‘I th mile away, ause”
oise from the guns is to

a}apeag-ed to be his primary | prior
objection, and he said there 1s the
was not_enough distance could
to provide an adequate ~with

P S ___lities

without farther approval of

the county and cities.

é(ilghts have .
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dents
(Continued) there would be ﬁnl;tw four
the meeting said the ran e legistered trap shoots per
had in mc%nt years beon year, and the area would
moved  from “downtown ot be used except for
] Denver to another location bractice during the
| in Colorado, Everhart, a summer months except for
i former ‘Kangas State one registered. shoot in
| ampion trg shooter, June.
| saidhe would j etoseethe  Spme residents jn fayor
| rap shoot range in the of the range included
area. : . Forrest Butts and Steve
| Other residents i Rude. Rude said the clogest
[ dbbosition told "the range is 35 o 45 miles
fommission they did not away, and there are abont
like to hear the constant 400 registered shooters in
noise when they are IVIng  the Wichta area. Both said
torelax on weekends and i the safety of the ranges
the evening, speak for themselyes,

. Mrs. Kenneth Peck, who pro an%"’*‘;‘f,‘ﬁ bé:'}h tt]?:
lives direct] acorss frqm range, the planning
theorchard and, said, “I'm commission voted (5
0"3’ home on 'weekends approve the range subjeot
and night because [ work, 45 the Bame requirements
a.ndllyegyourpandon,bgtf ‘Haysville’s planners haq
like to relax when' I'm  pj oy on it. The vote wag
home, and I don tenjoythe ynanimous with John
Doige of shotguns” " She Lauber, Jr. Dottie Jan.
said in the summer when ssens, Dolan Pe[]ay
i 18 outside she wag very Richard Schatfer and Bijj
disturbed” by the ;  Smith voting yea,

They make me nervous. | e next hearing on the
d subject will be hel at the
Metr%!aolirap Area Plan.
ning Ommissiotion Dec. §
at 1:30 p.m.

Should ﬂ:he M.AP](i
approve it, the pPermit wi

en go to the Sedgwij
County Commissioners for
final approval. i

It should he Pointed out
the "grandfat,her clause”
allows usinesses to
operate if established prior
to zone changes. Thus the
trap - shoot range could
continue to operate with
the current facilities
without further approvalof

€ county and cities,




STATEMENT TO HAYSVILLE CITY PLANNING COMMISSION - November 8,1979

My name is Charles W. Cookson. My wife and I own five
acres of land at 1326 East 79th Street South. This property
is adjacent to and west of the Hancock property involved in
Case No. CU-227.

I am appearing on my own behalf, and on the behalf of the
home owners in the area, in opposition to granting permission
to establish a trap-shooting facility on the property in
question.

First, on my own behalf, I oppose the trap-shooting facility
because I am of the opinion that its presence will depreciate
my property value. It is a certainty that no one in their
right mind would purchase property for any use that I know
of if that property was right next to a trap-shooting facility.

The home owners of the area share this concern with me as
to what will happen to their property values if approval is
given to this request.

I do not live on my property, which is next to Hancock's,
so from this point on I am representing my neighbors who do
own homes in the area. I am representing them at their request.

We offer several arguments against approval of the request
for the trap-shooting facility.

\

|

First, we point out that this is a residential area. Many

people now own and live in homes in the immediate areas nearby

to the property described in Case No. CU-227. 1In fact, many

of these people purchased their property and homes from the

Hancock's several years ago. |
Second, the home owners were not consulted beforehand of

Hancock's intention to expand the size and usage of the trap-

shooting facility.

Third, we make the point that home owners in the area who
have signed the petition, which I now request be placed in
the official record of this hearing, state specifically and
unequivocally that the noise from the existing two field traps
disturbs them greatly, and is causing them stress and discomfort
in their homes.

The level of the noise from the existing two field traps
disturbs the home owners sufficiently that most feel they will
have to sell their homes and move out if additional traps are
authorized as requested in Case No. CU-227.

(1 of 2 pages)
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Fourth, that the amount of usage of a trap-shooting facility
is important. The more it is used, the more constant and dis-
turbing the noise. Use of the two field traps now on the
property has been a source of annoyance to the home owners, but
the home owners have put up with it. 1Increasing the use of
those two traps, created by a major undertaking which will
surely result from the added three or more traps, is of grave
concern to the other home owners. Notwithstanding the fact
that three or more additional traps will further compound the
noise problem.

We repeat the basic premise. The home owners who live in
the area say that the noise from the guns does disturb them.
The home owners say the annoyance is not a minor one, and that
the disturbance is of grave concern to them.

We now make a philosophical argument against this petition.
We are dealing here with property rights. The rights of a group
of home owners is pitted against the right of a property owner
to use his property for a commercial purpose which pollutes
the air with noise.

Property rights are grounded in individual rights; and, the
moral law dealing with individual rights tells us that an
individual may exercise his individual rights just so long as
the exercise of those rights does not interfere with the rights
of another individual.

A property owner, likewise, may use his property as he
desires up to the point that such usage interferes with the
rights of another property owner.

It would also be apparent that some property rights are more
basic and override other property rights. This case is clearcut.

We are dealing with the right of a group of individuals to
live in their homes in peace and tranquility, as opposed to a
property owner who desires to provide other people, many from
outside the immediate neighborhood, with a place to enjoy their
recreation at a commercial trap-shooting facility.

We have a recreational use via a private business pitted
against home owners requesting that they be left in peace to
enjoy their homes and raise their families.

The home owners thus petition this commission to protect their
right to the usage of their property and their homes in peace
and tranguility, and the home owners further petition this
commission to deny the request in Case CU-227.

(2 of 2 paages)
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DATE: November 29, 1979

TO: Haysville Planning Commission

REGARDING: CU=227

1. The reference case was heard by the Haysville .Planning
Commission on November 8, 1979.

2. The undersigned, and the home owners who signed the
petition which is a part of your minutes in this matter,
ask that the action taken at that time be set aside, and
that either a no approval be entered or a re-hearing
called.

3. The Commission, and those home owners concerned were
misled by statements made by representatives of the
applicant, and by individuals speaking in favor of the
application.

4. We submit these points:

First, applicant's representative, according to the
minutes of the meeting, Jerry Berg said "that
weekends and one night a week since 2 of the
traps were already lighted".

The traps are not lighted. WNor have they been
lighted for at least three years. We submit a
photo taken of the area a few days after the
November B8th hearing as proof of what we say.

The motion by Howard Tice which was passed

alludes to these lights, and we presume was
predicated on the basis that this action would
not further extend such usage. In fact, the usage
is tremendously extended and accelerated by the
motion as passed.

Regarding that motion, we further ask, what is
a weekend? Does the Commission propose to allow
shooting on a Sunday - the Sabbath Day?

Second, testimony created a misconception that only ONE
trap field would be added. This is not true.
Only two trap fields are "grandfathered". The
skeet fields mentioned have nothing to do with’
creating FIVE trap fields. What the Commission
did was to approve adding THREE more trap fields
w.....not one trap field as it was made to look.
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Haysville Planning Commission Page 2 |
November 29, 1979 |

Third, we suggest the Haysville Planning Commission
might take sufficient time to investigate the
conditions surrounding the usage of other trap
shooting facilities in other cities mentioned
by supporters of the application.

For instance, Raytown in Kansas City, the
$150,000 house which was mentioned as being
at the muzzle end of the trap fields is
owned by the owner of the trap-shooting
facility, and the rest of the homes are in
an area behind the gunfire which puts them
outside the percussion or noise area.,

Mention was made of trap fields in downtown
Denver, Colorado. Owners of trap fields in
the Denver area were contacted and they knew
of no trap fields in the downtown area.

Las Vegas, Nevada, was also mentioned. That
facility is inside a building.

We suggest that buffers (either manmade or
natural) including the buffer of distance

are usually present at other sites. A field
investigation of the location of homes to the
North, Northwest and West in the area affected
by this application, cu-227, will show they
have no effective buffers and that they lie
directly in the percussion and noise area in
front and to the frontal sides of the guns.

We particularly point to the importance of the "grand-
father" considerations. . Some of the implications of
this, investigation shows, might be seriously challenged
since the units, until very recently had been used
sparingly. What we have here is a rapid acceleration

of a facility in recent months which had been largely
dormant in recent years. This is contrary to the impres-
sion given that the facility had been used constantly
and aggressively, and explains why the home owners
concerned were not bothered by the percussion and noise
until recent months.




Haysville Planning Commission
November 29, 1979

This acceleration will be compounded by adding three
more trap fields and is contrary to the impression given
to the Haysville Planning Commission at the November 8th
hearings. ;

H

6. Misrepresentation alone should at least call for a re-
hearing, and we so request that such a re-hearing be
called unless a no approval action is entered.

Charles W. Cookson

1326 East 79th Street South

cc: Derby City Planning Commission
Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
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STATEMENT TO DERBY PLANNING COMMISSION - November 29, 1979

My name is Charles W. Cookson. My wife and I own five
acres of land at 1326 East 79th Street South. This property
is adjacent to and west of the Hancock property involved in
Case. No. CU-227.

I am appearing on my own behalf, and on the behalf of
home owners who live in the percussion area north, northwest
and west of the proposed commercial trap shooting facility.
We appear in opposition to granting the Conditional Use
Request in this Case.

First, on my own behalf, I oppose the trap shooting
1 facility because I am of the opinion that its presence will
| depreciate the value of my property. The home owners of the
area share this concern with me as to what will happen to
| their property values if approval is given to such a privately
| owned and operated outdoor recreational usage.

Second, we point out that the citizens living in and
owning businesses in Derby and Haysville also have a very
direct interest in this case. The area between Derby and
Haysville is a natural for extensive further development as
a residential area. It has grown rapidly in recent years and
we are sure the merchants in Derby appreciate the business
such residential growth brought to them.

It is ideal as a residential area because it is relatively
quiet, up to now, and it is isolated from the frenzy of urban
life. Yet it is close to the merchants in both Derby and
Haysville for shopping and other service convenience. It is
a current and potentially large market of great interest to
you. It is being threatened. It will not continue to develop
as a residential area if you approve such usage of property as
a trap shooting facility.

My third point, and the one which is most important of
all, concerns the home owners in the area. Up to now I have
reflected on property values and the interests of people like
you and me. But now lets take a look at the people who live
in the area. I do not live on my property, which is next to
Hancock's, so from this point on I am representing my neighbors
who do own homes and who do live in the area. I am representing !
them at their request.

(1 of 3 pages)



We make the following points:

The percussion area of any gun is to its front and
frontal sides. This proposed facility has its gun line
aimed north. This means the muzzle of the gun is pointed
north. Because of the flatness of the terrain, the percussion
area for this facility is extensive and is primarily to the
north, northwest and west. Those to the south, behind the
guns, are not so affected.

The people who live in the percussion or noise area
are the ones who feel the jolts from the gun blasts from
this facility.

We make point also that no effective buffer zone is
present between this group of home owners and the trap
shooting facility. No embankment, no large buildings, nothing
to buffer them from the noise. Not even distance. They are
in the direct percussion and noise pattern.

One more point regarding the guns to remember, the more
you shoot a gun the more disturbing the buildup of noise
becomes. It is not a soothing noise like cars going by, or
a distance rumble of thunder or the lowing of cattle.....
this noise is sharp, punctuated and extremely annoying.

The above reference to the percussion area is known
because there are two trap fields on the property now which
are so-called "grandfather" units. History is of importance
here. The two existing trap fields had fallen into spasmodic
usage in recent years. But in recent months the usage of the
existing facilities has increased tremendously and has been
of great annoyance to the home owners....and this with only
TWO trap fields. This accelerated usage is already causing
the home owners stress and discomfort in their homes. Think
what will happen to these home owners if you approve three
more trap fields and the resulting acceleration of usage
which will take place.

The important point to remember is that the people who
live in these homes state specifically and unequivocally that
the noise bothers them. To emphasize this point the home owners
in the area have signed a petition stating their strong protest
against all use of trap shooting facilities in the area. We
ask that this petition be placed in the official record of this
hearing.

(2 of 3 pages)




We now make a philosophical argument against this petition,
We are dealing here with property rights. The rights of a
group of home owners is pitted against the right of a property
owner to use his property for a commercial purpose which
pollutes the air with noise.

Property rights are grounded in individual rights; and,
the moral law dealing with individual rights tells us that an
individual may exercise his individual rights just so long as
the exercise of those rights does not interfere with the rights
of another individual.

A property owner, likewise, may use his property as he
desires up to the point that such usage interferes with the
rights of another property owner.

It would also be apparent that some property rights are
more basic and override other property rights. This case is
clearcut.

We are dealing with the right of a group of individuals
to live in their homes in peace and tranquility, as opposed to
a property owner who desires to provide other people, many from
outside the immediate neighborhood, with a place to enjoy their
recreation at a commercial outside trap-shooting recreational
facility.

We have a recreational use via a private business pitted
against home owners requesting that they be left in peace to
enjoy their homes and raise their families.

We repeat the basic premise. The home owners who live in
the area say that the noise from the guns does disturb them.
The home owners say the annoyance is not a minor one, and that
the disturbance is of grave concern to them.

The home owners thus petition this commission to protect
their right to the usage of their property and their homes in
peace and tranquility, and the home owners further petition this
commission to deny the request in Case CU-227.

(3 of 3 pages)




'
5 PETITION l

We the undersigned, because of the unnecessary and
extremely disturbing ncise the shooting creates, as well
as the threat this nuisance poses to our property value,
strongly protest all use of trap-shooting facilities
‘located at Hancock Orchards, west side of Hydraulic

between 71st and 79th Streets South:

1. Au R L0 n:.‘\g\\anM' MQ 21y £ et D8 Beatd

2. }')\ru o s [E} | flum}-.z Tel 50 Tbe i ‘," l ol e ..\_.{;.(

. 771,1“ il (%q.ﬂja f @ﬁé-&m—: /1226 £ 7’7 7/'57’5( /

w

S, “Wesl®s . B PR A AR 5‘/I.L~l.;‘

6. //;a’.‘/'/(, %4L - FIAE Lo b

o Lillovurls o Laadits Firsx Kpnia

&?/}J\W/ - s Lol
9./74'.;,'/;? f”(ﬂifu G235 Lty
1o. /%M 10 %} 7HE Lol
o B

| 12.?:&‘& AR T fan] L Db

| NI D i) 74525 L f{ﬁ

LG Qe 7701 Paillie

5 4

©

w\A




= =

15. 01_’1(0 QA-D/})L«'NLLVT////"//f J. )DA[Z:{

0

16. l/ /-Cv—.m fJ :-Jm—?f (jf ’? 7‘5*7 V’n’%ff;( ;'

17.( ﬂ'ﬁ'//"lgz ;{! s ,; B z:ﬁéf-‘ ///?’ ({. /:P['{:,k].

r ) i - J
18. .fé.-w“ 8. Tin: V550 8 Tan:

i o b B Podesuww: S80S s

2hr) . =
20. /4'_’2/;{ ﬁ/}i’éq@{/ 7830 /=Furﬁi

J ; ;
21-~%’%2(..¢QZZJ tgz %;{M(]%‘ /"/'/‘J g & //ﬁj, jﬂ. ’

2. 7,, J il ,ucc ¢ o) Ao s ey

23 (/1) é““/z / Zh— ;_//:?O/ ‘L :-f(l-;.‘,. 1L

4. Mot Bles, Gl W St 7700 o Frvia

( ', P
5 by i/, / 3/’”

26\ /i) - hc: f/nn 7 1o /‘/'TE’L T

g/m fr‘ 740 1/ £ nille

Mb M 7156 Ji, Pl

29

30.

31.

32.




—

e

WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY

8, £y

DATE
November 30, 1979

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

TO

FROM

SUBJECT

Metropolitan Area Planning Commissicn

Jack H. Galbraith, Chief Planner

CU-227 Establishment of a Trap Shooting Field

The Haysville and Derby Planning Commissions have
considered this case. At both meetings, there was
considerable discussion from both proponents and opponents
as to the history of shooting that has occured on this
property, the recent interest and increased activity and
the applicants desire to enlarge the number of traps. The
opposition has expressed strongly their objection to the
noise.

In addition to suggested conditions a - e in the staff
report, the Haysville Planning Commission recommended
approval subject to the following conditions:

Le The 5 traps are to be used for only 4 registered
shoots per year.

2. Shooting hours are to be from 9:00 a.m. to 9:00 p.m.
for all shooting.

3. In addition to the 4 registered shoots, shooting is
to be allowed only one night a week and on weekends.

4, No additional lighting is to be added, and only the
two original traps which were lighted are permitted
to have lights.

It is believed that the intent of number 1 above was
that, at all other times, only the two west traps were to
be used for shooting. This motion passed by a vote of 5 in
favor, 1 opposed and 2 abstained.

The action of the Derby Planning Commission was to
unanimously recommend approval subject to the conditions
as recommended by Haysville. Attached with this memo is a
copy of the minutes of the Haysville meeting and our staff
(report.

\

(-ﬁu-\f\L\

Jack H. Galbraith
G@ef Planner

CC: Jerry Berg, 928 S. Broadway, Wichita, Ks, 67211
Bill Hancock, 1510 E. 79th Street, Wichita, Ks. 67233
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HAYSVILLE PLALNING CUMMLSS IUK

Tnose members present were: Curtis Hampton, Bill hancock, Joe
dolub, Howard Tice, Steve dolt, Fred Lewallen, pill Adams and
George Rowendale.

Motion by George Hosendale

Jecond by Howard Tice

That we approve tne October 25,1979 minutes as mailed.
Vote was unanimous.

Yotion by doward Tice

Second by Fred Palper

Tnat we move item 1 under 01d Business(Zoning Update) to item
3 and that items 2 and 3 be moved to items 1 and 2.

Vote was unanimous

Chairman, Bill Hancock, stated taat ne would need to step down i I
because tne items on CU-227 and 5CZ-U4L6 were items he nad 2
family interest in.

Fred Palmer, Vice Cnairman, took tne chair. e declared tue
Public Hearing open on CU-227.

Jack Galbraitn, WMAPD, presented case CU-227 and recommended that
ne also present 3C4-ULL6 at the same time as tney were botih located
in tne same area and under tne same ownership. This was agreeable.

Case CU-227 is rasquest for a Conditivnal Use permit to establisn
4 Trap Suocting Facility on tne west side of iydraulic between
7lst and 79th st. so, Property vwner is listed as Dema 4. anoney.

Cnairman read Article VII of the Kules and iegulations of the
daysville Planning Commission. [his article pertains to the
dearing of Cases.

Jerry Berg, attorney for the applicant, discussed the fact that
at least 2 skeet fields and 2 trap lields have been on this land
for scmetime and tne Conditional Use is requested to expand these
activities. He stated tuat the first traps were established in
1952. 1In 1957 there were > skeet [ields at tiis location. Iney
would be willing to nave an nour restriction.

£ill Adams ask about weekly use.

kr. berg st i ] 'V Spedd LO tuat. Jue dancock son of

3 SLdled Luat they wanted Lo uave 4 regisctered suvots
would need 5 traps to do tnis,

the applic
2 year and

George Rouendale ask

about nowr aany otner days.
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lir. Berg stated that weekends and one night a week since 2 of the
traps were already lignted.

George Stoy, Optometrist, President of the Kansas Trap Shooting
Association, 971 Parklane, Wichita, Kansas stated that ne nad
been shooting on the Hancock property since 1952. Tunat about
1957 or 1958 there were 2 trap flelds and 2 skeet fields. Tnat
tne Hancocks have allowed many Civic Organizations to use the
fields for fund raising activities.

Steve fdudd, 2200 E. Clark, Wicnita, Kansas stated that he owned the
property on the east side of Hydraulic. Tuat ne learned to shoot
at tne Hancock skeet and trap fields in 1958. He nas shot there
many times since. Tnere is no other place in tnis area to snoot.

The chairman called three times for others tu speak for the request.
Tnere were none.

The Chairman called for those in opposition to .speak.

Cnarles V. Cookson, owner of 5 acres at 1326 . 79th St. So. stated
tnat ne did not live in this area, but did own 5 acres adjacent

to it and nad been asked to make a presentation for the concerned
citizens in the area. He went to the map and pointed out that

many of tne trees that showed in tne aerial photos nad been removed.
lr. Cookson taen read a prepared statement and requested a copy

of tnis statement and a copy of the petitions he presented be made
a part of the official record of this meeting.

IMotion by Howard Tice

Second by Steve Holt

That we accept tne copies of the statement and petitions and tnat
tney be made part of the record.

Vote was unanimous.

Mr. Gene Dic 1277 B. 77th 5t. So., stated ti ne noticed most
of those speakin in favor of tane trap fields did nut live in tne
area and would not have Lo put up witu tue noise alli tne time.

lir. srnest Davidson, 7700 3. Laura, stated tuatv tnere nad been
very little use of these traps until recently.

Joan batson, 7840 5. Laura, stated that tne.noise was very bad on
the weekends when nave time Lo stay home and relax.

Lois Rusher, 7735 5. Lulu, stated sue lived adjacent and found it
very annoying.

called taree times for otuers tu speak in vpposition.
none.

eak to tine nuise. His recuest was
ey had done severul decibel reuadings.
the uvne taken on Cene Dickeys front .
It v 67 decibels. :e stated all
le nouise levels.

ussivn relatvions viere not measured

E
|

Haysville Plannif Commission ”
Minutes - Wovember 8, 1979 .
Page 2 |
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Haysville Planni Commission o
minutes - ligvemb.”? 8, 1979 :
Page 3.

accurately on decibel meters. Tne percussion disturbs people as
much as the noise.

George Rosendale asked about how many shots per person in the
time span from 9:00 A.M. to 9:00 P.if,.

Joe Hancock stated there would be between 300 and 400 shots
per person and about 30 shooters.

Curtis Hampton ask if decibel readings had been taken on farm
macninery.

Hde was informed they had not.

Steve iudd stated nhe felt the noise item was being blown out of
proportion. Ve live in the flisut pattern and don't even notice
it. 1In downtown Haytown in Kansas City the last trap is about

150 ft. from the houses. Denver and Vandalia Ohio also nave fields
rigat dovntown.

Frank Lewallen as about buffers on those fields in residential
areas.

He was told some had trees or parks, but no actual buffers.

Eill Adams ask how many notices nad been sent and to how large )
an area. I

Jack CGalbraith stated that 38 notices were sent to all property
owners within 1000 feet . He furtier stated that if owners of
20 of the property in the notification area signed a protest
petition it would take all of the County Commissioners to allow
this itenm.

Joe Holub ask if the appli

nt anticipated more ligating than
tae 2 fields that wer i

now lit.

He was informed tnat titey did not.

George rosendale as lir. Stoy what restrictions or sai'ety rules
were used in tne handling of .uns on trap fields.

Hr. Stoy stated that most shooters came witn experience especially
those going to registered snoots. They did have scme excellent
rules for the traps and some very good training rules for young
snooters .

Tae Caairman declared the Public ilearing Clused.

liotion by Howard Tice

second by Curtis Hampton

That we recommend approval of CU-227 subject to item 2 as set out
L tne recoumendations frowm laPD. also subject to sueoting hours

te 9:00 &.d. to 9:00 P.id. and that no further ligating

ities be added.

Lé Was 3 yes 4 no 1 absvained (Frank Lewallen)

locion failed.




Haysville Plannlﬂs’ Commission )
liinutes -~ Novembed 8, 1979 ﬁ
Page 4

Motion by bBill Adams

Second by Steve Holt

That we recommend denial of CU-227 based on sustained time of
snooting and noise as represented in complaints of property
ovners.

Vote was 3 ves L4 no and 1 abstained (Frank Lewallen)

liotion failed.

Bill Adams stated that if this item were allowed without control
the could be shooters all day everyday and not just 4 times a
year or one night a week and on weekends.

Chairman ask Mr. Galbraith if what the Planning Commission did hear
would have any effect on the traps that were there now.

kr. Galbraith stated it would not.

Hr. herg stated tnat the applicant could expand without the
Conditional Use Permit.

kir. Galbraith stated that as tiue application was presented it
would allow shooting seven days a week whether or not that was
intended.

lotion by Steve Holt

Tnat we postpone the hearing on Cu-227 until November 29, 1979.
liotion died for lack of second-

Hotlom DY Howard—five

Second by Bill Adams —1

Tnat we approve conditional Use Permit CU-227 subject to @

5 traps to be used for L registered shoots a year only.

Snooting hours to be 9:00 A.M to 9:00 P.M. for all shooting.

« Snooting to be allowed one night a week and on weekends except

for the 4 registvered snocots.

L. No lignting be added and only those two traps now lighted be
used for nipgnt snooting.

5. All conditions as set out in Iltem 2 of the recommendations
from lAPD.

Vote was 5 yes 1 no 2 abstained

W

Chairman declared Public Hearing Upen on SCZ-0446

Reguest for zone cnange from "R Rural Residential to MLC* Light
Commercial for the propervy at the NW corner of dydraulic and

79t 3t. So.

kir. Galbraitn had presented tue reguest with the request for CU=-227.
lir. Jerry Berg, attorney for tie applicant, spoke tc the item. He

Stated tnat just west of tais corer Hancocks had nad a sporting
£oods store for years. Several years ago tie store burned.

fne chairman called turee times for others to speak in favor of
tnls zone cnange « ihere were none.,
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Cnairman called three times for tiose opposed to the zone change
request to speak. Tnere were none.

Chairman declared the Public Hearing closed.

Motion by Joe Holub
Second by Howard Tice
That we approve SCZ-UL46 subject to platting within the year.
ote was O yes 2 no

Motion by CGeorge liosendale

Second by Howard Tice

That we drop the Zoning Update item frem tae agenda.
Vote was unaninous.

Bob Ferguson, owner of Rigus Addition, was present to ask tne Planning
Commission to respond to a possible request for vacation of tne

S0 ft. beautification easement on the east of lots 4-5-6 in this
addition.

George Rosendale stated he would have a problem with vacating
this easement and not vacating all otier beautification easements
in the city.

It was suggested taat some researchi be done into tue background of
this easement before this item be considered.

Cheryl Phillippi, planning consultant, was present with the fine_al
copies of the Master Plan Update. She suggested that the planning
commission lock over these documents for a fipal time and Lo relay
any typographical errors or ommissions they found to the secretary
by November 15, 1979. %y

Motion by Bill Adams
Second by Fred Palmer
That we adjourn.
Vote was unanimous.
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Conditional

Use Request In Question

L

Seen reviewing the Haysville Master Plan land use map are: (left to right) Fred Palmer,
Georgé Rosendale, Pauline Ozbun, Howard Tice, Curtis Hampton, Cheryl Phillippi, and
attorney Jerry Berg. The request for conditional use to expand trap shoots was passed after a
long evening of debate. (Staff Photo)

Haysville City Planners
Debate Trap Shoot Expansion

by Sharon Royer

Proposed expansion of trap
shoot fields was hotly debated
atlast night's Haysville Plan-
ning Commission meeting.
Besides nine commission
members, about 25 people
were present to discuss the
question of issuing a con-
ditional use permit to Dema
A. Mahoney. At this point Bill
Hancock stepped down from
the commission because of
his close ties to the question.

The land on which the ex-
isting trap shoots are located
is between 71st and 79th street
south, on the west side of
Hydraulic.

Before the public hearing
began, Jack Galbraith, a
Sedgwick County Planning
Department representative,
gave the recommendations
included in their staff report
on the question.

Some of the items to think
about, Galbraith noted, are:
noise, safety, and locations of
residential areas in relation
to the proposed expansion.
Other items in the staff report
included:

sThere have been trap

shoots existing and in use

for over 20 years in this
location, thus the ‘‘grand-
father's clause’’ may have
an effect even if the permit

is denied.

eThe Metropolitan Area
Planning Department
(MAPD) sees nothing to be
gained by making the
applicant plat all nine
acres.

*The MAPD suggests access
points be limited to two on
Hydraulic.

#Though it can be question-
ed, the trap shoots could

concefvably support 10
parking spaces per trap
shoot.

eFull treatment to the park-
ing areas may not be
necessary, but some sortof
surfacing is recommend-

ed.
#A 60 foot half right of way
for Hydraulic is required.
sAny night lighting should
be directed down.
oThe times the shoots are
. open should be discussed.
eThe area Is in the Derby-
Ha overlaparea, but
£ has the primary
it

areas, so the applicants can
qualify tohold registered trap
shoots four times yearly.

The applicants came to the
commission even though
there is some question as to
the necessity of doing so,
because of the “grandfather’s
clause’” which allows proper-
ty uses predating zoning laws
may not need commission ap-
proval to continue.

The applicants feel'there is
an ample buffer zone for safe-
ty and noise with the closest
trap shoot to Hydraulic being
260 feet away. Trees have
been planted to replace those
taken out and within four
years will be grown.

All recommendations of the
MAPD met with the approval
of the applicants except for
the surfacing of the parking
areas. With such limited use,
Berg stated, 10 spaces and
permanent surfacing is not
deemed necessary.

After two ‘'‘in favor”
statements, one by George
Stoy, president of the Kansas
Trap Shooting Association,

the hearing was opened to the |

opposition.

Charles Cookson, area
property owner, spoke for the
homeowners of the area in
question. He gave the follow-
ing puints tv be taken under
consideration by the commis-
sion:

#The homebwners feel an
expanded trap shoot will

depreciate their property.

#This area Is residential and
is marked so con the
Haysville Master Plan for
future land use.

«The homeowners were not
contacted by the Hancocks
as to thelr plans,

#The level of noise from the
existing two shoots already
disturbs the residents and
expansion would only
aggravate the problem.
‘To sum up, Cookson stated,

“This is- a question of the
rights of the property owner
touse his land for commercial
purposes versus the rights of
homeowners to live in peace

See TRAP SHOOT Page 12
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Seen reviewing the Haysville Master Plan land use map are:
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Haysville City Planners
Debate Trap Shoot Expansion

by Sharon Royer

Proposed expansion of trap
shoot fields was hotly debated
atlast night’s Haysville Plan-
ning  Commission meeting.
Besides nine commission
members, about 25 people
were present to discuss the
question of issuing a con-
ditional use permit to Dema
A, Mahoney. At this point Bill
Hancock stepped down from
the commission because of
his close ties to the question.

The land on which the ex-
isting trap shoots are located
Is between 71stand 79th street
south, on the west side of
Hydraulic,

Before the public hearing
began, Jack Galbraith, a
Sedgwick County Planning
Department representative,
gave the recommendations
included in their staff report
on the gquestion.

Some of the items to think
about, Galbraith noted, are:
nolse, safety, and locations of
residential areas in relation
to the proposed expansion.
Other items in the staff report
included:

oThere have been trap
shoots existing and in use
for over 20 years in this
location, thus the ‘‘grand-
father’s clause” may have
an effect even if the permit
is denied.

*The Metropolitan Area
Planning Department
(MAPD) sees nothing to be
gained by making the
applicant plat all nine
acres.

*The MAPD suggests access
points be limited to two on
Hydraulie.

*Though it can be question-
ed, the trap shoots could
conceivably support 10
parking spaces per trap
shoot.

*Full treatment to the park-
ing areas may not be
necessary, but some sort of
surfacing is recommend-

ed.

*A 60 foot half right of way

for Hydraulic Is required.

*Any night lighting should

be directed down,

*The times the shoots are
- open should be discussed.
| #The area is in the Derby-
| Haysville overlap area, but

Haysville has the primary

responsibility.

Galbraith summed up the
optlons available to the local
commission as, denial, ad-
ding more conditions to the
permit, and approval.

. Jerry Berg, attorney for the
applicants, opened the public
hearing with points to be con-
sidered from the applicants
view. He stated this was ac-
tually not an expansion, but a
change in the type of shooting

areas, so the applicants can
qualify to hold registered trap
shoots four times yearly.

The applicants came to the
commission even though
there is some question as to
the necessity of doing so,
because of the “grandfather’s
clause’’ which allows proper-
ty uses predating zoning laws
may not need commission ap-
proval to continue.

The applicants feel'there is
an ample buffer zone for safe-
ty and noise with the closest
trap shoot to Hydraulic being
260 feet away. Trees have
been planted to replace those
taken out and within four
years will be grown.

All recommendations of the
MAPD met with the approval
of the applicants except for
the surfacing of the parking
areas. With such limited use,
Berg stated, 10 spaces and
permanent surfacing is not
deemed necessary.

After two “in favor"
statements, one by George
Stoy, president of the Kansas

Trap Shooting Association, _

the hearing was opened to the
opposition. .

Charles Cookson, area
property owner, spoke for the
homeowners of the area in
question. He gave the follow-
ing points to be taken under
conslderation by the commis-
sion:

*The homeowners feel an
expanded trap shoot will

depreciate their property.

*This area is residential and
is marked so on the
Haysville Master Plan for
future land use.

*The homeowners were not
contacted by the Hancocks
as to thelr plans.

eThe level of nolse from the
existing two shoots already
disturbs the residents and
expansion would only
aggravate the problem.
To sum up, Cookson stated,

“This is'a question of the
rights of the property owner
touse hisland for commercial
purposes versus the rights of
homeowners to live in peace

See TRAP SHOOT Page 12
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Trap Shoot
(Continued)
and tranquility.”

Signed petitions from op-
posing residents were
accepted for the record by the
commission.

There were several other
opposing views given, all hav-
ing to do with the existing
noise level and what lpropos-
ed expansion will create.

To questions of the noise
level, attorney Berg respond-
ed decibal readings taken
show the decibal range at 62
on the porch of the nearest
homeowner while shooting
was going on. As a reference
point, Berg said normal con-
versation is 65 decibals. He
also commented trap shoots
are located in the downtown
areas of Raytown, Mo.,
Denver, Colo.,, and Kansas
City, Mo.

Cookson then stated noise
irritation is related to percus-
sion, and guns going off are
much more annoying than the
decibal level would indicate.

At the close of the public
hearing, Howard Tice made
the motion the requesi be
granted with the stipulations
of the MAPD, as well as:
hours to be 9 a.m..to 9 p.m.
and the lighting be limited to
whatis already in place at two
shoots. This motion was
defeated with nay votes by
Joe Holub, Bill Adam, Steve
Holt, and George Rosendale,
Frank Lewallen abstained,
and Howard Tice, Fred
Palmer, and Curtls Hampton
voted yea.

A motion, by Bill Adam, to
deny the request also failed
and discussion was renewed.
Attorney Be ed the

Berg _stated _the
applicants would have no
problem Imiting_the _two
ighted s

00tS 1O use on one
here__also w 0

re]

istered shoots o¢-
IFT es g vear.

Again Tice made a motion
to approve the request with
the conditions in the first mo-

“tion, as well as the applicant's

voluntary limitations on the
lighted shoots and fuil use of
the five shoots.

The motion passed, with a
nay by Holt, and abstentions
by Lewallen and Holub.

A request for a zoning
change from rural residential
to light commercial was also
approved. This was a request
by the same applicant for the
purpose of bullding a sporting
goods store. The area in the
request involves 2.4 acres at
the northwest corner of
Hydraulic and 79th Street
South. The motion by .Joe
Holub was passed subject to
platting within a year, with

1
problem with limiting the use
%fi_gh & ed five shoots to_
e

nay votes by George Rosen- —!

dale and Bill Adam,
—_—

|

oF

.




SCZ-0446 &
Cu-227

51 - Notice to Adjoining Property Owners mailed 11-9-79
correcting the Derby City Planning Commission
meeting date from 11-22-79 to 11-29-79

38 Notices were to property owners
2 Applicants
1 Attorney

10 Derby City Planning Commissioners
1 Derby P.C. Secretary ‘
1 C. Bickley Foster




METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION
CITY HALL, TENTH FLOOR, 455 North Main Street
Wichita, Kansas 67202
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NOTICE TO ADJOINING PROPERTY OWNERS:

November 9, 1979

|

| Our notice to you dated November 2, 1979, advised that the

| following cases would be heard by the Haysville City Planning Com-
mission on Thursday, November 8, 1979; the Derby City Planning Com-
mission on Thursday, November 22, 1979; and the Wichita-Sedgwick
Cou?ty Metropolitan Area Planning Commission on Thursday, December
6, 1979.

CASE NO. SCZ-0446

Zone Change from the "R" Rural Residential District
to the "LC" Light Commercial District

A tract in the SEX of Section 4-29-1E, described as
beginning at the SE corner of the SE%, thence west

along the south line of said SE%, a distance of 235
feet, thence north parallel to the east line of said
SE%, a distance of 250 feet, thence west parallel with
the south line of said SE%, a distance of 265 feet,
thence north parallel with the east line said SE%, a
distance of 100 feet, thence east parallel with the south
line a distance of 500 feet to a point in the east line
said SE%, thence south along said east line to the point
of beginning. Generally located at the northwest corner
of Hydraulic and 79th Street South. AND

CASE NO. CU-227

Conditional Use Request to Permit Establishment of
A Trap Shooting Facility on Property
Zoned the "R' Rural Residential District

A tract in the SE% of Section 4-29-1E, beginning at a
point on the east line said SE%, 350 feet north of the
SE corner of said SE%, thence west parallel with the
south line said SE%, a distance of 700 feet, thence
north parallel with the east line said SE%, a distance
of 600 feet, thence east parallel with the south line
said SE%, a distance of 700 feet more or less to a point
on the east line said SE%, 600 feet north of the point of
beginning, thence south along the east line said SE%, to
the point of beginning. Generally located on the west
side of Hydraulic, between 7Ilst and 79th Streets South.

However, the Derby City Planning Commission has advised that they
will not meet on Thursday, November 22, 1979, but will meet instead
on THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 29, 1979. All other dates are correct as stated
in the previous notice.

Jack H. Galbraith
Assistant Secretary
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November 9, 1979

Mr. Clay Ricketts
Daily Reporter

201 South Baltimore
Derby, Kansas 67037

Re: SCZ-0446 & CU-227
Dear Mr. Ricketts:

Enclosed is a notice for public hearing which I would like
to have published one time on November 14, 1979.

I would appreciate a copy of the Daily Reporter in which this
notice will appear.

Sincerely,

aammiad o [ S T
LUTLLE L, NEWDY

b
Junior Planner
CLN:el

Enclosure
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUUTY
METROPOLITAY AREA PLANMMING DEPARTIENT

HCPC HEARIING DATE: 11-8-79
DCPC HEARING DATE: 11-22-79
MAPC HEARING DATE: 12-6-79

Case lo. CU-227 Request: Establishment of a Trap
Shooting Tield.

Location: West of Hydraulie, in an area north of 79th 5t. South.

Reason: Trap Shooting Field.

Acres: 9.1 600" X 700"

Land Use Zoning

Existing Trap shooting field & Undeveloped "R"
North Undeveloped & farm house TR
East Undeveloped 3 "R"
South Undeveloped g5
Hest IIndeveloped & single family R

Existing R/U: Hydraulic - 35', Half, Platted: Ho
Proposed R/W: liydraulic - 60', Half, ilistory: iione

COM/ENTS :

The following items should be considered by the Planning I
Commission in making findings of fact:

Subject property is presently developed with non-conforming
trap fields and the applicant is requesting the conditional
use approval in order to expand the existing facilities to
provide 5 trap fields for registered tran shoots. The prop-
erty is unplatted and is located on a Federal Aid Secondary
(FAS) Highway, Hydraulic, which is also a designated arterial
street in the tramsportatien plan.

The trap shooting facility may be permitted as a conditional
use in the "R" Rural Residential District as a privately cwned
and operated outdoor recreational use because the "LC" Light
Commercial and "C" Commercial zoning distriects do not permit
outdoor recreational uses,
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Case llo. CU-227
MAPC AGENDA |
> | 12-6-79 |

The applicant advises that the size of the area being request-
| ed for approval is such that shot from the shotpguns used in

| trap shooting will stay within the area. Also, the trap
fields are to face north where there is a considerable unde-
veloped area beyond the limits of the trap shooting area.

2 Should the Planning Commission determine that this is an
i appropriate use for the area and recommends approval of the
5 | Conditional Use Request, the following should be conditions
of approval:

a. The dedication of 25 feet of additional street right-
of-way for the west half of Hydraulic, by separate
instrument,

b. The dedication by separate instrument of access contrcl
to Hydraulic. (A maximum of 2 driveways are recommended).

¢. Adequate off-street parking (a minimum of 1) spaces per
trap field is recommended) shall be provided on the site.
The adequacy of the parking shall be subject to review
by the County Department of Public Works.

d. The off-street parking area shall be surfaced with
concrete, asphaltic concrete, asphalt or other comparable
surfacing.

e. o trap field shall be located nearer to Hydraulic than
150 feet and all trap fields shall he constructed facing
to the north, as indicated on the applicant's sketch
plan.

The Planning Commission may also want to consider conditions
concerning lighting of the facilities and limiting the hours
of operation.
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for the HAYSVILLE PC meeting on 11-8-79; the
DERBY PC meeting on 11-22-79; and the MAPC meeting
on 12-6-79,

THE FOLLOWING RECEIVED NOTICE, REFERRAL SHEET &
STAFF REPORT FOR BOTH CASES: These were mailed 11-2-79,

Applicant & agent

Derby City Planning Commission

Jeff Prince, Bktye€ieyk

C. Bickley Foster

Grover C. McLure,Jr., County Dir. Dept. Pub. Works

Haysville City Planning Commission

Pauline Ozbun, Secretary
Grover C, McLure,Jr., Co. Dir. Dept. of Pub. Works.

TOTAL

L
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WICHITA-SEDGUICK COUNTY
METROPOLITAIT AREA PLANHING COMMISSIOH
CITY IIALL, TENTH FLOOR, 455 llorth Main Street
Wichita, Kansas 67202

November 2, 1979
NOTICE TO ADJOINING PROPERTY OUERS:

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT on Thursday, November 8, 1979, at 8:00
p.m,, the HAYSVILLE CITY PLANWING COMMISSION, Haysville City Hall,
Haysville, Kansas, will consider the following items for purposes of
making a recommendation to the lMetropolitan Area Planning Commission
and Board of County Commissioners,

CASE NO. SCZ-0446

Zone Change from the "R Rural Residential District
to the "LC" Lipht Cormercial District

A tract in the SE% of Section 4-29-1E, described as
beginning at the SE corner of the SE%, thence west
along the south line of said SE%, a distance of 235
feet, thence north parallel to the east line of said
SE%, a distance of 250 feet, thence west parallel with
the south line of said SE, a distance of 265 feet,
thence north parallel with east line said SE%, a distance
of 100 feet, thence east parallel with the south line a
distance of 500 feet to a point in the East line said
SE%, thence south along said east line to the point of
beginning. Generally located at the northwest corner of
Hydraulic and 79th Street South. AND

CASE 10. CU-227

Conditional Use Request to Permit Establishment of

A Trap Shooting Facllity on Property
Zoned tﬁe "R Rural Nesidential District

A tract in the SEX of Section 4-29-1E, beginning at a
point on the east line said SE%, 350 feet north of the
SE corner of said SE%, thence west parallel with the
south line said SE%, a distance of 700 feet, thence
north parallel with the east line said SEX, a distance
of 600 feet, thence east parallel with the south line
said SE%, a distance of 700 feet more or less to a point
on the east line said SE}, 600 feet north of the point of
beginning, thence south along the east line said SEX%, to
the point of beginning. Generally located on the west
side of Hydraulic, between /1st and /9th Streets South.

These matters will also appear on the agenda for the regular meet-
ing of the DERBY CITY PLANNING COITMISSIOl at 7:00 p.m., Thursday,
Hovember 22, 1979, City Hall, Derby, Kansas, for purposes of making a
recommencation to the lMetropolitan Area Planning Commission and Board
of County Commissioners.

If these matters are not deferred for further hearings before
either the Haysville City Planning Commission or the Derby City
Planning Conmission, then as provided in the County Zoniny Resolution,
Section 14 - Administration sub-paragraph C, these items will be dis-
cussed and considered by the WICHITA-SEDGWICK: COUNTY METROPOLITAN AREA
PLAIMTING COMI{ISSION at their regular meeting beginning at 1:30 p.m.,
Thursday, December 6, 1979, in the City Commission iieeting Room, City
Hall, First Floor, 755 Worth ilain Street, Vichita, Kansas. All persons
interested in said matters will be heard at this time concerning their
views and wishes in the premises, and any protest against any of the
provisions of the proposed Zoning Resolution and the Conditional Use
vwill be considered as by law provided.

Additional information concerning this case and official protest
vrocedures may be obtained from the Planning Department, 10th floor,
City Hall, or Ly calling 268-4421. j

Robert A. Lakin
Secretary




October 29, 1979

Mr. C Rickstte

The Daily Reporter

201 South Baltimore

Derby, Kansas 67037

Re: SCZ-0444

BCZ-0446 and
v CU-227

Daar Mr, Ricketts:

Enclosed are notices for public hearing which I would like to
have published one time, Hovember 1, 1979.

T would appreciate a copy of the Daily Reportar in which the
notices wlll appear.

Singerely,

Curtia 1, Mahe
LuEmtls L, H2wWey

Junior Planner
CLN;:2l

Enclosuraes
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T This is an application for a Conditional Use Permit. The G

b= $orm must ke completed and filed at the Planning Department, IRTRSL A

Tenth Floor, City Hall, 455 North Main Street, Wichita, Kansas,
in accordance with directions on the accompanying instruction ]
sheet. AN IRCOMPLETE APPLICATION CANNOT BE ACCEPTED, (Fg, o S€ z-0d96 E
: I
Nawe of applicant or applicants and/or their agent or agents. !
Al1l owners of all property reguested to be considered in this
application must be listed in this item. 2

I.

a; .Arpl«‘yémi imn A Plapeone s
ADDRES 506 45 794 s vigirnt (0% I SPHONE _Z£5 -oS/§
‘ AGEW L Ivy: el A
| Y s
‘ ADDRESS__ 50 [ 7T S “ . ___PHONE_yf z9ce
‘ B. APPLICAWT 2¢Base,, . lpuy , A= rSery 7%
& " / :/_' t_“‘ ; +
? i ADDRESS. 728  Se. /Srenclevay £ 55 1) PHONE
. /
AGERT,
ADDRESS PHONE
C. APPLICANT
ADDRESS, PHONE :
AGENT.
ADDRESS PHONE_

(Use separate sheet if necessary for names of additional appli-

cants). i
IX. The applicant proposes to e;t'ablish a TR  ~Sicoring
Ty, (use)
9n property legally described as Lot (s)
= « Block (s) of the
Addition.

|2f appropriate, metes and bounds description may be provided
in the space below or on an attached sheet) .

7 7 = AT

Hane as/ oo Gu_vw,a/{%r_) AP
‘? / ¢ § 4 ) { : ‘; .
e Legp) oo sprmshys Lo

!

Form PR-3
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TiIIS PHROPERTY 1S LOCATED AT {ADDRESS)__

TIE GENERAL LOCATION IS (USE APPRDPRH\T&ECTIDN}

A. AT THE _ CORNER OF AND
, OR
B, ON TEE z o f SIDE OF _ 4 \pintisic (AVENUE) i
STREET BETWEEN _ 7/% s (AVEITUIE) STREET AND '
79 =0 ” (AVENUE) STRELT.
THE PROPERTY INCLUDED IN THIS APPLICATION IS ZONED g _ \

(ZONING DISTRICT CLASSIFICATION).

1 WEQUEST THIS CONDITIOWAL USE PERMIT FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:

- n - - . - 2 o 4,
7O LZxafdnd THE e e FRLTIES ALHERD , T
USE  pWDEL ~ Ao  COVEORM ik USE -

9 (WE), THE APPLICANT(S), ACKNOWLEDGE RECEIPT OF THE INSTRUC-
ION SHEET EXPLAINING THE METHOD OF SUBMITTING THIS APPLICATION.

¥ (WE) REALIZE TIHAT THIS APPLICATION CANNOT BE PROCESSED UNLESSE

IT IS COMPLETELY FILLED IN; IS ACCOMPANIED BY A CURRENT ABSTRACTOR'S
CERTIFICATE AS REQUIRED IN THE INSTRUCTION SHEET: AWD IS ACCO: ;
EY THE APPROPRIATE FEE. I (WE) FURTHER CERTIFY THAT THE ABOVE AN
FOREGOING INFORMATION IS TRUE AND CORRECT TO THE BEST OF MY (OUR)
KNOWLEDGE. I (WE) ACKNOWLEDGE THAT THE BOARD OF COUNTY COIM:
SHALL HAVE AUTHORITY TO IMPOSL SUCH CONDITIONS AS IT DEENS KE
21§ ORDER TO SERVE THE PUBLIC INTEREST AND WELFARE.

FOTE: AT LEAST OME CWNER MUST SIGH THIS APPLICATION. OTHER

/ OWNERS MAY BE_RI CHTED NY AN AGENT OR _AGENTS.
+A -//]77!1 7 777&%&46%/5«

By BY.

AUTHORIZED AGENT (IF ANY) AUTHORIZED AGENT (IT ANY)
BY; BY

AUTHORIZED AGENT (IF ANY) AUTHORIZED AGENT (IF ANY)
BY, BY

AUTUORIZED AGENT (IF ANY) AUTIORIZED AGENT (IF LNY)

This application was received at the Planning Department at /030401

(aM, Pn) on _OA 19 74 (day, month, year). It has been checked

and found to be complete and accompanied hy reguired documents and

the appropriate fee of §_Ju, 00 . “ :;/' /
7 / /
: //1'7: )4 /Ld-.i{.’/l" Kame

0 / //{ Ay Title
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VOTE
Chairman Tom Scott Aye
Commissioner Donald fRraga Aye

Commissioner Everett Patrick Aye

| REQUEST FROM REOUEST FROM SHERIFF'S OFFICE FOR RECLASSIFICATION OF ADMINISTRATIVE

{ SHER}\E@IFOR ASSISTANT POSITION AND AUTHORIZATION TO INCREASE COMPENSATION OF GUARDS
RECL FI-
CATION OF AD- | Sheriff's Legal Advisor Hans Hansen appeared before the Board with a
MINISTRATIVE request for changing the Administrative Assistant, rance 25, to a Cor-
2SSISTANT AND | rections Program Officer, range 27. The Sheriff's Civil Service Board
T0 INCREASE had already approved of this change, he related. This position requires
COMPENSATION counseling and/or police operations, and the Sheriff felt that the re-
OF GUARDS sponsibilities justified the increase.

Mr. Hansen also requested that the compensation for quards be increased
from $14.00 per day to the prevailing minimum wage of $3.10 per hour.
The guards are used to transport orisoners and to quard prisoners at
hospitals. Twenty thousand dollars has been budgeted for this purpose,
and it.is the Sheriff's estimate that expenditures at the new rate would
be $18,740.00 for the year 1980.

Mr. Patrick maintained that there was a State law governing the fees
paid to guards, and in that case, comoensation could nct be changed.

Mr. Hill asked the Board to defer. that item until he could research it.
He stated that approval by the Sheriff's Civil Service Board was the
only action really reauired for the reclassification process.

MOTION

Mr. Patrick made a motion to table for one week the request
for increased comoensation to guards.

Mr. fragg seconded the motion.

VOTE
METROPOLITAN Chairman Tom Scott Aye
AREA Commissioner Donald Gragg Aye
PLANNING Commissioner Everett Patrick Aye
DEPARTMENT
5CZ-0446 AND REQUEST FOR CHANRE IN ZONING FROM "R" TO "LC" TO CONSTRUCT A SPORTING
cu-277 00DS RETAIL QUTLET AND THE ESTABLISHMENT OF A TRAP SHOOTING FIELD IN
AN AREA NORTHWEST OF HYDRAULIC AND 79TH STREET SOUTH
HANCOCK
SECOND Mr. Jack Galbraith, M.A.P.D., appeared before the Board and related
ADDITION that there was so much controversy over the Conditional Use case

that he would first explain the Zonino case. On a map displaved in

the meeting room, he indicated to the Commissioners the area in question.
The property was vacant, and associated with the Hancock Orchard and
their farming operation. Both the Haysville and Derby planning com-

| missions have recommended the zonino change be granted subject to
planning; there was no opposition at any of the meetings, and no pro-
test petition filed.

| Mr. Jerry Berg, attorney for the applicant, came to the podium and ex-
plained that the zone change was being requested in order to reestablish
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the Hancock Sporting Goods Store which burned down in 1970.
MOTION

Mr. Patrick made a motion that the Board concur with the findings
of the M.A.P.C., approve this application subject to the recom-
mended conditions, adopt the resolution establishing the zone
change and conditional use permit, and instruct the Planning
Department to withhold publication of the resolution until the
plat and dedications have been recorded with the Register of
Deeds.

Mr. Gragg seconded the motion.

VOTE
Chairman Tom Scott Aye
Commissioner Donald Gragg Aye

Commissioner Everett Patrick Aye

Mr. Galbraith then presented the Board with photographs of the trap-
sheoting facility. He explained that this nine acres is land owned by
the Hancock family and used by them since 1952 for trapshooting. There
have been two trapshoots and two skeetshoots in the southwestern corner
of the property. The applicant has filed for a conditional use permit
on the entire nine acres because he wants to be able to hold four regis-
tered nationdl trapshoots per year and the rest of the time, use it for
target practice, local shoots, and special events. The photographs showed
five trapshooting boxes: three were added before the applicant realized
that a conditional use permit was necessary. He stated that the permit
would not require a unanimous vote because the number of protesting
citizens amounted to only 9.38% of the thousand foot ring.

Mr. Galbraith told the Board that both the Derby and Haysville planning
commissions approved the permit subiect to several conditions, the most
important of which he felt were 1) the five traps are to be used for
only four registered shoots per year; 2) shooting hours are to be from
9:00 a.m. to 9:00 p.m.; and 3) in addition to the four registered shoots,
shooting is to be allowed only one night per week and on weekends.

The M.A.P.C, stipulated that the five traps are to be used only during

the four registered shoots per year, and at all other times, only the

two original traps are to be used. Shootina hours are to be from 9:00 a.m.
to 9:00 p.m. Shooting is to be allowed only on weekends and one night
during the week; lighting is to be provided for only the two original traps
to the west, and used for only four nights per year. The applicant ob-
jected to this last condition, maintaining that he needed to be able to
operate the fields more than four nights a year.

Mr. Berg said that league shooting would require that the fields be
open one night a week for seven weeks. He requested that approval be
subject to the conditions set up by the Haysville and Derby planning
commissions; the other requirements of the M_A.P.C. were acceptable
except for this one. In addition, he pointed out that tests conducted
to determine the noise levels resulted in a reading of 67 decibels, or
two points above normal conversation; this before the reqrowth of the
orchard, which had been removed.

Mr. Joe Hancock, son of the applicant, iterated the reauest for light-
ing on the fields one night a week for seven weeks instead of four nights
a year. He said he would 1ike to move the liahts over the distance of
one trap, farther away from the residential area.
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Mr. Steve Rudd came to the podium and told the Board that he and his
father owned the 80 acres across the street from the trapshoot. The
Commission had previously approved light industrial zonina for a sand
pit operation on their property: their future plans were for residential
development. Mr. Rudd expressed his satisfaction with the proposed ex-
pansion of the trapshoot. He himself had been trapshootina for over 20
years all over the country, he said, and it was his observation that not
one facility he had seen had contributed to the detriment of surrounding
properties nor failed to earn money for its owner.

Mr. Scott asked if there were anyone else present to speak in favor of
the applicant. He then invited those who were opposed to come to the
podium.

Mr. Royce Wallace, representing 15 people who reside to the west and
northwest of the trapshoot fields, contended that the commercial use
of the traps had been abandoned, and what was being requested was not
expansion but a new commercial facility. With respect to lighting,
his clients were adamant; none of the residents had seen any lighting
used in connection with trapshooting with the exception of some farm
lighting at the Hancock residence, to the south.

Mr. Wallace maintained that the reaistered shoots would be using from
9,000 to 12,000 rounds of ammunition per day, and that the noise gener-
ated would invade his clients' property. He said that the decibel Tevel
quoted by Mr. Berg as two points above normal conversation was in excess
of levels allowed by communities throughout the United States, and that
until the traoshoot activity was accelerated, there would be no way to
know what the decibel level would actually be. He sugaested to the Com-
mission that this would be a good time to examine the decibel limitations
in question, and to consider and develop a policy with which all areas
in the County would have to comply. One of his clients, he said, suf-
fered from a serious disease and had moved to his present location for
peace and quiet, but found that the noise level had become intolerable
to him during the last year and a half.

Mr. Ralbraith advised the Board that if it chose to deny the application,
the County regulations provide that the Hancocks can expand the number
of traps by one without going through additional application. They can
also go to the County Board of Zonina Appeals and gain the three traps
mwamdﬁstﬁ,amMquﬂrmwumnWSOMrwm.m
remarked that the County Zoning Administrator's Office is the one that
enforces conditional use regulations and the applicant should provide
them a letter stating the dates of the four registered shoots so that
the Office will know a violation is not occurring.

Mr. Robert Parker, 7701 South Laura, came to the podium and stated

that he 1ived 700 or 800 feet from the thousand foot ring. He identi-
fied himself as the resident with a serious disease; multiple sclerosis.
It was diaagnosed in 1965, and his condition worsened until he moved to
his present location in 1971. From that time to this, he had heard
only sporadic shootina which had coincided with the hunting season.
Other than that, he and his family and neighbors had never heard any-
thing like the noise they had to tolerate in October of this year.

Mr. Parker expressed his rearet at having asked a friend with Parkin-
son's Disease to relocate to this neiohborhood, in view of the trap-
shoot expansion. Mr. Parker maintained that it would be virtually
impossible for him to move away because his mobile home would not brina
a good price on the market, and bank loans were unattainable.

Mr. Ernest Davidson, 7700 South Laura, stated that he had purchased J
his land from the Hancocks in 1971. Until last year, the only shooting




BOARD OF SEDGWICK COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
PROCEEDINGS

Regular Meeting
January 2, 1980 Page 8

he had heard had been very occasional. A week ago, his neighbor's
basement was being dug with a tractor, and the shooting from the fields
could be heard above that noise. He expressed his chaarin at the in-
vasion of his peace and quiet in what was supposed to be a residential
area by the people from whom he bought his property.

Mrs. Carolyn Davidson, 7700 South Laura, testified that when the Hancock
Sporting Goods store was in existence, the only trapshooting facility
was a foot trap used for the customers' convenience in trying out quns.
The noise generated by Turnpike traffic and airplanes was inevitable

as well as necessary, she contended, but not the noise from the trap-
shooting fields, especially when land was available elsewhere for such
an operation. She said that she and her husband had not known of the
traps until they were in place and being used, and thought at first the
noise was target practice until they got a barrage of shooting from 1:00
in the afternoon until sundown on Saturdays and Sundays during the last
year. Mrs. Davidson commented on her husband's heart trouble and her
nerves, stating that the increased noise level on weekends hadn't helped
either of them.

Mr. Berg commented that this had become an emotional issue: not one of
the protesters had mentioned the turkey shoot which had been held the
day before in which there were over four thousand rounds of ammunition
fired. Turkey shoots, he said, had been held every year for the last
five years. He pointed out that the Commission knew that on this sort
of agricultural land there can be any amount of hunting allowed with

no restrictions on the frequency of shooting.. Now, his client was try-
ing to achieve a structured, conditional use of an existing non-conforming
use. Mr. Berg remarked that the past location of the Wichita Gun Club
was in the 3400 block of West Maple in a residential area, and that he
and his client were not talking about anything different from what is
currently accepted in the County and in many cities across the country.

Mrs. Hancock came to the podium and related that this was the first
time she had heard any complaints about the trapshooting fields. She
said that the traps had been in existence since 1952 and had been used
—| every year; in fact, the traps had existed before the Sporting Goods
store, which had been built in 1960. She cited the civic, social and
business-related clubs which used the facility with regularity, and the
trapshoot's safety record.

Mr. Scott asked Mr. Berg what would be the effect if an application for
two additional fields were turned down.

Mr. Berg stated that the shooting involved in a registered shoot would
take much longer: that was the reason for reaquesting the expansion to
five fields--one for practice and four for competition. He told the Board
that his client was trying to proceed in an orderly fashion to comply with
the spirit and the letter of the law, but that without approval, there
would be a good chance of expansion to three shooting areas and possibly
six. -

Mr. Scott asked if there were anyone else to be heard before the Board
took action.

! MOTION

Mr. Scott made a motion that the Board concur with the Derby
and Haysville planning commissions, and in lieu of the M.A.P.C.
restriction on lighting to four nights per year, allow night
lighting one night per week. In addition, the dedication shall
be submitted within 90 days, or this case is to be considered
null and void.

IO . - NG i O s i i 5 I
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Mr. Patrick seconded the motion.

VOTE
Chairman Tom Scott Aye
Commissioner Donald Gragg Aye

Commissioner Everett Patrick Aye

RECUEST FOR CHANGE IN ZONING FROM "R-1" TO “AA" SO THAT AREA MAY BE
PLATTED INTO SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL LOTS ON THE EAST SIDE OF 143RD
STREET EAST, 1/2 MILE SOUTH OF 13TH STREET

Mr. Galbraith told the Board that this was a very small piece of land,
and pointed it out on a map displayed in the meeting room. He related
that it was just east of Crestview County Club, and that previously
the Board had granted single family zoning on this property.
Mr. Scott asked the Board members if they had any questions.

MOTION

Mr. Gragg made a motion that this request be approved with
the concurrence of the M.A.P.C.

Mr. Patrick seconded the motion.

VOTE
Chairman Tom Scott Aye
Commissioner Donald fragg Aye

Commissioner Everett Patrick Aye

RESOLUTION ASSIGNING ROADS WITHIN STEVENS ADDITION TO THE RIVERSIDE
TOWNSHIP ROAD SYSTEM

Acting County Engineer Joe Freeman apoeared before the Board and presented
a resolution assioning 59th South, 59th Street Court, Greenwood and Ida
Avenues in the Stevens Addition, which is located to the west of Hydraulic
between 55th and 63rd Street South. He related that the roads had been
built te County standards and had been inspected and accepted by the River-
side Township Board; he recommended approval.

MOTION
Mr. Scott made a motion tc approve the resolution.

Mr. Gragg seconded the motion.

VOTE
Chairman Tom Scott Aye
Commissioner Donald Gragg Aye

Commissioner Everett Patrick Aye

CONTRACT BETWEEN THE BOARD OF SEDRWICK COUNTY COMMISSIONERS AND CLEARWATER
EXCAVATING, INC., FOR THE CONSTRUCTION OF SANITARY SEWER IMPROVEMENTS FOR
ARBOR LAKES ESTATES, PHASE II

Mr. Freeman stated that this was the execution of a contract which the
Board had previously awarded for the construction of lateral sewers in
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Building Planning Inspections & Codes
1248 S. Seneca
Wichita, KS

Dear Mr, Werbin:

I would imagine you're probably getting quite tired of my questions |
and inquiries but it will be very important that the records be
correct, and since Mr. Bill Hancock seems to have trouble remembering
which of his trap-shooting facilities are new and which ones have
been there for years, let me offer this sketch.

Sometime in the last couple of weeks, please note that another target

throwing device was either built or moved onto their property (a small

shed-type building on stilts, probably something to throw targets

higher). 1 didn't notice it until yesterday because it was partially

hidden by another building. I'm quite sure the Hancock's will say

it's been there for years, but funniest thing, it wasn't there the

last time I looked. Believe me, one can hardly help but look: |
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October 2, 1979

Bill Hancock, Chairman

Haysville City Planning Commission
1500 East 79th Street South
Wichita, Kansas 67233

Re: Trap Shooting
Dear Bill:

As I advisedyou last Thursday, the County's text is not clear
as to where either a rifle range or trap shooting range is
permitted. There is no question, however, that such use is
not permitted in the "LC" district as that district requires
activities to be operated indoors and also prohibits uses
that are objectionable due to noise, vibration, or other
similar causes, Even the next higher classificaiton, the "C"
district, would not permit trap shooting.

The only other experience we have had for such a request was
for the Hiﬁhway Patrol who requested a Conditional Use Permit
under the "R" Rural Residential District for a pistol shooting
Range. After reviewing that case file, I am convinced that
you can request a "Conditional Use" for a Trap Shooting Range
under the Conditional Use section of the Regulations in the
"R" district and such use could be approved by the Board of
County Commission, subject to any conditions they believe
necessary to help make the use compatible with the surrounding
area. In addition to filing the Conditional Use application,
it would be helpful if you submitted a letter of explanation
and site plan explaining how it is proposed that the trap
shooting operation will be conducted, the number of trap
shooting areas, their location, parking, lighting 1f proposed
to be operated at night, fencing location if proposed, etc.

As to your request for a hardware store, such use is permitted
in the "LC" district and a request for zone change needs to be
filed. .

If you have questions on filing either application, please call.

Sincerely,

Jack H. Galbraith
JHG: el Chief Planner

"
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OWNERSHIP

Tract Property Owner

The SW% of the SW% of Section 3-29-1F ‘/ v Dema Hancock (Mahoney)
8249 South Hydraulic 67233

The NW% of the NW% of Section 10-29-1F /y Butts Farms Inc., Rt. #2
' Mulvane, Kansas 67110

A tract beginning at a point 235 feet west -t Dema A. Mahoney

of the SE corner of the SE% of Section 4-29-1E 8249 South Hydraulic 67233
thence west along the socuth line of said SEX

405 feet; thence north parallel with the east

line of said SE%, 215 feet; thence east 405 feet;

thence south 215 feet to beginning

The SE% of the SE% of Section 4-29-1F -+ Dema A. Mahoney
except above described tract 8249 South Hydraulic

The North 361 feet of the east 332.5 feet "Kenneth Morgan Wait
of the NE% of Section 9-29-1E, subject to / % 8025 South Hydraulic
road easement on the north 40 feet and the

east 40 feet

The west 332.5 feet of the East 665 feet of F. B. Davis and Martha
the north 228 feet of the NE} of the NE} of % 2122 South Wichita
Section 9-29-1E, subject to road easement on 67213

the north 40 feet and the west 30 feet

The south 133 feet of the north 361 feet of - y F. B. Davis and Martha
the west 332.5 feet of the east 665 feet of ' 2122 South Wichita
the NE} of Section 9-29-1E, subject to road 67213

easement on the west 30 feet

The west 122.5 feet of the east 787.5 feet A Clifford R. Lewis & M. Amelia
of the north 228 feet of the NEX of the NEY 8013 Victoria 67233

of Section 9-29-1E, except the north 40 feet

for road

The NW% of the SW% of Section 3-29-1E ,*7& K,‘ R. A. Ruud & Son Inc.

N1=15-79 fPolinaud a-/\uz-.f""“ 773 3o

EIRa D / 7720
The East 10 acres of the SWY of the SEL Charles W. Cookson & Margaret J
of Section 4-29-1E o

6760 South Hydraulic 67233

v Viwamn Dickey BarS7¢, lergy, K¢ 67057
The south half of the west half of the east { + G. H. Whittenberg & Dorothy
half of the SW of the SEY of Section 4-29-1!% v 1320 East 79th St. South
except the west 30 feet ! 67233
/ ALty A o o - < e
J NE 43S CoreFosony | & 1—’:‘: ¥

s s
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Tract

The north 75.36 feet of the west half of the
east half of the SW% of the SE% of Section
4-29-1E

v

The north 100 feet of the south 379 feet of
the north half of the west half of the east VY
half of the SW% of the SE% of Section 4-29-1E
The north half of the west half of the east hal
of the SW% of the SW% of Section 4-29-1E, excep

the south 379 feet and except the mnorth 75.36 ft. Lo, 67203 #v Fe
B2 Rty

The south 147.9 feet of the north half of the
west half of the east half of the SW% of the SE}
of Section 4-29-1E, except the west 30 feet

v
A
/Dewey Gressel and Annabele

8260 Hancock Drive
67233

The north 131.1 feet of the south 279 feet of
the north half of the west half of the east
half of the SW% of the SE% of Section 4-29-1E

The north 196 feet of the East 630 feet of the
south half of the NE} of the SE% of Section
4-29-1E

The south half of the NE} of the SE% of
Section 4-29-1E, except the north 196 feet
of the east 630 feet

lot 6, Block D Hancock 2nd Addition

s
l./v'
/v
g o

Jo

The south 133 feet of the north 760 feet of /

the west 332.5 feet of the east 997.5 feet

of the NE% of Section 9-29-1E, subject to
road easement on the east 30 feet thereof

lot 7, Block D

lot 8, Block D Same

lot 9, Block D Same

lot 10, Block D Same

The north 228 feet of the NE% of the NE)% of
Section 9-29-1E, except the east 997.5 feet
thereof and except the north 40 feet and the
west 30 feet for road

v

T

Property Owner

Glenn B. Hastings & Helen L.
725 East Wayne 67216

‘Clayton E. Brown and
Margaret E. Brown
7830 Laura 67216
v
Roy E. Beck and Doris A.
1315-North West St., Apt. 17
ity addion
—
Thurman D. Parvin and
/ Melva Kathryn Parvin
7850 Laura 67216

E. C. Batson and Jo Ann Batson
7840 Laura 67216

Dema A. Mahoney
8249 South Hydraulic
67233

Carlton Johnson & Martha J.
7338 Pattie 67233

Robert D. Syers & Vera M.
7756 Pattie 67233

Larry Lee Haner & Helen Pearl
7757 Lulu 67233

Neal W. Rusher & Lois J.
7735 Lulu 67233

R. L. Hancock & Dema A.

8249 South Hydraulic 67233

Finis H. Nelson & Pearl L.

1415 East 79th St. South
67233

Jimmy R. Gass & Susan M. Gass
8101 Victoria 67233




Tract Property Owner

The east 105 feet of the west 1207.5 feet of ‘/ . James Newt Butcher & Wesley M.
the north 228 feet of the NE% of Section v 1321 East 79th St. South
9-29-1E, except the north 40 feet for road 67233

north 627 feet of the west 332.5 feet of the 8056 Victoria 67233
east 665 feet of the NE% of Section 9-29-1EF
subject to road row on the west 30 feet

The south half of the south 133 feet of the /‘, Gail J. Kreutzer & Janet V,
v

The south 133 feet of the north 494 feet of Kenneth Morgan Wait &
the east 332.5 feet of the NE% of Section .. Rosella Louise Wait
9-29-1E, subject to road easement on the east’r.} 8025 south Hydraulic
40 feet 67233

The south 133 feet of the north 760 feet of . William J. Scott & Valeta D.
the east 332.5 fe%s of?tlée NE% of Section . /¥ 8101 South Hydraulic
9-29-1F ficiwan fa bidrs By SCeThe j Drg, 67233

i»=e79" 7757 ﬂmg%—%m il

The north 228 feet of the west half of the Edd Olson Beach & Nancy L.
NE% of Section 9-29-1E except the West 1,207.5 v 4580 Jade 67216

feet and except the north 40 feet and east 30

feet for road

The east 210 feet of the west 1102.5 feot l/ Raymond Fields and Verna T
of the north 228 feet of the NE) of Scclion v 8027 Lulu 67233
9-29-1E, subject to road easemcnt on the

north 40 feet

The west 210 feet of the east 997.5 feetr of / D. T. Dirck and N. Nelle
the north 228 feet of the NEL of Section ¥ 1501 East 79th St. South
9-29-1E, subject to road easement on the north 67233

40 feet thereof

The west 302.5 feet of the East 997.5 feet of\{ William M. Ehart & Lillian F.
the South 133 feet of the north 361 feet of 8025 Victoria 67233
the NE% of the NE% of Section 9-29-1E

The south 133 feet of the north 627 feet of /fceorge L. McIntire & Arzella Z.
the west 332.5 feet of the east 665 feet of 8048 Victoria 67233
the NE% of Section 9-29-1E, except the south half

The south 133 feet of the north 361 feet of Raymond W. Fields & Verna P.
the west half of the NE} of Section 9-29-1E 717 8027 Lulu 67233

except the west 997.5 feet, subject to road

easement on the east 30 feet

Scuth 133 feet of west 332.5 feot of east 665J Carl D. Gifford & Verna J.

g«:;;- cl»f north 494 feet of the Nii of Section V 8040 Victoria 67233
-29-1E

South 266 feet of north 626 feet of west half J L. J. Shoffner Sr. and
of NE} Section 9-29-1E, except west 997.5 feet / Elizabeth E. Shoffner
8051 Lulu 67233




Tract Property Owner

The south 133 feet of the north 627 feet of :Xvictor A. Hetzel & Margaret E.
the NE} of the NEY of Section 9-29-1F, except

E e T Do
the east 997.5 feet and except west 30 feet L (Bogard 11-77T9 #0011t :Mg;:bo
‘

for road

The South 266 feet of the north 494 feec of v/ Paul Knabe and Izora Knabe
the east half of the NE) of Section 9-29-1E ~/ 8040 Lulu 67233
except the east 997.5 feet, and subject to
road easement on the west 30 feet

L
The south 266 feet of the north 627 feet of \/ Howard W, & Vivian M.
the west 332.5 feet of the east 997.5 feet Address (Unknown
of the NE% of Section 9-29-1E, subject to it o
road on the East 30 feet

The South 133 feet of the north 760 feet of the , Travis C. Thomas & Barbara J.
west 332.5 feet of the east 665 feet of the /4 8100 Vietoria 67233

NE% of Section 9-29-1E, subject to road ease-

ment on the west 30 feet

The south 133 feet of the north 627 feet of / - Kenneth Daniels & Maxine
the East 332.5 feet of the NE% of Section 8051 South Hydraulic
9-29-1E, subject to 40 feet on the east for 67233

road




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

A tract in the SE% of Section 4-29-1E,
beginning at a point on the east line

said SE%, 350 feet north of the SE cormer

of said SE¥, thence west parallel with the
south line said SE%, a distance of 700 feet,
thence north parallel with the east line said
SE%, a distance of 600 feet, thence east parallel
with the south line said SE% a distance of
700 feet more or less to a point on the

east line said SE%, 600 feet north of the
point of beginning, thence south along the
east line said SE% to the point of beginning

as shown by the last deeds of record on file in the Office of the Register

of Deeds of Sedgwidk County, Kansas, on the 10th day of October, 1979 at

7:00 o'clock A.M.

THE SECURITY ABSTRACT ITLE COMPANY, INC.
By \%

Vice President

Order No. 282138
wh




_o4u b
L CU3D)

WICHITA - SEDGWICK COUNTY

3 iJ
ﬂ‘]?ﬂ 3 HET 3% 120212N1 1L/02/79
{: |1| / RETURN TO BENDER
n | NOT DELIVERAELE AS ADDRESSED
UNABLE TO FORWARD

METROPOLITAN ARIEA PLANNING VICTOR A & MARGARET E HETZEL
935 SUMMEY
CITY MALL — TENTH FLOCR

455 NORTH MAIN STAEET WICHITA KS 67217
WICHITA, KANSAS 67202 S
Hd TpdeeLae. D, @W""’“ﬂa‘ GFoéGo
== X

WICKITA - SEDGWICK COUNTY

L
Wﬂg @ FETURNED FOR gerren ADDRESS

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING R. A. RUUD & SON INC NU 5
D nTDENT 77347 CEMSOUTH HYDRAULIC SUCH Nl’:ﬁﬁ}‘ /
CITY HALL — TENTH FLOOR 7 TCHITA KS 67_2_3_3’\ R.

&

455 NORTH MAIN STREET
WICHITA, KANSAS 67202

Imporiant! Notice of Meeling Enclosed

o) o

WICHIT — SEDGIGK COUNTY

Wﬂg ‘

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING ROY E & DORIZ A BECK
DEPARTMENT

CITY HALL — TENTH FLOOR
455 NORTH MAIN STREET. . .
WICHITA. KANSAS 67202

e - . Ada o
Important! Notice of Meeting Enclosed W =~




WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY ] ; i : ! : -,H £

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COHHlSSIDS % fﬁfﬁ*u

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

NOTICE TO ADJOINING PROPERTY OWNERS: EEEEEEEg:i;&Ezg——

Our notice to you dated November 2, 1979, advised that the
following cases would be heard by the Haysville City Planning Com-
mission on Thursday, November 8§, 1979; the Derby City Planning Com-
mission on Thursday, November 22, 1979; and the Wichita-Sedgwick
County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission on Thursday, December
6, 1979.

Zone Change from the "R" Rural Residential District
to the "LC' Light Commercial District

A tract in the SE% of Section 4-29-1E, described as
beginning at the SE corner of the SE%, thence west
along the south line of said SE%, a distance of 235
feet, thence north parallel to the east line of said i
SE%, a distance of 250 feet, thence west parallel with i
the south line of said SE%, a distance of 265 feet,

thence north parallel with the east line said SE%, a

distance of 100 feet, thence east parallel with the south

line a distance of 500 feet to a point in the east line

said SE%, thence south along said east line to the point

of beginning. Generally located at the northwest corner

of Hydraulic and 79th Street South. AND

CASE NO, CU-227

Conditional Use Request to Permit Establishment of
A Trap Shooting Facility on Property
Zoned the "R Rural Residential District

A tract in the SE% of Section 4-29-1E, beginning at a

point on the east line said SE%, 350 feet north of the

SE corner of said SE%, thence west parallel with the

south line said SE%, a distance of 700 feet, thence

north parallel with the east line said SE%, a distance

of.600 feet, thence east parallel with the south line | ]
said SE%, a distance of 700 feet more or less to a point |
on the east line said SE%, 600 feet north of the point of

beginning, thence south along the east line said SE%, to

the point of beginning. Generally located on the west

side of Hydraulic, between 7/Ilst and /J9th Streets South.

However, the Derby City Planning Commission has advised that they
will not meet on Thursday, November 22, 1979, but will meet instead
on THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 29, 1979. All other dates are correct as stated
in the previous notice.

Jack H, Galbraith
Assistant Secretary




FORM 29-“ PAYMENT NOTICE ﬁ
City of Wichita
Bldg. Use of Str. Code Bks Copies
Elec Elev. Insp. Hse Moving Lic.
Mech Boiler Insp. Pav. Cuts Cert.
Plbg Exam Fees Sewer Elev.
Signs Plan Rev. (P.W.) Cement M.5.P.
Flanning ™~
DESCRIPTION AMOUNT
NAME
ADDRESS
FUND ‘ [DUE DATE
COMMENTS :
DATE ]BY
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iFERRAL FROM WicHITA-SEDGWICK CounTy METROPOL ITAN AREA PLant ING Commiss oy

iRBY CitY PLANNING CoMMISS |ON.

« ON December 1979 :

a Trap.shuoting Facility. l

Case No. _CU-227 To BE HEARD BY THE M. A, P. C

REQUEST FOR Conditional Use Permit to Establish

Reason For ReEQuEsT (As proviDED BY PETITIONER):

To expand the Shooting
Facilities already in use under non-conformis g use,

LocaTioN ofF PROPERTY: on the west side
Streets South,-

LecAL DEScRiIPTION OF PROPERTY: A tract in the SE: of Section 4-29-1E
point on the F. line of satd SE%, 380.£:. M. of the SE comer of said SEX
allel with the S, line said $£%, a distance of 700 ft,, thence N. parallel with the E. lire
.said SE%, a distance of.600 ft.; thence E. parallel with the . line said SE%, a distance
of 700 ft. more or less to a point on the E, line said SE%, 600 ft. N. of the point of
beginning, thence south along the E. line said SE%, to the point of beginning,

' ”
| )
APPLICANT:  Dema A. Mahoney A/ 0 ¢
APORESSS 3505 B 7otk se. Hauti, Wichita, Ks. 67233
AGENT FOR APPLICANT: Bill Hancock :
SurrounNDING Lanp Useg: East & South: Undeveloped; Horth: Undeveloped & Farm
. House; West: Undeveloped & single family home,

of Hydraulie, between 71st and 79th

, beginning at a
, thence' W, par-

e | = f —
N & 7 2048a0 (£
\\\ fo=7= ey
N S | | ;
X ﬂﬂ \\“J‘\ I
o _._.,,‘s_v?" AP ;:q;av.u.am"-}a:n:r..n
Ri hoc, 58 25
f[\r \\‘.‘ o
i \ W T
;.' ] 9 I =
LAY 1% B .
| Fas e iEele
Wi : ke o
tii ! \ \ "
ey Y (1
" 1 ks *x
3 l R R

b
|
i
i L
i

SIS, J
pnst Exdgle ol

CCOMMENN  TIol e corzgyse 1y [, "0 P, O.:




01 December 6, 1979 3

P ; Shooting Facility, ‘

»pand the Shooting

between 7lst and 79th

son 4-29-1E, begimiing at a
caid SE%, thence'W, par-
parallel with the E. line
ine said SE%, a distance

t. N. of the point of

of beginning.
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th: Undeveloped & Farm
rle family home.
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