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June 21, 1984

Mr. Robert L. Nethercot
Operations Director

Melvin Simon & Associates, Inc.
4600 West Kellogg

Wichita, Kansas 67209

RE: DP-10 - WICHITA MALL SHOPPING CENTER C.U.P. -
Fence Requirement

Dear Mr. Nethercot:

We acknowledge receipt of your June 13th letter and agree that re-
building the fence along the east side of The Wichita Mall may be delayed
until the Spring of 1985, or until such time as the adjacent Georgetown
residential development is almost complete. We would like to review your
plans for the fence construction prior to its installation. Please con-
tact us when you are ready to discuss these plans.

Sincerely,

Jack H. Galbraith
Chief Planner

JHG:LO:biw

cc: Robert B. Feldner, Superintendent of Central Inspection




\ ‘Towne West Square

Phone: (316) 945-9374

June 13, 1984

Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
Mr. Jack H. Galbraith

455 North Main St.

Wichita, KS £7202

Re: DP-10-Wichita Mall Shopping
Center C.U.P.

Dear Sir:

As you are aware, the required fence separating our property from
the apartment area to the East has been removed. As you and I
discussed previously on the phone, this was a result of deliberate
destruction by vandals when construction began on the "Georgetown"
project, I instructed my staff to remove remaining parts of this
fence for appearance only.

We definitely will replace this fence to adhere to all zoning
ordinances, but to do so immediately would be unwise. I believe
a new fence will be destroyed in the same way if we are required
to rebuild during the construction of Georgetown Manor.

Therefore, I request permission to delay building this fence until
the Spring of 1985 or at such time when the construction project
is almost complete.

I would appreciate your consideration of this request and at your
earliest convenience advising me of your decision.

Sincerely,

MELVIN SIMON & ASSOCIATES, INC.
Robert L. Nethercot
Operations Director RE@E]IME]D

JUN1 5 1984
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February 24, 1984

Manager

The Wichita Mall
4165 East Harry
Wichita, Eansas 67218

RE: DP-10 - Wichita Mall Shopping Center C.U
Dear S8ir:

We were recently advised that the required fence along the east side
of the mall's property had been removed. That fence was a requirement
of the above captioned C.U.P. which was approved in 1965, No authori-
zation from the City has been given for such removal nor has the C.U.P.
been amended to delete the fence as a requirement.

The drive-in theater site to the east has been rezoned for 1light com-
mercial and multiple family uses. That property also has an approved
C.U.P. that indicates the required fence separating their apartment
area from your commercial area. Their light commercial zoning extends
south from the centerline of Harry Street for a distance of 650 feet.
No fenmce or wall would be required in that area, however, no request
has been made to remove the requirement from the C.U.P. you operate
under, From the above point to your south property line, a distance
of approximately 330 feet, there is residential zoning immediately to
the east and some form of solid screening is still needed and is re-
quired by the C.U.P.

I would appreciate your contacting either me or Art Chambers of my
staff at 268-4421 at your earliest convenience and advisiog us of your
intention to replace the fence so as to be in compliance with the ap-
proved C.U.P.

Sincerely,

Jack H. Galbraith
Chief Planner

JHG:ADC:blw

cc: Robert B. Peldner, Superintendent of Central Inspection, City of
Wichita, 455 N. Main, Wichita, XKS. 67202




November 21, 1978

Mr. Karl Walker

M.S. Management Assoclates, Inc.
7700 East Ksllngg

Wichita, Kansas 67207

Re: Landscape Plan - Wichita Mall
C.U.P. (DP-10)

Dear Mr. Walker:

We are in receipt of and have reviewed your latest copy of the
proposed landscape plan for the planting strip along Roosevelt
Street on the Wichita Mall C.U.P. (DP-50). It appears that you
have incorporated our previcus suggestions into your proposed
plan. We will, therefore, approve your landscape plan as
submitted and advise the Superintendent of Central Inspection
of our approval, by copy of this letter. Your plan does not
indicate the means by which watering of the plant materials
will be accomplished. An adequate watering system is very
important in assuring the continued survivability of plant
materials. If you have not already done so, we suggest that
you determine and establish a method of providing adequate
water to the planting strip. As a condition of approval of
the landscape plan, please forward a letter to the Central
Inspection Division of the Department of Public Works speci-
f£ying the method and continued responsibility of providing
water to the plant materials in the planting strip.

If you have any questions concerning this matter, please
contact our office.

Sincerely,

Robert A, Lakin
Director of Planning

RAL:RLY:el
cc: Robert Feldner, Superintendent of Central Inspection
Melvin Simon & Assocliates, 1712 North Meridian,
Indianapolis, Indiana 46202
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November 17, 1978

Mr. Karl Walker, Area Manager
M.S. Management Associates, Inc.
7700 East Kellogg Road

Wichita, Kansas 67207

Landscape Plan for Wichita Mall
Shopping GCenter at Harry and
Roosevelt

Dear Mr. Walker:

We have reviewed the submitted landscape plan for the 10 foot
planting area along Roosevelt for the Wichita Mall. I have
checked the plan with the existing plants in the field and
have deleted and added some materials at locations that I
believe would not interfere with the driveways. I am concerned
about additional pines being planted next to the south driveway
as that entrance is used extensively by both employees and
customers. Rather than having all of the plants at approxi-
mat:ly the same spacing, I have attempted to indicate plants
at closer intervals or clustered in groups. A marked copy ia
enclosed and we would appreciate your having it reviewed, and
i1f it is satisfactory or you have additional plants or arrange-
ments to suggest, please return four (4) prints to us for our
final approval.

If yéu have any questions, please contact either me or Bob
Young at 268-4421.

Sincerely,

Jack H. Galbraith
Chief Planner

JHG:el
Enc.

cc: Melvin Simon and Associates, 1712 N. Meridianm,
Indianapolis, Ind. 46202
Robert Feldner, Superintendent of Central Inspection

il e B B s T e




Septenter 29, 1578

Mr. Irv Rogers, Szaff Assistant
Melvia Sizon Assoclates

1800 N. Mu -idian Strect
Indianspolis, IN 46202

RE: 4165 2, Hurry
The Mall Shopping Center

Dear Sir:

You are owner of record of subject property iaspected Jeptember 21, 1978 under
the provisions of Ordinance Fo. 12,419 adopted >y the City fommission on
November 28, 1972, This ordinince in knswn 42 the lHonreildentisl Property
Maufintenance Code, Chuapter 18.40 of the Ooda of the olty of Uichita. The
purpose of this code Ls to protect the public health srd safety of the
citizens of the city by estnblinhing minimum standsrds governing the main-

of all icdential structurcs. This inspectfon revealed the
follovwing violstion of the code: i :

After 3 savere r.ain and wind atorm on September 9, 1978 it was =gain found
that water {opounds to s depth above the flashing causing damage to the
{uterior of the building, and is a violation of Section 1707(b) of the UBC,

This Department strongly suspects thst roof failures havae occured due to

water pounding. Thus, as nuthorized under Section 107 of tha U3Z, you axe
hereby requerted to furnich sn Architect or Ingineer (licenzed in the ltato

of X.nsnn) kKo survey and make recoomendationn within 19 doya, and have neccasary
corrections underwny within 30 days,

In view of the above, it is essential that nction be taken {rmediatsly to
forgo the necessity for this Department to initiate -legal action.

Also due to the harsh weathar al Innpection Division is in tha
proceas of ilanpecting 2ll Community Unit Plan developmente within the Gity
for the purpose of verifying the i{nstsallatfon and miintensace of all

acraening and landscaping as required by tha approved CUF. Unfortunataly,

this inspection, ptember 29, 1978, revealed that this CUP




Page 2
RFt 4163 F. Warry

The M:11 Shoppiez Center
Soptomber 29, 1978

(NP-10) fe in violation of the requiremente. Exinting planring rercens
rust be matntained ond dead (or non-exirtant) lendacepe planting munt be
replaced, The eixht foot hirh rolid screcning will slons the south property
1ine in badly cdamnced and in need of repair. There sre three atrands of
barbed wire installed on the top of the boerd feuce along the esst property
Jine. The barbed wire is not allowed by Coce, and rust be removed,

This letter shull be considered assuf ficient notificntion that unlesr sation

4s inittated within thirty deys to cosply with the sbove, the sppropriste
retfon will ke tiken to insure corrsetion., Boeds susranteeing sereening/lind-
scaping install tions and {mprovements may be ccnsidered nceeptable fnfti-1
n=tion, im that regerd,

1t will be necess:ry to withhald coprovsl for s11 tullding permits aad
occupncy permits sssceicted with this CUP until such time thit the daficiencies
have been corrented, outr ‘sairtince and cooperation in expeditiously
resolvinz this mitter will be appreciasted.

Ve look forwnrd to hearing from you soon.

Sincerely,

Sem L. Mobliey
tuilding Code Administrator

ce: Ceell Dorman, 932 F. 13th
Carl Vslker, MH-sniger, Tcwne Iiat
Jsek Galbraith, kKetropolitsn Arss Planning Department

SLi:kda




September 29, 1978

Mr. Irv Rogers, Staff Assistant
Melvin Simon Associates

1800 N, Meridian Street
Indianspolis, IN 46202

RE: 4165 E, Harry
The Mall Shopping Center

Dear Sir:

You ave owner of record of eubject property inspected September 21, 1978 under
the provisions of Ordinsnce No. 32,419 adopted by the City Cormission on
November 28, 1972. This ordinance is known as the Nonresidential Property
Mzintenance Code, Chapter 18,40 of the Code of the City of Wichita, The
purpose of this code is to protect the public health and safety of the
citizens of the city by establishing minimum standards governing the main-
tensnce of all nonresidential structures. This inspection revealed the
following violation of the code:

After a severe rain and wind storm on September 9, 1978 it was 2gain foumd
that water impounds to « depth sbove the flashing causing damage to the
interior of the building, and is a violation of Section 1707(b) of the UBC.

This Departmcnt strongly suspects that roof failures have occured due to

water pounding. Thus, as authorized under Section 107 of the UBC, you are
hereby requested to furnish an Architect or Engineer (licensed in the State

of Kansas) to survey and make recommendations within 10 days, and have necessary
corrections undeiway within 30 deys.

In view of the ahove, it is essential that action be taken immediately to
forgo the necessity for this Department to initiste legal action.

Also due to the harsh summer weather Central Inspection Division is in the
process of inspecting all Community Unit Plan developments within the City
for the purpose of verifying the installation and maintenance of all
screening and lsndscaping as required by the approved CUP. Unfortunately,
this inspection, conducted September 29, 1978, revealed that this cupP
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BE: 4165 E. Harry

The Mall Shopping Center
September 29, 1978

(DP-10) is in violation of the requirements. Existing planting screens
must be maintained and dead (or non-existant) landscape planting must be
replaced. The eight foot high solid screening wall alomg the south property
1ine is badly demaged and in need of repair. There are three strands of
barbed wire installed on the top of the board fence slong the east property
1ine. The barbed wire is not allowed by Code, snd must be removed.

This letter shall be considered amufficient notification that unless action
is initiated within thirty days to comply with the above, the appropriate
action will be taken to insure correction. Bonds guaranteeing screening/land-
scaping installations and improvements may be considered acceptable initial
action, ir that regard.

1t will be necessary to withhold approval for all building permits and
occupancy permits associated with this CUP until such time that the deficiencies
have been corrected. Your assistance and cooperation in expeditiously
resolving this matter will be appreciated.

We look forward to hearing from you soon.

Sincerely,

Sam L, Mobley
Building Code Administrator

cc: Cecil Dorman, 932 E. 13th
Carl Valker, Manager, Towne Fast
Jack Galbraith, Metropolitan Ares Planning Department

SLM:kda
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August 26, 1974

Ralph Wulz, City Manager
Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

Drainage Provisions of the Mall Shopping Center
(2~0699, S/D 65-63 Wood Plaza Additicn; DP-10
Conrunity Unit Plan).

Pursuant to your memo of August 20, 1574, tho following informa-
tion is supplied regarding drainage improvements required of the
Hall developers:

On November 2, 1965, the final plat of Wood Plaza Addition
(S/D 65-63) was considered by the Board of City Cormissioners
‘ and a motion approved:

“Stevens moved that the plat be app ed as r ded by the
Hatropolitan irea Planning Commission aad the Mayor authorized
to sign, and the Planning Department instructed not to releasa
the tracing until the bonds for sidewalks, drainage and recon-
struction of Harry Street have been submitted and aporoved and
construction of a detention reservoir authorized at the reason-
able expcnse of tho applicant and that Harry street be improved
on a 50% bunafit district basis and 50% City at large Motion
carried 4-1. Bogart voting "No". (See attached minutes)

There were two drainage improvements required by that motion:

1) T7ha construction of drainage facilities through provision of
pripe from the southeast corner of said plat southward through and
along the clementary school site to Clapp Park;

2) Construction of a storm water retention reservoir on Dry
Creek in Clapp Park.

Tho estinmated costs of those improvements was $23,000 ané on
Novenber 20, 1567 a Negotiable Investment Savings Certificate
payable to tood Plaza Addition in the amount of $27,370.00
($23,000 for drailnage improvements and $4,370 for sidewalk
inmprovements) was placed in a City of wichita pafe deposit box
a8 a guarantee that said inmprovemonts would ba made.

On Septenmber 24, 1968, the drainago improvements required by tha
Board of City Cormissioncrs on final plat approval were modificd by
a motion of the Board of City Comnissionors:




Ralph Wulz, City ’naget .
August 26, 1974
Page 2

"Pnoch moved to allow the release of the building permit, that
the deposit money be used to build an underground storm sewer to
Dry Creek and any additional money to come from public funds and
follow the recommendations of the engineer. Commissioners Enoch's
motion carried 3 to 2, "No" votes Vollmer and Woodard." (See
attached minutes)

This motion had the effect of abolishing the requirement of a
retention dam in Clapp Park and provided for a storm sewer to
be developed from the southeast corner of the Mall (Wood Plaza)
south across school property and Clapp Park to Dry Creek. The
developers guaranteed amount to develop the detention reservoir
was to be utilized for the construction of the storm sewer and
the City would pick up the additional cost.

on January 29, 1971, Dick Linn of the Division of Engineering

of the Department of Public Works notified the MAPD that said
drainage improvements had been completed and installed. The
Auditing and Accounts Division confirmed, that on February 15,
1969, a transfer of funds in the amount of $23,000 was authorized
and transferred to the Storm Water Sewer Account #90 from the
guaranteed money placed on account by the developer.

Regarding the questions raised at the Board of City Commissioners
on August 20, 1974, a review of the tapes of that meeting show
the issues to be:

1) "The drainage solution for the Mall actually reversed the
natural drainage of the site".

Note: Before the Mall was constructed, approximately ten acres
of the site drained to the northwest and approximately 20 acres
drained across the school and Park Board property to Dry Creek.
The drainage solution followed the natural drainage in that
approximately 10 acres of the Mall drain onto Harry Street and
into the storm sewer there and the remaining 20 acres drain into
the storm sewer constructed from the southeast corner of the Mall
across the school and Park Board property into Dry Creek.

2) “"The developer was supposed to build three retention dams
in Clapp Park to handle the drainage and never did so". .

Note: Only one retention dam in Clapp Park was ever included
in the drainage solution and that requirement was relieved by
Board of City Commissioner action of September 24, 1968 because
a better method of handling the drainage (a storm sewer) was
required and built.

B
i
£
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Ralph Wulz, Clt;.anager . £
August 26, 1974 f
Page 3 |

This should clear up some of questions about drainage improvements
and the Mall but if any additional information is required, the
exact drainage plans and studies on the Mall are available in the
Engineering Division of the pepartment of Public Works.

RAL :MM:rme
Attachments
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Proposed Detention
Reqervoir in Clapp
Park (Wood Plaza
jAddition)

Ralph Yulz --

Keith Sanborn --

Richard Mullins --

Hendell Butler ==

Georpe Wilton --

W, R. Fleck ==

‘bo a.uth'qm’zn

on a 50% benefit district and 50% City at larre." Motion carried 4 = 1, Homart

Proponed detention reserveir in Clapp Park, presented.

On November 2, 1965, tho City Commission adopted the follewing motion
in :c:_muctlon with the approval of a plat kn2un as the Wood Plaza Addition:
"Stevens moved that the plat be approved a3 recommended by the MAPFC and the Mayo.
.. : 'q .ﬁi;n: the Planning Departrment instructed not to release the
fracings until' the bonds for sidewalks, drainage and reconstruction of Harry
Street have been submitted and approved and construction of Harry Street have
been submitted and approved and the construction of a detention reservoir author{
ized at the rcasonable expensc of the applicant; and that Harry Street be approve
voting "no", 2 . -

The Wood Plaza dgvnl:n;rr.ant is to be on the site of the old Kiddieland
amusement park, The suppested.detention reservoir would be constructed on the
L. W. Clapp Memorial Park Golf Course. = -

On Aupust 26, 1568, thc Board of Park Commissioners considered the
detention reservoir easement prepared by the Department of Public Yorks for this
reservoir and denied the _easement as not being in the best interest of the publid

The Park Board has rcfermd the matter back to the c'iry Comnission for
its review and study tn determine whether or not therc is a better means of solv.
ing the drainage problem resulting from the construction of the Yood Plaza
development. &

Ralph Wulz, City Manaper, stated that the developer is ready to conmzeng
construction and Central Inspection will not issue the building permit until the
Board of Park Commissioners has approved an easement to build a retention dam
on park property and that the Park Department has asked that the City Cnmis:ion
review the matter and determine if therc is a better means of solving the drain-
age problem without the construction of the reservoir. & <

Keith Sanborn, the owner of property in the area, spoke in favdr of
the construction of the retention dam and stated that“Albert Kamas, who represent
property owners in the area was out of town and that he would like to have the
matter deferred for one week to permit Mr. Kamas to appear before the Commission

Richard Mullins, Attorney for the developer, stated that his client
would like to begin -:onstni:tian. as a onc-week deferral might run into colder
weather which could delay the project considerably. g

Mendell Butler, 4040 Countryside; Jaczk Chima, 214G George Washinpton
Boulevard and Robert M. Moore, onc of the developers of the nr::a spoke reparding
the flooding conditions of Dry Creck and indicated their desire that the re-
tention dam and pond remain a part of the requirement.

Georpe Wilten, Superintendent of Public Works Maintenance, revicwed
tho recommendations made to the Comnission in 1205 amd stated that therc were no
now circumstances that would alter these recomrendations previously submitted,

In reply to a question from the City Commission, W. R. Fleck, Park hoa
Chicf Lnpineer, stated that the Park foard desired t3at the City Commisaion re-
view the matter and if it is still the Commission's &sire that the retention
dan and pond ba can.—.lrunt;:l. that the Park Board vould po along with the case-
ment. Tt was only deaied to permit the City Cosmizsien to determine 1f the dam

and pond wera essential to the drainape of this areas
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Vollmer -=

Enoch --
Anderson ==

Keeler --

‘Potie SN

==building permit
to be released €
deposit mney to

be used to'build af

underpround storm
sewer to Dry Creek
£ any additional
money to come from
public funds £ rec
mendations of Enpr
to be followed

Keeler --

John Dekker ==

Resol. approving
an application for
prelinminary loan
for a low-rent
Public Nousing
Propram, EANS,-4-3

Vollmar moved to confirm the action of the previous Commission.
Cormisaioner Imoch inquired if the Mayor remembered why the Comaiscion
had required tha impoundment of water, and Mayor Anderson replied that he thoush

it wan a condition of zoning and was probably a compromisc.

T
i
i

Commissioner Keeler stated that he felt the best w-;y to fet rid of
the water quickly was throuph a concrete conduit in which the water from Hood
Plaza Development would be on down stream before the water from the upper Dry
Creek arca would enter the flooding area und for that reasen he was goinr to
vote against the motion, !

Comaissioner Vollmer's motion lost 3 to 2. "Ho" votes were Fnoch,
Keeler and Anderson. ;

Comnissioner Keeler inquircd of the City M what his r

tion was on the matter and Ralph Wulz, City Hanager, stated that.thay would
recommend an underground drainage pipe from ti\u southeast corner of Wood Plaza
Addition to the south cnd of the Board of Education prupeny with the Soard of
Education contributing toward the installation of the underground dx-nnare and
in the event the reservoir is not constructed, the location of the eminar: pi ;-e
touth of Countryside Plaza could be changed to permit faster run-off by moving
the location of the undersround drainage just south of the north boundary of
the Board of Education property by econstructing the drainape scu‘!hnastnz:ly to
Dry Creeck which would be under a fairway on the polf course, and he stated that '
he felt that the Park Board should b.c requested to pay some of the additicnal
unﬂerzround costs due to the advantage they would have on the solf eeu"se.

In reply to a question from Commissioner Enoch, the cuv Manager
stated that he would puess that the Coamxssm is talking about $10 nnn.oo in
addition o the money that is alrecady available for the project.

Enoch moved to allow the relcase of the building permit, that the
depc_ait roney be used to build an underground storm sewer to Dry Creek and any”
additional money, to come from public funds and follow the recommendations of
the enginenr-’l - 4 £ ;
= Comnissioner Kecler stated that he wanted it undnr;tnud that if the
engineers felt that a 42" or 48" pipe was necessary to relicve tiu flooding,
that this is what he believed should be installed and Commissioner Enoch stated
that he would leave that up te the engineers.

Coemnmissioner Enoch inquired of the City Mtome} if the Commission
was about to embark upen an illepal act and John ba*kur. Director of Law, state:
that basically the clected body makes a legislative determination based upon the,

facts presented to them and if the facts that are presented are suf ficient, that

a reasonable judgment can be made in the absence of any arbitrary or capricie: f
action, that their action would be valid.

Commissionar Lnoch't motion carried 3 to 2, “Ho" votes Vollmer and
Woodard. 7

Ronolution approving an application for preliminary loan for a low-
rent public housing propram, Kana, 4-3, presented,

On Aupust 27, 1908, the Commission concurred in a requeat by the lLesal
liousing Authority for the submission of an application for a low-income housine i

development program knewn as Kans =i




(OMMRISSIONERS @ROCEEDBING S
U H/?./(ws SO

—ty Attorney-- The City Attorney answering a question from Commissioner Bogart,
stated that the State laws called the body the Housing Authority
and that he did not believe the words "Local Housing Authomty"
\-muld be in disagreement with the statute.

—gart - motion Bogart moved that the City Manager and staff be directed to examine
i-at City Mgr, all of the Federal programs in their letter of October 21 with a
-staff to ex- view toward fitting.them into a pattern of the City's needs, and
\=ine all Fed, bmng back a report to the City Commission on how these various
“—ograms in \programs, offered by the Federal Government, could be fit into an
ter of 10/21 overall program for the c:.tu of Wichita., Motion carried unanimousl
bring back re--
to Comm, £ Bogart moved that a local housmg authoritv be established with
=cal Housing specific instructions that they have no authority to ‘construct
hority to be houses without further action of the City Commission. That the
—tablished, authority be composed of no less than five or more than seven
S members and that recommendations to the Commission be made for the
members of this authority:before their. ap?olntment and that in the
interim the Administrative Staff of the City of Wichita be used as
a fact-finding board to hear facts presented by the Office of
Economic Onportunlty. Citizens' Housing and other interested per-
sons concerning need or a lack of need for housing, supplemental
rental payments, etc. in the City of Wichita.

evens - sub- Stevens moved as a substitute motion to defer any action on the
—itute motion _Loca]. Housing Authority until such time as the recommendations are :
i rece:.ved from the .staff and then if necessary to proceed from that |
point. Stevens' motion failed for lack of a second.

Original motion carred 3 '- 2. Stevens and Tarrant voting "No".

PORT FROM DEPT.

LAW: re. , Report from Department of Law regarding elaim for damages of Laura |

aim of Laura ' Terry, in the amount of $5 §92.07, presented.

—rry - $6,592.07

The report stated that the captioned claim was filed against the
City of Wichita on September 22, 1965, for damages to partially
wrecked house alleged to have hean ea.used by the City dumping sweep
ings on the premises before the claimant could complete the removal
of equipment and furnish:'.ngs.

Invest:.gat:.on of this claim by the Public Works Department revealed
. that this house was ordered by the Health Department to be either
. cleaned up or razed in accordance with public health nuisance abate
mént policies. Photographs taken at the time of the clean-up
operation revealed no equipment or useable material remaining on th
premises. It would seem, therefore, that there is no basis for the|
claim.. X
The Department of Law found no'liability on the part of the City
of Wichita. It was, therefore, recommended that the claim be
denied.,

denied A~ stevens moved that the claim be denied. Motion carried unanimously
PORTS FROM MET. AREA i
—ANNING COMM. Report from the Hetropol:.tan Area Planning Commission (Case No.
ition to :"2-0699) in regard to petition to change from "AA" and "A" to "LC"
ange from "AA" a tract beginning at a point 640 feet west and 300 feet south of
d "A" to "LC" the northeast corner of the NW 1/4 of Section 35, Township 27, Ranp
act located on 1 East; thence east 200 feet; thence south 460 feet; thence east :
- corner of 705 feet; thence south 230 feet; thence west 905 feetj; thence north
—rry b Rooseveltto beginning, other than that now zoned "LC", generally located on
the southeast corner of Harry and Roosevelt, again presented,
having been deferred one week at the meeting of October 12, 1965
and again at the meeting of October 19, 1965 for a report of the
Superintendent of Public Works Maintenance in regard to drainage
of the area. Planning Commission recommended that the applmanon
be approved but that it not be forwarded to the City Commission un-
til the final plat of Wood Plaza |:Ls forwarded and until the rcv:.se.(._l
Community Unit Plan has been received by the Planning Department.
11/2/65 Sy \




z1ph Wulz-=- The Director of-Public Works vcnewod the report from the Flood
5 Control Engineer on a reservoir pipc line and the draingge problem
on Dry Creek.

‘e W, R. Fleck--Mr, W, R. Fleck, Park Board Chief Engineer, displayed a map of the
...area and he stated that they did determine that a dam in this area |
would not make an appreciable difference in the amount of water in
the.lower Dry Creek area.
~. Albert Kamas-Mr. Albert Kamas, 3619 Elmwood, suggested that a reservoir be in-
stalled, with a trickle pipe and that after the three-year period
when improvements in the lower Dry Creek area will be made the
reservoir could be eliminated. and the area returned for park pur-
poses. . ;
. -s. Wright-- Mrs. Wright, who lives on Countr'yside Plaza, stated that she was
¢ one of twanty or mere who signed a petition protest:.ng the zoning
originally and that they did not want the shopping center, not
only for the drainage but because of lower land values created by
the shopping center being built next to the back of their property.

. Ralph Brack--Mr., Ralph Brack, 3816 Mt. Vernon Road, stated that his problem be-
gan with the development of Park Lane and he does not feel that he
could stand any more water in his area as his garage gets knee deep
at the present time and water flows across the floor of his house. |
He further requested that no speed-up or run-off of the water from
this area to be zoned, be approved.

It was determined in a conversation between Commissioner Bogart and
Jack Galbraith, Senior Planner, that the property now zoned "LC"
could not be issued a bu:l.ld:mg pemu.t until they had secured a CUP
Plan approved by the Planning Commission as the area is more than
six acres and is not platted.
« Richard Mr. Richard Mullins, attomey who represented the owner of the
Mullins --. property under question, stated that the Planning Commission has
5 . approved the CIIP Plan for this area. i

ant -- Tarrant moved that the zoning be approved, build a reservoir, and
that the cost of the reservoir be included in a benefit district tc
be created for the entire Dry Creek Area. Motion lost for want,
‘of a second. 3 ;

ith Sanborn-- Keith Sanborn, 2008 Reed, stated that he opposed the artifiecial
water pipe installation and preferred the construction of a detent-
ion reservoir and that he hoped the action would be not to make
flooding conditions any worse than they are.

« Richard Mr. Richard Mullins, representmg the petitioner, stated that his
Mullins -- client would pay a reasonable amount for a detention reservoir, a
: reasonable amount to be between $2,000 and $2,400.

proved as Stevens moved that the application be: approved as recommended by

commended by . the Metropol:.tan Area Planning Commission and the ordinance effect
APC € ord. ““ing the change in zoning be placed on first reading., Motion carri

aced on first unanimously.
-2ading

1
: bRDINANCE

>d. changing An ordinance changing the zoning classifications or districts of
ning classifi- certain lands located in the City of Wichita, Kansas, under the
ations (Z-0699) authority granted by Section 28.0u. 210, the Code. of the City of
Wichita, Kansas, read for the first time and under the rules laid
over. (Case No. Z-0699). 'i
(4 \ i
inal Plat of Final Plat of Wood Plaza Addition, S/D No. 65-63, located at the
sod Plaza Addn. Southeast corner of Harry and Roosevelt, presented, Planning Com- |
mission recommended that the plat be approved, subject to the
followinpg conditions:
11/2/65 -|12 -




1. The applicant providing sidewalks adjacent to the south side of
Harry Street, the east side of Roosevelt Avenue and around
Countryside Plaza Court. :

2, Prior to the time this plat is forwarded to the City Commission
for its consideration, the applicant shall provide for either:

a. construction of the sidewalks in accordance with plans and
specifications of the rity Engineer; or |

b, a Corporatc Surety Bond guaranteceing construction within two

' years, such bond to be in the amount of $4,370.

3. Showing the existing sewer easement running north-south through
the plat (generally extending north from Bluff to Bluffview.)

4, The applicant shall provide drainage facilities in accordance
with design criteria submitted by the Flood Control Division of
the Department of Public Works. The drainage proposals all be-
ing conditioned on the provision of pipe from the southeast cor-|
ner of the plat southward past school property to Clapp Park; and
further conditioned that a satisfactory arrangement be made be-
tween the applicant and the Board of Education for the construc= [0

_tion of such facilities. A Corporate Surety Performance Bond of [
420,000, or A Chesney Law (12-6a0l et req.) petition including
. the applicant and the Board of Education shall be required to
; guarantee construction.
5, Full access control (vehicular and pedestrian) shall be granted
along the south ‘line of the plat. This shall be included in the
. Plattor's text as follows: "Full access control (both pedestria
and vehicular) from Block 1, lood Plaza Addition to any lot in
Block 3, Grandview Heights Addition; any lot in Consolver 1st
Addition; and tc Bluff Avenue and Broadview Avenue; is hereby
granted to the publie". Also a notation of such access control
shall be made on the plat. :

6. The applicant shall provide for payment of up to 50% of the cost
of reconstruction of Harry Str2et {(with medials, left-turn byas
and right-turn lanes) in accordance with plans, and specification
of the Department of Public Works; provided, however, the cost o
_such project assignable to the applicant shall be limited to not
more than 50% of those costs from the east line of Roosevelt to
the east line of the plat, and that all other costs shall be
borne by other sources; and further, that the City shall secure
the necessary right-of-way and/or redesign the project to fit
within the existing right-of-way, or the applicants shall be re-
leased of all such obligation. A Corporate Surety Performance
Bond of $15,500 shall be required, or a Chesney type petition
(Chapter 12-6a0l et req., KSA) may be submitted to guarantee

+ construction. 1

7. Recording within 30 days after approval by the Board of City

. Commissioners. i E :
The Director of Public Works stated that they recommended to the
Planning Department that the developer pay for the improvements to
* Harry Street that are immediately adjacent to his property. The
Planning Department altered this recommendation to require the de-
veloper to pay 50% of the improvements directly in front of his
property. He further péinted out that the developer on East Kellog
‘was required to pay for the improvements in front of his area how-
ever due to the State Highway entering into the matter the develope
did not make the payments even though they were regquired in the
platting. Also on the Lamb property at 13th and Oliver the develop
er was to pay for the improvements, however, development has not
taken place so the improvements have not been put in adjacent to
his property. :
Discussed, e ,|I
gart - motion Bogart moved that the developer pay the entire cost of the improve-
~iled for want ments. Motion lost for want of a second.
= a second i
Stevens moved that the plat be approved as recommended by the Metro
.at approved politan Area Planning Commission and the Mayor authorized to sign,
- recommended 9yand the Planning Department instructed not to release the tracing
+ MAPC, etc. until the bonds for sidewalks, drainape and reconstruction of Harr
11/2/65 Street have been submitted and igprovcd and construction of a de-
\ 2 &




tention re.*vuir authorized at the reonable expense of the ap-

pl:‘.gant and that Harry Street be appreoved on a 503% benefit distric
Lms':;s and 50% City at large. Motion carried 4 - 1, Bogart voting
No". :

ition to Report from the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission (Case No,
aange from "A" Z-0689) in regard to petition to change from "A" to "LC" (Amended
> "LC" (amend- and readvertised for change from "A" to "BB", Lots 9 and 10, excep
-2 £ rcadvertis- the west 16 1/2 feet on Roosevelt Avenue in Circle Drive Additien,

. 2 for change and that part of Kellogg Street now vacated adjoining said Lot 10
—om "A" to "BB" on the south, located at the northwest corner of Kellogg and ;
-ots 9 & 10, exc.Roosevelt, presented. Planning Commission recommended that the ap-
e W ls 1/2! plication be denied. i
i Moosevelt Ave. : Strery

Circle Drive The Director of Planning indicated the area on a map and stated thi|

=dition & that this was located in an area in which the Planning Commission favor:| g

=rt of Kellogg "BB" zoning and that the Lot is 69 feet north and south and 123 fec
now vacated east and west. The problem is whether adequate parking could be
"joining said . provided on a lot this small., He stated that he had worked with-
t 10 on the So.the Traffic Engineer and that they had determined that the owner
.could provide six off-street parking spaces in developing this lot
« Foster --.-. .and that he did not feel. that.this was an adequate amount of parkir
in this instance. . :

=. Robert H. . Mr, Robert H. Nelson, Attorney for McEwen Investment Company, the
Nelson =-- ... petitioner, stated that the City now has authority not to issue a
‘building permit until the proper car parking spaces were provided |
- and that he felt that the City had all of the control at their dis-
posal on this matter. : .

hn Dekker =~ . The City Attorney stated in answer to a question from the bench th:
the ordinance passed two weeks ago now places us in conformity with
the State Law and that we actually are now operating under the
Statutes of Kansas. . :

ant -- Mayor Tarrant asked if there was anyone present who desired to spe=z
o on this matter. No one appeared, however those desiring to speak
appeared.at the meeting of October 26, 1965. :

ter referred Bogart moved that the matter be referred back to-the Planning Comm
ck to Planning imn, that this application be reconsidered for "BB" zoning and tha
+ to be re- the applicant .replat with.a 20-foot setback. Motion carried
uranimously. ;

Report from the Metropolitan Area. Planning Commission (Case No.
tition to .2-0704) in regard to petition to change from "AA" to "LC" a tract o
ange from "AA" land described as follows: Beginning at the NW corner of the SW 1/
5 "LC" a tract of Section 5, Township 28, Range 1 East; thence south 466,69 feet;
land located thence east 466.69 feet; thence north 466,69 feet; thence west to
SE corner of the point of beginning, all in Wichita, Sedgwick County, Kansas,
7th St, So. & located at the southeast corner of 27th Street South and Seneca,
=neca presented. Planning Commission recommended that the application be
3 denied. ;

. Bickley C. Bickley Foster, Director of Planning, pointed out the area on a

Foster -= map and noted that the matter had been heard previously and had -be
denied by the City Commission. He briefly reviewed other zoning
change applications in this general area which the Planning Commis
sion recommended for approval, however he stated that it was the
Planning Commission's feeling that this particular property was out|
side of the containment for good commercial development in keeping
with their zoning policy along Seneca, MNe further stated ‘that
inquiry had been made regarding the prototype zoning ordinances
and that he had found that there is a distriet, which will be a
commercial-atricultural district, to accommodate garden stores,
greenhouses, etc,, however, the better area for such development
would be farther south on Seneca. Mr. Goster also stated his conce:
in that some of the properties involved in recent zoning changpes
granted to applicants were not being utilized for the proposcd use
and in some instances the businesses have been abandoned. Mr.

11/2/65 = 14 = .
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THE: CITY OF WICHITA
opl;;cg OF CITY MANAGER DATE August 20, 1974 'lllll n

T0 Robert A, Lakin, Director of Planning
FROM  Ralph Wulz, City Manager TSN

SUBJECT The Mall

During the discussion of the George Washington Boulévard project on August 20,
1974, several allegations were made as to certain actions regarding water run-
off controls promised by the Mall developers at the time of platting which have
not been honored.

The Commission requested a report as to such promises or covenants that may
have been made and the actions taken to comply.

Your report is requested to reach this office by September 5, 1974,

,,/Jd

Ralph Wulz
City Manager




\ugust 25, 1370

Lol Paldner, Superintendent
Cantral Inspection Division

John D. Gist, Senior Planner

LP-1C - Wichita /fall opping Center C.U.F,: amd assoclated cases
8/0 €5~63 Wood Plaza ddition and stract ticatlon 1-0448,

We direct your attention to a copy of an earlier correspondence
from myself to Wood vlaza Addition, Inc., % Dick “tullins, dated
July 2, 1970, fTherein we explained a previous agreoement hetwaen
tha applicants on the above captioned cases and the City of Wichita,
which agraesent provided for the future dedication of the north 19
faat of ‘iood I'laza iddition for strect purposes eon Harry Strect.
This dedication has now been made by the respective property owner,
+La.B.& W., Inc., and is heinqg processed under MAPC casa file
5-0448. The dedication has been recommended for accaptance Ly
the Subdivision Conmittee on August 20, 1979, and is schaluled
Lefora the Planning Commission on August 27, and for final accep-
tance by the City © ssion at their regular meeting on
Jeptesbar &, 197

Upon comnletion of this processing and the filing of the dedica-
tion with the logister of Uceds, your office copy of the referred
to Community Unit Plan should bLa marked to reflect the additional
10 feet of riuht-cf-way for ilarry Strect. The agreesent with the
City also provided that the 10-foot deadication would result in
administrative adjustment and interprotation of approved Com-
munity Unit Plan to delete the 19-7cot planting screen adjacent

to Harry and reducs the 35-foot building sotback to 25 feet on
arcela 2, 3 and 4., The agraerent cited that these adminiatrative
interpretations were to be made under the provisions of 29.04.1370.
8.10.£. of the Zoning Urdinance in that it does not croate a
“substantial deviation” from the intent of the originally aprrovad
C.U.F. Thase changes regarding the planting screen and building
setback should also be notedd on your copy of tho drawing.

1If you have any questions concerning this matter, please call,

JDGirme

ce: Dick Mullinas, Attorney at Law
Arn, "ullins, Unrul: & Huhn

Sarvey Bullding, 67202

Yoeith rarker, Architact
Davelopnent Design Asnsociates
Leacon bullding, 67202
8111 Smith, City tnginecer

8/0 65=63
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WICHITA— SEDGHICK COUNTY

Wil

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING
DEPARTMENT

AMHERST 2-8211 — AREA CODE 316
CITY BUILDING ANNEX
104 5. MAIN ST.

WICHITA. KANSAS 67202 July 2, 1970

Wood Plasa Addition, Inc.
% Dick Mulline

Arn, Mullins, Unruh & Kuhn
R. H. Gaxvey Building
wichita, Kansas 67202

Subject: DP-10 = Wichita Mall
Shopping Center C.U.P, and

8/D 65-63 Wood Plasa Addition
{(south side of Harry and east of
Roosevelt).

Dear Mr. Mullins:

In the processing and approval of the above captioned matters,
Wood Plaza Addition, Inc.,entsred into an agresment with the
City of Wichita by a letter dated October 31, 1967, signed by
the corporations’ Vice President, Gerald Kraft, approved by
signature of President of sports Canter, Inc., Geoxge P.
Consolver, and counter approved by the City of wichita under
the signature of Ralph Wuls. In this agresment the developer
agreed to the dedication of the north 10 fest of the area
included within the plat for the installation and maintenance
of public utilities and for street purposes. Such dedication
was to be made at the time the developer constructed the
"acceleration - deceleration” lans on the south side of Harry
adjacent to the shopping center. This "accel-decel” lane has
now bean constructed together with an accompanying sidewalk on
the south side thereof, all in accordance with construction
plans that indicate 60 fest of right-nf-way for the south half
of Harry. At tha time of construction and the review of said
plans, it was wrongly assumed that the 60 feet of right-of-way
was existing. The final plat of Wood Plaza Addition reilecte
50 fest of right-of-way, but the 10 fest referred to above
remains to be dedicated.



Page 2
July 2, 1970

We ask that the developer contact the Engineering Division of
the Department of Public Works for the City of wichita, and
request the proper forms, with the appropriate legal description
thereon, for the dedication of the north 10 feet of Block 1,
Wood Plasa, &n Addition to Wichita, Sedgwick County, Kansas.
Such instruments should then be emscuted by the land ownar

and returned to the Planning Department for proper processing
to effectuate the dedication. Once said processing is com~
pleted, the appropriate and necessary administrative changes
will be made to the approved copies of the Cosmunity Unit Plan
{C.U.P.) as setforth in the agresment dated October 31, 1967.

Thanking you in advance for your attention to this matter,
we are.

Yours very truly,

=

JDG s rEw

ces Keith Parker, Architect
Development Design Associates
Beacon Building, 67202
B3ill 8mith, City Engineer

Bob Feldner, Superintendent,
Central Inspection Division

DP=10

8/D 6563




DEVELOPMENT DESIGN ASSOCIATES

.. ™

Descsmber 16, 1969 jj

300 BEACON BUILDING

ﬂ. In WICHITA KANSAS 87202
::im u-:.:n::muu- Ino SHONE Il RO Rres
' .
1712 North Meridian
Indianapolis, Indiana 46202

Re: Pylon Bign ] Fan gt
The Mall k ek
Wichita, Kansas : =

Dear Ralph:

As ve discussed earlier, under the terms of the Community Unit Plan the sign height
limitation for The Mall is thirty fest.

After a brief discussion with Ed, I contacted Mr. Jack Galbraith, senior planner

with Metropolitan Planning Authority. He stated that in order to apply for a variance
we would have to file the necessary $400.00 filing fee application for variance,

also notify all residents within a seven hundred foot radius of your property in
accordance with the terms of the ordinance.

In general, Mr. Galbraith's personal feeling was that he was against this high
sign, and the experience of the planning commission to date has been very negative
as far as getting these high signs approved in a residential area.

With the hill on Roosevelt side of the street and the theatrs to the east, along
with the wide frontage the center has, I question the expensea of the fifty foot
sign myself.

The twenty-four foot overall length for the attraction board for the theatre people
is no problem.

We will do everything we can if you wish to obtain a variance. Both Wards and
Goodyear people have tried unsuccessfully to cbtain a variance from the oty for
higher signs.

Please advise your decision on this.

Sincerely,
DEVELOPMENT DESIGN ASSOCIATES

Keith E. Parker paten
Architect & {é-\__ﬂ L
KEP/im /l\:;/ RECLHL A
oo: Kr. Richard Kerschen = DpEC 17 1969 (&)
VHr. Jack Galbraith ©\ WEROPCLTEN <
xAL Strong BIANNING <7
Mr. Ed Law O £
NG
ZI g\
A A CHITEGCTOS & E NBGINEERS: C ALVIN-KINGWDBDONRN B EAGERA/ P A




August 18, 1969

Security Abstract company
434 North Main
wichita, Kansas 67202
subject: DP-10 - wichita Mall
shopping Center
Gentlemen:

As requested, the following information is submitted for your
client concerning the Wichita Mall Shopping Center, otherwise
known as Wood Plaza Addition. The tract of land known as Block
1, wood Plaza Addition to Wichita, Sedgwick County, Kansas, is
zoned Light Commercial ("LC") and is accorded all use privileges
allowed under the City ordinance (Title 28.04), a copy of which
is attached to this letter:; and subject to the conditions set
forth on the Community Unit Plan identified as DP-10 - Wichita
Mall shopping Center, a copy of which is also attached. A copy
of the letter setting forth the action of the governing bedy is
attached for your review, as well as a request for the action on
an administrative interpretation in connection with the Community
Unit Plan.

It is hoped that this information is sufficient to satisfy your
client's needs. If not, please advise.

Sincerely,

Robert A.Iakin

Assistant Planning Director
RAL:ber
Attachments




May 26, 1969

Bob Feldner, Superintendent Central Inspection
Jack H. Galbraith, Senior Planner

DP-10 - Setbacks on Wichita Mall Shopping Center

On March 26, 1968, you received from our office a copy of the
approved Comaunity Unit Plan for the Wichita Mall Shopping
Center. The City Commission approved the plan subject to the
normal conditions; one being that, in essence, any substantial
deviation from the plan as determined by the Superintendent of
Central Inspection and Director of Planning shall constitute
a violation of the building permit. As a result of this con-
dition, you received a memorandum from our office on June 24,
1968, relative to an interpretation that setbacks from Roose-
velt and the east property line being reduced to 120 feet and
125 feet respectively.

Attached is a letter from Keith Parker requesting now that
the previous interpretation that they could build to within

125 feet from the east property line be again administratively
amended to permit them to develop within 122.46 feet from the
east property line. It is our opinion that Mr. Parker's re-
quest is not a substantial deviation from the plan. We would,
therefore, recommend that if you concur proper notations be
made on your file copy of the CUP. If you have any questions
concerning this matter, please call.

JHG:vip

cc: Keith E. Parker
Architect
529 Beacon Building

Wichita, Kansas 67202
APPROVED BY: @-
C. Bickley Foster

Diractor of Pla ng

APPROVED BY: L

Robert Peldner
Superintendent of Central Inspection




DEVELOPMENT DESIGN ASSOCIATES
529 BEACON BUILDING  AM STS91 (316) 255-058+
WICHITA, KANSAS 67202

May 23, 1969

Mr. Jack Galbraith

City of Wichita
Metropolitan Planning Dept.
Wichita, Kansas ;

Re: The Mall
Wichita, Kansas

Dear Mr. Galbraith:

As discussed previously with your office, an error in the original
survey of this property has resulted in a slight variance in the
property line dimensions. This has resulted in the Easterly set
back line of the community unit plan being 122.46 feet from the
property line in lieu of the 125 feet as filed.

We respectfully request your approval of this dimensional change.

e e g | A

Sincerely yours,
DEVELOPMENT DESIGN ASSOCIATES

Matl Pohee Cuu)

Keith E. Parker
Architect

KEP;jg

cc: Mrr Chris Bolton
Mr. Carrol Littlejohn

ROY E. CALVIN A1 A | B. J. KINGDON A1 A H. L. BERGER FARA |KEITH PARKER KEITH RHOADES
CHIEF ARCHITECT DESIGN ARCHITECTS PRODUCTION DESIGN CODRDINATORS




September 25, J:’968

The Files

Jack H. Galbraith, Senior Planner s.)i_ %Q

Determination of a Detention Reservoir - OP 10 Wichita
Mall shopping Center and S§/D 65-63 Wood Plaza Additicn

The City Commission on September 24, 1968, reconsidered the
requirement for the construction of a detention reservoir
associated with the above-captioned community unit plan. The
action of the City Commission was to instruckt that a storm

sewer be developed from the southeast corner of the Wood Plaza
tract, south across school property and Clapp Park to Dry Creek.
The developers guaranteed amount to develop the detention reservoir
is to be utilized for the construction of the storm sewer and the
City will pick up the additional cost.

JHG:js




June 24, 1968

Robert Feldner, Superintendent of\Central Inspection
Jack H. Galbraith, Senior Planner

DP-10 - Betbacks on Wichita Mall Shopping Center

On March 26, 1968, you received from our office a copy of the
approved Community Unit Plan for the Wichita Mall Shopping Center,
The City Commission approved the plan subject to three conditions,
one of which is as follows:

2, The development of this property shall proceed in accord-
ance with the development plan as approved by the Planning
Commission and City Commission, and any substantial
Deviation of the plan, as determined by the Buperintendent
of Central Inspection and the Director of Planning, shall
constitute a violation of the building permit authorizing
construction of the proposed devel t.

Mr. B. J. Kingdom has contacted our office relative to the 125-foot
setback from Roosevelt and the 130-foot setback from the east prop-
erty line. Due to a conflicting east-west dimension on the C.U.P.
and the plat of Wood Plasa Addition, there is a difference of

eleven feet which resulted from the applicant dedicating eleven feet
of street right-of-way for Roosevelt on the plat,

It is our opinion that Mr. Kingdom's request to be able to construct
to within 120 feet from Roosevelt and 125 feet from the east property
line is not a substantial deviation of the plan as indicated in the
condition of approval above.

We would therefore recommend that if you concur in this intex-

pretation, that proper notations be made on your file copy of the
C.U.P. If you have any guestions concerning this matter, please call,

JHG 38

APPROVED BY: Ralph Wulz, Assistant

C. Bickley Foster,

City Ma
Director of Planning ¥ RRIST

2 B. J. Kingdom
APPROVED BY: 307 Beacon Bldg.
Robert Feldner, Wichita, Kans. 67202
Superintendent of Central Inspection




Mall to Be City’s Largest Shopping Center

The Mall, which will be the largest shopping center in Wichita,
is scheduled to be started this fall and opened by early 1970 at
the 80-acre Sports Center-Kiddieland site south of Harry and
east of Roosevelt. Tenants will include Montgomery Ward, J. M.
McDonald, Katz Drug, Goodyear Tire and Rubber and a drive-in
facility for Parklane National Bank. Developer is Melvin Simon
& Assaciates, Indianapolis, Ind. Preliminary design and engi-
neering has been conducted by two Wichita firms, Development
Design’ Associates and Law Construction Co. The center, with

L

more than 350,000 sq. ft. of leasable area, will have 35 tenants
under a common roof with the stores opening onto an enclosed,
air-conditioned arcade. Cost of the project has been estimated
at more than $5 million. Sports Center Inc., which is leasing the
land for the shopping center site, will continue to operate its
driving range and miniature golf course there until July 1, owner
eorge Consolver said Wednesday. He also said he is looking
for a new location for Kiddieland, which will not be opened this
spring.




Robert Feldner, Superintendent March 26, 1968
of Central Inspection
Jack H. Galbraith, Senior Planner

DP-10, Amendment to the Wichita Mall Shopping Center located
at the southeast corner of Harry and Roosevelt

The Board of City Commissioners at its regular meeting of
March 26, 1968 considered the above-captioned amendment to
the Wood Plaza Community Unit Plan. The action of the Board
of City Commissioners was to approve the requested dments
subject to the following conditions:

1, At the time development occurs on Parcel #4, the re-
taining wall at the intersection of Harry and Roosevelt
shall be removed and the area graded to remove the sight
conflict at the intersection.

The development of this property shall proceed in accord-

ance with the development plan as approved by the Planning
Commission and City Commission, and any substantial
Deviation of the plan, as determined by the Superintendent
of Central Inspection and the Director of Planning, shall
constitute a violation of the building permit authorizing
construction of the proposed development.

Any major changes in this development plan shall be re-
submitted to the Planning Commission and to the City
Commission for its consideration.

Attached for your information and files is a copy of the approved
Community Unit Plan which should be reviewed by your office at the
time building permits are requested. This Plan supersedes the one
approved by the City Commission in 1965 and forwarded to your office
with an attached letter to a Richard F. Mullins, the attorney
representing the applicant, on September 20, 1965.

If you have any questions concerning this Plan, please contact
our office.

JHG:js

Attachment
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City Manager®s Heport

Report from the MAPC to the Board of City Commissioners

Case No. __DP=10 Considered by M.A.P.C.__2=21=68
Considered by MAPC: 3-14-68

Request for: Amendment to cha access control on Roosevyelt Avenus
SARERL S 200 feet to 45 feot related Co Bioch 1 Cuesd riarscnigifiom

Reason for request (as provided by petitioner):

N/A

Location of property: South side of Harry east of Roosevelt

Legal deseription of property:

Block 1, Wood Plaza Addition to Wichita, Sedgwick County, Kansas

Petitioner: Malvin Simon & Associates
Address: 600 Kahn Building, 7 North Meridian, Indianapolis, Indiana

Counsel for petitioner: Richard F. Mulling

Protesters (list counsel, if any}: None

Surrounding zoning: To the north ias "B" and "LC"; east and south is "AA";
west is “A" and "LC*

Land use: Subject property is Kiddieland Sports Center; north is multiple-
family and drive-in :'eltlurangé east is drive-in theater; south is single-
family and west is duplexes a general business.

Planning Commission recommendation:
BRANSON moved and TROUT seconded that the Planning Commission
recommend to the Board of City Commissioners that this applica=-
tion be approved, subject to the following: (See excerpt from

Planning Commission minutes attached for conditions,)

Vote of Planning Commission Unanimous

ACTION: 1, Approve the recommendation of the Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission; or
2. Return the application to the Matropolitan Area Planning Com=
mission for its reconsideration. The City Commission states
the following reasons for its action;




' case No, DP-10 - Melvin Simon & Associates request an amendment
to the wichita Mall shopping Center to change access control

on Roosevelt Avenus from 200 feet to 45 feet, and relating to
property zoned "LC" and legally described as Block 1, Wood
Plaza Addition. Generally located at the southeast corner of
Harry and Roosevelt.

The Chairman announced that this application has been deferred
until the meeting of March 14, 1968."

EXCERPT FROM PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES OF MARCH 14, 1968:

"3. Cage No. DP-10 - Melvin Simon and Associates request an amendment
to DP-10 heretofore approved, to change access control on Roose-

velt Avenue from 200 feet to 45 feet related to Block 1, Wood
Plaza Addition. generally located on the south side of Harry

east of Roosevalt.

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

Comments

1., The Wichita Mall shopping Center Community Unit Plan was ap—
proved by the Planning Commission on September 16, 1965. Devel-
opment has not occurred since that time, however, the applicant
now anticipates development in the near future and, therefore,
based on more detailed plans, requests several amendments to
the original CUP, which are as follows:

a. Reducing tha 200 feet of access control on Roosevelt
Avenue just south of Harry to 45 feet.

b. 1Increase the size of Parcel #4 from 33,825 square feet to
49,500 squara faet,

Increase the size of Parcel #3 from 13,750 square feet to
22,275 square feat,

In-
;Becrease tha size of Parcel #2 from 48,000 square feet to
60,000 square feat,

Decrease the size of Parcel #l1 from 1,168,265 square feet
to 1,132,065 square feat.

Change the building setback lines on Parcel #l as follows:
North - from 300 feat to 360 feet
East - from 150 feet to 130 feet
West =~ from 150 feet to 125 feet

Adjust the maximum gross floor area of each parcel,

Amend the proposed use in Parcel #3 to include "supermarket,™

Amend the maximum building height on Parcel #1 from 35 feat
to 40 feet and on Parcel #4 from 30 feet to 35 faat.




=)

Although most of these amendment requests are minor adjustments,
the Planning Department is concerned with the request for re-
ducing the access control at the in:tersection of Roosevelt and
Harry. Because of the difference in street elevation and the
elevation of the miniature golf course, this intersection is
extremely hazardous. Upon considering the CUP when filed in
1965, it was determined that because of this sight conflict and
because of the up~hill grade traveling south on Roosevelt,
accass should be controlled a minimum distance of 200 feet.

If it is now anticipated that the retaining wall will be removed
and that the elevation of Parcel #4 will be graded so as to re=
move sight obstruction and hazard, this adjustment of access
control would be logical.

Becommendation

Based upon the evaluation of the minor adjustments, it is the
recommendation of the Planning Department that the amended develop~
ment plan be approved, subject to the following conditions:

1., At ths time development occurs on Parcel #4, the retaining wall
at the intersection of Harry and Roosevelt shall be removad and
the area graded to remove the sight conflict at the intersec-
tion,

The development of this property shall proceed in accordance
with the development plan as approved by the Planning Commis=
sion and City Commission, and any substantial deviation of the
plan, as determined by the Superintendent of Central Inspection
and the Director of Planning, shall constitute a violation of
the building permit authorizing construction of the proposed
development,

Any major changes in this development plan shall be resubmitted
to the Planning Commission and to the City Commission for its
consideration,

No one spoke either in support of or in opposition to this
application,

MOTION: BRANSON moved, TROUT seconded and it
carried unanimously that the Planning Commission
recommend to the Board of City Commissioners
that this application be approved, subject to
the following:

At the time development occurs on Parcel #4, the retaining wall
at the intersection of Harry and Roosevelt shall be removed and
the area graded to remove the sight conflict at the intersec-
tion,

The development of this property shall proceed in accordance
with the development plan as approved by the Planning Commis=
sion and City Commission, and any substantial deviation of the
plan, as determined by the Superintendent of Central Inspection
and the Director of Planning, shall constitute a violation of
the building permit authorizing construction of the proposed
development,

Any major changes in this development plan shall be resubmitted to
the Planning Commission and to the City Commission for its consi-
deration,*”




DEVELOPMENT DESIGN ASSOCIATES
529 BEACON BUILDING  AM 57591
WICHITA, KANSAS 67202

March 19, 1968

Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
City Building Annex

104 South Main Street

Wichita, Kansas 67202

Attention: Mr. Jack H. Galbraith

Re: DP-10
Wichita Mall Shopping Center

Gentlemen:

Per your request of your letter dated March 18, 1968,
we are submitting eight additional copies of the C.U.P.

Very truly yours,

DEVELOPMENT DESIGN ASSOCIATES

A { By

Architect
HLB:ep
Enclosures

cc: Law Construction Company, Inc.

CHIEF ARCHITECT DESIGN ARCHITECTS PRODUCTION DESIGN CGORDINATORS

ROY E. CALVIN A1 A |B.J. KINGDON A1 A H. L. BERGER FARA |KEITH PARKER KEITH RHOADES




March 18, 1968

Mr, Richard F. Mullins
330 Garvey Bldg.
Wichita, Kansas 67202

Subject: DP-10 - Wichita Mall shopping Center
located at the scutheast corner of Harry and
Roosevelt

Dear Mx. Mullins:

At its regular meeting on March 14, 1968, the Metropolitan Area
Planning Commission considered a request for amendment for the
above-captioned case. The action of the Planning Commission was
to re-approve the Development Plan including the adjustments in
building setbacks, parcel areas, gross floor areas, building
heights and specific uses subject to the following conditions:

1. At the time development occurs on Parcel #4, the re-
taining wall at the intersection of Harry and Roosevelt
shall be removed and the area graded to remove the sight
conflict at the intersection.

The development of this property shall proceed in accord-
ance with the development plan as approved by the Planning
Commission and City Commission, and any substantial deviation
of the plan, as determined by the Superintendent of Central
Inspection and the Director of Planning, shall constitute a
violation of the building permit authorizing construction

of the proposed development.

Any major changes in this development plan shall be re-
submitted to the Planning Commission and to the City
Commission for its consideration.




Mr. Richard F. Mullins
March 18, 1968
Page 2

Prior to forwarding this case to the Board of City Commission, it

is necessary that you submit eight copies of the C.U.P. to our office,
This matter will be forwarded to the Board of City Commiseioners

for their regular meeting on March 26, 1968 if the eight additional
copies of the Development Plan are submitted to our office by

5:00 p.m. Wednesday, March 20, 1968,

If you have any questions concerning this matter, please contact
our office.

Sincerel

Jack H. Galbraith
Senior Planner

JHG:j

cc: Mr. Herbert Berger

2206 East Douglas
Wichita, Kansas 67214
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

DATE: March 14, 1968

Ccase No. DP

shopping Center CUP

Location: Southeast corner of Harry and Roosevelt

Acres: 29

Land Use nin

Existing Kiddieland Sports Center "es

North Multiple family and drive-in "B" & "LC"
restaurant

East Drive~in theater “AR"

South single-family "Ap"

West Duplexes, general business "A" & "LC"

History: DP-10 - MAPC Approved 9-16-65

Comments

1.

The Wichita Mall Shopping Center Community Unit Plan was
approved by the Planning Commission on September 16, 1965.
Development has not occurred since that time, however, the
applicant now anticipates development in the near future and,
therefore, based on more detailed plans, requests several
amendments to the original CUP, which are as follows:

a, Reducing the 200 feet of access control on Roosevelt
Avenue just south of Harry to 45 feet,

b, Increase the size of Parcel #4 from 33,825 square feet to
49,500 square feet,

Increase the size of Parcel #3 from 13,750 squ.azs‘feet to
22,275 square feet,

Decrease the size of Parcel #2 from 48,000 square feet
to 60,000 sguare feet.

Decrease the size of Parcel #1 £rom 1,168,265 square
feet to 1,132,065 square feet,

Change the building setback lines on Parcel #l as follows:

North - from 200 feet to 360 feet
East = from 150 feet to 130 feet
West = from 150 feet to 125 feet




* ©Page 2 = Case No, DP-10

March 14, 1968

g. Adjust the maximum gross floor area of each parcel,

h. Amend the proposed use in Parcel #3 to include “supermarket.

i, Amend the maximum building height on Parcel #1 from 35 feet
to 40 feet and on Parcel #4 from 30 feet to 35 feet.

Although most of these amendment requests are minor adjustments,
the Planning Department is concerned with the request for re=-
ducing the access control at the intersection of Roosevelt and
Harry., Because of the difference in street elevation and the
elevation of the miniature golf course, this intersection is
extremely hazardous. Upon considering the CUP when filed in
1965, it was determined that because of this sight conflict and
because of the up~hill grade traveling south on Roosevelt,
access should be controlled a minimum distance of 200 feet,

If it is now anticipated that the retaining wall will be removed
and that the elevation of Parcel #4 will be graded so as to re=
move sight obstruction and hazard, this adjustment of access
control would be logical.

Recommendation

Based upon the evaluation of the minor adjustments, it is the

recommendation of the Planning Department that the amended develop—
ment plan be approved, subject to the following conditions:

1.

At the time development occurs on Parcel #4, the retaining wall
at the intersection of Harry and Roosevelt shall be removed and
the area graded to remove the sight conflict at the intersec=—
tion,

The development of this property shall proceed in accordance
with the development plan as approved by the Planning Commis=
sion and City Commission, and any substantial deviation of the
plan, as determined by the Superintendent of Central Inspection
and the Director of Planning, shall constitute a violation of
the building permit authorizing construction of the proposed
development,

Any major changes in this development plan shall be resubmitted
to the Planning Commission and to the City Commigsion for its
consideration,




. WICHITA-SEDGWICK CQ'JHT’

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION
CITY BUILDING ANNEX, 104 South Main
Wichita, Kansas

FEB 2 9 1958
NOTICE TO ADJOINING PROPERTY OWNERS

The Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission will
consider the following item in Room 401, City Building Annex, 104 South
Main, Wichita, Kansas, at its meeting at 1:45 p.m. on 1
at which time you may appear either in person or by agent or attorney, if

you so desire.

Block 1, Wood Plaza Addition to Wichita, Sedgwick County,
Kansas. 1 t u i e

of Roosevelt Avenue,

This Amendment to the Wichita Mall Shopping Center Community
Unit Plan proposes minor adjustments concerning the total area
of each parcel; maximum gross floor areas: maximum height
limitations; building setback lines from the north, east and
west; and proposes that the 200 feet of Access Control on
Roosevelt Avenue just south of Harry be reduced to 45 feet.

The Amended Development Plan is on file in the Planning De-
partment, Room 402, City Building Annex, 104 South Main, Wichita,
Kansas and is available for public information and review,

NOTE: It is the policy of the Planning Commission that any request for

a deferral of the hearing of this case shall be submitted to the Secretary,
C. Bickley Foster, 104 South Main, 7 days prior to the meeting. The Chair-
man and Secretary may grant such a request for deferral. Persons reguesting
deferrals will be charged with the cost of preparing and mailing new notices.

T9-215 C. Bickley Foster, Secretary
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SUMMARY DESCRIPTION OF TY OF WICHITA QNG DISTRICTS
—_—————— — -2 U WICHITA ZONING DISTRICTS

- One-Family Dwelling District
Permits one-family dwellings, parks, schools, libraries, golf
courses, nurseries, churches and home occupations.

- Two-Family Dwelling District
Permits two-family dwellings and uses permitted in "AR",

- Four-Family Dwelling District

Permits three and four-family dwellings, and uses permitted in "Aa

and "A".

- Multiple-Family Dwelling Distriet
Permits multiple dwellings, off-street parking areas, apartments,
boarding houses, cemeteries, medical offices and uses permitted in
vapn, o and "RB".

- Office District
Permits apothecaries, clinics, hospitals; medical, business and
professional offices; motels under certain conditions; and all
residential uses.

- Light Commercial District

Permits all purely retail business conducted within an enclosed
building; service stations; all residential and office uses.

- Commercial District
Permits all commercial uses and residential and office uses and
some fabrication uses.

- Central Business District
all commercial, office, wholesale, manufacturing and
residential uses. Prohibits those which constitute a hazard or
nuisance from smoke, dust, odor or fire danger.

- Light Industrial District

Permits all manufacturing activities which do not constitute a
hazard or a nuisance; and all office and commercial uses. Resi-
dential uses are prohibited.

- Heavy Industrial District

Permits all office, commercial and manufacturing uses, Most
objectionable manufacturing uses are subject to conditional
approval. Residential uses are prohibited.

- Mobile Home District
Permits mobile home parks and associated uses,

il g i i
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{ ) (Published in The Wichita Beacon on February 20, 1968)

QFEICIAL NOTICE
TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN AND TO ALL PERSONS INTERESTED:

NOTICE 18 HEREBY GIVEN that on March 14, 1968, at
1145 p.m., the Wichita-sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning
Comm. on, in Room 401, City Building Annex, 104 South Main,
Wichita, Kansas, will consider an application for an amendment
to the WICHITA MALL SHOPEING CENTER COMMUNITY UNIT PLAN for property
legally described as follows:

RR=10 Block 1, Wood Plaza Addition to Wichita
sedgwick County, Kansas. Genexally
located on the south side of Harxy, east
of Roosevelt Avenue.

The Development Plan of this area, origi.nally approved
in 1965, has been redesigned and submitted as required under the
Community Unit Plan provisions of Section 28.04.190 of the Code
of the City of Wichita., The Development Plan is on file in the
Office of the Planning Director, Room 402, City Building Annex,
104 South Main, Wichita, Kansas, and is available for public in-
formation and review.

The Development Plan on file proposes minor adjustments
concerning the total area of each parcel; maximum gross floor areas;
maximum height limitations; bu.lding setback lines from the north,
east and west; and proposes that the 200 feet of Access Control on
Roosevelt Avenue just south of Harry be reduced to 45 feet.

This hearing is to be held as provided in Section
28.04.130 of the Code of the City of Wichita and the same will
there be discussed and considered by the said Wichita-Sedgwick
County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission. Those persons in-—
terested in this matter will be heard at that time.

WITNESS MY HAND AND SEAL this l4th day of February,
1968.

C. Bickley Foster, Secretary
Wichita-Sedgwick County Metro-
politan Area Planning Commis-
sion




. LAW OFFICES OF

ARN, MULLINS, UNRUH, KUHN & CATES
330 GARVEY BUILDING - 360 WEST DouaLAS
WICHITA, KANBAS 67202

AMMERST 7-5267

roo
SEANICE BURKET February 15, 1968

Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan
Area Planning Department

City Buildi.ng Annex

104 South Main Street

Wichita, Kansas 67202

Subject: DP=10, Wichita Mall Shopping Center
located at the Southeast corner of
Harry and Roosevelt

Gentlemen:

Under date of January 24, 1968, you received Applica-
tion for Amendment to Community Unit Plan DP=-10 filed on behalf
of Melvin Simon & Associates, In that application the only re-
quested amendment was a change of access control on Roosevelt
Avenue from 200 feet to 45 feet, as shown on the plats accompany-
ing the application,

You now have in your possession 12 copies of the Amen-
ded Community Unit Plan with several minor adjustments, This
letter is to request that the hearing on the amendment to the
Community Unit Plan DP=10 include, in addition to the request
of access control on Roosevelt Avenue from 200 feet to 45 feet,
the following amendments:

1., Increase the size of Parcel #4 from 33,825
square feet to 49,500 square feet,

2., Increase the size of Parcel #3 from 13,750
square feet to 22,275 square feet.

3, Increase the size of Parcel #2 from 48,000
square feet to 60,000 square feet.

4, Decrease the size of Parcel #1 from 1,168,265
square feet to 1,132,065 sguare feet,

‘Change the Building Setback lines on Parcel
#l as follows:

a, North From 300' to 360'
b, West From 150" to 125°'
c, East From 150' to 130°'

o . S TR
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ARN, MULLINS, LUNRUH, KUHN & CATES

Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan
Area Planning Department

Page 2

February 12, 1968

Adjust the maximum gross floor ar=a of
each parcel,

Amend the proposed use in Parcel #3 to
include "supermarket."

2Amend the maximum building height on Parcel
#1 £rom 35' to 40' and on Parcel #4 from 30"
to 35,

None of these requested amendments are of great magni=-
tude and we will appreciate their being considered in their en=-
tirety by the Metropolitan Area Planning Department.

s ve truly,

of Arn, Mullins, Unruh, Kuhn & Cates

RFM:g

Mr, Herbert Berger
529 Beacon Building
Wichita, Kansas 67202

Melvin Simon & Associates
7 North Meridian
Indianapolis, Indiana 46204




Pebruary 13, 1968

Mr. Richard F. Mullins
330 Garvey Bldg
Wichita, Kansas 67202

Subject: DP-10 - Wichita Mall Shopping Center
located at the southeast corner of Harry and
Roosevelt

Dear Mr. Mullins:

On this date Mr, Berger has submitted twelve copies of the amended
Community Unit Plan with several minor adjustments. As your
original application requested only an dment regarding
control to Roosevelt Avenue, we need a letter from you requesting

that the approved plan be amended to include adjustments in -
building setbacks, parcel areas, gross floox areas, building
heights and specific uses.

Attached for your information is a copy of the amendments as
worked out by Mr. Berger and me. If you have any questions
concerning this matter please contact our office.

Sincerely,

Jack H. Galbraith
Senior Planner

JHG:js

cc: Mr. Herbert Berger
2206 East Douglas
Wichita, Kansas 67214

Attachment




The Developwent Plan on file proposes the following amendments:

The 200 feet of Access Control on Rocsevelt Avenue
just south of Harry being reduced to 45 feet.

Increasing the size of Parcel #4 from 33,825 square
feet to 49,500 square feet.

Increasing the size of Parcel #3 from 13,750 square
fest to 22,275 square feet.

Increasing the size of Parcel #2 from 48,000 square
feet to 60,000 square feet,

Decreasing the size of Parcel #l from 1,168,265 square
feet to 1,132,065 square feet.

Changing the Building Setback lines on Parcel #l as
follows:

a. North - Prom 300' to 360'
b. West - From 150' to 125°'
c. East = From 150' to 130°'
Adjusting the maximum gross floor area of each parcel,

Amending the proposed use in Parcel #3 to include
"supermarket”.

Amending the maximum building height on Parcel #1
from 35' to 40' and on Parcel #4 from 30' to 35'.




( ﬂl ) (Published in The Wichita Beacon on January 30, 1968)

QFFICIAL NOTICE
TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN AND TO ALL PERSONS INTERESTED:

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that on February 21, 1968, at
1:45 p.m., the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission, in Room 401, City Building Annex, 104 South Main,
Wichita, Kansas, will consider an application for an amendment
to the WICHITA MALL SHOPPING CENTER COMMUNITY UNIT PLAN for
property legally described as follows:

DP-10 Block ., Wood Plaza Addition to Wichita
sedgwick County, Kansas.
loca on the sout i
of Roosevelt Avenue.

The Development Plan of this area, originally approved
in 1965, has been redesigned and submitt.d as required under the
Community Unit Plan provisions of Section 28.04.190 of the Code
of the City of Wichita. The Development Plan is on file in the
Office of the Planning Director, Room 402, City Building Annex,
104 south Main, Wichita, Kansas, and is available for public in-
formation and review,

The Development Plan on file proposes that the 200 feet
of Access Control on Roosevelt Avenue just south of Harry be re-
duced to 45 feet.

This hearing is to be held as provided in Section
28.04.190 of the Code of the City of Wichita and the same will
there be discussed and considered by the said Wichita-Sedgwick
County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission. Those persons in-
terested in this matter will be heard at that time.

WITNESS MY HAND AND SEAL this 26th day of January,
1968.

C. Bickley Poster, Secretary
Wichita-Sedgwick County Metro-
politan Area Planning Commis-
sion




AMENDMENT TO
APPLICATION FOR P’ (DP-10)
P SID! 1 COl RCIAL LOPMENT
FOR_PROPERTY LOCATED WITH LIMITS OF THE
CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS
an amendment to
This is an application for/# Community Unit Plan - Planned Development.
The form must be completed and filed at the Planning Department, Room
402, City Building Annex, 104 South Main, Wichita, Kansas, in accord-
ance with directions on the accompanying instruction sheet. AN INCOM-
PLETE APPLICATION CANNOT BE ACCEPTED.

I. Name of applicant or applicants and/or their agent or agents,

a. Applicant Melvin Simon & Associates
600 Kahn Building
di -

Address LNE?- :t“hlsﬁ_ilé %gi: i“: Phone
Richard F, Mullins

Agent

Address 330 Garvey Bldg., Wichita, Ks. Phone AM 7=5267

Applicant

Address

Agent

Address

Applicant

Address

Agent

Address Phone

(Use separate sheet if necessary for names of additional applicants)

an amendment to DP=-10 heretofore approved
II.A The applicant hereby requests/Community Unit Elar{a.ppmual on

property zoned "Lc" and legally described as Lot (s)

, Block(s) / '

WOOD PLAZA Addition.
o WAy W Cp Fa——a _
(If appropriate, metes and bolthds description may be provided in

the space below or on an attached sheet.)

Applicant requests change of access control on Roosevelt Avenue
from 200 feet to 45 feet, as shown on accompanying plats.

II.B There are not applicabderes (round to nearest tenth) in the above
described property.

T9~330-3




This property is located at (address)

The general location is (use appropriate section)

a. at the _Southeast corner of Harry

and Roosevelt ; or

on the South side of Harry (Ave.,

Street) between _Rocsevelt (Ave., Street) and

Bluff (Ave., Street).

I (we), the applicant(s), acknowledge receipt of the instruction
sheet explaining the method of submitting this application. I

(we) realize that this application cannot be processed unless it
is completely filled in and accompanied by a current abstractor's

certificate as required in the instruction sheet.

MELVIN SIMON & ASSOCIATES

By Bym

Authorized Agent (if any) Authorized Age'nt (if any)

By By
Authorized Agent (if any) Authorized Agent (if any)

OFFICE USE ONLY

This application was receiped/at the Planning Department at

J; S0 (@ on (Day, Month,

Year). It has been checked and found to be complete and accom-

panied by reguired documents and the appropriate fee of

$ 0.

T9-330-4
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STATEMENT OF OWNERSHIP

STATE OF KANSAS )

)

Sedgwick County, )

The undersigned duly bonded and qualified abstracter

within and for the Jounty and State aforesaid, does hereby certify:

That we have examined the records in the office of the

Register of Deeds of Sedgwick County, Kansas, with reference to the
ownership of the following property in Sedgwick County, Kansas, viz:

Prop‘ert'y' lying within a radius of 200 ft of:
The West Property Line of Sports Center property
on South Roosevelt, described as fol: Beg at the
NE cor of the NW} of Sec 35, Twp 27, R 1 East; th
W 660 rt; S 990 ft; E 660 ft; N to beg, exc road.

And from such examination find that the owners there-

of are as set opposite the description of the property below, viz:

C-11177-76F

Begwat NE cor Nwi Sec 35, Twp 27, R 1 East; \/S orts Center, Inc,
th 663 ft; S 990 ft; E 660 ft; N to beg., '3833 E. Harry (78
8xc road.

Lot 1,

Lot 2,

Lot 3,

Lot L,

Lot 5,

All Saints Addition. ff. B. & Phyllis Hickerson
V3701 E. Harry , 2,5 ux

All Saints Addition. Homer W, Sloan &
Yvonne L. Sloan, ux
1720 N, Edwards ; 7203

A1l Saints Addition. Grace Emma Brown &
Mildred B. Brown, Jjt.
1621 S. Roosevelt ¢ 72/ %

A 11 Seints Addition. ‘lclarence W, Rector &
E. Frances Rector, ux

E. I i
30k ndianopol 8 oo

A 11 Saints Addition. Edward Meyer, sgls.
\\No Address Available
¢ 3o Ao.
73 &




Lot 6, All Saints Addition. / G, E. & Wretha S, Cox, ux
162 S. Yale 78

Lot 7, All Saints Addition. Frank L. & Violet B. Bible, ux
1612 S. Yale L7ars

BLE ADDITION OWNER

2 GRANDYTEW HEIGHTS JMaxina Lybrand Realty, Inc.
1206 W. lhth St. 2073

Rodney & Mabel M, Snodgrass, ux
2627 E. Funston (, 7.2/

William Earl Woodard, r. &
‘!Peggy D, Woodard, ux
" 3822 E. Skinner r;?-‘“f

chselind J. King 9

#.0 Denarns o 702
JHarold G, & Edith L, Hunter, ux
1748 S. Yale ( 72/ 7

JRichard L., & Edith M, Hayden, ux
835 Harding ( 720F

{Woodrow W. & Doris L. Wilson, ux|
1738 5. Yale (;72/4

James F, & Gladys N, Lee, ux
732 S, Yale ;.5

4

11 & S 13! of R, J. King
Lot 12 # 1%7037

H 39' of 12 & jThomas G, & Judith K. Swaney, ux| i
S 26' of 13, 12045 Geo. Wash Blvd. 4 72,8

N 26" of 13 & Lester J. Phillips &
S 39' of 1&, Kathleen W. Phillips, ux
| 1002 S. Market L7arl

N 13! of 1l, a1l \R. A. King
Lot 15, 1702 8 Yale .74, F

16, 17, 18, 19 R. J. King
Soikel, P # 1 Douglas

g%& N 14' of QP R. J. & Roselind J. King, ux
?

8 28' of 23, all D R, J. King
Lots 2 & 25,

W 45" of Lot 7 & Charles Ray Sallor &
E 20' Lot 8, Shirley Ann Sallor, ux
3820 Countryside ;4,,4«;,4—&-?2«'!

W L,0' Lot 8 & Carl 0. & Donna Jean Paustian,
E 10' Lot 9, No Address Avallable

W 50! Lot 9 & E Fred W. & Dorothy E. Prather, ux
51 Lot 10, No Address Available anaagp‘

elma Jean Shallcross, ux

W 55" of Lot 10, ioberh P. Shallcross &
802 Countrysido%?/j




e A gy MR 00

ADDITION

GRANDVIEW H'EIG?FTS
~——  Tarroll L. Showalter &
Anne H, Showalter, ux
3821 Comtryaida//ﬁk o720 &

8 (E 50') Francis J, Murray &
Alice Mardelle Murray, ux
3815 Countryside yds 472 ¥

8 (W 10') & E 55 JRohert D, & Mildred Jay, ux
of Lot 9, 3807 Countryside fjf;" Lrasd

9 (W 5') & all Lot | Maynard H. & Virginia Erway, ux
10, 1770 S. Roosevelt , ;g

-

1 JPaul H, & Gretts E. Messner, ux/ @il

162 Lochinvar L7307

€-11170-14C-1

\

The West 657 ft of S 350 ft of SE} of SWi \St. Joseph Hospital & Rehabil- ;

Sec 26, Twp 27, R 1 E itation Center.

34400 Grand l{'f"u?

€-11170-14C

W 730 £t of S 350 ft , exc W 657 rt; Sec Roger L. % Alice Messman &
26, Twp 27, R 1 E. C. B, % Barbara C, Rinehart, ux

Wichita Plaza Bldg. L7202
€-11174LD & C-11170-15

Beg 730 ft E of SW cor SE} SW: Sec 26, Roger L. & Alice Messman, ux &

Ns*a? 27, R 1 E.; ¥ 350 £t; E to E line ) c. B. & Barbara C, Rinehart, uxi

Swis S 180 ft3 W 185 ft; S 170 ft; Wichita Plaza Bldg.
W to beg.

Dated at Wichita, Kansas this 22nd day
of January, 1968 at 7:00 A, M,

FIDELITY TITLE COMPANY, INC.

L

By ; 777

Tracer # 86520
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