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5 :<flki ·  - PLANT LI ST - TOWN SQUARE EAST
gkffl Quantity .Common Name Botanical Name SIze

**57 '
.*124-1 ImER.
*de=Nk# 18 London Plane Platanus acerfol la 24" cal

**'0 129 Sycamore PI atanus occ 1 dental Is 2F' cal

:*i&&* 22 Green Ash (Marshall's) Frax. penn. lanceolata H" cal
'5 66 Honeylocust (Moraine) G.t.i. "Moralne" 2" cal.

72 Sunburst Locust G.t. 1. "Sur}buret" 3" cal.

- 37 Sky line Locust G.t. i. "Sky line" 3' cal.

c 33 Cottonwood (cottonless) Populus dettoidos 2" cal.

imm" 63 Pin Oak Quercus palustrts 3" cal.

9' Red Oak Quercus borealis rubra 2" cal.
Bur Oak Ouercus macrocarpa 2" cal.

Linden Tillia americana
'1 2,1 ca l."Redmond

14" cal
Silver Maple Acer sacchari num

River Birch Betula nigra 6'-8'

9 74 Austrian Pine Pinus nigra 10'-12'

73 Scotch Pine Pinus sylvestris 10'-12'

-. AUGUST 8, 1973

Cond. Remarks

C 64 p P p- 'p | ./-
B&B
B&B

B&B
B&B

B&B

8&8 - 5

8&8 2-

835 -

80 -2-
B&B

MB -'2

B&B
EMB Clump-Planting
8&B

B&B

A?,J tx ;4917

Ele-U«

FLOWERING TREES AND ORNAMENTALS

88 Redbud Cercis canadensis 6'-8' Ht. B&B

36 Bradford Pear Pyrus cal leryana
"Bradford" 2" cal. 8&8

6 Pistacia Pistacia chinensts 1 &" ca I . 8&8

19 Purpleleaf Plum Prunus caras i fera
pissardi "Thunder-
cloud" 12" cal. BZB

EflD«"Mi :

34 · Japanese Pagoda Sophora-japonica 6'-8' Ht. B&B

11 Smoke tree Cotinus coggygria
"\'el vet Cloak" 6'-8' Ht. B&B

2 Mimosa Albizzia julibrissin 6'-8' Ht. B&B

38 Goldenrain Koelreuteria paniculata 22' cal. 8&8
36, Hawthorne Crataegus crusgatti 6'-8' Ht. B&B

33 Flowering Crab Malus "Hope" 1 &" cal. 8&8

itic '' 1 SHRUBS
; 107 Manhattan Euonymus Euon. patens
4 " 24" spread BZB"Manhattan

 105 Winged EuonYmus Euor. alatus 3 gel. Cont.

20 Dwarf Winged Euonymus Euon alatus compacta 2 gal. Cont.

6 Mahonia Mahonia aquifolium 18" spread Cont.

4 Japanese Yew Taxus cuspidata 24" spread Cont.

46 Smooth Sumac Rhus glabra 2 gal. Cont.

Fragrant Sumac Rhus aromatica 2 ual. Cont.

17 Black Jetbead Rhodotypos scandens 18" Ht. Cont.

*53. 28 Pyracantha Pyracantha lalandi 3 gal. Cont.

M€6'0 7 Weigela Weige!a florida
"Bristol Ruby" 18. Ht. Cont.

E30/. 330 Pfitzer Juniper Juniperus C.
"Pfitzer" 24" sp read B&B

3{*96-- ORNAMENTAL GRASSES

 112 Pampas Grass Erianthus ravennae 3 gal. Cont.

-)%El GROUNDCOVER
/*pej'

17,200 .·Halls Purpleleaf
Honeysuckle

700 Coloratus Euonymus

714 Vinca Minor

300 Virginia Creeper

Lonicera japonica
halliana purpurea

Euon. forfune i
coloratus

Vinca minor

Parthenocissus

quinquefolia

Oft/;491
2 yr. old
#1 plants 21" pot. 18" O.C
2 yr. old
#1 plants 24" pot. 18".0.C
2 yr. old
#1 plants 24" pot. 12" 0.0

1 gal. Cont.

.ij FLOW!-FiR
I 420 "Comanche" Petun i as 26" pot
;iawmis. 108 White Petunias U" pot

K-31 Fescue seeding - 19.52 k.
4/4.2. f <13*/452

1 12- 6.-2·01 :54 Bluegrass Sod - 2,390 Sq. Yd.
M'?FOVE V '1-8 te,Ach-

$ I ' I ./ TION L ( 57

+Ad<4,6,4#60 tr ti e . p Fi / i .1

*9 ... - »trip'I r.rm'll/4
*MMRB# 1 >wi,ira/01//m

TE ··7*/"Illi/""/

.i'll- 41 C-V' UW:41®

9 4/0-*5: 4;
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PLANT LIST - TOWN SQUARE EAST . · AUGUST 8, 1973

Ouantltv. Common Name Botanical Name Size Cond. Remarks

TREES

18 London Plane Platanus acerfolia 21" cal. 8&8

129 _Sycamore Platanus occidentalls U" cal. 8&8
22 Green Ash (Marshall's) Frax. penn. lanceolata 11" cal. 8&8
66 Honeylocust (Moraine) G. t.i. "Mora i ne" 2" ca I . B&B

72 Sunburst Locust G.t.1. "Sunburet" 3" cal . 8&8

37 Skyline Locust G.t.i. "Skyline" 3" cal. 8&8

33 Cottonwood ( cotton l ess ) Popu 1 us de I toi dos 2" cal. 8&8

63 Pin Oak Quercus palustris 3" cal. BLB

9 -· -Red Oak Quercus borea lis rubra 2" ca I. B&B
25 Bur Oak · Quercus macrocarpa 2" cal. 8&8 , 7 25,93*:

13 Linden Tillia americana Wpfs'01
"Redmond" 2" cal. B&B

17 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 11" cal. 8&8

12 River Birch Betula nigra 6'-8' B&8 Clump Planting
74 Austrian Pine Pinus nigra 10'-12' 8&8

73 Scotch Pine Pinus sylvestris 10'-12' B&B

-I, ./

24·'*

0?29928
POCU .-
*1

FLOWERING TREES AND ORNAMENTALS

88 Redbud Cercis canadensis 6'-8' Ht. 8&B 4€r=--·

36 Bradford Pear Pyrus cal ler·yana
"Bradford" 2" cal. B&B

6 Pistacia Pistacia chinensis 11" cal. 8&8                  -
19 Purpleleaf Plum Prunus carasifera

9.......
· pissardi "Thunder·-

r Ir,1 :rl, 1 12" cal. B&B /1/
34 · Japanese Pagoda Sophora-japonica 6'-8' Ht. B&B

11 Smoke tree Cotinus coggygria
"Velvet Cloak" 6'-8' Ht. B&B

2 Mimosa Albizzia jutibrissin 6'-8' Ht. B&B
38 Goldenrain Koelreuteria paniculata 26" cal. 8&8
36. · Hawthorne .Crataegus crusgallt 6'-8' Ht. B&B

33 Flowering Crab MalliS "HOpa" 1J" cal. 8&8

-»«en

 SHRUBS

44>0

1,

2*IL,

2)43·'

FK , f *t

- lu..'4**:fi-
107 Manhattan Euonymus Euon. patens -7.raive,<rn

"Manliattan" 24" spieod 8&8 1:J; / e A»
105 Winged Euonymus Euon. alatus 3 gal. Cont.

20 Dwarf Winged Euonymus Euon alatus compacta 2 gal. Cont.

6 Mahonia Mahonia aquifolium 18" spread Cont.

4 Japanese Yew Taxus cuspidata 24" spread Cont. ''',<44*'
46 Smooth Sumac Rhus glabra 2 gal. Cont.

121 Fragrant Sumac Rhus aromatica 2 gal. Cont.

17 Black Jetbead Rhodotypos scandens 18" Ht. Cont.

28 Fyracantha Pyracantha talandi 3 gal. Cont.

7 Weigela Weigela florida C .4
"Bristol Ruby" 18" Ht · Cont. &53»-

330 Pfitzer Juniper Juniperus C. ::934*
"Pfitzer·" 24" spread B&8 \

ORNAMENTAL GRASSES

·f¥U#30

112 Pampas Grass Erianthus ravennae 3 gal. Cont.

GROUNDCOVER

17,200 Halls Purp leleaf Loni cera japonica 2 pr. old

Honeysuckle halliana purpurea #1 plants 21" pot. 18" O.C.
3,700 Ooloratus Euonymus Euon. fortune i 2 yr. old

coloratus #1 plants 24" pot. 18" 0.C.
2,714 Vinca Minor Vinca minor 2 yr. old

#1 plants 24" pot. 12" 0.C.
300 Virginia Creeper Parthenocissus

quinquefolia 1 gal. Cont.

FLOWERS

420 "Comanche" Petun i as 21" pot
108 White Petunias 21" pot

K-31 Fescue seeding - 19.52 Ac

Bluegrass Sod - 2,390 Sq. Yd.

f »41$

..0.4.

ee#*&.%90,7/, - I. 'L Jaff

'19- 729.07 4.44"'r· -4343
";....:. 49·
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( L.=uili@8,
liliN*KEV*321 Quantity- Common Name Botanical Name Size Cond. Remarks

m 26#*PAR@.No
London Plane Platanus acerfolla 23" ca I . 888
Sycamore Platanus occidentalis 21" cal. BLB
Green Ash (Marshall's) Frax. penn. lanceolata 4" cal. 8&8
Honeylocust (Moraine) G.t. i. "Moraine" 2" cal. B&B

Sunburst Locust G.t.1. "Sunburet" 3" ca I. B&B

Skyline Locust G.t. i. "Skyline" 3" cal. B&B

Cottonwood (cottonless) Populus deltoidos 2" cal. B&B

Pin Oak Quercus palustris 3" cal. 8&8

'' Red Oak Quercus borealis rubra 2" cal. B&B

Bur Oak Ouercus macrocarpa 2" cal. B&B

Linden Tillia americana
"Redmond" 2" cal. B&B

17 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 11" cal. 8&8

12 River Birch Betula nigra 6'-8' B&B Clump Planting

74 Austrian Pine Pinus nigra 10'-12' B&B

73 Scotch Pine Pinus sylvestris 10'-12' B&B

41#350 1

Lt

FLOWERING TREES AND ORNAMENTALS

88 Redbud Oercis canadensis 6'-8' Ht. B&B

36 Bradford Pear Fyrus calleryana
"Bradford" 2" cal. MB

6 Pistacia Pistacia chinensis 14" cal. 8&8
19 Purpleleaf Plum Prunus carasifera

pissardi "Thunder-
cloud" 12" cal. B&B

34 · Japanese Pagoda Sophora-japonica 6'-8' Ht. B&B

11 Smoke tree Cotinus coggygria
"Velvet Cloak" 6'-8' Ht. 8&8

2 Mimosa Albizzia julibrissin 6'-81 Ht. 8&8
38 Goldenrain Koel reuteria paniculata 24" cal. 8&8
36 Hawthorne Crataegus crusgalli 6'-8' Ht. B&B

33 Flowering Crab Malus "Hopa" 14" cal. 8&8

Ff€

1

t.

2 -  SHRUBS

112 Pampas Grass Erianthus ravennae 3 gal. Cont.

GROUNDCOVER

17,200 Halls Purpleteaf Lonicera japonica 2 yr. old

Honeysuckle halliana p.urpurea #1 plants 24" pot. 18" O.C.
3,700 Coloratus Euonymus Euon. fortunei 2 yr. old

coloratus #1 pl ants 24" pot. 18" O.C.
2,714 Vinca Minor Vinca minor 2 yr. old

#1 plants 26" pot. 12" O.C.
300 Virginia Creeper Parthenocissus

quinquefolia Cont.

FLOWERS

420 "Comanche" Petun i as

108 White Petunias

K-31 Fescue seeding - 19.52 Ac.

Bluegrass Sod - 2,390 Sq. Yd.

Far

139

107 Manhattan Euonymus Euon. patens
24" spiead BB"Manhattan .

1 105 Winged Euonymus Euon. alatus 3 gal. Cont.

20 Dwarf Winged Euonymus Euon alatus compacta 2 gal. Cont.

6 Mahon i a Mahon i a aqu i fo I i um 18" spread Cont.

4 Japanese Yew Taxus cuspidata 24" spread Cont.
46 Smooth Sumac Rhus glabra 2 gal. Cont. .

1
2 gal. Cont.62<y 121 Fragrant Sumac Rhus aromatica

33*b, 17 Black Jetbead Rhodotypos scandens 18" Ht. Cont.

iRC« 28 Pyracantha Pyracantha latandi 3 gal. Cont.

7 Weigela Weigela florida C
"Bristol Ruby" 18" Ht. Cont.

** 330 Pfitzer Juniper Juniperus C.
"Pfitzer" 24" spread B&B

.· ·144,+

4 1

ORNAMENTAL GRASSES

1 gal.

24" pot
24" pot

333«Wy,3.

694*if
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PLANT LIST - TOWN SQUARE EAST AUGUST 8, 1973

Quantijl Common Name Botanical Name Size Cond. Remarks

TREES

18 London Plane Platanus acerfolia 2-1" cal. 8&8
129 ..Sycamone Platanus occidentalls 21" cal. 8&8
22 Green Ash (Marshall's) Frax. penn. tanceolata 11" cal. 8&8

40241: 66 Honeylocust (Moraine) G.t.i. "Moraine" 2" cal. EMB

72 Sunburst Locust G.t. L "Sunburst" 3" cat. B&B

37 Skyline Locust G.t. 1. "Skyline" 3" cal. 8&8

33 Cottonwood (cotton less) Popul us de ltoi dos 2" cal. 8&8

63 Pin Oak Quercus palustris 3" cal. B&B

9 * Red Oak Quercus borealis rubra 2" cal. B&B
25 Bur Oak Quercus macrocarpa 2" cal. B&B

13 Linden Tillia americana

"Redmond" 2" cal. 8&8

17 Silver Maple Acer saccharinum 1*" cal. B&13 fiK2.'

12 River Birch Betula nigra 6'-8' 888 Clump Planting
74 Austrian Pine Pinus nigra 10'-12' B&B

73 Scotch Pine Pinus sylvestris 10'-12' B&B

1
2.-4-3 FLOWERING TREES AND ORNAMENTALS 4

88 Redbud Gercis canadensis 6'-8' Ht. B&B

36 Bradford Pear Pyrus cal ler·yana
"Bradford" 2" cal. 8&8

6 Pistacia Pistacia chinensis 11" cal. 8&8 P

19 Purpleleaf Plum Prunus carasi fera

pissard
i

i "Thunder-

11

c loud" 12" ca I . B&B

34 Japanese Pagoda Sophora-japonica 6'-8' Ht. BAB

Smoke tree Cotinus coggygria
"Ve I vet C I oak" 6'-8' Ht. 8&8 i

2 Mimosa Albizzia julibrissin 6'-8' Ht. 8&8
38 Goldenrain Koel reuteria paniculata 21" cal. 8&8ill
36. Hawthorne Crataegus crusgalli 6'-8' Ht. 8&8

33 Flowering Crab Mal us "Hopa" 14" cal. 8&8

SHRUBS

107 Manhattan Flionymus Euon. patens
Manhattan 24" spread B&8 1¢14

105 Winged Euonymus Euon. alatus 3 gal. Cont.

20 Dwarf Winged Euonymus Euon alatus compacta 2 gal. Cont.
6 Mahonia Mahonia aquifol ium 18" spread Cont.
4 Japanese Yew Taxus cuspidata 24" sp read Cont.

46 Smooth Sumac Rhus gl abra 2 gal. Cont.

12140t 17 Fragrant Sumac Rhus aromatica 2 gal. Cont.

Black Jetbead Rhodotypos scandens 18" Ht. Cont.

28 Pyracantha Pyracantha lalandi 3 gal. Cont.

j1 Weigela Weigela florida
"Bristol Ruby" 18" Ht. Cont.

330 Pfitzer Juniper Juniperus C.
"Pfitzer" 24" spread BUB

I 6.0 - ORNAMENTAL GRASSES

<: GRDUNDCOVER
Pampas Grass Erianthus ravennae 3 gal. Cont.

17,200 Halls Purpleleaf Lonicera japonica 2 yr. old 4

Honeysuckle halliana purpurea #1 pl ants W pot. 18" O.C.

3,700 Coloratus Euonymus Euon. fortunei 2 yr. old
coloratus #1 plants 24" pot. 18" O.C.

2,714 Vinca Minor Vinca minor 2 yr. old

. 1, 4 300

#1 plants 26" pot. 12" O.C.
Virginia Creeper Parthenocissus

quinquefolia 1 gal. Cont.

FLOWERi

420 "Comanche" Petuni as 21" pot
108 White Petunias 21" Pot

K-31 Fescue seeding - 19.52 Ac.

Bluegrass Sod - 2,390 Sq. Yd.

47:¢?MIM"/IMP'll,li

t

a ..$1 :OR
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P.O. Box 206
Wichita, Kansas 67201
May 18, 1979

Mike Weigand
151 N. Market
Wichita, Kansas 67202 47 RECEIVED *

MAY 221979

KELLOGG MALL (TOWNE EAST SQUARE)
COEJNITY UNIT PLAN - PARCEL 6 © MOROpocrw.

mANNING
$

Dear Mike: 1*

We have been advised the Capital Federal Savings &
Loan Association has turned down the subject location.

eligible for ingress only from Douglas.
It is our understanding only a financial facility is

If you find such an institution interested in this
location we urge they consider entrance from Armour for the following 224*

reasons:

1. Eliminate traffic problems by turning into facility.
A iminn to /,irn will rattge ronfusion since it Dermits

two turns within 75' (Armour and proposed ingress only). J.9..&

MiRStacking lane for those going east does not help
traffic going west. (Net..1

2. Closing for egress after business hours will be a
problem because of younger generation use of this ..;26%mdi

area for a race track.

3. No signs are permitted on Douglas which would make
it difficult to identify the turn into facility.

We assume any lighting will not be directed to the north
which would be a problem for those of us living on north side of Douglas..
We also assume a proper landscape plan will screen off Douglas Avenue.

We hope we might have an opportunity to discuss these
items with interested parties before final decisions.

Yours truly, *43 9:„
Howard N. Fullington, Fresident
Patio Homes Homeowners Assoc.

HIJ / rp
cc: Jack H. Galbraith

Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
455 2. Main

Wichita, Kansas 67202

j y.i:.

1 1



924«¥1€the

THE ESTATE OF JANIES CAXIPBELL

January 16, 1979

>'- RECOVEO
Mr. Robert A. Lakin lef JAN 221979 9, I
Director of Planning
Metropolitan Area Planning Dept,
City Hall - 10th Floor
455 N. Main Street

Wichita, Kansas 67202

Re: Kellogg Mall C.U.P.

Dear Bob:

This is with reference to the conditions for approval of
the Kellogg Mall C.U.P. amendment, particularly the land-
scaping requirements of Town East Square.

Attached is a copy of our letter of November 21, 1978 to
Mr. Melvin Simon requesting that Town East Square comply
with the requirements imposed under the C.U.P. Also enclosed
is a response from Town East Square dated January 9, 1979
indicating that the landscape plan has been approved by the
City for implementation in April.

I would appreciate confirmation of the plan approval by
your office in order to meet the requirements set forth
under the C.U.P. We will monitor the implementation of the
plan to assure conformity.

As you probably know, since the Kellogg Mall C.U.P. amend-
ments were granted, we have proceeded with the platting and
engineering for site improvements and things have been

C

moving rather well. M . 2-

We certainly appreciate your excellent cooperation in this
project. With best wishes to you and your staff for the
New Year.

Serely y urs,
irma 97,4.

OKS:tc Truste ecutive Officer

cc: Mike Weigand

314*. 1

.I:imi·• (':implbi·11 1 ".ding S.1/· 5.0 82% F.,1 . 1, i 1 Mult 1]Inlifull. ./n "ii 96/1:t Ti,1,1,hull .6-1941

rM€r
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OFFICE OF 11413 CITY !.Val·:AC,[ ft

C.. lIAU IN!T'Frill '100'

Wic-TA. EA•.>/.1 6,2:2

December 13, 1978

Mr. Gary L. Sherrer
First Vice President

Capitol Federal Savings & Loan
700 Kansas Avenue

Topelia, Kansas G6603

Deer Mr. Sherrer:

Your December 7, 1978, letter to me is acknowledged.

By copy of this letter, your comments are being forwarded to
Mr. Latin. Thank you very much for taking .t.ITe time to advise me
of your satisfaction with Mr. Latin's services.

Sincerely,

E. H, Denton

City Manager

EHD/hi),1
ce: .6ber·t A. Lakin, Director of Planning (w/a)

9

' -#(114'.

01%

29/

L-
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Capitol Fede,N SED..f in gS i . E]['2·Cs'·
1

AND LOAN ASSCCIATICN

GARY I SHERRER December 7, 1978
FI51 VICE PACS¢DCNT Capitol Federal's 86th Year

Mr. Eugene Denton
City Manager
City Hall
455 North Main Street

Wichita, Kansas 67202

Dear Mr. Denton:

Recently I visited with Mr. Robert Lakin, Directo:- of Plar-
ning regarding a C.U.P. provision on a proposed building
site. I just wanted you to know that the personal cozirtesy
extended to me by Mr. Lakin was only exceeded by the prefes·-
sional mani,erin which he assisted me. 9.lie public is often

'.9544.*.quick to criticize professional public emplorecs. I think
it is only fair to give recognition wheze it is due.

This experience with the City of Wichita increases tbe eager-
ness of Capitol Federal to become Dart of your commu.....ty. 4*Ar'

S .inere21',3

11.

Gark L, sherrer

FirE.t fice Pres.ident
GLS:PP

I

? I.M.-11 1[.D'.RAL 6...6/ AW' L.,AN ..........L COIIi./.A.,10:, I ./ Ifill,FLIMI'll /0!/1 10'•14/ANK 6/STIM

. I
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350 WEST DOUGLAS AVENUE - lifm KANSAS 67202 · 316•265·7771 · ACCAEDITE[:31HAMBER OFCOMMEACE OF UNITED STATtS

« 4
62»,

rD.'
December 7, 1978

/<*ERZ?>k
AREA

/0392 RECEIVED xs-3 CHAMBER

Mr. Robert Lakin, Director 8 1918 COMMERCE

Metropolitan Area Planning Department

City of Wichita
455 North Main

Wichita, Kansas 67202

Dear Bob:

Thank you for taking the time to meet with the representative from

Capital Federal last week. I realize you didn't really want to meet
with him, but after having a chance to spend some time with Gary it
is obvious that they are concerned about what actions may have taken
place in trying to resolve their site development.

Gary was here trying to correct some of those problems and was hopeful
that he could apologize for any previous actions and get a better feel for
what may have gone on preceding his arrival. It was for that reason
I was hopeful that you could at least meet him, particularly in light of
the unfavorable reaction which they presented during their original effort.

Thanks again. I owe you one.

Sincerely,

Jerry ¥. Mallot, Manager
Business and Industrial Development Department

JMM: rs

EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER
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AND LOAN ASSOCIATION

@Capitol Federal Savings mqut

70(} K.\XMAH AVE.XI'l·:
1

'll'EK.I. K.AN.... 66803

JOHN C DICUS PATDE••T

GARY L SHERRER December 7, 1978
FiRST VICE PRESID[NT Capitol Federal's 86th Year

Mr. Robert A. Lakin
%30» 1

Director of Planning
Metropolitan Area Planning Dept.
City Hall--Tenth Floor
455 North Main Street

Wichita, Kansas 67202

Dear Mr. Lakin:

Thank you for your letter of December 5th regarding the provi-
sion concerning the possible closing of access from Douglas
onto our proposed site. Your letter clearly outlines the pro-
cedures involved in the event of problems created by egress
onto Douglas.

f

The outlining of these procedures will be extremely helpful

in Capitol Federal's planning. As I have previously indicat-
ed to you, Capitol Federal wants the best corporate citizen-
ship possible and your assistance in this matter will help us
meet that goal.

Thank you again for your prompt and professional cooperation
and assistance.

Sincerely, F
n;

Gary D. Sherrer
Fire't Vice President

GLS: PP W

41 ?

Ing'red

to $40,000 MEMBER FEDERAL SAVINGS AND LOAN INSURANCE CORPORATION • MEMBER FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK SYSTEM



admin. adv. plans cur. plans social graphics
1])*ill ' I I:!11*wil -' [ 1 ,Illa,11 i 1 0,rce

O walter 1 lit.11.11 01011 11 hart 1.lifforo

01.11; Jls.. 0/4 Il. 1. I I,011*
1 1 lucke,

Mblown , "*

O.,i:.u  - N¢. Ilkallhe, I Jbarber

1.110, 0 1 j :ch..r g=
L] covert j ) C„81

[3116"Irs"i } C/fll/"
r l kohl l. E ] Commu

C brothers 1 1 -# 2 011.81 L.]]ane I i

[ 111.1.0,1 flreed C? knt,bial 04 11

84 0 0 b.•11 Oluetten

1 1.nes omive O (71:h•me

l.1 haden 0-V
ci harvey

o cism,m
U hil

iIicra,ford

0.1.1.
0.01„

D browne c.
0 whiedet

D:tahl:chmldt
0 harwood

010,inash
Oblanton

&:" 1 E:*-"=i
O lic••16
O gros:flickle

remalks: -
I

7.-Im

49
...
*@a I
446 v '
/3

i.*..F-/Ill/*

f-

L

G€

_l -

L

L

-1

from: _ _



22@%*444.FAL

42 9&"I#*5

.
r 1 B r.:

t . '-,1 \ 1 i ...1 \ 1 , U

VOU=*PTI'
6---1

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING

DEPARTMENT CltY HAU - TENTH FLOON

•35 NORTH MAIN STREET

WICHITA. KANSAS 67202
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December 5, 1978

Mn Gary L Sherrer
First Vice President

Capital Federal Savings & Loan
700 Kansas Avenue
Topeka, Kansas 66603

A°4*30.*Re
POP>»1

Re: Kellogg Mall C.U.P.
DP-12

Dear Mr. Sherrer:

You have inquired as to the procedure to be followed in inter-
preting and administering the C.U. P. provision concerning thef

possible closing of access from Douglas to your site. This
provision is somewhat specialized and no specific procedure
had been established. It is not possible to determine to what
degree violation might occur before it became a matter of
sufficient concern to the neighbor, the Traffic Engineer, or
the governing body.

/Af r.'UN
**i:921

ro

I have conferred with the Director of Public Works (traffic),
Division of Economic Development (inspection) and the City
Manager's Office as to what would be an appropriate procedure
to resolve conflicts and/or order the closing of access. If
you concur, the following procedure will be implemented.

.. 3?42'*4

On either complaint or observation by city staff that traffic
problems are occurring as a result of the Douglas' entrance,
the Traffic Engineer would notify both the tenant and land-
owner of the problem and if possible, suggest methods for
solving the problem. A period of time would be set to correct
the problem. If the problem were not corrected and the closing
of the access was indicated, the matter would then be placed
on the agenda of the Traffic Commission for that body's con-
sideration and recommendation. Written notice of the meeting
would be given to the tenant and landowner of the time and
place of the Traffic Commission meeting. The action of the
Traffic Commission would then be forwarded to the City
Commission for final decision and action.

J. · ,j5&*i#
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December 5, 1978
Page Two
Gary L. Sherrer
Re: DP-12

I believe this procedure will adequately protect you against
"overnight action and provides adequate due process for
such proceedings. If you agree with the above, please advise.

Sincerely,

Robert A. Lakin

, Director of Planning

RAL:bbc

E

Eugene H. Denton 2

City Manager
1

1

cc: 'Oz Stender, 828 Fort Street Mall, Honolulu, Hawaii
Ray Bruggeman, Director Public Works
Don Anderson, Director Economic Development
Paul Graves, Traffic Engineer
Bob Feldner, Supt. Central Inspection
Jack Galbraith, Chief Planner, MAPD

Jerry Mallott, Chamber of Commerce, 350 W. Douglas, 67202
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December 5, 1978

Mr. Gary L. Sherrer
First Vice President

Capital Federal Savings & Loan
700 Kansas Avenue

Topeka, Kansas 66603

Re: Kellogg Mall C.U.P.
DP-12

Dear Mr. Sherrer:

You have inquired as to the procedure to be followed in inter-
preting and administering the C.U. P. provision concerning the
possible closing of access from Douglas to your site. This
provision is somewhat specialized and no specific procedure
had been established. It is not possible to determine to what
degree violation might occur before it became a matter of
sufficient concern to the neighbor, the Traffic Engineer, or
the governing body.

I have conferred with the Director of Public Works (traffic),
Division of Economic Development (inspection) and the City
Manager's Office as to what would be an appropriate procedure
to resolve conflicts and/or order the closing of access. If
you concur, the following procedure will be implemented.

krt>.4

Pr:<7» 0, #*6;&&*

le

46'

On either complaint or observation by city staff that traffic
problems are occurring as a result of the Douglas entrance,
the Traffic Engineer would notify both the tenant and land-
owner of the problem and if possible, suggest methods for
solving the problem. A period of time would be set to correct
the problem. If the problem were not corrected and the closing
of the access was indicated, the matter would then be placed
on the agenda of the Traffic Commission for that body's con-
sideration and reco=endation. Written notice of the meeting
would be given to the tenant and landowner of the time and
place of the Traffic Commission meeting. The action of the
Traffic Commission would then be forwarded to the City
Commission for final decision and action.

M ·.i - c
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Dicember 5. 1978
Page Two
Gary L. Sherrer
Re: DP-12

I believe this procedure will adequately protect you against
"overnight" action and provide, adequate due process for
much proceedings. If you agree with the above, plea,e advise.

Sincerely,

Robert A. Lakin

Director of Planning

RAL:bbe

APPROVED:

Eugene H. Denton
City Manager

cc: Oz Stender, 828 Fort Street Mall, Honolulu, Hawaii
Ray Bruggeman, Director Public Works
Don Anderson, Director Economic Development
Paul Graves, Traffic Engineer

Bob Feldner, Supt. Central Inspection
Jack Galbraith. Chief Planner, MAPD
Jerry Mallott, Chamber of Commerce, 350 W. Douglas, 67202
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Capitol Federal Savings
AND LOAN ASSOCIATION

700 1<.ANH.At AVICM IC 14:Ell  I
TOPHKA. K.'»4.'H '(W; 3 *LI'll HENA A BU£383 C*-•N

JOIN C /'CUS P./510.4,

GARY L. SHERRER November 30, 1978
FIRST VICE PRESIDENT Capitol Federal's 86th Year

Mr. Robert A. Lakin, Director
Metropolitan Area Planning Comm.
City Hall--Tenth Floor
455 North Main Street
Wichita, Kansas 67202

Dear Mr. Lakin:

First let me thank you again for your willingness to take time
out from what I know is a demanding schedule to visit with me.
I hope I was able to convey to you Capitol Federal'

r·•44·,I assure

the land use plan and restrictions are fully complied with.

Whatever you and your associates can do to supplement the pro-
vision regarding the possible closing of the Douglas Street
entrance by providing procedures and definitions will greatly
be appreciated. As I suggested when we visited, this would
aid Capitol Federal in providing full compliance to restric-
tions regarding this site.

If there is any way Capitol Federal can be of further assistance
on this matter, please let me know.

Again thank you for your time and assistance.

cerely,

GlrylL. Sherrer

Firs Vice President
G

910

Insured

LflijES MEMBER FEDERAL SAVINGS AND LOAN INSUIANCE CORPORATION • MEMBER FEDERAL HOME LOIN 'ANK SYSTEM
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Capitol Federal Savings
AND LOAN ASSOCIATION

@
7{)(il.\XHAS.\VIC'tiC ei= .

TOPEKA, 1/..XI'll 8000.9

JOI•N C OICUS PAfsiDENT

November 30, 1978

Mr. Robert A. Lakin, Director

Metropolitan Area Planning Commission

45:i; R :. City Hall - Tenth Floor
455 North Main Street

Wichita, Kansas 67202

In.red

to $*U)00

24>44·

Dear Mr. Lakin:

Gary Sherrer has visited with me regarding his
recent meeting with you. Let me first express
the Association's appreciation for the time
and assistance you are providing.

Being new to Wichita, we are most anxious to
be fully aware of the responsibilities we will
have should we locate our office at Armour and

Douglas. It is our intent to be a good corporate
citizen and neighbor and your efforts will assist
us in meeting that goal.

If Mr. Sherrer or any of our staff can be of

service in any way, please let me know.

Sincerely,

( 30

JCD:BD

n C. Dicus

sident

MEMBER FEDERAL SAVINGS AND LOAN INSURANCE CORPORATION • MEMIERFEDERAL HOME lOAN 'ANK SYSTEM
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October 25. 1978 ;11.%39(2

Donald L. Dillon
Capital Federal Savings and Loan
700 Kansas Avenue
Topeka, Kansas 66603

Re: Photographs and slides
associated with DP-12,
Kellogg Mall Community
Unit Plan Amendment

Dear Mr. Dillon:

Pursuant to your request of October 24, 1978, I have enclosed
two photographs and twelve slides which were used in your
presentation. I believe I have included all of your material
but, if anything has been omitted, please let me know.

Sincerely,

Mike Meek
Senior Planner

MM:el
Enclosure

04'36·21'
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October 5, 1978

Mr. Phillip S. Frick700 Fourth Financial Center 4
Wichita, Kansas 67202

Re: DP-12 - Proposed Amendments
to the Kellogg Mall Community
Unit Plan.

Dear Mr. Frick:

At their regular meeting of September 26, 1978, the Board of
City Commissioners considered the above referenced case. Their
action was to approve the CUP amendments subject to the eight
conditions recommended by the Planning Commission, as well as
three additional condition0 included in the City Commission
motion. The conditions of approval are. as follows:

a. Platting of the unplatted portions of the C.U. P. site
within two (2) years of the date of approval by the
Board of City Commissioners, or the amendments be
considered denied and closed.

r

9fj-

KS'·if

b. The landscaping currently required by the existing
C.U.P. shall be in compliance with the approved
landscape plan by the end of the fall planting 24ims.E·

season, 1978. No further building or occupancy .E

permits shall be granted on the Kellogg Mall site =f

until such time as this requirement is complied
with. "Compliance" shall mean either the actual
replanting of the missing materials or a financial
guarantee backed by a contract with a nurseryman
be submitted to provide replanting by a specific
date.

c. Should access be granted to Parcel 6, the site
circulation plan to Parcel 6 shall be submitted
for approval by the Director of Planning.

d. Approval of a landscape plan by the Board of City
1

Commissioners depicting retention of existing plant

1.-1=12«6

Ii· '*fs
Veive*
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materials proposed to be retained, as well as addi-
tional trees and plant materials to fill in existing
gaps along the west property line of Parce18 6, 7 and
12. Said plan shall be required only if the masonry
wall is waived and shall depict proposed system(s)
of providing water to the plant material.

e. The developer providing wooden or solid screen fencing
adjacent to those Eastborough properties who do not
currently have such fencing and desire to have such.

f. The transfer of title of all or any portion of the
land included within the Community Unit Plan does not
constitute a termination of the plan or any portion
thereof, but said plan shall run with the land for
commercial development and be binding upon the present
owners, their successors and assigns, unless amended.

Page Two710»»91 Mr. Phillip S. Frick
October 5, 1978

Ell

g. The development of this property proceeding in accor-
dance with the development plan as approved by the
Planning 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 authori-
zing construction of the proposed development.

h

i

j

k

Any major changes in this development plan being re-
submitted to the Planning Commission and City Commis-
sion for their consideration.

All lights on Parcels 6, 7, 8, and 12 shall be shielded
to reflect or direct light away from the residential
structures in the City of Eastborough and on the north
side of Douglas.

The applicant shall guarantee at the time of platting
the construction of a deceleration lane adjacent to
parcel six.

The City of Wichita shall have the power to terminate
or close the one point of ingress from Douglas Avenue
to Parcel 6 should the City determine that said access
point is being used to provide egress from the site
onto Douglas Avenue.

fe
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Page Three
Mr. Phillip S. Frick
October 5, 1978

Please note that items i, j, and k will require revision of the
plan to include this wording. We have provided a '"marked copy
of the plan to your planning consultant and will need five re-
vised copies of the plan incorporating the additional conditiono
of approval.

Should you have questions regarding this matter, please call.

Sincerely,

Robert A. Lakin

RAL:MM: el Director of Planning
Enclosure

cc: B.J.Kingdon, Law Kingdon Co.
313 S. I,Yarket, 67202 (enclosure)

Michael Weigand, 150 N. Market, 67202

Oz Stender, Estate of James Campbell,
828 Fort Street Mall, Honolulu, Hawaii

Melvin Simon and Associates, 1712 N. Meridian,
Indianapolis Ind. 46202

e
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September 25,

John Dekker, Director of Law

<i·.41·1 Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

Request for legal opinion on compliance with previous
requirements as a consideration of future zoning and
building permit requests.

We have received a letter of inquiry from an attorney
(attached for your reference) as well as a question from
a member of the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission on
matters which both relate to compliance with previous
requirements as a basis for withholding permits or denying
zone changes.

The first question involves the attorney representing the
fee title owners of a large portion of the Kellogg Mall
(DP-12) C.U.P. These owners, the Campbell Estate of

Hawaii, have recently obtained a recommendation of ap-
proval by the MAPC for amendment to the C.U.P. on certain
parcels west of Armour Drive. One of the conditions of

approval was that no further permits be granted on the
entire site until the landscaping on Rock Road and Douglas
is in compliance with the landscape plan approved in con-
junction with the Towne East Square Development on Parcel
1 of the C.U.P. Although the Campbell Estate is the fee
title owner of Parcel 1, they have a long term tenant,
Mel Simon and Associates who developed Towne East Square,
and it is their feeling that they cannot be held respon-
Bible over violations which occur on a site over which

they have no direct control. This issue of one owner of
a portion of a C.U.P. seeking permits on a site which is
not in violation, even though other sites on the plan are
currently in violation, has become quite common.

As you are aware, Commercial C.U.P.'
to the three standard conditions:

8 are approved subject

The transfer of title of all or any portion
of the land included within the Community Unit
Plan does not constitute a termination of the

plan or any portion thereof, but said plan shall
run with the land for commercial development and
be binding upon the present owners, their succes-
sors and assigns, unless amended.

„ ·; 'p i.4.. '/9 2'fliv'Ne.I.- ri'm,•. J

f.dil
-7,

liR-ElD QU..: :.2 - . .

1.



r

Ld

..

1 Page Two
John Dekker, Director of Law
September 25, 1978

*0)%*iNA*5*5·U·
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2921

i:be ./id

The development of this property proceeding
in accordance with the development plan as ap-
proved by the Planning Commission, and any sub-
stantial 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 con-
struction of the proposed development.

7?::2., 7

,*973%<5»341El»»21

£»r*>

Any major changes in this development plan
being resubmitted to the Planning Commission and -1 1City Commission for their consideration.

In addition, in discussing additional rezonings for some of
the auto dealerships on East Kellogg, a question was raised
by a Planning Commissioner as to whether compliance with
previous condition of zone change or Board of Zoning Appeals
action could be used as a basis for denying future applica-
tion by the same owner. In essence this is really two
questions, 1) whether requesta for expansions of existing
developments can be denied for poor performance in complying
with conditions of previous rezonings on the site; and
2) whether an applicant can be denied rezoning on other
action on the basis of poor compliance on other developments
in his ownership which may not be related to the rezoning
question at hand.

It has been our feeling that these provisions bind all owners /911 1

of a C.U.P. to the requirements of that plan and that when 2 ··
violations occur on one site no permits should be issued on . 21
any parcel unless so directed by formal action of the Board ==it

of City Commissioners. If after reviewing the attached ,
letter, you do not feel that we are making the proper in- 001,1 UY.,0
terpretation, please advise. In any event, I would request ilf=ill#2
a written opinion on whether violations on one portion of a 41*
C.U.P. can be used as a basis for withholding permits on   -
another portion of a C.U.P. regardless of the ownerships
involved on the separate portions of the plan.

9,117-

i=

General policy statement #1 of the Planning Commission di-
rects that the MAPC "shall evaluate all applications ...
on the appropriateness of the uses permitted in the district
requested." Does this statement preclude the use of past
performance as a basis for denial of future rezoning request?
Of course, if the violations are still ongoing, then Central
Inspection can take corrective action, but the cases on east
Kellogg relate to sites which are somewhat in compliance at
this time. However, it took hundreds of hours of staff time L

by both Central Inspection and the City Grievance Officer to 1
get the sites into compliance. Can this lack of cooperation
by the owners in the past be used as a basis to deny future
rezoning or BZA requests?

£/i-1.9.9

1/1..4.Ml*a K-t.'
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Page Three
John Dekker, Director of Law
September 25, 1978

Both the Citizen Participation Organizations and the Board
of City Commissioners have become quite concerned over the
failure of applicants to comply with conditions of regula-
tions approval. I would appreciate your opinions on the
above referenced questions in order that we should have a 1···€7v· I.·
solid basis for enforcement activities.

Inasmuch ae amendments to the Towne East C.U.P. are on

tomorrow' 8 City Co=nission meeting, wanted you to have
Frick's letter as he will raise this question. If you have
any questions, please call.

Robert A. Lakin

Director of Planning

RAL:MM:el

Enclosure J,°3% ··''-

cc: E. H. Denton, City Manager
43. .1

Ray Bruggeman, Director of Public Works

H. R. Kuhn, Assistant City Attorney, R. H.Garvey Bldg.67202

1. . .14
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WICHITA-SEDSWICK COUNTY

METROPOLITAN AREA PIANiqING COMMISSION

City Building Annex
104 South Main

Wichita, Kansas

POLICY STATEMENT NO. 1

SUBJECT: Zoning Applications
APPROVED: July 1. 1965

EFFECTIVE: August 1, 1965

Requests for a change in zoning district classification
(except conditional use and community unit plans ) shall not
include reference to proposed uses. Similarly, presentations
before the Zoning Committee and Planning Commission should not

Tx

be prodicated upon any specific use, but on ·the zoning dis-
trict requested. Architectural renderings, site plans and
other similar drawings and documents which show proposed uses,
will not be considered by the Planning Co:omission in making
their determination; provided, howaver, that nothing shall
prohibi t submission of in formation relating to the appropria te-

0 ness for the particular change in zoning district classifica-
tion. Any material, such as pictures of·the existing area
submitted tn hearing, shall becomo the proparty of the Commis-
sion and a part of the,case file.

led

The Planning Commission and its Committees shall evalu-

ate all applications, except as noted above, on the appropriate-
AMem==I.

ness of the uses permitted in the district requested.
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LAW OFFICES

FOULSTON, SIEFKIN, POWERS & EBERHARDT
...... 4 ......

700 FOUATH FINANCIAL CENVER

MICHARD D CWY
BROADWAY AT DOUGLAS

WICHITA. KANSAS 67202

September 19, 1978

 ;22 1975 *Mr. Jack H. Galbraith, Chief Planner
Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
City Hall - Tenth Floor
455 North Main Street

Wichita, Kansas 67202

RE: DP-12 Proposed Amendments to the Kellogg
Mall Community Unit Plan

fit
Dear Jack:

I have discussed with representatives of the estate
of James Campbell your letter of September 6, 1978, concerning
the above captioned matter. There is one item that we believe
may need some qualification. This is the one that concerns the
issue of the landscaping adj acent to Douglas and Rock Road and
the statement that no further permits are to be issued on the
entire C. U.P. site until such time as thos e improvements have
been brought up to standard.

The estate of James Campbell purchased this property
after the lease with tiel Simon and Associates had been entered

into. Insofar as I have been able to determine, that lease
does not permit the estate, as landlord, to force the lessee
to comply with your requirements. In other words, it is not
a default under the lease for them to fail to keep the land-
scaping up nor does the lease specifically give the landlord
the right to otherwise enforce those requirements. Accordingly,
it puts the applicant in an impossible situation to require him
to do something which he is not legally entitled to do. Certain-

24 ly, they are trying to get Simon to take care of this but as a
practical matter, they have no way of enforcing it.



ff

Mr. Jack H. Galbraith

September 19, 1978
Page 2

I realize that your letter merely recites the recom-

mendation of the MAPC to the city commission and that is where
we will have to ultimately resolve this matter. I did want to

advise you, however, that we do have this problem and would ask
that if you know of any way in which the city can join in the
effort to enforce compliance with the landscaping requirements,
we will certainly appreciate that assistance. Unless we can come
up with some solution we will be forced to ask the city to alter
this requirement to requiring only our "best efforts" to see to
the compliance with the landscape plan.

I appreciate your assistance and advise on this matter
and if you have any questions, please let me know.

lai Very truly yours,

Phillip S. Frick
of FOULSTON, SIEFKIN, POWERS & EBERHARDT

PSF/ms

cc: Mr. 0. K. Stender

9234
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September 15, 1978

Mrs. Philip W. Russell
74 Stratford Road

Wichita, Kansas 67207

Subject: Case DP-12

Dear Mrs. Russell:

P ht'/<7

Your letter to the Planning Commission arrived September 11. 17%35*
Of course, the Planning Commission has already considered this
case and made their recommendation. Their recommendation will
go to the City Commission on September 26, 1978. We will xerox

your letter and furnish it to the City Commission for their
information. I will also send it to the Planning Commission for
their information, although they have already, as I indicated,
considered this case.

¥2290

32*74

f".4

The issue of landscaping and traffic, I believe, were thoroughly
discussed at the Planning Commission hearing. You have asked

about reverse zoning. Yes, zoning can be reversed, although it
must be initiated by either the City Commission, Planning Com-
mission or the property owners themselves. However, it is not
a simple process and there must be good and sufficient cause to
undertake reverse zoning. There is a Kansas case that polls this
process, although as a general rule, the Courts have overturned
many such reverse zonings, particularly where there were strong
vested interests, particularly from a financial standpoint in
the original zoning. I would think that nursing homes, residen-
tial development, even condominiums or townhouses have little
possibility from an economic standpoint of sucteeding on this
piece of land based on the prices for which the land has been
sold. Although this is certainly not the sole determining factor,
it 18 one that obviously is involved. This also was discussed at
the Planning Commission hearing with the general statement by the
current landowner that due to the price on the land, that the
types of housing in which they could put on the land would be
less than desirable and that their feeling was that the offices
and other related uses would be a better neighbor than the type
of housing which they felt would be developed if left for resi-
dential use.

00:
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Mrs. Philip W. Russell
September 15, 1978
pag. 2

I thank you for taking the time to Bet down your views, and
please fool sure that each of the City Co=li,lioner, and Plan-
ning Commillioners will recilve a copy of your letter.

Sincerely.
19 y

€9%% Robert A. Lakin

Director of Planning
RAL:rme

't 'T L
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September 15, 1978

Board of City Commissionerl

Robert A. Lakia, Director of Planning

Caae No. DP-12

The attached letter was received addressed to the Planning Com-
mission. It was received after the Planning Commiwion hearing
and I thought that you would wish to have Mrs. Russell'e commenti
as you consider the Community Unit Plan amendment.

Robert A. Lakin
Director of Planning

RAL:rme

Attachment

r ,¥tA?
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September 15, 1978

Metropolitan Area Planning Commission

Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

Case No. DP-12

Attached is a letter from Mrs. Russell. It was received after
your public hearing. I have written her pointing out that many
of these items were, in fact, considered *t length by the Plan-
ning Commission in their hearing. I have also forwarded it to
the City Commission for their information and use.

Robert A. Lakin
Director of Planning

RAL:rme

Attachment 9 342>
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September 2, 1970

Wichita-.iedgwick County BAPC
10th Floor City Hall 19 1m
455 North Main M SEP 11Wichita, Kansas

Dear Persons,

re: Case DP-12

94% Because the east line of our property, 74 Stratford Road,
is the west boundary of To·.·me East Square (I,ollogg Ilall)
my husband and I have been to several meatincs concerning
the proposed ainendments to the 'Conmiunity Unit Plan".

, '9%... I have been amazed at the reaction of the various people
and groups which to me vms not only concerned interest
but almost total resignation that the final decision made
in regard to the undeveloped Towne East dquare property
will be made in favor of the real estatr developer and

1* the Ha·waiian purchasers. In fact we were told at two
meetings to choose one item to be asked for tliat might
help us in the over-all plan (a fence or a change in the
tum off Douglas for example) and perhaps we coilld get that.
I urge you to consider, what at least to me, seems to be
the over all picture in years to come. ./hat will the increased
tra ffic do to Kellogg, ilock Road and Douglas, how in the
next 10 to 20 years will this effect the. residentional areas
surrounding the shopping center, how will it effect other
businesses in shonping centers ·within 10 minutes drivine tit.ic
and even more important, I would think, what will this do
to downtown .lichita :;hore so much money and time are being·
soent. Surely this is in direct competition with exsisting
stores and office ouildings.

I·las there ever been reverse zoninG? Could that beautiful
land be used for nursing homes, residential area, fine
condominiums?

I feel that each one of you, as a dedicated citzen, has done
a good job and urge you to consider· what will be tho best
2'or an even greater and lovelier .,ichita.

zincorely,

h

7-ent.*/all'
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Ka.16 C.6

M  12 1978
Scptemba 7, 1978

CASE DP-12
Pupos ed Amendmena to the Kellogg Ma££
(Towne East Squake) ConnmunUg Una Pfan

The Patio Homeb Homeowneu A660ciat.lon i.jictuda ttedve individuatty owned homu
Located 7104-7118 Ea6: Dougfaa, 7203-7227 Hun.Ungton and 105-125 Nokth Aamouk. The
home on Eal¢ Doug.Cad are nodl ac,toa.6 Doug·fa 64om Pa/ted 6.

We aka Auta.Ung ouk podtion Unce 6, mettlngj 06 the C. P. 0. A.4-ea "H" CounUE
ad the M-AP 110#whimpwt

C. P. 0. appuved amendmenta with !32. cunb cu:t {Recomended by the T=664.c Eng£-
neuu stadd) ·

M. A. P. appsved amendment$ tuith (ingn.es ont#) cukb cut.

Ouk concekn £8:

I. The Cukb Cut and TA=66£c Pbobtem Lt Witt Ckeate
The p'Lopos ed plan Jubs u.ta a phivate dUve on Voug.Ea6 (.6124eU
0,14 604 a Javingd E toan haci,Uty) in Ueu 0,4 a pubtle Jaeet
which wa+ previou34 app,Loved. Ing.te36 on.ty U the £666 a O 6 400
eva but in ouk opi,Uon uk-££ 646£ Calue LUI66£.c conge.t·Lon.

=265*-2

We ake 6[VL.thul conceured te.Uh -the ni4/1t tha66£1 06 the goungek
gene=Uon who deem to ube the TowiiF-Eat Squaze &6 a tace .thack.
Hao wEU (Savingb E Loan) Mock )94)66 to Dougta ad·tek bubble.86
houu y

Pit*:m

II.

Ounieu have agreed to con.t·'ULOt a bkidge Arom A.tmoun ack.063 canal
to Paked 6 and join phopoded AAmour Wed to Ke,Mogg. Th£& woutd
e.Um·Enate the nee64£.tg 06 a ted-t ·tuA.n Jouth on Dougta except
604 ptuelt accus 6£4.ee#.

The Dlea on Douq.Caj 6.,Lom Eajtborouqh to Dubiage DUch J.? I 9, I ... :.73+%244%444*
tanel[e. be.Gu wnken tuu- bc/een ract.6,9 640m ULLA Mome,

It 16 0,0, undeutanding a plian u]LU be bubmitted 604 approvat.
We do not know at th,U Unne what =reek wi.U be d,On.Enated 004
vabiolu beaoa 04 how high the# [ulte be £Ummed. We hope
app;Lovar u:it£ be baded on an adequate Jacen which might cate
dor additional shhubbag.

III. Advelitidnq Sign.6
It 16 out und€k6tanding no 49,13 ake peknotted on Doug££u.

IV. Speed Limtt - Eatbohough to Rock Road
We u.Age the 40 mite ' Et be keduced to 30 - bame 26 on Doug£,u
wut 06 Eajtbokough.

HOWARD N. FULLINGTON, PRESIDENT
PATIO HOMES HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION

HN¥:SS
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THE ESTATE OF JAMES CAMPBELL

September 5, 1978

Mr. Robert Lakin

Metropolitan Planning Dept.
455 North Main Street

Wichita, Kansas 67202

Dear Bob:

I want to thank you and your staff for the objective
presentation of our project at Thursday night's MAPC
meeting.

Please extend my appreciation to Jack Galbraith and
Mike Meek.

Should you require further information, please feel
free to contact me or if more convenient, Mike Weigand
or Roger Mulanax.

Until I see you on September 26, Mahalo and Aloha.

 S»eerely,

0. K. Sten r

Trust es' Ex cutive Officer

OKS:tc

MS®r

.lamt. Cam'bell i.,Will luiti• r..0 82'. Fort Sticil Mall lon/lull. law:/i 96.13 'rel,·ph,n' 5:16-I/'il

1

t-

f.'PA..



PageCity Manager's Agenda Item

7 Oye RECOMMENDATION FROM METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION TO
BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS

REQUEST FOR AMENDMENT
OF COMMERCIAL COMBJUNITY UNIT PLAN

CASE NO. DP-12 CONSIDERED BY MAPC : 8-31-78

REQUEST FOR: Amendment of Commercial Community Unit Plan

REASON FOR REQUEST (AS PROVIDED BY APPLICANT) :

GENERAL LOCATION: Between Kellogg and Douglas in an area between
Rock Road and the City of Eastborough.

LEGAL DESCRIPTION:

SE 1/4 of Section 19, Township 27 South, Range 2 East of
the 6th P.M., Sedgwick County, Kansas. except Rockwood South
Second Addition.

APPLICANT: Estate of James Campbell, 828 Fort Street Mall, Honolulu,
Hawaii

COUNSEL FOR APPLICANT: Oswald Stender, Honolulu, Hawaii

PROTESTORS (LIST COUNSEL) IF ANY: Ray T. Reed, Jr., Mayor and resident
of Eastborough, First Securities Co. of Ks., Inc. Schweiter Bldg.
SURROUNDING ZONING: North, "AA", "RB", "B"; East, "AA" & "LC"; South,
"LC" (CUP); West, "B", "LC", Eastborough Zoning.

LAND USE: Existing, Regional Shopping Center, Motel. Restaurants. Car Deal- .4
ership, Auto Service; North Single Family, Four-Plex, Multi-Family; East,
single family, general business; South, general business, Motel, Highrise
Office; West, single family (Eastborough), Motel, KG&E Substation. 41: -

I«.fjo
4%1 CPO RECOMMENDATION: (See attached memorandum)

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION:

That this application be approved suhject to the eight conditions recommended
. in the Planning Department Report. (See attached excerpt from Planning

Commission Minutes of August 31, 1978 for conditions.) Bell moved,
Bayouth seconded and it carried with a vote of 4 in favor (Taylor, Bayouth,
Bell and Hennessy) and 3 opposed (Savina, May and Cole). Barrier, Greider
and Jones were absent.

-146

ACTION : 1. Approve the CUP as recommended by tile Metropolitan Area
Planning Commission, subject to the recommended conditions; or

2. Return the application to the Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission for reconsideration. The City Commission states the following
reasons for its action:

f.

1 1

1
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JbEXCERPT FROM PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES OF AI ST 31, 1978:

31. Case No. DP-12 - Amendment to the Kellogg-Mall Commercial
Unit Plan for SE 1/4 of Section 19, Township 27 South,
Range 2 East of the 6th P.M., Sedgwick County, Kansas,
except Rockwood South Second Addition. Generally located

between Kellogg, Douglas, Rock Road, and the City of
Eastborough.

The recessed hearing of the Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission reconvened at 7:10 p.m., with the following Com-
mission members present: Marjorie L. Taylor, Chairman; C.
Robert Bell; David Bayouth; Jerry W. Cole, John Hennessy;

Joan May; and Michael Savina. Mary Ellen Barrier, Jerry

Greider and Elwood Jones were absent. Staff members present
were: Robert A Lakin, Secretary; Jack H. Galbraith, Assistant
Secretary; Michael Meek; and Ruby M. Eubanks.

HENNESSY stated that he was a resident of the Bonnie Brae
area, and personally did not feel that lie was in any conflict ofinterest and would attend the meeting and vote on the issue. 4

CHAIRMAN TAYLOR felt that Mr. Hennessy's residence was far
enough distance from the parcel to be considered and she would
not consider him to be in conflict.

SAVINA assumed that applied to him too, because he was
closer than Mr. Hennessy, as an owner. He said that he has

an apartment project at Rock Road and Douglas.
GALBRAITH stated that the amendments to be considered were

all west of Armour Drive.

=t ./.Il*Wo·

a. The substitution of a private drive
(curb opening) on Douglas Avenue in lieu
of the public street which was previously
approved on the plan.

>21909.:/*eaXAL'-6../.2. .'.:€»h..0,-- D,-12 5,;.,W. 74.7.,TO.1-, ,-,J"4 /·Il·-421'ii;}9t'Ji'.1;316;340'1'G, ; e-1::··1·Y.# LD. 2='*. -"ll'.:.%...9i..M.<<3 ff·fjo)%14.':·ff.di -1

5

CHAIRMAN TAYLOR ruled that both members could participate.
MIKE MEEK, Senior Planner, showed slides of the area and

surrounding area and reviewed the following staff report:
Comments:

m

1. In 1966, the "LC" Light Commercial District and accompany-
-...

ing Community Unit Plan (DP-12, then known as "Rockwood
South") was approved on approximately 160 acres of land
located at the northwest corner of Kellogg and Rock Road.
That plan, now known as Kellogg Mall and partially devel-

amendments were ultimately denied and closed because bf a

oped with Towne East Square, was subsequently amended on
February 27, 1967 and August 8, 1972, and was approved
for further amendment on July 2, 1974; however, the 1974
failure to plat within the allotted time. A majority of

the area covered by the C.U.P. was purchased approximately
one year ago and the new owners (the Campbell Estate of
Hawaii) have requested amendments to the plan as it relates
to the undeveloped area between Armour Drive and the City
of Eastborough with no revision to the remainder of the plan.
The revised Development Plan proposes the following general
amendments to the plan:

b. Redesignation of parcels RS-2, RS-3, and
RS-4, as parcels 6, 7, 8, and 12, with 31/11/'ll//1/P",

9114 €91.
boundary shifts and changes in parcel con-
figuration.

c. Changes in the permitted uses on the
area designated as Parcels 6, 7, 8,
and 12, from residential, office and
commercial development to office andND Li.i commercial development,

>1£
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d. An increase in the total
of office and commercial

permitted under the plan
feet and the deletion of

units (garden apartment
from the plan.

0
square footage
development
by 5,700 square
46 residential 5 41

or patio home) ae.

34

e. The continued substitution of a planting
strip adjacent to the west property line
in lieu of the masonry wall which would
be required at that location. This

waiver was originally granted in the 1967
amendment, continued under the 1972
amendment, and again requested in con-
junction with these proposed amendments.

*i

2. On Monday, August 14, 1978, and again on Monday, August 21,
1978, the Citizen Participation Organization Area "H" Coun-
cil conducted meetings with neighborhood residents, city
staff, and the developers to discuss the proposed C.U.P.
amendments. As a result of those meetings, the developers
have revised their original proposed amendments by;

a. Deleting "auto sales" as a permitted use
imphy e on parcel number 8; excluding fast food

restaurants as a permitted use on parcel
8; deleting the phrase "other uses per
"Le" zoning" from parcels 8 and 12; and

%'6.ic?* the phrase "other uses per "BB" zoning"
11*0610& from parcel 7.

;t./WIN

13* b. To expand the 10 foot planting strip on
the west side to be a variable width
of up to 35 feet (but not less than 10)
in order to retain as many of the exist-
ing mature trees as possible. This

planting strip will be governed by a
landscape plan depicting both existing
plant materials to be retained, as well
as proposed additional materials to be
planted. Although landscape plans are
normally approved administratively by the
staff at time of platting, the developers
have agreed to submit a landscape plan
for review and approval by the MAPC
and Board of City Commissioners.

·.2.'· c. Limiting the proposed curb cut to Douglas , %64':

Avenue from parcel number 6 to one way 97

ingress only for the permitted use of a >.iii

savings and loan, with no access or curb
cut proposed for any other use than a
savings and wan.

d. Reduced the total increase in commercial
and office square footage from an increase
of 58,035 square feet (originally proposed)
to a net increase o f 5,700 square feet over 54
the total square footage permitted under %92
the aDDroved Dlan.

3. Whenever an office and commercial development of this mag-
nitude is considered, potential traffic generation rates
and the possible affect of such traffic on surrounding
neighborhoods and street systems is of major importance.
The term "generation" refers to the total number of trips
crossing a counting station within a given period of time.
These trips can have either an origin or destination in
the study area or site and are usually expressed at a rate,

1:I'"/"'/I- i.e., trips per unit of building area, trips per dwelling
'1:0343@ unit, etc. The generation rate, as we analyze it, is

expressed in the number of trips (both inbound and outbound)
V®g-Irl¥

-2-
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per 1,000 square feet of gross leaseable area in a 24 hour

· % period for office and commercial development and number of
trips per 24 hour period per dwelling unit for residential

development.

Recent studies on trip generation rates of different land

uses by the Institute of Traffic Engineers indicate that
4 · office buildings are "medium" generators of traff ic, with
elf-Vi

an average peak hour load of 2.3 trips per 1,000 feet of
gross floor area, whereas commercial uses vary greatly

from a low of 6.7 peak hour trips per 1,000 square feet of ,
gross floor area for a Community Shopping Center, to a high
of 73.0 peak hour trips per 1,000 square feet of gross
floor area for fast food restaurants. For comparison
with our 24 hour generation rates, it should be noted

average daily (24 hour) rate.

that peak hour figures are approximately 10% of the ...
Given the wide mixture of potential uses on a commercial
site of this magnitude, it is difficult to project
generation rates at a specific location because of the
aforementioned disparity between generation rates of
different office and commercial uses. However, thea/mam//Pli,m#Sikiwir"J
Traffic Engineering Division of the Department of Public
Works has studied the overall generation rates of regional
shopping centers both in cities similar to Wichita and on
the existing Towne East Square Center, and have determined
that an approximate figure of 40 trips per day per 1,000
foot of gross floor area of office and commercial develop-
ment is generally applicable to a regional shopping center
site. Although the actual generation rates on the area
proposed for amendment could be much lower (or higher)
depending on the specific uses developed, for purposes of
analysis, a gross figure must be used. The Traffic Engineer
also estimates a potential generation rate of 8 trips per
dwelling unit for the potential multi-family development
permitted under the approved Community Unit Plan.

:

The approved Community Unit Plan on the entire site
currently permits a grand total of 2,381,030 of gross
square footage of office and commercial development, of
which approximately 1,350,000 square feet has already:
been developed. The additional 5,700 square feet of j
office and commercial development under the proposed
amendments could be expected to generate approximately
228 additional trips to the site under the standard of
40 trips per day per 1,000 feet of gross floor area;
however, it must also be considered that the forty-six
(46) residential units deleted from the approved plan
would have generated approximately 368 trips per day using
the standard of 8 trips per unit per day. Although there
is some shift from office square footage to commercial
square footage under the proposed amendments, both the
MAPD staff and the Division of Traffic Engineering feel
that the use limitations (exclusion of general commercial
uses and fast food restaurants) make the potential traffic
generation under the proposed amendments comparable to
those of .the approved plan.

00*

This is not to say that the total development of this entire
site to its maximum potential gross floor area will not
impact the surrounding street system, but rather that the
proposed amendments should not add to the problem. It is

the opinion of both the Traffic Engineering Division of
the Department of Public Works and the MAPD staff that the

proposed amendments to the approved plan regarding the traffic
impact,of proposed uses and square footage, are less relevant
issues in this particular proposal than the methods of
routing the potential traffic, i.e., access points, internal
site circulation, and parking lot layout.

j

liff31@yf:-
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4. The major staff concern is the proposed access point to
Douglas from parcel 6. It is the opinion of both MAPD and
Traffic Engineering staffs that such access could result in
conflicts between eastbound traffic on Douglas going around
the curve on the east side of the City of Eastborough and
suddenly being confronted with vehicles slowing to make a
turn into parcel 6. The problem is intensified by the fact
that the 20 mile per hour Eastborough speed limit changes
to a 40 mph limit in Wichita and vehicles have a tendency
to accelerate coming around the curve. Therefore, it is
the staff recommendation that no direct access be granted
to parcel 6 from Douglas Avenue. However, the Traffic
Engineer has noted that the developers revisions to provide

ingress (not egress) at the proposed access point as
well as a deceleration lane to permit some stacking of
cars, and the proposal of access only for the specific
use of a savings and loan (a relatively low commercial

traffic generator) does lessen the potential negative
impact of the proposed access. Our primary recommendation
is no access to Douglas; however, should the Planning
Commission and Board of City Commissioners decide that
access is appropriate, it is our recommendation that it

s be subject to approval of a site circulation plan by the
Planning Department for parcel 6 that hinders traffic
movements through the site from Douglas Avenue to Armour
Drive West.

1 2'f?W· ·-·-79.1/

5. The Community Unit Plan Regulations require that planned
commercial developments provide a 5-8 foot masonry wall

when residential zoning districts abut the development
area and are not separated by any public way, alley, or
street. This section would require such a wall to be con-
structed on the west side of subject property, adjacent to
the City of Eastborough. However, section 28.04.190.9
permits the governing body to vary such requirements where
the objectives of the master plan and good planning practices
are furthered. The approved plan now contains such a waiver
and the applicant has requested that the masonry wall
continue to be waived and substituted with a variable

width planting strip governed by a landscape plan, to
provide visual screening. In so requesting, the appli- .c .

< cant has noted that:
*N·11!9*33.-/t?,M

A a. There are substantial numbers of mature

trees and vegetation along the west prop-
erty line which would have to be removed

1 should the wall be constructed. The

applicant has proposed to fill in gaps
in the existing plant materials with new
plantings covered by a landscape plan
to be submitted for approval at time of 
platting. The Planning staff has indi-
cated that should such a wall waiver be

granted, the applicant will be required
4 to protect existing mature trees in the
d planting area by including them in the

1 landscape plan.

&t

b. Some of the residential properties along
the east line of Eastborough already have

C•,1

wooden fences along their rear property
u line which screen their property from

blowing debris. The applicant has indicated
a willingness to install the fencing along
the few properties which are not presently
fenced and whose owners desire such fencing
should the masonry wall waiver again
be granted.

.N-

c. The City of Eastborough has an existing 10

inch sanitary sewer immediately adjacent
to the east boundary of the City. Con-

struction of a masonry wall along the west

-4.
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property line of the Kellogg .11 property

could impede maintenance and repair of the
Eastborough sewer. The parcels west of Armour

Drive can be served by sewer extensions from
the sewer in Armour Drive and as such would

not be affected by a possible masonry wall on
the west property line; however, the Department

of Public Works of the City of Wichita would
recommend against construction of a masonry
wall in any utility easement.

c'·KI:,Y t. 4

The staff supports the waiver of the wall,
subject to approval by the Board of City
Commissioners of the landscape plan.
It is recommended that such landscape
plan include provision of an underground
sprinkler or other acceptable system so as
to provide water to the plant materials
governed by the plan.

6. After a request from the Area "H" Citizen Participation
Organization Coordinator, MAPD staff examined the plant
materials in the 10 foot required planting strip adjacent

j to Rock Road for compliance with the approved landscapeplan. We noted that a considerable number of plant
materials required under the plan had died and been re-
moved. We notified the developers agent of such on July 31,
1978 and we have also notified the Department of Central
Inspection. It has been the general position of the Board
of City Commissioners to not approve further building permits
or amendments to Commercial C.U.P.'s which are in violation

of required landscaping until such time as the deficiencies
are corrected. Although the applicants in these proposed
amendments do not have direct control over the area in

violation, a willingness to rectify the problem has been
stated. It is the staff position that no further building
permits or amendments to the C.U.P. be granted without
providing for the correction of existing landscape deficien-

44

cies.

12*4

7. Should the Planning Commission and Board of City Commis-
sioners determine that the proposed amendments to the

1 Plan are acceptable, the following are suggested conditions
of approval: lys·1720%

. *92 13% .%*

Platting of the unplatted portions of the
C.U.P. site within two (2) years of the
date of approval by the Board of City
Commissioners, or the amendments be con-
sidered denied and closed. .

The landscaping currently required by the
existing C.U.P. shall be in compliance with
the approved landscape plan by the end of
the fall planting season, 1978. No further
building or occupancy permits shall be granted
on the Kellogg Mall site until such time
as this requirement is complied with.
"Compliance" shall mean either the actual
replanting of the missing materials or a
financial guarantee backed by a contract
with a nurseryman be submitted to provide
replanting by a specific date.

1

..A

Should access be granted to parcel 6, the
site c'rculation plan to parcel 6 shall
be submitted for approval by the Director
of Planning.

Approval of a landscape plan by the Board of
City Commissioners depicting retention of
existing plant materials proposed to be
retained, as well as additional trees and

-5-
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-:-: 1 14 *,i==0plant materials to fill in existing gaps

along the west property line of parcels 6, Mill-*4156-

7, and 12. Said plan shall be required 747...,.,"„'#„"
, only if the masonry wall is waived and 1 44£:·M

shall depict proposed system(s) of provid-
ing water to the plant materials.

e. The developer providing wooden or solid
screen fencing adjacent to those Eastboroughproperties who do not currently have such ...."
fencing and desire to have such. ........em./.PR

f. The transfer of title of all or any
portion of the land included within
the Community Unit Plan does not con-
stitute a termination of the plan or
any portion thereof, but said plan
shall run with the land for commercial

development and be binding upon the
present owners, their successors and

assigns, unless amended.

EE*>31
ti@*13?NS•
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g. The development of this property proceed-
¥30*61 ing in accordance with the development

plan as approved by the Planning Commis-
'1 sion, and any substantial deviation of the

plan, as determined by the Superintendent
ws of Central Inspection and the Director of

Planning, shall constitute a violation of

··4 the building permit authorizing construc-
tion of the proposed development.

134
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h. Any major changes in this development plan
being resubmitted to the Planning Commission
and City Commission for their consideration.

i
In viewing the slides, GALBRAITH called attention to East

Armour Drive, stating that there would not be a public street
continuing onto Douglas for West Armour Drive. He said a bridge
would be constructed from West Armour Drive to East Armour Drive

and that one of the staff's major concerns was for the traffic
to enter a proposed private drive on Parcel 6 that would be in
alignment with West Armour Drive and the public would travel
through a private ownership to get to other development to the
south.

93*j
4-ita 1

4

>,9.»9.

MAY asked if there would be one drive on each of the lots
on Parcel 7. GALBRAITH felt it was too early to make that
decision, that such would be decided when the plat is reviewed.

BAYOUTH asked if there would be complete access control on
Douglas.

MEEK stated that the developer was proposing a private
drive to Douglas to serve parcel 6 with a one-way entrance
only.

m

2921
*Ff€vt %'I.

BAYOUTH asked how could you landlock a developer without

giving him a curb cut. GALBRAITH stated that you do not have
to have access from each direction. BAYOUTH wanted to know if

the developer could live with one access from Douglas only.
GALBRAITH explained that the staff was suggesting that the
developer not have access to Parcel 6 from Douglas, that the
access be from West Armour Drive near a proposed bridge location.

MEEK added that any additional bridge would be at the owner's
expense.

Rt,
R- 1

BAYOUTH asked if there were any other designs proposed,
such as utilizing the creek by paving over to Armour Drive, ··m**ef&&28
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tying the two together. He said that if you are going to put ;
a bridge in, put it in at Armour Drive slanting over the creek
to Armour west.

GALBRAITH stated that a bridge at that location was not
the best location because people can' t get into the stream of
traffic to have holding space to make both left and right turns
onto Douglas. BAYOUTH said that he was not saying a bridge run
ning east and west, but one running north and south at an angle

·33
2 1 and tying in at Armour Drive.

- ree'«2+ 1f.%>44 . 0/

3*/af

BAYOUTH asked why the first bridge was built so far south
and close to Kellogg.

GALBRAITH exp lained that East Armour Drive was to be
signalized on Kellogg and the frontage road had to turn north
to have sufficient distance to provide stacking space to cross
Kellogg at that point so the frontage road could continue onto
the west.

1,/\31

MEEK pointed out the recommendation of CPO Council Area
"H" was to accept the landscaping plan. They voted on Parcel

12 to delete the auto centers and services as permitted uses
on this Parcel. On Parcel 8, they voted 5-0 to recommend

approval of the proposed development of Parcel 8. On Parcel 7,
vote 5-0 to recommend deletion of the reference to the phrase
"and other uses permitted by "BB" zoning". He pointed out that
the developer had already removed that phrase from the plan.
Parcel 8, the Council voted to recommend approval of uses on
the Parcel. They voted 4-1 to recommend denial of the curb
cut on Douglas Avenue. MEEK mentioned a letter from Howard

Fullington, stating that he was still concerned about the access
from Douglas into the property. He said that a letter from
Neil Frumkin was also received, and he was concerned about the
proposed amendments.

1

OSWALD STENDER, representing the Estate of James Campbell,
stated that they wanted to be certain that the project they
planned would be of the highest quality. He said that 'they »lairim///iii/-

31 purchased this property in 1977, and at that time they were fialka"........'ll

aware of the present CUP for the property and they understood 13:6:.-1/immwl:'
what they were permitted to do under the CUP, however, after 49.-9*2

0*NDi 7@0••reviewing the property in the neighborhood, it was their
opinion that the residential aspects (garden apartments) were . YY« 052-./ not appropriate to what they wanted to do with the total property. 1 p Id 1.4,;r, 9
They also felt that the residential development was not their : 4-
kind of development and did not feel that apartment development    . i

adjacent to existing and proposed commercial development was
compatible. He pointed out after their meeting with the City
and the residents of the neighborhood, they went through their
general application and made a number of changes to be as accom- 14.

41,1469*mil.....
modating as possible. He felt that the only concerns that 44 ./

remained was the issue of the landscaping and fencing along
Eastborough. He said that they had engaged the services of a -&8

landscape architect. He added that there would be a minimum of i .4*

10 feet of landscaping along the Eastborough boundary. The trees  ,41:ji

along Douglas would be retained. He said there were trees that -

extended outside the 10 foot area and they were willing to retain #/6«,2,Ze'

those as a scattered buffer zone, but would like to have the
approval of being permitted to park under the trees outside the

iz-# 10 foot area. They intended to supplement plantings along this ./Ill/11/1/,
boundary. They have committed to the neighbors along this boundary
that they would construct wooden fences up to 8 feet in height
at the developer's expense if the residents desired. He con-

tinued that they felt the curb cut on Douglas was necessary.
They had thought that they were allowed two-way traffic based
on the original plan and had made a commitment on the property
based on the original access and in order to try to accommodate
the concerns of the people, they were willing to compromise this
with an ingress access only and try to lay out the site to dis-
courage through traffic. He felt the decelaration lane on

..4.#LIM#.4:*Blf t Douglas would help. STENDER felt the 40 mile per hour speed

Malillifilj11#k-&5#"I'l'.'
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limit on Douglas would not help improve the speed limit in the
neighborhood. He wanted to make clear to the people in the

435:1 r
neighborhood that they said as the owners, they would be will-

1, Em/A:.,ing to live with ingress only, but they have an agreement with

a proposed developer of Parcel 6 and they have been informed 116#4#.A.#·,1
that they require ingress and egress from this point on Douglas. 5 --I

STENDER said that he was not changing his request and was williag
to live with his compromise to the City for ingress only. He

said that if you lose Capital Federal, the proposed developer
for Parcel 6, then they would have to look for another use.
He made one other point, stating that there was a comment made
about the landscaping on the Kellogg-Mall site. He said that

when they purchased that property they bought it subject to the
lease of the development. He said that they had been in touch
with the developer to correct whatever deficiencies that had

been pointed out by the City and would continue this effort.

DON DILLON, First Vice President of Capital Federal Savings,
gave a history of his company and its repertoire with their
neighbors. He presented exhibits to the Commissioners on what
their structure would look like, pointing out that there would
be provisions for four lanes off of the arterial. There would

be stacking room for 20 cars which exceeds by seven the greatest
number of stacking that they had ever encountered at their Nob
Hill office. He mentioned that the landscaping and underground
sprinklers would be a part of the proposal which are standards

 of their construction. *&

BAYOUTH pointed out that underground sprinklers seem to be
lacking in the area and felt this was a good idea.

E*l

COLE stated that from looking at the site plan, he saw
that there was parking on the east side of the building and
wondered if that was for walk-in traffic rather than drive-in.

DILLON stated that was correct, they design their buildings £
so that they would segregate vehicle and pedestrian traffic to
the greatest extent possible. i

HENNESSY asked if they could get by with less than two-way
traffic on Douglas.

DILLON stated that the answer they ·arrived at at Capital
Federal was that they could not accept it on that basis at this
time. If they find after a period of time that they could not
come up with a better site someplace else, they may be forced
back to it. He said their incoming public, not being able to

figure out how to get into the site is bad enough, plus the fact
that they were coming into an entirely new metropolitan area as
an unknown and then to be across the canal and without a way to
turn is confusing to the public, and for that reason, they could
not accept it for their needs.

e

2 . c·

=Ect

SAVINA asked if the original CUP approve a curb cut at

Illthis location. GALBRAITH stated yes but as a public street.
SAVINA asked if the Traffic Department looked at this plan and

wondered if an accel lane would interfere with the next approach . i
east of this one.

 --Ek' ujum

GALBRAITH said that Traffic Engineering had not looked at
the same site plan, however, Traffic Engineering had requested
a decelaration lane and not an accel lane out of this site.

DILLON said that they have located the approach as far to 
the east as possible in order to avoid having to cut through
the shelter belt as it exists at this time. -

*-'3*2*373

SAVINA asked if they had considered traffic lights.
DILLON said they had not been considered.

411,-022#Im/,:-A

. BAYOUTH commented that traffic lights would back traffic
up into Eastborough.

N»N ·*

-8-

534>69 ,: .
*205*00·JA.·I · i:•

>,1420.:fo.':=23 '524/minal/M"IM *I N.3- :' 81>567'me.m#t„I*/*1 -' rr'11
I./.*I' -I'/*.I#..

7

, A>ik,j·mm- ·

s4·*C-»



MAY stated that several times mention had been made to

the fact that on the currently approved CUP, a curb cut was
allowed at this point, that was correct, but it was only to
facilitate 46 residential units and it ended in a cul-de-sac.
It was not to facilitate the entire commercial development in
the center of this proposal. She felt this was very important
because as now designed, it was a perfect short cut for the
entire center. She said that if traffic likirts were being
contemplated, it seemed to her the most logical place would be
Armour and Douglas, and not this particular private accessway.

6 ..r& 73
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BILL YUNG, architect, pointing out their recommendations,
stated that the majority of the trees should be retained. He

showed his plans to the Commission.

GALBRAITH asked that copies of the plans be provided to
the staff as soon as possible before this application goes onto
the City Commission.

WILLIAM A. HENSLEY, 58 S. Stratford, stated that when they
received their notices, and as interested landowners, they
formed a group called the Towne East Neighbors, and began to
look into the possibility of limiting to a reasonable extent
the uses that might occur immediately to the east of them to
protect as best they could their homes. He said that in situ-

ations like this, rumors and fears run ramport and they had
great concern. They were invited to appear at the CPO meeting
and given the courtesy by the area CPO of appearing and speak-
ing their minds. Their first thoughts were that they would
like a park or an 18-hole golf course, not a 10-foot masonry
wall but perhaps a 100-foot masonry wall, and then you start
to think of what you have already. He said that one of the

things his group has had to realize is that the proposed use
and landscape was not done, that they might have another
Eastborough Arms behind them if this developer was forced to
sell the land to someone who might build other apartments.
It could be built as a less desirable use than a prime office
location with sufficient screening with the care given to
landscaping and architecture as opposed to just a fence. He

said that the Towne East Neighbors were satisfied with the plan
as now revised. HENSLEY said that the Capital Federal's pro-
posal for ingress and egress was new to his group. He said

that they had given some thought to one-way ingress into this
facility, and that they believed that the two-way public street
that is now permitted was less desirable housing 50 units than
a Savings and Loan with a one-way ingress with a decelaration
lane. He pointed out that this property was extraordinarily
valuable and these people have got to be permitted to put it to
good use. He stated that the Towne East Neighbors believed that
the proposed use as outlined was the highest and best use for
the property. He pointed out that whatever the use that this

property would be placed would cause more traffic. There would

be a traffic light situation at East Armour and Douglas whether
a curb cut was allowed or not.

449

BAYOUTH stated that Mr. Dillon said that he could not live
with the one-way entrance.

--

%'0'Air,*:d

HENSLEY said that he could not take a position on that,
and that he was an attorney, but did not represent his neighbors.
They have an attorney whose appearance they did not feel would
be necessary in light of the decision they made at a meeting
last evening. He felt that East Armour Drive should be signalized.

Douglas was no Kellogg, but it was not an Elm Street either.

. BAYOUTII asked if Mr. Hensley favored a two-way drive over
the multi-family. HENSLEY stated yes, if this developer, must
for financial reasons, come to believe that that site must be
sold .to build apartment houses in order for them to justify the
situation, then he felt, the neighborhood would lose, and he
would rather have Capital Federal as a neighbor than a bad
apartment complex.

r.'S'I (1
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HENNESSY asked Mr. Dillon how would it complicate matters

of the southend of the site plan to put in a breakway gate to
allow emergency traffic only and not allow circulation from the Fl
commercial development to the south. . €&0-

m

DILLON stated that their intent and hope was that their
traffic would be to the south and across the bridge onto Ll
Armour, but that they needed access to Douglas also. He said

their concern was the people on the outside trying to figure
out how to get inside if there was no opening along the north
on Douglas.

2*@i.

BELL said he took Mr. Dillon's remarks about the undesirabil- 
ity expressed by staff of having straight access all the way
through to West Armour Drive from Douglas all the way south to
have been that the principal problem would be after hours. He

asked if Mr. Dillon would be willing to put up a barricade at
that time to prevent people racing through there. He asked if

it would be acceptable to Capital Federal to change their site
design somewhat by moving the building over to the east where it
would block a straight flow of traffic through there.

DILLON stated yes, it was a possibility, however, he could
not say it was a probability. He admitted that he knew about

a week ago of the concern of the Planning Commission to this
effect, and there was not time to try to redesign. The site plan
was one that they originally had drawn by their architect as a
site utilization study to determine from that information whether
or not the lot could be suitable to them. Et

HOWARD FULLINGTON, President of Patio Homes Association

to the north, said that he wanted to qualify his support. He

said that they had been concerned about the traffic problem
and would like to have Capital Federal in that area rather
than some second rate apartment building. They are still con-
cerned about the traffic problem, but there might be a question
of a second choice.

..·.574
24
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RAY T. REED, JR. , Mayor and resident of Eastborough, speak-
ing in opposition, stated it boils down to Mr. Stender's statement
that they didn't want to lose Capital Federal Savings and Loan,
and that it boiled down to whether you wanted to lose Capital
Federal or a few lives. He said that the traffic stacks up now.
He said that no one was opposing the development of the site, but
what he was trying to say was, that the traffic stacks up now,
and if a curb cut is put there where there are two turns off

of Douglas, traffic would stack up even farther. This would be

endangering the lives of drivers and the people that live in the
City of Wichita and Eastborough. He said that if there wa.s going
to be a bridge, it would seem to him, that for safety alone, it
would be better to turn on Armour, go down Armour, turn on the
bridge and proceed to West Armour into the commercial develop-
ment of that area. Ile said that he was aware that there had

been a change of hats of some of the people of Eastborough.
He said a week ago he had gotten many calls from people who
wanted to oppose the whole program. He said that he fully
concurred with CPO Council Area "H" and with the initial staff

.¢i&
recommendations and he did not see how citizen's recommendations
could be ignored. REED said that he had lived here for sixty
years and survived without Capital Federal. The procedure for
cutting the curb whether for one lane input or two lanes would
create accidents and he was opposed as was the Traffic Engineer
and Planning staff to any curb cut from Douglas to serve Parcel

·iN

t
.' 4*€4
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6.

BAYOUTH asked if there was anyone from Traffic Engineering
present.

3

/·f < ; I ¢.

MEEK stated no, that when the two-way proposal was discussed

before it was modified to one-way ingress the Traffic Engineer
had serious concerns about people turning right out of the site
immediately being confronted with the bridge abutment and having
to merge into the two moving lanes.

9.k
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STENDER commented that he wanted to make it clear that they

had compromised to the single ingress and had hoped that they
would be able to sell the idea to Capital Federal. They didn't

buy it and insisted upon the ingress-egress. He said, however,

that they made a commitment to the people for ingress only and
they would live with it.

BAYOUTII asked if there was any possibility this could be IS:*6748-g-

deferred for a better design. R¢*?Na

STENDER stated he was caught between trying to save Capital
Federal and living up to his commitment. If they felt a double

access could be permitted they would be happy to look at it.

PR

BAYOUTH asked if a two week defarral would create a problem
for him.

STENDER stated that if this continued to be unacceptable
then they would have wasted two weeks.

MAY stated that she thought it was about time that publicly
she indicated to the Planning Commissioners, as she did in her
letter to Mr. Stender and Mr. Trotter, how very appreciative the
CPO and the neighborhood has Dem with the way the developer and
their representatives have attempted to accommodate the CPO con-
cerns. She said that the one remaining thing that troubled CPO
at their second hearing was direct access onto Douglas.

STENDER said that he would be happy to have his engineers
work on it to see if there could be an alternative and present
it to the CPO and the neighborhood.

186
LAKIN responded to Mr. Bayouth's inquiry about making design

changes, he stated that the staff did discuss two-way accesses,
and it was from two-way access that they moved ·to the one-way
entrance proposition in an effort to compromise. He said that
Traffic Engineering had thought about the two-way access and
had given their negative answer. He referred to widening of the
bridge on Douglas, if an in and out was allowed, and stated that ·
maybe there is justification for widening the bridge so that there
would be some accelaration out of the site and that should be at
the developer's expense. He did not feel the traffic was extremely
high.

.*05:

BAYOUTH said that there were proposed bridges south of
Douglas and he could not believe that there could not be a better
design by widening Armour east and utilizing what part of the
bridge thats there to service both sides, east and west.

Discussion continued on widening of the bridge.

HENNESSY asked Mr. Stender to review briefly his commitment
on the one-way traffic flow.

STENDER did review his commitment and stated that they did
not want stacking on the street. The decel lane was merely to

get the traffic off the two moving lanes so that they could turn
directly into the site. There was sufficient parking on the site.
They agreed to a second bridge south of Douglas and would pay for

f*Ll.1

it.

SAVINA asked with the one ingress drive, would it be avail-
able for traffic going west and east. He said he could not see

what complications a two-way drive would make. It seemed the

most dangerous thing was the left hand turn.

GALBRAITH responded that the ingress drive would permit
both right and left hand turns into the site.

STENDER again asked that the application be considered
as presented.
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BAYOUTH asked Mr. Reed if he approved of the two- way plan.
REED said no, he had stated that they had a Police Department
that says that it would be bedlam with the traffic flowing east It{.1 ''2*with any kind of additional delay and they were still opposed

6 1 130---I.

to even an ingress approach.
.2a.BA-

MOTION: That the Planning Commission
recommend to the City Commission that
this application be approved subject
to the eight conditions recommended
in the Planning Department Report.

a. Platting of the unplatted portions of the
C.U.P. site within two (2) 'years of the
date of approval by the Board of City
Commissioners, or the amendments be con-
sidered denied and closed.

b. The landscaping currently required by the
existing C.U.P. shall be in compliance with
the approved landscape plan by the end of
the fall planting season, 1978. No further

building or occupancy permits shall be granted
on the Kellogg Mall site until such time as
this requirement is complied with. "Compliance"

shall mean either the actual replanting of the
missing materials or a financial guarantee
backed by a contract with a nurseryman be sub-
mitted to provide replanting by a specific
date.

20,4

3%%97.

c. Should access be granted to Parcel 6, the site
circulation plan to Parcel 6 shall be submitted

--1*
13 414

for approval by the Director of Planning. .%?rtfc;»29::t--

d. Approval of a landscape plan by the Board of
City Commissioners depicting retention of
existing plan materials proposed to be retained,
as well as additional trees and plant materials
to fill in existing gaps along the west property
line of Parcels 6, 7 and 12. Said plan shall be
required only if the masonry wall is waived and
shall depict proposed system(s) of providing
water to the plant material.

e. The developer providing wooden or solid screen
fencing adjacent to those Eastborough properties
who do not currently have such fencing and
desire to have such. Fmtb ·e

f. The transfer of title of all or any portion of
the land included within the Community Unit Plan
does not constitute a termination of the plan or
any portion thereof, but said plan shall run with
the land for commercial development and be bind-
ing upon the present owners, their successors and
assigns, unless amended.

*fii:

g. The development of this property proceeding in
accordance with the development plan as approved
by the Planning Commission, and any substantial
deviation of the plan, as determined by the
Superintendent of Central Inspection and the
Director of Planning, shall constitute a viola-
tion of the building permit authorizing construc-
tion of the proposed development.

¥··¢hill'

¥253

h. Any major changes in this development plan being
resubmitted to the Planning Commission and City
Commission for their consideration.

Bell moved, Bayouth seconded.

94=92 .,ip--Uk
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MAY suggestea that the Planning Commissfbn separate the

motion dealing with access.

.A Jt : ?* , SUBSTITUTE MOTION: That the Planning
Commission recommend to the City Com-
mission that the application be approved
as amended with the exception of con- A

5
dition "c" and that access to Parcel 6

be denied. May moved. Cole seconded.

SAVINA asked Mr. Dillon if he could live with ingress only.

DILLON said that he was instructed by Capital Federal not

to accept ingress only.

VOTE ON SUBSTITUTE MOTION: It

failed by a vote of 3 in favor
(May, Cole and Taylor) and 4
opposed (Savina, Hennessy, Bell
and Bayouth). Barrier, Greider
and Jones were absent.

VOTE ON ORIGINAL MOTION: It carried

with a vote of 4 in favor (Taylor,
Bayouth, Bell and Hennessy) and 3
opposed (Savina, May and Cole).
Barrier, Greider and Jones were
absent.
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September G, 1978

Mr. Phillip S. Frick
700 Fourth Financial Center

Wichita, Kansas 67202

Re: DP-12 Proposed Amendments

to the Kellogg Mall Community
Unit Plan

144%
Dear Mr. Frick:

At their regular meeting of August 31, 1978, the Planning Commis-
sion considered the above captioned case. Their action was to
recommend approval subject to the eight conditions recommended
in the Planning Department Report which are as follows:

a. Platting of the unplatted.portions of the
C.U.P. site within two (2) years of the
date of approval by the Board of City
Commissioners, or the amendments be con-
sidered denied and closed.

b. The landscaping currently required by the
existing C.U.P. shall be in compliance with
the approved landscape plan by the end of
the fall planting season, 1978. No further
building or occupancy permits shall be granted
on the Kellogg Mall site until such time
as this requirement is complied with.

replanting of the missing materials or a
financial guarantee backed by a contract
with a nurseryman be submitted to provide
replanting by a specific date.

"Compliance" shall mean either the actual

c. Should access be granted to parcel 6, the
site circulation plan to parcel 6 shall
be submitted for approval by the Director
of Planning.
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Page 2
September 6, 1978
Mr. Phillip S. Frick
Re: DP-12

-"¥136 74%1 d. Approval of a landscape plan by the Board of
City Commissioners depicting retention of ,

Ilikir&2*M existing plant materials proposed to be ./,1/
retained, as well as additional trees and

... -. #174plant materials to fill in existing gaps
along the west Droperty line of parcels 6,
7, and 12. Saia plan shall be required
only if the masonry wall is waived and
shall depict proposed system(s) of provid-
ing water to the plant materials. -

4?21·,
e. The developer providing wooden or solid 09-229«5 m=*2

1, f.*».
4.¢2«451

=='.,#7./Ii#/Fl
C.F...:t .' i.7.1 screen fencing adjacent to those Eastborough -r 4/
2,341.;. 1 e , properties who do not currently have such

fencing and desire to have such.
'': '          jiti--

f. The transfer of title of all or any 10/
portion of the land included within
the Community Unit Plan does not con- .44=

stitute a termination of the plan or 31?im
any portion thereof, but said plan *At*rVW' shall run with the land for commercial

J..A;'t-

4.10 development and be binding upon the
present owners, their successors and - -
assigns, unless amended.

r./lk//

g. The development of this property proceed-
ing in accordance with the development
plan as approved by the Planning Commis-
sion, 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 construc-
tion of the proposed development.

h. Any major changes in this development plan
being resubmitted to the Planning Commission
and City Commission for their consideration.

?'iNJUE

4
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September 6, 1978
Mr. Phillip S. Frick
Re: DP-12

In order to comply with these conditions, it will be necessary to 7make the following changes to the Plan: L
INC

Beside the term "Additional Requirements" listed under
the parcel description for parcel #6, the following
phrase should be added:

"The site circulation plan for the proposed Savings
and Loan shall be submitted to the Director of Plan-
ning for approval prior to the issuanc.9 of building
permits for such use. "

?45€42

=3

Regarding condition "e", it is our suggestion that
it can be effectively administered by depicting
such fencing on the approved landscape plan and
the submission of signed statements from each
property owner adjacent to parcels G and 7 on the
west (excluding Eastborough Arms and KGE:E),
attesting as to whether they desire such fencing.
These signed statements should be submitted with
the landscape plan. If this would cause problems
for you or if you have alternate methods to suggest
for enforcement of this condition, please let us know.
In any event, a new general provision #11 should be
added to the Plan as follows:

.¢96
44 4%

te&"11. The developer shall provide wooden
or solid screen fencing along the
west property line as depicted on
the landscape plan. "

I would again remind you that no further permits are to be issued
on the entire C.U.P. site until such time as the landscaping ad- 224494 :tal#AMjacent to Douglas and Rock Road is replanted or financially guaran-
teed in accordance with the approved landscape plan of August 16, , tifi&4'*ARN'llb#f1973. It is imperative that your clients and/or Mel Simon Asso- 7,6 'N?ft./.Br i

ciates work this out as soon as possible in order to prevent delay
in subsequent permits.:»U-€2·Ii

»93.Et - m·i7€175'7241
»43.44
2,>AiR.i<1 We have "marked" a copy of the C.U.P. with such notations and in-

cluded it with the copy of this letter to your Planning Consultant.
'4?kg 65 It is necessary that you submit ten (10) copies of the C.U

Office by Friday, September 15, 1978, so that subject cases can
.P. to our

be sched,iled for consideration by the City Commission at their
regular meeting of September 26, 1978; this meeting to be held in
the City Commission Meeting Room, First Floor,,City Hall, 455 North
Main; and we would remind you that Planning items are considered

m
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Page 4 -443.f.9
September 6, 1978
Mr. Phillip S. Frick
Re: DP-12

after all other matters of business.

If you have questions regarding this matter, please call our office.

Sincerely

Jack H. Galbraith

Chief Planner

-43%
«'i*<.

JHG:bbc

ce: B. J. Kingdon, Law-Kingdon Co., 313 S. Market, 67202
(enclosure)
Michael Weigand, 150 N. Market, 67202
Bob Friesen, Friesen 1 Asso., 421 State, Augusta, Ks. 67010
Ray Reed, Mayor of Eastborough, First Securities Co. of Ks.,

Inc., Schweiter bldg., 67202
William A. Hensley, 58 S. Stratford 67207
Howard Fullington, 7108 E. Douglas 67207
Bill Yung, Landscape Architect, 1355 N. Waco, 67203 ?fi

Melvin Simon & Asso., 1712 N. Meridian, Indianapolis, Ind. 46202
f..4Grt

11

'*ey 3%

. 29 ''. 1 - .r .
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August 28, 1978

Neil D. Frumkin
122 N. Rutland
Wichita KS 67206

Re: DP-12 Proposed Amendments to
the Kellogg Mall Community
Unit Plan f«tDear Mr. Frumkin:

We are in receipt of your letter of August 21, 1978, pointing
out your concerns with the proposed uses in the amendment to
the above captioned C.U.P. Please be advised that we will
furnish copies to the members of the Planning Commission.
I appreciate your pointing out your concerns.

Sincerely,

Jack H. Galbraith
Chief Planner
Current Plans DivisionJHG:ch

A

iff¢jai
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August 21, 1978

Mr. Robert A. Lakin

Secretary
MAPC

455 N. Main St. Wichita, Ks. 67202
Re: Attached

Sir:

As a resident of Rockwood just north of Douglas I would like to make
my views clear to you regarding any amendment to the Kellogg Mall Plan.
Understanding the property owners inherent right to obtain the most value
for his property I am not against development per se but am against certain
types of development.

It is my opinion that development of the property in a commercial nature
which would have the types of tenants that are closed in the evenings
and Sundays would and should be acceptable. Motels, auto agencies and
even some of the permitted uses i.e: clubs, restaurants and theaters
would be a nuisance for the surrounding property owners. These types
of establishments would create additional noise, traffic and air pollution
in the area.

If there is anything I can lend to assist the staff in keeping the planned
development to a quiet, attractive asset or my appearance at r. hearing is
required to lend support please let me know.

Thank u for your consideration.

Wichita, 7206

12 N

9 7%

k
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THE FOLLOWING RECEIVED AGENDA AND STAFF REPORT W/ATTACHMENTS
FOR 8-31-78 MEETING:

Jack W. Clark

City Clerk
City of Eastborough
1738 S. Erie

Wichita, Kansas 67211

Phillip S. Frick
700 Fourth Financial Center

Wichita, Kansas 67202

Oz Stender

Estate of James Campbell
828 Fort Street Mall

Honolulu, Hawaii

B. J. Kingdon
Law-Kingdon Co.
313 S. Market

Wichita, Kansas 67202

Bob Friesen

Friesen and Asso.

421 State

Augusta, Kansas 67010

Michael Weigand
150 N. Market

Wichita, Kansas 67202

Roger Mulanax
Law-Kingdon Co.
313 S. Market

Wichita, Kansas 67202

Mayor Ray T. Reed, Jr.
First Securities Company of Kansas, Inc.
Schweiter Bldg.
Wichita, Kansas 67202

Phillip L. Boman, Attorney
Adams, Jones, Robinson & Malone

Box 1034

Wichita, Kansas 67201
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WHILE YOU WERE AWAY

i.'*3'

A.M.

---11-1-11 WWANTS
TO SEE YOU

1!YOUR CALL
144

6%6-334\223337333
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

MAI)C HEARING DATE: 3-31-78

(deferred

from

8-17-78)

Case No. DP-12 Request: Amendment of Commercial
Community Unit Plan

Location: Between Kellogg and Douglas in an area between
Rock Road and the City of Eastborough

Acres: 160 (136 net) Size: 1,903 x 2,182

Land Use Zoning

Existing Regional Shopping Center, "LC" & "C"

Motel, Restaurants, Car

*fit Dealership, Auto Service
North Single Family, Four-Plex, "AA" "RB",

Multi-Family "B"

A East Single Family, General "AA" & "Le"

Business
79it.'1

South General Business, Motel, "LC" (CUP)
Righrise Office

West Single Family (Eastborough), "B", "LC",
Motel, KG&2 Substation Eastborough

Zoning

Proposed street dedications to be secured Platted: A portion
at time of platting. is platted.

History: Case Z-0350 - "AA" to "LC" - Deferred indef initely at f
applicant's request - October, 1961

Case Z-0408 - "AA" to "LC"

MAPC: Approved 10-4-62
BCC: Denied 10-30-62

Case Z-0427 - "AA" to "LC" - CUP

MAPC: Approved "BB" for Lot 2, except
S 380 feet thereof, Rockwood
South First Addition CUP was
deferred 1-17-63

BCC: Approved north portion for "BB"
2-5-63

Case Z-0557 - MAPC: Approved 7-2-64
BCC: Approved 7-21-64.tr44

**j,4/jff 44
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Page 2 Case No. DP-12
8-31-78

DP-1 MAPC: Approved 7-21-64
DP-12 MAPC: Defferred indefinitely 1-20-66

MAPC: Approved 6-16-66
BCC: Approved 6-28-66

DP-12 - Amendment to increase sign' height
HAPC: Approved 2-9-67
BCC: Approved 2-28-67

DP-12 - Amendment to increase gross floor area and adjust
buildi.L setbacks

MAPC: Refer to Subdivision Committee
6-8-72

S/D: Approve subject to conditions
6-29-72

MAPC: Approve subject to condit'ons
7-13-72

BCC: Approve subject to conditions
8-8-72

f.

DP-12 - Amendment to change uses, increase floor area,
amend heights.

MAPC: Approve subject to conditions
6-13-74

BCC: Approved subject to amendment and
conditions 7-2-74

9-26-75 Denied and closed, failure to
plat

Comments:

1. In 1966, the "LC" Light Commercial District and accompany-
ing Community Unit Plan (DP-12, then known as "Rockwood
South") was approved on approximately 160 acres of land
located at the northwest corner of Kellogg and Rock Road.
That plan, now known as Kellogg Mall and partially devel-
oped with Towne East Square, was subsequently amended on
February 27, 1967 and August 8, 1972, and was approved
for further amendment on July 2, 1974; however, the 1974
amendments were ultimately denied and closed because of a
failure to plat within the allotted time. A majority of
the area covered by the C.U.P. was purchased approximately
one year ago and the new owners (the Campbell Estate of
Hawaii) have requested amendments to the plan as it relates
to the undeveloped area between Armour Drive and the City
of Eastborough with no revision to the remainder of the plan.
The revised Development Plan proposes the following general
amendments to the plan:

a. The substitution of a private drive
( curb opening) on Douglas Avenue in lieu
of the public street which was previously
approved on the plan.

04.1.

3390.. 1'73-st,-/
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Page 3 Case No. DP-12
8-31-78

' £14 b. Redesignation of parcels RS-2, RS-3, and
RS-4, as parcels 6, 7, 8, and 12, with
boundary shifts and changes in parcel con-
figuration.

c. Changes in the permitted uses on the
area designated as Parcels 6, 7, 8,
and 12, from residential, office and
commercial development to office and
commercial development.

d. An increase in the total square footage
of office and commercial development
permitted under the plan by 5,700 square
feet and the deletion of 46 residential
units (garden apartment or patio home)
from the plan.

e. The continued substitution of a plancing
strip adjacent to the west property line
in lieu of the masonry wall which would
be required at that location. This
waiver was originally granted in the 1967
amendment, continued under the 1972

amendment, and again requested in con-
junction with these proposed amendments.

2. On Monday, August 14, 1978, and again on Monday, August 21,
1978, the Citizen Participation Organization Area "Et" Coun-
cil conducted meetings with neighborhood residents, city

-36bg· staff, and the developers to discuss the proposed C.U.P.
amendments. As a result of those meetings, the developers
have revised their original proposed amendments by ;

a. Deleting "auto sales as a permitted use
on parcel number 8; excluding fast food
restaurants as a permitted use on parcel
8; deleting the phrase "other uses per
"LC" zoning" from parcels 8 and 12; and
the phrase "other uses per "BB" zoning"
from parcel 7. Y:yAh '

b. To expand the 10 foot planting strip on
the west side to be a variable width
of up to 35 feet (but not less than 10)
in order to retain as many of the exist-
ing mature trees as possible. This

planting strip will be governed by a
landscape plan depicting both existing
plant materials to be retained, as well
as proposed additional materials to be
planted. Although landscape plans are
normally approved administratively by the

0
-itf

1%

d
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Page 4 Case No. DP-12
8-31-78

staff at time of platting, the developers
have agreed to submit a landscape plan
for review and approval by the MAPC

L - and Board of City Commissioners.

gra

76Ell

71:'P# 65531 ,

c. Limiting the proposed curb cut to Douglas
Avenue from parcel numc,er 6 to one way
ingress only for the permitted use of a
savings and loan, with no access or curb
cut proposed for any other use than a
savings and loan.

d. Reduced the total increase in commercial

and office square footage from an increase
of 58,035 square feet (originally proposed)
to a net increase of 5,700 square feet over
the total square footage permitted under
the approved plan.

3. Whenever an office and commercial development of this mag-
nitude is considered, potential traffic generation rates
and the possible affect of such traffic on surrounding
neighborhoods and street systems is of major importance.
The term "generation" refers to the total number of trips , -v *-95 41

crossing a counting station within a given period of time. GE"F# 1
These trips can have either an origin or destination in 4//4 i
the study area or site and are usually expressed at a rate, 2=¥04 1
i.e., trips per unit of building area, trips per dwelling 2*@B i
unit, etc. The generation rate, as we analyze it, is 3,6't?* 1
expressed in the number of trips (both inbound and outbound)

•/le • 1per 1,000 square feet of gross leaseable area in a 24 hour
period for office and commercial development and number of

-I. ':
trips per 24 hour period per dwelling unit for residential
development.

-I :F:aRecent studies on trip generation rates of different land
uses by the Institute of Traffic Engineers indicate that -i'll
office buildings are "medium" generators of traffic, with ......Imp
an average peak hour load of 2.3 trips per 1,000 feet of
gross floor area, whereas commercial uses vary greatly             -

om a low of 6.7 peak hour trips per 1,000 square feet ofoss floor area for a ommunity Shopping Center, to a high
of 73.0 peak hour trips per 1,000 square feet of gross
floor area for fast food restaurants. For comparison
with our 24 hour generation rates, it should be noted
that peak hour figures are approximately 10% of the
average daTIF(24 hour) rate.

Given the wide mixture of potential uses on a commercial
site of this magnitude, it is difficult to project
generation rates at a specific location because of the
aforementioned disparity between generation rates of

.:*¥£.I.?triF

1(1{iuitiffj.
1-12=#'·. 2,#10&15640

4,.,.04*82Ey

./.6. 'uy,1/:Wi 198=1

£:2.
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Page 5 Case No. DP-12
8-31-78

different office and commercial uses. However, the
Traffic Engineering Division of the Department of Public
Works has studied the overall generation rates of regional
shopping centers both in cities similar to Wichita and on
the existing Towne East Square Center, and have determined
that an approximate figure of 40 trips per day per 1,000
foot of gross floor area of office and commercial develop-
ment is generally applicable to a regional shopping center
site. Although the actual generation rates on the area
proposed for amendment could be much lower (or higher)
depending on the specific uses developed, for purposes of
analysis, a gross figure must be used. The Traffic Engineer
also estimates a potential generation rate of 8 trips per
dwelling unit for the potential multi-family development
permitted under the approved Community Unit Plan.

The approved Community Unit Plan on tha entire site
currently'permits a grand total of 2,381,·030 of gross
square footage of office and commercial development, of
which approximately 1,350,000 square feet has already
been developed. The additional 5,700 square feet of
office and commercial development under the proposed
amendments could be expected to generate approximately
228 additional trips to the site under the standard of
40 trips per day per 1,000 feet of gross floor area;
however, it must also be considered that the forty-six
(46) residential units deleted from the approved plan

./.'

6434.

would have generated approximately 368 trips per day using
the standard of 8 trips per unit per day. Although there
is some shift from office square footage to commercial
square footage under the proposed amendments, both the
MAI'D staff and the Division of Traffic Engineering feel
that the use limitations (exclusion of general commercial
uses and fast food restaurants) make the potential traffic
generation under the proposed amendments comparable to
those of the approved plan.

-

This is not to say that the total development of this entire
site to its maximum potential gross floor area will not
impact the surrounding street system, but rather that the
proposed amendments should not add to the problem. It is

the opinion of both the Traffic Engineering Division of
the Department of Public Works and the MAPD staff that the
proposed amendments to the approved plan regarding th traffic
impact of proposed uses and square footage, are less relevant
issues in this particular proposal than the methods of
routing the potential traffic, i.e., access points, internalsite circulation, and part-ins· 1·,t layout.

4. The major staff concern is the proposed access point to
Douglas from parcel 6. It is the opinion of both MAPI) and
Traffic Engineering staffs that such access could result in
conflicts between eastbound traffic on Douglas going around

0, ly.8

Ti@%/B
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Page 6 Case No. DP-12
8-31-78

4 1

k4

the curve on the east side of the City of Eastborough and
suddenly being confronted with vehicles slowing to make a
turn into parcel 6. The problem is intensified by the fact
that the 20 mile per hour Eastborcugh speed limit changes
to a 40 mph limit in Wichita and vehicles have a tendency
to accelerate coming around the curve. Therefore, it is

the staff recommendation that no direct access be granted
to parcel 6 from Douglas Avenue. However, the Traffic
Engineer has noted that the developers revisions to provide
ingress (not egress) at the proposed access point as
well as a deceleration lane to permit some stacking of
cars, and the proposal of access only for the specific
use of a savings and loan (a relatively low commercial
traffic generator) does lessen the potential negative
impact of the proposed access. Our primary recommendation
is no access to Douglas; however, should the Planning
Colmission and Board of City Commissioners decide that
access is.appropriate, it is our recommendation that it
be subject to approval of a site circulcation plan by the
Planning Department for parcel 6 that hinders traffic
movements through the site from Douglas Avenue to Armour
Drive West.

The Community Unit Plan Regulations require that planned
commercial developments provide a 5-8 foot masonry wall
when residential zoning districts abut the development )0
area and are not separated by any public way, alley, or
street. This section would require succ a wall to be con-
structed on the west side of subject property, adjacent to
the City of Eastborough. However, section 28.04.190.9
permits the governing body to vary such requirements where
the objectives of the master plan and good planning practices
are furthered. The approved plan now contains such a waiver
and the applicant has requested that the masonry wall
continue to be waived and substituted with a variable

width planting strip governed by a landscape plan, to
provide visual screening. In so requesting, the appli-
cant has noted that:

ME]

a. There are substantial numbers of mature

trees and vegetation along the west prop-
erty line which would have to be removed
should the wall be constructed. The

applicant has proposed to fill in gaps
in the existing plant materials with new
plantings covered by a landscape plan
to be submitted for approval by tha, City
Commidsion. The Planning staf f has indi-
cated that should such a wall waiver be

granted, the applicant will be required --.
to protect existing mature trees in the
planting area by including them in the

4 landscape plan. -

1&9 ©ir¢F
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Case No. DP-12

8-31-78

i# ·:am/,1 b. Some of the residential properties along
the east line of Eastborough already have

Im: 4....i wooden fences along their rear property
line which screen their property from
blowing debris. The applicant has indicatedB 1/.....
a willingness to install the fencing along
the few properties which are not presently
fenced and whose owners desire such fencing
should the masonry wall waiver again
be granted.

6. After a request from the Area "H" Citizen Participation
Organization Coordinator, MAPD staff examined the plant
materials in the 10 foot required planting strip adjacent
to Rock Road for compliance with the approved landscape
plan. We noted that a considerable number of plant

, , 1 -747 »914 materials required under the plan had died and been re-
moved. We notified the developers agent of such on July 31,
1978 and we have also notified the Department of Central
Inspection. It has been the general position of the Board
of City Commissioners to not approve further building permits
or amendments to Commercial C.U.P.'s which are in violation
of required landscaping until such time as the deficiencies
are corrected. Although the applicants in these proposed
amendments do not have direct control over the area in

stated. It is the staff position that no further building
violation, a willingness to rectify the problem has been

permits or amendments to the C.U.P. be granted without

c. The City of Eastborough has an existing 10
inch sanitary sewer immediately adjacent
to the east boundary of the City. Con-

struction of a masonry wall along the west
property line of the Kellogg Mall property
could impede maintenance and repair of the
Eastborough sewer. The parcels west of Armour
Drive can be served by sewer extensions from
the sewer in Armour Drive and as such would
not be affected by a possible masonry wall on
the west property line; however, the Department
of Public Works of the City of Wichita would
recommend against construction of a masonry
wall in any utility easement.

-f:?Nt#al %,rt,11 The staff supports the waiver of the wall, 02=li
subject to approval by the Board of City 1/, Commissioners of the landscape plan.11: ,-*.

It is recommended that such landscape =.12:
ill# 4/immm/ plan include provision of an underground

sprinkler or other acceptable system so as
to provide water to the plant materials -i 1
governed by the plan.

Rk-f

r
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providing for the correction of existing landscape deficien-
cies.

7. Should the Planning Commission and Board of City Commis-
sioners determine that the proposed amendments to the
Plan are acceptable, the following are suggested conditions
of approval:

a. Platting of the unplatted portions of the
C.U.P. site within two (2) years of the
date of approval bv the Board of City
Commissioners, or the amendments be con-
sidered denied and closed.

b. The landscaping currently required by the
existing C.U.P. shall be in compliance with
the approved landscape plan by the end of
the fall planting season, 1978. No further
building or occupancy permits shall be granted
on the Kellogg Mall site until such time
as this requirement is complied with.
"Compliance" shall mean either the actual
replanting of the missing materials or a
financial guarantee backed by a contract
with a nurseryman be submitted to provide
replanting by a specific date.

c. Should access be granted to parcel 6, the
site circulation plan to parcel 6 shall

·i»«79 be submitted for approval by the Director
of Planning.

f *07,44
d. Approval of a landscape plan by the Board of

City Commissioners depicting retention of
i existing plant materials proposed to be

retained, as well as additional trees and
plant materials to fill in existing gaps
along the west property line of parcels 6,
7, and 12. Said plan shall be required
only if the masonry wall is waived and
shall depict proposed system(s) of provid-
ing water to the plant materials.

e. The developer providing wooden or solid
screen fencing adjacent to those Eastborough
properties who do not currently have such
fencing and desire to have such.

f. The transfer of title of all or any
portion of the land included within
the Community Unit Plan does not con-
stitute a termination of the plan or
any portion thereof, but said plan

«6€L
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Page 9 Case No. DP-12
8-31-78

shall run with the land for commercial
development and be binding upon the
present owners, their successors and
assigns, unless amended.

g. The development of this property proceed-
ing in accordance with the development
plan as approved by the Planning Commis-
sion, 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
t. 3 building permit authorizing construe-
tion of the proposed development.

h. Any major changes in this development plan
being resubmitted to the Planning Commission
and City Commission for their consideration.

-7
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1. In 1966, the "LC" Light Commercial District and accompany-

ing Community Unit Plan (DP-12, then known as "Rockwood

South") was approved on approximately 160 acres of land

located at the northwest corner of Kellogg and Rock Road.

That plan, now known as Kellogg Mall and partially devel-

oped with Towne East Square, was subsequently amended on

February 27, 1967 and August 8, 1972, and was app. oved

for further amendment on July 2, 1974; however, the 1974

dierrpr amendments were ultimately denied and closed because of a

failure to plat within the allotted time. A majority of

the area covered by the C.U.P. was purchased approximately

Hawaii) have requested amendments to the plan as it relates

to ·en Armour Drive and the City of East-
borough with no revision to the remainder of the plan.

The revised Development Plan proposes the following

general amendments to the plan:

a. The substitution of a private drive,lon

Douglas Avenue in lieu of the public

on the plan.

%%.12

b. Redesignation of parcels RS-2, RS-3,

and RS-4, as pareels 6, 7, 8, and 12,

with boundary shifts and changes in

parcel configuration.

C. Changes in the permitted uses on the

0412

street which was previously approved

one year ago and the new owners (the Campbell Estate of

L
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WICHITA-FEDGWICK COFFEY 4.
FETROPOLITM: ABU PLANNING DEPAP.T:'TENT

1

NAPS -URING -ATE: 3-31-70

Case ilo. 62063 Request: " 4' to "LO'
1

Location: Northwest Corner of Xydraulic and Orme

:Reason: "The requested change i G compatible with the neighborhood
and it now is changing. 2.ydraulic does not tend itself
to residential use as the quality of life at this partic-
ular location would not be good. The property is to be
used as a facility in conjunction rith the Pennypower
building across the street to the east. The zoning request
will allow sufficient flexibility of land use to handle
the growing needs of the Dennypower operation.

Acres: 0.3 Size: 100' x 140'

Land Use Zoning

Existing Undeveloped. "31'

tiorth Office "LC"

East Pennypower Offices
South Single Family
'Fest Single Family ''3''

Existing R/7 Nydraulic - 40 ft. - half Platted: Yes

Proposed R/W Eydraulic - 50 ft. - half History: None
Existing R/7 Orme - 30 ft. - half

Proposed R/W Orme - 30 ft. - half

Comments:

1. The applicant is requesting a change of zoning from "B"

nultiple Family to "LC" Light Commercial for a tract of
land containing approximately 14,000 square feet located
on a major street (Mydraulic) and provides for only 40
feet of half-street right-of-way whereas 50 feet is require,2.

2. The applicant states subject groperty is to be used as a
facility in conjunction with the Pennypower building
located to the east on land approved for "LC" zoning in
the early part of 1077 (S-1335).

e
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area designated as Parcels 6, 7, 8

and 12, from residential, office and

commercial development to office and

commercial development.

d. 4 increase in the total square footage

of office and commercial development

permitted under the plan by 5,700 square

feet and the deletion of 46 residential

units (garden apartment or patio home)

from the plan.

e. The continued substitution of a planting

strip adjacent to the west property line

in lieu of the masonry wall which would

be required at that location. This

waiver was originally granted in the 1967

amendment, continued under the 1972

amendment, and again requested in con-

junction with these proposed amendments.

2. On Monday, August 14, 1978, and again on Monday, August 21,

1978, the Citizen Participation Organization Area Coun-

cil conducted meetings with neighborhood residents, city

stuff, and the developers to discuss the proposed C.U.P.

amendments. As a result of those meetings, the developers

have revised their original proposed amendments by:

y

g i <3,4
F
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WICKITA-rEDGWICE COETY
Al.TROPOLITAN Ar.EA. FL·MINING DEPARTMENT

RING DATE : E-31-70

Case No. 6-2063 Request: "b" to "LC"

Location: Northwest Corner of Kydraulic and Orme

2.eason: The requested change jo compatible with the neighborhood
and it now is changing. Zydraulic does not tend itself
to residential use as the quality of life at this partic-
ular location would not be good. The property is to be
used as a facility in conjunction r:ith the Pennypower
building across the street to the east. The zoning request
will allow sufficient flexibility of land use to handle
the growing needs of the Pennynower operation.

Acres: 0.3  Size: 100' x 140'

Land Use Zoning

Existing Undevelo,ied

North Office "LC"

East Pennypower Offices "Le"

South Single Family
7est Single Family

Existing 2/7 Hydraulic - 40 ft. - half i Platted: Yes

Proposed 2/9 Hydraulic - 50 ft. - half History: None
Existing R/7 Orme - 30 ft. - half
Proposed R/W Orme - 30 ft. - half

ht,4- i.4
r /24.

Comments:

1. The applicant is requesting a change of zoning from "53"
}:ultiple Family to "LC" Light Commercial for a tract of
land containing approximately 14,000 square feet located.
on a major street Gydraulic) and provides for only 40
feet of half-street right-of-way whereas 50 feet is requireC.

2. The applicant states subject property is to be used as a
facility in conjunction with the Pennypower building
located to the east on land approved for "LC" zoning in
the early part of 1£77 (2-1200).

e
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»14£€U
a. Deleting "auto sales" as a permitted use

exclul[64
on parcel number 8j• fast food

-4 g
restaurantsA deleting the phrase "other

Fely

uses per "LC" zoning" from parcels 8 and

12; and the phrase "other uses per "BB"

zoning" from parcel 7.

1*2 To expand the 10 foot planting strip on

the west side to be a variable width

t

of up to 35 feet (but not less than 10)

in order to retain as many of the exist-

ing mature trees as possible. This

planting strip will be governed by a

landscape plan depicting both existing

plant materials to be retained, as well

as proposed additional materials to be

planted. Although landscape plans are

normally approved administratively by the

staff at time of platting, the developers

have agreed to submit a al,4,6 landscape

plan for review and approval by the MAPC

and Board of City Commissioners.

Cut
c. Limiting the proposed curbl to Douglas

Avenue from parcel number 6 to one way

ingress only for the permitted use of a

savings and loan, with no access or curb

cut proposed for any other use than a

savings and loan.



'TICNITA-PEDGWICK COUrTY
aP.OPOLITAN A.REA PLANNING DEPARTIUENT

96.3 -2,ING DATE: 0-31-73

Case No. 2-2063 Request: '59" to " LC"

Location: Northwest Corner of Xydraulic and Orme

Faason: "The requested change is compatible with the neighborhood
and it now is changing. Zydraulic does not tend itself
to residential use as the quality of life at this partic-
ular location would in be good. TIle property is to be
used as a facility in conjunction rith the Pennypower
building across the stl·oot to the east. The zoning request
will allow sufficient flexibility of land use to handle
the growing needs of the Pennypower operation.

Acres: O.3 Size: 100 ' x 140 '

Land Use Zoning

Undeveloped "31'Existing
ijorth Office "LC"

East Pennypower Cffices "Le'l

South Single Family tls.

Nest Single Family

Existing R/7 Eydraulic - 40 ft. - half Platted: Yes

Proposed F./1.1 11ydraulic - 50 ft. - half itistory: None
Existing R/7 Orme - 30 ft. - half

U.$ Proposed R/W Orme - 30 ft. - half

Comments:

1. The applicant is requesting a change of zoning from "B"
ihiltiple Family to "LC" Lij it Commercial for a tract of

land containing approximat .v 14,000 square feet located.
on a major street (Hydraulic) and provides for only 40
feet of half-street right-of-way whereas 50 feet is requirer.

2. The applicant states subject Droperty is to be used as a
facility in conjunction with the Pennypower building
located to the east on land approved for "LC" zoning in
the early part of 1077 (Z-1030).

44&
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d. Reduced the total increase in commercial

and office square footage from an increase

of 58,035 square feet (originally proposed)

to a net increase of 5,700 square feet over

the total square footage permitted under

the approved plan.

3. Whenever an office and commercial development of this mag-

nitude is considered, potential traffic generation rates

and the possible affect of such traffic on surrounding
: TO"gi·

neighborhoods and street systems is of major importance.

The term generation" refers to the total number of trips

crossing a counting station within a given period of time.

% These trips can have either an origin or destination in

the study area or site and are usually expressed at a rate,

i.e., trips per unit of building area, trips per dwelling

unit, etc. The generation rate, as we analyze it, is

expressed in the number of trips (both inbound and outbound)

per 1,000 square feet of gross leaseable area in a 24 hour

period for office and commercial development and number of

trips per 24 hour period per dwelling unit for residential

development.

1?3 Recent studies on trip generation rates of different land

uses by the Institute of Traffic Engineers indicate that

office buildings are "medium" generators of traffic, with

an average peak hour load of 2.3 trips per 1,000 feet of

gross floor area, whereas commercial uses vary greatly



'7ICITITA-FEDGWICK COUMTY

METROPOLITAN Ar.EA. FLA'FlING DEPARTMENT

'tAPS t=,9-ING re.TE : 2-31-7

Case No. Z-2063 Request: "3" to "LC"

Location: Northwest Corner of Nydraulic and Orme

peason: "The requested change is compatible with the neighborhood
and it now is changing. Zydraulic does not tend itself
to residential use as the quality of life at this partic-
ular location would not be good. The property is to be
used as a facility in conjunction with the Pennypower
building across the stioot to the east. The zoning request
will allow sufficient flexibility of land use to handle
the growing neeas of the Pennypower operation.

Acres: 0.3 Size: 1OC' x 1<0'

Land Use Zoning

"B"Existing Undevelored
iforth Office "LC"

East Pennypower Cffices "Le"

South Single Family
West Single Family

Existing 2/7 Eydraulic - 40 ft. - half Platted: Yes

Proposed r./., 1.ydraulic - 50 ft. - half L.istory: None

Existing R/3 Orme - 30 ft. - half i
Proposed R/W Orme - 30 ft. - half

Comments:

1. The applicant is requesting a change of zoning from
Kultiple Family to "LC" Light Commercial for a tract of
land containing approximately 14,000 square feet located
on a major street (1€ydraulic) and provides for only 40
feet of half-street right-02-way whereas 50 feet is required.

2. The applicant states subject property is to be used as a
facility in conjunction with the Pennynower buildinz
located to the east on land al,proved for "LC" zoning in
the early part of 1C77 (Z-1330).

e e *+32*
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from a low of 6.7 peak hour trips per 1,000 square feet of

gross floor area for a Community Shopping Center, to a high

of 73.0 peak hour trips per 1,000 square feet of gross

floor area for fast food restaurants. For comparison

with our 24 hour generation rates, it should be noted
A..4»

that peak hour figures are approximately 10% of the

average daily (24 hour) rate.

Given the wide mixture of po ential uses on a commercial

site of this magnitude, it is difficult to project

generation rates at a specific location because of the

aforementioned disparity between generation rates of

different office and commercial uses. However, the

Traffic Engineering Division of the Department of Public

Works has studied the overall generation rates of regional

shopping centers both in cities similar to Wichita and on

the existing Towne East Square Center, and have determined

that an approximate figure of 40 trips per day per 1,000

foot of gross floor area of office and commercial develop-1 ret
ment is generally applicable to a regional shopping center

A\thou,k

* site. O*4==eaa=*,-, the actual generation rates on the area
proposed for amendment could be much lower (or higher)

depending on the specific uses developed, for purposes of

analysis, a gross figure must be used. The Traffic Engineer

also estimates a potential generation rate of 8 trips per

dwelling unit for the potential multi-family development

permitted under the approved Community Unit Plan.

6, :.4'1' €6¢

%11 ,



'7ICHITA-EEDGWICK COTTY
METROPOLITAN AREA PLAMITING DEPARTMENT

.,ING DATE: 3-31-70

Case No. Z-2063 Request: " 2" to "LC"

Location: Northwest Corner o f I:ydraulic and Orme

Reason : The requested change is compatible with the neighborhood·4:71-'
and it now is changing. Zy,;raulic does not tend itsel f
to residential use as the quality of life at this partic-
ular location would not be good. Tile property is to be
used as a facility in conjunction with the Pennypower
building across the street to the east. The zoning request
will allow sufficient flexibility of land use to handle
the growing needs of the Pennypower operation.

Acres: 0.3  Size: 100' x 140'

Land Use Zoning

Existing Undeveloped "R"

North Office "LC"

East Pennypower Offices 'ILC' 1

South Single Family
West Single Family "3"

Existing R/7 Eydraulic - 40 ft. - half Platted: Yes
Proposed R/W Eydraulic - 50 ft. - half Mistory: None
Exiscing R/7 Orme - 30 ft. - half
Proposed R/W Orme - 30 ft. - half

Comments:

1. The applicant is requesting a change of zoning from "B"
nultiple Family to "LC" Light Commercial for a tract of
land containing approximately 14,000 square feer located.
on a major street (Hydraulic) and provides for only 40
feet of half-street right-of-way whereas 50 feet is required.

2. The applicant states subject groperty is to be used as a

trip, facilit,· in conjunction with the Pennynower building
located to the east on lanct approved for "LC" zoning in
the early part of 1077 (Z-1630).

e

-13·
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The approved Community Unit Plan on the entire site

k
currently permits a grand total of 2,381,030 of gross

square footage of office and commercial development, of/

which approximately 1,350,000 square feet has alreaay

been developed. The additional 5,700 square feet of

office and commercial development under the proposed

amendments could be expected to generate approximately

228 additional trips to the site under the standard of

40 trips per day per 1,000 feet of gross floor area;

however, it must also be considered that the forty-six

(46) residential units deleted from the approved plan

would have generated approximately 368 trips per day using

the standard of 8 trips per unit per day. Although there

is some shift from office square footage to commercial

square footage under the proposed amendments, both the

MAPD staff and the Division of Traffic Engineering feel

that the use limitations (exclusion of general commercial

uses and fast food restaurants) make the potential traffic

generation under the proposed amendments comparable to

those of the approved plan.

This is not to say that the total development of this entire

site to its maximum potential gross floor area will not

impact the surrounding street system, but rather that the

proposed amendments should not add to the problem. It is

the opinion of both the Traffic Engineering Division of

the Department of Public Works and the MAPD staff that the

I.< 0%44 - Awlt€Aff@,3.fi,tft'trl/%.3''6*L
L
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'7ICRITA-PEDGWICK COUNTY
ETROPOLITAN AREA PLMWING DEPAR

C T.ZL,9.IHG N.TE: 5-31-70

Case No. Z-2063 Request : '53" to "LC"

Location: Northwest Corner of Xydraullic ant. Orme

Reason: "The requested change is compatible with the neighborhoo,1
and it now is changing. Tydraulic e.oes not tend itself
to residential use as the quality of life at this partic-
ular location would not be good. The property is to be
used as a facility in conjunction r. ith the Pennypower
building across the street to the east. The zoning request
will allow sufficient flexibility of land use to handle
the growing needs of the Pennypower operation.

Acres: 0.3  Size: 190' x 140'
J?

Land Use 39!112&
9 Existing Undeveloper:

North Office "LC"
East Pennypower Offices "Le"South Sin,gle Family
West Single Family 113'1

Existing R/3 Hydraulic - 40 ft. - half Platted: Yes
Proposed R/W Eydraulic - 50 ft. - half Mistory: None
Existing R/V Orme - 30 ft. - ha'.f
Proposed R/W Orme - 30 ft. - hal

Comments:

1. The applicant is requesting a change of zoning from "B"
l'ultiple Family to "LC" Light Commercial for a tract of
land containing approximately 14,000 square feet located
on a major street (Hydraulic) and provides for only 40
feet of hal f-street right-of-way whereas 50 feet is required.

2. The applicant states subject Droperty is to be used as a
facility in conjunction with the Pennypower building
located to the oast on lanci approved for "LC" zoning in
the early part of 1577 (Z-1030).

...4:*i
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proposed amendments to the approved plan regarding*traffic

impact qAuse< and square footage, are less rele1an*1aL. e.Lek
the methods of routing the potential traffic, i.e., access

points, internal site circulation, and parking lot layout.

4. The nrajor staff concern is the proposed access point to

Douglas from parcel 6. It is the opinion of both MAPD and

Traffic Engineering staffs that such access could result in

conflicts between eastbound traffic on Douglas going around

the curve on the east side of the City of Eastborough and

suddenly being confronted with vehicles slowing to make a

turn into parcel 6. The problem is intensified by the fact

that the 20 mile per hour Eastborough speed limit changes

to a 40 mph limit in Wichita and vehicles have a tendency

to accelerate coming around the curve. Therefore, it is

the staff recommendation that no direct access be granted

to parcel 6 from Douglas Avenue. However, the Traffic

Engineer has noted that the developers revisions to provide

ingress (not egress) at the proposed access point as
*r

well as a deceleration lane to permit some stacking of

cars, and the proposal of access only for the specific

use of a savings and loan (a relatively low commercial

traffic generator) does lessen the potential negative

impact of the proposed access. Our primary recommendation

is no access to Douglas; however, should the Planning

• ./.1.
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WICUITA-rEDGWICK COUNTY

PETROPOLITC A.I.EA PLANIZING DEPARTMENT

•m/• 2-31-70

Case No. 5-2063 Request: "3" to "LC"

Location: Northwest Corner of Hydraulic and One

Reason: "The requested change is compatible with the neighborhood
and it now is changing. ..ydraulic does not tend itself
to residential use as the quality of life at this parlic-
ular location would not be good. 7"·e property is to be
used as a facility in conjunction with the Pennypower
building across the street to the east. The zoning request
will allow sufficient flexibility of land use to handle
the growing needs of the Pennypower operation.

Acres: 0.3 Size: 100' x 140'

Land Use Zoning

Existing Undevelope¢
North Office "LC"

East Pennypower Offices "LC: 1

South Single Family
7est Single Family

Existing R/7 Eydraulic - 40 ft. - half Platted: Yes
Proposed R/W Hydraulic - 50 ft. - half  History: None
Existing R/7 Orme - 30 ft. - half
Proposed it/W Orme - 30 ft. - half

Comments:

3 1. The applicant is requesting a change of zoning from "B
Kultiple Family to "LC" Light Commercial for a tract of
land containing approximately 14, COO square feet locatel
on a major street (Hydraulic) and provides for only 40

rar:
feet of half-street right-of-way whereas 50 feet is requirer.

2. The applicant states subject oroperty is to be used as a
facility in conjunction with tne Pennynower building
located to the east on land approved for "Le" zoning in
the early part of 1C 77 (2-1336).

yA



Commission and Board of City Commissioners decide that

access is appropriate, it w44*-be our recommendation

that it be subject to approvil,Iby the Plannink Depart-

ment  for parcel 6 0-1,-dee*1»

that hinders traffic movements through the site from

Douglas Avenue to Armour Drive West.

5. The Community Unit Plan Regulations require that planned

commercial developments provide a 5-8 foot masonry wall

when residential zoning districts abut the development

area and are not separated by any public way, alley, or

street. This section would require such a wall to be con-

structed on the west side of subject property, adjacent to

the City of Eastborough. However, section 28.04.190.9

permits the governing body to vary such requirements where

the objectives of the master plan and good planning practices

are furthered. The approved plan now contains such a waiver

and the applicant has requested that the masonry wall

continue to be waived and substituted with a variable

width planting strip governed by a landscape plan, to

provide visual screening. In so requesting, the appli-

cant has noted that:

a. There are substantial numbers of mature

trees and vegetation along the west prop-

erty line which would have to be removed

should the wall be constructed. The

applicant has proposed to fill in gaps

in the existing plant materials with new

hffl- . -
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'7ICHITA-rEDGWICK COW'TY

FETROPOLITAII APSA PLAZE.TING DEPART.'TE14'T

HAPS -;2;9ING DATE: 0-31-73

Case No. 5-2063 Request: "1" to "LC"

Location: Northwest Corner of ;:yeraulic anfl '3rme

Reason: "The requested change h compatible with the neighborhood
and it now is changing. Zydraulic rloes not tend itself
to residential use as the quality of life at this partic-
ular location would not be good. The property is to be
used as a facility in conjunction rith the Pennypower
building across the street to the east. The zoning request
will allow sufficient flexibility of land use to handle
the growing needs of the Pennypower operation."

Acres: 0.3  Size: 100' x 140'
Land Use Ekning

Existing Undeveloped
ilorth Office "LC"
East Pennypower Offices "Le"
South Single Family
Nest Single Family "3'1

Existing R/7 Eydraulic - 40 f t. - half Platted: Yes
Proposed R/W Eydraulic - 50 ft. - half  History: NoneRf.f Existing R/7 Orme - 30 ft. - half
Proposed R/W Orme - 30 ft. - half

Comments:

1. The applicant is requesting a change of zoning from "B"
Multiple Family to "LC" Light Commercial for a tract of
land containing approximately 14,000 square feet located
on a major street (.Iydraulic) and provides for only 40
feet o f hal f-street right-of -way whereas 50 feet is required.

2. The applicant states subject proverty is to be used as a
82 facility in conjunction with the Pennynower building

located to the east on land approved for "LC" zoning in
the early part of 1077 (C-10 30).

Igh
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plantings covered by a landscape plan

to be submitted for approval at time of

t platting. The Planning staff has indi-

cated that should such a wall waiver be

granted, the applicant will be required

to protect exist ing mature trees in the

planting area by including them in the

landscape plan.

b. Some of the residential properties along
*i:kiNE

the east line of Eastborough already have
t.

wooden fences along their rear property

line which screen their property from

blowing debris. The applicant has indicated

a willingness to .eamplake the fencing along

fencedshould the masonry wall waiver again
be granted.

c. The City of Eastborough has an existing 10
1

inch sanitary sewer immediately adjacent

to the east boundary of the City. Con-

struction of a masonry wall along the west

property line of the Kellogg Mall property

could impede maintenance and repair of the

t•t

p ·4

g

the few properties which are not presently

aa15-902331.

th.
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'TICKITA-PEDGWICK COUNTY

METROPOLITE AREA FF.MUTING DEPARTI,314T

NA.Pr -TS.PRING M.TE: 9-31-70

Case No. Z-2063 Request: "b" to "LC"

Location: Northwest Corner of I:ydraulic an f Orme

Reason: "The requested change is compatible with the neighborhood
and it now is changing. 2.ydraulic does not tend itself
to residential use as the quality of life at this partic-
ular location would not be good. The property is to be
used as a facility in conjunction rith the Pennypower
building across the street to the east. The zoning request
will allow sufficient flexibility of land use to handle
the growing needs of the Penny-power operation.

Acres: 0.3 Size: 100' x 140'

Land Use Zoning
;1«L

Exiscing Undevelopec,
110rth Office 11 LC' 1

East Pennyrour Offices "LC"
South Single 1-4-:mily
West Single Family

r

Existing 2/7 Eydraulic - 40 ft. - half Platted: Yes

Proposed R./9 1.ydraulic - 50 ft. - half itistory: None
Existing R/7 Orme - 30 ft. - half
Proposed R/W Orme - 30 ft. - half

Comments:

1. The applicant is requesting a change of zoning from "B"
nultiple Family to "LC" Light Commercial for a tract of
land containing approximately 14,000 square feet located
on a major street (Nydraulic) and provides for only 40
feet o f half-street right-of -ray whereas 50 feet is require#..

2. The applicant states subject .roporty is to be used as a
facility in conjunction with the Pennypower building
located to the east on land approved for "LC" zoning in
the early part of 1077 (5-1030).

Ar-Dr
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Eastborough sewer. The iletterr-Mzr-,rtei

be served bq, sewer an Armour DriveY
t·

and as such would not be affected by a

possible masonry wall on the west property

. line; however, the Department of Publicf
Works of the City of Wichita would recommend

rgainst. construction of a masonry wall fr

t».

The staff supports the waiver of the wall,

subject to approval by the Board of City

Commissioners of the landscape plan.)

It is 34;,9661.y recommended that such land-

scape plan include provision of an under-

ground sprinkler or other acceptable system

so as to provide water to the plant materials

governed by the plan.

6. After a request from the Area "H" Citizen Participation

Organization Coordinator, MAPD staff examined the plant

materials in the 10 foot required planting strip adjacent

to Rock Road for compliance with the approved landscape

plan. We noted that a considerable number of plant

materials required under the plan had died and been re-

moved. We notified the developers agent of such on July 31,

1978 and we have also notified the Department of Central

Inspection. It has been the general position of the Board

b

& /»4·t
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Pace 2 Case No. Z-2063
8-31-78

3. A recommendation of approval by the Planclag Commissiot
should be subject to replktting inte Me lot within coe
year from the date of approval by the Board of City
Commissioners in order to provide for approt :·iate street
right-of--way, building satbicks and acaess control; or
the case be considered denied and closed; anC that the
ordinance effectuating the zorc clange Lot be published
until the plat has been recorded with the Register of r „ds.
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of City Commissioners to not approve further building permits

e

or amendments to Commercial C.U.P.'s which are in violation

of required landscaping until such time as the deficiencies

are corrected. Although the applicants in these proposed

amendments do* not have direct control over the area in

violation, a willingness to rectify the problem has been

stated. It is the staff position that no further building

permits or amendments to the C.U.P. be granted without M==D•
V

providing for the correction of existing landscape deficien-

cies.

. 4*19%

7. Should the Planning Commission and Board of City Commis-

sioners determine that the proposed amendments to the

Plan are acceptable, the following are suggested conditions

of approval:

a. Platting of the unplatted portions of the

C.U.P. site within two (2) years of the

date of approval by the Board of City

Commissioners, or the amendments be con-

sidered denied and closed.

-7 Nii:1£ b. The landscaping currently required by the

?k
44%' as *fu

AD partment
WoM,4 8£-ahe City of Wichita would Ahmni'end

11. 4 .

6
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Pace 2 Case :·To. Z-2063
8-31-78

3. A recommendation cf am?roval by t.'1,9 7'linning COrf,nis:io·E
should be subject to rok)16.tting ., Lto One lot :Vithin one
year from the date of approval by the Roard of City
Commissioners in order to provide for appre.iate street
right-of-way, building setbacl= and access control; or
the case be considered denied and closed; and that the
ordinance effectuating the zorc change not be published
until the plat has been recordad with the gegister of Foods.

e e

Fal
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ki :3-14.9-44296."-
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existing C.U.P. shall be in compliance with

the approved landscape plan by the end of

the fall planting season, 1978. No further

buildinqoccupancy permits shall be granted
on the Kellogg Mall site until such time

as this requirement is complied with.
"Compliance" shall mean either the actual

3

replanting of the missing materials or a

financial guarantee backed by a contract

with a nurseryman be submitted to provide

replanting by a specific date.

c. Should access be granted to parcel 6, the

site circulation plan to parcel 6 shall

32%
be submitted for approval by the Director

of Planning.

d. Approval of a landscape plan by the Board of

City Commissioners depicting retention of

existing plant materials proposed to be

retained, as well as additional trees and

plant materials to fill in existing gaps

along the west property line of parcels 6,

7, and 12. Said plan shall be required

only if the masonry wall is waived and

shall depict proposed system(s) of provid-

ing water to the plant materials.

e. The developer providing wooden or solid

*.01:47,
£44>44>*t.Ar
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Page 2 Case No. Z-2063-
8-31-78

3. A recommendation of anproval by the Plznning Co=pission

should be subject to replat Sing inte ow lot within eue
year from the date of approval by tbe Coard of City
Commissioners in order to provide for approrriate street
right-of-way, building satbacks and access control; or
the case bo considered denied' and closed; and that the
ordinance effectuating the zone change not be published VF

until the plat has been recorded with the I?egister of Deads.

A_
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screen fencing adjacent to those Eastborough

properties who do not currently have such

fencing and desire to have such.

f. The transfer of title of all or any

portion of the land included within

the Community Unit Plan does not con-

stitute a termination of the plan or

any portion thereof, but said plan

shall run with the land for commercial

development and be binding upon the

present owners, their successors and

assigns, unless amended.

42'.%,4.11

g. The development of this property proceed-

ing in accordance with the development•04!1804

plan as approved by the Planning Commis-

sion, 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 construe-

tion of the proposed development.

h. Any major changes in this development plan

being resubmitted to the Planning Commission

and City Commission for their consideration.
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Page 2 Case No. Z-2063
8-31-78

3. A recommendation cf approval by the Plinning Comission
should be subject to replatting into one lot within ene
year from the date of approval by the roart of City
Commissioners in order to provida for appror riate street
right-of-way, building seti),cKs and access control; or
the case be considered denied an'. closec, and that the
ordinance effectuating the zonc change not be published
until the plat has been recordod with the Fegister of Deeds.
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August 17, 1978
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Mr. Eric T. Knorr

Dulaney, Johnston & Priest Insurance
Century Plaza Building
111 West Douglas
PO Box 206

Wichita KS 67201

Re: Error in ownership list
provided in conjunction with 93
DP-12, Kellogg Mall Amendments

Dear Mr. Knorr:

Regarding your request of August 15, 1978, for additional
information as to our notification procedures, please be
advised that notification to adjoining property owners is
based upon ownership lists prepared by an Abstract Company
and supplied in conjunction with zone change and Community
Unit Plan proposals.

In this particular case, the list was prepared by the Security
Abstract and Title Company (order #265223) and is based upon
records maintained by the Sedgwick County Register of Deeds. A
Xerox copy of the page which contains the apparently erroneous
listing is attached for your reference. I would suggest that
you contact the Security Abstract and Title Company at 267-8371
and attempt to determine why their records contain this listing.

1.:1

il,1., .

.D

443·:

'..1 2Ft 

It is quile possible that the original ownership record at the
Register of Deeds is in error and you may wish to contact that
office at 268-7511 and correct that listing.

We apologize for any inconvenience which this matter may have
caused you and have made an address correction in our list.
Please do not hesitate to call should you desire additional
information regarding this matter.

Sincerely,

1

1

i

7

:04
931%

r&%1/:c-»g=2£·12,0.

Mike Meek

Senior Planner

Current Plans Division

gER»
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Attachment
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DULANEY. JOHNSTON & PRIEST
INSURANCE

CENTURY PLAZA BUILDING 1 1 1 WEST DOUGLAS

P 0 BOX 206

WICHITA. KANSAS 67201

CHARLESW BLACK August 15, 1978
HARLAN L.SMITH

WiLIAM e. GAUDREAU
TELEPHONE {316)263·3211

WILLIAM K AHSWUHS

GORDON E HOYT
IN REPLYING REFER TO

ERIC T KNOR.

GREGORY A BUSCH Eric T. Knorr

JACK D LEE

JAMES A. CAIN

JACKS HENNIGH

HOWARD N FULLINGTON

JAMES H KNORR

CHARLESD HARRISON

RAYMONDL MANN

Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan
Area Planning Commission
City Hall-Tenth Floor, 455 North Main
Wichita, Kansas 67202

Notice Sent to Eric T. Knorr and Katherine H. Knorr
#21 Hillcrest, Wichita, Kansas 67218

Gentlemen:

I am wondering where your records got the above

information. It is completely erroneous. These two people never
lived at #21 Hillcrest.

My wife, Darlene R. Knorr, and I did live at
that address; however we moved from that residence in 1977. Please
be advised that Eric T. Knorr and Darlene R. Knorr live at #9 Hill-
crest, Wichita, Kansas 67208.

I would appreciate a written explanation as to how
this information was ever placed in your file. I am also culious since
we are looking into it, where you came up with the zip code, 67218. I
look forward to hearing from you.

Sincerely yours,

4 ETK:jd
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THE CITY OF WICHITA

OFFICE OF CITIZEN PARTICIPATION DATE August 8,1978

TO Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

FROM Bill Morris. CPO Administrative Aide

SUBJECT Request for Staff Assistance - Towne
East CUP DP-12

CPO Council "H" will consider the proposed amendment to the Towne East CUP on
Monday, August 14, at 7:00 p.m. in Eastminster United Presbyterian Church, 7202
East 9th. The Council has requested the presence of a member of your staff to
explain the proposal in detail.

The developers of the property have also been invited to attend the meeting. In ·922
addition, I expect quite a number of area residents to be present.

Thank you for your assistance. A&911,0 py:-re,
Bill Morris t
CPO Administrative Aide

BM:rh

LIrnas v
Citizen Participation Coordinator

l
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CASE DP-12 523 - "Notice To Adjoining Property Owners" mailed 8-10-78
for meeting on 8-31-78.

Bob Friesen

Mr. Phillip S. Frick Attorney
Mr. B. J. Kingdon
Mr. Michael Weigand
Ray T. Reed, Jr.
Ray Reed
Jack W. Clark
Bill Morris
Estate of Jaines Campbell
Dave Furnas, CPO

.
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING CO!!!ISSION
CITY HALL-TENIll FLOOR, 455 NORTH MAIN

WICHITA, KANSAS 67202

August 10, 1978
1

NOTICE TO ADJOINING PROPERTY OWNERS

Our notice to you on August 3, 1978, advised that the following case was scheduled
for consideration by the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission at their regular
meeting on August 1'. 1978.

CASE DP-12

Proposed amendments to the KELLOGG MALL (Towne East Square)
C04!UNITY UNIT PLAN

SE 1/4 of Section 19, Township 27 South, Range 2 East of the 6th
P.M.. Sedgwick County, Kansas, except Rockwood South Second
Addition. Generally located between Kellogg, Douglas, Rock Road,
and the City of Eastborough.

This is to advise you that on this date we received a request by the applicant
for deferral of this case and, therefore, this is to advise you that the
Planning Commission will not consider this case at their meeting of August 17,
1978, as you were previously notified, but will consider it at their meeting of
Thursday, August 31, 1978; consideration of this item to begin at 7:00 p.m. in
the City Commission Meeting Room, City Hall-First Floor, 455 North Main Street, i

Wichita, Kansas, at which time you may appear in person or by agent or attorney
if you so desire. t

You are also advised that the Citizen Participation Organization Area Council
will consider this item at 7.00 p.m., Monday, August 14, 1978, at the Eastminister
United Presbyterian Church, 7202 East Ninth Street (Ninth 4 Armour). Additional
information about that meeting may be obtained by calling the CPO Office at
268-4516.

Jack H. Galbraith

Assistant Secretary

'letropolitan Area Planning Conanission

1:12 1
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Auust 2, 1978

Mr. Jack W. Clark

City Clerk
City of Eastborough

Erie

Wichita, Kansas 67211

Re: DP-12 - Proposed amendments to
Kellogg Mall Community Unit
Plan (Towne East Square)

nonr Mr elark·

r

fleFE

Attached is a copy of a plan containing proposed amendments
to the development plan of Towne East Square. A notice to

adjoining property owners describing some of the proposed
changes is also included. The Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission will consider the proposed amendments in a public
hearing on August 17, 1978 at the time and place indicated
on the notice, for the purpose of recommending to the Board
of City Comissioners as to whether the amendments should
be approved or denied.

Please transmit this information to the appropriate author- 1
ities in Eastborough. Inasmuch as this proposal relates
to a site immediately adjoining youl; city, the council may
wish to provide input to the MAPC (1* the public hearing.

Please call should you have questions regarding this matter.

Sincerely,

Mike Meek

Senior Planner

Ifa*:'

35

MM:el

Attachments
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Lfi SEDGWICK [1*Y 0

METROPOLITAN AAEA PLANNING

DEPARTMENT

CITY H.11 - TENTH "001

453 NOB #N STDFET

WICHIA, KANSAS 67202

1316' 268·4561

August 3, 1978

Mr. Bob Friesen

Friesen and Associates

421 State

Augusta, Kansas 67010

Re: DP-12 Kellogg Mall C.U.P.-
Proposed Amendments

Dear Mr. Friesen:

We have transmitted to other city departments, the revised copies
of the proposed amendments to the Kellogg Mall Community Unit
Plan and the following comments are a result of their review, as
well ps our own internal review.

The major item of concern is the proposed access point to Douglas
from parcel 6. Both the Traffic Engineering Division and Mainten
ance Division of the Department of Public Works have stated
opposition to direct access to Douglas for the following reasons:

1. The location of an access point on the western portion of
parcel 6 would be hazardous to vehicles making the curve in
Eastborough and then suddenly being confronted with vehicular
movements in and out of parcel 6.

a=22
2. The location of an access point on the eastern edge of parcel
6 could conflict with traffic movements over the existing bridge
crossing the drainage ditch on Douglas Avenue.

3. The location of an access point midway on the frontage would
result in removal of a major portion of the existing hedgerow in
order to secure adequate vision triangles for vehicles entering
or leaving the site. General provision #3 on the plan requires
that the hedgerow be maintained except for points of ingress and
egress approved by Engineering.

i*ti@51

4. With Armour Drive West proposed to terminate in a hammerhead
cul-de-sac on the south line of parcel 6, a direct access point
to Douglas would create the same "throughway" traffic problem you I
were s eeking to avoid on Armour Drive West, except that the move-
ments would be accomplished through a parking lot rather than a
public street. If access from parcel 6 is approved to Douglas by ./1.

if

=aE¥&
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WiCHITA -SEDGWICK COOTY
Page Two
August 3, 1978
Mr. Bob Friesen
Re: DP-12

i

the Board of City Commissioners, it will be our recommendation
that the site circulation plan for parcel 6 be subject to approval
by the Planning Department of a design that hinders traffic move-
ments through the site from Douglas to Armour Drive West. However,

our primary recommendation is that parcel 6 not have direct access
to Douglas Avenue.

The Flood Control Maintenance Division of the Department of Public
Works has cautioned that additional bridging of the Crainage ditch
will have to be sized so as not to raise the computed design water
surface. The Traffic Engineering Division has suggested possible
sites for two additional crossings which are depicted on a "marked
copy" of the C.U.P. attached to this letter for your reference. Al-
though the bridge issue is really a platting matter, we wanted you
to be aware of staff suggestions as early as possible.

*2333./.:.rm.k,A.i

71.(..>-,4
v -:'41

«»94»ffl

''111

In our original review on parcels 8 and 12, we had requested that
it be shown that automotive sales were permitted in "LC" zoning
only with the approval of the Board of Zoning Appeals. However,
in revising the wording this stipulation now is worded so that a
reasonable interpretation would suggest that all of the listed uses
are subject to B.Z.A. approval. In that such was not the intention,
the wording should be changed to reflect that only automotive sales
require B.Z.A. approval. In our original discussion, we questioned
auto sales as a use for parcel 8 and it was stated that Yingling
owned a portion of the parcel and it was already approved for such
uses on the existing C.U.P. However, in checking the approved plan,
none of the existing parcels (RS-2, RS-3, RS-4) which are contained
within the proposes parcel 8 permit automotive sales so this is an
expansion of uses. Although the traffic generation potential of
auto sales is not as high as other commercial type uses, the extern-
al effects of lights, noise, and vehicle unloading often are of
great concern to surrounding neighborhoods. Another point of
concern is that parcel 7 still lists "other uses permitted under iA
LC zoning" and parcel 12 lists "other compatible uses" as potential
uses in the parcel descriptions. These open-ended use statements
are troublesome to us and we again request that you review these
phrases as well as the proposed automotive uses on parcel 8.

Again, I would mention the landscaping problems on the site as
detailed in our letter of July 31, 1978, and the need to correct
the deficiencies. Both the Citizen Participation Organization and
the neighborhood appear to be quite concerned over this matter and
such may be discussed by them at the public hearing on these pro-
posed amendments.

7:·«.30.1/St .
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WICHITA -SED&,1101 60¤Y O
Page Three
August 3, 1978
Mr. Bob Friesen
Re: DP-12

In addition to the above comments, the following are suggested
changes to be made on the plan:

1. The permitted uses lists for parcels 8 and 12 should be
amended to reflect that Board of Zoning Appeals approval is
required only on automoti.ve sales. Consideration should also
be given to eliminating such phrases as "other compatible uses"
and "uses permitted under LC zoning" from the proposed use list,
as well as the elimination of automotive sales as a use on parcel
8. 2

2. The proposed access point to Douglas Avenue from parcel 6
should be eliminated with parcel 6 access limited to Armour Drive #
West. i
3. The landscaping on the entire C.U.P. site should be in
accordance with the approved landscape plan.

Inasmuch as many of these comments may not be acceptable to your
clients and will be items of discussion at the public hearing,
you may wish to wait until after the M.A.P.C. hearing and make
revisions to the plan after their action. We have enough copies
of the plan to provide the Planning Commission at this time.
However, if you do wish to make some revisions at this time, it
will be necessary to submit fourteen (14) revised copies by
Wednesday, August 9, 1978, at the latest. We have scheduled the
public hearing of this item before the Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission on August 17, 1978, said meeting beginning at 1:30 p.m.
in the City Commission Meeting Room, First Floor, City Hall, 455
N. Main, Wichita, Kansas.

Please advise if you have questions or comments regarding this
matter.

Sincerely,

'AUU \MUL,
Mike Meek
Senior Planner

Current Plans Division

MM:bbc

cc: Mr. Phillip S. Frick, Attorney
700 Fourth Financial Center (02)

Mr. B. J. Kingdon, Law-Kingdon Company
313 S. Market (02)

Mr. Michael Weigand
150 N. Market (02)

Enclosure: Marked Copy C.U.P.
r
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WICHITA.SEDGWICK COUNTY DATE

July 24, 1978
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

/ Dick Linn, City Engineer
Paul Graves, Traffic Engineer

TO Max Green, Flood Control Engineer

FROM Jack H. Galbraith, Chief Planner

1 9..4 4

114.

JUL 24 1978] ':4.if!

SUBJECT ftli-2id12Mt:5uijitEG MALL -Sploering Divis:6)!1 ©7

Attached is a copy of proposed amendments to the Kellogg
Mall (Towne.East) Community Unit Plan. All of the proposed -43*Y
amendments to the plan relate to parcels now designated
6, 7, 8, and 12, located to the west of Armour Drive. The
primary amendment is the deletion of residential uses on
those.parcels and the addition of more office and commercial

uses 47 One point of concern to us is the proposal to hager-
head Armour Drive West at the south line of parcel 6 an«/to
permit an access point to Douglas from parcel 6.0. How
would traffic making the curve around Eastborough relate to
the proposed Access point if it is on the western portion
of parcel 6 ? Could the proposed access point interfere with
the bridge if located on the eastern portion of parcel 6? 3%

 Should there be direct access to Douglas from parcel 6? ...'..PM
Also note that the developer, in general provision number 9,
has proposed to bridge the drainage ditch at one or two
more loc*ions Cat his expense) to be determined at time of . *01
platting 0, Any problems with this ? Any thoughts on the r.': .4,4

traffic impact of the proposed amendments would also be .%}492
helpful. 14?·:29%

#N44

9/*

Would appreciate having your comments by Friday, July 28,
1978 , inasmuch as this plan is scheduled before the M.A. P.C.
on August 17, 1978.

114
cR H. Galbraith
idf Planner

JHG:MM: el 8-4-75
Attachment
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523 "Notice to Adjoining Property Owners" mailed 8/3/78 for ..4*2
the MAPC meeting for 8/17/78. tl*fl-·1 .

1 to CPO OFFICE

41*0"9%-'

524 TOTAL
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DP-12 - SE]£ of Section 19, Township 27 South, Range 2 East of the 6th P.M.,

Generallv located between Kellogg, Douglas, Rock Road, and the
Sedgwick County, Kansas, except Rockwood South Second Addition.

City of Eastborough.

%-.&.

-.-7-2*94
,·t:ji
¥24&

e.,9 WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION
CITY HALL, TENTH FLOOR, 455 North Main Street

tm?N.-% Wichita, Kansas 67202

*:

4,24¥015 August 3, 1978

NOTICE TO ADJOINING PROPERTY OWNERS:

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that at a meeting beginning at 1:30 p.m. on Thursday,
August 17, 1978, the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission,
in the City Commission Meeting Room, City Hall, First Floor, 455 North Main Street,
Wichita, Kansas, will consider an application for En amendment to the KELLOGG TIALL
CODSIUMITY UNIT PLAI (To,me East Square) for property legally described as follows:

The Development Plan of this area. originally approved on June 28, 1966,
and as amended on February 28, 1967 and August 8, 1972, has been resubmitted ae
required under the Community Unit Plan Provisions of Section 28.04.190 of the
City Zoning Ordinance of the City of Wichita. The Development Plan is on file in
the Planning Department Office, Tenth Floor, City Halls 455 North Main, Wichita,
Kansas, and is available for public information and review.

The revised Development Plan now on file proposes the following general
amendments to the Plan Call amendments relate to the area west of Armour Drive):

¥2[egatal.rim
'. The addition of one access point on Douglas, west of Armour Drive.B..

2

3

4

5

29¥m?4

Redesignation of Parcels RS-1, RS-2, and RS-3 as Parcels 6, 7, 8,

and 12 with boundary shifts and changes in parcel configuration.

Changes in the permitted uses on the area designated as Parcels 6, 7,
8, and 12 from residential, office, and commercial development to
office and commercial development. The major changes are deletion of
residential uses and the addition of motel, financial institutions,
ana auto sales as permitted uses on the area designated as Parcels 6,
7, 8, and 12. Uses such as medical clinics, restaurants, club,
theater, offices, and laboratories are permitted under both the
currently approved plan and the proposed revised plan.

A reduction in the total gross floor area permitted on the entire plan
by 108,165 square feet.

The substitution of a 10 foot planting strip adjacent to the west
property line in lieu of the msonry wall which would be required at
that location.

The hearing of this Development Plan, as provided in Section 28.04.190 of
the City Zoning Ordinance of the City of Wichita, is to be held and the same
will there be discussed and considered by the said Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area Planning Commission. Those persons interested in this matter
will be heard at that time.

79
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Page 2
Case Ho. Dr-12

@1- 474 1

... tt<'02;j

The following is a sequence of events in the processing of 2 request for zone change:
Notification of adjoining property ouners (this notice), then
Weighborhood Citizen Participation Organization CPO meeting: then
Metropolitan Area Planning Commission (MAPC) meeting (scheduled above);and then
Board of City Commission (BCC) meeting to concur with MAPC action, defer, or
refer back to MAPC, On a return of the case to the BCC, they may approve or
deny or modify the change requested.

13*f

The Citizens Participation Organization (CPO) neighborhood council will consider
this case in the immediate future for the purpose of making a formal recommenda- ma==p

tion to the MAPC and BCC. If you have an interest in this case, you are encouraged 0.;
to express your opinions at your CPO Council meeting. The date, time and location -
of the CPO meeting may be obtained by calling 263-4516. im

70·e.***A

It should be noted that the MAPC meeting constitutes the 'Public Hearing' on this
matrer.and. therefora the City Commission has adopted the following policy with
regard to consideration of zoning change requests: MEE<·e

»1'* ;All applications for change of zoninf or amendments to the zoning text
shall be based on the written record of the Planning Commission, includ
ing staff recommendations, which shall be forwarded to the City Commis-
sion. The Commission may inquire of staff, proponents or opponents for
clarification of any matter before the Commission. Requests for intro-
duction of new evidence or facts shall be in writing and filed with the
City Clerk prior to the closing of the City Manager's Agenda (by 5:00
p. m., on the Wednesday preceding the scheduled Tuesday BCC hearing). In
all cases where such requests are submitted, the Board of City Commission-
ers may refer said case to the Planning Commission for rehearing."

Additional information concerning this case may be obtained from the Planning,94*5 Department, 10th Floor, City Hall, or by calling 268-4421.
·*t<9.-

,¢»3
3.2*Xia Robert A. Lakin

Secretary

i?.1

9/49,14*1
8'17-999.:tia
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THE CITY OF WICHITA

OFFICE OF Flood Control Mainlenance DATE July 28

ON SAFETY

. 1978 PHASE n

TO Jack Galbraith, Chief Planner, MAPD

EROM Max Greene

In answer to your memo of July 24th regarding subject above, I make the
following comments:

Additional bridges would have to be sized so as not to raise
the computed design water surface. The Flood Control Office
would be opposed to additional crossings.

No. 5 of the general notes on the plan - screening walls cannot
be constructed on or across utility easements. Wall across utility
easements could be accomplished by special agreement.

Sanitary Sewer would have to be extended to serve all lots not
adjacent to Eastborough.

Public Works Maintenance is opposed to access to Douglas from
Lot 6.

5)1 No. 3 of General notes - the Park Department should be consulted
relative to the statement being made about the shelter belts.

Max Greene,

Flood Control Engineer
Flood Control Maintenance

MG/glm

CC: G. H. Wilton .44/3
Kellogg Mall CUP

SUBJECT DR-12-Kellogg Mall Community Unit Plan
(Towne East)

1)

2)

3)

4)

L

C=) JUL 33

-1

1
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Dick Linn, City Engineer
Paul Graves, Traffic Engineer
Max Green, Flood Control E ... ineer

Jack H. Galbraith, Chief Planner

DR-12 - Amended File #5 - KELLOGC MALL
(Towne East) Community Unit Plan.

Attached is a copy of proposed amendments to the Kellogg
Mall (Tawne East) Community Unit Plan. All of the proposed
amendments to the plan relate to parcels now designated
6, 7, 8, and 12, located to the west of Armour Drive. The

primary amendment is the deletion of residential uses on
those parcels and the addition of more office and commercial
uses. One point of concern to us is the proposal to hammer-
head Armour Drive West at the south line of parcel 6 and to
permit an access point to Douglas from parcel 6. How
would traffic making the curve around Eastborough relate to
the proposed access point if it is on the western portion
of parcel 6? Could the proposed access point interfere with
the bridge if located on the eastern portion of parcel 6?
Should there be direct access to Douglas from parcel 67
Also note that the developer, in general provision number 9,
has proposed to bridge the drainage ditch at one or two
more locations (at his expense) to be determined at time of
platting. Any problems with this? Any thoughts on the
traffic impact of the proposed amendments would also be
helpful.

9,5

»j-laryb•

2-1.19(2
..924@

Would appreciate having your comments by Friday, July 28,
1978, inasmuch as this plan is scheduled before the M.A. P.C.
on August 17, 1978.

Jack H. Galbraith 142/"lib
Chief Planner .'.00.2

JHG:MM:el

Attachment
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AMENDMENT TO 
ll APPLICATION FORCOMMUNITY UNIT PLAN

..:.47 L

(PLANNED RESIDENTIAL OR COMMERCIAL DEVELOPMENT)

9g
FOR PROPERTY LOCATED WITHIN THE LIMITS OF THE

CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS

This is an application for a 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 the ir agent, or agents.

a. Applical' Estate of James Campbell O,2- 42Clo.*9'Honolulu, Hawaii 96813
Address 828 Fort Street Mall, phon,60%-536-1961

Agent Phillip S. Frick
00 Fourth Financial Center

Address Wichita, Kansas 67202 Phone
267-6371

b. Applicant

Address Phone

291
Agent

Address Phone

Address Phone

Agent

Address Phone

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

Kellogg Mall amendment

II.A The applicant hereby requests/Community Unit Plan/approval on

·4

property zoned LC and legally described as Lot(s) 1 and 2,

and Lots 1 thru 13 inclusive , Block(s) 1 and 2 respectively.

Rockwood Smith Fourth
Addition.

(If appropriate, metes and bounds description may be provided in

the space below or on an attached sheet.)

Amendments consist of changes in proposed uses for
parcels 6, 7 and 8 of Kellogg Mall Community Plan

fiA i
II.B There are 17.1 acres (round to nearest tenth) in the above

described property.

T9-330-3

...: ,2 -@3?

69{*39,
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%67 0
III. This property is located at (address)

The general location is (use appropriate section)

a. at the corner of

and ; or

westb. on the side of Armour Drive (Ave.,

Douglas
Street) between (Ave., Street) and

K. 11. (Ave., Street).
gc

IV. I (we) , the applicant (s), acknowledge receipt of the instructi·..,

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.

73:140 Q,nphel 1 VS.

By

'-*5'/horized Agit fif a Authorized Agent (if any)
Phillip S. F,Ack

By Bv

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

V. OFFICE USE ONLY

1

This application was received at the Planning Department at

/O I 30€> SEPF,0 on,LL 6. M 72 (Day, Month,

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

panied by required documents and the appropriate fee of

Name

Title

U

9?gtit

T9-330-4

4.t 7
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OWNERSHIP LIST

-Lot Addition Property Owner

44.7.j Lot 1, Block 1 Bonnie Brae 1//Dean o. Mason & Corlie O. Mason
/ 8002 E. Lynwood Blvd. 67207

Lot 2, Block 1 Wilford F. Courtright & Emily Z.
8008 E. Lynwood Blvd. 67207

4..

Lot 3, Block 1 Elmer R. Olson & Diane E. OlsonX address unknown „46--4.-

Arthur E. Coltrin & Darlene GravesLot 4, Block 1
Coltrin

8020 E. Lynwood Blvd. 67207

Lot 5, Block 1 v, Harrison C. Boughton & Patricia Ann
3 / 8026 E. Lynwood Blvd. 67207

2*»Py.

4*09

Lot 6, Block 1

Lot 7, Block 1

Lot 8, Block 1 . 11

Lot 9, Block 1
1, "

George Peters & 4t-95:t- 0:i o.2,>u
ddress unknownf +0 ke.U q at;ul.-rr.-·-=-r. i u -es 1 6.4 4.47>-f3
harles P. Vanderbeke & Frankie A.

v 1839 S. Battin Ave. 67218

" Robert E. McClintick & Erralene
,/ 145 Lochinver 67207
6 Edgar L. Moore & Ruth L. Moore
V 139 Lochinvar 67207

4- 9
/b

Lot 10, Block 1
11 '1 11 Marion M. Carson & Stella J.

133 Lochinvar 67207

Lot 11, Block 1 " 1, 1, Hassan H. Jabara & Delores M.
27 Lochinvar 67207

Lot 12, Block 1 Lester F. Penzler & Jo Anne
121 Lochinvar 67207

Lot 13, Block 1
11 1, 1, Alfred J. Angulo & Mary Agnes

5 Locbinvar 67207

-,wi.d#<': Lot 14, Block 1 __arence M. Carroll & Dolores B.
107 Lochinvar 67207

Lot 15, Block 1 " " "  Anna Lee Halbower (Scholle)
101 Lochinvar 67207

Lot 1, Block 2
11 11 11 0 John D. Dye & Dorothy V. Dye

1/ 8002 Morningside 67207

Lot 2, Block 2 11 11 11 ¢, Donald W. Anderson & Patricia B.

008 Morningside Dr. 67207

Lot 3, Block 2 John H. Johntz & Veenetia B.

8014 Morningside 67207

4

V
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Lot Addition Property Owner
?39-

Lot 12, Block 4 Bonnie Brae 1, Kenneth L. Epley & Bonnie M.
V 8115 Mockingbird 67207

Lot 13, Block 4 6,0/ onald E. Stevens & Mildred L.
8107 Mockingbird 67207

Lot 14, Block 4 Drm W. Whiteside & Mildred K.
8101 Mockingbi.1 67207

Lot 15, Block 4 v'Jergen J. Jorgensen & Margaret E.
8021 Mockingbird 67207

T.ot 16, Block 4  .Bobby 3. Thomas & Delores J.

,/8015 Mockingbird 67207

Lot 17, Block 4  William J. Ha rick & Pamela A.
8007 Mockingbird 67207

Lot 18, Block 4 1 Bernard B. Fairchild & Okla M.

Lot 1, Block 5 ;,Aheodore B. Van Zint & Cleota T.
V" 8002 Peach Tree Lane 67207

Lot 2, Block 5 W.P. MeMillan & Martha E.
8008 Peach Tree 67207

Lot 3, Block 5 I/. Eugene Lawler & Helen L.
W 8014 Peach Tree 67207

Lot 4, Block 5 /Carl F. Newman Jr. & Clara J.
1 8020 Peach Tree 67207

243*
Lot 5, Block 5 /"Lynn R. Ikerd & Mary Ann

6/' 8102 Peach Tree 67207

8114 Peach Tree 67207

Lot 8, Block 5 · Richard R. Johnson & Marlys P.
8120 Peach Tree 67207

Lot 9, Block 5 O J=nes B. Crowe & Sharry L.
1/ 929 S. Doreen St. 67207

Lot 10, Block 5 0 / Lyman E. Gavin & Mary I.
4/ 8324 E. Morris St. 67207

Lot 11, Block 5 Maurice R. Connolly

Lot 12, Block 5 , Thomas W.W. Hewlett Jr. & Constance S.
:L:-25

8115 Willowbrook 67207

Lot 13, Block 5 J.F. Kemper & Olive E.
8107 Willowbrook 67207

Lot 14, Block 5 u Joseph F. Moos & Doris R.

(,/ 8001 Mockingbird 67207

8121 Willowbrook 67207

V 8101 Willowbrook 67207

Lot 15, Block 5 1/ :E:dw:IlCl M,;7;leene i

r
* ·emai·0»>
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Lot Addition Property Owner

Lot 16, Block 5 Bonnie Brae ·/ Benjamin W. Barker
V 8015 Willowbrook 67207

Lot 17, Block 5 Andrew J. Progar & Betty J.
Ir' 8007 Willowbrook 67207

Lot 18, Block 5 ,/kobert A. MeMillen & Carol L.
v 8001 Willowbrook 67207

Lot 1, Block 6 v' Lambert Lawrence Honton & Marie J.
4 8021 Peach Tree 67207

Lot 2, Block 6 , /Oinny R. Wallis & Geneva B.
9 8101 Peach Tree 67207

Lot 3, Block 6 dwillie C. Unruh & Evelyn M.
7 8107 Peach Tree 67207

Lot 4, Block 6 lfredo P. Gonzalez & Luisa M.
4 8115 Peach Tree 67207

Lot 5, Block 6 1/; Andrew Small & Mathilda
V 8121 Peach Tree 67207

-f

Lot 6, Block 6 ·/fodetta C. Schnitzler
4 8127 Peach Tree 67207

Lot 1, Block 14 v,Luther C. Gartin
V 102 Lochinver 67207

Lot 2&N3'of ourtney M. Graves
Lot 3, Block 14 MP Lochinvar 67207

Lot 3 Exc N 3' erald P. Younger & Sharon L.
Block 14 114 Lochinvar 67207

Willi- J.Lot 4, Block 14 Schmidt & Oretta E.

120 Lochinvar 67207

Lot 5, Block 14 ill J. Hawks & Mary Alice
42126 Lochinvar 67207

3*4%*
Lot 6, Block 14 arold W. Volkman & Velma K.

4 132 Lochinvar 67207

:·19?€i
Lot 7, Block 14 kecil J. Lagerquist & Lavone M.

/ 138 Lochinvar 67207

Lot 8, Block 14 ,/Hugh H. Claypool & Laura F.
V 144 Lochinvar 67207

Lot 16, Block 14 /'Neil J. Coady & Dolores B.
V- 133 Bonnie Brae 67207

Lot 17, Block 14 /Gary N, Swink
414 127 Bonnie Brae 67207

Lot 18, Block 14 ; Alvin J. Hennessy Jr. & Saundra K.
121 Bonnie Brae 67207

Lot 19, Block 14  Edwin H. Hooper & Sandra R.
115 Bonnie Brae 67207

Lot 20, Block 14 Calvin D. Homolka & Marjorie N.
107 Bonnie Bree 67207

Lot 21, Block 14 j Ievada Ruth Armstrong
1 101 Bonnie Brae 67207

>3
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Lot Addition Property Owner

Lot 4, Block 2 Bonnie Brae h Donald Thomas Blasi & Eileen M.
4 8020 Morningside 67207

Lot 5, Block 2 ,//oy H, Taylor, Jr. & Shirley L.
48026 Morningside 67207

Lot 6, Block 2 Richard M. Mrray & Elizabeth A. ' --4 address an021 3/31 303€. 1
Lot 7, Block 2 Donald J. Vande & Mary Ellen

4-71, u

8108 Morningside 67207

Lot 8, Block 2 Donald D. Powers & Sharen J.
8114 Morningside 67207

Lot 9, Block 2  Maynard C. Kitchen & Lauretta
120 Morningside 67207

Lot 10, Block 2 Ij'Robert E. Lapierre & Sally Lou W.
V 8126 Morningside 67207

4Lot 14, Block 2 James D. Corrigan & Hilaria M.
151 Lochinvar 67207

Lot 15, Block 2 1William A. Turpen & Helen N.
8121 E. Lynwood 67207

Lot 16, Block 2 Hans H.G. Leissing & Antonia F.
8115 E. Lynwood 67207

Lot 17, Block 2 0#' James D. Pagel & Georgia M.
4 8107 E. Lynwood 67207

Lot 18, Block 2 6 Francis Lee Johnson & Tina Mae
' 01 E. Lynwood 67207

Lot 19, Block 2 harles E. Moore & Shirley A.
8027 E. Lynwood 67207

Lot 20, Block 2 :James Rudolph Otwell & Elaine E.
8021 E. Lynwood 67207

Lot 21, Block 2 Thomas F. Johnson & Linda L,

8015 Lynwood 67207

Lot 22, Block 2 Charles C. Forsyth & G. Lilli.an
8007 E. Lynwood 67207

Lot 23, Block 2 ,/Sterl A. Smith & Genevieve L.
8001 E. Lynwood 67207

Lot 1, Block 3 0*obby John Nelson & Janice L.
(71426 Murray Ct. 67212

Lot 2, Block 3 ,, William A. Skinner & Elizabeth M.
8008 Mockingbird Lane 67207

Lot 3, Block 3
address unknown /MIMbe

W 90' of Lot 4, r,Herman A. Osment Jr. & Geraldine M.
Block 3 /8020 Mockingbird 67207

E 8' Lot 4, & all Eugene Keith Thomas & Lorene A.

Lot 6, Block 3 Tormnie J. Cunningham & Marilyn M.
8102 Mockingbird 67207

71,%499.&%
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Lot Addition Property Owner

Lot 7, Block 3 Bonnie Brae ,dldward wayne Weeks & Mary Margaret
V 8108 Mockingbird 67207

4

Lot 8, Block 3 hammad Shahri & Monir (Coutzari)
ahri

8114 Mockingbird 67207

Lot 9, Block 3  B Moriconi & Ardevina
4 128 Mockingbird 67207

Lot 12, Block 3 'James H. Childers & Gertrude M. 1

1/ 8121 E. Morningside 67207

Lot 13, Block 3 /thomas R. Draper
J

,0 8115 Morningside 67207

fi#*34 Lot 14, Block 3 Uland J. Peterka & Jean E.
V 5107 Morningside Dr. 67207

'et

Lot 15, Block 3 1, 1, .

Warre S. DeArmond & Rita G.
8108 Morningside 67207

Lot 16, Block 3 i./Ronald D. Barton & Emily D.

„/27 Morningside 67207
Lot 17, Block 3 t>Jerald L. Patterson Sr. & Sybil Y.

U' 8021 Morningside 67207

Lot 18, Block 3 li S. Rush & Ramona L.
4/8015 Morningside 67207

Lot 19, Block 3 Marlyn L. Matz & Vera L. 2;-

Address unknown A-•6• -
Lot 20, Block 3 -3>ramy G. Johnson & Jerie 3.

' 8001 Morningside 67207

Lot 1, Block 4 oger L. Harter & Phoebe A.
4 7% Harter Realtors
9 733 N. Baltimore

Derby, Kansas 67037

Lot 2, Block 4 Davis & Joycelyn E.
4 4 8008 Willowbrook 67207

Lot 3, Block 4 William Miller & Lenora A.

8014 Willowbrook 67207

Lot 4, Block 4 t>'Robert O. Wall & Dorothy D. Wall
i 8020 Willowbrook 67207

Lot 5, Block 4 iElm B. Boyers & Frances D.

8102 Willowbrook 67207

Lot 6, Block 4 4'Donald C. Farr & Amanda S.
4 108 Willowbrook 67207 '

Lot 7, Block 4 aul A. Slicker & Roxy Ellen
8114 Willowbrook 67207

Lot 8, Block 4 4/Daniel L. Goldschmidt & Lois P.
V 8120 Willowbrook 67207

Lot 9, Block 4 ernard E. Nichols & Alberta F. ' t. 67207 fi,6 lo, t|ot•,6£0#1
Lot 11, Block 4 'AH.M. Pack & Miriam C. Pack

f 8121 Mockingbird 67207
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Lot Addition Property Owner

Lot 7, Block EZ Eastborough 3rd U/ Robert M. Ulrich & Ellen C. Lin
 18 Drury 67207

Lot 9 exc. S 25',  Uchard L. Holstead & Beverly A.
Block EZ  20 Drury 67207

Lot 1, exc S 15', ,¢ Loper Electric Co., Inc.
Block DZ 914 E. Gilbert 67211

S 15' Lot 1 & All  Guy D. Harris & Linda S.
Lot 4, Block DZ 4503 Far=view Lane 67204'

Lot 6, Block DZ arl F. Cannon & Mary L.
6 Drury 67207

Lot 8, Block DZ 0/ Eugene L. West & Marguerita
f 8 Drury 67207

Lot 10 & Nli vac. Delmar A. K uhlman & Rose M.
Morgan Lane, Block t. 10 Drury 67207
DZ

Lot 5, Block Y 41Thos. H. Allan & Alice D.

1 12 Willowbrook Rd. 67207

Lot 4, Block Y

Lot 6 exc. S 10', Thomas C. Raum, Jr. & Doris V.
Block Y 71 Mission 67207

S 10' Lot 6 & all Luella L. Malone /4

Lot 7, Block Y address unknown /140---*-J"-

Lot 8, Block Y Dean Vickery & Sarah C.
5 Mission Rd. 67207

Lot 9, Block Y Pracht Jr. & Mary B.

'77 Mission 67207
Lot 10, Block Y Phyllis J. Weyand

79 Mission 67207
A

Lot 11, Block Y /Kirk M. Ward & Jean S. Af

V 404 w. 6th
Haysville, Ks. 67060

Lot 12, Block Y *Ray A. West & Lorraine H.
83 Mission 62707 i

Lot 13 exc. S 25'  Jemes B. MeKinney & Evelyn E.
Block Y / Byron L. Adkison

 3 89 Mission 67207

Lot 1, Block Z 1/Jeff H. King Jr. & Marian Nadine .5

58 Mission 67207

Wi Lot 2, Block Z J.H. King, Jr.

58 Mission 67207

E;zLot 2 & All ,Robert S. Wise & Mary F.
Lot 3, Block Z 31/" Willowbrook 67207

V

Lot 4, Block Z dt·.harry O. Steenrod & Florence
di

L
V 00 Mission 67207

Lot 5, Block Z y William T. West & Regina M.

 Drury Lane 67207
Lot 6, Block Z . Charles B. MaIlwaine & Jeanne D.

5 Drury Lane 67207

03761>.
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Lot Addition Property Owner

Lot 1 E.M. Stevens 2nd -r/*evets, Inc.
1/ 905 Stratfcrd 67206

Lot 1 Chrysler /Chrysler Realty Corp.

0 W.W. Taylor
14715 Lakeview 67230

Lots 1, 2 & 3, Bridwell .AWalter Morris Investment Co. Inc.

Block A 41;8 S. Dellrose 67218
t

Lot 1 Ripstra . G. Ripstra Trustee of Ripstra Trust
,/Fund #3

% Joseph Ripstra
61 S. Stratford 67207

Lot 1, Block A McHugh /Blount, Barfell Dennehy Inc. &
./Richard R. Bailey, Trustee
\/ % Mcelelland, Collins Sheehan, Bailey,

Bailey & Belt
600 Hightower
105 No. Hudson

Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73102

Lots 1, 2&3 East Mission r Evangelical Lutheran Church of the
Reformation

4

6909 E. Kellogg 67207

W 65' of Lot 1, Eastridge \4artina Warner Beschka & Joe E.
Block 10 6902 E. Orme 67207

E 19' of Lot 1 & George E. Meade & Cora G. ' '-
W 41' of Lot 2, address unknown,fiif t. Block 10 X

E 39' of Lot 2 & Evangelical Lutheran Church of
W 21' of Lot 3, A Reformation Inc.
Block 10 13 /6909 E. Kellogg 67207

E 59' of Lot 3 & Kenneth J. Gehrer & Barbara J.

W 1' Lot 4, Block £ 6920 E. Orme 67207
10 67.Dy

E 23' of Lot 4 & 0 Corinne Blanche Squire
W 33' of Lot 5,  6932 E. Orse 67207
Block 10

E 56' of W 57' Una Matheny & Gwenda Faye
of Lot 4, Block 10 address unknown .a«-»4 4..c--€

E 47' of Lot 5 &
3

Amber Dirl & E. Louise

W 9' of Lot 6  6938 E. Orme 67207
3.3

Block 10

E 56' of W 65' 7 ' Gerald W. Edwards & Lutie Dee
of Lot 6, Block 10

.'f.Inf - & ' 455 Courtleigh 67218

6%2·3-
E 15' of Lot 6 & 44\ ,Lloyd N, Shenk & E. Sue
W 41' of Lot 7, Jl address unknown 24-/-1,-
Block 10

:4% .

J
E 39' of Lot 7 & V.L. Durrington & Wanda L.
W 17' of Lot 8, 546 Trig Ave. 67207
Block 10

E 56' of W 73'

of Lot 8, Block 10 / e,trEldd & Jane E.
41
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Lot Addition Property Owner

E 7' of Lot 8 & Eastridge urtis L. Jeffers & Louise A.
W 49' of Lot 9,
Block 10

E 31' of Lot 9 & Robert H. Hoover Jr. & Ronda R.

W 25' of Lot 10, . -66*2-E·- 67207

Block 10

Lot 10 exc. W 25' oyce E. Martin
Block 10 407 Rockwood Rd. 67206

E 60' of Lot 8, Celia M. Jenkins 4.

Block 1 address unknown / tur -+L
A tract in NW% of Section 30, T27S, R 28, desc. V Andeel & Andeel Properties
as beginning at a point on S line of Kellogg St. & 5900 East Central 67208
aka HW 54, 914.5 'W& approximately 64.10' Sof
NE cor. of said NIa of Sec. 30; theme W along
S side of Kellogg St. a distance of 250'; thence
S parallel to E line of said NW% a distance of
280'; thence E parallel to Kellogg St., a distance
of 250'; thence N 280' to point of beginning.

Lot 1, Block AZ Eastborough 3rd v'Eapl Dennis Parsons
L 60' Mission 67207

r F.E. Kappelman & Dorothy L.Lot 2, Block AZ
:,11 Drury Lane 67207

Lot 3, Block AZ 4 Hugh H. Boyle
v 68 Mission Rd. 67207

Lot 4, Block AZ ¥ Pauline M. Abraham

ill Drury 67207

444. Lot 5, Block AZ J William p. Matchette & Kathy R.
67207

Lot 6, Block AZ V D.M. Quinn & Adeline M.
70 Mission Rd. 67207

 David McElhiney & ShirleyLot 7, Block AZ
/17 Drury 67207

Lot 8 exc. S 25', incent L. Scott & Rea M.
Block AZ Mission 67207

Lot 9 exc. S 25', ¥Julius Jacobson & Norma Kenway Jacobson
Block AZ 19 Drury Lane 67207
Lot 1 & Slb vac. j Albert Causey & Maria
Morgan St., Block 1 12 Drury Lane 67207
EZ

Lot 3, Block EZ R. Reed Hatfield & Dollie D.

14 Drury Lane 67207

Lot 5, Block EZ Roland J, King & Roselind J.
1 E. Douglas Ave. 67207

Atiugi#

U

3iot« .
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Addition Property Owner

Bonnie Brae Second ock Road Investment Co.
1/% Robert C. Brim Jr.

7054 E, Kellogg 67207

Lots 2&3 5/Caliendo Investment Corp
V

Suite la 67208

Lot 6 v Marion Gray Romig
4 6403 Mar

Lot

Lot 1
20 3 €06 AD

4
400 N. Woodlawn

jorie Lane 67206

Lots 7&8 p,'Donnell Corp.

00% Blair, Matlack, Rogg, Foote & Scott,
P.A.

301 N. Market 67202

All that part of Lot 9 in Bonnie Brae Second Rock Road Investment Co.

lying S of an East-West line beginning at the % Robert C. Brim Jr.

NE corner of Lot 3 of said addition, thence  7054 E. Kellogg 67207
E parallel to N line of said lot 9 to the E
line of said Lot 9.

All that portion of Lot 9 in Bonnie Brae Second ,Savina Builders, Inc.

Addition lying N of an East-West line beginning  352 N. Broadway
at NE corner of Lot 3 of said addition, thence Rm 208 67202

E parallel.to N line of said Lot 9 to E line of
said Lot 9.

Lot 1 Champlin Champlin Petroleum Company 44 +

4 address unknown
Lot 2 Grove's Schwinn Cyclery Inc.

i a S. 200/ 020
67/07

Lot 1 Each Branch Y.M. C.A. , ,¥bung Men's Christian Assoc.
17 8025 E. Douglas 67207

Lot 1 Clemons . / Irvin Kallman.

 address unknown ''* b -»Zr- -4
E 44' Lot 2&E ;Neil W. Murney & Cleo B.
44' of S 75' Lot 10 820 Dublin 67206
3 & S 20' of N

40' of Lot 3

Lot 2 exc. E 44'& ,0' Fred D. Clemons & Nona C.
Lot 3 exc. E 44' of 60 S. Stratford Rd. 67207

S 75' & exc S 20' of

N 40' and all of lots

4,5,6 & 7

W 100' of Lot 8 Ruth Morco Inc.

0" % Betty Joyce Morgan
530 Edgewater 67230

E 30' of W 130' Morco Inc,

of Lot 8 n % Betty Joyce Morgan

) 530 Edgewater 67230

E 170' of Lot 8 Graham-Michaelis Drilling Co.

j' 211 N. Broadway
/ Rm 301 67202

64·
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Lot Addition Property Owner

E 125' & E 95' of Ruth Maverick Development Co. Inc.
W 175' of Lot 7 exc. 250 N. Rock Rd.
S 140' Suite 150 67206

W 80' of W 175' ,Michael C. Foley
of Lot 7 ,/ 3900 N. Woodlawn 67220

W 85' of E 220' aka Willie A, Foshee & Deanna
of S 140' Lot 7 201 Morningside 67218

Lot 1 Exc N 360' of Eastmoor /Levitt Jewelry Co. Inc.
LUNWk of Sec. 29, T 27S 4 7930 E. Harry 67207
R2E (being part of Lot
1, Block 1 & Lot 1,
Block 6) & all of Lots
2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,
Block 1

N 360' of WfNWi Eastmoor - F.M. Brady & Nellie
29, T27S, R2ESec. 26 Lakeside Blvd 67207

(being part of Lot 1,
Block 1 & Lot 1, Block
6)

Lot 1, Block 2 Eastmoor M. I. Neher Jr. & Patricia Joy ///

address unknown -/8.6 1._•.0-+-1
Lot 2, Block 2 ,·Larry Lee McKee & Nima J.

4 103d St. South
V CleErwater, Kansas 67226

Lot 3, Block 2 Wava L. Thompson
42..: 8013 E. Orme 67207

Lot 4, Block 2 Herbert Berger & Lila Lee
 340 N. Stratford Rd. 67206>264'

Lot 5, Block 2 vip Bernard Virgil Fairchild & Vicki Sue
/ 8204 E. Harry St. 67207

Lot 19, Block 2 /3.// S. Eulberg
./8008 E. Indianapolis 67207

Lot 20, Block 2 irRoy D. Flock & Nancy J. Flock
V' 8002 E, Indianapolis 67207

Lot 1, East Side Center Victor H. Scholfield
Richard Scholfield

% 626 Rutland Rd. 67206

Lots 4&5 /transamerican Investment Properties, Inc.
I0 200 W. Douglas

Suite 430 67202

4/

A
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Lot Addition Property Owner .......lill

, Lot 2, East Side Center together with a non- rooks Harvey Realty Investors
4  B exclusive permanent reciprocal easement for / 280 Park Ave.

i ingress and egress over & across the following New York, New York 10017
i disc. tract which abuts and provides access to --
' Rock Road beginning at the SW corner of Lot 3

bral of East Side Center Add. thence N along W line ........4.
of Lot 3, for 30'; thence E parallel to the S

, line of Lot 3 for 360' to the Eastern line of f
Lot 3; thence S along Eastern line of Lot 3 for <

30'; thence W to point of beg. as desc. in
Book 16 page 923 & corrected by instrument
recorded in Book 20, Page 710.

.
Lot 3, East Side Center together with a non-
exclusive permanent reciprocal easement for
ingress and egress over & across beginning
at NW corner of Lot 2 of East Side Center Add.
thence S along W line of Lot 2 for 376' for
point of beg. ; thence E from point of beginning
parallel to N line of Lot 2, for 385' to eastern
line of Lot 2; thence S along eastern line of
Lot 2 for 21'; thence E 20 feet; thence S along
eastern line of Lot 2 for 5'; thence W parallel
to N line of Lot 2 for 405' to western line of
Lot 2; thence N along said western line of Lot
2 for 26' to point of beginning.

, Wichita Properties Inc.
/ 7. Max E. Eberhart

1400 Vickers KSB&T Bldg. 67202 92,4:1

;*'.6

242

jo '' , .

Lot 1 East Side Center 2nd Scholfield Properties
•!007· % Scholfield Bros. Pontiac

7633 E. Kellogg 67207

Block 4 Eastridge 8th \obert S. Lightner & Gwendolyn H.
f 26 Cypress Dr. 67206

4.·'A: i-jugene W. Lightner
92201 S. Hillside 67211

Lot 2, Block 1 LaVerne Dean Wedel & Wilma L.
536 Calhoun 67207

Lot 3, Block 1

497%4
Richard Lee Wheeler F Carolyn Lee
542 Calhoun Dr. 67207

Lot 4, Block 1
i Thomas Forster & Marcella M.

548 Calhoun Dr. 67207

Lot 5, Block 1

%*494

Carl L. Burrows & Margaret K.
554 Calhoun Dr. 67207

Lot 1 Replat of Block 1, Victor H. Scholfield
Kellogg Crest 7) James Richard Scholfield

/ % 626 Rutland Rd. 67206

Lots 2&3 K.T. Wideman

7 4th National Bank & Trust Co., as
Truetee

4th Financial Center 67202

Lot 4, Block 2 Eastridge 11th Victor H. Scholfield
-™ James R. Scholfield
3/ % 626 Rutland Rd. 67206

Lot 5, Block 2 /koakish W. Cleaton & Glenysse M.

i.94

..

0 7604 E. Orme 67207

4
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Addition Property OwnerLot

Lot 1 & WZ' Eastridge 1lth ¥' Eugene 0. Schenck & Kiyoko
Lot 2, Block 4 7503 E. Orme 67207

444
Lot 2 Exc W 2', Carter Hart, Jr. & Mozelle W.

t @26'J Block 4

Lot 3, Block 4 lerian J. Greiving & Margaret A. Yfoof
7515 E. Orme 67207

Lot 4, Block 4 „y''Paul T, Rollins & Betty S.
6 V 7603 E. Orme 67207

63 S 4' Lot 5 & all obert B. Walker & Nadine
Lot 6, Block 4 Longfellow 67207

I ILot 5 exc S 4', arcelline A. Wright
Block 4 603 Longfellow 67207

Lot 7, & N 2.5' owell K. Ferris & Katherine L.
Lot 8, Block 4 615 Longfellow 67207

Lot 8 exe. N 2.5', ,4homas s. Shireman & Corliss J.
Block 4 7610 E. Indianapolis 67207

W 0.75' Lot 9 & t,,61niel S. Pfeifer & Karen L.
All Lot 10, Block 4 ' 7516 E. Indianapolis 67207

Lot 9 exc. W 0.75', 0'Hugh H. Anick & La Rita K. *I
Block 4 7604 Indianapolis 67207

Lot 11, Block 4 tdS- Heinze & Laura A.
'7510 E. Indianapolis 67207

Lot 12, Block 4 -Sem A, Lessley & Mildred J.
0/ 7504 E. Indianapolis 67207

Lot 1, Block 5 ,#Edna S. Voth
600 Longfellow 67207

Lot 2, Block 5 ,>Ahomas James Brock
V 608 Longfellow 67207

Lot 3, Block 5 1/Robert C. Hurtt & Ileana V.
4 2109 Ward 67211

Lot 4, Block 5 Robert E. Haynes & Margaret M.
622 Longfellow 67207

Lot 5, Block 5 Vaughan O. Stevens & Grace I.
220 Lochinvar 67207

Lot 6, Block 5 Q#F Joseph Mizenko & Mozelle
7720 E. Indianapolis 67207

Lot 7, Block 5 0"Gerald L. Davey & Velma E.
1114 Royal Rd. 67207

Lot 8, Block 5 JJohn W, Ronck & Sharon
7808 E. Indianapolis 67207

Lot 9, Block 5 ,/tleve C. Holland Jr. & Marion
V 7814 E. Indi,mapolis 67207

70
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Lot
Addition Property Owner

Lot 10, Block 5 Eastridge 1lth teven Rex Boyd
7820 E. Indianapolis 67207

Lot 11, Block 5
William Neil Kline & Janice
7902 E. Indianapolis 67207

Lot 12, Block 5 Eugene V. Moser & Carol M.
7908 E. Indianapolis 67207

Lot 13, Block 5
.,Charles W. Switzer & Luella V.

W 421 N. Chautauqua 67214

Lot 14, Block 5
Russell Harris & Ruth R.

7920 E. Indianapolis 67207

Lot 1, Block 2 Eastridge 8th J/klonzo c. Smith Sr. & Shirley J.
1514 N. Erie 67214

Lot 2, Block 2
Edmund Arthur Woodcox & Lucila
7309 E. Orme 67207

Lot 3, Block 2
tjfhester C. Ruey & Betty J.

43Pft.
'7315 E. Orme 67207

Lot 4, Block 2
Robert D. Mickelson & Betty L.

51//PA¥
7321 E. Orme 67207

Lot 5, Block 2
w/idward L. Radell & Mauricia
Il 7327 E. Orme 67207

Lot 6, Block 2 / Helen Y. White
4 Lois Tefft

% 609 S. Armour Dr. 67207

Lot 7, Block 2 .awrence E. Lybarger & Helen L.
2214 S. Rutan 67218

Lot 8, Block 2
dney L. Foulston Jr. & Ruth Helen

625 S. Armour 67207

Lot 9, Block 2 J Leslie Wayne Nikkei & Jeannette M.
9 7332 E. Indianapolis 67207

Lot 10, Block 2 u.<Randy Divine & Linda
. 2-

47326 E. Indianapolis 67207

Lot 11, Block 2 -Virgil James Griffith & Yvonne D.
7320 E. Indianapolis 67207

Lot 12, Block 2 ,/Howard DeMoure & Rose A.
,/'7314 E. Indianapolis 67207

Lot 13, Block 2
Judith L. Black

# Julia D. Black

7308 E. Indianapolis 67207

Lot 14, Block 2
Judi A. Olenberger

,;2618 Calhoun 67207

Lot 1, Block B Eastridge Gth Frank L. Seten & Vivian

41 Robert Ray Seten
602 Whittier 67207

Lot 2, Block B
Edward Hughes Phillips & Letitia R.
address unknown

frt,t
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Lot Addition Property Owner

Lot 3, Block B Eastridge 6th j'Lee G. Graddy & M. Johnie
<, 614 Whittier 67207

Lot 4, Block B JCecil I. Peterson & Betty R.
4 620 Whittier 67207

Lot 5, Block B c/''Charles T. Eads & Gertrude J.
4 626 Whittier 67207

Lot 6, Block B uj/Charles Herbert Jamis Jr. & Neva R.
9 632 Whittier 67207

Lot 17, Block B ,/Donald F Gattis & Marilyn L.
1633 Calhoun 67207

Lot 18, Block B M/Virgil Kelly & Sylvia L.
-'-627 Calhoun 67207

 Lot 19, Block B ,John P. Redman & Leora K.

y 621 Calhoun 67207

Lot 20, Block B l.,/joseph G. Simon & Claryce J.
V 4325 E. lewis 67218

Lot 21, Block B Popchoke & Wilma D.
67207

Lot 22, Block B 4/6harles v. Lambertz
V 601 Calhoun 67207

Lot 1, exc. W 16', Charles w. london & Vera A.
Block A 4805 E. 24th St. N. 67220

J.V.-

Lot 2, Exc. W 16', j.John R. Jones & Deborah Y.
Block A A address unknown ,0,»c t-C 4 "<e. - de..14:

Lot 3, exe. W 16', J William Stephen Timnerman
Block A 4614 S. Governeour Rd. 67207

Lot 4, exc. W 16', b/kichard A. Mohney & Suzanne E.

Block A 7 620 S. Governeour 67207

Lot 5, exc. W 16', - Charles W. London & Vera A.
Block A  4805 E. 24th St. N. 67220
Lot 6, exc. W 16',
Block A 632 S. Governeour 67207

,' Harvey E. Deck & Avis A.

Lot 23, Block A Otto C. Beach Jr. & Delores A.

y
Lot 24, Block A Frank J. Schneller & Margaret

9 627 Whittier 67207

Lot 25, Block A JBobby D. Price & Evelyn M.
ly 621 Whittier 67207

Lot 26, Block A „1/Mark D. Wood & Mary Ann
615 Whittier 67207

Lot 27, Block A David A. Cherry v
addeees-xmknown

I.'/
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Lot Addition Property Owner

Lot 28, Block A Eastridge 6th iCalter L. Johnson Jr. & Lorene B.
9 601 Whittier 67207

Lot 1, Block 1 Eastridge 5th dward J. Campbell & Deloise
"'- 6933 E. Orme 67207

Lot 2, Block 1 Marvin T. Mapes & Vivian V.
6939 E. Orme 67207

Lot 3, Block 1 Lawrence E. Pierce Jr. aka Lawrence

,5·- Eugene Pierce Jr. & Patricia J.
7007 E. Orme 67207

Lot 4, Block 1 L/kary Ann Simion
' 7013 E. Orme 67207

Lot 5, Block 1 „/Ray W. Goscha & Monica M.
4*' 7019 E. Orme 67207

Lot 6, Block 1  Warren W. Cochran & Freda J.
Linda F. Middleton

% 7025 E. Orme 67207

Lot 7, Block 1 yE/ther L. Marshall
4 7031 E. Orme 67207

Lot 8, Block 1 JDonald L. Broyles & Ruth H.
::063108 Elpyco 67210

Lot 9, Block 1 Milton J. Welsh Jr. & Judith L.

200 s. Woodlawn
Jet*pt 921

Derby, Kansas 67037

Lot 10, Block 1 ,/1.William L. Blomberg & Wendy J.

Lot 11, Block 1 t,/Vernon S. Anderson & Evelyn M.
4 601 S. Yale 67218

Lot 12, Block 1 Suresh M. Patel & Hansa S.
,>T€t#i:.

7026 E. Gilbert 67207

Lot 13, Block 1 Timothy L. Dreher & Charlene K. 7020 E. Gilbert 67207

Lot 14, Block 1 John E. Herndon & Kay E.
v 7014 E. Gilbert 67207

Lot 15, Block 1 ; David Eugene Wilson & Sandra Y.
7008 E. Gilbert 67207

Lot 16, Block 1 I I phyllis A. Billings
9 7002 E. Gilbert 67207

Lot 1, Block 2 ,U*rtle Browning
- 502 S. Mission Rd. 67207

Lot 2, Block 2 / Oscar Hollingsworth & Flossie
%/ 611 S. Mission 67207

Lot 3, Block 2 1 5Mar lorie G. Randall
1 514 S. Mission 67207

f
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Lot Addition Property Owner

Lot 11, Block 2 Eastridge 5th igdorge R. Andrews & Patricia L.
j 1& 7521 Drury Lane 67207

Lot 12, Block 2 i-Mark Alan Johnson & Adele E.
- 517 Drury Lane 67207

Jonald R. Roberts & Carol A.Lot 13 & S 1.5'
Lot 14, Block 2 l 511 Drury Lane 672074-49

Lot 14 exc. S 1.5' ,/Terry L. Boeken & Sheri C.
Block 2 V 507 Drury 67207

Lot 15, Block 2 peorge I. Rorabaugh & Martha
*403 Drury 67207

3%*f¥9
Lot 2, Block 3 Aichael D. Klein & Brenda G.

Lot 3, Block 3 Godsey & Ilene A.
4>" 7013 E. Gilbert 67207

Tom W Hanan & Eva Aldean /2 4

0

Lot 6, Block 3 ./Donald D. Ziegler & Karyn C.
60031 E. Gilbert 67207

Lot 7, Block 3 , Ernest F. Matlock & June
%02037 E. Gilbert 67207

Lot 8, Block 3 viwila M. Nelsonts-42·t:· "7043 E. Gilbert 67207

Lots 1 & 2, Block Lightner obert S. Lightner 49
*494 A pe26 Cypress 67206

Eugene W. Lightner
2201 S. Hillside 67211

Lots 1&2 Keys Pizza Hut, Inc.

4240 N. Rock Rd,
Suite 300 67206

Lot 4 Frank W. Buchholz Jr. & Meriam Jane

 address unknown /114 --·"·-·C
S 50' Lot 5 Nevets, Inc.

j005 Stratford 67206
/U Lot 1 & W 37 ' of Keys 2nd Elizabeth Horning

Lots 2&3  Opal Ramsdall
% 542 Whittier 67207

Lot 2 exc. W 37' Eddys Toyota of Wichita, Inc.
7333 E. Kellogg 67207

Lot 3 exe. W 37' Ronald P. Clements & Debra K.

555 Calhoun 67207

11
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Lot Addition Property Owner

Part of Lot 13, Block 1, Rockwood 3rd Addition ./'L. Doyle Gerhardt & Winona D
described as commencing at a point on W line of  7104 E. Douglas 67206

said Lot, 121.15' N of SW corner thereof; thence
E parallel with S line of said Lot, 11' for a place
of beginning; thence continuing E parallel with S
line of said Lot 43.75'; thence S at right angles
74.65'; thence W at right angles 27.45'; thence
S at right angles 2'; thence W at right angles 16.3';
thence N at right angles 76.65' to beginning,
together with an undivided 1/12th interest in

conmlon areas

Part of Lot 13, Block 1, Rockwood 3rd Addition ¢alter T. Elnen
described as commencing at a point on W line 7114 E. Douglas Ave. 67206
of said Lot, 121.15' N of SW corner thereof;
thence E parallel with S line of said Lot, 100.08'

thence S at right angles 25.2' for a place of
beginning; thence E at right ingles 45.4'; thence
S at right angles 75.95'; thence W at right angles
15.82'; thence N at right angles 2'; thence W at
right angles 29.58'; thence N at right angles

73.95' to beginning, together with an undivided
1/12th interest in common areas

4

Llt

Lot 13, Block 1, Rockwood 3rd Addition, except .13 Union National Bank of Wichita
above last 4 described tracts 50 N. Main 67202

..4 rPart of Lot 14, Block 1, Rockwood 3rd Addition ayne H. Ratner & Cliffe D.
described as commencing at a point on S line ,211 Huntington 67206

of said Lot, 214.52' W of SE corner thereof;
thence N parallel with E line of said Lot 38.6'
for a place of beginning; thence continuing N
parallel with E line of said Lot, 45.7'; thence
E at right angles 74.02'; thence S at right angles

29.4'; thence E at right angles 2'; thence S at
right angles 16.3'; thence W at right angles 76.02'
to beginning, together with an undivided 1/12th
interest in common areas

- 0 9

tkif'.· 1

24%1 i

Part of Lot 14, Block 1, Rockwood 3rd Addition fncent Canzoneri & Helen M.
described as commencing at a point on S line 7203 Huntington 67206
of said Lot, 214.52' W of SE corner thereof;

thence N parallel with E line of said Lot, 84.3'
for a place of beginning; thence continuing N
parallel with E line of said Lot, 45.78'; thence
E at right angles 49.3'; theme S at right angles
2 feet; thence E at right angles 24.72'; thence
S at right angles 28'; thence E at right angles
2'; thence S at right angles 15.78'; thence W at
right angles 76.02' to beginning, together with
an undivided 1/12th interest in conInon areas

Part of Lot 14, Block 1, Rockwood 3rd Addition  Kathryn Davis
described as commencing at a point on S line of 7227 Huntington 67206
said Lot, 20' W of SE corner thereof; thence N
parallel with E line of said Lot, 44.7' for a
place of beginning; thence continuing N parallel
with E line of said Lot, 75.86'; thence W at right
angles 16.3'; thence S at right angles 2'; thence
W at right angles 27.9'; thence S at right angles
24.68'; thence W at right angles 1.57'; thence S
at right angles 49.18'; thence E at right angles
45.77' to beginning, together with an undivided
1/12th interest in common areas

--AR '.€;/I'll'll"'Riip©j/'-
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Lot Addition Property Owner

Part of Lot 14, Block 1, Rockwood 3rd Addition
described as commencing at a point on S line address unknown1 Thelma Wallingford
of said Lot, 20' W of SE corner thereof; thence
N parallel with E line of said Lot 35.5'; thence
W at right angles to E line of said Lot, 36.35' for

DJU. '

a place or beginning; unence con...luing w ..ung ..e
last described line extended, 32.2'; thence Southat right angles 12.4'; thence W at right angles 52,7'; -thence N at right angles 15.5'; thence E at right
angles 1.75'; thence N at right angles 16.3'; thence
W at right angles 2'; thence N at right angles
12.2'; thence E at right angles 25.83'; thence
N at right angles 2'; thence E at right angles
48.9'; thence S at right angles 24.4' ; theme
E at right angles 9.42'; thence S at right angles
9.2' to beginning, together with an undivided
1/12th interest in common areas

r a .

2 4 .

..

*21 I

Lot 14, Block 1, Rockwood 3rd Addition, except
above last 4 described tracts

-Union National Bank of Wichita
1/150 N. Main 67202

Lot 7, Block 2 Rockwood 3rd ' Fred E. Fox & Anita J,
220 N. Armour 67206

Lot 8, Block 2 Barold E. Ramsey & Frances N.
210 N. Armour 67206

Lot 9 & N2' Lot enneth S. Martin & Dena G.

10, Block 2 00 N. Armour 67206

Lot 10 exc. N 2' chcd C. Gilmartin & Margaret U.

Block 2 dress unknown·

1

Lot 11, Block 2 enes D. Cavanaugh & Dorothy A.
4 N. Armour 67206

Lot 12, Block 2 cry B. Spikes & Valerie H.
4 N. Armour 67206

Lot 13, Block 2 le W. Doner & Esther L.
4 N. Armour 67206

Beginning at SE corner of Lot 14, thence W along verry E. Munn & Lyn E. awle..3
front line,10'; thence Nly parallel with E line #8205 E. Boston 67207 994) 1>7:,

sal' LOU, .U ; L.ence ..y /J more or Less LU
NEly corner Iot 14, thence S 144' to beginning
& all Lot 15, Block 2, Rockwood 3rd

Lot 14 except that part beginning at SE corner of i Zohn M. Roberts & Marcella S.
Lot 14, thence W along front line, 10'; thence Nly  104 N. Armour 67206
parallel with E line said Lot, 70'; thence Nly 75'

..33 more or less to NEly corner Lot 14, thence S 144'
to beginning, Block 2, Rockwood 3rd

Lot 16, Block 2 Rockwood 3rd Glen E. Seaton & Joan M.
105 Rutland Rd. 67206

Lot 17, Block 2  Randall P. Anderson & Reeva M.
' 115 Rutland Rd. 67206

* 4
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Lot Addition Property Owner

Lot 18, Block 2 Rockwood 3rd 4 Eleanor C. Bowman
0 135 Rutland 67206

Lot 19, Block 2 nneth C. Mattley & Jane A.5 Rutland 67206
Lot 20, Block 2 wW. Nolan Artz & H. Irene Scimeca Artz

155 Rutland 67206

Lot 21, Block 2 1/ft.B. Walls
¥ 201 Rutland Rd. 67206

Lot 22, Block 2 j,¥iugh D. Wallace & Janet F.
0-211 Rutland Rd. 67206

Lot 23, Block 2 4f. Fred atenchrath & Ruth A.
4221 Rutland 67206

Lot 1, Block 1 Rockwood 4th t J. Elaine Grant
7302 Pagent Lane 67206

Lot 2&W 0.25' orris H. Madden & Doris W.
Lot 3, Block 1 ¥- 7316 Pagent Lane 67206

Lot 3 exc. W 0.25' v Donna Vee Kidwell
Block 1 7328 Pagent Lane 67206

Lot 4 & beginning at SWly corner of Lot 5, thence obert B. Meeker & Betty J.
to NW corner, thence along rear line 24', theme 7400 Pagent Lane 67206

to SWly corner at beginning, Block 1, Rockwood 4th

Lot 1, Block 2 Rockwood 4th U , rj' rDSheldon J. Miller & Alice N.
N Yi address unknown

Lot 2, Block 2, Neil D, Frwnkin & Sally A.
8202 Tamarac Lane 67206

Lot 3, Block 2 1 Richard M. Kerschen & Hannah R.
"1204 S. Governeour Ct. 67207

Lot 4, Block 2 Gary M. Hanssen & Suzanne S.
¥ 154 Rutland Rd. 67206

Lot 5, Block 2 ./Frank A. Addie & Lorena M.
I 200 Rutland Rd. 67206

Lot 6, Block 2 Harvey A. Canpbell & Mary Starr Campbell .m"&Ski ,¢'tf4
7301 Pagent Lane 67206

4 Lot 7, Block 2 ,#Donald E. Hofmann & Merle S.
,7315 Pagent Lane 67206

d

Lot 8, Block 2
Fred C. BanBebber & Harriett E.
T' 7329 Pagent Lane 67206

Lot 9, Block 2  Charles E. Henning M. D. & Susan F.
7401 Pagent Lane 67206

Lot 10, Block 2 .K. Smith Jr. & Wanda L.
7405 Pagent Lane 67206

Lot 11, Block 2 l#"Ronald L. Wickham & Jo Ann
'K 7409 Pagent Lane 67206

Lot 12, Block 2 *Robert L. McCroskey & Maribel B.
7413 Pagent Lane 67206

14
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Lot Addition Property Owner

Lot 13, Block 2 Rockwood 4th URobert E. Mallonee & Barbara C.
243 Postoak St. 67206

Lot 14, Block 2 50 Ann B. Schovee
<225 Postoak St. 67206

Lot 15, Block 2 Ljkichard D. Mart:eng & Elinor J.
217 Postoak 67206

Lot 16, Block 2 ,-,/John P. Hawkins & Lois P.
¥201 Postoak 67206

Lot 17, Block 2 t#·Eurl D. Greer & Alice Mae
¥·171 Postoak St. 67206

""=1 Lot 18, Block 2 Claude R. Kimbrel & Sue B.
157 Postoak 67206

Lot 19, Block 2 ,4rald D. Haag & J. Diane

4143 Postoak 67206

Lot 20, Block 2 Ahn H. Haeberle & Georgia R,
125 Postoak 67206

Lot 21, Block 2 t, Elizabeth N. Gambrill
address unknown

Lot 22, Block 2 LAt. S. Huston & Vere M.
¥ 110 Brendonwood Ct. 67206

Lot 23, Block 2 lbie G. MeNeil & Phyllis B.
118 Brendonwood Ct. 67206

Lot 24, Block 2 Richard T. Foster & Carol Sue
• 126 Brendonwood Ct. 67206

Lot 25, Block 2 Shelton Jr. & Shirley G.
0 134 Brendonwood Ct. 67206

Lot 26, Block 2 Willis H. Webster & Melva B.
142 Brendonwood Ct. 67206

Lot 27, Block 2 Max F. Blakely & Barbara A.
9-150 Brendonwood Ct. 67206

Lot 28, Block 2 'John E. Schlicher & Karol
139 Brendonwood Dr. 67206

Lot 29, Block 2 Gerald W. Carr & Elenor R.
131 Brendonwood Dr. 67206

Lot 30, Block 2 Grailey & Clara J.
123 Brendonwood 67206

Lot 31, Block 2 tiw. Philip Buck Jr.
+ 115 Brendonwood Dr. 67206

Lot 32, Block 2 Glenn E. Smith & Eleanor M.
107 Brendonwood 67206

Lot 1, Block 3 J Roger D, Farrow & Nancy J.
r 106 Brendonwood Dr, 67206

Lot 2, Block 3 Jack G. Paulsen & Christine F.
"114 Brendonwood 67206



rti Lot Addition Property Owner

Lot 3, Block 3 Rockwood 4th Warren E. Meyer & Dorothy P.
• 130 Brendonwood 67206

Lot 4, Block 3 Jtobert Lee Palmer

Loren L. Morton
% 2113 N. Edgemoor 67208 il

Lot 5 exc S 5' UJ.G. Phipps, M.D. & Dorothy E.
Block 3 117 Brendonwood Ct. 67206

S 5' Lot 5 & Joseph A. Bulger & Hazel Ruth
All Lot 6, Block 409 Brendonwood Ct. 67206
3

-€%/

Lot', Block 4 '-ijack S. Stevens & Alice R.
'4301 Huntington 67206

Lot 2, Block 4 /William R. Coughenour & Patricia

7315 Huntington 67206
*0*Q; Lot 3, Block 4 Ann Valerius Petrie

• 7329 Huntington 67206

Lot 4, Block 4 George Ewonees & Vadys L.
<93:.1 '. L H

7< 7401 Huntington 67206

Lot 5, Block 4 Albert H. Howard & Odetta
7409 Huntington 67206

Lot 6, Block 4 JDr. Randall S. Ramsey
7818 E. Douglas Apt 209 67206

Lot 7, Block 4 'Brian E. Romalis & Miriam E.
7507 Huntington 67206

Vi
Lot 8 exc E 2 J/Velma Jean Gragg
Block 4 1- 7515 Huntington 67206

E 2' Lot 8 & James c. Price & Sandra Kay
All Lot 9, Block / 7523 Huntington 67206
4

Lot 2, Block 1 Rockwood 5th ClWalter S. Gick & Pauline M.
'-216 Postoak 67206

Lot 3, Block 1 4-omer G. Nester
*212 Post:oak St. 67206

Lot 4, Block 1 i'James B. Connelly & Isabelle M.
'206 postoak St. 67206

Lot 5, Block 1 Thomas 0. Griffin & Sharon S.
K-200 Postoak St. 67206

Lot 6, Block 1 Frieze & Kathryn A.
A 130 Post:oak St. 67206

Lot 7, Block 1 A.R. Loomis
20 Lakeside Blvd. 67207

Lot 8, Block 1 1/Russell W. Campbell & Elizabeth Ann
 116 Postoak St. 67206

e>?21
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Lot Addition Property Owner

Lot 9, Block 1 Rockwood 5th Jack E. Smith & Margie E.
" 110 Post:oak 67206

Lot 10, Block 1,
Louise L. Yost

104 postoak 67206

Lot 11, Block 1
Francis Fredreck Lynch & Dorothy Ann
101 Penrose Dr. 67206

Lot 12, Block 1 I-*onald L. Ferguson & Carol Ann
109 Penrose Dr. 67206

Lot 13, Block 1 , daines H. Reeder & Joan G.
17 Penrose Dr. 67206

Lot 14, Block 1 d>Cletus T. Burgardt & Viola M.
f 125 Penrose 67206

Lot 15, Block 1
obert Nemisnak & E. Jerrine
33 Penrose 67206

Lot 16, Block 1
Edwin R. Clark & Doris Lee
141 Penrose 67206

Lot 17, Block 1
Reginald Gilbert Hammond & Kathleen
Mana Hammond

201 Penrose 67206

Lot 18, Block 1
Raymond H. Davis & Hazel Blair Davistiff*

4

209 Penrose 67206

Lot 19, Block 1 Of Robert N. McNiel & Ray C.
+217 Penrose 67206

Lot 4, Block 2
47 Lawrence E. Hall & Pauline B.
 216 Penrose 67206

Lot 5, Block 2kgatk
J Charles F. Squire & Nancy Ellen

 208 Penrose 67206
Lot 6, Block 2

i,James H. Steele & Roberta M.
< 200 Penrose 67206

Lot 7, Block 2
Arthur J. Robinson & Donna
142 Penrose 67206

Lot 8, Block 2
ohn N. Ryan Jr.
34 Penrose 67206

Lot 9, Block 2
A. James King & Alma Jane
126 Penrose 67206

Lot 10, Block 2
erry T. Fleagle & Marcia M.
18 Penrose 67206

Lot 11, Block 2  Lawrence A. Gittrich & Annabelle H.
./-110 Penrose 67206

Lot 12, Block 2
 Thomas R. Lentz & Melinda M.

6602 E. Harry Apt 1207 67207
Lot 5, Block 1 Rockwood 6th Thomas H. Hanner & Pamela B.

219 Burr Oak Rd, 67206

.,42
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Lot Addition Property Owner

Lot 6, Block 1 Rockwood 6th Walter E. Ferguson & Dorris A.
213 Burr Oak Rd. 67206

Lot 7, Block 1 A£on J. Marino & Jule M.
 207 Burr Oak Rd. 67206

Lot 8, Block 1 Ronald A. Glah & Glorana L.
01 Burr Oak 67206

Lot 9, Block 1
James R. Mott & Rebecca S,

518 N. Terrace Dr. 67208

Lot 10, Block 1 'Charles E. Rmey & Patricia B.
r 123 Burr Oak 67206

Lot 11, Block 1 L/Robert T. High & Janet K.
9 119 Burr Oak Rd. 67206

Lot 12, Block 1 ·fwi Gary Poss & Joan M.
+ 111 Burr Oak 67206

Lot 13, Block 1 tEarl W. Johnson & Kathryn M.
7722 Huntington 67206

4*E'i?12
Lot 7 exc N 2'
Block 2 James L. Burgess & Cynthia A.

253 Live Oak Lane 67206

Lot 8 & 9,
Block 2 04'Dorothy Compton Morton & Richard B.

 Hsmmond, Trustees
Box 1118 67201

Lot 10, Block 2 arry R. Cary:3%*EX 1215 Live Oak Lane 67206
f.%2*1

Lot 11, Block 2
i*97·:Lk ···  William L. Poitevint & Clara A.

-705 Live Oak 67206

Lot 12, Block 2
, Jerry O. Everson & Barbara A.
204 Burr Oak Road 67206

Lot 13, Block 2 t+Dermi s w. Yockey & Peggy E.
208 Burr Oak Rd. 67206

Lot 14, Block 2 Rodger M. Arst & Patricia L.
T212 Burr Oak Ct. 67206

Lot 1, Block 4 u/Samuel A. Baker & Grace M.
W 244 Live Oak Lane 67206

Lot 2, Block 4
Villian J. Ervin & Mary Lou
/236 Live Oak 67206

- * '.' Lot 3, Block 4 Daniel A. Derr & Elly S.
1-address unknown

Lot 4, Block 4 ¥Joseph N. Berns & Karen A.
''FJ€C

222 Live Oak Lane 67206

Lot 5, Block 4 ¥!?irk-W·.Vink & Margaret T. 02 /6 1.- 04£ .-*34-11.--atssion-ad. 67206

Lot 6, Block 4
.,(Patrick F. Regan & Ann M.
210 Live Oak Lane 67206

Lot 7, Block 4 Ralph Edward Umbarger & Dorothy E.
V124 Burr Oak Rd. 67206



Lot Addition Property Owner

Lot 8, Block 4 Rockwood 6th Vistephen A. Imin & Judith M.
¥416 Burr Oak Rd. 67206

,.#+4. Lot 9, Block 4 Cecil L. Mcelaren & Diane E.
110 Burr Oak 67206

Lot 10, Block 4 4 Mike Campbell & Marilynn K.
0/28% ¥-104 Burr oak Rd. 67206

Lot 11, Block 4 Larry W. Robinson & Marlene M.
0 100 Burr Oak 67206

Lot 12 exc W 2' Wilbur B. Harrison & Dorothy A,
.Opwal

Block 4 I 7721 Huntington 67206

W 2' Lot 12, tJohn Hale, Jr. & Margaret
Block 4 A7711 Huntington 67206

Lot 5, Block 3 Rockwood 5th

Lot 4, Block 3 William H. Mitchell & Peggy Ann
7-7701 Huntington 67206

Lot 3, Block 3 ./fhomas J. Curry & Elsie Jeal

0.7623 Huntington 67206

Lot 2, Block 3 tr Roy K, Steeby & Donna C.
7615 Huntington 67206

. Lot 1, Block 3 .91 Hilaire J. Lavigne Jr. & Charlotte B.
¥- 7601 Huntington 67206

Lot 1 Rockwood Reserve A tyhe Prudential Insurance Co. of America
ur6901 W. 63rd St.
F Overland Park, Kansas 66202

Lot 1, Block A Rockborough , Rockborough Executive Park Co.

 _ address unknown
Lot 2, Block A , Windsor at Rockborough

£O(,C £O.4

Lot 1 B&H JMerle J. Hefley & Harvey W.

I. 67206
»59?iz·€

Lot 2 Victor Benton & Helen M.

8501 Dhannon Way 67206
Harvey W. Hefley & Merle J.

D 7701 Dublin St. 67206

Lots 1 & 2, Nestor's 96estor R. Weigand Jr.
Block A V 12 Colonial 6 72.7

,>*Rerle E. Britting & Helen E.
1 7328 Elm Ct. 67206

*Filill'Imill#,:"'4:-* : 9,1



ka.fe*2, al'.&..:-I... &...Al I.•29/#£.r.,1

.. VIA I

0 0

Lot Addition Property Owner

Beginning at a point 50' E & 40' N of SW corner J.A. Vickers 0

NWi of Section 20, T 27S, RZE, thence N parallel - address unknown
with W line of said quarter section 175'; thence
E parallel with S line said quarter section, 175',
thence S parallel to West line said quarter section,
175' thence W to beginning

4 Lots 1&2 Rockwood South 1st

90 -9

Estate of James Campbell
Suite 500

828 Fort Street Mall
H onolulu. Hawaii 96813

%%"A

B/AA.·67·
6eby:*9;.

**41
*file

9%9

Lot 1 Rockwood South 3rd

Lot 2, Rockwood South 3rd except a tract of land
along S line of Lot 2, described as beginning at
SE corner of Lot 2, thence W along S line of Lot
2, 297.3' to P.C. of a curve to the right having
a central angle of 88°33' and a radius of 44.10';
thence along the cinrve 68.16' to P.T. of said
curve; thence N along W line of Lot 2, 11' to a
point; thence SE at an interior angle of 44°16' 30"
42.93' to a point; thence E parallel to S line of
Lot 2, 310.91' to a point on E line of Lot 2,
thence S 24' to point of beginning.

Lots 2,3 & 4 Kellogg Mall

O.L. Eck

7310 E. Kellogg 67207

/Robert W. Moore

94 400 N. Walker
i Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73102

·/Rellogg Mall Associates
 1712 North Meridian St,

Indianapolis, Ind. 46200

=Wky· ·· A ?15:

.NE I.

22€kkit«5,

-90:+i,ly,eu" 1

Lot 1, Kellogg Mall Addition, except that part Estate of James Campbell 
wRY***:;, described as commencing at a point 1790. 35' S h Suite 500

1%*F & 60'W of N.E. corner of SE% of Sec. 19, T27S, / 828 Fort Street Mall 1
gia»2 RZE; thence Wly parallel with U. S. HW 54 r-0-w, Honolulu, Hawaii 96813
*01.3.; 1 23.25' to E line of said Lot 1&a place of beg.;
*013<F theme continuing Wly parallel with said HW, 176.75' ;
»fift-r thence Sly parallel with E line of said SEE, 350';$9210.dit,i315*2 Cr:fEZia:21:1 21iy1JEA:i f
18*93 said Lot 1,350.07' to place of beginning.

*E.VE

140:
92*343'
lif22'5

9**$:1-
t.,fhe..?9

€,/8
INg,}(.4
P.€9 1

2 «f

Part of Lot 1, Kellogg Mall Addition described Kellogg Mall Associates

as commencing at a point 1790.35' S & 60' W of 13 1712 North Meridian St.
NE corner of SEi of Section 19, T27S, R2E; thence ·/ Indianapolis, Ind . 46200
W parallel with U. S. HW 54 r-0-w, 23.25' to E
Line of said Lot 1&a place of beginning; thence
continuing W parallel with said HW 176.75'; thence
S parallel with E line of said SE%, 350'; thence
E parallel with said HW 183.10' to the E line
of said Lot 1, thence N along E line of said
Lot 1, 350.07' to place of beginning

se/9

-*,A:ege*.-e,e,m--r=imn,".:'/ee""69-/*pll""4)..'*:#1./i/. .- 0. r 4 f0624,:0'0*1'02
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Lot Addition

1
A tract located in SE% of Section 19, T 27S, R 2E, V 4th

3%. described a) beginning at a point on W line of 4th

Armour Drive as platted in Rockwood South 3rd..«€.1
Add. said point being 80' N of NE corner of Lot 1 in

said Addition; thence W parallel with N line of said J
Lot 1, 429.67' to point of curvature of a curve to 1
the right having a central angle of 90'00' and a radius
of 50'; thence along said curve 78.54' to the point of
tangency of said curve; thence along tangent of said
curve 279.99' to the point of curvature of a curve to
the right having a central angle of 90'00' and a radius
of 50'; thence along said curve 78.54' to the point
of tangency of. Id clrve; thence E along tangent of
said curve and parallel with N line of said Lot 1,
426.59' to W line of said Armour Drive extended N· #-8.",9

i ..04#4 1 S along said Armour Drive extended N, 380' to be gin!196.
4/Kant

=ew- 120

Owner

ional Bank and Trust (41 int)
ancial Center 67202

E.V. Yingling, Jr. (3/8 int)
Martha L. Gartung (% int)
Doreen G. Yingling (1/8 int)
% 24 Via Rcma 67230

toperty

Beginning 8' E & 465' N of SW corner SE% of Sec, Bas Gas and Electric Company
19, T27S, RZE, thence E 50', thence N 100', Then, E. 1st St. 67202

Z· 473 W 50' thence S 100' to beginning.

A tract beginning 465' N of SW corner of SEk Kansas Gas and Electric Company
Sec. 19, T27S, RZE; thence E 8'; thence N 100';  120 E. lit St. 67202
thence E 50'; thence N 65'; thence W 58' to W
line of SEi; thence S along W line 165' to
point of beginning,

Beginning 630' N of SW corner of SEk of Sec, . Kansas Gas & Electric Company
$7.

19, T 27$, R 2E, thence E 581, thence S 35.29'  120 E. lit St. 67202 €. 4...,ml-

more or less, to N line of Lot 2, Rockwood 44=
South 1st Addition, thence E 50'; thence N 120;,
thence W 108' to W line of SEi, thence S along 9%*""Il

W line of SE£ 84.45', more or less to point of
beginning

ty#

A tract in SEk of Sec. 19, T 27S, R 2 E, des/. Estate of James Campbell
as beginning at a point on W line of SE£ & 40' h Suite 500

S of N.W. corner thereof; thence E parallel with  828 Fort Street Mall
N line of SEk, 208.82' to W line of Armour Drive Honolulu, Hawaii 96813
as platted in Kellogg Mall Add. ; thence SEly with
a deflection to right of 81°00'along W line of
Armour Drive, 447' to P.C. of a curve to the left,
having a central angle of 38°50'15" and a radius of
316'; thence along said curve, 214.2 to P.T. of said
curve; thence SEly along tangent of said curve 546.12'
to P.C. of a curve to the right, having a central
angle of 47°36'15" and a radius of 263.89' ; thence
along said curve, 219.25' to P.T. of said curve; thence
Sly along tangent of said curve, 425' to SW corner of
Armour Drive as platted in said Kellogg Mall Add.; thence
W along N end of Armour Drive, 65' to NW corner of Armour
Drive as platted in Rockwood South 3rd Add.; thence Nly
along extended W line of Armour Drive as platted in said
Rockwood South 3rd Add, 345'; thence W parallel with N
line of Lot 1, in said Rockwood South 3rd Add., 426.59'
to P.C. of a curve to the left, having a central angle of
900 & a radius of 50'; thence along said curve, 78.54';
thence S along tangent of said curve, 279.99' to P.C.
of a curve to the left, having a central angle of 90' &
a radius of 50'; thence along said curve, 78.54' to P.T.
of said curve, being 80' N of N line of said Lot 1; thence
E parallel with N line of said Lot 1, 429.67' to W line of
Armour Drive as platted in said Rockwood South 3rd Add.;
thence S 80' to NE corner of said Lot 1; thence W along N
line of said Lot 1, 430.32'; thence continuing W along N
line of said Lot 1&a curve having a radius of 130', 100.02';
thence SWly along NWly line of said lot 1, 115.10'; thence S
along W line of said Lot 1, 258' to a point on N line of Lot 2,

!449**

0, 4/1

(cont)

44%
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Lot Addition Property Owner

Rockwood South let Add, said point being 205' E of
W line of said SEE; thence W along N line of said
Lot 2, 97'; thence N parallel with W line of said
SE£, 120 feet to a point 714.45' N of S line of said
SE%; thence W parallel with S line of said SEk; 108'
to W line of said SE%; thence N along W line of said
SE%, 1903.05' more or less to point of beginning

7482;

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

1000' radius of SEk of Section 19, Township 27
South, Range 2 East of 6th P.M. Sedgwick County,
Kansas, except Rockwood South Second Addition

as shown by the last deeds of record on file in the Office of the Register of Deeds of
Sedgwick County, Kansas, on this 9th day of June, 1978 at 7:00 0'clock A. M.

THE CSECURITY ABSTRACT AND·TITLE COMPANY, INC. r.191 ,

Vice Phesident

Order No. 265223
rmk

t
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Lot
Addition Property Owner

Lot 8, Block 1 Rockwood 3rd Fred E. Fruhauf & Neoma Sue
201 N. Armour 67206

Lot 9 exe. W 20'
11 1, Vlaude E. Stinson & Mary

Block 1
V 155 N. Armour 67206

W 20' Lot 9 &
1, " 1, A Jimmie Lee Kuhlmann & Jane M.

W 20' of N 9.8'
U 38 S. Stratford 67206

Lot 10, Block 1

W 20' of S 80.2'
.1 1, I A Reba L. Angle

Lot 10 & W 20' of N
U 8201 Tamarac Lane 67206

19.8' of Lot 1 4
Block 1

Lot 10 exc. W 20' " " " tfclyde Niernberger & Ruth E.
Block 1

7 145 N. Armour 67206

S 70.2' of W 20'
Lot 11, Block 1

Lot 11 exc. W 20'
Block 1

1, 1, I v';Union National Bank of Wichita
150 N. Main 67202

lilford Jones Jr. & Elizabeth E.
'0 N. Westfield 67212F 12

a

Part of Lot 12, Block 1, Rockwood 3rd Addition 1/Norman K. Pullman & Bette
described as commencing at a point on N line ¢ 501 Longford Lane 67206

of said Lot, 19.6' W of N.E. corner thereof;
thence S parallel with E line of said Lot, 25.8'
for a place of beginning; thence continuing
S parallel with E line of said Lot 73.96'; thence
W at right angles 29.77'; thence S at right angles
2'; thence W at right angles 15.93 feet; thence
N at right angles 75.96'; thence E at right angles
45.7' to beginning together with an undivided 1/12th
interest in connon areas

Part of Lot 12, Block I, Rockwood 3rd described uann H. Weigand
as commencing at a point on N line of said Lot, ¢ 12 Colonial 67207

19.6' W of N.E. corner thereof ; thence S parallel
with the E line of said Lot, 25.8'; thence W at
right angles 45.7' for a place of beginning;
thence S at right angles 73.96'; thence W at
right angles 28.75'; thence S at right angles
2'; thence W at right angles 17'; thence N at
right angles 75.96'; thence E at right angles
45.75' to beginning, together with an undivided
1/12th interest in common areas

«LA.lit:*

eutht¢34?ff

f

Part of Lot 12, Block 1, Rockwood 3rd Addition ,Betty S. Innes
described as commencing at a point on N line 105 N, Armour 67206

of said lot 19.6' W of NE.corner thereof; thence .C{%16,-

S parallel with E line of said Lot 99.76'; thence -
W at right angles 14.32'; thence S at right

M.:**·A>· t angles 67.31' for a place of beginning; theme
continuing S on last described line extended,
29.87'; thence E at right angles 2'; theme S
at right angles 16.25'; thence W at right
angles 82.74'; thence N at right angles 24.5';
thence E at right angles 3.3'; thence N at
right angles 34 thence E at right angles 14.74
thence N at right angles 7'; thence E at right
angles 5.31'; thence N at right angles 11.62';
thence E at right angles 57.43' to beginning

T together with an undivided 1/12th interest in
¢ common areas

:221
9: \ Al/1/

%

r=- tk,#lun
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Lot Addition /#roperty Owner

.'4*091

4
C

er.;

Part of Lot 12, Block 1, Rockwood 3rd addition ibert W. Wallace & Geraldine S.
described as commenc ing at a point on N line of -1 N. Armour St. 67206
said Lot 19.6' W of N.E. corner thereof; thence
S parallel with E line of said Lot 99.76'; thence
W at right angles 63.75' for a place of beginning;
thence continuing W on last described line extended,
10.7'; thence S at right angles 2'; thence W at
right angles 19.13'; thence N at right angles 2.83';
theme W at right angles 16.3'; thence S at right angles
52.3'; thence E at right angles 14.82'; thence S at right
angles 23.67'; thence E at right angles 3.3'; thence
S at right angles 10.8'· thence E at right angles
14.7'; thence Nat righ angles 7'; thence Eat
right angles 5.31'; thence N at right angles 11.62';
thence E at right angles 8'; thence N at right
angles 67.31' to beginning together with an
undivided 1/12th interest in common areas

'325 il Part of Lot 12, Block 1, Rockwood 3rd Addition .slie J. Rudd
described as commencing at a point on N line 125 N. Armour 67206

Sk...;il of said Lot, 19.6' W of N.E. corner thereof;
4 thence S parallel with E line of said Lot, 25.8'
.7 for a place of beginning; thence continuing

S parallel with E line of said Lot 73.96';
thence W at right angles 29.77'; thence S at

2 right angles 2'; thence W at right angles 15.93';
11 thence N at right angles 75.96'; thence E at right

i  angles 45.7'to beginning, together with an undivided
1/12th interest in comon areas

Lot 12, Block 1, Rockwood 3rd Addition, except -A Union National Bank of Wichitaabove last 5 described tracts -- N. Main 672027 15

la10 Part of Lot 13, Block 1, Rockwood 3rd Mdition dys L. Levitt
described as coumencing at a point on W line 7118 E. Douglas 67206..1 : of said Lot, 121.15' N of SW corner thereof·
thence E peallel with S line of said Lot, 100.08';
thence S at right angles 25.2' ; thence E at right
angles 45.4' for a place of beginning; thence

2/ . , continuing east on last described line extended,
r..4 45.7' ; thence S at right angles 75.95'; thence
of·: f Wat right angles 16.27'· thence N at r*ght angles
: 1 2'; thence W at right angles 29.43'; thence N at

€I ·: ' right angles 73.95' to beginning together with an j244' undivided 1/12th interest in conmon 8reas

El„A

toi
741.0
.P#f 1

Part of Lot 13, Block 1, Rockwood 3rd Addition 1 Howard N. Fullington
described as commencing at a point on W line 7108 E. Douglas 67206
of said Lot, 121.15' N of SW corner thereof,
thence E parallel with S line of said Lot, 54.75'
for a place of beginning; theme continuins E
parallel with S line of said Lot, 45.33 feet;
thence S at right angles 74.65'; thence W at right
angles 29.58'; thence S at right angles 2'; thence
W at right angles 15.75'; thence N at right angles
76.65' to beginning, together with an undivided
1/12th interest in contain 'reas
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Lot Addition Property Owner

Lot 7, Block Z Eastborough 3rd jdbert M. Lee & Katherine E.
F 62 Mission Rd. 67207

Lot 8, Block Z ),Persian N. Nacheff
7 7 Drury Lane 67207

Lot 9, Block Z V' Merle Knett & Eleanor V
A_- address unknown -,t„

Lot 10, Block Z ,#01 E. Ler'er & Barbara E.
i. W9 Drury 67207
jpl

Lot 1, Bloct T , ,Alfred G. Pitzner & Violet G.
111 E. Lynwood Blvd 67207

Lot 2, Block T v#adyme M. Hershberger
V 13 E . Lynwood Blvd. 67207

Lot 3, Block T I I \¢ay K. Wisdom & Isabel F.
15 E. Lynwood Blvd. 67207

Lot 4, Block T
1212 boan I. Peterson -ay. „/ 36 U·Kcu.-,0.-.64-

- address unknown
47 1/4

Lot 5, Block T , Amos C. Small
19 E. Lynwood Blvd. 67207

Lot 6, Block T \14aul W. Fleeger & Nedra Evans Fleeger,\ Trustees
21 E. Lynwood 67207

lnion National Bank, Successor Trustee
150 N. Main 67202

Lot 7, Block T \I Bobert R. Arnold & Lila M.
'1'23 E. Lynwood 67207

2241· «o.
Lot 8, Block T Herman A. Asment & Louise L.' address unknown »a--ur-
Lots 9 & 10,.*:Ntt Ueff H. King & Mildred C.
Block T 49 Willowbrook 67207

<*Ripv
Lots 11 & 12, Ibwane L. Wallace & Velma L.
Block T * 5 Willowbrook 67207

Lot 13, Block T /Warner Moore & Maxine
1 Willowbrook 67207

Lot 14, Block S d,Zenton Silloway Jr. & Leslie P.
N 67 Mission 67207

Lot 1, Block 0 Alfred James III & Elizabeth F.
50 Mission Rd. 67207

Lot 2, Block 0 1,15ames L. Deckinger & Marilyn H.
9' 3 English 67207

Lot 3, Block 0 9£·H. Steve Jordan & Evelyn E.
5 English 67207

Lot 4, Block 0 ary A. Nagel & Judith A.
V 7English 67207

Lot 5, Block 0 victor N. Harris & Lola B.
9 English 67207

*it ·04

.



Addition Property Owner

4 #r' Lot 6, Block 0 Eastborough 3rd ,Morris D. McCready
IM'11 English Ave. 67207

Lot 7, Block 0 r Xilbur H. Weedin & Marjorie H.
English Ave. 67207

Lot 8, Block 0 .»enes Charles Manion & Janice Kay
0415 Country Club Pl. 67208

11224

Lot 9, Block 0 l>ight J. Wilson & Lola Ann

2 52 Mission 67207

Lot 10, Block 0 /barrell H. Leason

0

L0t

t

718 E, Lynwood Blvd. 67207

Lot 11, Block 0 alph S. Lightner
V 20 E. Lynwood 67207

Lot 12, Block 0 t./John H, Songer & Roslyn A.
¥22 E. Lynwood 67207

Lot 13, Block 0 dBonald J. Robinson & Agnes M.
24 E. Lynwood 67207

Lot 14, Block 0
, /bawrence W. Shannon & M. Grace

Lynwood 67207

1.../. Lot 15, Block 0 v#.G. Ripstra
461 S. Stratford 67207

Lot 1, Block W.M.G. . 4live Ann Beech
7· - ae; 48 Mission 67207

W 155' of Lot 2, 4Jame s R, Boyd & Mmy
Block W.M.G. 4 13 E. Douglas 67207

E 81.74' Lot 2 & , Morra Armstrong
W 78.74' Lot 3, N'15 E. Douglas 67207
Block W.M.G.

E 158' Lot 3, , Arank R. Solomon & Lorraine F.
Block W.M.G. 9 17 E. Douglas 67207

Lot 4, Block W.M.G.  William H, Avery & Hazel B.

;A address unknown
Lot 5, Block W.M.G. Olive Ann Beech

9 48 Mission 67207

W 115' Lot 6, 9/'Glenn D. Byer & Dee Anne
Block W.M. G. 4 English 67207

Lot 6 exc. W 115', obert L. Burns & Frances E.
Block W.M.G. 9-2116 Fairview 67203

E 78.74' Lot 7 & trheodore A. Hiebert, Trustee of
W 79.26' Lot 8,
Block W.M.G. fathryn S. Hiebert, Trust & Theodore A.

Hiebert Trustee of Theodore A. Hiebert,
Trust C. *r

12 English 67207
W 158' Lot 7,
Block W.M. G. lilicregr- 67218

E 157.48' Lot 8,
f Luis A. Casado & Vera J.Block W.M.G.

\ 14 English 67207

till.Tf.4-5



Lot Addition Property Owner

Lot 3, Block A, Clayton Addition and Commencing Windsor at Eastborough
at intersection of Nly line of Kellogg Drive · /%/6onald Whidden
with the Wly line of Clayton Addition, thence \¥4030 E. Kellogg St. 67207
E along the N line of Kellogg Drive a distance

*443 of 60'; thence N along a line parallel with Wly
line of Lot 1, Block A in said Clayton Addition
to N line of said Lot 1; thence Wly along Nly
line of said Lot 1 & Nly line of said Lot as
extended to the intersection of Nly line of
said Lot 1; as extended with Wly line of Clayton
Addition; thence S along Wly line of Clayton

Addition to point of beginning.

-*49%91.t
All of Lots 1 & 2, Block A, Clayton Addition 4 W.R. Azim & Ada J. Azim
except W 130'6" of Lot 1 & exc N 120' of 0\ Address unknown
Lot 2&N 120' of E 19.6' of Lot 1 together

with easement for comon driveway purposes &
public ingress & egress as follows: 1) over

a strip of land 12'6" wide & abutting upon
above-described land immediately to W thereof
& 2) over a strip of land 30' wide, consisting
of N 30' of S 155' of E 100'6" of W 130'6" of

Lot 1, Block A in said Clayton Addition

18'*94 Lot l exc. E 19.6' & except above described I hilip F. Farha & Gloria E.
tract owned by W.R. Azim in Block A, Clayton Add. V 557 N. Armour 67206

--„94€-ALr Lot 1 Aboud Flayd 3. Ellis & Jeanne G.

W,0020 University 67209

Lot 1, Block U Eastborough 3rd i FRichard H. Barton & Eunice H.
7 72 S. Strat ford 67207

Lot 2, Block U Philip W. Russell & Suzanne G.
74 S. Stratford 67207

Lot 1, Block P LAGatin B. Craig & Mildred E.
V 56 S. Stratford 67207

Lot 2, Block P dyilli= A. Hensley III & Carla A.
¥'5*/Stratford 67207

g Lot 3, Block P Nona Clemons
9 60 S. Stratfard 67207

Lot 4, Block P Fahnestock & Opal M.

»?14  S. Stratford 67207
Lot 5, Block P ¥George R. Temple & Elizabeth

64 S. Stratford 67207

Lot 6, Block P y/ane B. Manka
V 6 S. Stratford 67207

¥ 68 S. Stratfard 67207

Lot 8, Block P Lorge A. Angle

V>o s. Stratford 67207

Lot 2, Block K Eastborough 2nd \/'James E. Winter & Sarah E
' f 127 Bonnie Brae 67a27 059$98

90"
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Lot Addition Property Owner

Lot 3, Block K Eastborough 2nd 1/Orville Glick & Opal 1

4 15 Huntington 67206 i
q

Lot 4, Block K 1, erry A. Thayer & Ruth Anne
¥17 Huntington 67206

Lot 5, Block K 0811 S. Bowen & Lynda S.
¥19 Huntington 67206

Lot 6, Block K !,Beorge C. Croston Jr & Dorothy B.
'421 Huntington 67206

Lot 7&W 10' Lot

8, Block K. 1/Robert A. Finney & Gertrude L.
b 23 Huntington 67206

Lot 8 exc. W 10'
Howard C. Menne & Mary Louise

& W 15' Lot 9, 25 Huntington 67206
Block K

Lot 9 exc. W 15' enri L. VanDam & Karen L.
Block K 1113 Governeour Ct. 67207

Lot 11, Block K \X Richard V. Sardou & Ruth
9 14 E. Douglas 67206

Lots 12 & 13,  G.M. Dunn Sr. U U

Block K
address unknown ·- -'"»-c-mr

P

Lot 14, Block K Hugh S. Edgerton
20 Douglas 67206

Lot 15, Block K „/Argil L. Moody & NolaV
22 Dcuglas 67206

23247,7.
Lot 16, Block K #Gra M. Mergen

4;f'Ruth M. Cox
% 24 Douglas 67206

Lot 17, Block K ard V. Lawrence & Jane H.
26 Douglas 67206

Lot 18, Block K Maryrose N. Bauslaugh V /

Lot 1, Block J 1/James E. Colburn & Mary S.
4 6 Park Ave. 67206

Lot 2, Block J 1/Wallace M. Stromberg & Judith K.
V 4 park Ave. 67206

Lot 3, Block J

That part Lot 5, beg. at NE cor of Lot 5, theme b/A. M. VanAuken & Norma A.4* SWly 172.6' along lot line to SE cor of Lot 5, 9 High Dr, 67206
thence NWly 45' to a point being common to corner
of lots 2,3,5 & 10 thence NEly to point on front
lot line of lot 5 which point is 50' NWly of the
point of beginning thence SEly along front lot
line of Lot 5, 50' to point of beginning, being
in Eastborough 2nd, Block J

¥

address unknown ,·010- .,,6,·•-·-·-6

.yrls Harvey Jones & Betty Sager Jones
ark 67206

4 »i

/:r
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Lot Addition Property Owner

W li of Lot 5 except a triangular tract of landv e¥ Mildred M. Powers
lying within this described as beginning at y * address unknown
SE corner of Lot 3, Block J, thence Nly along 24
rear line of Lot 3, 80', thence SEly 50',
thence SWly 60' to point of beginning being1

in Block J, Eastborough 2nd

A triangular tract of land lying within PRoy Thomas Orr & Mary Elizabeth
following deecribed as Beginning at ¢ 550 W. Central Apt 1403 67203
SE corner Lot 3, Block J, thence Nly along
rear line Lot 3, 80', thence SEly 50', thence
SWly 60' to beginning, being part of Wli of Lot
5, Block J, Eastborough 2nd

Lot 7, Block J Eastborough 2nd p'race A. Helfrich & Stella C.
V p High Dr. 67206

Lot 8, Block J 1 Arthur H. Bacon & Lorraine E.
i 20 Huntington 67206

Lot 9, Block J Rml E. Brito
/ 18 Huntington 67206

Lot 10, Block J ,erbert A. Jones & Virginia Maxine
916 Huntington 67206 A

Lot 4, Block H alon S. Hocutt & Marcelle R.
33 S. Stratford 67207

Lot 5, Block H Charles B. Jenney & Lucia Jean
12 Brookfield Rd. 67206 1 :%

0,2,*90
Lot 6 & SE 35' ,eorge H. Vandenberg & Maxine A.
Lot 7, Block H V 10 Brookfield 67206

NWly 65' Lot 7, .W. Hellar
Block H ' 6 Brookfield 67206

Lot 5, Block I Karin McDonald Maloney
0 34 Stratford 67206

att Lot 4, Block I ,/1 Duane C. Randall Jr. & Nancy A.
¢ 36 Stratford 67206

Lot 3, Block I JJi=tie Lee Kuhlmann & Jane M,
438 S. Stratford 67206

Lot 2, Block I 4 +Reba L. Angle

8201 Tamarac Lane 67206
Lot 1, Block I 4 Richard A. Lynn & Kathleen S.

4 245 S. Glendale 67218

Lot 7 exc. S 20' <Peggy Steele Meyer
*33Rier Block I  Chloe Cory Steele

0 44 S. Stratford 67206

Block L  Dennis A. Wallace & Suzanne S.
46 S. Stratford 67206

ffi?; Lot 7, Block 1 Rockwood 3rd 372\ Mary Ann Skolant
21 2-A address unknown

€02. L
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SEARS ROEBUCK & COMPANY

TOWNE EAST SQUARE

VVICHITA, KANSAS

LAW · KINGDON, P. A.
ARCHITECTS · ENGINEERS

WICHITA, KANSAS
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