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: LANT LIST - TOWN SQUARE EAST -~ AUGUST B, 1973
Botanical Name Size Cond. Remarks

Quantity ,Common Name

TREES.

18
129
22

London Plane

. .Sycamore

Green Ash (Marshall's)
Honeylocust (Moraine)
Sunburst Locust
Skyline Locust
Cottonwood (cottonless)
Pin Oak

* Red Oak

Bur Oak
Linden

Silver Maple
River Birch
‘Austrian Pine
Scotch Pine

FLOWERING TREES AND ORNAMENTALS

LRI e —

Redbud
Bradford Pear

Pistacia
Purpleleaf Plum

Japanese Pagoda
Smoke tree

Mimosa
Goldenrain
Hawthorne
Flowering Crab

Manhattan Euonymus

Winged Euonymnus
Dwarf Winged Euonymus
Mahonia

Japanese Yew

Smooth Sumac
Fragrant Sumac

Black Jetbead
Pyracantha

Weigela

Pfitzer Juniper

ORNAVENTAL GRASSES

112

Pampas Grass

GROUNDCOVER
17,200 -~ Halls Purpleleaf

3,700
2,14
300

FLOWERS

420
108

Honeysuckle
Coloratus Euonymus

Vinca Minor

Virginia Creeper

"Comanche" Petunias
White Petunias

CP DP-12)

Platanus acerfolia 24" cal.
Platanus occlidentalis 23" cal.
Frax. penn. lanceolata 11" cal.
G.t.1. "™Moraine" 2" cal.
G.t.1. "Sunburst" 3" cal.
G.t.1. "Skyline" 3" cal.
Populus deltoidos 2" cal.
Quercus palustris 3" cal.
Quercus borealis rubra 2" cal.
Quercus macrocarpa 2" cal.
Tillia americana

"Redmond" 2" cal.
Acer saccharinum 14" cal.
Betula nigra 6'-8'
Pinus nigra 101-12"
Pinus sylvestris 10'-127

Cercis canadensis 6'-8' Ht.
Pyrus calleryana

"Bradford" 2" cal.
Pistacia chinensis 14" cal.
Prunus carasi fera

pissardi "Thunder-

cloud" 12" cal.
Sophora - japonica 6'-8' Ht.
Cotinus coggygria

"Welvet Cloak" 6'-6' Ht.
Albizzia julibrissin 6'-8" Ht.
Koelreuteria paniculata 2i" cal.
Crataegus crusgalli 6'-8' Ht.
Malus "Hopa" 14" cal.

Euon. patens

"Manhattan" 24" spread BB
Euon, alaius 3 gal. Cont.
Euon alatus compacta 2 gal. Cont.
Mahonia aquifolium 18" spread Cont.
Taxus cuspidata 24" spread Cont.
Rhus glabra ; 2 gal. Cont.
Rhus aromatica 2 gal. Cont.
Rhodotypos scandens 18" Ht. Cont.
Pyracantha lalandi 3 gal. Cont.
Weigela florida

"gristol Ruby" 18" Ht., Cont.
Juniperus C.

"Pfitzer" 24" spread BB

Erianthus ravennae 3 gal. Cont.

Lonicera japonica 2 yr, old

halliana purpurea  #1 plants 24" pot. 18" 0.C.
Euon. fortunei 2 yr. old

coloratus #1 plants 24" pot. 18".0.C.
Vinca minor 2 yr. old .
#1 plants 24" pot. 12" 0.C.
Parthenocissus 2
quinquefolia 1 gal. Cont.

24" pot
24" pot

K-31 Fescue seeding - 19.52 Ac. A—PPE OVE P i SPE(/F]GA}—

: Bluegrass Sod - 2,390 Sq. Yd.

TION Lis7= . &
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i PLANT LIST - TOWN SQUARE EAST 3 - AUGUST B, 1973
.~ | Quantity . Common Name Botanical Name Size Cond. Remarks

London Plane Platanus acerfolla 2i" cal. BB
.. ~Sycamore . ' Platanus occidentalls 24" cal. B&B
Green Ash (Marshall's) Frax. penn. lanceolata 1i" cal. BB
Honeylocust (Moraine) G.t.i. "Moraine" 2" cal. B&B
Sunburst Locust G.t.1. "Sunburst" 3" cal. B2B
Skyline Locust G.t.1. "Skyline" 3" cal. B&B-
Cottonwood (cottonless) Populus deltoidos cal. BB
Pin Oak Quercus palustris cal. B&B
°* ' Red Oak Quercus borealis rubra cal. Bé&B
Bur Oak - Quercus macrocarpa cal. B&B
Linden Tillia americana
"Redmond" cal. B&B
Silver Maple -Acer saccharinum B&B
River Birch Betula nigra B&B Clump Planting
‘Austrian Pine Pinus nigra B&B
Scotch Pine " “Pinus sylvestris 10'-12' BB

FLOWERING TREES AND ORNAMENTALS

Redbud Cercis canadensis 6'-8' Hf. B&B
Bradford Pear Pyrus calleryana

"Bradford" 2" cal. B&B
Pistacia Pistacia chinensis 14" cal. B&B
Purpleleaf Plum Prunus carasifera

pissardi "Thunder-

cloud" 12" cal. B2&B
Japanese Pagoda Sophora- japonica 6'-8' Ht. B&B
Smoke tree Cotinus coggygria

"Velvet Cloak" 6'-6"' Ht. B&B
Mimosa ‘Albizzia julibrissin 6'-8' Ht. B&B
Goldenrain Koelreuteria paniculata 23" cal. B&B
Hawthorne Crataegus crusgalli 6'-8' Ht. B&B
Flowering Crab Malus "Hopa" 14" cal., B&B

Manhattan Euonymus Euon. patens : ;
: “"Manhattan" 24" spread BéEB

Winged Euonymus Euon. alatus 3 gal. Cont.
Dwarf Winged Euonymus Euon alatus compacta 2 gal. Cont.
Mahonia - Mahonia aquifolium 18" spread Cont.
Japanese Yew Taxus cuspidata . 24" spread Cont.
Smooth Sumac Rhus glabra ; 2 gal. Cont.
Fragrant Sumac Rhus aromatica 2 gal. Cont.
Black Jetbead Rhodotypos scandens 18" Ht. Cont.
Pyracantha Pyracantha lalandi 3 gal. Cont.
Weigela ‘Weigela florida

"Bristol Ruby" 18" Ht. Cont.
Pfitzer Juniper Juniperus C.

"Pfitzer" 24" spread B&B

ORNAMENTAL GRASSES i
112 Pampas Grass " Erianthus ravennae 3 gal. Cont.
GROUNDCOVER :

17,200 Halls Purpleleaf Lonicera japonica 2 yr. old
; Honeysuckle halliana purpurea  #1 plants 24" pot. 18" 0.C.
3,700 Coloratus Euonymus Euon. forfunei ‘2 yr. old
coloratus #1 plants 24" pot. 18" 0.C.
2,714 Vinca Minor Vinca minor 2 yr. old 2
#1 plants 24" pot. 12" 0.C.
300 Virginia Creeper Parthenocissus :
A2 quinquefolia 1 gal. Cont.

FLOWERS

420 "Comanche" Petunias 24" pot
108 White Petunias 24" pot

K-31 Fescue seeding - 19.52 Ac.
‘Bluegrass Sod - 2,390 Sq. Yd.




Quantity . Common Namo

TREES

18
129

22

66

13

17
12
74
B

. ~Sycamore

London Plane

Green Ash (Marshall's)
Honeylocust (Moraine)
Sunburst Locust

Skyline Locust
Cottonwood (cottonless)
Pin Oak

" Red Oak

Bur Oak
Linden

Silver Maple
River Birch
‘Austrian Pine
Scotch Pine

FLOWERING TREES AND ORNAMENTALS

Redbud
Bradford Pear

Pistacia
Purpleleaf Plum

Japanese Pagoda
Smoke tree

Mimosa
Goldenrain
Hawthorne
Flowering Crab

Manhattan Euonymus

Winged Euonymus

Dwarf Winged Euonymus
Mahenia

Japanese Yew

Smooth Sumac

Fragrant Sumac

Black Jetbead
Pyracantha

Weigela

Pfitzer Juniper

ORNAMENTAL GRASSES

112

Pampas Grass

GROUNDCOVER

17,200
3,700

2,714

300

FLOWERS

420
108

Halls Purpleleaf
Honeysuckle
Coloratus Euonymus
Vinca Minor

Virginia Creeper

"Comanche" Petunias
White Petunias

Botanical Name

Platanus acerfolia
Platanus occidentalis
Frax. penn. lanceolata
G.t.i. "Moraine"
G.t.1. "Sunburst"
G.t.i. "Skyline"
Populus deltoidos
Quercus palustris
Quercus borealis rubra
Quercus macrocarpa
Tillia americana
"Redmond"

Acer saccharinum
Betula nigra

Pinus nigra

Pinus sylvestris

Cercis canadensis
Pyrus calleryana
"Bradford"
Pistacia chinensis
Prunus carasifera
pissardi "Thunder=
cloud" 3
Sophora - japenica
Cotinus coggygria
"Velvet Cloak"
Albizzia julibrissin

PLANT LIST - TOWN SQUARE EAST

Size

23" cal.
23" cal.
14" cal.
2" cal.
3" cal.
3" cal.
2" cal.
3" cal.
2" cal.
2" cal.

2" cal.
14" cal
6'_8?

10'-12"
10'-12"

6'-8' Ht.
2" cal.

13" cal.
12" cal.
6'-8' Ht.

6'-6' Ht.
6'-8"' Ht.

Koelreuteria paniculata 24" cal.

Crataegus crusgalli
Malus "Hopa"

Euon. patens
"Manhattan"

Euon. alatus

Euon alatus compacta
Mahonia aquifolium
Taxus cuspidata
Rhus glabra

Rhus aromatica
Rhodotypos scandens
Pyracantha lalandi

‘Meigela florida
"Bristol Ruby"
Juniperus C.
"Pfitzer"

Erianthus ravennae

Lonicera japonica
halliana purpurea’
Euon. forfunei

" coloratus

Vinca minor

Parthenocissus
quinquefolia

K-31 Fescue seeding - 19.52 Ac.
‘Bluegrass Sod - 2,390 Sq. Yd.

24"

‘ Bll
24"

6'-8" Ht.
14" cal.

spread
3 gal.
2 gal.
spread
spread
2 gal.
2 gal.
18" Ht.
3 gal.

18" Ht.

3 gal.

2 yr. old
#1 plants

"2 yr. old

#1 plants
2 yr. old
#1 plants

23" pot
24" pot

AUGUST B, 1973
Cond. Remarks

B3B8
B28
848
BB
8a

Clump Planting
B3B

B&B

BB
BB

B&B
B&B

B&B
B&B
B&B
B&B
B&B

B&B

Cont.
Cont.
Cent.
Cont.
Cont.
Cont.
Cont.
Cont.

Cont.

24" spread BEB

Cont.

24" pot. 18" 0.C.
24" pot. 18" 0.C.
24" pot. 12" 0.C.

Cont.




PLANT LIST = TOWN SQUARE EAST

Quanﬂ‘r'g Common_Name

TREES

18
129
22
66
T2
37
33
63
9 -
25
13

London Plane

_Sycamore

Green Ash (Marshall's)
Honeylocust (Moraine)
Sunburst Locust
Skyline Locust
Cottonwood (cottonless)
Pin Oak

 Red Oak

Bur Oak
Linden

Silver Maple
River Birch
Austrian Pine
Scotch Pine

TREES AND_ORNAMENTALS

Redbud
Bradford Pear

Pistacia
Purpleleaf Plum

Japanese Pagoda
Smoke tree

Mimosa
Goldenrain
Hawthorne
Flowering Crab

Manhattan Euonymus

Winged Euonymus
Dwarf Winged Euonymus
Mahonia

Japanese Yew

Smooth Sumac
Fragrant Sumac

Black Jetbead
Pyracantha

Weigela

Pfitzer Juniper

ORNAMENTAL GRASSES

12

Pampas Grass

GROUNDCOVER

17,200
3,700
2,714

300

FLOWERS

420
108

Halls Purpleleaf
Honeysuckle
Coloratus Euonymus
Vinca Minor

Virginia Creeper

"Comanche" Petunias
White Petunias

Botanical Name

Platanus acerfolia
Platanus occidentalis
Frax. penn. lanceolata
G.t.i. "Moraine"
G.t.i. "Sunburst"
G.t.i. “"Skyline"
Populus deltoidos
Quercus palustris
Quercus borealis rubra
Quercus macrocarpa
Tillia americana
"Redmond"

Acer saccharinum
Betula nigra

Pinus nigra

Pinus sylvestris

Cercis canadensis
Pyrus cal leryana
"Bradford"
Pistacia chinensis
Prunus carasifera
pissardi "Thunder-
cloud”
Sophora - japonica
Cotinus coggygria
"Velvet Cloak"
Albizzia julibrissin
Koelreuteria paniculata
Crataegus crusgal li
Malus "Hopa"

Euon. patens
"Manhattan"

Euon. alatus

Euon alatus compacta
Mahonia aquifolium
Taxus cuspidata
Rhus glabra

Rhus aromatica
Rhodotypos scandens
Pyracantha lalandi
Weigela florida
"Bristol Ruby"
Juniperus C.
"Pfitzer"

Erianthus ravennae

Lonicera japonica
halliana purpurea
Euon. fortunei
coloratus

Vinca minor

Parthenocissus
quinquefolia

K-31 Fescue seeding - 19.52 Ac.

; Bluegrass Sod - 2,390 Sq. Yd.

Size

24" cal.
21" cal.
14" cal,
2“
3“
3“
2“
3"

10'-12!

6'-8' Ht.

2" cal.
13" cal.

12" cal.
6'-8' Ht.

6'-§' Ht.
6'-8' Ht.
23" cal.
6'-8' Htf.
13" cal.

24" spread

3 gal.
2 gal.

18" ‘spread
24" spread

2 gal.
2 gal.
18" Ht.
3 gal.

18" Ht.

24" spread

3 gal.

2 yr. old
#1 plants
2 yr. old
#1 plants
2 yr. old
#1 plants

1 gal.

24" pot
24" pot

AUGUST 8, 1973
Cond. Remarks

B&B
B&B
B&B
B&B
B&B
B&B
B&B
B&B
B&B
B&B

B8
B&B
B&B
B&B

Clump Planting

24" pot. 18" 0.C.
24" pot. 18" 0.C.
24" pot. 12" 0.C.

Cont.




P.0. Box 206
Wichita, Kansas 67201
May 18, 1979

Mike Weigand
151 N. Market
Wichita, Kansas 67202

KELLOGG MALL (TOWNE EAST SQUARE)
COMMUNITY T PLAN - PARCEL 6

Dear Mike:

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

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

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

1. Eliminate traffic problems by turning into facility.
A stop to turn will cause confusion since it permits
two turns within 75' (Armour and proposed ingress only).
Stacking lane for those going east does not help
traffic going west.

2. Closing for egress after business hours will be a
problem because of younger generation use of this
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,

é{uhxz-%d’

Howard N. Fullington, President
Patio Homes Homeowners Assoc.

HNE/Tp
7 cc: Jack H. Galbraith
Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
455 i1, Main
Wichita, Kansas 67202
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THE ESTATE OF JAMES CAMPBELL

January 16, 1979

Mr. Robert A. Lakin

Director of Plannini
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 b
your office in order to meet the requirements set fort
under the C.U.P. We will monitor the implementacion 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
moving rather well.

We certainly apgreciate your excellent cooperation in this

project. With
New Year.

est wishes to you and your staff for the

OKS:tc
cc: Mike Weigand

dames Campbell Huilding Suite 500 828 Fort Street Mall Honolulu, Hawnli 96813 Telebhune 536-1961




December 13, 1978

Mr. Gary L. Sherrer

First Vice President

Capitol Federal Savings & Loan
700 Kansas Avenue

Topeka, Kansas 66603

Dear Mr. Sherrer:

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

By copy of this letter, your comments are being forwarded to
Mr. Lakin., Thank you very much for taking the time to advise me
of your satisfaction with Mr. Lakin's services.

Sincerely,

E. H. Denton
City Manager

EHD, ',‘%
cc; HMobert A. Lakin, Director of Planning (w/a)
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GARY L. SHERRER December 7, 1978
Libe i Pl ity Capitol Federal's B6th Year

Mr. Eugene Denton
City HManager

City Hall

455 North lMain Street
Wichita, Kansas 67202

Dear Mr. Denton:

Recently I visited with Mr. Robert Lakin, Dixector of Plan-
ning regarding a C.U.P. provision on a proposed building
site. I just wanted you to know that the personal courtesy
extended to me by Mr. Lakin was only exceeded by the profes-
sional manner in which he assisted me. The public is often
quick to criticize professional public employees. I think
it is only fair to give recognition where it is due.

This experience with the City of Wichita increases the eagei-
ness of Capitol Federal to become part of your commuunity.

Sinperel Wy

A sin.
Sherrex
ident

e s

‘,‘F__A‘
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December 7, 1978

Mr. Robert Lakin, Director
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,

g /Jerry ;d_ Mallot, Manager
Business and Industrial Development Department

JMM: rs

EQUAL OFPORTUNITY EMPLOYER




Capitol Federal Savings |
AND LOAN ASSOCIATION

JE o v
66603 VI NRY A BUBE CHamman
i - SOMN € DIEUS PRESIDENT

GARY L. SHERRER December 7, 1978
FiRst Vice PResioEnT Capitol Federal's 86th Year

Mr. Robert A. Lakin

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 cutlines the pro-
cedures involved in the event of problems created by egress
onto Douglas.

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.

e dv-‘-\u-ia‘—m-'ﬁ‘_ﬂu-; e

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

First Vice President
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METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING
DEPARTMENT

CITY HALL — TENTH FLOOR

435 NORTH MAIN STREET

WICHITA, KANSAS 67202
1316) 268-4581 >

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
rovision is somewhat specialized and no specific procedure
ad 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.

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
Pplace of the Traffic Commission meeting. The action of the
Traffic Commission would then be forwarded to the City
Commission for final decision and action, :

e i O g




" VICHITA — SEDGWICK CEMTY

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,

T

Robert A. Lakin
+ Director of Planning

Eugene H. Denton
City Manager

‘0z 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 e
Jerry Mallott, Chamber of Commerce, 350 W. Douglas, 67202




December 5, 1978

Mr. Gary L, Sherrer

First Vice President

clgi.tal 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-
prcl:!.uf and administering the C.U.P, provision cmam!ﬁ the
possible closing of access from Douglas to your site. is
E:Maim is somewhat specialized and no specific procedure

d been established. It is not possible to determine to what

d:g:u 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.

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 gar:l.od of time would be set to correct
the problem. If the gro lem 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 temant 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.







Capitol Federal Savings
AND LOAN ASSOCIATION

TFOO KANS

TOPERA, HENRY A BUBB Cuaimmaan

JOMN € DICUS PRESIDENT

GARY L. SHERRER November 30, 1978
A ISR TRESRRNS 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's desire
to work with you, your staff and any City Department to 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.
S, Tcere .
‘ |

G4ry /L. Sherrer
Firsg Vice President

-

I
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November 30, 1978

Mr. Robert A. Lakin, Director
Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
City Hall - Tenth Floor

455 North Main Street

Wichita, Kansas 67202

Dear Mr. Lakin:

Gary Sherrer has visited with me regarding his
recent meeting with you. ILet 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,
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October 25, 1978

Donald L. Dillon

Capitol Federal Savings and Loan
700 Kansas Avenue

Topeka, Kansas 66603

Re: Photographs and slides
assoclated with DP-12,
Kellogg Mall Commumnity
Unit Plan Amendment

Dear Mr. Dillom:

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

Sincerely,

Mike Meek
Senior Planner

MM:el
Enclosure
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October 5, 1978

Mr. Phillip S. Frick
700 Fourth Financial Center
Wichita, Kansas 67202

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

Dear Mr. Frick:

At their regular meet 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 conditions included the City Commission
motion. The conditions of approval are as follows:

a. Platting of the unplatted portions of the C.U.P. site
in two (2) years of the date of approval by the
Board of City Commissioners, or the amendments be
considered 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
g: submitted to provide replanting by a specific
te.

Should access be granted to Parcel 6, the site
circulation plan to Parcel & 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




Page Two
Mr. Phillip S, Frick
October 5, 1978

materials proposed to be retained, as well as addi-
tional trees and plant materials to fill in existing
aps along the west property line of Parcels 6, 7 and
%2. 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.

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,

The transfer of title of all or any portion of the
land included within the Community Unit Plan does mnot
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.

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 Plamnning, shall
constitute a violation of the building permit authori-
zing construction of the proposed development.

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

All lights on Parcels 6, 7, 8, and 12 shall be shielded
to reflect or direct light awag 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,
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Mr. Phillip S. Frick
October 5, 1978

Please note that items i, j, and k will require revision of th
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 conditions
of approval.

Should you have questions regarding this matter, please call.

Sincerely,

Robert A. Lakin
RAL:M{:el Director of Planning
Enclosure
cc: B.J.Kingdon, Law Kingdon Co,
313 S. Market, 67202 (enclosure)

Michael Weigand, 150 N. Market, 67202

0z Stender, Estate of James Campbell,
828 Fort Street Mall, Honolulu, Hawaii

Melvin Simon and Associates, 1712 N. Mer
Indianapolis Ind. 46202
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Ma, Mike Weigand
151 Nonth Market
Wichita, Kansas 67202

Wichita, Kansas
September 27, 1978

Amendments Lo the Kellogg Mall
(Towne East Squaxre) Community Unit Plan

We are concerned with the night traffle of the
generation who seem o use Toume Easi

4 from Douglas £s ingress only ¢
entrance loug. 4 >
Capltol § Loan should be aware tiat
Zake even a barrleade after business
prevent traffle egressdng on to Douglas.

The thees on D m Easitborough to e ditch
dcheen this 5@1%“ 3‘:3- our homes m&fng:‘em.
It & our understanding a plam will be submitted jor

. We want to maintain

on Douglas, -we are cunlous
Savings 8 Loan will Identify the

Since there willl be a acllity
off of Amour, mmm - 4 b!.‘ua:l
an entrance fox west on Douglas a0
2 Lup:u oﬂ Douglas into the faeility

by the proposed Ingress.

We of th L 4L
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which would
be . problem fox those of us Living on the month side
of Douglas Avenue.

e acaess to this
this
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455 Nonth Main Street
Wichita, Kansas 67202




September 25, 1978
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John Dekker, Director of Law
Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

TS
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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 Hccrogolitan 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
Hawaili, 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-
Jjunction 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-
sible 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 th other sites on the plan are
currently in violation, has become quite common.

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

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.
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Jogn Dekker, Director of Law
September 25, 1978

The devel nt of this property proceed
in accordance geh the development plan as apfng
proved by the Plamning Commission, and any sub-
stantial deviation of the plan, as determined

by the Superintendent of Central Inspection and
the Director of Planning, shall conatitute a
violation of the building permit authorizing con-
struction of the proposed development,

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

It has been our feeling that these provisions bind all owners
of a C.U.P. to the requirements of that plan and that when
violations occur on one site no permits should be issued on
any parcel unless so directed by formal action of the Board
of City Commissioners. If after reviewing the attached
letter, you do not feel that we are making the proper in-
terpretation, gleasa advise. In any event, I would request
a written opinion on whether violations on one portion of a
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.

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
gueatiuns. 1) whether requests for expansions of existing
evelopments 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 owmership which may not be related to the rezoning
question at hand.

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 rezoring request?
Of course, 1f 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
by both Central Inspection and the City Grievance Officer to
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?
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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
solid basis for enforcement activities.

Inasmuch as amendments to the Towne East C.U.P. are on
tomorrow's City Commission meeting, wanted you to have

“Frick's letter as he will raise this guestion. If you have
any questions, please call.

Robert A. Lakin
Director of Planning

RAL:MM:el
Enclosure
cc: E. H. Denton, City Manager

Ray Bruggeman, Director of Public Works
H. R. Kuhn, Assistant City Attorney, R.H.Garvey Bldg.67202
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WICHITA-
ROPOLITAN AREA PLAN

City Building Anrex
104 south Main
Wichita, Kansas

POLICY STATEMENT NO, 1
SUBJECT: Zoning Applications
APPROVE July 1, 1965
EFFECTIVE: August 1, 1965

Roquests for a change in zoning district classification
(except conditional use and community unit vlans) shall not
include refercnce to proposed uses. Similarly, prcesentations
before the Zoning Committee and Planniny Commission should not
be predicated upon any spacific use, but on the zoning dis-
trict requasted. Architectural renderings, site plans and
other similar drawings and documnants which show proposesd uses,
will not be considered by tha2 Planning Coisnission in making
their determination; provided, howaver, that nothing shall
prohibit submission of information relating to ths appropriate-
ness for the particular changs in zoning district classifica- |
tion. Any material, such as pictures of ‘Lhe existing area
submittad ¥n hearing, shall becomz the proparty of the Commis-
sion and a part of the case file.

The Planning Commission and its Committees shall evalu-
ate all applications, except as noted above, on the appropriate-
ness of the uses permitted in the district requested.
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LAw OFFICES
FouLsTON, SIEFKIN, POWERS & EBERHARDT
700 FOURTH FINANCIAL CENTER
BROADWAY AT DOUGLAS

WICHITA, KANSAS 67202
(a1e) 287- 8371

September 19, 1978

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

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 adjacent 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 those improvements have
been brought up to standard.

The estate of James Campbell purchased this property
after the lease with Mel 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 chem 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-
ly, they are trying to get Simon tc take care of this but as a
practical matter, they have no way of enforcing it.




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.

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

PSF/ms
cc: Mr. 0. K. Stender




September 15, 1978

Mrs. Philip W, Russell
74 Stratford Road
Wichita, Kansas 67207

Subject: Case DP-12
Dear Mrs. Russell:

Your letter to the Planning Commission arrived September 11.

O0f course, the Planning Commission has already considered this
case and made their recommendation. Their recommendation will
g0 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.

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 1little
possibility from an economic standpoint of succeeding on this
plece of land based on the prices for which the land has been
sold. Although this is certainly not the sole determining factor,
it is 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 ltagu:ing which they felt would be developed if left for resi-
dential use.




1ip Russell
Beptember 15, 1878
Page 2

Itmtmtortﬁu.tmthntontdwnnnrun-. and
please feel sure that each of the City Commissioners and Pla
ning Commissioners will receive a copy of your letter.

Sincerely,

Robert A. Lakin
Director of Planning




Board of City Commissioners

Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

Case No, DP-12

The attached letter was received addressed to the Planning Com-
mission. It was received after the Planning Commission hearing

and I thought that you would wish to have Mrs, Russell's comments

as you consider the Community Unit Plan amendment.

Robert A. Lakin
Director of Planning

RAL:rme
Attachment




September 15, 1978

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

Case No. DP-

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 at 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




Mes. Philip W, Pussell
74 Stratford Road
Wichila, Kansas 67207

Wichita-3edgwick County
Hall

Dear Persons,
re: Case DP-12

Because the east line of our property, 74 tratlord

is the west boundary of Towne Zast Square (Kellogg

my husband and I have been to several meetings concerning
the proposed amendments to the #"Community Unit Plan".

T have been amazed at the reaction of the various people
and groups which to me was not only concerned interest
but almost total resignation that the final decision made
in regard to the undeveloped Tovme Last 3quare property
will be made in favor of the real estate developer and
the Hawaiian purchasers. In fact we were told at tuo

meetings to choose one item to be asked for that might
help us in the over-all plan (a fence or a change in the
turn off Douglas for ex ple) and perhaps we could 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
traffic do to Kellogg, Hock load 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 shopping centers within 10 minutes driving time
and even more important, I would think, what will this do

to downbown Uichita where so much money and time are being
spent. Surely this is in direct competition with exsisting
stores and office buildings.

Has there ever been reve onin 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 the best

for an even greater and lovelier Jdichita.

cerely,

iy
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My, Plilip W ussell
74 Shatlard Joud

Wiclita, Vamas €7 207
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September 7, 1978

.

CASE DP-12
Proposed Amendments Lo Zhe Kellogg Mafl
(Towne East Squane) Community Unit Plan

The Patio Homes Homeownens Association includes fwefve individually owned homes
Located 7104-7118 East Douglas, 7203-7227 Huntington and 105-125 Noath Anmour. The
homes on Easz Douglas are nonth achoss Douglas fhom Parcel 6.

We ane nesiating oun position since the mectings of the C.P.0. Area "H" Council
and the M.A.P. Depantment.

C.P.0.

approved amendments with no cunb eut (Recommended by the Traffic Engi-

neens stagg).

M.A.P.

1=

apphoved amendments with (ingnress onfy) curb cut.

Oun concern is:

The Curb Cut and Tn.a.' Probfem it Wikl Create
The phopos subs es a private diive on Douglas [(dingress
only gon a savings & Loan facility) in Lieu of a Lic sineet
which was previousty approved.  Tegros oy s ateet
evifs but {n our opinion WLEE STLLL cause thaffic congestion.
We ane funther concerned with the night traffic of the youngen
genernation who seem £o use Zhe Townc Fast Squane as a nace frack,

:M will (Savings & Loan) bRock egnress Zo Douglas aften business
owns?

Ouwnens have agheed o construct a bridge §nom Atmoun across canal
o Pancel 6 and join proposed Armoun West o Kellogg, This would
eliminate the necessity of a Legt twwn south on Douglas except
forn present access stneets.

The Thees on Douglas from Eastborough to Drainage Ditch
[ cheen Fa fom_Ouk_Homes
1z is oun undeisian a p. e submitied for approval.

We do not know at this iime what inees will be eliminated fon
various neasons on how high they wiff be tnimmed. We hope
approval will be based on an adequate scheen which might calf
for additional shaubbeny.

Adventising Signs
1% 48 our unu.ag no signs are peamitted on Douglas.

Speed Limit - Eastborough to Rock Road
We unge the 40 e e neduc 0 - same as on Douglas

west of Eastbonrough.

[ 200
ng-t Zar /}7 . f(/lu(-(.; ;._7%,‘

HOWARD N. FULLINGTON, PRESIDENT
PATIO HOMES HOMEOWNERS ASSOCTATION




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.

e P v

v

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.

f
i |
!
4
/
H
|
i

o iseiun

dames Campbell Ruilding  Suite 500 828 Fort Steect Mall  lonotulu, Hawali 96818 Telvphone 536-1961
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RECOMMENDATION FROM METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION TO
BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS

REQUEST FOR AMENDMENT
OF COMMERCIAL COMMUNITY 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 X

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-
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.

CPO RECOMMENDATION: (See attached memorandum)

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATTON:

That this application be approved subject 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.

ACTION : 1. Approve the CUP as recommended by the 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 iis action:




EXCERPT FROM PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES OF AIQST 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
petween 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 Le was in any conflict of
interest and would attend the meeting and vote on the issue.

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.

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:

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.

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.

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. -




-
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.

The continued substitution of a planting
strip adjacent to thc 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 "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
on parcel number 8; excluding fast food
restaurants as a permitted use on parcel
8; deleting the phrase "other uses per
YLC" zoning" from parcels 8 and 12; and
the phrase "other uses per "BB" zoning"
from parcel 7.

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.

Limiting the proposed curb cut 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 .oan.

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.

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,
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.

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
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

that peak hour figures are approximately 10% of the
average daily (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
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 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
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
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 traffie, i.e., access points, internal
site circulation, and parking lot layout.




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 Eastborcugh 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 1limit 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

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.

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
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
to protect existing mature trees in the
planting area by including them in the
landscape plan. :

Some of the residential properties along
the east line of Eastborough already have
wooden fences along their rear property
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.

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 Kellogggtll 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.

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.

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
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-
cies.

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: i

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. .

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.

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




plant materials to £ill 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.

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.

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.

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.

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

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.

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.

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,

BAYOUTH asked if there were any other designs proposed,
such as utilizing the creek by paving over to Armour Drive,




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
and tying in at Armour Drive. ;

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

GALBRAITH explained 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.

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 Z5
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. g

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
purchased this property in 1977, and at that time they were
aware of the present CUP for the property and they understood
what they were permitted to do under the CUP, however, after
reviewing the property in the neighborhood, it was their
opinion that the residential aspects (garden apartments) were
not appropriate to what they wanted to do with the total property.
They also felt that the residential development was not their
kind of development and did not feel that apartment development
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-
modating as possible. He felt that the only concerns that
remained was the issue of the landscaping and fencing along
Eastborough. He said that they had engaged the services of a
landscape architect. He added that there would be a minimum of
10 feet of landscaping along the Eastborough boundary. The trees
along Douglas would be retained. He said there were trees that
extended outside the 10 foot area and they were willing to retain
those as a scattered buffer zone, but would like to have the
approval of being permitted to park under the trees outside the
10 foot area. They intended to supplement plantings along this
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
Douglas would help. STENDER felt the 40 mile per hour speed




limit on Douglas would not help improve the speed limit in the
neighborhood. He wanted to make clear to the people in the
neighborhood that they said as the owners, they would be will-
ing to live with ingress only, but they have an agreement with
a proposed developer of Parcel 6 and they have been informed
that they require ingress and egress from this point on Dcuglas.
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 se€em to be
lacking in the area and felt this was a good idea.

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 cxtent possible.

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.

SAVINA asked if the original CUP approve a curb cut at
this 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
east of this one.

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.

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

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




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 lights were being
contemplated, it seemed to her the most logical place would be
Armour and Douglas, and not this particular private accessway.

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 8. 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.

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

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.

BAYOUTH 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.




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
commercial development to the south.

DILLON stated that their intent and hope was that their
traffic would be to the south and across the bridge onto
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.

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.

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.

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 was going
to be a bridge, it would seem to him, that for safety alome, 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. IHe 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
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
6.

BAYOUTH asked if there was anyone from Traffie Engineering
present.

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.




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.

BAYOUTH asked if there was any possibility this could be
deferred for a better design.

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.

BAYOUTH asked if a two week deférral 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 been 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.

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 though® 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.

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
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.




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
with any kind of additional delay and they were still opposed
to even an ingress approach.

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

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 sub-
mitted to provide replanting by a specific
date.

Should access be granted to Parcel 6, the site
circulation 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 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.

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. -

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. :

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.

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

Bell moved, Bayouth seconded.

==




MAY suggeste?thnt the Planning Commissgn separate the
motion dealing with access.

SUBSTITUTE MOTION: That the Planning
Commission recommend to the City Com-
mission that the application be approved
as amended with the exception of con-
dition "ec" 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 n 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.




September G, 1978

Mr. Phillip S. Frick
700 Fourth Financial Center
Wichita, Kansas 67202

Re: DP-12 Proposed Amendments

to the Kellogg }lall Community
Unit Plan

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 Neport 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 amefdments 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 &
financial guarantee backed by a contract
with a nurseryman be submitted to provide
replanting by a specific date.

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

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

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
plent materials to fill in existing gaps
along the west property line of parcels 6,
7, and 12, Saiu 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.

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.

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.

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.

Any major changes in this development plan
being resubmitted to the Planning Commission
and City Commission for their consideration.
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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
make the following chenges to the Plan:

Beslide 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 issuancs of building
prermits for such use."

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 KG&E),
attesting as to whether they desire such fencing.
These signed statements should be submitied 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:

"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-
Jacent to Douglas and Rock Road is replanted or financially guaran—
teed in accordance with the approved landscape plan of August 16,
1973, It is imperative that your clients and/or Mel Simon Asso-
clates work this out as soon as possible in order to prevent delay
in subsequent permits.

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.
It 18 necessary that you submit ten (10) copies of the C.U.P. to our
office by Friday, September 15, 1978, so that subject cases can

be scheduled 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

L i b N - el
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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

JHG:bbe

cec:

B. J. Kingdon, Law-Kingdon Co., 313 S. Market, 67202

(enclosure)

Michael Weigand, 150 N. Market, €7202

Bob Friesen, Friesen & Asso., 421 State, Augusta, Es. 67010

Ray Reed, Mayor of Eastborough, First Securities Co. of Ks.,
Inc., Schweiter Eldg., 67202

William A. Ilensley, 58 S. Stratford 67207

Howard Fullington, 7108 L. Douglas 67207

Bill Yung, Landscape Architect, 1355 N. Waco, 67203

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




August 28, 1978

Neil D. Frumkin
122 N. Rutland
Wichita K 67206

Re: DP-12 Proposed Amendments to
the Kellogg Mall Community
Unit Plan
Dear 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 Division
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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 a hearing is
required to lend support please let me know.

Thank ypu for your consideration.




Wichita, Kamsas

August 15, 1978
CP0 NedghborhoodCouncdl
clty ﬂd‘ﬂ - 15¢iFLoox
455 Noath Maln
Wlchita, Kansas 7202
CASE DP-11 !

woposed Amendwenis Lo the Kellogg Mall

Tame East Square] Comsunlty Unit Plan
Gentlemen:

The Pao Homes Homeowmers Asscedation ineludc. m;_g

Homes Located 74 2o 7118 East nmuu 7205 to 7227 nmb-sm.. \
105 to 125 NoatAwmour,

u:wumcmmmzu 1978, we axe
veay much orpel 20 a curb cut off of Pouglas into Parcel 6. Ium
gpu.u;,uwm congest the trafde ~oming Eastborough o

Road and & versa, We tqggutyM cons. n of having the
mmmmﬂu&mmu canal,

In owplnion, ‘mwwmmuhuw
uu(dbgutpuubya Eastborough L
ng‘ mmhn.auu and {rom Easthorough

e hop you will give #is serious consideration In your
deliberations dto the adoption of the Amndments, ’ !

Yours vey tauly,

;44 ao:/)’l d—i—éﬁzuﬂ? (,,7

HOWAR' N. FULLINGTON, PRESIDENT
PATI( HOMES HOMEOWNERS ASSOCTATION




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

Jack W. Clark

City Clerk

City of Eastborough
1738 5. Erie

Wichita, Kansas 67211

Phillip S. Frick
700 Fourth Financial Center
Wichita, Kansas 67202

0z Stender

Estate of James Campbell
828 Fort Street Mall
Honolulu, Hawaii

B. J. Kingdon

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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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTHMENT

MAPC HEARING DATE: 83-31-78
(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

160 (136 net) ze 1,903 x 2,182

Land Use Zoning

Existing Regional Shopping Center, "LC" & ''C"
Motel, Restaurants, Car
Dealership, Auto Service

North Single Family, Four-Plex, "AA", "RB",
Multi-Family "B"

East Single Family, General "AA" & "LC"
Business

South General Business, Hotel, "LC" (CUP)
Highrise Office

West Single Family (Eastborough), "B", "LC",
Motel, KG&E 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 indefinitely at
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" - COP
: AfApproved "BB" for Lot 2, except
3 380 feet thereof, Rockwood
South First Addition CUP was
deferred 1-17-63
Approved north portion for "BB"
2-5-63
Case Z-0557 Approved 7-2-64
Approved 7-21-64
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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 increcase gross floor area and adjust
building setbacks
MAPC: Refer to Subdivision Committee
8/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
DP-12 - Amendment to change uses, increase floor arca,
amend heights.
HMAPC: Approve subject to conditions
6-13-74
BCC: Approved subject to amendment and
conditions 7-2-74

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

e e
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 arca 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.

TR
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Page 3 Case No. DP-12
8-31-78

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.

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

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 plen.

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-
Jjunction with these proposed amendments.

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 thosc mectings, the developers

bave 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.

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 trecs 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 administrativeiy by the
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4SCnse No. DP-12

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.

Limiting the proposed curb cut to Douglas
Avenue from parcel number 6 to one way
ingress only for the permitted use of 2
savings and loan, with no access or curb
cut proposed for any other use than a
savings and loan.

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

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 ceither 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, ete. 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.

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
g om a low of 6.7 peak hour trips per 1,000 square feet of
oss 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 restnurants. For comparison
with our 24 hour generation rates, it should be noted
that peak hour figures are approximately 10% of the
average daily (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

S ———"




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 thé 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
would have generated approximately 368 trips per day using
the standard of 8 trips per umit 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 ccmparable 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 streect 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 oints, internal
site c'ircula.l.:'g.o:x, and pariin~ 15t layout. B 2

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




Page 6 Case No. DE-12
8-31-78

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 intemsified by the fact
that the 20 mile per hour Eastborcugh speed limit changes
to a 40 mph 1limit in Wichitz and vechicles have a tendency
to accelerate coming around thc curve. Therefore, it is
the staff recommendation that no direct access be granted
to parcel 6 from Douglas Avenuec. 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
‘Conmission 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.

5. The Community Unit Plan Regulations require that planned
commercial developments provide a 5-8 foot masonry wall
when residential zoning disiricts abut the development
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
ere 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
plantings covered by a landscepe plan
to be submitted for approval by tha. City
Ccpmidsion. The Planning staff has indi-
cated that should such a wall waiver be
granted, the applicant will be required
to protect =xisting mature trees in the
planting area by including them in the

landscape plan.
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Some of the residentizl properties along
the east line of Eastborough already have
wooden fences along their rear property

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.

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 eoxtensions 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 consiruction of a masonry
wall in any utility easement.

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.

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 thc 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 corrccted. 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
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providing for the correction of existing landscape deficien-
cies.

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.

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 seascn, 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 cither 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.

Should access be granted to parcel 6, the
site circulation 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
plant materials to £ill 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 proposecd system(s) of provid-
ing water to the plant materials.

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.

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

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

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
+1c building permit authorizing construc-
tion of the proposed development.

Any major changes in this development plan
being resubmitted to the Planning Commission
and City Commission for their consideration.
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In 1966, the "LC" Light Commer;:ial 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 megdment on July 2, 1974; however, the 1974
amendments were ultimately denied and closed because of a
failu.i-e to plat within the allotted time. A ma:jorit.y. of
the area covered by the C.U.P. was purchased approximately
one year ago and the new oﬁers (the Campbell Estate of
Hawaii) have requested amendments to the plan as it relates
to the4area between 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:

The substitution of a private drive,fon

Douglas Avenue in lieu of the public
street which was previously approved

on the plan.

Redesignation of parcels RS-2, RS-3,
and RS-4, as parcels 6, 7, 8, and 12,
with boundary shifts and changes in

parcel configuration.

Changes in the permitted uses on the
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TICHITA-SEDGNICT COUMTY
ROPOLITAN AREA PLAITIING DEPARTIENT

MARPC TEARING DATR: S=-31-73

Request: "z" to "LC"

Location: HNorthwest Correr of [ydraulic anc Orme
O RF AP DML S PO PSRN e s s il o Lo e bl s S e S Do EEP R e R )

Reason: "The requested change is compatible with the neighborhood
and it now is changing. [vdraulic 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 strect to the east. The zoning request
will allow sufficient flexihility of land use to handle
the growing needs of the Pennypower operation.”
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i
Acres: 0.3 Size: 100' x 140'

Land Us2 Zoning

Existing Undeveloped R
Horth Office et
East Pennypower Cffices il fed]
South Single Family "
Jest Single Family =111

S ——————————————————

Existing R/Y Hydraulic - 40 ft. - half il Platted: Yes
Proposed R/Y Lydraulic - 50 ft. - half | fistory: Hone

Dxisting R/Y Orme - 30 ft. - half
Proposed R/Y Orme - 30 ft. - half

Comments:

Al The applicant is requesting a change of zoning from "B"
Hultiple Family to "LC" Light Commercial for a tract of
land containing approximately 14,000 squarc feet located
on a major street (iHydraulic) and provides for only 472 )
feet of half-street right-of-way whoreas 59 feet is reguired.

The applicant states subject vroverty is to be used as a
facility in conjuncticn with the Pennynower bunilding
located to the east on land avproved for "LC" zoning in
the early part of 1£77 (45-1225).
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area designated as Parcels 6, 7, 8,
and 12, from residential, office and
commercial development to office and

commercial development.

Anincrease 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.

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 coﬁ-

Junction with these proposed amendments.

On Monday, August 14, 1978, and again on Monday, August 21, -
1978, the Citizen Participation Organization Area "H" Coun-
cil conducted meetings with neighborhood resident§, city
steff, 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:




TICHITA-SEDGYWICE COUMTY
METROPOLITAN AREA PLAIMIING DEPARTIENT

ARING DATE:

Case Ho. 2-2063 Request: "=" to "LC"

Location: Horthwest Correr of Iydraulic and Orme
SN O S 0 S e S e e e v e e e i e e

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

- e
Acres: 0.3 Size: 120' x 140°

Land Use

Existing Undevelonad

ilorth Office

East Pennypower Cffices
South Single Family

Test Single Family

Existing R/7 Eydraulic - 40 ft. - half
lydraulic - 50 ft. - half

Existing R/7 Orme 30 ft half
Proposed R/Y Orme - 30 ft half

Comments:

1. The applicant is requesting a change of zoning from "3"
fultiple Family to "LC" Light Commercial for a tract of
lané containing approximately 14,000 square feet located
on a major street (Hydraulic) and provides for only 42
feet of half-street right-of-way whereas 50 feet is reguired.

The applicant states subjoct vroverty is to be used as a
facility in conjunction with thc Pennyvower building
located to the east on land anproved for "LC" zoning ir
the early part of 1C77 (Z-1120).

e ———
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Deleting "auto sales' as a permitted use

) exr.ludm
on parcel numb_er 8}' fast food

s wic v paset( €
restaurantﬂ deleting the phrase '"other

uses per "LC" zoning'" from parcels 8 and
12; and the phrase "other uses per "BB"

zoning" from parcel 7.

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 &kedek landscape
plan for review and approval by the MAPC

and Board of City Commissioners.

cob
Limiting the proposed curb@gs®# 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.




"TICHITA-SEDGWICK COUMTY
VETROPOLITAL A PLAIMING DEPARTIENT

MART TIARING DATE: 5-31-73

Case lo. 2-2063 Reguest: "' to "“LC"

Location: Northwest Corner of iydraulic and Crme

-

Deason: "The requested change is compatible with the neighborhood
and it now is changing. Iydraulic coes not tenc itself
to residential use as the quality of life at this partic-
ular location wouléd noi be good. The property is to be
used as a facility in conjunction with the Pennypower
building across the sticct to the east, The zoning request
will allow sufficient flexikility of land use to handle
the growing needs of the Pennypower operation."
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Acres: 0.3 | Size: 100' x 140'

—————————— e e ———— et ——— et
Land Use Zoning

Existing Undeveloped g
Horth Office Lo
East Pennypower Cffices (2l el
South Single Family nny
Jest Single Family 1318

_—

Existing R/7 Hydraulic - 40 ft, - half ! Platted: Yes
Proposed E/¥ HLydraulic - 50 ft. - half i Ilistory: Hone
Existing R/Y Orme - 30 ft. - half i

Proposed R/W Orue - 30 f half t

Comments:

I. The applicant is requestins a change of zoning from "B"
iultiple Family to "LC" Lis.t Commercial for a tract of
land containing approximatc'v 14,000 squarce feet located
on a major street (Hydraulic) and provides for only 42
feet of half-street right-of-way whereas 50 feet is reguired.

The applicant states subject »roverty is to be used as a
facility in conjunction with the Pennyvower building
located to the east on land approved for "LC" zoning in
the early part of 1277 (2-1129).




Reduced the total increase in commercial
and office square footage r'rom 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.

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,
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. .

Recent studies on trip generation rates of different land

uses by the Institute of Traffic Engineers indicate that

office buildings are "medium" geﬁeratm‘s 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




MICHITA-TEDGWICK COUMTY
VETROPOLITAIl AREA PLAMNING DEPARTIENT

HARC ARING DATE:  2-31-73

.

Case Ho., Z-206€3 Reguest: "= to "LC"

Location: HNorthwest Correr of liydraulic and Orme

e e

Neason: "The requested change is compatible with the neighborhood
and it now is changing. Iyéraulic does not tend itself
to residential use as the qualitv 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 strect to the east. The zoning request
will allow sufficient flexihility of land use to handle
the growing needs of the Pennypower operation."

—

Acres: 0.3 Size: 120' x 140'

_—

Land Jse Zoning

Existing Undeveloped e
ilorth Office e
Last Pennypower Cffices TrLen
South Single Family 1B
Test Single Family 1TRE

_—

|
Existing R/7 Eydraulic - 40 ft. - half . Platted: Yes
Proposed E/Y Lydraulic - 50 ft. - half istory: HNone

Existing R/? Orme 30 £
Proposed R/¥ Orme 30 ft half

Comments:

215 The applicant is requesting a change of zoning from "B"
Hultiple Family to "LC" Light Commercial for a tract of
land containing approximately 14,000 squarc feet located
on a major street (Hydraulic) aand provides for only 42
feet of half-street right-of-way whereas 59 feet is resuirec.

The applicant states subject vroperty is to be used as a
facility in conjunction with the Pennyvower building
located to the east on land approved for "LC" zoning in
the early part of 1£77 (T-1C26).




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 feat.of gross
floor area foz_' 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 daily (24 hour) rate.

Given the wide mixture of pciential 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 ér_ea of office and commercial develop-

ment is generally appiicable to a regional shopping center
site. , the actual generai:ion rates on the area
proposed for amendment couiql 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.




‘TICHITA-SEDGWICK COUMTY
VETROPOLITAN APEA PLAIMIING DEPARTIENT

HARC TLDARING D

Case Ho. £-2063 Peguest: "z" to "LC"

Location: Horthwest Corner of Nydraulic and Crme
o PE e S L (i N N AN D NP Ny S o e el e S

Reason: "The requested change is compatible with the neighborhood
and it now is changing. I aulic does not tend itself
to residential use as the guality of life at this partic-
ular location wouléd not be good. The property is to he
used as a facility in conjunction with the Pennypcwer
building across the strect to the east. The zoning request
will allow sufficient flexibility of land use to handle
the growing nceds of tae Pennypower operation."

Acres: 0.3 Size: 100' x 140'

-
Land Use Zoning

Existing Undeveloped Ry
Horth Office "LC"
East Pennypower Cffices ARSI
South Single Family ngy
Hest Single Family Lk i)

- -

Existing R/7 Hydraulic - 40 ft. - half : Platted: Yes
Proposed RfY Lydraulie - 50 ft. - half | Iistory: None

Exiscing R/ Orme - 30 ft half
Proposed R/W Orme - 30 ft, half ’

Comments:

1. The applicant is requesting a change of zoning from "B"
Hultiple Family to "LC" Light Commercial fer a tract of
land containing approximately 14,000 squarc feet located
on a major street (Hydraulic) and provides for only 407
feet of half-street right-of-way whereas 50 feet is reguired.

The applicant states subject vrcperty is to be used as a
facilit; in conjumction with the Pennynower building
located to the east on land agproved for "LC" zoning in
the early part of 1077 (Z2-1C2G).
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The approved Community Unit Plan on the entire site

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

e

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 C=u$-

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 tfips 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 -surr'ounding street system, but rather that the
propose_cl amendments 7shorulld 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



‘TICHITA-SEDGWICK COUVTY
¥ETROPOLITAN AREA PLAMNING DEPARTIENT

MATC IRARING DATE: 2-31-73

Case No, 2-2063 Request: "B" to "LG"

Location: HNorthwest Corrner of Lydraulic and Orme

e R Sl e s e et N Sl S S

feason: "The requested change is compatible with the neighborhood
and it now is changing. Iyfdraulic cdoes not tend itself
to residential use as the quality of life at this partic-
ular location would not he good. The property is to be
used as a facility in conjunction with the Pennypower
building across the strect to the east. The zoning request
Wwill allow sufficient flexibility of land use to handle
the growing needs of the Pennypower operation."”

e T T S

i
Acres: 0.3 Size: 100' x 140'

T e e R DT S e e e LR

Land Use

Existing Undeveloperi

Horth Office

East Pennypower Cffices
South Single Family

Hest Single Family

T I T MR S e O e R NS n DS S A SN
Existing R/7 Hydraulic - 40 ft. - half Platted: Yes

Proposed R/¥ Lydraulic - 50 ft, - half Iistory: Hone
Existing R/ Orme - 30 ft. - ha'?

Proposed R/W Orme - 30 ft. - hal?

Comments:

1. The applicant is requesting a change of zoning from "B"
iultiple Family to "LC" Light Commercial for a tract of
land containing approximately 14,000 squarc feet lacated
on a major street (Hydraulic) and provides for only 40
feet of half-street right-of-vay whereas 56 feet is reguirec.

The applicant states subject oroperty is to be used as a
facility in conjunction with the Pennynower building
located to the cast on land approved for "LC" gzoning in
the early part of 1977 (2-1223).




proposed amepndments to the approved plan regardingitraffic
“E AR 3

. w
impact L:P{\usesx and square footage, are less relevantpthan

the methods of routing the potential traffic, i.e., access

points, internal site circulation, and parking lot layout.

The major staff concern is the‘proposed access point to
Douglas from parcel 6. It is the opinion of »oth 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 Doug_las Avenue.j ‘However, the Traffic
Engineer has noted that the developers revisions to provide
ingress (not egress) at the proposed access point as

well as a decelaraiion lane to permit some stacking of
cars, and the proposal of access only for the specific

use of a gavings and loan (a relatively low commercial
traffic generator) does lessen the potential nega{:ive
impact of the proposed access. Our primary recommendation

is no access to Douglas; however, should the Planning




TICTITA-PEDGWICE COTMTY
'ETROPOLITAI AREA PLAMIING DEPARTIMENT

MARC TIBARING D

Case No. D-2063 Renuest: "' to "LC"

Location: HNorthwest Correr of jiydraulic and Orme

-,

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

_
T

1
Acres: 0.3 Size: 120" x 140"

Land Usc

Existing Undevelopec yach
Horth Office "Le"
East Pennypower Cffices Fall ol
South Single Family I
Test Single Family g

-

Existing R/ Eydraulic - 40 ft. - half l Platted: Yes
Proposed E/fY Hydraulic - 50 ft. - half { iistory: None

Existing R/ Orme - 30 ft. - half
Proposed R/¥ Orme - 30 f half '

Comments:

1. The applicant is requesting a change of zoning from "B"
tlultiple FPamily to "LC" Light Commercial for a tract of
lané containing approximately 14,C00 squarz feet located
on a major street (Hydraulic) and provides for only 47
feet of half-street right-of-way whereas 50 feet is reguired.

The applicant states subject property is to be used as a
facility in conjumction with tne Peanypower buildinz
located to the east on land approved for "LC" zoning in
the early part of 1877 (Z-1228). :




Commission and Board of City Commissioners decide that

access is appropriate, it w-x-l-l—bg our, recol ndation

a !l...
that it be subject to approvaiuby the Planning Depart-
ment ef—the—sita circulatien—pien for parcel 6 ef—m—design
that hinders traffic movements through the site from

Douglas Avenue to Armour Drive West.

The Community Unit Plan Regulations require that planned
comme}'.'cia.l 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 ?8.047190.9
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 o
HET
trees and vegetation along the west prop-. S >

o T o
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




'TICHITA-SEDGWICK COUMTY
FETROPOLITAIl AREA PLAINIING DEPARTMENT

HAPC TEARING

Case Ho. O-2063 Reqguest: "i" to "LO"

Location: Northwest Corner of Hycraulic and Qrme

Reason: "The requested change is compatible with the neighborhood
and it now is changing. Iydraulic does not tend itself
to residential use as the guality of life at this partic-
ular locaticn would not be zood. The property is to be
used as a facility in conjunction with the Pennypower
building across the strect to the east. The zoning request
will allow sufficient flexitility of land use to handle
the growing needs of the Pennyrower operation.”

i
Acres: 0.3 Size: 100' x 1£9'

Land Use

Existing Undevelopad

Hlorth Office

East Pennypower Cffices
South Single Family

Hest Single Family

_——m—m— e

Bxisting R/W Hydraulic - 40 ft. - half Platted: Yes
Proposed R/¥ lydraulic - 50 ft. - half | Zistory: None

Existing R/Y7 Orme - 30 ft. - half
Proposed R/Y¥ Orme - 30 £ half I

The applicant is requesting a change of zoning from "B"
lultiple Family to "LC" Light Commercial for a tract of

land containing approximately 14,000 squarc feet located

on a major street (idydraulic) and provides for only 42

feet of half-street righi-of-way whereas 50 feet is reguired.

The applicant states subject proverty is to be used as a
facility in conjunction with the Pennynower buildinz
located to the east on land avproved for "LC" zoning in
the early part of 1£77 (2-1333).




plantings co‘fered 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
to protect existing mature trees in the
planting area by including them in the
landscape plan.
Some of the residential properti.es along
the east line of Eastborough already have
wooden fences along their rear property
line which screen their property fl;om V
- blowing debris. The applicant has indicated
a willingness to <amplate the fencing along
the few properties which are not presently
mﬂ.ﬁmmw 4As_such Qouts
:Eenced/\should the masonry wall waiver again

be granted.

The City of Eastbo:roug'h has an existing 10
inch sanitary sewer i;mmedi.a.tely 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

EastresorseaTE T Tire-kollo Gl e

T i oy

|




TICHITA-CEDGWICE COUMTY

VETROPOLITAI! ARES PLAMMING DEPARTIENT

ARING DATE:

Case Wo. Z-2063 Peguest: "ia"

Location:

Northwest Correr of I

Reason:
and it now is changing.
to residential use as the quality
ular locaticr would not be good.
used as a facility in conjunction
building across the strect to the
will allow sufficient flexikility

7-31-73

to "LC"

"The requested change is compatible with the neighborhood
Tyéraulic does not tend itself

of life at this partic-
The property is to bhe
with the Pennypower

east. The zoning request
of land use to handle

the growing nceds of the Pennypower operation.'

Acres: 0.3 Size: 120' x 1490'

Land Use

Lxiscing
orth
East
South
Jest

Undeveloped
Cffice

Pennyp r Cffices
Single Iumily
Single Family

cn

Bl Yol
g
nn

B —— L ——————

Existing R/Y7 Hydraulic - 40 ft. - half
Proposed R/V Lydraulic - 50 ft. - half
Existing R/ Orme -

Yes
Hone

Platted:
listory:

30 ft
Proposed R/¥ Orme - 30 ft half ‘

Comments:

1L

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

iultiple 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 42

feet of half-street right-of-vway whereas 50 feet is reguire.

The applicant states subject »roperty is to be used as a
facility in conjunction with the Pennynower buildinz
located to the east on land approved for "LC" zoning in

the early part of 1977 (Z-1329).




Eastborough sewer. The

3 be served b;p[. 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

A M?
cgaingt, construction of a masonry wall I
taﬁ—tbrhm

beretph-0—66WaT—

The staff supports the waiver of the wall,
subject to approval by the Board of Cit 5

J P! y y Sk s
Commissioners of the landscape,p]y oo o

e

It is sitrewngly 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.

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. Ve noted that a considerable number of plant
materials required under the plan had died and been re-
moved. IWe noti.fiéd the developers agent of such on July 31,
‘1‘97‘_'1‘3.‘ and we have also notified the Department of éentral

Inspection. It has been the general position of the Board




Page 2 Case Ho. Z-2063
8-3:-78

3. A recommendation of approval by the Plancisy Commiscior
should be subject to replatting intz eae lot within cne
year from the date of aporoval by tae Toar? of City
Commissioners in order to provide for appror:-iate street
right-of-way, building satbacks emd acsess conirol; or
the case be considerec¢ denmied and clesed; and that tae
osrdinance effectuating the zore change ot be publishad
until the plat has been recorded with the Fegister of Iaads.




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 applicant:in these proposed
amendments doa@® 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 fie=ste
providing for the correction of existing landscape deficien-

cies.

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:

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

e |
-‘rr‘/ gpartment
P he City-of Wichita would rectmgend




Page 2 Case Ho. Z-2063
8-31-78

3. A recommendation cf approval by Lhe Planning Commissicr
should be subject to replatting inte ene lot within cae
year from the date of apnroval by the Toard of City
Commissioners in order to provicde for appror_iate strcet
right-of-way, building setbacks ené pccess control; or
the case be considered denied and clcscd; and that the
ordinance effectuating the zorc change rot be publishad
until the plat has been recordad with the Register of Doads.

v
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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

[ 4 :
building4occupancy permits shall be granted

‘on the Kellogg Mall site until such time
as this requirementf 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.

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

The developer providing wooden or solid




Page 2 Case lo. 2-2063°
8-31-78

3.

A recommendation cf approval by the Planniag Commission
should be subject to replatting intc lot within cae
year from the date of approval by the Joard of City
Commissioners in order to provicde for approrriate street
right-of-way, building setbacks anc access control; or

the case be considered denied and closed; and that the
ordinance effactuating the zone change not be publishad
until the plat has been recordad with the Register of Deeds.




screen fencing adjacent to those Eastborough
properties who do not currently have such

fencing and desire to have such.

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.

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.

Any major changes in this development plan

being resubmitted to the Planning Commission

and City Commission for their consideration.




Page 2 Case No. Z-2063
8-31-78

3.

A recommendation cf apnroval by the Planning Commission
should be subject to replatting into one lot within cae
year from the date of approval by the Toard of City
Commissioners in order to jp—ovide for approrriate street
right-of-way, building setbicks and access control; or

the case be considered denica and closcd; andé that the
ordinance effectuating the zonc change not be publiishad
until the plat has been rocordsd with the Register of Deeds.
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DuLANEY. JOHNSTON & PRIEST
INSURANCE

CENTURY PLAZA BUILDING 111 WEST DOUGLAS
P.0. 80X 206
WICHITA. KANSAS 67201

CHARLES W. BLACK

WILLIAM J. BUSCH August 15, 1978

HARLAN L. SHITH

WILLIAM B. GAUDREAU -
WILLIAM K. AHSMURS TELEPHONE (316) 263-3211
GORDON E. HOYT

ERIC T. KNORR IN REPLYING REFER TO

GREGORY A. BUSCH

ssanty Eric T. Knorr
JAMES A CAIN

JACK 5. HENNIGH

HOWARD N FULLINGTOM

JAMES H. KNORR

CHARLES D. HARRISON

RAYMOND L. 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 Hillerest, Wichita, Kansas 67218

Gentlemen:

1 am wondering where your records got the above
information. It is completely erroneous. These two people never
1lived at #21 Hillcrest.

My wife, Darlene R. Knorr, and I did live at
that address; however we moved from that residemnce in 1977. Please
be advised that Eric T. Knorr and Darlenme 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 Tile. I am also curious since
we are looking into it, where you came up with the zip code, 67218, 1
lock forward to hearing from you.

Sincerely yours,




)

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
addition, I expect quite a number of area residents to be present.

W
Bill Morris

CPO Administrative Aide

Thank you for your assistance.

fvid umaa
Citizen Participation Coordinator




CASE DP-12 523 -

"Notice To Adjoining Property Owners" mailed 8-10-78
for meeting on 8-31-78.

Bob Friesen
Mr. Phillip S. FricfQ Attorney
Mr. B. J. Kingdon

Mr. Michael Weigand

Ray T. Reed, Jr.

Ray Reed

Jack W. Clark

Bill Morris

Estate of James Campbell

Dave Furnas, CPO




WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COM{ISSION
CITY HALL-TENTH FLOOR, 455 NORTH MAIN

WICHITA, KANSAS 67202

August 10, 1978
NOTICE TO ADJOINING PROPERTY OWNERS

Qur notice to you on August 3, 1978, advised that the following case was scheduled
for consideration by the letropolitan Area Planning Commission at their repgular
meeting on August 17, 1978.

CASE DP-12

Proposed amendments to the KELLOGG MALL (Towne East Square)
COMAUNITY 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,
1878, 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 leeting Room, City Hall-First Floor, 455 North Main Street,
Wichita, Kansas, at which time you may appear in person or by agent or attorney
if you so desire.

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 § Armour). Additional
énformtitm about that meeting may be obtained by calling the CPO Office at
68-4516.

Jack H. Galbraith
Assistant Secretary
Hetropolitan Area Planning Commission




e |

B g e i e

August 2, 1978

Mr. Jack W. Clark
City Clerk

City of Eastborough
=IT?9 8. Erie

Wichita, Kansas 67211

Re: DP-12 - Proposed amendments to
Kellogg Mall Community Unit
Plan (Towne East Square)

Dear Mr, Clark:

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, 1973 at the time and place indicated
on the notice, for the purpose of recommending to the Board
of City Commissioners as to whether the amendments should
be approved or denied.

Please transmit this information to the appropriate author-
ities in Eastborough. Inasmuch as this proposal relates
to a site immediately adjoining youy city, the council may
wish to provide input to the MAPC the public hearing.

Please call should you have questions regarding this matter.
Sincerely,

Mike Meek
Senior Planner

Mi:el
Attachments




. SEDBHIK cm

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING
DEPARTMENT

CITY HALL — TENTH FLOOR
455 NORTH MAIN STREET
WICHITA, KANSAS 47202

1316) 268.4341

August 3, 1978

Mr. Bob Friesen
Friesen and Associates
421 State

Augusta, Kansas 67010

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 2s 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.

25 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.

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
were seeking 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




WiCHTA - SEDGHICK. CoesyY

Page Two

August 3, 1978
Mr. Bob Friesen
Re: DP-12

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 drainage ditch
will have tc 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.

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

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.
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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 automotive 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

2. The proposed access point to Douglas Avenue from parcel 6
should be éiminated with parcel 6 access limited to Armour Drive
West.

£35 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
Tevisions 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 (l4) 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, y Hall, 455
N. Main, Wichita, Kansas.

Please advise if you have questions or comments regarding this
matter.

Sincerely,
sk

Mike Meek
Senior Planner
Current Plans Division

MM:bbc
ce: 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.
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WICHITA<SEDGWICK COUNTY

DATE
July 24, 1978

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

/Dick Linn, City Engineer P
Paul Graves, Traffic Engineer ' '] ]
T0 Max Green, Flood Control Engineer : —:J
rRom  Jack H. Galbraith, Chief Planner Geinn
susuecT DR-12 - Amended File #5 - KELLOGG MALL Engiisering Divisin
(Towne East) Community Unit Plan. fieering Divisich

Attached is a copy of proposed amendments to the Kellogg
Mall (Towne ‘Eastg 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 an
permit an access point to Douglas from parcel 6.3 How

would traffic making the curve around Eastborough relate to
the proposed access point if it is on the western portion

of parcel 67 @ould the proposed access point interfere with

Cs_)the bridge if located on the eastern portion of parcel 67

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
plattingfb Any problems with this? Any thoughts on the
traffic impact of the proposed amendments would also be
helpful.

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.

JHG:MM: el
Attachment
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DP-12 - 523 "Notice to Adjoining Property Owners'" mailed 8/3/78 for
the MAPC meeting for 8/17/78.
1 to CPO OFFICE

524 TOTAL




WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY
METROPOLITAN AREA PLA'NING COMMISSION
CITY HALL, TENTH FLOOR, 455 North Main Street
Wichita, Kansas 67202

LA W g i e

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 XELLOGG MALL
COMUWITY UNIT PLAY (Tovme East Square) for property legally described as follows:

DP-12 - SBX% of Section 19, Township 27 South, Range 2 East of the 6th P
Sedgwick County, Kansas, except Rockwood South Second Addition.
Generally located between Kellogg, Douglas, Rock Road, and the
City of Eastborough.

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 as
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 Hall, 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 (all amendments relate to the area west of Armour Dri

1. The addition of one access point on Douglas, west of Armour Drive.

2. 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.

3. 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,
and 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 nasonry 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
iletropolitan Area Planning Commission. Those persons interested in this matter
will be heard at that time.




Page 2
Case No. DP-12

The following is a sequence of events in the processing of 2 request for zonme change:
Wotification of adjoining property ovmers (this notice); then
ileighborhood 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 !APC. On a return of the case to the BCC, they may approve or
deny or modify the change requested.

The Citizens Participation Organization (CPO) reighborhood council will consider
this case in the immediate future for the purpose of making a formal recommenda-
tion to the MAPC and BCC. If you have an interest in this case, you are encouraged
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.

It should be noted that the MAPC meeting constituces the 'Public Hearing' on this
matcer. and, therefore the City Commission has adopted the following policy with
regard to consideration of zoning change requests:

“All applications for change of zoninp or amendments to the zoning text
shall be based on the written record of the Planning Commission, incl

ing staff recommendations, which shall be forwarded to the City Commis-
sion. The Comuission may inquire of staff » Proponents or opponents for
clarification of any matter before the Coumission. 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). 1In
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
Department, 10th Floor, City Hall, or by calling 268-4421. § i

Robert A. Lakin
Secretary

sl i A i o
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THE CITY OF WICHITA

ON SAFETY
OFFICE OF Flood Control Maintenance DATE  July 28, 1978 PHASE II

TO Jack Galbraith, Chief Planner, MAPD a

FROM Max Greene

SUBJECT DR-12-Kellogg Mall Community Unit Plan

(Towne East)

In answer to your memo of July 24th regarding subject above, I make the
following comments:

1) 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.

2) 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.

3) Sanitary Sewer would have to be extended to serve all lots not
adjacent to Eastborough.

4) 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.

l‘/‘/ZzZ/ /%W/

Max Greene,
Flood Control Engineer
Flood Control Maintenance

MG/glm

cc: G. H. Wilton
Kellogg Mall CUP




July 24, 1978

Dick Linn, City Engineer
Paul Graves, Traffic Engineer
Max Green, Flood Control Erineer

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 (Towne 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 67
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. %

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. Galbreil;.h
Chief Planmer




APPLICATION FOR/COMMUNITY UNIT PLAN
ANNED RESIDENTIAL OR COMMERCIAL DEVELOP

OR_PROPER!

DEN

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 their agent, or agents.
5/1 f%
a. Applical state of James Campbell Q=
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813
Address__ 828 Fort Street Mall, Phond09-536-1961

Agent "//_Philli.p S, Frick
¥ 700 Fourth Financial Center
Address Wichita, Kansas 67202 Phone _ 267-6371

Applicant

Address

Agent

Address

Applicant

Address

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

property zoned LC and legally described as Lot(s) 1 and 2,

and Lot:? 1 thru 13 inclusive , Block(s) _l and 2 respectivelv,
Rockwood South Fourth

i

.

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

II.B There are _17.1  acres (round to nearest tenth) in the above
described property.

T9-330-3




This property is located at (address)

The general location is (use appropriate section)

a. at the corner of

and 3 or

on the __West side of _ Armour Drive _ (Ave.,

Street) between Douglas (Ave., Street) and

Kellagg (Ave., Street).

I (we), the applicant(s), acknowledge receipt of the instructi.a

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.

By

Authorized Agent (if any)

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

This application was received at the Planning Department at

/0. 2 @Pﬂ) on% é, I& Z? (Day, Month,

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

panied by required documents and the appropriate fee of
e
silone

T9-330-4




OWNERSHIP LIST

‘ iLlot Addition Property Owner

. Lot 1, Block 1 Bonnie Brae o/ / Dean 0, Mason & Corlie 0, Mason
¥ 8002 E. Lynwood Blvd, 67207

Lot 2, Block 1 /Hﬂfard F. Courtright & Emily Z.
8008 E. Lynwood Blvd, 67207

Lot 3, Block 1 Elmer R. Olson & Diane E. Olson L
address unknown

Lot 4, Block 1 d Arthur E. Coltrin & Darlene Graves

Coltrin
8020 E. Lynwood Blvd, 67207

Lot 5, Block 1 /Hartison C. Boughton & Patricia Amn
8026 E. Lynwood Blvd. 67207

4 adle
ddress unknown 25 Shadd
&A&J;{WW. R
Lot 7, Block 1 // Charles P, Vanderbeke & Frankie A.
1839 S, Battin Ave. 67218

Lot 6, Block 1 George Peters & ‘melia Peters i <
g ek A

Lot 8, Block 1 /Eobert E, McClintick & Erralene
145 Lochinvar 67207

Lot 9, Block 1 / Edgsr L. Moore & Ruth L. Moore
. /139 Lochinvar 67207
M

, Lot 10, Block 1 arion M, Corson & Stella J.

133 Lochinvar 67207

Lot 11, Block 1 /Hanan H, Jabsra & Delores M.
27 Lochinver 67207

Lot 12, Block 1 /f.euer F. Penzler & Jo Anne
121 Lochinvar 67207

Lot 13, Block 1 J.ﬂ.&ed J. Angulo & Mary Agnes

\/ns Lochinvar 67207
Lot 14, Block 1 Clarence M, Carroll & Dolores B.

107 Lochinvar 67207

Lot 15, Block 1 j Anna Lee Halbower (Scholle)
101 Lochinvar 67207

Lot 1, Block 2 John D, Dye & Dorothy V. Dye
l/ 8002 Morningside 67207

Lot 2, Block 2 / Donald W. Anderson & Patricia B.
/BOU@ Morningside Dr. 67207

Lot 3, Block 2 j John H, Johntz & Veenetia B.

8014 Morningside 67207




Lot Addition Property Owner

Lot 12, Block & Bonnie Brae \/ Kenneth L. Epley & Bonnie M.
8115 Mockingbird 67207

Lot 13, Block 4 &Rmald E, Stevens & Mildred L,
8107 Mockingbird 67207

Lot 14, Block 4 v W. Whiteside & Mildred K,
101 Mockingbird 67207

Lot 15, Block 4 ﬁersen J. Jorgensen & Margaret E.
8021 Mockingbird 67207

Tot 16, Block 4 //-Bobby J. Thomas & Delores J.
v 8015 Mockingbird 67207

Lot 17, Block 4 é William J, Hamrick & Pamela &,
8007 Mockingbird 67207

Lot 18, Block 4 Bernard B. Fairchild & Okla M,
L 8001 Mockingbird 67207

Lot 1, Block 5 odore B. Van Zant & Cleota T,
8002 Peach Tree Lane 67207

Lot 2, Block 5 ﬁ.?. McMillan & Martha E.
8008 Peach Tree 67207

Block 5 v£. Eugene Lawler & Helen L,
8014 Peach Tree 67207

Block 5 ‘Carl F, Newman Jr, & Clara J.
8020 Peach Tree 67207

Block 5 +Lynn R. Tkerd & Mery Amn
o 8102 Peach Tree 67207

Block 5 ﬁ.ay C. Lindell & Tillie M.
8108 Peach Tree 67207

Block 5 ﬁhme B. Cempbell & Norma C.
8114 Peach Tree 67207

Block 5 % Richard R. Johnson & Marlys P,
8120 Peach Tree 67207

Lot 9, Block 5 (James B. Crowe & Sharry L.
929 S. Doreen St. 67207

Lot 10, Block 5 Lyman E. Cavin & Mary I.
8324 E. Morris St. 67207

Lot 11, Block 5 v Maurice R. Connolly
8121 Willowbrook 67207

Lot 12, Block 5 Thomas W.W. Hewlett Jr, & Constance S,
8115 Willowbrook 67207

Lot 13, Block 5 /J.F. Kemper & Olive E.
8107 Willowbrook 67207

Lot 14, Block 5 / Joseph F, Moos & Doris R.
8101 Willowbrook 67207

Lot 15, Block 5 / David F. Bryan & M, Evaleene
V8021 willovbrook 67207




Addition Property Owner

16, Block 5 Bonnie Brae vadlenjmin W. Barker
8015 Willowbrook 67207

Lot 17, Block 5 /Andrew J. Progar & Betty J.
¥ 8007 Willowbrook 67267

18, Block 5 Robert A, McMillen & Carol L.
' 8001 Willowbrook 67207

1, Block 6 ‘Lambert Lawrence Honton & Marie J.
8021 Peach Tree 67207

2, Block 6 ﬁmﬂy R, Wallis & Geneva B.
8101 Peach Tree 67207

3, Block 6 fwuue C. Unruh & Evelyn M,
8107 Peach Tree 67207

Block 6 /Alfredo P. Gonzalez & Luisa M,
& 8135 Peach Tree 67207

5, Block 6 Andrew Small & Mathilda
8121 Peach Tree 67207

6, Block 6 v Odetta C. Schnitzler
" 8127 Peach Tree 67207

1, Block 14 %ﬂm C. Gartin

102 Lochinvar 67207

Lot 2 & N 3" of ourtney M. Graves
Lot 3, Block 14 198' Lochinvar 67207

Lot 3 Exc N 3' /Gerald P. Younger & Sharon L,
Block 14 114 Lochinvar 67207

Lot &4, Block 14 .,/ William J, Schmidt & Oretta E.
120 Lochinvar 67207

5, Block 14 BI11 J, Havks & Mary Alice
126 Lochinvar 67207

6, Block 14 /ﬂ'old W. Volkman & Velma K,
132 Lochinvar 67207

7, Block 14 fecﬂ J. Lagerquist & Lavone M,
138 Lochinvar 67207 :

8, Block 14 ﬁugh H. Claypool & Leura F.
164 Lochinvar 67207

16, Block 14 / Neil J, Coady & Dolores B,
¥ 133 Bonnie Brae 67207

17, Block 14 Gary N, Swink
127 Bonnie Brae 67207

18, Block 14 Alyin J. Hennessy Jr. & Saundra K,
121 Bonnie Brae 67207

19, Block 14 ‘//Edwin H., Hooper & Sandra R.
115 Bonnie Brae 67207

Lot 20, Block 14 ;Gllvin D, Homolka & Marjorie N.
/107 Bonnie Brae 67207

Lot 21, Block 14 Levada Ruth Armstrong
v 101 Bomnie Brae 67207
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Addition Property Owner

Block 2 Bonnie Brae & Donald Thomas Blasi & Eileen M.
8020 Morningside 67207

5, Block 2 :ﬂldy H, Taylor, Jr. & Shirley L.
/8026 Morningside 67207

6, Block 2 / ichard M, Murray & Elizsbeth A." ™
address F 23 el Fhrigi—
67219

7, Block 2 //Donald J. Vande & Mary Ellen
: 8108 Morningside 67207

8, Block 2 Donald D, Powers & Sharen J.
8114 Morningside 67207

9, Block 2 ﬁ Maynard C, Kitchen & Lauretta
20 Morningside 67207
10, Block 2 Robert E. LaPierre & Sally Lou W,
8126 Morningside 67207

14, Block 2 /James D. Corrigan & Hilaria M.
151 Lochinvar 67207

15, Block 2 %Willilm A, Turpen & Helen N,
8121 E. Lynwood 67207

16, Block 2 %Blna H.G. Leiasing & Antonia F,
8115 E, Lynwood 67207

17, Block 2 /Ima D. Pagel & Georgia M.
8107 E. Lynwood 67207

18, Block 2 /l?rlncis Lee Johnson & Tina Mae
/8101 E. Lynwood 67207
19, Block 2 Charles E. Moore & Shirley A,
8027 E. Lynwood 67207

20, Block 2 /Jmes Rudolph Otwell & Elaine E.
8021 E, Lynwood 67207

21, Block 2 L‘/'.I.‘ham!s F. Johnson & Linda L.
8015 Lynwood 67207

22, Block 2 Charles C. Forsyth & G. Lillian
8007 E. Lynwood 67207

23, Block 2 %t.erl A, Smith & Genevieve L,
8001 E. Lynwood 67207

1, Block 3 %obby John Nelson & Jaice L.

/26 Murray Ct. 67212

William A, Skinner & Elizabeth M,
8008 Mockingbird Lane 67207

Lot 3, Block 3 Mergaret W, Buzzi ¥ ¢
¥lddre-a unknown /MeNA

W 90" of Lot 4, /&mm A, Osment Jr, & Geraldine M,
Block 3 8020 Mockingbird 67207

Lot 2, Block 3

E 8' Lot 4, & all étugena Keith Thomas & Lorene A,
Lot 5, Block 3 026 Mockingbird 67207

Lot 6, Block 3 /Tmie J. Cunningham & Marilyn M.
8102 Mockingbird 67207




Addition Property Owner

7, Block 3 Bonnie Brae /den-d Wayne Weeks & Mary Margaret
8108 Mockingbird 67207

8, Block 3 hammad Shahri & Monir (Coutzari)
: Shahri
8114 Mockingbird 67207

9, Block 3 fz.h.' Moriconi & Avdevina
8120 Mockingbird 67207

12, Block 3 ﬁma H, Childers & Gertrude M,
v 8121 E. Morningside 67207

13, Block 3 /fhomas R, Draper
3 o/ B115 Morningside 67207

Block 3 .ﬁimd J. Peterka & Jean E,
107 Morningside Dr. 67207

Block 3 %;men S. DeArmond & Rita G,
8108 Morningside 67207

Block 3 Ronald D. Barton & Emily D.

fﬂ Morningside 67207
17, Block 3 ‘/Jerlld L. Patterson Sr, & Sybil Y.
8

021 Morningside 67207

18, Block 3 %11 S. Rush & Ramona L.
8015 Morningside 67207

-
19, Block 3 Marlyn L. Matz & Vera L, ¥
Address unknown A !““""-

20, Block 3 ?/l.'mmy G. Johnson & Jerie J,
8001 Morningside 67207

1, Block &4 /R’oger L, Harter & Phoebe A,
/ % Harter Realtors
733 N. Baltimore
Derby, Kansas 67037

2, Block & (An’y A, Davis & Joycelyn E.
8008 willowbrook 67207

3, Block & /c;. William Miller & Lenora A,
/01& Willowbrook 67207

Robert 0. Wall & Dorothy D. Wall
8020 Willowbrook 67207

4, Block &
5, Block 4 “f‘Elm B. Boyers & Frances D.
8102 Willowbrook 67207

6, Block & Jlfl)onald C, Farr & Amenda S,
08 Willowbrook 67207 °

7, Block 4 fﬂul A, Slicker & Roxy Ellen
8114 Willowbrook 67207

Lot 8, Block 4 Daniel L. Goldschmidt & Lois P.
8120 Willowbrook 67207

Lot 9, Block 4 {}mnd E. Nichols & Alberta F,

/“’*ﬂ_z‘m‘rﬂ. 67207 3126 b lowses
‘H.M, Pack & Miriam C, Pack .

8121 Mockingbird 67207

Lot 11, Block 4




Lot

Lot 7, Block EZ
Lot 9 exc., S 25',
Block EZ

Lot 1, exc S 15',
Block DZ

S 15' Lot 1 & All
Lot 4, Block DZ
Lot 6, Block DZ

Lot 8, Block DZ

Lot 10 & N% vac.
Morgan Lane, Block
DZ

Lot 5, Block Y

Lot 4, Block Y

Lot 6 exc. S 10',
Block Y

S 10' Lot 6 & all
Lot 7, Block Y
Lot 8, Block Y
Lot 9, Block Y

Lot 10, Block Y

Lot 11, Block Y

Lot 12, Block Y

Lot 13 exc, 5 25'
Block Y

Lot 1, Block Z
W Lot 2, Block Z
Eilot 2 & All
Lot 3, Block Z
Lot 4, Block 2

Lot 5, Block Z

Lot 6, Block Z

Addition |/ Property Owner

Robert M, Ulrich & Ellen C. Lin
\ 18 Drury 67207

Eastborough 3rd

J ichard L. Holstead & Beverly A.
\Ao Drury 67207

J/I.oyer Electric Co., Inmc.
914 E. Gilbert 67211

\49@ D. Harris & Linds S.
f&'ﬂ Farmview Lane 67204'

arl F. Cannon & Mary L.

v (
6 Drury 67207

v/ Eugene L. West & Marguerita
8 Drury 67207
Delmar A. Kuhlman & Rose M.
0 Drury 67207

//Thos. H. Allen & Alice D.
12 Willowbrook Rd. 67207

noon " " " "

Thomas C. Raum, Jr. & Doris V,
71 Mission 67207

Luella L. Malone ¥*
A\ address unknown _2S—

‘/H. Dean Vickery & Sarah C,

/15 Mission Rd. 67207

j .J, Pracht Jr, & Mary B,
77 Mission 67207

\/Pl‘ryllis J, Weyand
79 Mission 67207

Kirk M, Ward & Jean S.

404 W, 6th

Haysville, Ks, 67060
\/Rly A, West & Lorraine H,

83 Mission 62707

Byron L, Adkison

//.hmes B, McKinney & Evelyn E.
\ / 89 Mission 67207

/Jeff H, King Jr. & Marian Nadine
58 Mizsion 67207

"D I.H. King, Jr.
8 Mission 67207
Robert S. Wise & Mary F.
/willowbrook 67207
‘/Lmy 0. Steenrod & Florence
0 Mission 67207
i1liam T. West & Regina M,

Drury Lane 67207

Charles B, McIlwaine & Jeanne D,

5 Drury Lane 67207

)4._,..,:,
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Addition Property Owner

E.M, Stevens 2nd evets, Inc,
905 Stratford 67206

Chrysler sler Realty Corp.
% W.W. Taylor
14715 Lakeview 67230

Lots 1, 2 & 3, Bridwell &a!ter Morris Investment Co. Inc,
Block A 128 S, Dellrose 67218

Lot 1 Ripstra 3,6, Ripstra Trustee of Ripstra Trust
Fund #3

% Jomeph Ripstra
61 S, Stratford 67207

v

Lot 1, Block A lount, Barfell Dennehy Inc. &
Richard R, Bailey, Trustee
% McClelland, Collins Sheehan, Bailey,
Bailey & Belt
600 Hightower
105 No, Hudson
Oklahoma City, Oklshoma 73102

Lots 1, 2 & 3 East Mission ((Evge‘l.!.ca‘l. Lutheran Church of the
./Reformation

jos E. Kellogg 67207
W 65' of Lot 1, Eastridge /Bartina Warner Beschka & Joe E.
Block 10 V6902 E. Orme 67207

W 41' of Lot 2, A
Block 10

E 19' of Lot 1 & xGeorge E. Meade & Cora G, ~ “

E 39' of Lot 2 & Evengelical Lutheran Church of
W 21' of Lot 3, Reformation Inc.
Block 10 :D/QOB E. Kellogg 67207

/

E 59" of Lot 3 & Kenneth J, Gehrer & Barbara J.
W1l' Lot 4, Block \ 6920 E, Orme 67207 ot N BeooksiDE |
10 L7208

E 23" of Lot 4 & Corinne Blanche Squire
W 33" of Lot 5, | 6932 E, Orme 67207
Block 10

-
E 56' of W 57' Una Matheny & Gwenda Faye "
of Lot 4, Block 10 address unknown _.goce

E 47' of Lot 5 & ¥ Amber Disl & E, Louise
W 9' of Lot 6, \ 6938 E. Orme 67207
Block 10

E 56' of W 65" \ﬁ Gerald W. Edwards & Lutie Dee
of Lot 6, Block 10 \/- 455 Courtleigh 67218

E 15" of Lot 6 & Lloyd N, Shenk & E. Sue ¥~
W 41" of Lot 7, address unknown /um-f‘“-'/'
Block 10 )
E 39" of Tot 7 & b(v.i.. Durrington & Wanda L.

W 17' of Lot 8, 546 Trig Ave, 67207
Block 10

E 56" of W 73' v !
of Lot 8, Block 10 ggggeg_m l!ﬂdgl;;sgd & Jane E,




Lot Addition Property Owmer

E7' of Lot 8 & Eastridge V/’Curtts L. Jeffers & Louise A,
W 49' of Lot 9, I” 7320 B, Moreis 67207 //36 foynt KoaD

Block 10 /

E 31' of Lot 9 & YRobert H, Hoover Jr, & Ronda R. P
W 25" of Lot 10, V6602 E—Rarry 67207 qo3z £ OAmEIT:
Block 10

Lot 10 exc, W 25" Joyce E. Martin

Block 10 407 Rockwood Rd, 67206
E 60' of Lot 8, Celia M, Jenkins v~
Block 1 address unknown Lol ri
A tract in NWk of Section 30, T27S, R 2E, desc. 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" S of

NE cor. of said NWk of Sec, 30; thence W along

S side of Kellogg St. a distance of 250'; thence

S parallel to E line of said NWy 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 Earl Dennis Parsons
6§ Mission. 67207

Lot 2, Block AZ F.E, Kappelman & Dorothy L.
V11 Drury Lame 67207

Lot 3, Block AZ Jﬂugh H. Boyle
V68 Mission Rd, 67207

Lot &, Block AZ If auline M, Abraham
3 Drury 67207

Lot 5, Block AZ Williem P, Matchette & Kathy R.
5 Drury 67207

Lot 6, Block AZ DM, Quinn & Adeline M,
N /70 Mission Rd., 67207

Lot 7, Block AZ David McElhiney & Shirley

7 Drury 67207
Lot 8 exc, S 25", incent L. Scott & Rea M.

Block AZ

72 S, Mission 67207
Lot 9 exc, S 25', Julius Jacobson & Norma Kenway Jacobson
Block AZ 9 Drury Lame 67207

Lot 1 & Sk vac. | Albert Causey & Maria
Morgan St., Block N 12 Drury Lame 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




Lots 2 & 3

Lot 6

Lots 7 & 8

Addition

Bonnie Brae Second

All that part of Lot 9 in Bonnie Brae Second
1lying S of an East-West line beginning at the
NE corner of Lot 3 of said addition, thence
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
Addition lying N of an East-West line beginmning 352 N. Broadway
at NE corner of Lot 3 of said addition, thence
E parallel to N line of said Lot 9 to E line of

said Lot 9.

Lot 1

Lot 2

E 44' Lot 2 & E
44' of § 75" Lot
368520 of N

40' of Lot 3

Lot 2 exc, E 44'&
Lot 3 exc, E 44' of
S 75' & exc S 20' of
N 40' and all of lots
4,5,6 & 7

W 100" of Lot 8

E 30" of W 130"
of Lot 8

E 170' of Lot 8

Champlin

Each Branch Y.M.C.A.

Clemons

/I(uck Road Investment Co.
/% Robert C, Brim Jr.

yl'buns Men's Christian Assoc,
8025 E. Douglas 67207

Property Owner

200 5 Bock Bond

7054 E, Kellogg 67207 o200

l//éal:lendo Investment Corp.
4

00 N, Woodlawn
Suite la 67208

'/Hn'iun Gray Romig

6403 Marjorie Lane 67206

Donnell Corp.

Blair, Matlack, Rogg, Foote & Scott,
T01R, Marker 67202
Rock Road Investment Co.

% Robert C, Brim Jr.
7054 E, Kellogg 67207

Savina Builders, Inc.
Rm 208 67202

o

hamplin Petroleum Company
address unknown _zcg-ni- jﬁ“'-“‘*(

ove's Schwinn Cyclery Inc,
132 S.@ock £D

L1207

Irvin Kallman &« v <
address unknown %~ "“‘%ﬂ-:...,,(v)

Neil W. Murney & Cleo B.
& 820 Dublin 67206

Fred D, Clemons & Nona C.
60 S, Stratford Rd, 67207

Morco Inc.
% Betty Joyce Morgan
530 Edgewater 67230

Morco Inc,
% Betty Joyce Morgan
530 Edgewater 67230

Graham-Michaelis Drilling Co.
211 N, Broadway
Rm 301 67202




Lot Addition Property Owner

E 125' & E 95' of Ruth Maverick Development Co. Inc.
W 175' of Lot 7 exc. 7 250 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" ‘//W.A. aka Williem A, Foshee & Deanna
of S 140" Lot 7 201 Morningside 67218

Lot 1 Exc N 360' of .L/leviu Jewelry Co. Inc.
WANWL of Sec, 29, T 27S 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 WiNWY y F.M. Brady & Nellie
Sec, 29, T27S, R2E 26 Lakeside Blvd 67207
(being part of Lot 1,

B;.ock 1 & Lot 1, Block

6

Lot 1, Block 2 M.I. Neher Jr. & Patricia Joy *~v
%_ address unknown _tce kz_»‘!pq-ﬁ.!;

Lot 2, Block 2 Larry Lee McKee & Nima J,
103d St. South
Clearwater, Kansas 67226

Lot 3, Block 2 15> Wava L. Thompson
v 8013 E, Orme 67207

Lot 4, Block 2 Herbert Berger & Lila Lee
340 N, stratford Rd. 67206

Lot 5, Block 2 v/ Bernard Virgil Fairchild & Vicki Sue
8204 E. Harry St., 67207

Lot 19, Block 2 ane S. Eulberg
8008 E, Indisnapolis 67207

Lot 20, Block 2 oy D. Flock & Nancy J. Flock
8002 E, Indianapolis 67207

Lot 1, East Side Center —Victor H, Scholfield
" James Richsrd Scholfield
% 626 Rutland Rd, 67206

Lots 4 & 5 l/l‘rmsmrinm Investment Properties, Inc
/ 200 W. Douglas
Suite 430 67202




Lot Addition Property Owner

Lot 2, East Side Center together with a non- ocks Harvey Realty Investors
exclusive permanent reciprocal easement for ﬁ:n Park Ave.

ingress and egress over & across the following Wew York, New York 10017
desc. tract which abuts and provides access to

Rock Road beginning at the SW cormer of Lot 3

of East Side Center Add, thence N along W line

of Lot 3, for 30'; thence E parallel to the §

line of Lot 3 for 360' to the Eastern line of

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

Tecorded in Book 20, Page 710,

Lot 3, East Side Center together with a non- Wichita Properties Inc,
exclusive permanent reciprocal easement for % Max E, Eberhart
ingress and egress over & across beginning 1400 Vickers KSB&T Bldg, 67202
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,

Lot 1 East Side Center 2nd Scholfield Properties
% Scholfield Bros, Pontiac
7633 E. Kellogg 67207

Eastridge 8th bert 5. Lightner & Gwendolyn H.
26 Cypress Dr. 67206

Wa;gem W, Lightner
2201 S, Hillside 67211

Lot 2, Block 1 J(aveme Dean Wedel & Wilma L.
536 Calhoun 67207

Lot 3, Block 1 /kmm-a Lee Wheeler & Carolyn Lee
542 Calhoun Dr, 67207

Lot 4, Block 1 Thomas Forster & Marcella M,
548 Calhoun Dr, 67207

Lot 5, Block 1 y/c:ﬂ. L. Burrows & Margaret K,
554 Calhoun Dr. 67207

Lot 1 Replat of Block 1, Victor H. Scholfield
Kellogg Crest James Richard Scholfield
% 626 Rutland Rd. 67206

Lots 2 & 3 K.T, Wideman
% 4th National Bank & Trust Co., as
Trustee
4th Financial Center 67202

Lot &4, Block 2 Vietor H. Scholfield
Jemes R. Scholfield
D % 626 Rutland Rd. 67206

Lot 5, Block 2 oakish W. Cleaton & Glenysse M,
7604 E. Orme 67207




Lot

Lot 1 & wW2'
Lot 2, Block 4

Lot 2 Exc W 2',
Block 4

Lot 3, Block 4
Lot 4, Block &
S 4' Lot 5 & all

Lot 6, Block &

Lot 5 exc S 4',
Block 4

Lot 7, & N 2.5'
Lot 8, Block 4

Lot 8 exc, N 2,5',
Block 4

W 0.75' Lot 9 &
All Lot 10, Block 4

Lot 9 exc. W 0.75',

Block &

Lot 11, Block %

Lot 12, Block &

Lot 1, Block 5

Lot 2, Block 5
3, Block 5
4, Block 5
5, Block 5
6, Block 5
7, Block 5

8, Block 5

Block 5

Addition

Eastridge 1lth

Property Owmer

ﬁugem 0. Schenck & Kiyoko
7503 E, Orme 67207
v
Carter Hart, Jr. & Mozelle W.
Xdereua unknown P e

Mlu-im J, Greiving & Margaret A,
7515 E, Orme 67207

Paul T, Rollins & Betty S.
7603 E, Orme 67207

obert B, Walker & Nadine
609 Longfellow 67207

Mucenine A, Wright
603 Longfellow 67207
Lﬂmll K. Ferris & Katherine L,
615 Longfellow 67207

.i_/'l"homas S. Shireman & Corliss J.
7610 E, Indianapolis 67207

aniel S, Pfeifer & Karen L.
7516 E. Indianapolis 67207

7 Hugh H. Amick & La Rita K,
7604 Indianapolis 67207

am Heinze & Laura A,
7510 E, Indianapolis 67207

am A, Lessley & Mildred J.
7504 E. Indiamapolis 67207

;’:Edna S. Voth
600 Longfellow 67207

+¢Thomas James Brock
608 Longfellow 67207

Robert C, Hurtt & Ileana V.,
2109 Ward 67211

ykobert E. Haynes & Margaret M,
622 Longfellow 67207

Vaughan 0, Stevens & Grace T
220 Lochinvar 67207

y.foaeph Mizenko & Mozelle
7720 E, Indienapolis 67207

J/ Gerald L. Davey & Velma E.
1114 Royal Rd. 67207

J/ John W, Ronck & Sharon
7808 E, Indianapolis 67207

leve C, Holland Jr. & Marion
7814 E. Indianapolis 67207




Lot

Lot 10, Block 5

Lot 11, Block 5

Lot 12, Block 5

Lot 13, Block 5

Lot 14, Block 5

Lot 1, Block 2

Lot 2, Block 2

Lot 3, Block 2

Lot 4, Block 2

Lot 5, Block 2

Lot 6, Block 2

Lot 7, Block 2

Lot 8, Block 2

Lot 9, Block 2

Lot 10, Block 2

Lot 11, Block 2

Lot 12, Block 2

Lot 13, Block 2

Lot 14, Block 2

Lot 1, Block B

Lot 2, Block B

Addition
Eastridge 1lth

Property Owner

Steven Rex Boyd
7820 E. Indianapolis 67207

William Neil Kline & Janice
7902 E. Indianapolis 67207

/Eugene V. Moser & Carol M.
7908 E. Indisnspolis 67207

‘/Charles W, Switzer & Luella V.
421 N, Chautauqua 67214

James Russell Harris & Ruth R,
7920 E, Indianapolis 67207

& Alonzo C. Smith Sr, & Shirley J.
1514 N, Erie 67214

jzdmmd Arthur Woodcox & Lucila
7309 E, Orme 67207

%heater C. Ramsey & Betty J.
7315 E. Orme 67207

u"’// Robert D, Mickelson & Betty L.
7321 E, Orme 67207

Fdward L. Radell & Mauricia
7327 E. Orme 67207

Helen Y. White
Lois Tefft
% 609 S, Armour Dr, 67207

‘\?/ﬁmeme E. Lybarger & Helen L.
2214 S, Rutan 67218

t?sidney L. Foulston Jr. & Ruth Helen
625 S. Armour 67207

J Leslie Wayne Nikkel & Jeannette M.
7332 E, Indianapolis 67207

landy Divine & Linda
U7 7326 E. Indianapolis 67207

/ Virgil James Griffith & Yvonne D.
7320 E. Indianapolis 67207

ard DeMoure & Rose A,
7314 E, Indianapolis 67207
/-Judlth L, Black

" Julia D, Black
7308 E, Indianapolis 67207

Judi A, Olenberger
‘-7618 Calhoun 67207

Frank L. Seten & Vivian
v Robert Ray Seten
602 Whittier 67207

address unknown

s
(Eduard Hughes Phillips & Letitia R. 4
to g ittion b7 w07

,ﬁuj




3, Block B
4, Block B
5, Block B
6, Block B
17, Block B
18, Block B
19, Block B
20, Block B
21, Block B
22, Block B
Lot 1, exc, W 16',

Block A

Lot 2, Exc. W 16',
Block A

Lot 3, exc., W 16',
Block A

Lot 4, exc, W 16',
Block A

Lot 5, exc, W 16',
Block A

Lot 6, exc, W 16',
Block A

Lot 23, Block A
Lot 24, Block A
Lot 25, Block A

Lot 26, Block A

Lot 27, Block A

Addition

Eastridge 6th

Property Owner
e G, Graddy & M, Johnie
614 Whittier 67207
/Cecil I, Peterson & Betty R.
620 Whittier 67207

/Charles T, Eads & Gertrude J.
o 626 Whittier 67207

arles Herbert Jamis Jr. & Neva R,
632 Whittier 67207

donald F, Gattis & Marilyn L.
633 Calhoun 67207

~Virgil Kelly & Sylvia L.
~"627 Calhoun 67207

John P, Redman & Leora K.
621 Calhoun 67207

. Joseph G. Simon & Claryce J,
4325 E, Lewis 67218

Billy R, Popchoke & Wilma D.
607 Clghoun 6720

‘%huﬂes V. Lambertz

601 Calhoun 67207

{/Charles W, London & Vers A.
4805 E, 24th St, N, 67220

John R, Jones & Deborah ¥, Y'Y *
address unknown feeet=f i e Beek
Irn i Oy D Phopirving Rebria L
illiem Stephen Timmerman
614 S, Governeour Rd, 67207

ichard A. Mohney & Suzamne E,
620 S, Governeour 67207

Charles W. London & Vera A,
4805 E, 24th St. N. 67220

(Harvey E. Deck & Avis A.
632 S. Governeour 67207

ok o 0 bk e & Datrenia
Xaddre:u unknown it ose— foteii Lo

Fronk J. Schneller & Margaret
& 627 Whittier 67207

VBobby D. Price & Evelyn M.
621 Whittier 67207

J/Mark D. Wood & Mary Amn
615 Whittier 67207

PG Wlen fredd
J E:\rid A, Cherry v j”ﬂ—;uﬁl‘ L a.'(




Addition Property Owner

28, Block A Eastridge 6th alter L, Johnson Jr. & Lorene B,
601 Whittier 67207

1, Block 1 Eastridge 5th d/tdmd J. Cmpbe111& DeLoise
6933 E, Orme 6720

2, Block 1 Mﬂmin T, Mapes & Vivian V.
6939 E, Orme 67207

Block 1 . Lawrence E, Pierce Jr. aka Lawrence
&~ Eugene Pierce Jr, & Patricia J.
7007 E, Orme 67207

Mary Ann Simion
* 7013 E. Orme 67207

~Ray W. Goscha & Monica M.
" 7019 E. Orme 67207

<« Werren W, Cochran & Freda J,
~"  Linda F, Middleton
% 7025 E. Orme 67207

Block 1 %uthu L, Marshall
7031 E, Orme 67207

ald L, Broyles & Ruth H.

Block 1 _bon.
—==3108 Elpyco 67210

Block 1 Milton J, Welsh Jr. & Judith L,
200 S, Woodlawn

—A==apt 921

Derby, Kansas 67037

10, Block 1 V.//"Winim L. Blomberg & Wendy J,
7 address unknown 7939 . ﬂ.’l-&-c,d' o7
617
11, Block 1 ; L Vernon S. Anderson & Evelyn M,
V601 5. vale 67218

12, Block 1 Suresh M, Patel & Hansa S,
7026 E, Gilbert 67207

13, Block 1 #Timothy L. Dreher & Charlene K,
7020 E, Gilbert 67207

14, Block 1 “7,gJoI'|n E. Herndon & Kay E.
7014 E, Gilbert 67207

15, Block 1 &/ David Eugene Wilson & Sandra Y.
7008 E. Gilbert 67207

16, Block 1 \/Phyllis A, Billings
V" 7002 E. Gilbert 67207

1, Block 2 tle Browning
502 S, Mission Rd, 67207

2, Block 2 ‘/ Oscar Hollingsworth & Flossie
& 611 S, Mission 67207

3, Block 2 jorie G. Randall
514 S, Mission 67207




Lot Addition Property Owner

Lot 11, Block 2 Eastridge 5th orge R. Andrews & Patricia L.
521 Drury Lane 67207

Lot 12, Block 2 ark Alan Johnson & Adele E.
517 Drury Lane 67207

Lot 13 & S 1,5' Ronald R, Roberts & Carol A,
Lot 14, Block 2 511 Drury Lane 67207

Lot 14 exc, S 1.5' v Terry L. Boeken & Sheri C.
Block 2 V¥ 507 Drury 67207

Lot 15, Block 2 orge I, Rorabaugh & Martha
03 Drury 67207

Lot 2, Block 3 ‘/&ﬂc‘hnfl D. Kleinﬁgzg-;end;ﬂi.‘? £.GILEERT

Lot 3, Block 3 Md’erald D. Godsey & Ilene A,
7013 E, Gilbert 67207

Lot 4, Block 3 Tom W, Hanan & Eva Aldean *v ¥
address unknown /agm.‘-zlo-m-ol—-

Lot 5, Block 3 Ronald D, Chippeaux & Wilma J.
7025 E. Gilbert 67207

Lot 6, Block 3 ald D, Ziegler & Karyn C,
7031 E. Gilbert 67207

Lot 7, Block 3 nest F. Matlock & June
7037 E. Gilbert 67207

Lot 8, Block 3 la M, Nelson
7043 E, Gilbert 67207

Lots 1 & 2, Block Lightner obert S. Lightner
A D &6 Cypress 67206
ugene W, Lightner

D 2201 S, Hillside 67211

Lots 1 & 2 Pizza Hut, Inc,
4£~240 N, Rock Rd,
Suite 300 67206

Lot 4 Frank W. Buchholz Jr, & Meriam Jane * 7V |
address unknom/u_fﬂ..,._z’zp..h.__,{{

S 50' Lot 5 evets, Inc,
5 Stratford 67206

Lot 1 & W 37" of l/ Elizabeth Horning
Lots 2 & 3 vt)pal Ramsdall
% 542 Whittier 67207

Lot 2 exc, W 37' “//Eddya Toyota of Wichita, Inc.
7333 E. Rellogg 67207

Lot 3 exc, W 37' onald P, Clements & Debra K.
555 Calhoun 67207




TP
f\imz?g-mu_m

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 § line of said Lot, 11' for a place

of beginning; thence continuing E parallel with §

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

COmmoOn areas

Part of Lot 13, Block 1, Rockwood 3rd Addition lalter 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 angles 45.4'; thence

S at right angles 75.95'; thence W at right sngles

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

Lot 13, Block 1, Rockwood 3rd Addition, except 7 Union National Bank of Wichita
above last 4 described tracts 7

50 N, Main 67202
Part of Lot 14, Block 1, Rockwood 3rd Addition Payne H, Ratner & Cliffe D.
described as commencing at a point on S line 7211 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

Part of Lot 14, Block 1, Rockwood 3rd Addition %ﬂcent Canzoneri & Helen M,
described as commencing at a point on S line 7203 Huntington 67206
of said Lot, 214.52" W of SE cormer 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"; thence 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 common ereas /

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




Lot Addition Property Owner 3 wf«d—’

LA
Part of Lot 14, Block 1, Rockwood 3rd Addition Thelma Hllliugt'ord( ‘iﬂ
described as commencing at a point on S line address unknown
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
a place of beginning; thence continuing W along the
last described line extended, 32.2'; thence South
at right sngles 12,4'; thence W at right angles 52.7';
thence N at right angles 15,5'; thence E at right
angles 2,75"; thence N at right angles 16.3"; thence
W at right angles 2'; thence N at right angles
12,2'; thence E at right amngles 25.83"; thence
N at right angles 2'; thence E at right angles
48,9"; thence S at right amgles 24.4"; thence
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

Lot 14, Block 1, Rockwood 3rd Addition, except Union National Bank of Wichita
sbove last 4 described tracts 150 N, Matn 67202

Lot 7, Block 2 Rockwood 3rd Fred E, Fox & Anita J.
220 N, Armowr 67206

Lot 8, Block 2 arold E, Ramsey & Frances N.
210 N, Armour 67206

Lot 9 & N2' Lot th S, Martin & Dena G,
10, Block 2 200 N, Armour 67206

I
Lot 10 exc. N 2' [ chard C, Gilmartin & Margaret U.
Block 2 ddress unknown™

a
Lot 11, Block 2 James D, Cavanaugh & Dorothy A,
144 N, Armour 67206

Lot 12, Block 2 arry B, Spikes & Valerie H,
134 N, Armour 67206

Lot 13, Block 2 ale W. Doner & Esther L,
124 N, Armour 67206

Beginning at SE corner of Lot 14, thence W along \ﬁny E. Munn & Lyn E.
front line,10'; thence Nly parallel with E line 8205 E. Boston 67207
said Lot, 70'; thence Nly 75' more or less to~

NEly corner Lot 14, thence S 144' to beginning

& all Lot 15, Block 2, Rockwood 3rd

Lot 14 except that part beginning at SE cormer of John M, Roberts & Marcella S.
Lot 14, thence W along front lime, 10'; thence Nly § 104 N. Armour 67206
parallel with E line said Lot, 70'; thence Nly 75'

more or less to NEly cormer Lot 14, thence S 144'

to beginning, Block 2, Rockwood 3rd

Lot 16, Block 2 Rockwood 3rd %‘I.en E. Seaton & Joan M,
05 Rutland Rd. 67206

Lot 17, Block 2 J;mdul P, Anderson & Reeva M,
115 Rutland Rd, 67206




Lot Addition Property Owner

Lot 18, Block 2 Rockwood 3rd \{%Iemm‘ C. Bowman
135 Rutland 67206

Lot 19, Block 2 nneth C. Mattley & Jane A,
145 Rutland 67206

Lot 20, Block 2 (ﬂ', Nolan Artz & H, Irene Scimeca Artz
155 Rutland 67206

Lot 21, Block 2 ((.n. Walls
201 Rutland Rd. 67206

Lot 22, Block 2 (ﬁxz‘h D. Wsllace & Jamet F,
211 Rutland Rd. 67206

Lot 23, Block 2 . Fred Muenchrath & Ruth A,
221 Rutland 67206

Lot 1, Block 1 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'" Donna Vee Kidwell
Block 1 7328 Pagent Lane 67206

Lot 4 & beginning at SWly cormer of Lot 5, thence %obere B. Meeker & Betty J.
to NW corner, thence along rear line 2%', thence 7400 Pagent Lane 67206
to SWly corner at beginning, Block 1, Rockwood 4th

Lot 1, Block 2 Rockwood 4th X i ~dSheldon J, Miller & Alice N,
— address unknown

Lot 2, Block 2, ¢’Ne11 D. Frumkin & Sally A.
8202 Tamarac Lane 67206

Lot 3, Block 2 Richard M, Kerschen & Hannsh R,
1204 S, Governeour Ct, 67207

Lot 4, Block 2 %:ary M. Hanssen & Suzanne S.
154 Rutland Rd., 67206

Lot 5, Block 2 \{ﬁ-mk A. Addis & Lorena M.
200 Rutland R4, 67206

6, Block 2 v;arvey A. Campbell & Mary Starr Campbell |
7301 Pagent Lane 67206

7, Block 2 '{mmld E. Hofmann & Merle S.
¢7315 Pagent Lane 67206

8, Block 2 Fred C. BanBebber & Harriett E.

7329 Pagent Lane 67206

9, Block 2 Charles E. Henning M.D. & Susan F.
7401 Pagent Lane 67206

10, Block 2 ﬁ.x. Smith Jr. & Wanda L.
405 Pagent Lane 67206

11, Block 2 {iﬂneld L. Wickham & Jo Ann
7409 Pagent Lane 67206

12, Block \d Robert L. McCroskey & Maribel B.
7413 Pagent Lane 67206




23,

24,

25,

26,

27,

28,

29,

30,

31,

32,

Block 2

Block 2

Block 2

Block 2

Block 2

Block 2

Block 2

Block 2

Block 2

Block 2

Block 2

Block 2

Block 2

Block 2

Block 2

Block 2

Block 2

Block 2

Block 2

Block 2

1, Block 3

2, Block 3

Addition

Rockwood 4th

Property Owner

%aber: E. Mallonee & Barbara C,
243 Postoak St, 67206

Jo Ann B, Schovee

225 Postosk St. 67206
Richard D. Martens & Elinor J.
217 Posteak 67206

John P, Hawkins & Lois P.
201 Postosk 67206

url D. Greer & Alice Mae
171 Postoak St, 67206

Claude R, Kimbrel & Sue B.
157 Postoak 67206

erald D, Haag & J, Diane
43 Postoak 67206

ohn H. Haeberle & Georgia R.
125 Postoak 67206

Elizabeth N, Gambrill
-~ address

vﬁ.s. Huston & Vere M,

110 Brendonwood Ct., 67206

ﬁmze G. McNeil & Phyllis B,
118 Brendonwood Ct, 67206

«Mehud T. Foster & Carol Sue
126 Brendonwood Ct. 67206

{/r.w. Shelton Jr, & Shirley G.
134 Brendonwood Ct, 67206

Willis H, Webster & Melva B,
142 Brendonwood Ct, 67206

{ Max F, Blakely & Barbara A,
150 Brendonwood Ct, 67206

John E. Schlicher & Karol
139 Brendonwood Dr, 67206

Gerald W. Carr & Elenor R,
131 Brendonwood Dr, 67206

"fnul E. Gravley & Clara J.
123 Brendonwood 67206

. Philip Buck Jr,
115 Brendonwood Dr, 67206

iclem E. Smith & Eleanor M,
" 107 Brendonwood 67206

Roger D. Farrow & Nancy J,
106 Brendonwood Dr. 67206

Jack G, Paulsen & Christine F,
114 Brendonwood 67206




Lot

Lot 3, Block 3

Lot 4, Block 3

Lot 5 exc S 5'
Block 3

S5' Lot 5 &

All Lot 6, Block
3

Lot ?, Block &
Lot 2, Block &
Lot 3, Block 4
Lot 4, Block 4
Lot 5, Block 4
Lot 6, Block &
Lot 7, Block &
Lot 8 exc E 2'
Block 4

E 2' Lot 8 &
All Lot 9, Block
&4

Lot 2, Block 1
Lot 3, Block 1
Lot &, Block 1
Lot 5, Block 1
Lot 6, Block 1

Lot 7, Block 1

Lot 8, Block 1

Addition
Rockwood 4th

Property Owner

‘[Hln'en E, Meyer & Dorothy P.
130 Brendonwood 67206

bert Lee Pelmer
Loren L. Morton
% 2113 N, Edgemoor 67208

.G.. Phipps, M.D, & Dorothy E.
117 Brendonwood Ct, 67206

io&eph A, Bulger & Hazel Ruth
109 Brendonwood Ct. 67206

Jack S, Stevens & Alice R,
301 Huntington 67206

Williem R, Coughenour & Patricia
7315 Huntington 67206

Ann Valerius Petrie
7329 Huntington 67206

#George Evonees & Vadys L.
7401 Huntington 67206

Albert H, Howard & Odetta
7409 Huntington 67206

Dr. Randall S, Ramsey
818 E. Douglas Apt 209 67206

ian E, Romalis & Miriam E.
¥ 7507 Huntington 67206

y:relml Jean Gragg

7515 Huntington 67206

y‘&ma C. Price & Sandra Kay
7523 Huntington 67206

%mm 8. Gick & Pauline M.
216 Postoak 67206

T G, Nester
212 Postoask St, 67206

James B. Connelly & Isabelle M,
2086 Postoak St, 67206

Thomas 0, Griffin & Sharon 5.
200 Postosk St. 67206

Harry J, Frieze & Kathryn A,
130 Postosk St. 67206

‘fﬁ.k. Loomis

20 Lakeside Blvd. 67207

411“»11 W, Campbell & Elizabeth Ann
116 Postoak St. 67206




9, Block 1

10, Block 1,

Lot 11, Block 1

Lot 12, Block 1

Lot 13, Block 1

Lot 14, Block 1

Lot 15, Block 1

Lot 16, Block 1

Lot 17, Block 1

18, Block 1

19, Block 1

4, Block 2

5, Block 2

6, Block 2

7, Block 2

8, Block 2

9, Bleck 2

10, Block 2

11, Block 2

Lot 12, Block 2

Lot 5, Block 1

Addition

Rockwood 5th

Rockwood 6th

Property Owner

Jack E. Smith & Margie E,
110 Postoak 67206

Louise L. Yost
104 Postoak 67206

iﬁ‘rmis Fredreck Lynch & Dorothy Ann
101 Penrose Dr. 67206

nald L, Ferguson & Carol Ann
109 Penrose Dr. 67206

ames H, Reeder & Joan G,
117 Penrose Dr. 67206

letus T. Burgardt & Viola M,
125 Penrose 67206

ert Namisnak & E, Jerrine
33 Penrose 67206

l# Edwin R, Clark & Doris Lee
141 Penrose 67206

-4 Reginald Gilbert Hammond & Kathleen
Mana Hammond
201 Penrose 67206

Raymond H. Davis & Hazel Blair Davis
209 Penrose 67206

Robert N, McNiel & Ray C.
217 Penrose 67206

Lawrence E. Hall & Pauline B,
216 Penrose 67206
j

Charles F. Squire & Nancy Ellen
208 Penrose 67206

ames H, Steele & Roberta M,
200 Penrose 67206

Arthur J, Robinson & Donna
142 Penrose 67206

%]’nhn N. Ryan Jr,

134 Penrose 67206
A, James King & Alma Jane
126 Penrose 67206

Perry T. Fleagle & Marcia M,
118 Penrose 67206

Lawrence A, Gittrich & Annabelle H,
110 Penrose 67206

Thomas R. Lentz & Melinda M,
6602 E, Harry Apt 1207 67207

Thomas H, Hamner & Pamela B,
19 Burr Osk Rd. 67206

e S e R

~—



Lot Addition Property Owmer

Lot 6, Block 1 Rockwood 6th Walter E, Ferguson & Dorris A,
213 Burr Osk Rd, 67206

Lot 7, Block 1 on J, Marano & Jule M,
207 Burr Oak Rd, 67206
8, Block 1 Ronald A, Glsh & Glorana L.
01 Burr Oak 67206

9, Block 1 \{Jmes R. Mott & Rebecca S.
518 N, Terrace Dr. 67208

10, Block 1 ,J'Charles E. Ramsey & Patricia B,
123 Burr Oak 67206

11, Block 1 Robert T. High & Jamet K,
119 Burr Osak Rd, 67206

12, Block 1 iﬂ. Gary Poss & Joan M,
111 Burr Oak 67206

13, Block 1 Ikarl W. Johnson & Kathryn M,
‘¥- 7722 Huntington 67206

Lot 7 exc N 2' d James L. Burgess & Cynthia A,
Block 2 53 Live Oak Lane 67206

Lot 8 & 9, 4 Dorothy Compton Morton & Richard B,
Block 2 Hammond, Trustees
Box 1118 67201

Lot 10, Block 2 émy R. Cary
15 Live Oak Lane 67206

Lot 11, Block 2 @illim L. Poitevint & Clara A,
05 Live Oak 67206

Lot 12, Block 2 erry 0. Everson & Barbara A,
204 Burr Oak Road 67206

Lot 13, Block 2 nnis W, Yockey & Peggy E,
208 Burr Osak Rd, 67206

Lot 14, Block 2 éo:lger M, Arst & Patricia L.
12 Burr 0Osk Ct, 67206

Lot 1, Block 4 Samuel A, Baker & Grace M,
244 Live Osk Lane 67206

Lot 2, Block 4 -aﬁilliam J. Ervin & Mary Leu
236 Live Osk 67206

Lot 3, Block 4 : Daniel A. Derr & Elly S,
# jaddress unknown

Lot 4, Block 4 Joseph N, Berns & Karen A,
222 Live Oak Lane 67206

7
Lot 5, Block 4 i “Dirk W. Vink & Margaret T, z/¢ Live Ok
752 N MiwstonRd, 67206
i
Block &4 Patrick F., Regan & Ann M,
/10 Live Osk Lane 67206

Block 4 Ralph Edward Umbarger & Dorothy E,

%124 Burr Osk Rd, 67206




Lot Addition
Rockwood 6th

Lot 8, Block 4
Lot 9, Block 4
Lot 10, Block &
Lot 11, Block &
Lot 12 exc W 2'
Block &

W 2' Lot 12,
Block &

Lot 5, Block 3 Rockwood 5th

Lot 4, Block 3 LIS

Lot 3, Block 3

Lot 2, Block 3

Block 3

Rockwood Reserve A

Block A Rockborough

Block A

Nestor's

Property Owner

Stephen A, Imm & Judith M.
16 Burr Oak Rd, 67206

%:ecu L. McClaren & Diane E,
10 Burr Osk 67206

W. Mike Campbell & Marilymn K,
04 Burr Osk Rd, 67206

(Larry W. Robinson & Marlene M.
100 Burr Oak 67206

ﬁilbur B. Harrison & Dorothy A,
7721 Buntington 67206

4.Tohn Hale, Jr. & Margaret
7711 Huntington 67206

" on " " " "

(Willim H. Mitchell & Peggy Ann
7701 Huntington 67206

s J, Curry & Elsie Jem
7623 Huntington 67206

? Roy K. Steeby & Donna c.
615 Huntington 67206

d’nnm-e J. Lavigne Jr. & Charlotte B,
7601 Huntington 67206

901 W. 63rd St,

fhe Prudential Insurance Co. of America
6
Overland Park, Kansas 66202

Rockborough Executive Park Co.
X.._ address unknown

Windsor at Rockborough i
'i 3310 Rarrison SE, 230 A Kock Koad |

Popeka;—Ksr—66600 [Uichite 6720k

.{mﬂe J. Hefley &leiggey Ve ) egept N-Rocic ol

J. Victor Benton & Helen M.
8501 Shannon Way 67206
_ Harvey W. Hefley & Merle J.
1D 7701 Dublin St. 67206

yﬂeutar R, Weigand Jr.

12 Colenial (7207

?ﬁeﬂ.e E, Britting & Helen E.
7328 Elm Ct. 67206




Lot Addition Property Owner ’bLmjd,
Beginning at a point 50" E & 40" N of SW corner % J.A, Vickers C‘M
NW; of Section 20, T 27S, R2E, 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 sectiom,

175" thence W to beginning

Lots 1 & 2 Rockwood South lst Estate of James Campbell
Suite 500
828 Fort Street Mall
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813

Lot 1 Rockwood South 3rd 0,L. Eck
7310 E, Kellogg 67207

Lot 2, Rockwood South 3rd except a tract of land {Robert W. Moore
along S line of Lot 2, described as beginning at 400 N. Walker

SE corner of Lot 2, thence W along S line of Lot | Oklahoma City, Oklshoma 73102
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 curve 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 & & Kellogg Mall wﬁllogg Mall Associates

1712 North Meridian St.
Indianapolis, Ind. 46200

Lot 1, Kellogg Mall Addition, except that part Estate of James Campbell
described as commencing at a point 1790.35' S Suite 500

& 60'W of N.E, corner of SE% of Sec, 19, T27S, 828 Fort Street Mall
R2E; thence Wly parallel with U.S. HW 54 r-o-w, Honolulu, Hawaii 96813
23,25' to E line of said Lot 1 & a place of beg.;

thence continuing Wly parallel with said HW, 176.75';

thence Sly parallel with E line of said SE%, 350';

thence Ely parallel with said HW, 183,1' to E

line of said Lot 1; thence Nly along E line of

said Lot 1, 350,07' to place of beginning.

Part of Lot 1, Kellogg Mall Addition described Kellogg Mall Associates
as commencing at a point 1790.35' S & 60' W of 1712 North Meridian St.
NE corner of SE% of Section 19, T27S, R2E; thence Indianapolis, Ind, 46200
W parallel with U.S. HW 54 r-o-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




Lot Addition %roperty Owner

A tract located in SE% of Section 19, T 275, R 2E, +th National Bank and Trust (% int)
described 2; beginning at a point on W line of 4th Financial Center 67202

Armour Drive as platted in Rockwood South 3rd

Add, said point being 80' N of NE corner of Lot 1 in E.V. Yingling, Jr. (3/8 int)
said Addition; thence W parallel with N line of said '{ Martha L, Gertung (% int)
Lot 1, 429,67' to point of curvature of a curve to - Doreen G, Yingling (1/8 int)
the right having a central angle of 90°00' and a radius % 24 Via Rema 67230

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 cirve; 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; thence

S along said Armour Drive extended N, 380' to beginnipg.

Beginning 8' E & 465" N of SW corner SE% of Sec. Kansas Gas and Electric Company
19, T27s, R2E, thence E 50', thence N 100', Thence ® ~120 E, 1st St, 67202
W 50" thence S 100' to beginning.

A tract beginning 465' N of SW corner of SE} Kansas Gas and Electric Company
Sec, 19, T27S, R2E; thence E 8'; thence N 100'; D 120 E, 1st St, 67202

thence E 50'; thence N 65'; thence W 58' to W

line of SE%; thence S along W line 165' to

point of beginning.

Beginning 630" N of SW corner of SE% of Sec, .. Kansas Gas & Electric Company
19, T 278, R 2E, thence E 58', thence § 35,29' D 120 E. 1st St. 67202
more or less, to N line of Lot 2, Rockwood

South 1st Addition, thence E 50'; thence N 120;,
thence W 108' to W line of SEX%, thence S along
W line of SE% 84.45', more or less to point of
beginning

A tract in SE; of Sec, 19, T 275, R 2 E, desc. Estate of James Campbell
as beginning at a point on W line of SE}; & 40" Suite 500
S of N.W. corner thereof; thence E parallel with D 828 Fort Street Mall
N line of SE%, 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" end 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

90° & 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 cormer 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 iine of Lot 2,

(cont)




Lot Addition Property Owner

Rockwood South 1st Add, said point being 205' E of
W line of said SE%; 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 § line of said SE%; 108'
to W line of said SE%; thence N along W line of said
SE%, 1903.05' more or less to point of beginning

We hereby certify the foregoing to be a true and correct list
of the property owners of:
L/ 1000' radius of SEX of Section 19, Township 27
South, Range 2 East of 6th P,M, Sedgwick County,
Kansas, pt Rock d South S d 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 o'clock A.M,

THE SECURITY ABSTRACT w& COMPANY, INC,
By % 2l e
Vice President

Order No, 265223
rmk




Lot Addition Property Owmer

Lot 8, Block 1 Rockwood 3rd Fred E, Fruhauf & Neoma Sue
201 N, Armour 67206

Lot 9 exec, W 20' \/Claude E. Stinson & Mary
Block 1 155 N, Armour 67206

W 20" Lot 9 & D Jimmie Lee Kuhlmann & Jane M.
W 20" of N 9,8" 38 s, stratford 67206
Lot 10, Block 1

W 20' of 5 80,2' DReln L. Angle

Lot 10 & W 20" of N 8201 Tamarac Lane 67206
19,8" of Lot 1li,

Block 1

Lot 10 exc. W 20' Clyde Niernberger & Ruth E.
Block 1 145 N, Armour 67206

§ 70.2' of W 20' Union National Bank of Wichita
Lot 11, Block 1 «150 N. Main 67202

Lot 11 exc. W 20' i1ford Jones Jr. & Elizabeth E.
Block 1 120 N, Westfield 67212

Part of Lot 12, Block 1, Rockwood 3rd Addition ﬁomm K. Pullman & Bette
described as commencing at a point on N line 501 Longford Lame 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 rTight angles

2'; thence W at right angles 15,93 feet; thence

N at right amngles 75.96"; thence E at right angles

45.7' to beginning together with an undivided 1/12th

interest in common areas

Ppart of Lot 12, Block 1, Rockwood 3rd described Jf.um H. Weigand
1

as commencing at a point on N line of said Lot, 2 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 amgles 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

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

S parallel with E line of said Lot 99,76'; thence

W at right angles 14.32"; thence S at right

angles 67.31' for a place of beginning; thence

continuing S on last described line extended,

29,87'; thence E at right angles 2'; thence S

at right angles 16.25'; thence W at right

angles 82.74'; thence N at right angles 24.5';

thence E at right sngles 3,3'; thence N at

right angles 3'; thence E at right angles 14.7';

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

together with an undivided 1/12th interest in

common areas
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Lot Addition operty Owner

Part of Lot 12, Block 1, Rockwood 3rd addition obert W, Wallace & Geraldine S,
described as commencing at a point on N line of 111 N, Armour St. 67206
said Lot 19.6' W of N,E. corner thereof; thence

§ 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';

thence 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 N at right angles 7'; thence E at

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

Part of Lot 12, Block 1, Rockwood 3rd Addition - Leslie J, Rudd
described as commencing at a point on N line 125 N, Armour 67206
of said Lot, 19.6' W of N.E. cormer 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";

thence N at right angles 75,96'; thence E at right

angles 45,7' to beginning, together with an undivided

1/12th interest in common areas

Lot 12, Block 1, Rockwood 3rd Addition, except Union National Bank of Wichita
above last 5 described tracts 150 N, Main 67202

Part of Lot 13, Block 1, Rockwood 3rd Addition ladys L. Levitt
described as commencing at a point on W line 7118 E. Douglas 67206
of said Tot, 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'; thence E at right

angles 45,4' for a place of beginning; thence

continuing east on last described line extended,

45.7'; thence S at right angles 75.95'; thence

W at right angles 16,27"'; thence N at right angles

2'; thence W at right angles 29.43'; thence N at

right angles 73.95" to beginning together with an

undivided 1/12th interest in common areas

Part of Lot 13, Block 1, Rockwood 3rd Addition Howard N, Fullington
described as commencing at a point on W line 7108 E. Douglas 67206
of said Lot, 121.15" N of SW cormer thereof,

thence E parallel with S line of said Lot, 54,75'

for a place of beginning; thence continuing 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 common areas




Lot

7, Block Z

8, Block 2

9, Block Z

10, Block Z

1, Block T

2, Block T

3, Block T

4, Block T

5, Block T

6, Block T

Lot 7, Block T
Lot 8, Block T
Lots 9 & 10,

Block T

Lots 11 & 12,
Block T

Lot 13, Block T
Lot 14, Block §
Lot 1, Bleck 0O
Lot 2, Block 0
Lot 3, Block 0

Lot 4, Block 0

Lot 5, Block 0

Addition

Eastborough 3rd

Property Owner

y{énert M. Lee & Katherine E.
62 Mission Rd, 67207

rsian N, Nacheff
7 Drury Lane 67207

Merle Knett & Eleanor ¥ L
K_ address unknown _ee—iofe

arl E. Leclier & Barbara E,
9 Drury 67207

1lfred G. Pitzner & Violet G.
11 E. Lynwood Blvd 67207

adyme M, Hershberger
13 E. Lynwood Blvd, 67207

ay K. Wisdom & Isabel F,
15 E. Lynwood Blvd, 67207

osn I, Peterson Thy! 14 3 ¥ Kowaos @t
— address unknown 67 2d

k}&mos C. Small
19 E. Lynwood Blvd. 67207

‘d‘?aul W. Fleeger & Nedra Evans Fleeger,
Trustees
1 E. Lynwood 67207
ﬁnion National Bank, Successor Trustee
150 N, Main 67202

bert R. Arnold & Lila M,
23 E. Lynwood 67207
Herman A, Asment & Louise L,* *
address unknown _cee

u}]«ff H, King & Mildred C,
9 Willowbrook 67207

ane L. Wallace & Velma L,
5 Willowbrook 67207

arner Moore & Maxine
1 Willowbrook 67207

nton Silloway Jr. & Leslie P.
67 Mission 67207

,
lfred James III & Elizabeth F,
50 Mission Rd. 67207

James L, Deckinger & Marilyn H,
3 English 67207

.H, Steve Jordan & Evelyn E.
5 English 67207

%n‘y A, Nagel & Judith A,
7/English 67207

Victor N, Harris & Lola B,
9 English 67207




Lot Addition Property Owner

Lot 6, Block O Eastborough 3rd is D, McCready

11 English Ave. 67207

lbur H, Weedin & Marjorie H,
3 English Ave. 67207

s Charles Manion & Janice Kay
415 Country Club P1, 67208

Lot 9, Block 0 @ﬂght J. Wilson & Lola Ann
2 Mission 67207

Lot 7, Block O

Lot 8, Block 0

Lot 10, Block O L arrell H, Leason

18 E. Lynwood Blvd, 67207

Lot 11, Block 0 %llph S. Lightner
20 E. Lynwood 67207

Lot 12, Block 0 :IJohn H, Songer & Roslyn A,
22 E, Lynwood 67207

Lot 13, Block 0O ald J. Robinson & Agnes M,
24 E, Lynwood 67207

hﬁ;yrence W. Shannon & M, Grace
26 E, Lynwood 67207

.G, Ripstra
61 S, Stratford 67207

Lot 14, Block 0

Lot 15, Block 0O

Lot 1, Block W,M,G, 1live Ann Beech

48 Mission 67207

W 155' of Lot 2,
Block W.M.G.

E 81,74" Lot 2 &
W 78.74' Lot 3,

%‘amea R, Boyd &

13 E. Douglas

ora Armstrong
15 E. Douglas

Mary
67207

67207

Block W.M.G.

E 158" Lot 3,
Block W.M.G,

ank R, Solomon & Lorraime F.
17 E. Douglas 67207

Lot 4, Block W.M.G. Williem H, Avery & Hazel B, ¥ ¥
address unknown _jcers ?f

Lot 5, Block W.M,G, Olive Ann Beech

T 48 Miesion 67207

/ Glenn D, Byer & Dee Anne
4 English 67207

W 115' Lot 6,
Block W.M.G,

Lot 6 exc. W 115', \ﬁobe‘tt L. Burns & Frances E,
Block W.M.G, ~2116 Fairview 67203

E 78.74' Lot 7 &
W 79,26' Lot 8,
Block W.M.G,

odore A, Hiebert, Trustee of
Kathryn S, Hiebert, Trust & Theodore A,
Hiebert Trustee of Theodore A, Hiebert,

Trust
12 English 67207

- ﬁr?‘éfm
«7:20(0] ;

Luis A, Casado & Vera J.
14 English 67207

W 158" Lot 7,
Block W.M.G.

E 157.48' Lot 8,
Block W.M.G.




Lot Addition Property Owner

Lot 3, Block A, Clayton Addition and Commencing Windsor at Eastborough
at intersection of Nly line of Kellogg Drive - % ald Whidden

with the Wly line of Clayton Addition, thence 030 E. Kellogg St. 67207
E along the N line of Kellogg Drive a distance

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.

All of Lots 1 & 2, Block A, Clayton Addition W.R. Azim & Ada J, Azim < =
except W 130'6" of Lot 1 & exc N 120' of Address unknown

Lot 2 & N 120" of E 19,6' of Lot 1 together T
with easement for common driveway purposes &

public ingress & egress as follows: 1) over

a strip of land 126" wide & sbutting 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

Lot 1 exc. E 19.6" & except above described ilip F, Farha & Gloria E.
tract owned by W.R. Azim in Block A, Clayton Add. 557 N, Armouwr 67206

Aboud yd J, Ellis & Jeanne G.
020 University 67209

Block U Eastborough 3rd LJ/ﬁ‘ichIrd H, Barton & Eunice H,
72 S, Stratford 67207

Block U ilip W, Russell & Suzamme G.
74 S, Stratford 67207

Block P %stin B, Craig & Mildred E.
56 s, Stratford 67207

Block P 1liam A, Hensley III & Carla A,
58 Stratford 67207
Block P Nona Clemons
60 S, Stratford 67207
Block P dward G, Fahnestock & Opal M.
62 S, Stratford 67207
Block P orge R. Temple & Elizabeth
64 S, Stratford 67207

Block P ane B, Manka
S. Stratford 67207

Block P obert M, Smith Sr. & Florence
68 S, Stratford 67207

Block P ge A, Angle
0 S, Stratford 67207

e
Block K Eastborough 2nd f" James E. Winter & Sarsh E.
L] /127 Bonnie Brae 97‘;0 7




Lot Addition Property Owner

Lot 3, Block K Eastborough 2nd ( Orville Glick & Opal
15 Huntington 67206

Lot 4, Block K &rry A, Thayer & Ruth Anne
17 Huntington 67206

Lot 5, Block K wuul S. Bowen & Lynda S,
19 Huntington 67206

Lot 6, Block K |Beorge C. Croston Jr & Dorothy B,
21 Huntington 67206

Lot 7 & W 10" Lot
8, Block K, J./Robert A, Finney & Gertrude L,
23 Huntington 67206

Lot 8 exc, W 10" gy'ﬂoward C, Menne & Mary Louise
& W 15" Lot 9, 25 Huntington 67206
Block K

Lot 9 exc, W 15' \i{awﬂ L., VanDam & Karen L.
Block K 1113 Governeour Ct, 67207

Lot 11, Block K Q/Richard V. Sardou & Ruth
14 E. Douglas 67206

Lots 12 & 13, G.M, Dumn sy, <
Block K ddress unknown ¢

Lot 14, Block K Hugh S, Edgerton
20 Douglas 67206

Lot 15, Block K M(irgn L. Moody & Nola
22 Douglas 67206

Lot 16, Block K a M, Mergen
Ruth M, Cox
% 24 Douglas 67206

Lot 17, Block K Ma‘zd V. Lawrence & Jane H,
/ 26 Douglas 67206

Lot 18, Block K Maryrose N, Bauslaugh v ¢~
address unknown _fce.oa

Lot 1, Block J James E, Colburn & Mary S.

6 Park Ave. 67206
Lot 2, Block J \Aﬁllce M, Stromberg & Judith K,
4

Park Ave., 67206

Lot 3, Block J Harvey Jones & Betty Sager Jones
ark 67206

That part Lot 5, beg. at NE cor of Lot 5, thence

SWly 172.6' along lot line to SE cor of Lot 5, 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




A S g

Lot Addition Property Owmer

W % of Lot 5 except a triangular tract of land Mildred M, Powers
lying within this described as beginning at q\. address unknown
SE corner of Lot 3, Block J, thence Nly along a_“g

rear line of Lot 3, 80', thence SEly 50',

thence SWly 60' to point of beginning being

in Block J, Eastborcugh 2nd

7 oy Thomas Orr & Mary Elizabeth
550 W. Central Apt 1403 67203

A triangular tract of land lying within
following described as Beginning at

SE corner Lot 3, Block J, thence Nly along
rear line Lot 3, 80', themce SEly 50', thence
SWly 60' to beginning, being part of Wi of Lot

5, Block J, Eastborough 2nd

Lot 7, Block J

Lot 8, Block J

Lot 9, Block J

Lot 10, Block J

Lot 4, Block H

Lot 5, Block H

Lot 6 & SE 35"

Lot 7, Block H

NWly 65' Lot 7,
Block H

Lot 5, Block I
Lot 4, Block I
Lot 3, Block I
Lot 2, Block I

Lot 1, Block I

Lot 7 exc. S 20'
Block I

Block L

Lot 7, Block 1

Eastborough 2nd \}Aﬂlce A, Helfrich & Stella C,
High Dr. 67206

Arthur H. Bacon & Lorraine E.
20 Huntington 67206

J/Raul E, Brito
18 Huntington 67206

rbert A, Jones & Virginia Maxine
16 Huntington 67206

Wﬁlm S. Hocutt & Marcelle R,

33 8, Stratford 67207

'/charlea B. Jenney & Lucia Jean
12 Brookfield Rd, 67206

orge H, Vandenberg & Maxine 4.
10 Brookfield 67206

LW, Hellar
6 Brookfield 67206

/ in McDonald Maloney
34 Stratford 67206

Duane C. Randall Jr, & Nancy A,
36 Stratford 67206

Jimmie Lee Kuhlmann & Jane M,
38 S, Stratford 67206

//J/_{eba L. Angle
/201 Temarac Lane 67206
Richard A, Lymn & Kathleen S,

245 8, Glendale 67218

X 3

/ Peggy Steele Meyer
Chloe Cory Steele

v/ 44 8, Stratford 67206

Jbennis A, Wallace & Suzamme S.
46 S, Stratford 67206

Rockwood 3rd g’i Mary Ann Skolant
S address unknown
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