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Map No. 5349 DATA SHEET
Sec. 7 COMMUNITY UNIT PLAN Z-
Twp. 27S

DP 23

Filed 9-11-73
Range 1E

APPLICATION REQUEST: Approval Of proposed planned commercial
development.

1. Applicant Marina Lake Drive. Inc.
Address 6572 E. Central Phone 685-3813

2. Agent Harry D. Beldsoe
Address 11800 West Hiqhwav 54 Phone 722-2100

3. General Location At the Southwest corner of Amidon and 21st Street R
Address

4. Proposed Use Small shops

AREA DATA

1. Acres
ft. by ft.)

2. Existing Zoning " B" Proposed Zoning "BB" & "12"
3. Area (is) (is not) platted. Addition
4. Existing R/W ft. ft. ft.

St. St. St.
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THE CITY OF WICHITA

OFFICE OF CITY TRAFFIC ENGINEER DATE December 10, 1973
ON SAFETY
PHASE n

1,) 2. 0»,rf q
1.1 F· /%31-·

TO Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning
17 .*. 3)44.

F'ROM William G. McKinley, Assistant Traffic Engineer
1*1,/¢...3

SUBJECT Marina Lakes Shopping Center
Zoning Request

1 As you know, the Traffic Engineering Division was represented on Monday,
1 November 26, 1973 at your Planning Commission meeting. At that times we wereprepared to discuss the traffic situation in and around Marina Lakes Shopping

Center at 21st and Amidon. You so stated that a menber of the Traffic

Engineering Division was available for conunent. Needless to say, our time
since your Commission did not wish to discuss trafficwas spent "for naught"

matters further. It is our opinion that several of the inaccuracies stated by
the applicant shoul d be conmented on by our division. It is for this reason
that we are writing this memorandum.

h

fi%1*

Mr. Bledsoe indicated that the intersection of 21st and Amidon is presently
running at 70% of capacity while several other important intersections around
Wichita are operating at or above their design capacity. Anybody going through
the intersection of 2lst and Amidon within the last two weeks can see that
chis intersection is operating at capacity, and excee:in& capacity during many
hours of the day. A lot of the information Mr. Bledsoe was quoting was submitted
by our division in May of 1973. As we both know, this information was prior to
the opening of the Woolco Store.

In January of 1973, we submitted to your department traffic counts on Amidon
and 21st in the vicinity of the Marina Lakes Center. At that time, the Amidon

counts south of 21st were in the vicinity of 15,000 vehicles. Our continuous
count station located on Amidon just south of the Big Arkansas River Bridge
:indicates that these volumes have been rapidly increasing. During the month
of October, the counts varied from a low of 16,000 on a Wednesday to a high of
20,500 on a Friday. The highest recorded count during the month of October
occurred on a weekend, at which time slightly over 22,000 vehicles were recorded
on October 6 and 0Ctober 13. Presently the November counts at this continuous
count s tation are not available as they are in the computing center of the State
Highway Commission o f Kansas. We would assume that the November counts would

be equal to the October counts while further counts presently being recorded
during the month of Decent)er will indicate an even higher demand on Amidon.

Mr. Bledsoe also indicated that several of the intersections were operating in
excess of their capacity. He quoted the intersection' of Pawnee and Seneca to
be opezating at 114% of its capacity and then stated, "It means that is the
traffic you can put through the intersection without having to wait for more than
on' stop light. " This statement is in error. In the traffic engineering field,
capacity is defined by various levels of service running from A through F.

147;
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5??d Level of service A denotes free-flowing traffic conditions, level of service C
denotes, in layman's terms, waiting for one traffic signal, level of service E 3

and F denotes maximum capacity through the intersection with delays of 6 through
8 cycles before you actually go through the intersection.

In May of 1973, the intersection of 219 and Amidon was operating at level of
service C, which is the acceptable design level desired for intersections within
the City of Wichita. Since that time with the opening of the Woolco Store and
added traffic volumes, this intersection has fallen into the D level o f service

and sometimes F on certain critical approaches.

We submitted another memo to your office on October 9, 1973 indicating the :impact
of the Marina Lakes Shopping Center on traffic volumes around 2lst and Amidon.
In general, the existing shopping center with just the Woolco Store open accounted
for 11 to 15% of the traffic using Amidon and 21st.

It should be noted that there is plenty of vacant square footage yet to be
developed within the existing shopping center which can only generate additional
traffic. Also, the proposed zoning would increase the amount of commercial
development, further increasing the traffic volumes in this area.

2/16.L B.
William G. MaKinlev

Assistant Traffic Ejkfeer

WGM:cg

cc: R. W. Bruggeman
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THE CITY OF WICInTA
OFFICE OF CITY TRAFFIC ENGINEER

TO Robert A. Lakia. Director i

DATE December 10, 1973 ON SAFETY
PHASE n

of Planning

FROM William G. McKinley, Assistant Traffic Engineer

SUBJECT
Marina Lakes Shopping Center
Zoning Request

As you knaw, the Traff ic Engineering Division was represented on Monday,
November 26, 1973 at your Planning Commission meeting. At that time, we were
prepared to discuss the traffic situation in and around Marina Lakes Shopping
Center at 2lst and Amidon. You so stated that a member of the Traffic
Engineering Division was available for comment. Needless to say, our time
was spent "for naught" since your Commission did not wish co discuss traffic
matters further. It is our opinion that several of the inaccuracies stated by
the applicant should be commented on by our division. It is for this reason
that we are writing this memorandum.

Mr. Bledsoe :indicated that the intersection of 21st and Amidon is presently
running at 70% of capacity while several other important intersections around
Wichita are operating at or above their design capacity. Anybody going through
the intersection of 21st and Amidon within the last two weeks can see that
this intersection is operating at capacity, and exceeding capacity during many
hours of the day. A lot of the information Mr. Bledsoe was quoting was submitted
by our division in May of 1973. As we both know, this information was prior to
the opening of the Woolco Store.

In January of 1973, we submitted to your department traffic counts on Amidon
and 21st in the vicini ty of the Marina Lakes Center. At that time, the Amidon
counts south of 2181 were in the vicinity of 15, 000 vehicles. Our continuous
count s tation located on Amidon j ust south of the Big Arkansas River Bridge
indicates that these volumes have been rapidly increasing. During the month
of October, the counts varied from a low of 16,000 on a Wednesday to a high of
20,500 on a Friday. The highest recorded count during the month of October
occurred on a weekend, at which time slightly over 22,000 vehicles were recorded
on October 6 and OCtober 13. Presently the November counts at this continuous
count station are not available as they are in the computing center of the State
Highway Commission of Kansas. We would assume that the November counts would
be equal to the October counts while further counts presently being recorded
during the month of December will indicate an even higher demand on Amidon.

Mr. Bledsoe also indicated that several of the intersections were operating in
excess of their capacity. He quoted the :intersection of Pawnee and Seneca to
be operating at 114% of its capacity and then stated, "It means that is the
traffic you can put through the intersection without having to wait for more than
one stop light. " This statement is in error. In the traffic engineering field,
capacity is defined by various levels of service running from A through F.
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Level of service A denotes free-flowing traffic conditions, level of service C
denotes, in layman's terms, waiting for one traffic signal, level of service E
and F denotes maximum capacity through the intersection with delays of 6 through
8 cycles before you actually go through the intersection.

In May of 1973, the intersection of 218t and Amidon was operating at level of
service C, which is the acceptable design level desired for intersections within
the City of Wichita. Since that time with the opening of the Woolco Store and
added traffic volumes, this intersection has fallen into the D level o f service
and sometimes F on certain critical- approaches.

We submitted another memo to your office on October 9, 1973 indicating the impact
of the Marina Lakes Shopping Center on traffic volumes around 21/t and Amidon.
In general, the existing shopping center with jus t the Woolco Store open accounted
for 11 to 15% of the traffic using Amidon and 21st .

It should be noted that there is plenty of vacant square footage yet to be
developed within the existing shopping center which can only generate additional.
traffic. Also, the proposed zoning would increase the amount of commercial
development, further increasing the traffic volumes in this area.

William G. McKinley
Assistant Traffic EMWCIer

WGM: cg

cc: R. W. Bruggeman
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City Manager's Agenda Item rage
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RECOMMENDATION FROM METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION TO L€
BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS

A. 4

2

4

REQUEST FOR ZONING 1
AND APPROVAL OF COMMUNITY UNIT PLAN

CONS IDERED BY MAPC:
10-11-73

9CASE NO.
2-1573 and DP-23

Amendment CONSIDERED BY BCC: 10-30-73 Ref back 31;

REQUEST FOR: RECONSIDERED BY NAPC: 11-26-73
"11" to "LC" and i,BB" -

REASON FOR R]dIRIind¥1e#1!1194&,·A!b]6}kY APPLICANT) : id

 Center) and the property east of Amidon (Ritchie's Twin Lakes Shopping
Property to the north is light commercial (Hanson ' s Marina Lake Shopping

Center and office park) is light comercial and office-type zoning. The

original land use for apartment development is not feasible because the
subsequent high cost of pump-up nand fill on the property made the present
"13" zoning too expensive for apartment-type development. There is a
greater need for small quality shops to complete the trade area."

GENERAL LOCATION: West side of Aridon north
of Arkansas River

LEGAL DESCRIPTION:
See attached excerpt of Planning Commission ..1 0minutes of October 11. 1973.

 APPLICANT: Marina Lake Drive, Inc.
€572 E. Central 67206

COUNSEL FOR APPLICANT: Harry D. Bledsoe, Agent

PROTESTORS (LIST COUNSEL) IF ANY: Mrs. Mary Belluomo, 2245 Bullinger,
Mary Phelan, 2243 Cardinal; and Joan Shearer, 2433 Benjamin Drive,
spoke in opposition.

SURROUNDING ZONING:
To the north Ls "AA" and "LC"; south is "AA";
eart is "3313" and west is "AA" and "13"

tatickli"/"I"Il
W96 -

/844-
F,%730.---

,%4.,X :. e

LAND USE: To the north is general business; south is Arkansas River; -2

$*
east is offices and parking; west is undeveloped.

21

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: -:

That the zone change C Z-1573) be approved, and Also that the
amendment to the Community Unit Plan be approved, subject to
the following: (See attached excerpt from Planning Commission
minutes of November 26, 1973, for conditions of approval.)
Blakey moved, Kamen seconded and it carried by a vote of 5
in favor (Blakey, Knmen, Taylor, Arnholz and Kennessy) and 1
opposed (Gragert). (Rising, Hill, Gardenhire and Hopper
absent.)

 ACTION 1. Approve tile zone change and CUP as recommended by the Vetro-politan Area Planning Commission, subject to the reco,Tanended conditions :Il#,%*P
and instruct the Planning Department to forward the ordinance for first -08!&*

4440

reading when the plat is forwRrded to the City Commission; or ¥82*

1 2. Take such action as the City cornmission deems appropriate. 997

.Aw

rmiT9-220
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EXCERPT FROM PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES OF OCTOBER 11, 1973:

347' · 7!*,·./*<54

' iNk'y:j·, 1
p /*9[··

278. Case No. Z-1573 - Marina Lake Drive, Inc. requests change
from "B" to "Le" for That part of Government Lot 1, in
the 9 1/4 of Sec. 7, Twp. 27S, RZE, described as beginning at
a point on the east line of said Government Lot 1, 1120.43
feet south of the NE corner thereof; thence north 88'12'55"
West, a distance of 130 feet; thence north 00'04'05" East, 15
feet; thence south 89'56'09" West, 455.06 feet; thence north
54'26'07" West, 194.13 feet; thence south 16°00' West, 310
feet more or less to the left (north) bank of the Arkansas
River; thonce southeasterly along the left (north) bank of
the Arkansas River to the east line of said Government Lot
11 thance north 885 feet more or less to the place of
beginning, except therefrom that part dedicated to the public
for access, drainage, riverbank maintenance, flood control
and river beautifi cation, all in Wichita, Sedgwick County,
Kansas,

920-9-·I

and change from "B' to "BB" for that part of Government Lot
1, in the i,a 1/4 of Sec. 7, Twp. 27S, RlE, described an
beginning at a point on the east line of said Government Lot
1, 1120. 32 feet south of Me NE corner thereof; thence north
88'12'55' West, a distance of 130 feet; thence north 00004'15"
East, 15 feet; thence south 89'56'09" West, a distance of
455.06 feet; thence north 54°26'07" West, a distance of 251.68
feet; thence north 70'56'58" West, a distance of 959.77 feat
to a point 695 feet south and 770 feet east of the NW corner
of said Government Lot 1; thence south 12'11'35" West, 282.9
faet more or less to the north bank of the Arkansas River;
thence southeasterly along the north bank of said river to
the east line of said Government Lot 1; thence north along
the east line of said Government Lot 1, 885 feet mor• or
less to the point of beginning, except that portion lying
east of the following described line: Commencing at a point
on the east line of said Government Lot 1, 1120.32 feet south
of the NE corner thereof; thence north 88'12'55" West, 130
feit; thence north 00°04'05" East, 15 feet; thence south
89'56'09" West. 455.06 feet; thence north 54'26'07" West,
194.13 feet for a place of beginning; thenc• south 16'00'
West, 310 feet more or less to the left (north) bank of the
Arkansas River, except therefrom that part dedicated to the
public for access. drainage, riverbank maintenance, flood
control and river beautification, all in Wichita, Sedgwick
County, Kansas.

4

All generally located on the west side of Amidon Avenue north
of the Arkansas River.

27b.

1

Case No. DP-23 - Marina Lake Drive, Inc. requests approval of
an amendment to Marina Lake CUP, legally described -:
That part of Government Lot 1, in the NW 1/4 of Sec. 7,
Twp. 27S, RlE, described as beginning at a point on
the east line of said Government Lot 1, 1120.32 feet
south of the NE corner thereof ; thence north 88'12'55"
West, a distance of 130 feet; thence north 00'04'05'
East, 15 feet; thence south 89'56'09' West, a distance
of 455.06 feet; thence north 54'26'07" West, a distance
of 251.68 feet; thence north 70•56'58" West, a distance
of 959.77 feet to a point 695 feet south and 770 feet
east of the· NW corner of said Government Lot 1; thence
south 12011'35" West. 282.9 feet more or less to the
north bank of the Arkansas River; thence southeasterly
along the north bank of said river to the east line of
gaid Government Lot 1; thence north along the eamt line
of said Government Lot 1% 885 feet more or less to the
point of beginning, except therefrom that part dedicated
to the public for acce:8, drainage, riverbank maintenance,
flood control and river beauti fication, all in Wichita,
Sedgwick County. Kansas. Generally located on the west
side of Amidon north of tile Arkansas River.

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

·%*m"97.
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HISTORY:

1. The following history iLa from the staff report to the Plan-
ning Commission on January 25, 1973.

&Nfl:

3.

4.

2-0824 and DP-23 were two zone and Community Unit Plan applica-
tions for the entire area of the former Dolese sandpit area of
approximately 60 acres which the Planning Conunission considered
in 1967. Approximately 37 acres were requested for "LC" and "C"
and 24.5 acres were requested for '43". A Community Unit Plan
was submitted for both the commercial and residential parts.
The Planning Commis,ion recommended denial, without prejudice,
however, after the City Commission heard the case, approximately
8 acres of "LC:' and 22 acres of "8 ' was approved. The situation
at that time hinged on the impact of traffic on the arterial
system.

On December 12, 19 68, the Planning Commission considered an
application for an amendment to the CUP and request for an
increase of Parcel 1 from 3.57 acres to 9.13 acres of light
commercial zoning (Z-1032). Action of tic Planning Cononission
was to recommend denial of both applications. The Board of

City Commissioners, however, at their meeting on January 21,
1969 approved both applications, subject to certain conditions.
Again, the impact of traffic on the arterial system was a prime
consideration. (See attached minutes of November 14, 1968 and
December 12, 1968 - Attachments 1 and 2.)

On March 11, 1971. the Planning Commission considered an appli-
cation for an amendment to the CUP and a request for an in-
creaze in the area on Parcel 1 from 9.13 acres to 14.94 acres
of light commercial zoning. Action of the Planning Commission
was to recommend approval of both requests. This recommendation
was concurred in by the Board of City Commissioners on March 30,1971. (See attached Planning Commission minutes of March 19,
1971, and City Commission minutes of March 30, 1971 - Attach-ments 3 and 4.)

EED€ a
.m}:31:69

*y

8.)

On September 4, 1973, as an off-agenda item, the Board of
City Commissionere considered the matter of litigation and
zoning relative to Marina Lakes, Inc. The action of the
City Comnission was to permit the applicant to refile the
application without cost, conditioned upon the litigation
being ended by dismissal of the suit and payment of the
court costs by Marina Lake Drive, Inc.

Based on this action, the zone case and CUP were advertised
for hearing and notices mailed without cost to the applicant.
Specifically, the applicant has requested approximately 7.33
acres of "Le zoning and an additional 5.75 acres for -38'
Office zoning.

The CUP request proposes the following:

Increase in the Mize of Parcel € from 3.07
acres to approximately 7.33 acres.

8%5

Creating a new Parcel 8 proposed for '93 ·'
Office zoning + approximately 5.75 acres with
a maximum building height of 65 feet.

The most recent his tory of subject property occurred on
January 25, 1973, when the Planning Commission considered
an application for an amendment to the CUP and a request
for an additional amount of light commercial zoning -
approximately 7.33 acres and an approximate 5.75 acres of
"138" Office zoning. Action of the Planning Commission was
to recon//nd approval of both requests; however, both appli-
cations were denied by the City Commission on March 20, 1973.
(See attached Planning Commission minutes of January 25,
1973 and March 8, 1973, and City Conoiss ion minutes of rebru-
arv 27, 1973, and March 20, 1973 - Attachrents 5, 6, 7 and

4<%99.
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Decreasing the nize of Parcel 7 from 22.49 acres
to 12.79 acres, and a decrease in the proposed

number of dwelling units from 335 to 219.

Increasing the permitted square feet of retail
space by 111,878 for a total of 496,438.

Increasing the permitted square feet of office

space by 125,293 square feet.

5. The past history reflects intensive discussion relative to
this shopping center location and related traffic projections.
Traffic volumes on 21ot Street and through the 21st -Amidon
intersection, continue to increase as is evidenced by the
following traffic counts. (The Traffic Engineering Office
advises that new counts will soon be taken.)

Actual ADT Actual ADT

1970 1972

Amidon north of 2 lat Street 16,069 16,065
Amidon south of 21st Street 14,673 14,904
21st Street east of Amidon 13,659 17,278
21st Street west of Amidon 8,832 12,141

.*%91 6.

7.

8.

9.

10

The increase in these traffic counts on 21st Street in part
must be attributed to the iMprovement of the street and the
new bridge across the Arkansas River.

The arguments have been made in the past that regardless of
increaged traffic, the west side of Amidon deserved a compar-
able amount of "LC" zoning as granted to Twin Lakes to the
east. The square footage of retail space now proposed for
the west (496,438) now compares with the 330,000 previously
approved for Twin Lakes.

As the existing "LC" is generally the same c.1 both sides of
Anidon, any consideration of extending "LC" zoning should be
based on the submission of justification for additional need
of services. It would appear that as office zoning and devel-
opment exists to the east, the most compatible uses would be
for Parcel 6 to be developed for professional offices.

Although "outdoor display of marina supplies" was originally
approved as a permitted use in Parcels 1 and 4, subject to
approval by the Board o f Zoning Appeals, the purpose of
this intended use was originally stated because the pareels
had access to water and customers would have an opportunity
to test drive the boats on the lake. Outdoor type of uses
and displays should not be permitted along Meridian-Amidon.

Although the area now designated as Parcel 8 was originally
proposed for townhouses at a low density, it is now proposed to
develop offices to a maximum floor area of 125,000 square feet
to a permitted height of 65 feet. The townhouses were pre-
viously thought to be the most compatible use across the River
from high quality single-family homes. However, due to the
manner of development of the Marina Lakes commercial, most have
the service or back of buildings oriented to the lake. This

detracts from the visual qualifies which were hoped would induce
the townhouse and residential character for the riverfront
development.

'.el.

Visual qualitiaa and the view of the rear of the existing
buildings on Marina Lakes from the residential area south
of the River were discussed by the City Commission when
the two original applications were returned to the Plan- -
ning Commission. They suggested that proper coordination and mpS.*
beautification of Marina Lakes be considered to meet the „ · Y?,r

needs of property owners in the area. The applicant sub- &...2.1
mitted a list of plant materials and offered to guarantee
the plantings for Parcels 6 and 8.

1*4*&

16

1. bf?P?Y efi't!.4,;. 0*%·40.9,;*iime.7' '  '.···

·.i22tl_

<q·€€·p>'Irs @

imill..............

*aN

...r

6.'

i <Aic-

p .1.-9.-m
. kt.,MybEr-

22@Z-
4-f·F,«*,i '. 71-9

L

.



Since the previous consideration of this matter, recent
CUP's have provided that "landscape plans" would be sub-
mitted for approval prior to the issuance of building per-
mits.

11.

5944-

·43

Should the Planning Commission recommend the approval of the
zone change request and the amendments to the CUP, the fol-
lowing conditions would be cons istent with other approved
CUP's:

a.

-%
b.

C.

d.

e.

The platting of Parcels 6 and 8 within one year from
the date of approval by the Board of City Commissioners,
or the zone case be considered denied and closed.

Adding to "General Provisions" the following: A land-

scare plan for Parcels 6 and 8, indicating the location,
type and specifications of planting materials, shall be
submitted to the Planning Department for approval prior
to the iss uance of any buildina permits on theae parcels.

One Ltinor correction being made on the face of the plan -
labeling 'Reserve A" on the plan next to Amidon.

The development of this property shall proceed in accord-
ance with the development plan as recommended for approval
by the Planning Co vission and approved by the governing
body, and any substantial deviation of the plan, as deter-
mined Ly the Superintendent of Central Inspection and the
Director of Planning, shall constitute a violation of the
building permit authorizing construction of the proposed
development.

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

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

GALBRAITH said that the staff was still of the same opinion
as before, that -BB" Office zoning seemed more appropriate on
Parcel 6, and "B" more appropriate on Parcel 8; however, if the
Planning Commission recommends approval, it should be subject
to the conditions shown in the staff conunents, which are the
laine as a year ago, except with respect to the landscaping re-
quirement for Parcels 6 and 8. When asked if anything had
changed since the last consideration, GALBRAITH said there ap-
pears to be no difference in the CUP or the application than
before.

HENNESSY •tated the City Commission, when threatened with
litigation over the last action on this area, had apparently
decided to rehear the cue if the litigation was dropped, and
expected the Planning Commission to become a party to the matter.

GALBRAITH said the City Comnission minutes reflect that the
action was a split vote (3-2) and one Commissioner stated he wai
not indicating his approval of the matter at that time.

H. D. BLEDSOE maid there are Borne things he wanted to get
in the record and that he would be as short as possible in his
presentation. He commented that there is so much misunderstand-
ing that he wanted a record ao that the City Commission will Bee
his Various points.

4.34
#39

BLEDSOE said there has been one change in that they have
agreed to landscaping in an effort to appease everybody in the
area, including several parcels along 21st Street, some of which
hi does not now own.

'.1-7.
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BL2DSOE said that subject property ham never been asked for
"LC" prior to the application at the end of last year, although th•
City Commiuion has the understanding it has been back several
timeo. He pointed out that it le only the CUP that has been con-

sidered several times, and subject tract is a portion of the CUP,
which has 60 acres, and whenever a change in the CUP is proposed,
no matter how small an area of the total is involved, a new appli-
cation must be filed. He stated that subject application for
'LC" is only for 7 acres and that normally under a CUP they could
build around 170,000 square feet, however, they are proposing only
111,000 square feat.

To refer back to the beginning, BLEDSOE pointed out that
the area wal originally 60 acres and an application was filed
for 35 acres of 'LC" and 24 1/2 acres of "B" zoning, based on the
original design. There was much newspaper publicity and everyone
seemed to think it was great until the Ritchies opposed the plan,
saying that the street would be burdened and the intersection would
break down and there was no way it could work. At that time, the
City Commission allowed only 8 acres of "LC" and approved 24 1/2
acres of "B", but left the center o f the lake with no use at all.
BLEDSOE passed around the table a picture showing the area at that

time, showing the strip commercial approved along 21st Street.
He pointed out that when only strip zoning is approved, there is
no alternative but to develop in that fashion. The other 52

acres were left in the CUP, but there was no credit for the "LC"
area they could build on.

. Of the approved 8 acres along 218t Street, only 4,700 square
feet of "IC" has been built thereon, and BLEDSOE said it was at
this time he acquired Parcels 3 and 5, which was the only area he
had on the north side. BLEDSOE stated that it was at this time

the City Commission, Paul Graves and Ritchies complained that the
street would collapse; however, at the time the matter was denied,
street plans were on the drawing board for the intersection
improvement, so if it Ls underbuilt now it was underbuilt at that
time. BLEDSOE stated that after denial of the zoning, they paid
for 1/2 of 21st Street. Then the City decided to build a fut turn
at the corner and assessed the Texaco Station, Goodyear and a piece
of land to the south of the Texaco Station. After this, BLEDSOE
stated, they asked for another entrance on Amidon across from the
entrance to Twin Lakes, and again Ritchies complained that the traf-
fic would tear the street down and that if the entrance was across
from theirs it would require a traffic light, 80 the entrance was
granted 400 feet to the south.

BLEDSOE next referred back to the fact that when Amidon was
built, Dole•e Brothers (then owner of subject property on the west
side of Amidon) gave up access and in exchange was not taxed for
the street improvement. So when an access was requested, the City
asked for and received payment for one-half of the Amidon Street
improvement which had not been originally assessed against Dolese
Brothers. BLEDSOE pointed out, however, that no such requirement
was made of Ritchies on the east side of Amidon. In the meantime,
Ritchies added the theater to their Twin Lakes area, building it
to within 35 feet of the property line, yet the City Commission
required a 70 - foot setback on the went side of Amidon. Since that
time, the City has installed a traffic control light at the en-
trance to Twin Lakes, even putting the controls on the west side
of the Street.
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BLEDSOE said that when Woolco wanted space for a store, they
had asked for additional "LC" zoning for 550 feet south, to which
the City agreed; however, Ritchies again complained. Yet in the
meantime, they added on to the Sears Store in their own center.
Also, on the south portion of their property, which was supposed
to have apartments, and which is not under their CUP. the Ioning
was changed 00 they can build offices to the extent of 100,000
square feet, yet his subject application is only for 111,000
square feet of light commercial on the entire 7 acres.

1 --
When the City agreed to the zoning for the Woolco Store,

BLEDSOE said, they were asked to build an additional third lane
along Amidon, whidl they did for almost 1600 feet, and in addition
to the 70-foot setback. The City at the time was dumping water
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from the Ritchie property under the street and into their lake.
As a part of the Name rezoning, the City required them to pay for
storm Bower facilities for handling the drainage, which waa the
first time a CUP development had to provide a third lane or storm

Illiziplllllililli•ewer facilities. As a summarization of requirements placed on
the Marina Lake developoment, BLEDSOE said they paid for 1/2 of ..iF, .222

2 lat Street inprovement; all of a fast turn; all of storm drainage;
1/2 of the two lane' on 21st Street; a full third lane on Amidon

and 1/2 of the cost of the medials. 1

BLEDSOE next referred to the design of signalized intersec-
tions and the fact that when traffic builds up to where it cannot
flow through an intersection on one signal and han to wait for the
second green light, it is called F level. He said that 21st

and Amidon now is running at 70: of F level; Rock Road and Kellogg
at 80%; Central and West at 80% and Pawnee and Seneca at 114% all

of F level. In further explaining this point, BLEDSOE sald that
21st and Amidon was designed to carry 40,000 cars at F level
and today has 30,190 cars per day, so there is a buffer of 10,000
cars. Seneca and Pawnee was deaigned for 28,000 and is now
running at 32,737 per day. He pointed out that 25th and the I-235
bypass, construction of the 21st Street bridge and eventually when
25th Street is extended across the Big Ditch, all will help alleviate 
the traffic at 2 lst and Amidon.

For comparison purposes, BLEDSOE pointed out that at 21st
and Amidon, with 63 acres of "LC" on all four corners, traffic
is 70% of capacity, and Kellogg and Rock Road with 169 acres of
•LC" on all four corners, in 80% of capacity, and yet the
City granted an additional 18.4 acres of 'LE ' just recently be-
fore Kellogg Mall construction was started, which means an addi-
tional 240.000 square feet of building. BLEDSOE said at that time
the Traffic Engineer' s report a tated that Kellogg would be
forced to carry 60,000 cars per day, or twice as much as it would
be on 2lst and Amidon. Further, on Amidon for a length of 1800 gm9

feet they can only build 308,009 square feet of building, while momm#on one corner at Rock Road and dellogg (Kellogg Mall) they can
build 1,573,000 square feet of commercial, plus 296,000 square feet 488*0

for motel and that does not include apartments or residences, which .....amounts to four times as much on one corner as on all the Marina          -
Lake property put together.
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R--IBLEDSOE brought up the fact that the man that has been
fighting the Marina Lakes development is a stockholder in the 3/E
Kellogg Mall project, and he submitted a listing of Rock Road .*99*=7..Improvement, Inc. stockholders, showing that E. D., H. D., and J. '-
P. Ritchie own 1/10 of the stock herein. Again referring to the .2 fLI
amount of "LC" allowed at Kellogg and Rock Road, BLEDSOE said «4· 7

4*t,5that in addition to that referred to above, there can be 400,000 -*Al 51.
square feet of building to the south that is not completed, and Iit -

there is 800,000 square feet of area in Eastgate Center. So with-
in 1/2 mile of that intersection there is about 3,200,000 square
feet of "LC" building to be built. If subject application is - Igranted, it is the last of the property available in this area to
be built on, and it will only represent a total of 1,200,000
•quare feet for all four cornera, which is much less than what
is allowed on only one corner (Kellogg Mall) at Rock Road and
Kellogg·

BLEDSOE said that in granting the 18.4 acres at the inter-
section of Kellogg and Rock Road, the original 400-foot setback
was reduced considerably. BLEDSOE re ferred to the Traffic Engineer' s
report on conditions at Kellogg and Rock Road, pointing out that
the criteria used was that 1,000 square feet of light commercial
area would generate 18 cars per day; however, on the Saturday before
Christmas at Twin Lakes, the figure was 42 cars per 1,000 square
feet, so it is no wonder there are traffic problems. BLEDSOE felt
the biggest problem at 2 lat amd Amidon is not with the intersection -
inasmuch as traffic counts show it is only operating at 70% of .mer*r

design capacity but, rather, it is the fact that Twin Lakes has
been four times more •ucces,ful than anticipated and it i• built
too clome to the property line and cars cannot get in and out,
there is no room for a stacking lane. He showed a picture of
the new woolco Store at Pawnee and Broadway to illustrate how far
back it is from the street and the stacking lanes provided.

tri *P¥
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BLEDSOE said the Traffic Engineer' s report on Kellogg and Rock
Road indicates a projection for 4,799 cars per day on Rock Road
north of Kellogg generated from retail, and in 1980 he has projected
over 15,000 per day from retail. In comparing this with the Marina
Lake area where only 20 as much retail is proposed, BLEDSOE felt
it was obvious that traffic ila not going to increase more than
20% or 2,000 cars per day. which should not cause any problems
when the intersection is 10,000 below capacity now.

BLEDSOE next referred to the fact that they are proposing
landscaping to satisfy the residenta on the south side of the River
and elsehwere in the neighborhood. He pointed out that it is 400
feet across the River; however, and he cited examples of where light
commercial has been developed adjacent to residential areas. Prior
to asking the Oblinger and Smith representative to review the land-
scape plan, BLEDSOE outlined the following:

The Planning Commission asked Ritchies to pay their half
of the street - the City Commission let their. off the hook.

The Planning Commission asked Ititchies to build a fast
turn on their corner and the Traffic Engineer said that
it would increase the traffic flow by 5% - the City let
them off the hook.

The Planning Commission asked Ritchies to put in a third
lane - the City Comrdssion let them off the hook.

Ritchies can build on the south end of their property
over 100,000 square feet on a very small area, while the
applicant can build only 111,000 square feet on the entire
7 acres he i. requesting for ':LC '.

JOHN GIST, Oblinger-Smith Corporation, said they had been
asked to make recommendations for landscaping for improvement of
the general appearance of the Varina Lake premises as it related
to property owned by the applicant or on which he retained some
control, separating out those which were under lease arrangements,
or parcels which they had sold.

GIST said it has been recommended that from the west edge
of the lake area on 21st Street and extending east to existing
facilities, a street tree program and grass to establish turf be
provided. There is a small strip of land by the water's edge (south
of Parcels 4 and 5) which, because of its configuration is non-
deve: opable and they have recommended that it be cleaned up (now
filled with fill material, broken concrete) top soil deposited and
the bank stabilized, and grass and tree plantings provided, and the
plan specifies the type of plant materials and their location.
GIST pointed out two other areas on the south portion which they have
recommended fill and clean up and establishment of turf and the area
mowed until actual development takes place. They have recommended
some shore line plantings and landscaping and indicated the exact
type and location. Along Amidon on Parcel 6, they have suggested
the same, as on 21st Street - trees and grass.

'14 t?91r 49.49 ...9

On the portion being considered, they have specified the
type of •hrubs and trees and size and location. GIST stated that
the recommendation indicates appropriate substitute plantings in
case the originally suggested plants are not available at the time of
development and installation of screening. He stated also that

the plantings are all subject to approval of the Park Department.

BLEDSOE said that John Long, and possibly others living south
of the River. had previously complain ed because of the lack or
limited landscaping proposed for the north side of the River.
Mr. Long has, however, indicated his approval of the plan just
presented.

GALBRAITH verified Bledsoe' s statement that Mr. Long had
talked with him and expressed his approval of the proposed land-
scaping.

MRS. MARY BELLUOMO, 2245 Bulliner, spoke in oppoeition, as
she believed the saturation point of shopping center development

600,
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4. ,- 6.449 4 . had been reached throughoutthe City and she pointed out the various
other centers or shopping afeas already in the general northwest
area. It was her belief that additional facilities are not needed
in this particular area; and if the applicant had been the first
development rather than Ritchies, she would not be arguing against
them now. However, Mrs. Belluorno said she was opposed now to any
more commercial regardless of who is involved, and she said they
could have used the area for a park for the residential area.
MRS. BELLUOMO, when asked what she would suggest be developed on
subject property, suggested apartments or offices as they provide

income also. BLEDSOE pointed out that Pitchies already have
office type zoning which also permits apartments, and have only

developed about a third because that is not where the demand is
at this time.

tiffl

BLEDSOE continued to point out that it is 1500 feet to the
closest residence north of 2 lst Street and there is a demand for

more shopping facilities and he has a contract to build. He
pointed out the valuab le land involved and the fact that it would
not be considered so valuable if there was not a demand for more

facilities. He continued that the area qualifies for commercial -
it has access for free flowing traffic, appropriate entrances on
Amidon and 2 lst, and the fact that at Twin Lakes the vehiclar

traffic averaged 42 cars per 1,000 square feet of facilities, is
indication enough that there is need for additional facilities.

7=f,Adz,

MRS. BELLU030 maintained that there is only a certain amount
of dollar buying power in an area and that sometimes volumen of
cars represent comparison shoppers. Further, she stated that Mr.

Bledsoe was aware of the zoning when he purchased the land and
his development should have been planned for under the zoning
at that time.

BLAKEY said he was already late for another meeting and Bug-
gested the Commission has no dr,ibt heard everything to be presented
on this case and felt that everyone had been given a fair public
hearing on the matter.

MOTION: That the Planning Commission recommend
EE-aircity Commission approval of the zone
change request ( 2-1573) and also approval of the
amendment to the Community Unit Plan (DP-23).
subject to the following:

1. The platting of Parcels 6 and 8 within one year from the
date of approval by the Board of City Commissioners; or
the zone case be considered denied and closed.

34 .
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Adding to 'General Provisions" the following: A land-
scape plan for Parcels 6 and 8, indicating the location,
type and speci fications of planting materials, shall be
submitted to the Planning Department for approval prior
to the issuance of any building permits on these parcels.

PRD I - it,9228*-¢

The development of this property shall proceed in accord-
ance with the development plan as recommended for approval
by the Planning Commission and approved by the governing
body, and any substantial deviation of the plan. as deter-
mined by the Superintendent of Central Inspection and the
Director of Planning, shall constitute a violation of the
building permit authorizing construction of the proposed
development.

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

EliThe 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,

7
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but said plan shall run with the land for development and
be binding upon the present owners, their successors and
assigns, unless amended.

Blakey rooved, Arnholz seconded and it carried
unanimously. (Hill, Gardenhire, Rising absent. )

i,
HENNESSY said for the record that he would again vote for

this change as he did before as his opinion had not changed.
I.

EXCERPT FROM PLANNING COMMISSION MINIMES OF NOVEMBER 26, 1973:

2la. Case No. Z-1573 - Marina Lake Drive, Inc. requests change
from "B" to "Le" and change from "B" to "BB" for: (See
attached excerpt of Planning Commission minutes of October
11, 1973 for legal descri»tioni.) Generally located an the
west side of Amidon Avenue north of the Arkansas River.

2lb.

Case No. DP-23 - Marina Lake Drive, Inc. requests approval of an amendment to Marina Lake CUP, legally described as: ./p
(See attached excerpt of Planning Commission minutes of
October 11, 1973 for legal description.) Generally locatedan the west side of Amidon north of the Arkansas River. .

Itt*
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GALBRAITH pointed out the area on the map and briefly re-
viewed the staff report which had been submitted to the Planning
Comission when this application was considered on October 11,
1973 (See minutes of that meeting for staff report in full. ) LAKIN
reported that at that previous hearing, the Planning Comraission
had unanimously as to those present ( 3 members absent) recommended
approval of the requests, but that the City Commission has returned
the cases because of the lack of real showing of any justification
for more zoning and for the adverse impact further light commercial
would have upon the traffic on the two principal streets (Amidon
and 2lst Street). (City Commisslon minutes were furnished to the
MAPC.) . 4*7
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Klmil-
LAKIN said another point brought up at the City Commission

rieeting concerned the effect such zoning might have on riverfront
development plans. lie said that the Waterways Development Advisory
Board has made no specific plans at this time. At the time of

platting, requirements would be made for riverbank beautifici ion,
recreation and maintenance easements.

22&7
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LAKIN said that the staff has not recommended approval of
the requested "LC", feeling that the present "BB" zoning is the
most appropriate in relation to the "BB" on the east side of
Amidon, and further, it was the staff 's opinion that the "B" area
being requested for "r,ID" should not be changed as it was more
appropriate for development of apartments along the River.

LAKIN stated that there are several items in '.fr. Bledsoe ' s

previous testimony on which he could not agree entirely, parti-
cularly as to some figures given related to traffic analysis,
however, he said he would not go through them specifically, as
811 the Conrlissioners have been provided sufficient material in
this area. LAKIN said the Assistant Traffic Englneer was avail-
able to answer any questions on traffic.

4672'#

LAKIN stated that at the City Con·mission meeting there was
no general discussion of these cases - they were referred back
without discussion of the merits of the cases.

H. D. BLEDSOE, the applicant, said there had been no "deal"
made for refiling of this application for the withdrawal of liti-
gation proceedings (which had been filed because a similar re-
quest was not approved before). He said he had spent almost
$12,000 in legal fees for such suit and when one of the City
Commissioners said be was in favor of the zoning all along and
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two other Commissioners indicated they would be willing to "take
a second look", he had dropped the suit and refiled subject
applications.

BLEDSOE stated that this matter has been before the Planning
Commiasion three different times and each time has resulted in
unanimous recommendation for approval. Fe related circumstances
under which he thought he had made arrangements with the City
Manager'a office for subject requests not to be heard on October
30, le. 73, but to be deferred. However, the evening of October 30,
1973, he learned that they had been considered and referred back
to the Planning Commission. lie commented further that although
the City Commission agreed to review the zoning again if he
would drop the law suit, it did not even take the time to listen
to the explanation, but referred the matter back. He indicated

he dropped the law suit because of the time and money involved
and that no "deal" was made with the City Commission.

2%01*
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BLEDSOE stated that the intersection of 2lst and Amidon
presently is operating at 70% of design capacity as related to
traffic and that Rock Road and Kellogg intersection of the same
design is running 807 of capacity. He pointed out that if
everything possible to be built on waa built right now, including
the Woolco and Hanson Stores and subject request Cat 2lst and
Amidon), there could only be another 350,000 square feet of
building area, yet on one corner of Rock Road and Kellogg
1,500,000 square feet can be built. Me pointed out that within
a month of the time the City Commission denied his previous
request, only 1,260,000 square feet could be built on one corner
of Rock Road and Kellogg, yet the City Commission granted them .
the right to build another 240,000 square feet, saying the inter-
section could handle the traffic, at the same time turning his
request down saying traffic could not be handled. He felt that

thel e was no possible way to justify this action.

BLEDSOE asked the staff what was considered criteria for
granting light commercial, and LAKIN answered that when presented
to the Planning Commission, the dollar return, usually referred to
as the highest and best use, compatibility to adjacent land uses,
and also it relates to the public facilities available and capacity
for handling additional such zoning and development.

, 3:41@§

BLEDSOE stated in further discussion of criteria for zoning

 to be 1,000 feet); and another factor is to be able to movethat it must be on a major thorofare and adjacent to light commer-
cial, which the light commercial request is; must be buffered from
residential (the closest residence to his application, he estimated

through the area. The entire Marina Lake area has four entrances
on Amidon and seven on 21st Street. As an indication of the
demand in this area, BLEDSOE said he hid a sales contract to
construct a building on 1 1/2 acres of that requested for light
commercial for 3150,000, making a value of $100,000 per acre,
and he considered this definite indication of a demand.

[F<3
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With respect to office zoning, BLEDSOE pointed out that
Ritchies to the east, who have always complained about the grant-
ing of light commercial in the Marina Lake area, had originally
intended apartu,ents on their area now zoned "RE", and only about
1/3 of the office space has been contructed by them because there
is not the demand for such use in the area to justify more con-
struction.

BLEDSOE said they have restricted their request to 111,000
square feet and yet Ritchles can build over 100,000 square feet
in the small portion at the far south end because this particular
tract of the Twin Lakes development is not under a CUP.

BLEDSOn next pointed out that the City Comp.ission this year
has approved $17,000,000 in industrial revenue bonds to bring
in new industry to create new jobs, yet by doing 80 has taken
the properties involved off the ta>: rolls for a period of ten
years. He said what ia proposed is a $2 million dollar project
ready to proceed right at this time.

-12
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BLEDSOE emphasized that the landscaping plan he has sub-
mitted includes the south side of 21st Street as well as his
property. He pointed out that the zoning requested has
absolutely nothing to do with 21st Street, but some of the City
Commissioners did not like the design or looks of the development
along 2lst Street, however, every building there was issued a
permit from the City. As for the weed problem, the City has the
right to overcome such a nuisance. But regnrdless of anything
else, he said he had engaged the services of Oblinger-Smith to
design a landscaping plan for the area along 21st Street, most of
which he has never owned and over which he has no control. He

said that his only interest along 21st Street le in the UniRoyal
Building, which he has leased and on which he has obtained the
permission of the .Aanager to do the landscaping. He pointed out

further that the landscaping will cost around $34,000, and that
luch has never heretofore been required of a developer other than on
hls own ownership. Lie said the only reason in this case is be-
cause it is all a part of the original Community Unit Plan.

I . 7.1···-u··'P
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BLEDSOE said that at the previous meeting there was only one
person who appeared in opposition, and since that time a mimeo-
graphed letter was sent out urging people in the area to send
in their opposition, and while the City Commission had not heard
the case, seen the letter or had any information pointed out to
it, did return the applications to the Planning Commission for
reconsideration. When asked, BLEDSOE said he did not have a copy
of that letter.

MENNESSY said he thought Bledsoe had done a tremendous job
of presenting his case and had several questions about the litiga-
tion and whether or not Bledsoe felt he had received a fair hear-
ing or that someone was trying to "pugh him around. "

:i*git
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BLEDSOE said he was convinced that the property has every
criteria for light commercial zoning and development and the 41< *F'

- 2:14%15··
Planning Comission had studied and recommended unanimougly that .·..9.·.

it be approved oil three occasions, and it was his thought that the t«
City Commission should give some credence to the Planning Commis- .J.r#'.i(*

sion recommendation. In further explanation of the litigation, 9,5981
13*%,

BLEDSOE said it was based on the fact that he considered it proper fl,4Ib
zoning and that under the Constitution he should have the right to .'643&3*

do what he wanted to do with the land provided it fits in with the
.<024)4·

community plan and doesn' t adversely affect the public. -:'. 31*i
........ i.·. -'- ......

- MS. JOAN SHEARER, 2433 Benjamin Drive spoke in opposition. :*emei,$ =%.7 ..R:2'Lect L:Ela,%::She stated that area residents have appeared in opposition to the - ti•Wk
numerous zoning cases in this particular area since they first .%'...·/ 2;. Lili ff*-4,1
began in 1967, and have faithfully come to many of the meetings;
however, they have been worn dawn by the continuous requests for

41 216more zoning, which is why there are not so many people in the
audience to object.

%

MS . SHEARER said they felt it unfair to compare this inter-
section with others in the City because it is a unique intersection
as far as traffic is concerned becaune the commercial developments
must be served by only two major streets. She said that while

subject property may be buffered by the River, it is not unrelated
to the people that live north of 2lst and west of Amidon because
of the increased inaccessibility in getting in and· out of the residen-
tial area. She said many residents in her neighborhood do not shop

r
at the center because they wish to avoid the traffic congestion.

MS . SHEARER pointed out also that there ie some unleased
k. space in Sweetbriar Center, and just because Ritchies have not

built more office space does not mean there is no demand for such.
She co=lented that Riverbend Center is only about a half mile away
from this large commercial area at this intersection. Some-

p.,1 times requests for zoning have been made because of a desire tohave the same acreage as across the street, and now that it is 
comparable, she said those in the area are opposed to more zoning. P»*€
They do not want to make it difficult or unfair for those deeir-

-           ing to develop land, but it would be more compatible to their
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interests if it could be office space or apartments. She stated
that from the very beginning of their opposition, it has not
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mattered who was asking for zoning, but they feel there is suf-
ficient light commercial zoning and development, and if subject
corner bad been developed first, they would have opposed develop-
ment of commercial facilities for the others.

)IS. SHEARER indicated that M originally proposed might have
been better, although they had opposed it, but after seeing what
has developed since that time, perhaps if allowed to go as requested
oiginally, the development might have been more attractive.

MARY PITELAN, 2243 Cardinal, pointed out the uniqueness of
the corner because of the fact that it is "boxed" in by the two
Rivers and unless one goes west or north there is no way other
than through the intersection. She felt that since the opening
of the Woolco Store particularly there has been congestion in
making right turns from 21St Street to the south. She commented

that the area residents seem to be 'Phipped" between Ritchies and
Bledsoe, and regardless of the fact that a developer le "ready to
go", the point is whether or not the zoning is in the best interest
of the City of Wichita and particularly this section of the City.

In further explanation of the uniqueness of the intersection,

MS. SHEARER pointed out that there are not many thru streets lead-
ing into the facilities at this intersection, since it is bordered
by the River, Flood Control project and limited access south by
McLean and the River on the east - hemed in so far as arterial

streets, and traffic must be channeled through the intersection.

ARNHOLZ felt the corner could be compared with others in the
City and said he avoids the intersection of Rock Road and Kellogg
himself, and he did not see how what is proposed could result in
anything but enhancement for the area. He commented further that

the applicant would not be asking for the zoning if there wagn't
a need for retail space, and while there may be some space in
Sweetbriar, that is on Ulst Street and subject tract ts on Amidon.

MARY BEUIJOHO, 2245 Hullinger, said that while the statement
was made that the Planning Commission has approved this applicant's
request the last three times, the Planning Cop.rission as presently
constituted hae not.

ITENNESSY questiond why a developer would build ¢50,000,
$60,000 and $80,000 homes to the north and west of 2lst and Amidon
if the situation at this intersection le so bad as represented
by those appearing in opposition.

U
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MS . BELLUOMO said they were aware of the zoning when they
purchased their home, but in view of the situation now she must
drive her children to school rather than let them ride bicycles.
Because there is one problem at Rock Road and Kellogg, there is no
need to create another here. She pointed out that at the previous
meeting she had submitted n protest petition containing 59 names.

BLEDSOE spoke again, conrmenting that this is an age-old situa-
tion where residents do not want traffic on their particular street.
lie commented further that it would be beautiful if every intersection

could operate at 70" of capacity, but it ts not feasible or flnan-
cially possible for the City to provide such luxury to the residents.
Me remarked again that Rock Road and Kellog: is 80% of capacity
and has the highest traffic which is bound to increase with develop-
ment of the light comnercial zoning. In further comparison, he
said Central and West is 80™ of capacity, SenecR and Pawnee 114%
of capacity and yet just recently the City Comission agreed to
look with favor on additional light commercial zoning from Pawnee
south to Glst Street. lie pointed out also that with the opening
of 25th Street Thruway, subject intersection traffic would be
alleviated.
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BLEDSOE also pointed out that when the zoning on one corner
of Kellogg and Rock Road was granted, it was ritchies that owned 10%
and that Charles Harris, attorney who has represented Ritchies for
years, was on the Planning Corriesion when the zoning was approved.

5-AA¥2· *

MS. BELLUOMO referred to the dire predictions concerning Iii
ecology and wastefullness and the fact that a city can grow only
80 much and then will collapse. She said that while :tr. Bled- -

goe's figures are very impressive, she failed to see why because
one intersection is operating at a certain percent of capacity,
that all corners should when there is a downtown area.

MOTION: That the Planning Commission again
reEZEend to the City Commission that this zone
change request be approved, and also that the
mendment to the Community Unit Plan be approved,
subject to the following:

1. The platting of Panels 6 and 8 within one year from the
date of approval by the Board of City Commissioners, or
the zone case be considered denied and closed.

2. Adding to "General Provisions" the following: A land-

scape plan for Parcels f and 8, indicating the location,
type and specifications of planting materials, shall be
submitted to the Planning Department for approval prior
to the issuance of any building permits on these parcels,

3. The development of this property shall proceed in accord-
ance with the development plan as recommended for approval

: by the Planning Commission and approved by the governing
i body, and any substantial deviation of the plan, as deter-

mined by the Superintendent of Central Inspection and the
Director of Planning, shall constitute a violation of the
building permit authorizing construction of the proposed
developemnt.

tt'¢*19

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

BLAKEY said he had never known of an applicant having to give
an unqualified reason as to why there should be a change in zoning
and suggested this be pointed out to Commissioner Shanahan, since
that was one of the reasons for referring the matter back to the
Planning Commission.

5. The transfer of title of all or any portion of the land
included within the Community Unit Plan does not con-
stltute a terrulnation of the Plan or any portion thereof,
but said plan shall run with the land for development and
be binding upon the present owners, their successors, and
assigns, unless arnended. -

Blakey moved, Karen seconded and it carried by
a vote of 5 in favor (Blakey, ramon, Taylor, Arn-
holz and Hennessy) and 1 opposed (Gragert).
(Rising, Hill, Gardenhire and Hopper absent. )

35
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November 26, 1973
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Mr. Harry D. Bledsoe
11800 West Highway 54
Wichita, Kansas 67209

93

Re: Z-1573 - "B" to "BB" and

"LC" and DP-23 (Amendment)
West side of Amidon north
of Arkansas River

*:6?iNA> . E,%.-.·Ni

Dear Mr. Bledsoe:

At the regular meeting of the Metropolitan Area Planning Com-
mission on November 26, 1973, the above-captioned cases were
reconsidered at the request of the Board of City Commissioners.
It was the action of the Commission to recommend approval of
the zone change request, and also approval of the amendment
to the Community Unit Plan, subject to the following:

-I.Al
&14;i 1. The platting of Parcels 6 and 8 within one year from the

date of approval by the Board of City Commissioners, or
the zone case be considered denied and closed.

2. Adding to "General Provisions" the following: A land-

scape plan for Parcels 6 and 8, indicating the location,
type and specifications of planting materials, shall be A
submitted to the Planning Department for approval prior
to the issuance of any building permits on these parcels.

3. The development of this property shall proceed in accord-
Brice with the development plan as recommended for approval
by the Planning Commission and approved by the governing
body. and any substantial deviation of the plan, as deter-
Fined by the Superintendent of Central Inspection and the
Director of Planning, shall constitute a violation of the
building permit authorizing construction of the proposed
development.

4. Any major changes in this development plan shall be re-
submitted to the Planning Commission and to the City
Commission for its consideration.
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Page 2 - Mr. Harry D. Bledsoe
November 27, 1973

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

This matter will be forwarded to the Board of City Commis-
sioners for reconsideration on December 11, 1973, the meeting
to start at 9:00 a.m. in Room 201 City Building, 204 South
Main, Wichita, Kansas.

If you have any questions, please contact our office.

Sincerely,

Robert A. Lakin
Director of Planning

RAL:ber

ce: Marina Lake Drive, Inc., 6572 E. Central 67206
Mary P. Belluomo, 2245 Bullinger Drive 67204
Mrs. Perry Fleagle, 2520 Benjamin 67204
Ms. Joan Shearer, 2433 Benjamin Drive 67204
Ms. Mary Phelan, 2243 Cardinal 67203
John Gist, Oblinger-Smith Corp., 625 1st Nat'l Bank Bldg. 67202
City Manager's Office

1,4 j:ST.
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WIal ITA-Sl·:DOWICK COUNTY
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNTNG COT, ISSION

DATE: November 26, 1973

Case No. Z-]573 - "B" to "1..C" and "LB"

Case No. DP-23 (Amendment of CUP)

Referred back t:o ·the 'lotropolitan Area Platining Commis-
sion for reconsideration, the reason being the luck of
real showing iii Lhe records before the Planning Commis-
sion as to v.·hy there Sholild be a change in land use for
this property, th: 1,ick of showing for any reason for
justifica;.irin for it other 1:11;in the property owner re-

'9,1 for .le puverse -impact thiat further

the traffic on the two principal. streets which are the/17¢

only streets in and to und through the area.

Location: West side of Ainidon north of the Arkansas River.

n
Case History:

MAPC: 10-11-73 Approved subject ·to conditions

BCC: 10-30-73 Returned to MAPC for reconsideration

City Commission Minutes el October NE ',973 are attached.
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liETROPOLITAN AREA PLAN.TING DE]?ART:1131!T

I;APC ]IEARING DATE: Oct.

394

Case No. 2-1573
Request: "B" to "BB" and "LC"Case No. Dr-23

knondment to Marina Lake CUP

Location: West side of Amidon north of Arkansas River - .......
HISTORY:

1. The following history is from the staff report to the Plan-ning Commission on January 25, 1973.

Z-0824 and DP-23 were two zone and Cop.ounity Unit Plan applica-tions for the entire area of the former Dolese sandpit area ofapproximately 60 acres which the Planning Commission consideredin 1967. Approximately 37 acres were requested for "LC' and "C"and 24.5 acres were. requested for "B". A Community Unit Planwas submitted for both the commercial and residential parts.The Planning Commission recommended denial, without prejudice,however, after the City Commission heard the case, approximately8 acres of ' Le" and 22 acres of ;·8 was approved. The situationat that time hinged on the impact of traffic on the arterialsystem.

'935¢
104*4

32

12**42 *
'twlf n

On December 12, 1968, the Planning Commission considered anapplication for an amendment to the CUP and request for anincrease of Parcel 1 from 3.57 acres to 9.13 acres of lightcommercial zoning (3-1032) -
Action of the Planning Commission «was to recommend denial o f bot:h applications.

The Board of City Conunissioners, however, at their meeting on January 21,1969 approved both applications, subject to certain conditions.Again, the impact of traffic on the arterial system was a prima .
3.43*i

consideration.

(See attached minutes of November 14, 1968 and
aae@

December 12, 1968 - Attachments 1 and 2.)
.../44 /1 21.':62:491I./.8/ 013·73.*/·...On March 11, 1971, the Planning Commission considered an appli-cation for an amendment to the CUP and a request for an in-crease in the area on Parcel 1 from 9.13 acres to 14.94 acresof light commercial zoning. Action of the Planning Commission -was to recommend approval of both requests. This recommendation was concurred in by the Board of City Commissioners on Ilarch 30, 1971.

(See attached Planning Commission minutes of:Jarch 19,1971, and City Commission minutes of March 30, 1971 - Attach-ments 3 and 4.)
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2. The most recent history of subject property occurred onJanuary 25, 1973, when the Planning Commission consideredan application for an amandment to the CUP and a requestfor an additional amount of light commercial zoning -approximatcly 7.33 acres and an approximate 5.75 acres of"BB" Office zoning. Action of the Planning Coinmission wasto recommend approval of both requests; however, both appli-
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@- Case No...2-1573 and DP-23

October 11, 1973
43%
33 cations were denied by the City Commission on March 20, 1973.(See attached Planning Commission minutes of January 25,1973 and March 8, 1973, and City Commission minutes of Febru-ary 27, 1973, and March 20, 1973 - Attachments 5,6,7 and8.)

ge,i#*

3. On September 4, 1973, as an off-agenda item, the Board ofCity Con.issioners considered the matter of litigation andzoning relative to Marina Lakes, Inc. The action of theCity Com;ission was to permit the applicant to refile the - ilapplication without cost, conditioned upon the litigation ..lybeing ended by dismissal of the suit and payment of the
court costs by Marina Lake Drive, Inc. - -

4. Based on this action, the zone case and CUP were advertisedS.443- for hearing and notices mailed without cost to the applicant.Specifically, the applicant has requested approximately 7.33acres of "LC" zoning and an additional 5.75 acres for "83"Office zoning.

'32;ae.r

The CUP request proposes the following:
Increase in the size of Parcel 6 from 3.07acres to approximately 7.33 acres.
Creating a new Parcel 8 proposed for "BB"
Office zoning - approximately 5.75 acres witha maximum b uilding height o f 65 feet.
Decreasing the size of Parcel 7 from 22.49 acres
to 12.79 acres, and a decrease in the proposednumber of dwelling units from 335 to 219.

*45:i

e4

Increasing the permitted ·square feet of retailspace by 111,878 for a total of 496,438.
Increasing the permitted square feet of officespace by 125,293 square feet.

5. The past history reflects intensive discussion relative tothis sliopping Canter location and relate.d traffic projections.Traffic volumes eli 21st Street and through the 21st -Amiclonintersection, continue. to increase as is evidenced by thefollowing traffic counts. (The Traffic Engineering Officeadvises that new counts will soon be taken. )

122 0 6

Actual ADT Actual ADT
1°70

1972

Amidon north of 21st Street
16,069 16,065Amidon south of 21st Street
1/,673 14,904
9 .,659 17 278   r-21st Street. cast of Amidon
1321st Street wost of Amidon
8,832 12,141

The increase in those traffic counts on 2lst Street in partmust be attributed to the improvemunt of the street and thenow bridge across the Arkdrwas River. ald
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Page 3 - Case No. 1573 and DP-23

October 11, 1973

6. The arguments have been made in the past that regardless of
increased traffic, tha west side of Amidon deserved a compar-
able amount of "LC" zoning as granted to Twin lakes to the -Ill
east. The square footage of retail space now proposed for
the west (496,438) now compares with the 330,000 previously
approved for Twin Lakes. -

7. As the existing "Le' is generally the same on both sides of Amidon, any consideration of extending "LC'; zoning should be
based on the submission of justification for additional need
of services. It would appoar that as office zoning and devel- - 4&'sai/0.opment exists to the aast, the most compatible uses would be
for Parcel 6 to be developed for professional offices. .1%"1#...

approved as a perinitted use in Parcals 1 and 4, subject to
8. Although "outdoor display of marina supplies" was originally

approval by the noard of Zoning Appeals, the purpose of
this intended use was originally stated because the parcols
had access to water and customers would have an opportunity

t to test drive the boats on the lake- Outdoor type of usesi

and displays should not be permitted along Ileridian-Amidon.

8. Although the area now designated as Parcel 8 was originally
proposed for townhouses at a low density, it is now proposed to li

' to a perroitted height of 65 feet. The townhouses were pre-
j develop offices to a maximum floor ar:,a of 125,000 square feet -

viously thought to be the most compatible use across the River
./.4/ from hign quality single-family homes . However, due to themanner of development of the Marina Lakes commercial, most have 

the service or back of buildings oriented to the lake. This de-- · 
tracts from the visual qualities which were hoped would induce -
the townhouse and residential character for the riverfront

-I<
development. -I.//""El...

10 . Visual qualities and the view of the rear of the existing
buildings on Iiarina Lakes from the residential area south
of the River wore discussed by the City Commission when
the two original applications wore returned to the Plan-
ning Commission. They suggested that proper coordination and
boautification of Marina Lakes be considered to meet the
noods of property owners in the area. The applicant sub-
mitted a lis t o f plant materials and offered to guarantee
thu planting:; for Parcals 6 and 8.

I.,9,4<49.24·

./

=14{ J: t94.t,

Since the pr,nvious consideration of this matter, recent
CUP's have providod that 'landscape T.,1 would Le sub-· an': I
Initi.cd. for approval plior to the 10011.111(:.3 of building per-
mi. ts.

11. Should thu Planning Com.mission r. comm·.,nd the approval of tho
3,·1,0 chang. r,·.qui,st. and t.11,: a:,i...,Cm.,·it·.s to tlic CPi}, th,-· ful-
lowing c€,nditions would be consistent with othel. pipproved
CUP'S:

a . Th o platting of Parcols 6 und 8 wi thin cne year from
the clate of approval by thi] Board of Cil:y Commissioners,
or thr: zone cd:.e ke considered denied and closed,

6./6*
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Page 4 - Case NOV- 2-1573 and DP-23
October 11, 1973i

b. Adding to General Provisions" the following: A land-
scape plan for Parcels 6 and 8, indicating the location,7 944,
type and specifications of planting materials, shall be
submitted to the Planning Department for approval prior
to the issuance of any building permits on these parcals.

c. One minor correction being made on the face of the plan -
labeling Urserve A." on the plan next to Amidon.

d. The development of this property shall proceed in accord-
ance with the development plan as reconimended for approval
by the Planning Commission and approved by the gove.rning
body, and any substantial deviation of the plan, as deter-
mined by the Superintendent of Central Inspection and the
Director of Planning, shall constitute a violation of the
building pernlit authorizing construction of the proposeddevelopment.

e. Any major changes in this devolopmont plan shall be ru-
submitted to tho Plant,ing Commission and to the City
Commission for its consideration.

f. Tlio transfer of title of all or any portion of the land
included within the Con·.iunity 'Unit Plan does not con·-
stitute a torn,ination of the plan or any portion thereof,
but said plan shall run with the land for development and.
be binding upon the present owners, their successors and
assigns, unless amended.

. MLE
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Report froin the Metropolitan Area Planning Comission (case Number 1 1 ZONE CIANCE

RebUEST: 2-1573 and DI'-232Amendment) in regard to petition ngo from ·'B- to "Le"

(Z-1573)

and ··BB", and approval nf amor.dment to DP-23, generally located on the west j
and cUp approval )

{DP-24 side of Aridon north of the Arkannas liver. legally deficribed as follows:

1 West side of ·'B·• to ·'Le• - That part of covernment Lot 1. in the NW'% of see. 7. i
' Amidon north of Twp. 275, Rle, Described as beginning at a point on the east line of
I the Arkansas River said Government Lot 1. 1120.43 feet south of the NE corner thereof·:

thence north 88'12'55" west, a distance of 130 feet: thence north
00004'05 east, 15 feet; thence south 89'56'09·' west. 455.06 fect;
thence north 54026'07• west. 194.13 fect; thence south 16000• west. i -'
310 foot more or less to the left (north) }·ank of the Arkansas 
Hiver; thence sout.heasterly along the left (north) lank of the ,
Arkassas River to the east line of said Government lot 1; thence I
north 885 feet more or less to the place of beginning. except there- !
from that part dedicated to the public for access, drai nage, river-  -
bank mainteanance. flood control and river heautification, all in ,
Wichita, Sedgwick County, Kansas. -i

I.

i

i

l:

i

:1111.-12LZL!11" - That part of Government Lot 1 in the NW\, of Sec. 7.
Ti,·p. 27S, Rle. described as beginning at a point on the cast line of 
said Government Lot 1, 1120.32 fect south of the NE corner thmeof: ,
thence north 88012·55·' west. a distance of 130 fiet; thence north I
00004'15·· east. 15 feet; thence south 89056'09·' w/.st·, a distance of ,
455.06 feet: thcnce north 54026'07·· west, a distance of 251.68 fect: I
thonce north 70'56'58" west. a distance of 959.77 fent te a point
695 feet south and 770 feet east of the NW corner of said Government

lot 1, thence south 12'11'35" west, 282.9 feet more or less to the !    -north hank of the Arkansas River, thence southeasterly along the i :
north bank of saidl river to the east line of said Government Lot 1;
thence norti. .,long the cast line of said Government Lot 1, 885 feet .
more or less to the point of beginning, except that portion lying , ,
east of the following described line: commoncng ata point on the

east line of said Government Lot 1, 1120.32 feet south of the NE ,
corner thereof: thence north 86'12· 55·· west. 130 feet: Lhence north 1
00004'05• cast, 15 feet: thence south 89056'09· west, 455.06 feet;
theme north 54026'07' west, 194.13 feet for a place of beginning: |

' thence south 1.6000' west, 310 foat more or less to the left (north)
bank of the Arkansas River; except therefrom that part dedicated to -+
the public for access. drainage. riverlank maintenance. flood control i · -1,

I and river beautification, all in Wichita, Sedgwick County, Kansas. 

fT' ··i' 1 ,

ff 31.2 1 .... -•-. ,--·-,-,··•- +™ .•-•-4„,r. r;.1·,· orin - rrhp, t Dart of Government Lot 1

in the 171% of Sec. 7, 'rwp. 27S, Rll. described as beginning at a
point on the east line of· said Government Lot 1, 1120.32 feet south
of the NE corner thereof; thonce north Be'12'55• West, a distance of .
130 feet; thence north 00©04·05" east. 15 feet; thence south
89056'09·' West, a distance of 455.06 feet: thencc north 54¤26'07"
est, a distance of 251.68 feet; thence north 70056'58·' west, a
stance of 959.77 feet; 1-0 a point 695 feet south and 770 feet

st of the NW corner of raid Government Lot 1: thence south
12'11 '35" west. 282.9 feet ciore or les!. to th/ north bank of the
Arkansas River; Lhence southeasterly along the north bank of said
river to the O/st linn of Laid Government 1/t 1 7 thence north along
thi cast line of said Government Lot 1: 885 feet Tore or less to the
point of hoginning, except therefrom that part dedicated to the pul lie
for access, di·airage, rivenban!: mainterale/, flord control and rivel
beantification, :111 in Wichita. Sedriwiek county, Kannas.
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Plg. Comm. recom-
Planning Commission recommended that zona change request Z-1573mendation

be approved and al-0 that Community unit Plan ./-23 (Amendment) Le approved,
subject to the following:

1. The platting of Pa,/cls 6 and 8 withirtone year from the date
of approval by the Boaid of city Commissioners; or the zone
case be considered denied and closed.

C

2. Adding to -General Provisions·' the following: A landscape
plan for Parcols 6 ind e, indicating the location, type and
specificatior,5 of planting materials, shall be submitted to
the Planning Departgent for approval prior to the issuance ofany building permits on these parcels.

3. The development of this property shall proceed in accordance
with the development plan an recommended for approval by the
Planning Commission and approved by the governing body, and any
substantial d/viation of the nlan, as determined by the Super-
intgn/ent of central Inspection and the Director of Planning.
shall constitute a violation of the building permit authorizingconstruction of the proposed development.

4. Any major changes in this development plan shall be resuhmitted ; 45%4
to the /]anning Commission and to the city Commission for it:.consideration.

5. The transfer of t:itio of all or any portion of the land inch:c.,.d
within the Communi.y Unit Plan does not constitute a termin 9

ation

of the plan or :iny portion thereof. but said plan shall run
with the land for dove].opment,and he binding uron the present
owners. their successors and assigns, unless mend/1.

Director of Planninr
Director of Planning stated that a letter had been received from

the applicant requesting that this r.alter be deferred for a full Commission.
Comm. Stevens Commi.:sioner Stevens suggested that the recommendation of MAPC

be approved.

Comm. shanahan
Commissioner Shanahan stat,d that he had received an excess of 50

letters expressing orposition of this change for various rea.Dns.
--Motion made

Shanahan moved that the application and the amendment to the CIN
De returned to the Metropolitan Area /]ar.ning Comininsion for reconsadcrat·ion.
the reay:on 1/ing the lack of real showing in the records before the Planning
Cormission as to k·hy there should be a change in land use for t·his property,
the lack Of showing for any ron,ion for junti fic,Lion for it olher than the
Froperly r:·.···ner requesting it, and for 1.11/ adverfic Impact thal furt.her 'e"
zoning would have in this area upon /11/ traffic on the two principal streets
which aze the only streots in and Lo and through the area.

Cell. porter (70:9:ninnion-r Porter exprissed his ref.L iii niaintaining the
integrity of the river corr:dor 11, nom.• way for pr•·sent and future use N ,*•/
01·, recorr.,1,11:lations of t.?30 Watereays Develo; r.·unt Adv 1 Fry Doatd and the park•r,ard.

Commissionor Shinahan'n motion carri,·1 .1 to 1. st'•ve,·.1 NO.

tr
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- 216 Notices sent to Property Owners 11-9-73
-1 Notices sent containing Z-1573 also
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION

CITY BUILDING ANNEX, 104 South Ma in
WICHITA, KANSAS 67202

NOTICE TO ADJOINING PROPERTY OWNERS:
¥©0%
./.

The Board of City Commissioners at its regular meeting of
October 30, 1973, considered the following item:

DP-23 - That part of Government Lot 1, in the NW 1/4 of Sec. 7,
Twp. 27S, RlE, described as beginning at a point on
the East line of said Government Lot 1, 1120.32 feet
South of the NE corner thereof; thence North 88012'55"

West, a distance of 130 feet; thence North 00¤04'05"

1 East, 15 feet; thence South 89136'09" West, a distance

,5 of 455.06 feet; thence North 54'26'07" West. a distance
of 959.77 feet to a point 695 feet South and 770 feet
of 251.Cia feet; thence North 70056'58" West, a distance

East of the NW corner of said Government Lot 1; thence
9 South 1211'35" West, 202.9 feet more or less to the

North bank of the Arkansas River; thence Southeasterly
along the North bank of said river to the East line of

- said Government Lot 1; thence North along the East line
of said Government Lot 1; 885 fee, z more or less to the

1- ·i point of beginning, except therefrom that part dedicated
to the public for access, drainage, river bank maintenance,
flood control and river beautification, all in Wichita,
Sedgwick County, Kansas. Generally located on the West
side of Amidon north of the Arkansas River.

44/
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The City Commission's action was to return the case to the
Metropolitan Area Planning Commission for reconsideration.
Therefore, the Planning Commission will reconsider the above il
item on Monday, November 26, 1973, meeting to begin at 1:30 p.m. .1. ·
in Room 401 City Building Annex, 104 South Main Street, Wichita,
Kansas, at which time you may appear either in person or by agent :
or attorney, if you so desire. &--

As we originally notified you on September 27, 1973, the
revised Development Plan on file proposes the following general
amendments:

Increasing the amount of "LC" Light Commerc ial zoning approximatol,
7133 acres.

E:94
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Creating a new Parcel 8, proposed for "BB" Office zoning

ift approximately 5.75 acres.

Decreasing the size of Parcel 7 from 22.49 acres to 12.98

acres. and the number of proposed dwelling units from 335

to 162.

NOTE: It is the policy of the Planning Commission that any
request for a deferral of the hearing of this case shall be

submitted to the Secretary, Robert A. Lakin, 104 South Main,
7 davs prior to the meeting. The Chairman or the Secretary
may grant such a request for deferral. Persons requesting
deferrals wilum. charged with the cost of preparing and
mailing new notices.

Robert A. Lakin

Secretary
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City Manager's Agenda-- Item 7 - Page 7

m

-1 REOOMMENDATION FROM METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION TO
BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS

REQUEST FOR ZONINGAND APPROVAL OF COMMUNITY UNIT PLAN -.

.re«94.

. CASE NO. Z-1573 and DP-23 CONSIDERED BY MAPC: 10-11-73

(Amendment)

REQUEST BOR: "B" to "LC" and "BB", and approval of amendment
to DP-23

REASON FOR REQUEST (AS PROVIDED BY APPLICANT) :
"Property to the north is light conImercial (Hanson' s Marina Lake Shopping
Center) and the property east of Amidon (Ritchie's Twin Lakes Shopping
Center and office park) is light commercial and office-type zoning. The
original land use for apartment development is not feasible because the
subsequent high cost of pump-up sand fill on the property made the present
"B" zoning too expensive for apartment-type development. There is a greater
need for small quality shops to complete the trade area."

GENERAL LOCATION: West side of Amidon north of

Arkansas River
EFFT".....1/

LEGAL DESCRIPTION:

See attached excerpt of Planning Commission minutes of October 11, 1973.

APPLICANT: Marina Lake Drive, Inc.
6572 E. Central 67206

COUNSEL FOR APPLICANT: Harry D. Bledsoe, Agent =

east is "BB" and west is "AA" and "B"
SURROUNDING ZONING: To the north is "AA" and "LC" ; south is "AA";

LAND USE: To the north is general business; south is Arkansas River;
east is offices and parking; west is undeveloped

.IMR.

82*

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION

PROTESTORS (LIST COUNSEL) IF ANY: Mrs. Mary Belluomo, 2245 Bullinger, .... 72

spoke in opposition. e 1

That zone change request Z-1573 be approved and also that Community.l Unit Plan DP-23 (amendment) be approved, subject to the following:
(See attached excerpt from Planning Commission minutes of october
11, 1973, for conditions of approval.)
Blakey moved, Arnholz seconded and it carried uannimously. (Hill,

Gardenhire and Rising absent.)

:* i.

ACTION 1. Approve the zone change and CUP as recommended by the
Metropolitan Area Planning Commission, subject to the recommended
conditions, and instruct the Planning Department to forward the
ordinance for first reading when the plat is forwarded to the City
Commission; or

2. Return the applications to the Metropolitan Area Planning
·iwk

2*74..

Commission for its reconsideration. The City Commission states the
following reasons for its action:

4429 fd·4
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City Manager's Agendef Item page V.fit
RECOMMENDATION FROM METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION TO

BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS

REQUEST FOR ZONING

r AND APPROVAL OF COMMUNITY UNIT PLAN

F€,2.9

CASE NO. 2-1573 and DP-23 OONSIDERED BY MAPC: 10-11-73

(Amendment)
REQUEST FOR: "B" to "LC" and "BB", and approval c f amendment

to DP-23
REASON FOR REQUEST (AS PROVIDED BY APPLICANT) :

11.44*

'Property to the north is light comnercial (Hanson's Marina Lake Shopping
Center) and the property east of Amidon (Ritchie's Twin Lakes Shopping
Center and office park) is light commercial and office-type zoning. The ...M

original land use for apartment development is not feasible becauge the -
subsequent high cost of pump-up sand fill on the property made the present 
'B" zoning too expensive for apartment-type development. There i, a greater
need for small quality shops to complete the trade area. " I.l

GENERAL LOCATION: West side of Amidon north of 2
Arkansas River SRI'A

LEGAL DESCRIPTION:

See attached excerpt of Planning Commission
minutes of October 11, 1973.

APPLICANT: Marina Lake Drive, Inc.
6572 E. Central 67206

COUNSEL FOR APPLICANT:
Earry D. Bledsoe, Agent

9.€

PROTESTORS (LIST COUNSEL) IF ANY: Mrs. Mary Belluomo, 2245 Bullinger,
spoke in opposition.

SURROUNDING ZONING: To the north is "AA" and "LC" ; south is "AA";
eut is "BB" and west is "AA" and '3" 9*#it· 1.2

LANI) USE: '170 the north is general business; south is Arkansas River;
east is offices and parking; west is undeveloped

PLANNING COMMISSION REOOMMENDATION:

That zone change request Z-1573 be approved and also that Community
Unit Plan DP-23 (amendment) be approved, subject to the following:
(See attached excerpt from Planning Commission minutes of October
11, 1973, for conditions of approval.)
Blakey moved, Arnholz seconded and it carried uannimously. (Hill,
Gardenhire and Rising absent.)

mME

 ACTION 1. Approve the zone chancre and CUP as recommended by the
Metropolitan Area Planning Commission. subject to the recomnanded
conditiono. and instruct tile Planning Department to forward the
ordinance for first reading when the plat is forwarded to the City
Commission; or

2. Return the applications to the Metropolitan Area Planning

pt, Commission for ity reconsideration. The City Commission states the
flytl following reasons for its action:
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11-14-73

Marina Lakes Planting Costs

1. Smoothe grade and seed parcel # 5 $ 1,300.00

2. Smoothe grade and seed parcel # 4 2,700.00

3. Street tree plantings (with turf) 11,300.00

4. Present shoreline plantings 4,400.00

t.4014 5. Future shoreline plantings 6,600.00

6. Buffer planting for bank facility 2,200.00

3424 7. Buffer planting for commercial area 2,200.00

8. Buffer planting for apartment area 3,300.00

TOTAL LANDSCAPE IMPROVEMENT

COSTS AS PER PLAN DATED AUGUST 10, 1973 $ 34,000.00
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THE CITY OF WICHITA
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ON SAFETY
OFFICE OF CITY TRAFFIC ENGINEER DATE October 9,1973 PHASE n

To Jack Galbraith, Chief Planner

FROM Paul B. Graves, City Traffic Engineer

SUBJECT Marina Lakes Shopping Center
Traffic Survey

The Traffic Engineering Division conducted a shopping center study on the
existing Marina Lakes site for both Friday and Saturday, September 28 and 29.
A summary of this survey indicates tlie following information.

Three entrances to the major shopping center complex (Woolco) were counted
manually. The first entrance was located on 21st Street corresponding to the
Sweetbriar entrance on 21st Street. At that particular entrance, 12,608 vehicles
were using 21st Street on Friday between 9:30 AM and 10:30 PM. Out of this total,
1,269 trips entered the Marina Lakes site from 21st Street. This accounts for
10.1% of the 2lst Street traffic. At this same entrance, 1,543 trips exited,
or 12.2%.

The North Amidon entrance, just south of the Texaco Service Station, re-
corded 8,979 vehicles southbound on Amidon. Out of this total, 2,154 trips
entered this location, or 24%. 1,202 trips exited this location, or 13.4%. Traf-

fic associated with the South Amidon entrance near the Straw Hat Pizza Palace ac-
counted for 17,693 vehicles both northbound and southbound on Amidon. Out of this
total, 2,146 tript entered the shopping center, or 12.1%. The exiting traffic
accounted for 2,120 trips, or 12%.

On Saturdays September 29, the entrance located on 21st Street recorded
14,135 vehicles on 2lst Street. Of that total, 1,572 trips entered the shopping
center by way of this entrance, or 11.1%. 1,913 trips, or 13.5% exited by way of
this entrance. The North Amidon entrance recorded 11,042 vehicles southbound on
Amidon. Out of this total, 2,995 trips entered the shopping center, or 27.1%.
The exiting trips accounted for 1,486, or 13.59. The South Amidon entrance re-
corded 17,960 vehicles northbound and southbound on Amidon at this location. Out
of this total, 2,434 trips or 13.5% entered the shopping center. The exiting
trips accounted for 2,668 vehicles, or 14.9%.

We would like to call to your attention that all these counts were conducted
between the hours of 9.30 AM and 10:30 PM. Therefore, any comparison between
these counts and ;evious 24-hour counts should only reflect that part-of··the 24-
hour count which occurred between 9:30 AM and 10:30 PM.

g.> ".r :€:t*\ r.
*& I . 10·11

4

21

L

4



D

Jack Galbraith Page 2 October 9, 1973

A comparison of the south entrance on Amidon prior to and after the opening
of the Marina Lakes Shopping Center reveals 13,138 and 17,961 vehicles between
9:30 AM and 10:30 PM for a Friday in June 1972 and a Friday in September 1973,
respectively. In other words, since June 1972, traffic volumes on Amidon show
an approximate 5,000-vehicle increase.

It should be pointed out that not all of this increase can be directly as-
sociated with the Marina Lakes Shopping Center due to normal growth in traffic
patterns. However, we would assume based on our traffic counts, that the largest
portion of this i ncreased volume has been generated by the Marina Lakes Shopping
Center. 'Our Division is well aware of the fact that these counts were taken
during the grand opening week of the Woolco Department Store. It is possible,
though, that these counts will reflect an average day of retail activity as-
sociated with this site since at present, the development is only approximately
50% complete. As the grocery store and other shops on the south end develop, we
would assume that the traffic generated at this site will again approach the vol-
umes recorded during the week of the grand opening of the Woolco Department Store.

We are attaching for your information the total turning movements for Friday
and Saturday at the Marina Lakes site. These are then further divided into peak
hour turning movements for Friday and Saturday.

If you have any further questions regarding this matter, please advise.

Paul B. Graves

City Traffic Engineer

WGM/gl
attach.

cc:R. W. Bruggeman
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October 12, 1973

Mi

Mr. Harry D. Bledsoe
11800 West Highway 54
Wichita, Kansas 67209

Re: 2-1573 - 'B' to "53" and
"LC' and DP-23 (amendment)
West side of Amidon north of
Arkansas River

Dear Mr. Bledsoe :

At the regular meeting of the Metropolitan Area Planning Commim-
sion on October 11, 1973, the above-captioned cases Were con-
midered. It was the action of the Commission to recommend ap-
proval of the zone change request ( Z-1573) , and also approval
of the amendment to the Community Unit Plan (DP-23), subject to
the following:

2%*f'

1. The platting of Parcels 6 and 8 within one year from the
date of approval by the Board of City Commissioners, or
the zone case be considered denied and closed.

2. Adding to "General Provisions' the following: A land-
scape plan for Parcel.8 6 and 8, indicating the location,
type and specifications of planting materials, shall be
submitted to the Planning Department for approval prior
to the issuance of any building permits on these parcels.

5332.

3. The development of this property shall proceed in accord-
ance with the development plan as recommended for approval
by the Planning Commilsion and approved by the governing
body, and any substantial deviation of the plan, as deter-
mined by the Superintendent of Central Inspection and the
Director of Planning, shall constitute a violation of the
building permit authorizing construction of the proposed
development.

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

r
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Page 2 - Mr. Harry D. Bledsoe
October 12, 1973

5. The transfer of title of all or any portion of the land
included within the Community Unit Plan does not con- fZ

stitute a termination of the plan or any portion thereof,
but said plan shall run with the land for development and
be binding upon the present owners, their aucces,ors and
assigns, unless amended.

It is necesgary that you gubmit nine copies of the corrected t

Community Unit Plan by 5:00 p.m. on October 24, 1973, for this
matter to be forwarded on to the Board of City Commissioners
for consideration on October 30, 1973, the meeting to start at
9:00 a.m. in Room 201 City Building, 204 South Main. A marked
copy of the Community Unit Plan is enclosed.

If you have any questions, please call.

Sincerely.

9¢3*F
4.

Jack It. Galbraith
Chief Planner

JHG;ber

Enclosure $

cc: Marina Lake Drive, Inc., 6572 E. Central 67206
Mary P. Belluomo, 2245 Bullinger Drive 67204 f

Mrs. Perry Fleagle, 2520 Benjamin 67204
John Gist, Oblinger-Smith Corp., 625 lit Nat '1 Bank Bldg. 67202
City Manager's Office

i&*
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October 15, 1973

Mrs. Mary P. Belluomo
2245 Bullinger Drive
Wichita, Kansas 67204

Re: DP-23 - Amendment - West

side of Amidon north of

Arkansas River

Dear Mrs. Belluomo:

The Planning Commission, at its regular meeting on October 11,
1973, considered the above-captioned amendment to the Community
Unit Plan. The action of the Commission was to recommend the
approval of the request, subject to the conditions listed in our
letter to Mr. Harry D. Bledsoe dated October 12, 1973, a copy
of which was forwarded to you.

As requested by the City Manager, this is to advise you that,
if you desire, you may write the City Commission at 204 South
Main, to express your opinion on this Community Unit Plan. Al-
though protest petitions have no legal significance in requir-
ing a greater than majority vote of the City Commission to ap-
prove a Community unit Plan, it is still permissible to submit
a list of protest signatures and their addresses.

Inasmuch as consideration of this case is scheduled for the

Board of City Commissioners meeting on October 30, 1973, a let-
ter or protest should be submitted by the Wednesday preceding
the City Commission meeting.

If additional information is desired so that you may be fully
informed on this matter, please call the Planning Department
at 262-0611, Extension 205.

Sincerely,

Jack H. Galbraith

Chief Planner

JHG:ber

CC: Mrs. Perry Fleagle, 2520 Benjamin 67204
City Manager's Office
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 ; {:lifi.)' .' OFFICE OF CITY TRAFFIC ENGINEER DA136 M.y 28, 1973 Svil

2

0 Vol 1,- f. . 9}:OM Paul B. Graves, City Traffic En: neerWilliam G. McKinley, Assistant Tjaffic Engineer

BON•Fr Intersection Capacities
c,ff. Several weeks ago·you s,ibbitted to me.8 list of six intersections which you wished
,£,14·/' .to have analyzed with regard to service level capacity 'C' and ' F' . The folldwing .:·.t¢

is a lilt of these :int,rsections: ·51) 21at and'Amidon -7 73 1.·

lot, 2 .L . ,2) Roa Road and Kellogg--J (i) Ce#tral and West--- % A - 'igt F
16) Kellogg and Oliver 71•0 * ,

3 9, I have ·andlyzed each of these intersections ID<ftef* follc,ing con.
32':;i-elusions:

1 the

j.0. +  The intersection of 2lst and Amidon is designed to handle 33,200 vehic]:es at.'·j9;t I level...of der@jee ' C' . .This volume ean be increased to 40,100 vehicles at level
·of.service 11'. The, existing traffic through this intersection is 30,·194 cark;

t.,2 1 therefore, the intersection of 2lst and Amidon is operating near level of ser-
't....  vice 'C' aring the peak within the peak ho,ir.

,, f 5< 3

1R

J1. The intersection of Kellogg and Rock Road is presently designed for 30,0]00 vehi- cleR at service level 'C'. At service level 'F' this volume can be increased
to 37,500 vehicles. Thls i: 9-sectici. i,i Pr.sently handling 30,475 cers; there- 0
fore, this intersection is operating at level of service 'C' airing the peak houre. /
During the peak hours, the intersectiwi of Central and West operates with res.
tricted roadway width due to heavy left turns opposing heavy through movements.
Therefore,·during 1/2 of the peak hour this inters·:ction only operates as one
lane on each approach. This reduces the capacity by 1/4

*

The intersection of Central aid West is designed to handle 26,100 vehicles per
day at service level 'C'. irrds volune rises to 31,300 vehicles ver day at Ber169.1 A
vice level 'F'. The existing volumet Through this intcrsection. Are 26,022.
Therefore, Central aud.West is operating at service level 'C' .

During the peak hwarn, the intersection of Pawnee and Reneca operates with rep
tricted roadway width due to heavy left tr,Ins opposing heavy through movements.
Therefore, during 1/2 of the peak hour this intersection only operates as one
lane· on each approach. This reduces the capacity by 1/4

Effet**

./ A..' 4/

"14,442*&%,d#.,14?%%3*1te**1» *t€ff
- .:,2:44:3,*49»-*#*;4442% 4....
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33

Graves

, 19'73

The intersection of Pawnee -and Seneca is presently designed to handle 22,700
vehicles at service level 'C'. This volume can be increased to a possible ca
pacity of 28,000 at service level 'F' . The existing traffic volumes through
this intersection are 32,737; therefore, this intersection is presently opera
ting below service level 'F' during the peak within the peak hours.

The intersections of Kellogg and Hillside and Kellogg and Oliver are similar
in traffic signal phasing and existing volumes through the intersection. There-
fore, these two ·intersections were analyzed based upon the performance of the ,
Kellogg and Oliver intersection. Due to the split phasing on the north-south : i )  - C
Streets, both of these intersections are able to handle approximately 28,500
vaicles per day at service level 'C'. The maximum capacity through thi s in-

Ltersection at service level 'F' would be 38,554 vehicles. The existing vollmes
2- through tbe intersection of Kellogg and Hillside are 39,770 vehicles while the . 

existing vollnnes through Kellogg and Oliver are 38,119 vehicles. Therefore,
;. both of these intersections are operating at their maximum theoretical. capacity ,
5-0 during the peak houn,

fi

:UL. 33, *gzk, c -4
William G. McKinley

Assistant Traffic Engineer .,79 4.
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By CHARLES HARDWICK
44•11 Weller

Wich,t- Traffic Commisiton

Wednesday voled to study a

proposal for design of

entral,ges to the Kellogg Mall
from kock Road and to eli-
mihate rained medians on
Hitillde, Dear Ceniral.

W'Brae residents. east
shopping center, had

eci three entrances

:e streets leading into
the neighborhood.

l'hey laid they feared an
1,zieue in triffic would
40-g the residential
ehr of the area.

REDNESDAY. Raymond
Keyes, New York City. traffic
consultant for the Law Co.

local builders of the develop-
ment, said the Intranets

could be offset from opposite
itreets.

Keyes uld raind mediai
on Rock Road would pre-,1
direct Ber- to the area frocc

the man - 010 0-Id pr•
4 1,8 -,0 1-m Ril
Ro' 'or 'll' R.. '-
dellu.

He said traffic gignal,/w,
woilld be placed at the en-
trances to regulate left turns

Graves noted thal the idea of

fivi traffic signals in the half
mile between Douglas and
Kellogg was rather atm·
Clous+"

··THERE wru be great
difficulty in moving traffic
belween Douglas and
Kellogg,·' he predicted. Later
in the meeting, Grave: said
that projected trame volumes
indicated Rock Road woulg
have to he widened to s,x

122:
Graves said 60,000 vehicles

a-EN,·gm,la·1mt,mmotrtir
lr,vel the road. twice the
volume at 21st and Amidon.

Future land use changes
also would have In he

considered Graves suggested,

before developing any major
plans for Rock Road.

Janice Bishop, a Bonnie
Brae resident. indicated she

1/ satisfied with Keyes'
proposal. bi,l faid she [eared
drivers /11! might use thi·
area to avoid congestion at
Ke!!egg and Rock Road.

··™E ONLY WAY >„•+
i·,implete[ anaid !4/

Ke,I resinnded, ··13 1·,
de He every street I &/ ·
thmk many people will &
(take sIKirteuts). L Uhink

they·11 Iise . propelly
d¤lined street.

Gri- told tra,fic com-

-- h. had  had

sufficient time lo study the

new proposal.
Commis%,nnerN 'lited to

receive the proposal and in.
stricted Graves to reti,rn

Jan 31 with a final plan
Commissionei. voted 5·1 to

recolnmend elimination of all

raised medians planned for
Hillgide. Irnin Ch ANield north
to near HUI Street

Wayne King. who made the
motion, ..aid after the meet.

ing he asked for elimination
because '-you car't jubt go in
there and block ev·rryint·'5
acces."

1,1 8 Der. 14 meeting,

physician. protested that

median wmild cut access to

their officpx ('ommimioner'
voted to eliminate th<,•e south

.f central.

('ITY C·{),]AllaSIONERS.

hou·ever. sent the plan back

w·herl ph>>1,·1.,·1, north of
I entral protriled the'. too.
Ii,st 'cle.'.

King -4 Werini·•da, that
alth.,01 therr herl hern •nme

div m#. ahoth •,p, *InK •n
·rs -hirwi du,•triff •2[firri

1,1 .1 i ... 41.,1,1 94 ap ·rent
V ™4 1. d •,1, abnt:! 1

i win t think it·, right lo

4.1,7 .: ·'ied,in unte€, acir..

i, provided." he said ··It ino
med,al,i lin-t th• glest thing
to ao. hut you lust eal't bl,Ck
thern off "

J

4%4
!:fac
444%·

of the

from Roek Road and to allow

I;*:'1·1*9:Ry/## ./.5

-7,„93? l
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KELLOGG MALL TRAFFIC STUDY
425·

PURPOSE

It is the purpose of this report to analyze a report entitled, "Traffic
Report - Proposed Comnercial Development, Wichita. Kansas." This report was
prepared by Raymond Keyes Engineers. Inc., Consulting Site Engineers based at
Elmsford, New York.

SCOPE

This study analyzes the impact of a regional shopping center on the exist- 1 'q?di.,41

ing street network surrounding the proposed site. Included in this report will
be a recommended roadway design to accommodate the anticipated shopping center
traffic for the year 1980. A capacity analysis of all key intersections as-

sociated with this project wi 11 be evaluated.

THE SITE 942

The proposed location of this regional shopping center ls at the nor ti=1.L 12«1 -,/·:.le'l
corner of Kellogg and Rock Road. In general, the area is bounded on the north
by Douglas, on the east by Rock Road, on the south by Kellogg and on the west
by Art»our Drive !•t. tuded within this area are approximately 64 acres of land
aval lable to the proposed Kellogg Mall Shoop,ng Center.

EXISTING AND FORECASTED TRAFFIC

The Traffic Engineering Division conducts biyearly 24-hour traffic volume
counts at key intersections throughout the city of Wichita. These counts are
then factored to represent an annual average daily traffic volume. The Raymond
Keyes Report bases i ts highway and arterial street traffic upon the 1970 traffic
flow map. The following table entitled, "Existing and Forecasted AADT" lists
the existing and forecasted traffic volumes at key locations.

-1
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EXISTING AND FORECASTED AADT*

Actual Projected

1970 1974 1975 1980

Rock Road

north of Douglas 8,926 10,400 10,730 12,550

south of Douglas 8,529 9,880 10,220 11,930

north of Kellogg 10,151 11,780 12,200 14,200

south of Kellogg 10,373 12,050 12,450 14,520

Douglas
east of Rock Road 2,306 2,665 2,760 3,220

west of Rock Road 3,340 3,880 4,010 4,680

Kellogg
east of Rock Road 19,602 22,750 23,550 27,400

west of Rock Road 20,824 24,200 25,000 29,200

*Source: Traffic Report - Proposed Commercial Development, Wichita, Kansas
by Raymond Keyes Engineers, Inc.

TABLE 1

444?
The figures in the above table were projected upon a 4% growth rate per

year. The following oble indicates our projection of the existing 1970 volumes
based upon a 4% growth rate per year.

F•:-TING AWD FOPFCASTF' AAD'

85 t_Mil Projected

1970 1974 1975 1980

Rock Road
north of Douglas 8,926 10,442 10,860 13,213

south of Douglas 8,529 9,978 10,377 12,625 34%* k¢iii
north of Kellogg 10,151 11,875 12,350 15,026

south of Kellogg 10,373 12,135 12,620 15,355

Douglas
east of Rock Road 2,306 2,698 2,806 3,413

west of Rock Road 3,340 3,907 4.064 4,944
44**f

Kellogg
east of Rock Road 19,602 22,932 23,848 29,016

west of Rock Road 20,824 24,361 25,336 30,825

TABLE 2

-2-
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The· di fference between the two tabl es i s the resul t of the compounding ' i

effect of a 4% growth rate per year. The first table actually reveals a 40% 1
increase in traffic volumes at each of the key locations which would be somewhat

less than a 4% growth rate per year, while the second table reveals a 4% growth

rate per year compounded for the ten-year peri od for a total growth rate of

approximately 148%.

FORECASTED KELLOGG MALL TRAFFIC

TOTAL ANTICIPATED SITE GENERATION TRAFFIC

:2€4
·Af«

The forecasted Kellogg traffic generated by the proposed site must be

divided into two major segments. They are (1) shopping center traffic and (2)
office and motel traffic.

The shopping center traffic in the Raymond Keyes Report was projected at a

generation rate of 18 vehicles per thousand square feet of gross leasable area.

This represents only the trips generated to the site. In addition to these

trips. of course, you would have the return trip which would be generated from

the site. Therefore, the 18 vehicles per thousand square feet trip generation

, rate actually accounts for 36 tri ps to and from the proposed si te per thousand

square feet of gross leasable area.

The office and motel traffic generation rate was computed at eight vehicles

per thousand square feet. Again, this actually represents 16 vehicles to and

from the site per thousand square feet of gross leasable area.

In forecasting the total anticipated site generated traffic in the Raymond

Keyes Report, some basic assumptions were used. They were revealed in a table

entitled, "Total Anricipated Site Generation Traff:, " The following table is

reproduced frc. 14' 4·•mi,rt

12

Stage I

Year of Completion

Year of Ultimate Traffic

Gross Leasable Area (retail) (s.f.)

Office and Motel Area (s.f.)

Parking Available (spaces)

Parking Index (space/1,000 s.f.)

700.000

P

Retail

Office and Motel

Estimated Daily Vehicles
Retail

Office and Motel

Stage II

74 1975 tiptifi
79 1980 374*

1,135,000

296.950

768 7,768

18 18

8 8

12,600 < 20,430 
l 2.372 j

TABLE 3

-3-
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Of special interest to us in the analysis of the anticipated generated 
traffic are the two major factors in determining the forecasted traffic: (1) 4

gross leasable area and (2) daily trip generation rate per thousand square
feet. All forecasted volumes were based upon a gross leasable area for retail

. of 1,135,000 square feet, while the office and motel area was based upon i
296,950 square feet. The daily trip generation rate per thousand square feet
for retail was based upon 18 trips per thousand square feet while the office
and motel was based upon eight trips per thousand square feet. By multiplying
the gross leasable area retail times the daily trip generation per thousand
square feet retail, one arrives at the estimated daily vehicles per retail as
revealed in the next to the last line of Table 3. The table reveals 20,430

trips generated to this retail site on an average day. In addition to this
count, we must also add on the volume of traffic generated foroffice and motel

use. Again this figure is arrived at by multiplying the office and motel area
of square feet times the total traffic generation rate per thousand square feet

of office and motel. This will result in an additional 2,372 trips generated
to the site.

For comparison of daily generation rates which are forecast by the con-

sultant to the actual daily generation rates which we have experienced in the

city of Wichita, the following table is included:

DAILY GENERATION RATES

tra

' itf

41,#fla

1

Date Location Generation Rate

August 27, 1971 Harry Street Mall 15
(Friday)

August 28, 77 Harry Street Mall 24

(Saturday)
March 10, 1972 Twin Lakes 18 2 yQ

(Friday)

March 11, 1972 Twin Lakes 25 : 0
(Saturday)

April 22 & 29, 1971 Metcalf South 18

(Thursday) (Overland Park, Kansas)

April 24 8 May 1, 1971 Metcalf South 25
, 4tf

( Saturday) (Overland Park, Kansas)

Deceter 17, 1971 Twin Lakes 31

(Friday)
December 18, 1971 Twin Lakes 1 24

(Saturday)

TABLE 4

&24
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1974 1975

...19¥2

Highway Retail Office I Total Highway Retail Office Total Highway

Kellogg, west
of Rock Road 24,200 2.520 - 1 26.720 25.000 4.075 107 29.182 29.200

Kellogg, east
of Rock Road 22.750 380 23.130 23.550 615 142 24.307 27.400

Rock Road,

north of Kellogg 11,780 4,790 i 17.570 12.200 7.750 1.020 20.970 14.200

Rock Road,

south of Kellogg 12,050 2.520 - 14,570 12,450 4,075 950 17,475 14.520

Rock Road north j

of Douglas 10,400 1,880 - i 12.280 10,730 2.050 710 14,490 11,550

95%44

115*4

»,4

i--49·K €4

Rock Road south

of Douglas 9,880 1,700 - 11,580 10.220 2,750 808 13,778 11,930

Douglas, west
of Rock Road 3,880 442 - 4,322 4,010 715 0 4,725 4,680

Douglas, east
of Rock Road 2,665 252 - 2,917 2,760 407 95 3,262 3,220

Kellogg, west
of Armour 24,200 5,650 - 29,850 25,000 9,175 2,140 36,315 29,200

Douglas, west
of Armour 3,880 1.880 - 5.760 4.010 3.050 710 7.770 4.680

t.·2

ource: Traffic Report - Proposed Commercial Development, Wichita, Kansas.
Raymond Keyes Engineers, Inc.

le

4. 1,6- . pr-'r,Fm-NE'r'"7T-·11-7-

-7

1930

Retail Office Total

8.150 107 ·31357 |

1.230 142 128.772 )

15.500 1,02030,720

8.150 950 l23,62

6,100 710 19.360

5,500 808 18,238

1,430 0 6,110

.«··

817 95 4,130.--

18,350 2,140 49,690

6,100 710 11,490

TABLE 6

*:f.
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1974 1975

Highway Retail Office Total Highway Retail Office Total Highway

Kellogg west
of Rock Road 24,361 1,894 - 26.255 25,336 3,065 71 28,472 30.825

Kellogg, east
of Rock Road 22,932 379 - 23,311 23,848 613 142 24,603 29,016

Rock Road north
of Kellogg 11,875 () - 16.674 12.350 7.764 1.020 21.134 15,0

Rock Road south
of Kellogg 12,135 2.526 - , 14,661 12,620 4,086 950 17,656 15,355

Rock Road north
of Douglas 10,442 1,894 - ' 12,336 10,860 3,065 710 14,635 13,213

Rock Road south
of Douglas 9,978 1,705 - 11,683 10,377 2,758 808 13,943 12,625

Douglas, west
of Rock Road 3 4,349 4,064 715 0 4.779 4.944

1,907 442

,698 253

,361 5,683 3

,907 1,894

Douglas. east
of Rock Road 2 2,951 2,806 409 95 3.310 3.413

Kellogg. west
of Armour 24 0,044 25,336 9,194 2,135 36.665 30.825

Douglas, west
of Ar·mour 3 5.801 4,064 3,065 710 7.839 4.944

TABLE 7

M

:,4:"+-·93mRM•ma&#2>2*:'ti !· ' ;:. : · .-. · ' '- ..; + ··3*54**FF.

4-Pq**IMA' 41 4. %-f. 7,6..4 .1»»' ..1

L

· 2403-4

1980

etail Office Total

6,129 71 36.925

1,226 142 30,384

2 1.020 420 ·
Pit

3,172 950 24,477

$,129 710 20,062

5,516 808 18.949

1,430 0 6.374

817 95 4,325 ,-1

I,387 2,135 51,347

9,129 710 11,783

4¥t©
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REPROD MOM RAYMOND KEYES REPORT EN»ED
TRAFFIC REPORT: PROPOSED COMMERCIAL DEVELOPMENT

Wichita, Kanias
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Zoning Bid
A Becond appHcation for

;'..Mitional light commercial
-and office zoning ati the

"· Marina Lakes shopping
center, 21st and Amidon,
wal recommended for

'Eapproval Ttursday in a
£:Imanimods vote of the
Il(,tropolitan Area Planning

¢· Commission (MAPC).
* The applicant, H. D.

fHap) Bledsoe, agreed to
ilandscape the prope:ty he

owns and other areag of the

Ihopping center, not even
Mder his control. in an

1*rt to halt criticism of

*the development. .*E€wlu
'I, 22%Y'Ll* .
·; *n agreement last month by
i . city commissitners to

©lermit Bledsoe to renle
*A,nihout cost the application

'jtnire!1,':22,siA,g ainst the
EL Bledsoe filed the suit in

 Sedgtvick County District
2.Court after the first

&' application was denied last
* March, charging that the

*commission's action wu
?- arbitrary and capricious.

He had asked for an
*,additional 7.33 acres of light
,;:commercial zoning on

Woperty he owns in Marina
40* south of the Wooko

store and office zoning on
9.75 scres to the west along
"the north mide of the

Le,River.

%,11:81%Ui &4
the·lawsuit, even though he
felt he could win the case,
because litigation w€*11
take too much time. He maid

.he has a client now who
wants to build a store on the

;53:=M=:
0eried of what he called

EERSE
Marim Lakes develoomem,

way and drainage'improve

the emt sideof Amidon.
Bledsoe pointed out that

·Marina Lakes originally.
"*18 9 planned (21-

*inter• An
m for 35 acres 01

commercial zoning in the
-aere tract was reque,ted.

'He :howed plans and
'ilh,01*per articles about
the #oposed development.
t •• EVERVTHING w.
great until the Ritchies
low=s of Twin Likee) 00t
excited about.the
competition and started

 the zoning;" laid
The city commission only

gave Marina Lakes eight

-.116-5,
and loading to the *ip
zonlng:along 21*t, which li
often bitterly criticized.
. Bidioe noted that while
there has been much
-conce:n about gran<Ung

.M*:9.%4111
Imt im mn 4
congestion at 21st and
Amidon, more commercial
zoning has been granted to
ihe proposed Kellogg Malt
'hopping center at Rock
Road and Kellogg.

While that intersection is

already up to 80 per cent of
"F" level service Cat·which

point, vehicles cannot get
tbrog*h on one signal light
eycle) a total of 1.5 mittion
iquar, feet of commercial

1,e built in

applleati
· *67,4-h

fay.

iff?21

t#?*37

1

- t
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THE CITY OF WICHITA
e

ON SAFETYOFFICE oF CITY TRAFFIC ENGINEER DATE October 9, 1973 PHASE U

To Jack Galbraith, Chief Planner

FROM Paul B. Graves, City Traffic Engineer

SUBJECT Marina Lakes Shopping Center
Traffic Survey

The Traffic Engineeri ng Di vi si on conducted a shoppi ng center study on the
existing Marina Lakes site for both Friday and Saturday, September 28 and 29.
A summary of this survey indicates the following information.

Three entrances to the major shopping center complex (Woolco) were counted
manually. The fi rst entrance was located on 21st Street corresponding to the
Sweetbriar entrance on 21st Street. At that particul ar entrance, 12,608 vehicles
were using 21st Street on Friday between 9:30 AM and 10:30 PM. Out of this total,
1,269 trips entered the Marina Lakes site from 21st Street. This accounts for
10.1% of the 21st Street traffic. At this same entrance, 1,543 trips exited,or 12.2%.

The North Amidon entrance, just south of the Texaco Service Stations re-
corded 8,979 vehicles southbound on Amidon. Out of this totals 2,154 trips
entered this location, or 24%. 1,202 trips exited this location, or 13.4%. Traf-
fic associated with the South Amidon entrance near the Straw Hat Pizza Palace ac-
counted for 17,693 vehicles both northbound and southbound on Amidon. Out of this
total, 2,146 trips entered the shopping centers or 12.1%. The exiting traffic
accounted for 2,120 trips, or 12%.

On Saturday, September 29, the entrance located on 21st Street recorded
14,135 vehicles on 2lst Street. Of that total, 1,572 trips entered the shopping
center by way of this entrance, or 11.1%. 1,913 trips, or 13.5% exited by way of
this entrance. The North Amidon entrance recorded 11,042 vehicles southbound on
Amidon. Out of this total, 2,995 trips entered the shopping centers or 27.1%.
The exiting trips accounted for 1,486, or 13.5%. The South Amidon entrance re-
corded 17,960 vehicles northbound and southbound on Amidon at this location. Out
of this total, 2,434 trips or 13.5% entered the shopping center. The exiting
trips accounted for 2,668 vehicles, or 14.9%.

We would like to call to your attention that all these counts were conducted
between the hours of 9:30 AM and 10:30 PM. Therefore, any comparison between
these counts and previous 24-hour counts should 3nly refloct thi
hour count which occurred between 9:30 AM and 10:30 PM. at R*ple?11'*t24-

000:-91, METROPPLANNING j

r
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Jack Galbraith Page 2 October 9, 1973

A comparison of the south entrance on Amidon prior to and after the opening
of the Marina Lakes Shopping Center reveals 13,138 and 17,961 vehicles between
9:30 AM and 10:30 PM for a Friday in June 1972 and a Friday in September 1973,
respectively. In other words, since June 1972, traffic volumes on Amidon show
an approximate 5,000-vehicle increase.

It should be pointed out that not all of this increase can be directly as-
sociated with the Marina Lakes Shopping Center due to normal growth in traffic
patterns. However, we would assume based on our traffic counts, that the largest
portion of this increased volume has been generated by the Marina Lakes Shopping
Center. Our Division is well aware of the fact that these counts were taken
during the grand opening week of the Woolco Department Store. It is possible,
though, that these counts will refl ect an average day of retail activity as-
sociated with this site since at present, the development is only approximately
50% complete. As the grocery store and other shops on the south end develop, we
would assume that the traffic generated at this site will again approach the vol-
umes recorded duri ng the week of the grand openi ng of the Wool co Department Store.

We are attaching for your information the total turning movements for Friday
and Saturday at the Marina Lakes site. These are then further divided into peak
hour turning movements for Friday and Saturday.

If you have any further questions regarding this matter, please advise.

8%*4
Paul B. Graves
City Traffic Engineer

WGM/gl
attach.

cc:R. W. Bruggeman

1
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2520 Benjamin
Wichita, Kansas 67204

fk
Wichita Sedgewick County Metropol itan Area Planning Commission
104 South Main

Wichita, Kansas 67202

Re: DP--23 (West side of Amidon, north of Arkansas
River)

Dear Sirs:

We're in receipt of your recent communication regarding the zoning
..y..02©·hearing to be held October 11, in regard to the above mentioned area.

As residents of the area, we'd like. i repeat what we wrote to you
just last year - that we would like to see you retain some of the

.*10%8.city owned land as a natural area. It s easier to set aside land
for such use now than it ever will be -- even though not developed as
a park, this area could just naturally be a beauty spot, with litle
or no care.

With the advent of the new Woolco Store and the already started
buildings in that area, we foresee a greatly increased build-up of
traffic; we already have difficulty getting on to Rlst St. from Benjamin..
We would prefer to see all single-family dwellings go in, if the land
cannot be retained as a natural parkland.

We have no axes" to grind (our business is located at 720 N. Washin-
tonSt.) but we sometimes feel there are just too many Small businesses t> i.: fet-. >93€.being spread all over the City. When do we reach a state of satiety
in small shops and shopping centers?

Already, it seems as if the stores don't have enough clerks, or carry

a decent stock of merchandize! I'd like to see shopping centers no closer
than 3 miles from one another.

Sincerely yours,

Mrs. Perry Fleagle

42*
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WICHITA-SEDGNICK COUNTY
IETROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

I;APC HEARING DATE: Oct. 11, 1973

Case No. Z-1573 Request: "B' to "938" and "LC"
Case No. DP-23 Amendment to Marina Lake CUP

49.*i

Location: West side of Amidon north of Arkansas River

HISTORY:

1. The following history is from the staff report to the Plan-
ning Commission on January 25, 1973.

79%

Z-0824 and DP-23 were two zone and Community Unit Plan applica-
tions for the entire area of the former Dolese sandpit area of
approximately 60 acres which the Planning Commission considered
in 1967. Approximately 37 acres were requested for "LC" and "C"
and 24.5 acres were requested for "B". A Community Unit Plan
was submitted for both the commercial and residential parts.
The Planning Commission recommended denial, without prejudice,
however, after the City Commission heard the case, approximately
8 acres of "LC" and 22 acres of 'B" was approved. The situation
at that time hinged on the impact of traffic on the arterial
system.

On December 12, 1968, the Planning Commission considered an
application for an amendment to the CUP and request for an
increase of Parcel 1 from 3.57 acres to 9.13 acres of light
commercial zoning (Z-1032) . Action of the Planning Commission
was to recommend denial of both applications. The Board of

City Commissioners, however, at their meeting on January 21,
1969 approved both applications, subject to certain conditions.
Again, the impact of traffic on the arterial system was a prime
consideration. (See attached minutes of November 14, 1968 and
December 12, 1968 - Attachments 1 and 2.)

On March 11, 1971, the Planning Commission considered an appli
cation for an amendment to the CUP and a request for an in-
crease in the area on Parcel 1 from 9.13 acres to 14.94 acres
of light commercial zoning. Action of the Planning Commission iwas to recommend approval of both requests. This recommendation

I Pwas concurred in by the Board of City Commissioners on March 30, 1'·1971. (See attached Planning Commission minutes of March 19,
1971, and City Commission minutes of March 30, 1971 - Attach-
ments ' "nd 4.)

64

The most recent history of subject property occurred on
January 25, 1973, when the Planning Commission considered .31
an application Zor an amendment to the CUP and a request
for an additional amount of light commercial zoning -
approximately 7.33 acres and an approximate 5.75 acres of
"BB" Office zoning. Action of the Planning Commission was
to recommend approval o f both requests; however, both appli-

I # u.
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Page 2 - Case No. Z-1573 and DP-23

October 11, 1973

cations were denied bv the Citv Commissi

0

on on March 20, 1973.
4«7.:vt#r; (See attached Planning Commission minutes of January 25,....9-4

1973 and March 8, 1973, and City Commission minutes of Febru-
ary 27, 1973, and March 20, 1973 - Attachments 5, 6, 7 and
8.)

........

3. On September 4, 1973, as an off-agenda item, the Board of
City Commissioners considered the matter of litigation and
zoning relative to Marina Lakes, Inc. The action of the
City Commission was to permit the applicant to refile the
application without cost, conditioned upon the litigation
being ended by dismissal of the suit and payment of the
court costs by Marina Lake Drive, Inc.

2»44-7

4. Based on this action, the zone case and CUP were advertised
for hearing and notices mailed without cost to the applicant.
Specifically, the applicant has requested approximately 7.33
acres of "LC" zoning and an additional 5.75 acres for "BB"
Office zoning.

The CUP request proposes the following:

5

Increase in the size of Parcel 6 from 3.07
acres to approximately 7.33 acres.

Creating a new Parcel 8 proposed for "BB"
Office zoning - approximately 5.75 acres with
a maximum building height of 65 feet.

Decreasing the size of Parcel 7 from 22.49 acres
to 12.79 acres, and a decrease in the proposed
number of dwelling units from 335 to 219.

99·431

4

t,€04€28391

Increasing the permitted square feet of retail
space by 111,878 for a total of 496,438.

Increasing the permitted square feet of office
space by 125,293 square feet.

The past history reflects intensive discussion relative to
this shopping center location and related traffic projections.
Traffic volumes on 21st Street and through the 21st -Amidon
intersection, continue to increase as is evidenced by the
following traffic counts. (The Traffic Engineering Office
advises that new counts will soon be taken.)

32.4=

9%11

Actual ADT Actual ADT

1970 1972

Amidon north of 21st Street 16,069 16,065
Amidon south of 2 lst Street 14,673 14,904
21st Street east of Amidon 13,659 17,278
21st Street west of Amidon 8,832 12,141

I&73*.

The increase in these traffic counts on 21st Street in part
must be attributed to the improvement of the street and the
new bridge across the Arkansas River.

4,4---avy '
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The arguments have been made in the past that regardless of
increased traffic, the west side of Amidon deserved a compar-
able amount of "LC" zoning as granted to Twin lakes to the
east. The square footage of retail space now proposed for
the west (496,438) now compares with the 330,000 previously
approved for Twin Lakes.

As the existing "LC' is generally the same on both sides of
Amidon, any consideration of extending "LC" zoning should be
based on the submission of justification for additional need
of services. It would appear that as office zoning and devel-
opment exists to the east, the most compatible uses would be
for Parcel 6 to be developed for professional offices.

8. Although "outdoor display of marina supplies" was originally
approved as a permitted use in Parcels 1 and 4, subject to
approval by the Board of Zoning Appeals, the purpose of
this intended use was originally stated because the parcels
had access to water and customers would have an opportunity
to test drive the boats on the lake. Outdoor type of uses
and displays should not be permitted along Meridian-Amidon. ?13

9. Although the area now designated as Parcel 8 was originally
proposed for townhouses at a low density, it is now proposed to
develop offices to a maximum floor area of 125,000 square feet
to a permitted height of 65 feet. The townhouses were pre-
viously thought to be the most compatible use across the River
from high quality single-family homes. However, due to the
manner of development of the :larina Lakes commercial, most have
the service or back of buildings oriented to the lake. This de-

tracts from the visual qualities which were hoped would induce
the townhouse and residential character for the riverfront
development.

lili

10. Visual qualities and the view of the rear of the existing
buildings on Blarina Lakes from the residential area south
of the River were discussed by the City Commission when
the two original applications were returned to the Plan-
ning Commission. They suggested that proper coordination and
beautification of Marina Lakes be considered to meet the
needs of property owners in the area. The applicant sub-
mitted a list of plant materials and offered to guarantee
the plantings for Parcels 6 and 8.

Since the previous consideration of this matter, recent
CUP's have provided that "landscape plans" would be sub-
mitted for approval prior to the issuance of building per-
mits.

11. Should the Planning Commission recommend the approval of the
zone change request and the amendments to the CUP, the fol-
lowing conditions would be consistent with other approved
CUP's:

a. The platting of Parcels 6 and 8 within one year from

the date of approval by the Board of City Commissioners,
or the zone case be considered denied and closed.

Ei
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b. Adding to General Provisions" the following: A land-
scape plan for Parcels 6 and 8, indicating the location,
type and specifications of planting materials, shall be
submitted to the Planning Department for approval prior
to the issuance of any building permits on these parcels.

c. One minor correction being made on the face of the plan -
Reserve Alabeling on the plan next to Amidon.

d. The development of this property shall proceed in accord-
ance with the development plan as recommended for approval
by the Planning Commission and approved by the governing
body, and any substantial deviation of the plan, as deter-
mined by the Superintendent of Central Inspection and the
Director of Planning, shall constitute a violation of the
building permit authorizing construction of the proposed
development.

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

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

1
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION

t CITY BUILDING ANNEX, 104 South Main

WICHITA. KANSAS 67202

NOTICE TO ADJOINING PROPERTY OWNERS

1
The Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning

Commission will consider the following item in Room 401 City
Building Annex, 104 South Main, Wichita, Kansas, at its meeting
at 1:30 p.m. on Thursday, October 11, 1973, at which time you

may appear either in person or by agent or attorney, if you
so desire.

Li
259*:2
9*tu

..9,42-:M

.42#%
1%93[4

Wal,2».*

949

EJ«..

DP-23 - That part of Government Lot 1, in the NW 1/4 of Sec. 7,

Twp. 27S, RlE, described as beginning at a point on
the East line of said Government Lot 1, 1120.32 feet

South of the NE corner thereof; thence North 88¤12'55"
West, a distance of 130 feet; thence North 00004'05
East, 15 feet; thence South 89056' 09" West, a distance
of 455.06 feet; thence North 54026'07" West, a distance
of 251.68 feet; thence North 70056'58" West, a distance

of 959.77 feet to a point 695 feet South and 770 feet
East of the NW corner of said Government Lot 1; thence

South 12011'35 ' West, 282.9 feet more or less to the
North bank of the Arkansas River; thence Southeasterly
along the North bank of said river to the East line of

said Government Lot 1; thence North along the East line
of said Government Lot 1; 885 feet more or less to the

point of beginning, except therefrom that part dedicated
to the public for access, drainage, river bank maintenance,
flood control and river beautification, all in Wichita,

Sedgwick County, Kansas. Generally located on the West
side of Amidon north of the Arkansas River.

The Development Plan of this area, originally approved in

April 1967 and as amended in January 1969, and March, 1971,
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, Room 402 City Building Annex, 104,
South Main, Wichita, Kansas, and is available for public infor-
nation and review.

k.pg,i:.

24%.2
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The revised Development Plan on file proposes the following
general amendments:

$ 1-
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Increasing the amount of "LC" Light Commercial zoning
approximately 7.33 acres.

Creat ing a new Parcel 8, proposed for "BB" Office zoning
approximately 5.75 acres.

Decreasing the size of Parcel 7 from 22.49 acres to 12.98

acres, and the number of proposed dwelling units from 335
to 162.

NOTE: It is the policy of the Planning Commission that any
request for a deferral of the hearing of this case *hall be
submitted to the Secretary, Robert A. Lakin, 104 South Main,
7 davs prior to the meeting. The Chairman or the Secretary
may grant such a request for deferral. Persons requesting

deferrals will be charged with the cost of preparing and
mailing new notices.

Robert A. Lakin

Secretary

F



APPLICATION FOR COMMUNITY UNIT PLAN

(PLANNED RESIDENTIAL OR COMMERCIAL DEVELOPMENT)
FOR PROPERTY LOCATED WITHIN THE LIMITS OF THE

CITY OF WICHITA. KANSAS

This is an application for a Community Unit Plan - Planned Development.
The form must be completed and filed at the Planning Department, Room
402, City Building Annex, 104 South Main, Wichita, Kansas, in accord-
ance with directions on the accompanying instruction sheet. AN INCOM-
PLETE APPLICATION CANNOT BE ACCEPTED.

I. Name of applicar or applicants and/or their agent or agents.
a. Applicant v M -in A T.40 nr; i,- Tr,-

Address )6572 E. Central G 1106
Phone 685-3813

Agent V Harry D. Bledsoe

Address 11800 West Hiqhwav 54 (01109 phone 722-71 00

b. Applicant

Address Phone

Agent

Address Phone
c:*414 R

c. Applicant

154Address Phone

Agent

Address Phone

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

II.A The applicant hereby requests Community Unit Plan approval on

property zoned and legally described as Lot(s)

, Block(s)

(See Exhibit "A") Addition.

(If appropriate, metes and bounds description may be provided in

the space below or on an attached sheet.)

(See E,-hibit "A")

9%//4

II.B There are 13.1 acres (round to nearest tenth) in the above

described property.

T9-330-3

1
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III. This property is located at (address) None

., 31.
The general location is (use appropriate section)

a. at the Southwest corner of Amidon Avenue

and 2 lst Street ; or

b. on the West side of Amidon (Ave.,

Street) between ·>ici- (Ave., Street ) and

The Arkansas River (Ave=7-G«*ee*) .

IV. I (we), the applicant (s), acknowledge receipt of the instruction

sheet explaining the method of submitting this application. I
yk /

(we) -ealize 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.

»*N Marina Lake Drive, ID{$

/ Authpzed Agent ( if any) Authorized Agent (if any)
U

14

By By

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

V. OFFICE USE ONLY

This application was received at the Planning Department at

/.'/9- CAM,® onA+11••- //,/973 (Day, Month,
V

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

panied by required documents and the appropriate fee of

A

Name

Title

«fy*:

T9-330-4

tip 99/7 1



EXHIBrr "A"

  Township 27 South, Range 1 East described as beginning at a point on theThat part of Government Lot One (1), in the Northwest Quarter of Se ction 7,

East line of said Government Lot One (1), 1120. 32 feet South of the Northeast
corner thereof; thence North 88 degrees 12'55" West a distance of 130 feet,
thence North 00 degrees 04' 05" East 15 feet; thence South 89 degrees 56' 09"
West a distance of 455.06 feet; thence North 54 degrees 26' 07" West a distance
of 251. 68 feet; thence North 70 degrees 56' 58" West a distance of 959.77 feet
to a point 695 feet South and 770 feet East of the Northwest Corner of said
Government Lot One (1) thence South 12 degrees 11' 35" West 282.9 feet more
or less to the North bank of the Arkansas River; thence Southeasterly along
the North bank of said river to the East line of said Government Lot One (1)
thence North along the East line of said Government Lot One (1), 885 feet more
or less to the point of beginning except therefrom that part dedcated to the
public for access, drainage, river bank maintenance, flood control and
river beautification, all in Wichita, Sedg·wick County, Kansaso

'23'·
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STATEMENT OF OWNERSHIP

rE OF KANSAS )
) SS

TWICK COUNTY )

The undersigned du ly bonded and qualified abs tracter
within and for the County and State aforesaid, does hereby certify:

That we have examined the records in the office of the
Register of Deeds of Sedgwick County, Kansas, with reference to the owner-
ship of the following property in Sedgwick County, Kansas, viz:

Property. lying within a radius of 1,000 feet of:

Lots 1 and 2, Marina Lake, Wichita, Sedgwick County, Kansas,
Lots 1, 2, 3, and Reserve A, Marina Lake Fourth Addition,
Wichita, Kansas, and part of Gove. Lot 1 in the Northwest
Quarter of Section 7, Township 27 South, Range 1 East,
described as beginning at a point 1120.32 feet South and
50 feet West of the Northeast Corner of said Govt. Lot 1;
thence South to the South line of said Govt. Lot 1; thence
westerly ·along the south line of said Govt. Lot 1 J to
the West line of said Govt. Lot 1; thence North to a point
50 feet South of the Northwest Corner of said Govt. Lot 1;
thence East to the Northwest Corner of said Lot 3 in said

(¢4Mp¢;»41•

Marina Lake Fourth Addition; thence South 300 feet: thence
East 325 feet; thence South 136 feet; thence East 460 feet;
thence South 250 feet; thence East 604.9 feet; thence
South 390 feet; thence East 80 feet to beginning.

6.

€€/E

:02@b*¥
And from such examination find that the owners thereof ' . (·:2*4*#4

are as ser opposite tile description of the property below, viz: (Addresses as given are furnished as a service and not certified.)
21 TRACT OWNER ADDRESS

>239*

All Government Lot 1, lying North
of Arkansas River, except Marina

- Lake Addition & Marina Lake 4th
, · I Addition, and Except Marina Lake ,,._ , £"-,>.

6th Addition and Except beginning
at the Northwest Carrier of Lot 1:

East 580'; South 470'; SEly to a
point 695' Scuth and 770' East of
Northwest Corner of Lot 1- thence
Southwest 250' to a roint 940' South
and 715 ' East cf the Kirthwest
Corner; thence Southt·.est to rivek'
thence Westerly along the river to
the West lize cf Lot 1; thence
North te· beginn.ing, or.d except that 1

/////// 43·N. part of Goverii.tent L€t Lne (11 . t.n
5 i... Of.% the Northwest Quarter of Sect-Len 7,

Illlileaa 7- : b Township 27 South, Range 1 East described
. _ cn the -*st line ,-24 11%836*:.t:tLi at:eof ;':..

thence North 88 degrees 12' 55" West a
distance of 130 feet, thence :ierth 00

- 24%7
degrees 04' 05" East 15 feet; thence South

METROPOLI

.iltill
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1. f¥&.1
TRACT OWNER ADDRESS 1 0

89 degrees 56' 09" West a
distance of 455.06 feet; thence
North 54 degrees 26' 07" West
a distance of 251.68 feet; thence
North 70 degrees 56' 58" we st
a distance of 959.77 feet to a
point 695 feet South and 770
feet East of the Northwest
Corner of said Government Lot

Wlil One (1), thence South 12 degrees
11' 35 ' West 282.9 feet more

14,£

8'69/0

or less to the North bank of the

Arkansas River; thence Southeasterly
alcng the North bank of said river
to the East line of said Government

Lot One (1); thence North along
the East line of said Government

Lot One (1), 885 feet more or less to
the point of beginning, except .*litherefrom that part dedicated to · . 4
the public for access, drainage,
river bank main:enance, flood
control and river beautification. O Clear Lakes, 6572 East Central

Inc. Wichita, Kansas
67206 r-i=

LOT ADDITION OWNER ADDRESS
ts.i

Marina Lake 6th tfaRbqn Develcpment Ahdress unknown
--

TRACT OWNER ADDRESS LA-'

A.Zi,,1

31

Beginning at the Northwest a
Corner of Lot 1, Section
7, Township 27, Range 1 East;
thence East 580'; South 470'
Southeasterly to a point 695'
South and 770' East of the Now Platted

Northwest Corner of Lot 1; Lot 1, MARINA LAKE 3RD
thence Southwest 250' to a ADDITION
pcint 940 ' South and 715 '
East of the Northwest Corner;
thence Southwest to river;
thence Westerly along river

.rt/ to West line 02 Lot 1. thence

North to beginning. Pan Western Corporation
7.-.2

13

'f

LOT ADDI-ION   OWNER ADDRESS
4

bi: 41 1 Marina Lake Addition
V

Texaco , Inc. 8301 East Pawnce
Wichita, Ks. 67201,

F

1
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LOT ADDITION

2

L OWNER ADDRESS

Marina Lake Dod E.- Sattenthwaite 657-2· East- Central.
-Wichita, Kan-848 612 0 ¢

1
TRACT OWNER ADDRESS

Part of Lot 1, Marina Lake
4th Addition, described as
Lot 1, Marina Lake Fourth
Addition, Wichita, Kansas,
except beginning at the
Northwest Corner of said

Lot 1; thence South along
the West line of said
Lot 1, 175 feet; thence East
339.74 feet to the Scuth-
west Corner of Lot 2, Marina Lake,
Wichita, Sedgwick County,
Kansas; thence North along
the line common to said Lot
2, Marina Lake and Lot 1,
Marina Lake Fourth Addition,
165 feet to the North line
of said Lot l; -thence West
along the North line of said
Lot 1 to beginning, together
with ingress, egress and utility

$9•4easement over and across the
East 30 feet of the West 179.5
feet of the North 175 feet
of said Lot 1. Hanson Develbent, Co. Addl ultknown
Lot 1, Marina Lake 4th Additicn,
except beginning at the iiorth-
west corner of said Lot 1; thence
South along the West line of said
Lot 1, 175 feet; thence East
339.74 feet to the Southwest
Corner of Lot 2, piarina Lake,
Wichita, Sedg'wick Co·unty, Kansas;
thence I;orth along the line
conlmon to said Lot 2, Marina Lake
and Lot 1, Marina Lake Fourth
Addition, 165 feet to the North
of said Lct 1: thence Nest along
the North line of said Lot 1 to '
beginning, together with ingress,

- 5 egress a.na uuility easet.,ent
• D.76 over and across the east Rn feet cf
'·-' ':-· i· the West 179.5 feet Ef the North

4,4,6, 175 feet of said Lot 1.  Clear Lakes, Inc. 6572 East Centia 16  fWichita, Ks. 6723

LOT ADDITION OWNER ADDRESS

2 Marina Lake 4th D Clear Lakes, Inc. 6572 East CentralWichita, Ks. 67206
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TRACT OWNER ADDRESS

X Lot 3, Marina Lake 4th Addition,
and a tract in Government Lot 1,,»ur» 2
Sedgwick County, Kansas, described
as beginning at a point 75 feet
South and 225 -"eet West of the

Northeast Corner of Government

Lot 1 in the Northwest Gruarter

of Section 7, Township 27 South,
Range 1 East of the 6th P.M.,
·thence West 125 feet; thence
North 25 feet: thence West 30
feet; thence South 175 feet;
thence East 155 feet; thence North

912.4 150 feet to the point of beginn-
ing; and that part of the follow- git*

ing described tract in Government
Lot 1 in the Northwest Quarter

Section 7, Township 27, Range
1 East, beginnirig at a point on
the East line of said Government

Lot 1, South 4u, 04' 05" West
1120.32 feet from the Northeast
Corner thereof; thence North 880
12' 55" West, parallel to the
North line of said Government Lot

1, a distance of 130 feet; thence North
000 04' 05" East 15 feet· thence
South 890 56' 00" West,.455.06 feet;
theme North 546 26' 07" West, 251.68
feet; thence North 700 56, 58" West,
959.77 feet to a point 695 feet South
and 770 feet East of the Northwest

Corner of said Government Lot 1;
thence South 12 11' 35" West, 282.9
feet more or less to the left (North)
bank of the Arkansas River; thence
Southeasterly along the left (North)
bank of said river to the east line

-·-6¢4149 of said Government Lot .1; thence North
885 feet more cr less to beginning,
except therefrom that part dedicated
to the vublic for access. drainage,

 .fRE" river-barL: maintenance, flood control
and river beautification puiposes,

,/4 subject to easements and restrictions
of record.  Marina Lake Drive 6572 E.Cent.·3

Inc. Wichita, .Cs.
67206

L
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JjADDITION OWNER ADDRESS

Lot 1 & Reserve A Friesen Addition J. A. & Mable 1946 N. Meridian
riesen Wichita, Ks. 67203

Lot 2 Friesen Addition (/Robert L. & 1950 N. Meridian
*tola A. Clough Wichita, Ks. 67202

/1
Lots 3&4 Friesen Additioll//Donald & Magie 1941 N. St. Clair 9

L. King. Wichita, Ks. 67203
TRACT OWNER ADDRESS

Beginning 957' North of the
Southwest Corner of Govern- -
ment Lot 4, Section 7, Town-
ship 27, Range 1 East; thence
East 330'; North 99'; West
330'; thence South to beginn-/4

7/tee ing. v J Oren & Winifred 1942 N. Meridian
F. Delaney Wichita, Ks. 67203

F*• Beginning 858 ' North of
the Southwest Corner of
Governmen. Lot 4. East

3304 North 99'; West 330'; South to beginning, Section
7, Township 27, Range 1 East  Carl E. & Katherine 358 Clayton

I. Jones Wichita, Ks. 67203
(E 165') Beginning 759'
North & 165' East of the
Southwest Corner of
Government Lot 4; thence 7
East 165'; North 99'; West
165'; South to beginning,
Section 7, Township 27,
Range 1 East. Womer Development P.O. Box 394

3%05 Company, Inc. Wichita, Ks. 67201
(w 165 ) Beginning 759'
North of the Sou west

Comer of Government Lot
4; thence East 165'; NorthX

99' ; West 165': Scuth to
beginning, Section 7,

'{4 *-·923 Township 27, Rar.go 1 East v V Parklane Savings & P.O. Box 1007,-
Loan Asscciation Wichita, As. 012014Ff '' 12- 1/

7¢f-< 4·.··4 Beginning 660' North of theScuthwed Corner of Government
Lot 4, thence East 330' ; Iierth
99'; West 330': South to beg-
inning, Section 7, Township 27
Range 1 East. Parklane Savings & P.O. Box 1007

t-) Loan Association Wichita, Ks. 07.._

1%f
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TRAe OWNER ADDRESS

Begl.nAing 720' North of the 2Southeast Corner of Government
Lot 4; thence West 330'; North //
1104 East 330'; South to //
beginning, Section 12, Town-5/6/
ship 27, Range 1 West. Joseph F. & Linda 1925 North Meridian

A. Mora Wichita, Ks. 67203

113*

. 44

Beginning 8301 North of the
Southeast Corner of Govern-
ment Lot 4; West 207.44';
thence Northeasterly 111'
M/L to a point 188.88' west
of the East line of Govern-
ment Lot 4; thence East
188.88 feet to the East line

92004 of Government Lot 4; thence
South 110' to the place of

it& beginning, except the East f3ov for Street, Section 12,
C..paq, Township 27, Range 1 West. v/Herman & Nellie M. 1460 N. BroadwayWolf Wichita, Ks. 67214

West Half of the South 100'
of beginning 940 ' Iiorth of
the Southeast Corner of
Government Lot 4, thence
West 330' North to South
bank of Arkansas River;
thence Easterly along the
bank of river to Meridian

line; thence South to begin- %
ning, Section 12, Township FyRange 1 West.

11
Charles W. Sloan /22Id-Str-tivt[15* .ty-

/ Wichita. Ks. 67203

East Half of South 100' of
td»u.3.- 11,13.33

beginning 940' North of the
Southeast Corner of Govern-
ment Lot 4; thence West 330';
North to Scuth bank of
Arkansas River; thence Easterly
along the bank of river to
Meridian line; thence South
to beginning, (40 U VIii

'*94, Township 27, Range lWest. ' Earl C. & Patricia 1941 N. Meridian
A. i·,aruln Wichita, Ks. 67204

.0

InT ' ADDITION  OWNER ADDRESS
·11>UL+

........ 1 Cindy Add. v J Fred I. & Juanita 1912 N. Riclc.!or
F. Bowers Wichita, Ks.'

67203

E : '4 '
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LOT BLOCK

0 0
0,7,3 :r< ..4 5,1 2, -
 It  a .1/6&#Ai,4 W

ky-

-7-

ADDITION  OWNER ADDRESS

«r • '. 1,··Al

B 6,1/.#:A
I.

.C™29.

.»tafe

%43*

t

1, 2, , 4 1

1 3

2 3

3 3

4 3

litte 9 3

10 3

11 3

12 3

13 3

13 .3

14 3

Lester TurleyFLester W. & Pauline 1825 Hood
W. Turley Wichita, Ks.

67203

Meadowva,le/Milford C. & Agnes 1985 McLean Blve
C. Yetter Wichita, Ks.
/ / . 67203

Meadowvalej/Howard L. + & Doris 1932 N.
M. McGregor Wichita

670nq
44)04/

Meadowva- rle "'Ja,#D.
'13
& Glend

craft

Edwards

, Ks.

Edwards

Ma, Ks.

i .,.,u n. 66*16
Meadof,ale Iermann V. & Twila ·2047-VhOla '

Mae Stoessel Wichita, Ks. I
67ee aol .9.:4

Meadowvale #in F. & Ann N. NAUdress
Avaaeble

Meadowvale '41Cbert M. & Eleanor 1921 N.
JU Weber Wichita

67203

Richnon M

, Ks·

V

Meadowvale
U
Donald L. & 1927 N. Richmon

acqueline R. Day Wichita, Ks.
67203

Meadowvale/Darrel R. & 1933 N.
Shirley E. Duncan Wichita

67203

Richmon

, Ks.

MeadowvaleU<'Norman E. & Alta 1975 McLean BlvL

renson Wichita, Ks.
67203

Edwards

, Ks.

Meadowale W Derrell & Helen L. 1933 N.

67203- ratt Wichita

Meadot·rvale'4 Joseph L. Stemas 1991 McLean Blv

67203
Wichita, Ks.

7''38

1.*S¢3¥1

2,3,4,5,6,7 1 River Parlt/JTwin Rivers Invest- 425 N. Broalt.--·- 5,t·,7373
ments, Inc. Wichita. Ks .

Res. Agent: G. R. 67202
Monroe K.,t:i

,9,10.11,
12, 4 River Park  Twin Rivers Invest- 425 N. Brcad-:av

ments, Inc. Wichita, b.
67202

7 4 River Park eter J. Banks &
Rba Banks *dress unknown 

4 River Park Rona G. Kraft & Addss unknown 
Nancy fKraft

707·

t-e ,; 3,1, ,

.
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Im y BLOCK ADDITION OWNER ADDRESS

1,2,3,5,6
7,8,9 5 River Park D Twin Rivers Inv. 425 N. Broadway y

Inc. Wichita, Ks.

4 5 River Park Akeview Devy P.O. Box 26\24\
gompany, Ince ( North Wichita S·· . 1

26 & 27 6 River Park,/Herbert A. Sparks 4007 w. 18€h c
Wichita, Ks.

4 67212

INDIAN HILLS 4th Indian Hills 1905 SW. Blvd.
Dev. Co., Inc. Wichita, Ks.
H. Marbin Bastian 67211
President

TRACT OWNER ADDRESS
b

Beginning at intersection
of East line of Lot 1, Section

444'fj,3 3,I,„„„, 12, Township 27, Range 1 West
and the established left bank

of the Arkansas River; thence
West along sd bank line to a
point 855 feet measured at
right angles to sd East. line
Lot 1; thence North to a point %9
200 feet from sd river bank

line; thence Easterly to a
point on the East line sd Lot
1, 200 feet from sd bank lind;
thence South along sd East

line sd Lot 1 to point of begin-
n irg. City of Wichita

LOT BLOCK ADDITION OWNER ADDRESS

32**fg
2628 Benjami..5 3 Benjamin Hills 2nd Richard E. a

Mildred H. Ayesh Wichita, Ks.
67204

6 3 Ben:,=in Hills 2nd/VA. N. IRuby 2616 Benjm.zi
Millsap Wichita, *-

67204
447' '

'it

t



0
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LOT BLOCK ADDITION OWNER

BENJAMIN HIILS 2n//

7 3 # 0.1 f -06043ir.4.=in- 67204
8 3 j J Arthur D. & Florence Busch, ux

/ 0552 Benjamin 67204
9 3 V V Obed T. & Evelyn A. Wells, ux

2* Benjamin 67204

10 3 Jety D. Forney
unkown

t,

11 3 f Aerry T. & Marcia M. Fleagle, ux
2520 Benjamin 67204

12 3 naymond D. & Gail George, ux

512 Benjamin 67204
13 .3 V rvin M. & Barbara Somers, ux06 Benjamin 67204
14 3 U v Elizabeth H. Heinsohn

)305 N. Richmond 67204 1=F
3 l/1/gon Mattson & Shirley A. Sjogren

315 N. Richmond 67204 UX

16 3 G. &\Eouise K. Salyer, ux

/ 725 N. Rfchmond 67204
17 3 /1/'Melvin C. Byera & Dorothy A. Byer 4.3694

39 North· Richmond· 67204

18 3 /''on E. & Benita L. Goss, ux ji#1*
355 N. Richmond 67204

19 3 is L. King & Charlotte E. Craw· .

67 Benjamin 67204 ux ford 
20 3

es A.,
v rdon L. & Joan C Smith, ux

377 N. Richmond 67204

21 3 Jr. & Doris T. Moore.

381 N. Richmond 67204
UX

8 4 John W. & Kathleen Schiffler, ux

/12324 N. Richmond 67204
9 4 J Herbert W. & Eva D. Hobson, ux

,'2p14 N. Richmond 67204
4 I/eonard R. & Kellene M. Wright,

 2304 N. Richmond & 7209
UX

1

U 4

j
V James A. & Barbara Farmer, ux

2305 Dogwood 67204

12 4 Albert C. & Mildred H. Martin, u
2315 Dogwocd 67204

1 5 /Board of Park Commissioners
City of Wichita

2 5 Board of Education of Citutf

13142AN@4.

2,35



I
f

0 0
'7942:-10-

LOT BIK ADDITION OWNER

BENJAMIN HILLS 2nd 

1 9 'Fred Kuhlman &. Opal Kuhlman
,/)056 Hyacinth· 67204

2 9 Eileen C. Murray, ux

846 Hyacinth 67204
3 9 Ray O. & Jetta J. Stinson, ux

7238 Hyacinth 67204
9 4/ William Ronald Brigstocke

ndia M. Brigstocke ux228 mracinth 67204
5 9

vibRc C. Nadine Jirrels, UX20 Hyacinth 67204

6 9 & E. Maxine Elsea, ux
/ @208 Hyacinth · 67204

7 9 d/*nna McLean
*359 Mclean Blvd NW 67203

8 9 liver R. & Marjorie Anderson, ux
219 Bullinger 67204

9 9 Melvin E. & Shirley K. Zandler, u fie,. 4 4
231 Bollinger 67204 .y»»1¥m«2

0.4 10 9 v/(ohn M., Jr. & Betty Richards, ux . t:Tar
4 //0304 N. Richmond 67204

•11 9 V j Michael A. Belluomo 7%44.
444»%,f/*ary Paula Belluomo, ux

2245 Bullinger 67204
12 9 Lee Copeland

//2701 Benjamin 67204
4. 1 10 avid E. & Kathleen B. Childs, ux 994%*I

519 Benjamin 67204
2 10 p. Raymond & Kathleen V. Goble, u. ·.9-Uf:

f533 Benjamin 67204

3 10 J Richard & Wilma Jeanne Bills, ux 5·'·'-"
1514 N. Sabin 67209

4 10
iRussell L. Brenner·& Peggy J.

2551 Benjamin 67204

5 10 L v Harry J. & Norma J. Frazier, ux
12605 Benjamin 67204

6 10 jj
y Herbert Parks & Evelyn L. Parks

/1 2615 Benjamin 67204
7 10 1 Verland M. & Elaine Patterson, ux 49-

/1 2627 Benjamin 67204
10 V  h. F. & Betty C. Simon, ux

12628 Bob White 67204
9 10 J JAlbert P. & Reva Guerra, ux

j2616 Bob White 67204

61,

4·0%4

r-



74

0
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LOT BLK ADDITION OWNER

BENJAMIN HILLS 2nd 
10 10

ert I. & Susan S. Guenthner,
/06 Bob White 67204

UX

11 10 0,/'Rgibert Emmett & Helen Wanda Wood.
j552 Bob White 67204 UX

12 10 . jv,4hn J. & Marguerite K. Yungmeye,4
P542 Bob White 67204

UX

13 10 w D.in L. & Norma L. Babb, ux
9532 Bob White 67204

14 10 9 0 J.,Carson & Virginia Rockhill, u: ,
/ 905 Benjamin 67204

1 11  /Jpe Guy, Jr. & Katherine Jones,
21 Bob White 67204 1£ 1

2 11 v/Evelyn J. Caldwell. sgle
ohn O. & Anna B. English, ux
533 Bob White 67204

3 11 Fred J. & Virginia H. Soper, ux *. · ·LA i
//2541 Bob White 67204

4 11  +eon E. & Mabelle Kirkland, ux
2551 Bob White 67204

5 11 JJ»n L. & Marie L. Graber, ux
/ 9605 Bob White 67204

6 11 Eli P. & Agnes C. Ferris, ux
615 Bob White

11 In11 W. & larraine Schraeder,

8 11

/208 Bullinger 67204
9, 10, 11, 11 j.4'J hn E. Brewer

12, 13, & 14 p.01 W. 3lst St. N. 67204
15 11 Jt/knna MeLean

 @859 Mclean Blvd. NW 67204 F
16 11 dward 0. & Donna M. Elpers, uxLErteM.aJoan B.Shearer, ux
17 n

Jr3 Benjamin 67204

1 12  pbnald E. & Onita Faye Wilson, L
, 2442 Benjamin 67204

2 12 Xpllis H. & Lucile K. Wilkinson.
/ '0434 Benjamin 67204 U. ·

4 12 / Ward E. & Gloria J. Iewis, ux

3
dE°Jamin 67204

12 & Dorothy J. Hopson, ux
2#26 Benjamin 67204

L
5 12 /l/Adm. of Veterans Affairs,,-luvrft-'' 000 E. Kellogg 67218

6 & 7 & 12 . V vEmmet E. & Lois Hall. ux

9, 01201 1

1P-FloraM. Leblon,1
gal

r

1.

9-M
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LOT BLK ADDITION OWNER

BENJAMIN HILLS 2nd

10 12 7-1 Adm. of Veterans Affairs

3(70 E. Kellogg 67218
11 12 jz/Jerome C. & Barbara G. Beck, ux

253 N. Richmond 67204

12

li
12 egry & Darlene M. Jesse, ux

1 N. Richmond 67204

1 13 ter J. & Ruth R. Broderson, MA

 62 N. Richmond 67204
2 13 c// b/Mildred Kirkpatrick,

Thomas Lee Kirkpatrick
Sherry Ann Larkin, jt.

254 N. Richmond 67204
3 13 6/ /Aeorge L. & Birdie M. Harris, ux

2244 N. Richmond 67204
4 13 V . John M. & Virginia Lang, ux

 *36 N. Richmond 67204
5 13  Jelifford R. Muhlenbruch & Ruth b. 1>

2228 North Richmond 67204

6 & 12 13 D Adm. of Veterans Affairs
5500 E. Kellogg 67218

7 13 ID . Emmett E. & lois Hall. ux
108 Hyacinth 67204

13 vgenry Y. & Jayne L. Glee, ux
/ / 2209 Marigold 67204

9 13 eson H. & Martha S. McCloud, u
219 Marigold 67204

10 13 ' PEEy.-J..& 9wendle,.P· Armfield 4 
°„29 Marigola 07204 U tt:A.19

11 13 JTWarren E. & Saxidra Lee Carpenter
2239 Marigold 67204 u

13 13 Orville W. & Bettiann Smith, ux
2225 Dogwood 67204

14 13 0 Adm. of veterans Affairs
5600 E. Kellogg 67218

15 13

16 19

harles P. & Dorot E. Danbury,243 Dogwood 672 ux
Forrest V. & Evelyn A. Jackson.
2651 Dogwood 67204 . u,

il j

1 14 id H. & Esther M. Blackford,
38 Marigold 67204

2 14
5 1. k

944/A. rk W. & Beverly D. Dick, ux
-                          22 Marigold 67204

/ 1

-3 14 JJBernard J.& Ralnholene Stambe..
,/2206 Marigold 57204

4 14 thwest Fed. S & L. Assce.
N. Market 67202

tR¢33?

91

5 14 J v'Norman E. & Dorothy Allerheilk, 172 ,
2225 Sweetbriar 67204

L'.4 f
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LOT BLOCK ADDITION OWNER

BENJAMIi, A-ILLS 2nd, /
6 14 u</ Presbytery of Wichita, Synodof Kansas

/7258 Liarigold 67204
5 7 u/'V Jck E. & Elizabeth J. Green, ux

0302 Marigold 67204
GARDNER' S RIVERLA*RGardner Land, Inc.

/ 21 N. Broadway 67202
1 2 · JEnet B. & Margaret F. Park, ux

 007 E. 19th st. 67208
2 /Donald R. Arnstrong

/Rwby Eva Elinor Armstrong, ux

1021 w. 23rd St. 67204
¢53 2 nald A. & Ibis M. Filby, ux

/915 W 23rd St. 67204
4 2 [/Kathleen D. Garrison &

V. A. & Mildred B. Miller, ux

 909 W. 23rd N. 67204
5 2 / / Jphn W. & Lulu E. Sivenson, ux

4 7 901 w. 23rd St. 67204
6 2 j Jm. W. & Nell M. Schubert, ux

1827 W. 23rd St. *1107
7 2 jtheorge S. Simpson &.Rosa L.

£1821 west 23rd At. -67204
8 2 Stephen J. & Janet L. Betton, u i

L./ 7815 W. 23rd st. 67204
9 2 - ' •/William Henry Holsapple

Madorie Holsauple, ux
1 7 W. 23rd St. 67204

10 2
s R. & Deloris Gutshall, ux 13'2< ..

1801 W. 23rd st. 67204

11,12,13,14, 2 3-3 Gardner Land Inc.
15116,17,18,19,20, 7721 S. Broadway 67202
11 3 4 4 Mrvin L. & Joan M. Kraft, ux

424 Amidon 67204
12 3  Violet J. Steven, Brenda Sue

Sherrill & Charles David

Stevens

/016 Amidon 67204

13 3 yt/tay & Georgia I. Shropshire, ux
/ 11410 Amidon 67204

14 3 4 JA14zo w. & lorene Johnson, ux
2 Amidon 67204

3 ln E & Betty J. Norris, u=
/1918 W: 23rd St. 67204

16 3 Henry D. & Dorothy J. Bogardus

 pol Riverlawn 67204 11·

 John Richard & beyra . Small,; . 1,L. :',*'
k Paul W. & Katherine M Reeves.
/62415 Riverlawn 67204

18 3

17

2421 Riverlawn 67204
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LOT BIK ADDITION OWNER

GARDmiK, S K.L.VLKLA#/
13 4 j Frederick M. KnodleMarjorie J. Knodle, ux

l 2416 Riverlawn 67204

14  4
Ayl K. Sands & Gaylee·Sandsjorpkknown -

15
es & LaDonna J Sanders, ux

214 Kevin Rd. . 67204

16  4
1/ /Wendell E. & Betty M. Palin, ux

24 W 23rd St. 67204

17 4 E & Edna E. Monk, ux
09 Perry 67204

&46
16 5

rt Milton & Donna Noll, ux/202 Perry 67204
1

BRUNCH W V VA./ R. & Thelma L. Brunch, ux
 0&9 Valentine Rd. 67219

2&3
v L/Hale Dean Ritchie, Evan Davis

Ritchie & John Proctor Ritchie

190 N. Mosley 67214
E 2/3 Acre of 1 Acre Tract located  /
in NW cor Lot 2, exc N 501 for St.,//
NE* Sec 7-27-13. 6//Marcus D. Gow% Derby Refining Co.,

P. o. Box 1030 67201

Prt Blk 1, Lakeview Estates; Beg
126.7' W of NE cor Blk 1- W 640.29';
S 158.711; W 158.71!; s 3681; E 325';
NE 200'; E 475'; N 275'; W 129.33';
N to beg.

DI,akeview Development Co., Inc. F«
P. 0. Box 2365 N. Wichita Sta. ;

Prt Blk 1, Lakeview Estates; beg NE
cor Blk l; W 126.7'; S 125'; E 129.33';
N 125' to beg.  Lakeview Development Co.,Inc. ¥. ;Lot 1, Lakeview Estates 2nd Add, exc
beg at SW cor; th NE 96.95'; S to S
line; W to Beg.

R// At RW r•r.r TA+. 1 • NE OK OCK: M/T.•
S to S line Lot 1; W to beg. Lakeview
Estates 2nd Add. D Lakeview Development Co., Inc. i

3"4.4.* Lot 4, exc E 298.9', Lakeview Estates

**50 ·
2nd Add. p Lakeview Development Co., Inc.

D-¢93 Int 5, Lakeview Estates 2nd Add.  Lakeview Development Co., Inc.
'4491

Beg 298.9' W of SE cor Lot 6; W 621.1';
Nwly 386.15'; W 30 9 N 3178 9 W 10 ' ; N31.78,; W 10'· 3 526.29'; E 130'; N 230';                     -

5*19, ILL. r= r NEly 30 ' ; E 545 ' ; 3Ely to a pt 290 1 W of 1 v.s..1 ."r'·•1=.w.·Mt

742<Al %%,7':# 280' W of E line Lot 35 2 371.61; W 239.12';
S 15' to beg. Lakeview Estates 2nd Add. Lakeview Development Co., Inc. f r

MEW > * 5.
"Liff'
$ 9 MP,CATO , , . .1

EMWW

/////115»

Twinlakes Office Park Addition Lakeview Development Co., Inc
L>
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3%94 . d
LOT BLK ADDITION OWNER

COOK' S RiVER RANCIF /
1 / /Vle Chehg Shen -& Jacqueline1

j

4 J r1 West 13th Street . 67203

1 vverett C. & Delpha A. Moss, ux *
827 W. 18th st. 67203

3 1 Y Wayne M. & Zelma Armstrong, ux

1809 W. 18th st. 67203
4 1 1 4 *bert L & Alta L. Whitesell, u

/805 W. 18th st. 67203
5 1 UUPrice L. & Leigh Ann Hadley, ux

855 Woodrow Crt. 67203
76» 6 ecx S 1' 1 „4/'Harlan B. & Phyllis J. Dixon, u.

1845 Woodrow Crt. 67203

7 & S 1' 1 8613„t H. & Dorothy E. Jackson,
Lot 6, o A&4ress Available UX

8 1
41/JU

2# V,Eugene L. & Lorraine Jones, ux/*699-*-·ehautauqua---67219-:*

9 1 Chester H. & Aletha E. Wilson,

/7815 Woodrow Crt. 67203 UX
10 1 V#rank L. & Leola M. Thomas, ux

//1805 Woodrow Crt. 67203
11, exc Nly 1 l/V paul J. & Dorothy C. Andree, ux
2' 1814 Lisa Lane 67203

12 & Nly 2' 1 e€frey V. & Martha L. Baxter, --
po Mdress Available

13 1 Homer E. & LaDonna Keith, ux
 1828 Lisa Lane 67203

Mes/04>

14 1 f V Larry Elliott Hiebert

athryn Hayes Hiebert, ux
832 Lisa Lane 67203

15 1 Albert H. Nelson III
*tricia Ann Nelson, ux

/7836 Lisa Lane 67203
16 1 JHaig M. & Anahid Hagopian, ux

840 Lisa Lane 67203

2&3 2 UNArlene V. Root
%/4 L/ 1847 Lisa Lane 67203

4&5 2 d. W. Bragg Company, Inc.

k %
6 2  James H. Lange & Zelma I. Lange:

67203/ 1833 Lisa Lane
7 2 4 v Christine J. Cleary

11,829 Lisa Lane 67203

8 2 l/\,D. Eugene & Peggy A. McGinnis, mip -· pj.

1825 Lisa Lane 67203
9 2 4 / Astrid Hayden

1821 Lisa Lane 67203

j
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BLOCK ADDITION OWNER

10 2 COOK' S RIVER RANCH  Victor & Na)I; G. Zavarella, u
.;0817 Lisa Lane 67203

11 2 J « Charley Floyd Thomas
Thomas, uxM,trjorie C.

/1813 Lisa Lane 67203

12 & 13 2 VIA,wrence E. '& Irene Wells, ux

 401 Garland 67203
1, 3,5, Woodrow FORD & CRANE'S /j & Evelyn A. Owens, ux

Crt 33 W. 18th St. 67203

7, 9, 11, & Lutie Schwein, ux

tY
48 Woodrow Crt. 67203

13, 15, 17, J ,/C/blrald B. & Grace N. Beat, ux 1,
 842 Woodrow Crt. 67203

19 thru 29 j/Dekalb Agricultural Associatic
(Odd) of Dekalb County, Ill.

1831 Woodrow Crt. 67203

Prt Lot 6, Lakeview Estates
2nd Add: Bea at NW cor- SW

128.819 E 130, M/L; N 68.91';
W to beg. Lakeview Development Co., Inc.

Prt Lot 6, Lakeview Estates
2nd Add: Beg at a pt where
N line Lot 6 & NW cor Lot 2

intersect; W 295' M/L; th S
88.91'; E 3654 NW to beg. Z)Lakeview Development Co., Inc.

Prt Blk 1, Lakeview Estates Add.
Beg at W cor; N 422'; E 325';SW 255.74'; S 230'; w 130, lobeg. Lakeview Development Co., In,-

Prt Lot 2, Lakeview Estates$44r .4,3 2nd. Add; Beg 375' W of NE
cor Lot 2; W 143.84'; N 15';
W 260'; SW 238.27'; E 195';
N 268' to beg.  Lakeview Development Co., Inc.

43'9*f

444% '
ri.
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LOT BLOCK WOMER 6TH 1
Id*64···

11 . Womer Development Co.
434 Ohio 67214

2 K 1 /Womer Development Co. Inc. 
/ 434 Ohio 672141

3 1 . 1  Womer Development Co. Inc.
1 / 434 Ohio 67214"44

1 4 1 1

D
5 Except South 50, 1
**See Below

6 Except the North 1
50,

Womer Development Co. Inc. -
434 Ohio 67214

Womer Development Co. Inc. &F
434 Ohio 67214 1.1

Womer Development Co. Inc. 434 Ohio 67214

A

7 -- er Development Co. Inc.
Ohio 67214

49

R.€

P

S 10' of Lot 16 &

all Lot 15

914,014 8 65' of N 68' of

0te• Lot 16
6.1,8.4 8 3' of Lot 16 &

' Lot 17 exc beg NE/c
6.. W 130' to NW/c S 1'

Ely to beg.

\Wom

71

1

1

;Fj

Loyel G & Billie F. Swan

001 N. St. Clair 67203
Ellien C. Hiatt

]011 N. St. Clair 67203
onald E. & Hazel Claire
Winkler, ux

*21 N. St. Clair .67203

Beg NE/c Lot 17 W 1
130, to NW/c S li

Ely to point of beg

/Harold & Alice Belt, ux
1931 N. St. Clair 67203

Lot 18 exe beg front 1 E-h Harold & Alice Belt, ux 
corner common to Lot 1/ 1931 N. St. Clair 67203

19 NW 162' S 6' SE /to beg. =
/54*44

Lot 19 exc beg front 1 )onald & Mazie L. King, ux 
corner common to Lot 1941 N. St. Clair 67203 
19 & 20 W 10' NW
186.3' N 32.45' SE
210' to beg & pt Lot
18 beg corner common
to Lot 19 NW, 162'
S 6' SE to beg.

..15Mt-.
y.- ...Il

2 .Ir- 10
'46.7

Lot 20 exc Ely 10' 1
& part Lot 19 beg
front corner common

to Lots 19 & 20 Wly
10' NW 186.3 ' N 32.45'
SE 210' to beg.

13
S. H. & Esther J. Womer
434 Ohio 67214

Ely 10' Lot 20 & 1
Lot 21 ey: part E of

line 15' W SE/c ext.
to pt 20' Wly or NE/:.

VFred L. Coslett & patricia 14*
L. Coslett, ux ,3,436

2242 Bella Vista 67207 49.1&

**South 50' Lot 5 & North 50' Lot 6· Block 1 Ralph
Ad re

G. Twyman & Wilmar ret
22,221%109 2€k=br F,?*t

<plt#..Ellill-

r*eit

=.A

9 F-

71 1

r

-1
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LOT BLOCK ADDITION OWNER

22 & part Lot 1 WOMER 6TH Charles R. & Lucille Culbert- 91
21 beg SE/c W 2232 Bella Vista
15 ft N to 67203 - son, ux 
rear line Ely
20 ft to NE/c
S to beg..39%

F: jtft

by.
23 & Wly 15 , D. & Sara L. Black, ux
ft oK Lot 24 5 Bella Vista 67203

24 exc wly v Ves K. & Jean C. Eby, ux
15 ft. 12 Bella Vista 67203

1 C VGUE

1

25 exc Wly 1 j/ 4 John W. & Rebecca L. Long, ux
50 ft. 2200 Bella Vista 67203

Wly 50 ft 1  Charles K. & Jean C. Eby, ux
Lot 25. . 2212 Bella Vista 67203

le

26 exc E
i

20 ft. 1 j J W. & Rebecca L. Long, uy
77200 Bella Vista 6720313==E

27 & E 10 ft 1  ert M. & Shirley E. Snell,
 Lot 26. 6 Bella Vista 67203 113

wiiliam A. & Kathleen S.

James, ux
- 2108 Bella Vista 67203

Oitte 29 exc beg SE/ 1 --) William M. & Kathleen S.
7%22*0.9 c NW alg front V James, ux
4/*fj B----.--- 65 ft NE to rear 2108 Bella Vista 67203411¥rky --"'1"""1• Li SE 72 ft to

NE/c SW 160 ft to beg.

28 1

99'.

30 & part Lot 1 7-3 R. W. & S. H. Womer
29 beg SE/c NW 65 ft 1/ 434 ohio 67214
NE to rear of Lot SE

72 ft SW 160 ft to beg.

H

G.

31 1 4 P. Jr. & Ruth S. Lent, ux
.62 Bella Vista 67203

32 & beg SW/c 1
Lot 33 SE 41 ft NE

: to rear Lot 33 Nw 48
ft to NW/c SW to beg.

V Guyle & Eula Jean Stephen
UX,

2154 Bella Vista 67203
/1

4«·26: 33 exc beg SW/c 1futtli SE along front.*Welt·f 41 ft NE to rear.t-0.,4..,.1.
*444 Lot 33 NW 48 ft
*fit to NW/c SW to beg.

eem- 4

1 t.. -2% Lot 34 NW 61.2 ft
.1 ",(, 62 ,: to NW/c SW to beg.

32./St·. ......"./.•.

vRalph A. & Doris J. Klose, u
2142 Bella Vista 67203

4 Wm. R. & Patricia L. Holmes,
UX

2134 Bella Vista 67203

@?f&

A

2*2

A**flf 4> :..  5 " ° 1
.2.4**38'teg%@*4,

I.-:*+I-.i:.I--/-1---£2-=_..1,-·

-1

r--1

1, f
le·f
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LOT BLOCK ADDITION OWNER

Beg SW/c Lot 1 WORMER 6TH rh Ralph A. & Doris J. Klose, m
34 SE along front. L/ 2142 Bella Vista 67203
51 ft NE 134 ft to
rear of Lot NW 61.2 ft

to NW/c SW 142 ft to beg.

35 exc that 1 Womer Development Co. Inc.
part N of a 434 Ohio 67214
line 61 ft S of
front corner common

with Lot 34 & 72 ft S
of rear corner common

with Lot 34.

Part Lot 35 1 1-h Wm. R. & Patricia L. Holmes,
beg front W UX
corner common to 2134 Bella Vista 67203
Lot 34 & 35 SE along
front Lot 35; 61 ft
NE to rear Lot 35 Nw
72 ft rear cor. common

with Lot 34 SW to beg.

36 1 / Womer Development Co. Inc.

 434 Ohio 67214
1 Womer Development Co. Inc.

\ 4/34 Ohio 67214
1 \glomer Development Co. Inc.

West 150 ft 1 L·a)ter Kay & Blanche M.
Lot 39 Jal,ara, ux

04 Bella Vista 67203
That pt of 1 V Jlayton Elmer & Marian B.
Lot 39 Carpenter, ux
.lying E of the 2010 W 17th St. 67203
following Li. Beg. 150
ft E of SW/c Lot 39 then
running N 129.31 ft to
N Li of Lot 39.

1 2 WOMER 6TH /Jamu L. Pinkerton & Karen J. 44

 *dret Unkown

4%345 2 2 v Verne F. & Bessie E. Thornton *
2236 W. 18th st. 67203

.*CAY.
West 10 ft 2 Jh Verm F. & Bessie E. Thornton. b
Lot 3. L-' 236 W. 18th st. 67203 UX 7
3 exe West 2

10 ft. 22·)44*24 arry K. & Marilyn K. Kuhlmm
/0. 213

,/47 lk.6 31,10 06. Ow..1,li,672•
2 V William L. & Mildred E. 6722 :y:

/EAwards, ux

p16 w. 18th St. 67203
5 2  JDwight E. & Barbara J. Glenn. 1

UX

2208 West 18th St. 67203

f

f .6 1



Q
LOT BLOCK ' ADDITICN OWNER

6 onald L. & Harriet E.

Ratzlaff, ux

/0·2·13
J ,/Sam E. & Della May Laham

2182 W 18th 67203

D Womer Development Co. Inc.
434 Ohio 67214

2 ID Womer Development Co. Inc.
434 Ohio 67214

10 exc SE 1ft. 2 02) Womer Development Co. Inc.
464 Ohio 67214

11 & SE 1 ft 2 U/v/Carl G. & Ina M. Kraus, ux
Lot 10 2142 W 18th St., 67203

12 2 111.8 J. Elliott & Beth F.
Adpess -Unknown

13 2 V L/Mathew J.& Martha M. Horsch

1022 W 18th St., 67203

2 Charles L. & Patty A.
Brandt, ux

133 Bella Vista 67203
15 2 JJNor,ne T. Garver

1 Bella Vista 67203

16 & Ely 13 ft 2 v»6eorge G. & Lucille V.
Lot 17 }06ssler, ux

/147 Bella Vista 67203
17 exc Ely 13 ft 2 v William B. & Rhoda A.E.

McConachie
.&155 Bella Vista 67203

18 2 P Walter R. & Mildred A.
Zittel ux

//1163 Bella Vista 67203
19 exc 5Wly 1 ft 2 UJHarold Q. & Genevieve E.

ASharpe, ux

2171 Bella vista 67203
20 & SWly 1 ft 2 1 i Walter L. & Enda L. Greves,G

 2177 Bella Vista 67203

 j larry L. & Linda Debrot, ux

/ 12185 Bella Vista 67203
22 2 U J Kenneth W. & S. Harlene

, /Shreve, ux
 2193 Bella Vista 67203

23 2 ut Phillip C. & Constance L.
A Rader, ux

/2201 Bella Vista 67203
k

24 2

2211 Bella Vista 67203
 JC. Dean & Reta A. Press nail. le».+2%



0

-21- 2 1.LiA.: I.
'btolf. , @;41

LOT BLOCK ADDITION j OWNER

25 2 WOMER 6TH Cwford W. & Betty R.
Ilarson, ux
221 Bella Vista 67203

26 2 ring B. & Anna B. Smith, ux
Bella Vista 67203

27 1 2 v'JJerome M. & Karen G. Laham, D
f 43 Bella Vista 67203

14 3 WOMER 6TH «/James L. & Geraldine
Woolridge, ux

 #12 W. 17th St. 67203
15 3  j"Kenneth & lorraine N.

102 W. 17th St. 67203
16 3 Darold B. & Marcilla F.

Spurgeon, ux

1.09 Bella Vista 67203
t

17 3 / EArmon IeRoi & Kay louise
4 402 Mills,

% Wichita Federal - 340 s.

*y 67202
18 3  v/Thpmas W. Phillips & Lucille

Phillips, ux

prge W. & Martha E. Bantz 21 W. 1Bth St. 67203

3

31 W. 18th st. 67203
20 3 VFrancis L. & Maryetta A.

Fowler,
2441 W. 18th St. 67203

Dated at·Wichita, Kansas this 10 day of

September, 1973 at 7:00 A.M.

V.P. am-

42€3€<it

94.
Tracer # 16375 -A

•0

0

I3>45

E.f .1



 WICHITA- SEDGWICK COUNTY
SE,123'73 0,17 3

2269#'- 08 . 13

PI Pl
METROPOL TAN AREA PLANNING John D. & enda M. Craycraft

COMMISSION 1926 N. E wards

CITY aUILDING ANNEX
04 S MAIN ST

Wichita, Ks. 672 0328
WICHITA KANSAS 67202

981 ,-...; .. ,. no addross
n !!. /10..r

0 ...--,r not iorwa,-dablm
(4.TURN <= 2 Adumssea unknown

9 S•tcloacol

4
t>7*

WICHITA- SEDGWICK COUNTY

l SE'28'73

Eugene L./ Lorraine Jones
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING 2607 N. /hautauqua

COMMISSION
CITY /*ING ANNEX

04 S MAIN ST
Wichit Ks. 67219

WICHITA KANSAS /7202

O Moved. left no *ress OCT 18 1573
RETURN 4- -'LIE"

A ocT w A 'tr Moved. not f L."i·i' r '':13
TA 12 p a 'fl Addressle U:lu,vit

t

011 918 -9 24844
, 1

WICHITA- SEEWICK COUNTY t

74=40 Ir 20
f.©

221 N. Broadway
cir' BUILDING ANNEX
104 S MAIN Sr

J Wichita, Ks. 67202
WICHITA KANSAS 67202

.Pff fir RETURN - -5 4,
¥;21 To ELP- 13

WRI ER f€ce 06*£££146:g Endoacd

4-

f
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