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AMENDMENT - FILE 1Map 00.;@§'
 -46 16

27S

jj2E

APPLICATIO,l R,OUBST: Apprvinl of propoled plam-a
d,-94•-t-

1. Appliant Max L. Cole

9000 E. Lincoln, Apt. 810, Wichita b72U7
/ho//.681-0731

2. Agent Keith F PArker
Addrus 1021-1 E. Wal irman. Wichita 67211

Fha- 263-6251
3. Goneral Location

En,ith•wi enmn nf Main«091-B nii·ip R Wan,11·wn Air-

4. Propo•ed Uce

1. Acree 10.8

2. Exi•ting Zoning - „Tri Propo-d Zoning
3. Ana Cia) (10 not) platted.

Addition4. Exiotlag R/W
1 iSt.

propcied WW
#t.

St.

CISTORY

PROCEDU.2 DATA

1. MIQC Meeting:

10-14-76

2. Governing Bcdy

Late

Vg

1.91

tr--1

3

:id :i d

rl :i



r
FRI*R*2

AMENDMENT -FILE #4 3,
3 4 .1 . 59-52 -

DP- 466
DATA SHEET

r
27S

2E
Pilmd O-1-7,4

2 9

€95#9

F

APPLICATION DATA:

1. Applicant: Max L. Cole
Address 9000 E. Lincoln, Apt. 810, Wichita 67207 Phone 681-0731

2. Agent: Keith E. Parker

Address 1021-1 E. Waterman, Wichita, As. 6/211
Phone ZOO-UZZ,1

3. General Locations Southeast corner of MainsEate Drive & Woodlawn Ave.
Addrli

4. Proposed Use:

AREA DATA:

1. Acres: 10.8 ft. by
2. Existing Zoning: "LC"

ft.)

3. Land Use: Eait South
West North

4. Sketch Plan Land Use ia for:
5. Present Land Use il for:
6. Area (is) (is not) platted.

PHOTO DATA:

Taken by Date Time

45*t
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March 26, 1979

Bill G. Yung
1355 N. Waco
Wichita, Kansas 67203

Dear Mr. Yung:

We ar• in receipt of and have reviewed your proposed landscape
plan for the planting strip, along Bramblewood and Walden Drive
in The Meadows portion of thi Comotara Phaoe I Community Unit
Plan. Upon completion of our review, ve find the sugguted
plant materiale and their propoied locationi to be acceptable.
We will, by copy of thil letter, advile the Superintendent of
Central Inspection of the approval of your landicape plan.
Pleaie be advised that it ii the policy of the Wichita Board
of City Commioeioners to withhold the issuance of occupancy
permits until such time u the land,cape materiale have been
initalled or sati,factory guarantee, have been provided for
their initallation. If you have any que,tion, concerning this
matter, plia,e contact our office.

e©,f

Sincerely,
444·'4:

Jack H. Galbraith
Chief Planner

JHG:RLY:.1

CC: Robert B. Feldner, Superintendent of Central In,pection
Bob Fox % Comotara Properties. Inc.

2225 Hathway, Wichita, Kania, 67226
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October 4, 1978

Leisure Lt,ing, Inc.

226 3 5.ramblewond

Wichita KS 67226

Dear Sir:

O

Due to the harsh summer weather, Central Inspection rivision iiI in the
process of inspecting .ill C.or,launity Unit Plan 1·evelop:,ents within the
City for the purpose of verifying the inst:11/tion And mainter.ince mi

of gereening and landscaping as required by the approved CUP. Unfortu- .il
nately, this inspection cont'ucted October 4.1978, revealed that -'
CUr DP-46 (known as Comotara Phase n is in violation.

Many of the required plantings in the 10 foot planting strip are
either dead or ••ying Ind some are missing. The dead and missing
materials must he replaced and the screening anr! 1 1ndscoping
maintained in Accordance with the approved landscape plans titled
Country Lake (Phase I) and (Phaie II).

9442
7,1'P?2%*41

This letter shall be considered as official notification that unless

action im initiated within thirty days to provide screenint and 1.:ndscoping,
in accordance with the approved plan, the appropriate .iction will be
taken to insure correction of these deficiencies. Bonds guaranteeing such
installations my bc considered to be acceptable initial action.

It will be necessary to withhold approval for all building permiti. and
occupancy permit 9 associated with this CUP until such time that the
deficiencies have been corrected. Your assistance Jnd cooperation in
expeditiously re. olving this matter will be appreciated. We look
forward to hearing from you soon.

Sincerely,

Sam L. Mobley
Building Code Administrator

SlM:AI:kda

40'f14904*
f.. .t1.'.tit:#/*7I:
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2,«011'1
May 11, 1978

tith,-4

' . 4,493%

Mr. Bill Yung
Bill Yung Design
1355 North Waco

Wichita, Kansas 67203

t

Re: Administration Amendment on
Parcel I - DP-46 Comotara
C.U.P.

Dear Mr. Yung:

We have reviewed your letter of April 4, 1978, requesting a
favorable determination that the development of duplexes on
parcel #1 (Lot A, Comotara First Addition) is in conformance
with the conditions of the approved C.U.P.

As you are aware, we have previously made such an interpretation ,//Illim
on the areas encompassed by Pheasant Run Addition, Sussex Addi- -
tion, and Sierra Woods Addition. The major problem as we see
it, is the fact that duplexes were not ultimately constructed

31/1/1//Iw#r:
on Sierra Woods Addition but rather what we consider to be single Fk*jilial/mic

family houses were developed on substandard lots. Although that
:99*44. lmatter is not yet resolved, we are concerned that further favor- 2%24%

able interpretations for additional duplexes might create similar
problems in the future.

In order that there is no misunderstanding, our interpretation
of the term "duplex" is a single structure containing two
dwelling units connected by a common party wall (common ceiling
floor) and/or roof structure, but not including single family
detached units. whether or not joined by a common storage closet,
or other cosmetic treatment. As in previous development, of
duplexes in the proposed "Meadows" Addition meet the general
intent of the proposed townhouse units for this parcel of land.
Implicit in this determination is the fact that the duplexes are

L

*-h-*-URE-==22=22.ul=a--@a;01*er;66*wi-DI
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Mr. Bill Yung
May 11, 1978
Page Two

to be built on a townhouse/garden apartment parcel, and said
development on private streets is in keeping with the spirit
and intent of general provision #9 on the C.U.P., if not the
actual language.

This interpretation is given subject to:

1) Only duplexes as defined in this letter will be constructed
on lots 21 through 45 as shown on the preliminary plat of the
"Meadows". Each duplex will be developed by one builder.

2) No single family detached homes will be allowed on any of
the lots.

3) Only townhouses or single family attached units will be
permitted on lots 1 through 20 as shown on the preliminary plat
of the "Meadows". No single family detached units will be
permitted on these lots.

4) Recording of the replat (the Meadows) with the Register of
Deeds prior to the issuance of any building permits.

5) Submission of the required homes association agreement with
the consideration of the replat.

Upon your review of these conditions of approval, if you have
any questions, please call.

ye"'*1

4 4

APPROVED:

APPROVED:

CK dj(ACRi,k \
RoVett A.' akint Diractok et Planning

44.9 4--7-
Robert Feldner, Superintendent ot Central

Inspection 1

RAL: *I: gb
CC: Bob Fox

Comotara Properties, Inc.
2225 Hathway
Wichita, Kansas 67203

i-M  1/1,1.0%#Ailf'.1,## 1/.-*4/.iblaph.Illi4444.Idlipp'-'=€-4.42m/#2,4»: I· 972m&B!ae,a,2&&5.#4!*A* *-I/#I. d,r-/'....
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THE CITY OF WICHITA

OFFICE OF Central Inspection Division DATE May io, 1978

TO Robert Lakin, Director of Planning Department

FROM Robert B. Feldner, Superintendent of Central Inspection 5

SUBJECT Administrative Amendment on Parcel I. 7

DP-46 Comotara CUP

I have reviewed your file and the correspondence associated with the above subject.
I have no objection to the administrative adjustment, however do have some concerns
regarding the definition of "duplex" supplied therein.

In many instances a breezeway, garage, or carport structure where the roof structure
is an integral tie unifying the struc ture, can be an architectural embellishment
that enhances such a structure. Thus, if the third paragraph were reworded to re-
fl ec t, "a common party wall (common ceiling floor) and/or roof structure", and re-
moving the word "breezeway", I would have no obj ection to approval.

If you desire further information or clarification, I will be happy to supply it

upon request.

AM

4,49-
Robert B. Feldner

Superintendent of Central Inspection

RBF/imc

.:f'
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*7% ·' MCHITA-SE[mICK COUNTY3122&20

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING

DEPARTMENT

CITY HALL - TENTH FLOOR

455 NORTH MAIN STREET

WICHITA. KANSA/67202

(316) 268·4561

May 2, 1978

if Mr. Bill Yung
Bill Yung Design

Wichita, Kansas 67203
1355 North Waco

Mt

i

IEE

*71
e: 1

Re: Administrative Amendment on
Parcel I - DP-46 Comotara
C.U.P.

Dear Mr. Yung:

*4 We have reviewed your letter of April 4. 1978, requesting a1 favorable determination that the development of duplexes on
4 i parcel #1 (Lot A. Comotara First Addition) is in conformance

with the conditions of the approved C.U.P.

As you are aware, we have previously made such an interpretation
on the areas encompassed by Pheasant Run Addition, Sussex Addi-
tion, and Sierra Woods Addition. The major problem al we see
it, is the fact that duplexes were not ultimately constructed
on Sierra Woods Addition but rather what we consider to be single
family houses were developed on substandard lote. Although that
matter is not yet resolved, we are concerned that further favor-
able interpretations for additional duplexes might create similar
problems in the future.

In order that there is no misunderstanding, our interpretation
of the term "duplex" is a single structure containing two
dwelling units connected by a common party walfbut not including
single family detached units, whether or not joined by a common

419,9,ow,59 storage closet, or other cosmetic treatment. As in
previous developments of duplexes in Sussex and Pheasant Run
Additions, we believe that duplexes in the proposed "Meadows"
Addition meet the general intent of the proposed townhouse units
for this parcel of land. Implicit in this determination is the fact
that the duplexes are to be built on a townhouse/garden apartment
parcel, and said development on private streets is in keeping with
the spirit and intent of general provision #9 on the C.U.P., if
not the actual language.

4 G....t (142% S,et) 0404 A.*j StUEL,
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4) Recording of the replat (the Meadows) with the Register of
Deeds prior to the issuance of any building permits.

5) Submission of the required homes association agreement with
the consideration of the replat.

Upon your review of these conditions of approval, if you have
any questions, please call.

APPROVED: AkjaddaL
Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

APPROVED:

Robert Feldner, Superintendent of Central
Inspection

RAL:MM:bbc
cc: Bob Fox

Comotara Properties, Inc.
2225 Hathway
Withita, Kansas 67203

J ifr.

.ft

1 1 0 2

Page Two
May 2, 1978
Mr. Bill Yung
Re: DP-46

This interpretation is given subject to:

1) Only duplexes as defined in this letter will be constructed
on lots 21 through 45 as shown on the preliminary plat of the
"Meadows". Each duplex will be developed by one builder.

2) No single family detached homes will be allowed on any of
the lots.

3) Only townhouses or single family attached units will be
permitted on lots 1 through 20 as shown on the preliminary plat
of the "Meadows". No single family detached units will be
permitted on these lots.

4 ·446

4 . *I *.. 1-*r
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April 4, 1978

Mr. Jack H. Galbraith

Chief Planner

Metropolitan Area Planning Department

.. V

City Hall. loth b zoor

455 N. Main St.

Wichita, Kansas 67202

Re: Administrative Amendments Mainsgate Community Unit Plan,
Comotara

Dear Mr. Galbraith:

In response to a telephone call from Mike Meek, we are officially
requesting that your office investigate the possibility of an
administrative amendment to the existing community unit plan
for Mainsgate Village at Comotara for Phase III of Parcel 1
where the proposed uses were described as garden apartment,
townhouse, and open space. We have submitted a prel imi nary
plat for a project called the Meadows, located on this parcel
and are now requesting that your staff favorably approve the
amendment to include townhouses and duplexes as shown on the
building layout plan super imposed over the preliminary plat
submitted.

If you should have any questions regarding this request, please
feel free to contact me at your convenience.

<*Tin77.
< APR 6 191<, 

METROPOLITAN 'C
CC:  -ANNING /4

Sincerely, -

BilT G. Yl,ng Desgn
*20'49

19

5*%

1355 North Waco, Wichita, Kan- 67203 316-264·0676 BILL G. YUNG Daign Consultant k

*(2222222£4„,
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laic,>60-•S March 9, 1976

Mr. Phil Snodgrass
7 Assiftant General Manager

Camotara

2500 Claiborn Circle

Wichita, Kaneal 67226

**434<

Ila: Request for Administrative
Interpretation for the
Development of duplexes
on DP-46 Comot ira CUP
(Sierra Woods Addition}

Dear Mr. Snodgrass:

We have received your latter of February 13, 1976, requesting
written dete,2. ination that the development of duplexea on
Lot F, Comotala' s First Addition, is in conformance with the
conditions of the CUP. As in the previous developments of duplexes
in Sussex and Pheasant Run Additions, we bolieve that duplexes in

 iorra Wood:, Addition meet the general intent of the proposed
1 4 .ownhouse unite for this parcel of land. This favorable determi-

nation is agein given with the understanding that each duplex will
kegit be developed Ly one builder. _An Ai nalle family homea will be alloid

on any of tha 22·

49*

0.&*96«
VE#

3/41,3.iM
**A«71

et:40.60

Our concurrence with this requwt is subject to the recording of
the replat with the Register of Deads and the submission of three
copies of a site plan showing the proposed location of the duploxes.

If you have any questions concerning these conditions or comments,
please call.

E·gz»SNG'

*fl
%4@N
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Mr. Phil Snodgrass
March 9, 1976
Page 2

APPROVED:

. Lakin

Director of Planning

APPROVED:

bbort Feldner, Superintendent
of Central Inspection

4*fit
RAL:LO:rme

cc: /Howard West, General Manager, Comotara
2500 Clatborn Circlo, 67226

Robert Foldner, Superintendent. Central Inspection

1

«lit

41
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January 5, 1977

Robert Feldner, Superintendent of Central Inspection

Jack Galbraith, Chief Planner, Current Plans Division

DP-46 - Amendment to Comotara, Phase I,
northeast comer of Woodlawn and 21st Street North

The Board of City Commissioners at their regular meeting of January 4, 1977,
considered amendments to the above referenced Community Unit Plan. 113e
amendments covered the Commercial portion of the CUP with the dividing of
the one commercial parcel (1-c) into two (1-8 8 2-C) with changes in text,
setbacks, and permitted uses.

The action of the City Commission was to approve the amendments subject to
the following:

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

b. The development o f this property proceeding in accordance with the de-
velopment plan as approved by the Planning Commission, and any substan-
tial deviation of the plan, as determined by the Superintendent of Cen-
tral Inspection and the Director of Planning, shall constitute a viola-
tion o f the building permit authorizing construction o f the proposed
development.

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

Attached for your information and files are two copies of the amended plan.
Please contact our office i f you have any questions.

Jack Galbraith, Chief Planner
Current Plans Division

JG:MM:lr

Attachment

1

L



City Manager's Agenda Item Page

RECOMMENDATION FROM METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION TO
EBOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS

REQUEST FOR AMENDMENT OF CUP

CASE NO. CONSIDERED BY MAPC:DP-46 10-28-76

REQUEST FOR: Amendment of Comotara, Phase I, CUP

REASON FOR REQUEST (AS PROVIDED BY APPLICANT) :

GENERAL LOCATION: Southeast corner of Mainsgate
Drive and Woodlawn Avenue

LEGAL DESCRIPTION:

The Southwest 1/4 of Section 6, Township 27 South, Range 2 East
of the 6th P.M., Sedgwick County, Kansas

APPLICANT:
Max L. Cole, 9000 E. Lincoln, Apt. 810 67207, et al.

COUNSEL FOR APPLICANT: Keith E. Parker, Agent
PROTESTORS (LIST COUNSEL) IF ANY: None

SURROUNDING ZONING: To the north, east, and south is i

"AA" zoning; west is "BB" zoning

t «41 LAND USE: Subject property and that to the west is undeveloped; north is
single-family and housing development promotional office; east
is two-family; and south is multi-family

CPO RECOMMENDATION:

CPO Conncil "I has opposed the amendment requested.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION:

That the amendments as proposed be approved, sub ject to the following
conditions: (See excerpt from Planning Commission minutes of October
28, 1976, for conditions of approval.)

akilf" Bayouth moved, Greider seconded and it carried unanimously. Kamen
triE was absent.

*37?ARIJ

ACTION 1. Approve the CUP as recommended by the Metropolitan Area Plan-
ning Commission, subject to the recommended conditions; or

2. Return the application to the Metropolitan Area Planning Com- 1#%44
mission for reconsideration. The City Commission states the following
reasons for its action:

T9-220

/ 4%.Af ·
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 EXCERPT FROM PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES OF OCTOBER 28, 1976:

22. Case No. DP-46 - Max L. Cole, Colby Sandlian and Nester and
Mike Weigand request an amendment to CUP COMOTARA, PHASE I,
legally described as the southwest 1/4 of Section 6, Township
27 South. Range 2 East of the 6th P.M. Generally located at
the northeast corner of Woodlawn and 21st Street North.

.4, ' , i > ! V€,4
'5· V

GALBRAITH showed slides of subject site and surrounding area
and reviewed the following staff report:

Comments:

1 The Comotara Phase I community Unit Plan was originally approved
in October 1972, and was amended in February 1974, and again in
October 19 74. The applicants have now submitted an application
to amend the commercial portion of the CUP only.

The revised Development Plan now on file proposes the following
general amendments to the commercial portion of the plat:

a. Creation of a new Parcel #l-B containing 1.57 acres with
"financial institution only" listed as the proposed use.

b. The reduction in size of Parcel #1-C from 10.8 acres to
9.23 acres with shopping center buildings listed as the
proposed use.

c. Establishment of new building setback lines on Parcel #1-3
130 feet from the west line and 35 feet from the north line
of the parcel.

d. Addition of a General Provision #11 Commercial as follows:
"Architectural control of all buildings will be consistent
through total commercial and office area. "

e. An increase in the maximum gross floor area of commercial
development from a total of 120,000 square feet allowed on
the current CUP to a proposed 140,000 square feet of maximum
gross floor area on parcels #1-B and #lf.

2. A site development plan has been submitted with the application
which proposes one building (a financial institution), to be de-
veloped on Parcel #1-B and six buildings to be developed on Par-
cel #1-C, Commercial general provision number eleven provides
that the separate structures will be architecturally compatible
with one another. Although the site plan depicts six separate
structures on parcel #1-2, the applicants have not listed a maxi-
mum number of buildings proposed for the parcel, nor do they de-sire to have a maximum number of buildings listed.

*e„ J
*4' 1 -0

1..,16 1·

1, f.w I

94* 1

02%/

3. At the time the revised development plan was submitted, it wassuggested that several minor changes be made so as to reflect
the information required on other recently approved CommunityUnit Plans and recent changes in City Code. Although some ofthe requested changes have been made, several items have note been revised and the applicants' consultant may wish to discussany revisions which may not be acceptable to them. It is rather:?9 difficult to determine on parcels #1-B and 01-C which lines repre-g sent parcel boundary lines and which are proposed building set-back lines. It is suggested that separate patterns be used to3 represent parcel boundaries and building setback lines so as toeliminate any confusion about what is proposed.

4

fly45

-23

141 -

. Subject property currently contains a small triangle of land-scaped area at the northwest corner of the site which extendsbeyond the 10-foot landscaped area proposed on the CUP. Should»37*732 the Planning Comnission wish to see this feature remain, the planshould be amended to include the existing landscaping in thatwhich is required to be maintained.%%%64,
32»·«22
i

7rfloe, r.r'.3.<94€70'
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5. A recommendation of approval by the Planning Commission of the
proposed revisions to the Comotara CUP should be subject to

c, 5?..,# the following:*138a-

a

b

C

4

Amend the uses permitted under parcel #3 to add the phrase:
"Two family as per administrative adjustment. "

The phrase "shopping center building per note #11" shall
be deleted from parcel #1-B inasmuch as only a financial
institution is proposed on the parcel.

i. The parcel description on parcel #1-C shall be amended to
clearly reflect that the proposed uses are "shopping cen-
ta-Huldings per note #11 and offices. " The word "com-
mercial" shall be completely deleted from the proposed use
section of this parcel ( #1-C) .

. The parcel boundary lines on parcels #1-B and #1-C shall be
depicted in the cross pattern used for parcel boundaries
on the remainder of the CUP. The building setback lines
shall be depicted by a dashed line and shall be labeled and
dimensioned:

d

:1:<&
.133

Parcel #1-B: 130' building setback from west property line;
35' building setback from the north property
line; no building setback from the east or south
property line.

1%49;
T.L

I.

Parcel #1-c: A 35' setback shall be established parallel to
the south boundary of parcel #1-B. The former
305' building setback line shall be deleted
and the other setbacks shall be as proposed.

5%41
*la
«34:' 9.1
24,6,/4
54: 41
£*14111
4*fi

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

045'32 f. The development of this property proceeding in accordance
with the development plan as approved by the Planning Com-

24.29% mission, and any substantial deviation of the plan, as de-
termined by the Superintendent of Central Inspection and
the Director of Planning, shall constitute a violation of
the building permit authorizing construction of the pro-
posed development.

g. Any major changes in this development plan being resubmitted
to the Planning Commission and City Commission for their con-19;KAI sideration.

h. The existing landscaped area at the northwest corner of the
site shall be depicted on the plan as required landscaping
subject to the maintenance provisions.

Eflitl

In addition, GALBRAITH informed the Commissioners that, while
other amendments to this CUP have related to the residential sites,
subject amendment is a request on the commercial portion so that a
drive-in bank facility can be established. The staff had encourag-
ed the limitation of buildings; however, the plan indicates one
building on the north parcel and six on the balance of the area.
GALBRAITH informed the Commission that it was his understanding
that an architectural control committee exists which would assure
that building designs would be compatible.

It was also GALBRAITH'S understanding that when the applicants'
agent met with CPO Council "I", that he had received favorable com-8591 ment from that group; however, a memo has been submitted to the0%*91 Planning Department wherein CPO Council "I" opposed the amendmentI because of anticipated increased traffic problems associated with23:,1.11 a drive-in bank, and also they favored retaining the original set-back lines to protect property values of the single-family homesto the north.
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GALBRAITH said the staff was in favor of the amendments re-

quested and that several minor changes have been suggested in the
recommended conditions of approval merely to more clearly establish

./.lidill=.Al .B .fk parcels, and also to be assured that the landscaping presently in
the immediate corner will be retained, although not specifically
covered by the des ignated 10-foot landscaped area.

i©1445.3%*'

293

'96'l·

.t?€43,2, I

KEITH PARKER, architect and agent for the applicants, said
that in the course of doing the land planning and building design
for this center, it has been approved by a national institution for
location of a financial institution on the northwest corner, but in

order to accommodate the use, building setback lines must be ad-
ju5ted. He pointed out on the site plan the location of the origi-

nal setback line and what is being requested. As proposed, the
closest point to the property line would be about 35 feet whereas
it is now about 50 feet. He did not consider the difference a sub-

stantial deviation. and pointed out that the location of ingress and
egress points is proposed to remain as previously approved.

31444
29%*

The layout shown by PARKER indicated the type of center to be
developed, and he stated that the design of the buildings proposed
will be controlled by the architectural committee which was organ-
ized when the center was originally proposed. PARKER displayed
a rendering to show the character of the various retail outlets,
as well as several slides to show that the center is proposed on

what he termed a campus plan, with the buildings connected by
landscaping, pedestrian paths, etc. He suggested that the cam-
pus plan or concept is somewhat new in this community, but when
completed does res ult in an attractive center.

PARKER said when he appeared before the CPO Council he pre-
sented the plans, he had asked for questions, and there did not
appear to be any disagreement with the proposal; however, appar-
ently after he left the meeting, a vote was taken to recommend
denial of the request. He felt that, so far as any increased
traffic, as proposed will allow ample stacking room for vehicles,

and since no change is requested of location of ingress and egress,
there should be no change in traffic patterns.

PARKER related also that the plan has been approved by the
architectural control committee, the Country Lake Homeowners As-
sociation and the Old English Village Homeowners Association.

PARKER said the campus concept of shopping center development
has been done in Tulsa. He was in agreement with the staff com-
ments in general; however, he did not favor restriction so far as
the number of buildings because of changes in retailing trends, and
this commercial area was approved in 1972 without stipulation as to
the number of buildings.

GRAGG noted that in obtaining a building permit, the required
parking for such building must be complied with, so he did not feel
strongly that the nurrber of buildings should be limited.

GALBRAITH said the staff had not recommended limiting the num-
ber of buildings, but had mentioned it only for consideration by the
Planning Commission. He thought the concept as depicted on the slides
looked good and he hoped the area would develop in that way if this
request is approved.

Questions were asked about the landscaping for protection of
homes to the north, and PARKER said there would be a 10-foot land-
scaped area. GALBRAITH pointed out that the landscape plans for
plantings must be approved prior to issuance of any building per-
mits.

SAVINA asked why 305 feet was indicated as setback on the ori-
ginal CUP, and PARKER said he did not know why it was set up that

p way. PHIL SNODGRASS said originally he was associated with the
i previous owner and because of his inexperience in such matters, had

indicated the 30 5-foot setback on the plan.
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No one appeared in opposition.

MOTION: That the Planning Commission recommend

to-ENe- City Comnission that the amendments as
proposed be approved, subject to the follcwing
conditions:

Amend the uses permitted under Parcel #3 to add the phrase:
"Two family as per administrative adjustment. '

The phrase "shopping center building per note #11" shall be
deleted from Parcel #1-B inasmuch as only a financial in-
stitution is proposed on the parcel.

The parcel description on Parcel #1< shall be amended to
clearly reflect that the proposed uses are "shopping cen-
EFF-52'ldings per note #11 and offices." The word "commer-
cial" shall be completely deleted from the proposed use
section of this parcel ( #1-C).

The parcel boundary lines on Parcels #1-3 and #1-C shall be
depicted in the cross pattern used for parcel boundaries on
the remainder of the CUP. The building setback lines shall
be depicted by a dashed line and shall be labeled and di-
mensioned:

Parcel #1-B: 130' building setback from west property
line; 35' building setback from the north property line;
no building setback from the east or south property lines.

A

B

C

D

7%45

E

G

H

4

9.f
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Parcel #10-C: A 35' setback shall be established parallel
to the south boundary of Parcel #1-B. The former 305'

building setback line shall be deleted and the other set-
backs shall be as proposed.

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

The development of this property proceeding in accordance
with the development plan as approved by the Planning Com-
mission, and any substantial deviation of the plan, as de-
termined 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 being resub-
mitted to the Planning Commission and City Commission for
their consideration.

The existing landscaped area at the northwest corner of
the site shall be depicted on the plan as required land-
scaping, subject to the maintenance provisions.

df•A

Bayouth moved, Greider seconded and it carried unanimously. Kamen was absent.
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THE CITY OF WICHITA 1€i
OFFICE OF CITIZEN PARTICIPATION DATE October 22, 1976

To Jack Galbraith, Chief Planner, Current Plans

FROM David Furnas, Citizen Participation Coordinator

SUBJECT Case No. DP-46

At the regular meeting of Area "I" on October 19, 1976, the Council approved a
motion to oppose the proposed amendment to the Comotara Community Unit because
of increased traffic problems. Also, they stated that the original setback
lines should be maintained to protect the property values of the single family

ta. homes to the north.

Council members were very much concerned about the traffic problems that have
been generated adjacent to drive-in banking facilities in other sections of the
City.

The Council felt that there was no justification for such amendments since the
present approved CUP would allow construction of a bank drive-in facility on
Parcel 1-C.

A

1.440'
David turnas

Citizen Participation Coordinator
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October 29, 1976

Mr. Keith E. Parker
1021-1 East Waterman

Wichita, Kansas 67211
Re: DP-46 - Request for Amend-

ment of Comotara, Phase I,
CUP - Northeast corner of

Woodlawn and 21st Street

Dear Mr. Parker:

At the regular meeting of the Metropolitan Area Planning Commis-
sion on October 28, 1976, the above application was considered.
The action of the Commission was to recommend approval of the
amendments as proposed, sub ject to the following conditions:

,*/A. Amend the uses permitted under Parcel #3 to add the
phrase: "Two family as per administrative adjust-
ment."

R 3. The phrase "•hopping center building per note #11" shall
4 v be deleted from Parcel #1-B inasmuch as only a financial

institution is proposed on the parcel.

The parcel description on Parcel #1-C shall be amended to
clearly reflect that the proposed uses are "shopping cen-
Wir-ETirldings per note #11 and o ffices. " The word "com-
mercial" shall be completely deleted from the proposed
use section of this parcel (#1-C) .

D.

4
The parcel boundary lines on Parcels #1-B and #1-C shall
be depicted in the cross pattern used for parcel boundaries
on the remainder of the CUP. The building setback lines
shall be depicted by a dashed line and shall be labeled
and dimensioned:

Parcel #1-B: 130' building setback from west property
line; 35' building setback from the north property line;
No building setback from the east or south property line.

Parcel #1-C: A 35' setback shall be established parallel
to the south boundary of Parcel #1-B. The former 305'
building setback line shall be deleted and the other set-
backs shall be as proposed.
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Page 2 - Mr. Keith E. Parker October 29, 1976

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 residential
and commercial development and be binding upon the pre-
sent owners, their successors and assigns, unless amend-
ed.

The development of this property proceeding in accord-
ance with the development plan as approved by the Plan-
ning Commission, and any substantial deviation of the
plan, as determined by the Superintendent of Central In-
spection and the Director of Planning, shall constitute
a violation of the building permit authorizing construc-
tion of the proposed development.

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

The existing landscaped area at the northwest corner of
the site shall be depicted on the plan as required land-
scaping subject to the maintenance provisions. C 3 fs¢ r

i?

Attached is a marked copy of the CUP. It is necessary that
we receive nine corrected copies by Friday, November 12, so
that subject case can be scheduled for consideration by the
City Commission on November 23, 1976, the meeting to be held
in the City Commission Meeting Room, First Floor, City Hall,
455 North Main. We would call to your attention that planning
items are heard by the City Commission following all other
matters of business.

Please call if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Uffs,

Jack H. Galbraith
Chief Planner

JHG:ber

Enclosure

CC: Max L. Cole, 9000 E. Lincoln, Apt. 810 67207

Colby B. Sandlian, 435 N. Broadway, Suite 201 67202
Nester and Mike Weigand, 110 N. Main 67202
Phil Snodgrass, Wichita Land Co., 2500 Claiborn Circle 67226
City Manager's Office

PE--L 1 f 1-.
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WICHITA-SEDGMICK COUNTY

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

HAPC HEARDIG DATE- 10-28-76

Case No. DP-46 Request: troposed amendments to commercial
portion of the Comotara Residential

and Commercial Community Unit Plan

'Sfa

·[+11fl. Location: Southeast corner of Mainsgate Drive and Woodlawn Avenue.

97. Acres: 10.8 acres Size. 600 x 800 (irregular)

Land Use Zoning

Existing Undeveloped
North Single family & Housing Development

Promotional Office
East Two Family "AA'
South Multi-family gi
West Undeveloped "BB n

Existing street rights-of-way Platted: Yes
are adequate. Sidewalki Guaranteed

History- DP 46 and 0-1433 "AA" and -'LE to r'LC' and'AA
9-28-72 MAPC approved 10-17-72 BCC approve
DP-46 Amendment 1-24-74 MAPC anprove, 2-12-74 BCC approve

r -

· 1.·2·2

3%

f.w.. 191

<2.4

DP-46 Amendment 9-26-74 MAPC approve 10-15-74 BCC defer

10-29-74 BCC approve.

Comments:

1. The Comotara Phase I Community Unit Plan was originally approved
in October, 1972, and was amended in February, 1974, and again
in October, 1974. The applicants have now submitted an appli-
cation to amend the commercial portion of the C.U.P. only.

r · 3 '1.

i. 44'4*t .
0 ..44
-2'F.{*4 +
*Rf:94*.

The revised Development Plan now on file proposes the following
general amendments to the commercial portion of the Plan:

a. Creation of a new Parcel #1-B containing 1.57 acres with
'financial institution only" listed as the proposed use.

b. The reduction in size of Parcel #1-C from 10.8 acres to
9.23 acres with shopping center buildings listed as the
proposed use.

c. Establishment of new building setback lines on Parcel #1-B
130 feet from the west line and 35 feet from the north line
o f the parcel.
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Case No. DP-46

Page 2 10-28-76

d. Addition of a General Trovision #11 Commercial as follows.
"Archite,tural control of all buildings will be consistent
through total commercial and office area. '

e. An incre ise in the maximum gross floor area of commercial
development from a totai of 120,000 square feet allowed on
the current C.U.P, to a proposed 140,000 square feet of
maximum gross floor area on parcels 1-B and 1-C.

2. A site development plan has been submitted with the application E>
which proposes one building (a financial institution) to be de- f
veloped on parcel 1-B and six buildings to be developed on par-
cel 1-C, Commercial general provision number eleven provides
that th.e separate structures will be architectually compatible 1-
with one another. Although the site plan depicts six separate 4
structures on parcel 1-C, the applicants have not listed a maxi

4 mum number of buildings proposed for the parcel nor do they de-
sire to have a maximum number of buildings listed.

3. At the time the revised development plan was submitted, it was
suggested that several minor changes be made so as to reflect -9
the information required on other recently approved Community .p
Unit Plans and recent changes in City Code. Although some of 
the requested changes have been made, several items have not
been revised and the applicants' consultant may wish to discuss
any revisions which may not be acceptable to them. It is rather
difficult to determine on parcels 1-B and 1-C which lines repre-
sent parcel boundary lines and which are proposed building set-
back lines. It is suggested that separate patterns be used to 4
represent parcel boundaries and building setback lines so as to
eleiminate any confusion about what is proposed.

EOL,

Should the Planning Conmission wish to see this feature re-

4. Subject property currently contains a small triangle of land-
scaped area at the northwest corner of the site which extends
beyond the 10 foot landscaped area proposed on the C.U.P.
main, the Plan should be amended to include the existing land-
scaping in that which is required to be maintained.

4

5.4,4

35

5. A recommendation of approval by the Planning Commission on the
proposed revisions to the Comotara C.U.P. should be subject to
the following:

a. Amend the uses permitted under parcel 3 to add the phrase:
"Two family as per administrative adjustment.'

b. The phrase "shopping center building per note #11" shall
be deleted from parcel 1-B inasmuch as only a financial
institution is proposed on the parcel.

c. The parcel description on parcel 1-C shall be amended to
clearly reflect that the proposed uses are "shopping con-
ter center buildings per note #11 and offices." The word
"commercial" shall be completely deleted from the proposed
use section of this parcel (1-C}.

yi*:94 I
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Case No. .Page 3 10-28-76

¥far*Fe7 61/12860?¥;2d. The parcel boundary lines on parcels 1-B and 1-C shall be 29«
depicted in the cross pattern used for parcel boundaries
on the remainder of the C.U.P. The building setback lines
shall be depicted by a dashed line and shall be labeled ....2.fritand dimensioned:

/03eil

Parcel 1-B: 130' building setback from west property
line

35' building setback from the north prop-
erty line

No building setback from the east or south
property line. 94?262'

Parcel 1-C: A 35' setback shall be established parallel 1 KI¢

to the south boundary of Parcel 1-B. The

former 305' building setback line shall be
deleted and the other setbacks shall be as
proposed.

e. The transfer of title of all or any portion of the land
included within the Community Unit Plan does not consti-
tute a termination of the plan or any portion thereof,
but said plan shall run with the land for residential
and commercial development and be binding upon the pre-
sent owners, their successors and assigns, unless amend-
ed.

1%6

f. The development of this property proceeding in accordance
with the development plan as approved by the Planning Com-
mission, and any substantial deviation of the plan, as de- ..1
termined by the Superintendent of Central Inspection and
the Director of Planning, shall constitute a violation of --7

the building permit authorizing construction of the pro-
posed development.

g. Any major changes in this development plan being resub-
mitted to the Planning Commission and City Commission
for their consideration.

h. The existing landscaped area at the northwest corner of
the site shall be depicted on the plan as required land-
scaping subject to the maintenance provisions.

99* ;91* ./ ./:* 54*ff
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DP-46 - 102 "Notice to Adjoining Property Owners" mailed 10/14/76 for
the MAPC meeting of 10/28/76

1 (including map) to CPO Office

103 TOTAL
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION

CITY HALL, TENTH FLOOR, 455 North Main Street
Wichita, r.·.-sas 67202

NOTICE TO ADJOINING PROPERTY OWNERS October 14, 1976

Nm'ICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that on Thursday, October 28, 1976, at 1: 30
p.m., the Wichita-Sedgrwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission, in
the City Commission Meeting Room, City Hall, First Floor, 455 North Main
Street, Wichita, Kansas, will consider an application for an amendment to
the COMNARA, PHASE I, COM·!UNITY UNIT PLAN for property legally described
as follows:

DP-46 - The southwest 1/4 of Section 6, Township 27 South, Range 2 East F42
of the 6th P.M., Sedgwick County, Kansas. Generally located at
the northeast corner of Woodlawn and 21st Street North. /

150?£

fel·FIT .. 1

9261
34*M

34% ·1
AN*94'.et

'·14?'42 te':1
·537 301

The Development Plan of this area, originally approved in October 1972, and
as amended in February 1974, and October 1974, has been resubmitted as re-
quired under the Community Unit Plan Provisions of Section 28.04.190 of the
City Zoning Ordinance of the City of Wichita. The Development Plan is on
file in the Planning Department Office, Tenth Floor, City Hall, 455 North
Main, Wichita, Kansas, and is available for public information and review.

The revised Development Plan now on file proposes the following general
amendments to the commercial portion of the Plan:

x9.2 70/.1
1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

74

Creation of a new Parcel #1-B containing 1.57 acres with
"financial institution only" listed as the proposed use.

The reduction in size of Parcel #1-C from 10.8 acres to
9.23 acres with "office" and "commercial': listed as the
proposed uses.

Establishment of new building setback lines on Parcel #1-B
130 feet from the west line and 35 feet from the north line *
of the parcel.

Addition of a General Provision #11 Commercial as follows:
"Architectural control of all buildings will be consistent
through total commercial and office area".

An increase in the maximum gross floor area of contmercial
development from a total of 120,000 square feet allowed on
the current C.U.P. to a proposed 140,000 square feet of maxi-
mum gross floor area on parcels 1-B and 1-C.

You are also informed that the Citizen Participation Organization Area
Council may consider this case at its next meeting. Additional informs-
tion about such a meeting may be obtained by calling the CPO Office, 268-
4516.

'*V

55-AE
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Page Two
DP-46

NOTE: It is the policy of the Planning Commission that any request for a
33?Frral of the hearing of this case shall be submitted to the Secretary,
Robert A. Lakin, City Hall, Tenth Floor, 455 North Main Street, 7 dan
prior to the meeting. The Chairman or the Secretary may grant such a re-
quest for deferral. Persons requesting· deferrals will be charged with
the cost of preparing and mailing new notices.

Robert A. Lakin

Secretary
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October 11. 1976

Mr. Keith E. Parker
Parker Krohblel Aisociatos
1021-1 East watorman
Wichita, Kansas 67211

Re: Proposed Amendment to DP-46.
comotara Pha•e I Community
Unit Plan - generally located

Street North and Woodlawn
at the northweit corner of 21ot

Dear Mr. Parker:

Wo have reviowed your request for an on:endment to the approximate
150 acre comnercial and rooidential Community Unit Plan located
at the northeast corner of Flit and Woodlawn and the following
ari our comment, H well an those of other City Departments con-
cerning the proposed amendinento.

The major problem with thi proposed amendments as we •ee it. is
tho lack of any ipecific reference on proposed u•en other than
thi general use of 'commercial. " This would permit the di-
velopment of any light commercial uses from drive-in rastaurants
to public garage• which provides little it any protection to the
surrounding regidential araas. The phrase -shopping center ume:
would permit a wide range of retail uies yet would prohibit thome
ulii not ganerally associated with shopping center, and provide
somo protection again•t the introduction of non-compatible land
u••*. Wa would urge the rewording of the proposed u:00. In ad-

dion, there are some text changes which ar, noce**ary to bring
the plan into conformance with recent changee in City Coje
and other recently approved C.U.P.'s.

We have bmen contacted by residintial developers in the Comotara
area inquiring if it 12 intended to remove the earth ber=s locat*d
on thi ealt Idge of subject property which presently provide some
viiual ser•ining of the propoaed commercial usen. Although the
plan merely proposes a tan foot land,caped area, the premant berms
are locatid out,ide of that araa and a review of the lite plan in-
dicates that it im proposed to provide parking where the barm,

1 %1
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10.
Mr. Keith E., Parker -2- October 11. 1976

presently exlat. we would encourage you to reconsider removal
of the berna and perhap, reviae your plang to preserve this faa-
ture. It should be noted that a land,cape plan for thi required
tan foot landscaped •rea mumt bo submitted and approved prior to
the issuance of any building permiti on the co=ercial parcel•.

./43*.4

An previouoly notad. certain text change, are roquired to update
th, plano Should you wish to diacus, any of the proposed changes,
pllage contact u, 4, moon as pos,ible. The following change,
*hould be made on the plan.

4844 If residential u,as are to be omitted from Parcel 1-C,
reference to residential parking apaces •hould be deleted
from Commercial General Provision 08.

Delete the word "commercial- after Parcals 1-C and 14.
Either a spacific une lilt or a phrall luch an *shopping
center Mes to bo developed with architectual control con-
siltent on all building: on the site as per general pro-
vilion 0 11. 0, *hould be gubstitutod for the propoled

commercial uses on parcel 1-C. A

£40

Amend thi use, permitted under both parcels and

/thre• to add the phrage · •Two family ao per administra-
tive adjustment.

Residentail General Provision 010 shall be corrected to
include the proper opelling of the word platting.

Commercial General Provision 06 shall be amended to read-

'Signs a permitted by zoning ordince.The parcel discriptions for parcel 1.4 and parcel 1-
011*11 be amended to indicate the marimum number of build-
ings proposed for sach parcel.

The parcel boundary linea and the building setback lines
on parcel, 1-8 and 1-C need to ba sufficiently dellwated
80 as to be readily identifiable am either parcel or setback
line•.

ftitum Thale are most of the comaant, which we have at thi, time. We
have *choduled this lit- to be conmidered by the Planning Com
mis,ion at thilr regular meeting of October 28, 1976, in the City
Commilion Chambori, Pir,t Floor, City Hall. 455 North Main;
Bald mooting to begin at 1:30 p.m. It will be necooaary for
you to provide 14 1¢¤ible copion of the revlied plan by October
15, 1976. for the 02%6649 28, 197G :Reeting. A 'narkld copy' of
the plan with our suggisted revisiong highlighted i, attached For
your reference.

11444*.
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Mr. Klith E, Parker October 11, 1976

449
If you have quistion, rigarding thi, matter, pluu do not
homitati to call u•·

Sincerely.

Jack Galbraith

Chief Planner

JHZ:MM,bh

ec: Max Coli

9000 Eait Lincoln. Apt. 810
Wichita. Kan,as 67207

Colby B. Sandlian
435 N. Broadway, Suite 201
Wichita. Kanmas 67202

Neitor R. Weigand, Jr.
110 North Main
Wichita, Kania; 67202

Michael C. Weigand
110 North Main

Wichita, Kanoa, 67202

Mr. Phil Snodgrass, Analitant General Manager
comoura

2500 Clatborn Circle

Wichita, Kansan 67226

9*jag.
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296  AMENDED
a*Ar*R-XE,Oa COMMUNITY UNIT PLAN

(PLANNED RESIDENTIAL OR COMMERCIAL DEVELOPMENT)
1t FOR PROPERTY LOCATED WITHIN THE LIMITS OF THE

CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS

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

I. Name of applicant or applicants and/or their agent or agentg

a. Applicant ·/
Max L. Cole

Address 9000 East Lincoln, Apt. 810, Wichita, Ks 681-0731Phone

Agent Keith E. Parker

Address v1021-1 East Waterman, Wichita, Ks.(7>Il Phone 263-6251

b. Applicant Colby B. Sandlian

67, op_

Address' 435 N. Broadway, Suite 201, Wichita, Ks. Phone 263-0118

Agent-n Keith E. Parker

Address Phone

44 2

c. Applicant
U

Address 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

L.C.
property zoned and legally described as Lot (s)

B , Block(s) N/A

Comotara First
Addition.

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

the space below or on an attached sheet.)

2 /1

R8

€411·1£

E rn M j
II.B There are 10.8 acres (round to nearest tenth) in the above

described property.

T9-330-3
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III. This property is located at (address) N/A

The general location is (use appropriate section)

a. at the Southeast corner of Mainsgate Drive

and Woodlawn Avenue ; or

b. on the side of (Ave.

Street) between (Ave. Street) and

(Ave., Street).

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

sheet explaining the method of submitting this application- I

(we) realize that this application cannot be processed unless it

is completely filled in and accompanied by a current abstractor's

certificate as required in the instruction sheet.

By / 1
Adthorized Aglht- (if any) Authorized Agent (if any)

By By

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

V. OFFICE USE ONLY

692,5- This application was received at the Planning Department at

CAM, on*,|.,,r- 4 /97, (Day, Month,
Year). It has been checked and found to be complete and accom-

9544'*

14*040panied by required documents and the appropriate fee of
,$ 906 . 02*4

T9-330-4

Name

Title

%.trj

-1
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OWNERSHIP LIST

Lot Block Addition Property Owner

1 1 Sussex Addition F' Sussex Corporation
6511 East Murdock 67206

2,3 1 Same Same

4 1 Same / David M. Doden & Mary Ellen Doden
¢ 6715 Mainsgate 67220

5,6 1 Same /4;k.,*4• LL. rt=-4-4- Larry A. Ball '
7 c.c, 8 ac*a.piz=-4. 67"/ 1223 N. First Avenue

 /',<-0 =€,66.ca<...4-00 ,j Mulvane, Kansas 67110
L

1,2 Sussex Corporation
3,4

Sra Woods Addition

 6511 East Murdock 67206
56 2 Same

Reserve D&E / Wichita Land Company
2500 Claiborne Circle 67220

1 thru 12 Sam S. Williamson III
inclusive 4 6511 East Murdock 67206

Mel D. Kuhnel

3439 Kinkaid Court 67218

1 thru 6 Pheasant Run Addition Carson-Sproul Investment Co., Inc.
inclusive

e

7 thru 12 Same Wichita Land Compa'My
inclusive 73 2500 Claiborne Circle 67220

13 thru 20 Oj' FULLVE;' v
inclusive Same 4*19»:

· 8 197*, Et'-

21,22 Same /2 Ale:WEEF'EAY 62 -Th Carson-Sproul Investment Co., Inc. 9 *lat
/ 1345-Arrowhead Drive 67203

Reserve A Same Same

Lot 1 Hinkle Addition Jack B. Hinkle

4 Union Center Building 67202

The East Half of the NWi of Section .- Wichita Land Company6-27-2E i 2500 Claiborne Circle 67220

The East Half of the Northeast Quarter Same

of Section 1-27-1E

J

2.-//.
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0 0

4

404 Lot Block Addition Property Owner

7 L Comotara Second Addition 93 Wichita Land Company
1' 2500 Claiborne Circle 67220

8 L Same Same

9 L Same Same

1 Country Lake Addition / Country Lake II Inc.
7700 East 13th St. 67206

2 Same <., Wichita Land Company
1/ 2500 Claiborne Circle 67220

1 1 Woodlawn Place 2nd Addition Fidelity Development Inc.
¢ 229 South Market 67202

1 2 Same San e

1 1 Woodlawn Place Addition Same

1 2 Same Same

4·i.f 1 1 Olde English Manor Roundtable Associates

'2 c/o Robert C. Foster
3039 Benjamin Court 67204

141 2 Plaza Twenty One Add it ion Arthur 0. Schreck & Clara
2013 N. Parkwood Lane 67208

4 Third Addition to Crestview Houston L. Haynes & Jerine J.
Heights 4 2317 N. Grove 67219

4 Same Randolph L. Moon & Cynthia R.4
2337 Farmstead 67220

Charles R. Crawley & Marjorie M.
V 733 Doreen 67206

7 B Comotara First Addition  E. A. Sanders & Kathryn D.
b 2510 Banbury Circle 67220

8 B Same Huey A. Seyforth and D. Voncile
 2500 Banbury Circle 67220

1 C Same

2 C Same

Same

Hyun L. Kang and Young Soon Kang
4 2501 Welgate Circle 67220

Sergio A. Bustamante and
4 Maria Elena Bustamante

2517 Welgate Circle 67220

Max R. Sutton

1 2525 Welgate Circle 67220

4 C Same j Joe D. Summers & Sherry L. R. . ,fttj
2535 Welgate Circle 67220

4*ik

d"'4.:#I

«»24»

72(4 1 4
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Lot Block Addition Property Owner

C Comotara First Addition ;Jimmy Webber Franklin & Sally
42545 Welgate Circle 67220

C Same £ Daryl D. Anderson and Karen L.
v 2555 Welgate Circle 67220

Same < Robert L. D. Fleeman & Barbara J.
v 2563 Welgate Circle 67220

Same /, , Executive Residences Inc.

9 -707-lh= ..URL -BullJ 1.45 67·202.

Same

#i 2564 Welgate Circle 67220

10 C

Lance Lee Ferris and Kathleen L.

Joe J. Lin and Sharon

v 2558 Welgate Circle 67220

11 C  Orville R. Taylor and Beverly J.
6 2550 Welgate Circle 67220

12 C
67012

Same

{ . k Address Unknown,AN

13 C Same Willard R. Phillips & Joyce A.
,/2538 Welgate Circle 67220

Clifford A. Nies & Betty J.i649&1*1 14 C Same
V' 8220 Overbrook Lane 67206

15 C Sae IJ. D. Kerr and Darla Dee
4 2524 Welgate Circle 67220

16 C Same Allan W. Denninger and Margaret C.
4 2518 Welgate Circle 67220

17 C Same Bruce W. Hilgers & Karen
./4

1

Address Unknown Vt.2,-JuL-y-4-4 Q-..
//

T3Reserve B exe. " , Wichita Land Company
that portion 1 2500 Claiborne Circle 67220

platted as
Comotara 2nd Add

Reserve A Same Same

Reserve C Same Same

Reserve H Same Same

Reserve G Same Same

3¥0*E

44-1,0
9% 4

ligy:

*.f

* Ii.'-I:. #A..'

L
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Lot Block Addition Property Owner

1 E Comotara First Addition William John Carraway II
4 6809 Ayesbury Circle 67220

2 E Same
:. ey*. Dave E. Bowersock & Nancy A.

4 6821 Ayersbury Circle 67220

W 5'

3 E Same Same

3 exc / Andrews-Wood Inc.
W 5' E Same 4 232 N. Seneca 67203

4 E Same Same

12 E Same R. D Rauscher and Shirley F.
J 6844 Ayesbury Circle 67220

13 E Same Harold J. Pfountz & Judith M.
4 6834 Ayesbury Circle 67220

14 E Same Richard L. Dreiling & Bob Jane
9 6824 Ayesbury Circle 67220

15 E Same Robert M. Hobson and Shirley I.
4 6814 Ayesbury Circle 67220

16 E Same Michael W. Dart and Sammie J.
4 6806 Ayesbury Circle 67220

k
1 F Same

4 James R. Cook and Shirley A. Cook
6905 Croyden Circle 67220

2 F Same Anthony A. Walters and Ann
227-0 /0//9/76.- la 4 -6915-Weyden--Circle · 67220

3 F Same Dong W. Cho and Jinyoung K. Cho ?74»2197 l
0 6925 Croyden Circle 67220

4 Same Ronald E. Van Huss and Lynne M.
0 6922 Croyden Circle 67220

5 Same John E Cook and Carol J. Cook
b< 6912 Croyden Circle 67220

1 A Same Wichita Land Company
2500 Claiborne Circle 67220

2 A Same Same

3 A Same Same

1
1 K Same Sproul Construction Co., Inc.

ilve 67..3

fl
4 · 49,·14:9.41*9rl,
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Lot Block Addition Property Owner

described as beg. at the rear corner common 2533 Claiborne Circle 67220

to Lots 4 and 5, thence SWly along the rear co ad£0lik6'IemoCiyt.7fBenton E. Sheets and Constance A.
feet to a point on the lot line common to said
Lots 4 and 5, said point being 55.84 feet
NWly from the front corner common to said Lots
4 and 5; thence NWly 55.85 feet to beg.

Lot 4, except above described tract, 4 Richard A. Furlong and Retha M.
Comotara First Addition 2527 Claiborne Circle 67220

1 Part of Lot 5, Block A, Comotara First Add. Same

 described as beg. at the front corner common
£ to Lots 4 and 5, thence NEly along the front
9 line of said Lot 5, 6 feet; thence NWly 55.29

feet to a point on the lot line common to said
Lots 4 and 5, said point being 55.84 feet NWly

2 from beginning; thence SEly 55.84 feet to beg.

Lot 5, except above described tract, -7-1 Benton E. Sheats & Constance Ann
Comotara First Addition and deed 167-1454 >2533 Claiborne Circle 67220

44 3

Part of Lot 6, Block A, Comotara First Add. Same

described as beg. at the front corner common
to Lots 5 and 6, thence Easterly along the
front line of said Lot 6, 6 feet; thence NWly
55.03 feet to a point on the line commont to
said Lots 5 and 6, said point being 55.23
feet NWly from beginning; thence SEly 55.23
feet to beginning (film 167 page 1453)

3/1.FAM*.
0-'9*tc

:4:7.4:*%

1,4=Nit

Part of Lot 5, Block A, Comotara First Add. - ive Residences Inc.
described as beg. at the rear corner common aeen-Building--67202 1
to Lots 5 and 6, thence SWly along the rear
line of said Lot 5, 6 feet; thence SEly
64.88 feet to a point on the line common to

-·.F,1 · 2€.fk»at
said Lots 5 and 6, said point being 55.23 *23*43
feet NWly from the front corner common to 2/44.
said Lots 5 and 6; thence NWly 66.57 feet -R.*

to beginning (film 167 page 1454) i./m

M.xecur

Lot 6, Block A, Comotara First Addition, »rExecutive Residences Inc.
except that tract described above (film 167-1453) inr-67202
conveyed to Benton E. Sheats and Constance
Ann Sheats

242
3-
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Lot Block Addition Property Owner

1.01 7 A Comotara First Addition Stevens B. Acker and Constance
V' 2549 Claiborne Circle 67220

8 A Same Executive Residences Inc. eN€
T')(707 Meacout] Buildiug 67202-

9 A Same Raymond R. Rogers and Jo Ann Rogers 
4 2558 Claiborne Circle 67220

10 A Same Melvin D. Woods and Carolyn S.
j 2550 Claiborne Circle 67220

11 A Same Leslie L. Needham & Annie C.

9 2540 Claiborne Circle 67220

12 A Same Wichita Land Company
1 2500 Claiborne Circle 67220

13 A Same Same

Same Same4 * 14 A
%46€

L
B Same ,/ Marlyn L. Brock and J. Sue Brock'' 4''fi'1'

B Same Donald G. Bowles and Janet J.

0 3834 N. Clarence 67204

Same Daniel J. Thorning and Sandra L.
v' 2531 Banbury Circle 67220

Same James K. Goldsmith and Phebe K.
857 South Broadview 67218

5 B Same Executive Residences Inc. · 24,6
--TIN 707--Beacen-Bldgi----67202

B Same Elroy Morand and Patricia A.
2520 Banbury Circle 67220

1 G Same

11 G Same

12 G Same

1 H Same

?0: .tpp·297  13 H Same

I Same

.4 13 I Same

Bill 0. Suhm dba Boss Construction

1 K.S.B & T. Building 67202

,Maurice Cox and Marjorie
4 6920 Kentford Circle 67220

Francisco C. Rausa Jr. and Elisa M,

 Address Unknown A--- 0%..„.-./
/ MRHK Inc., 9505 W. Central 67212

Same

/ Castlebrook Homes Inc.
v 9505 West Central 67212

A

·7·,ly?=irfy
6.2**8#Same

J Same ,--1 , Executive Residences Inc

£ 5.. ,  01
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#t«·' Unit Bldg. Addition Property Owner

3 Country Lake Condominium, ) Martin A. Reif and Eva D. Reif
a part of Lot A, Comotara V 6500 East 21st St. 67220

Addition

26 3 Same v' Kenneth L. Mick and Margaret L.

28 3 Same JDonna R. Benson,

30 3 Same Dr. Robert L. Carnahan & Carol S.

32 4 Same u Paul B. Henrion & Carolyn L.

34 4 Same v' Peggy J. King

36 4 Same 4 Richard Lee Woolwine and Christina

38 4 Same 11 Mary Ann Davis

40 5 Same ,/' Velma M. Winsby

42 5 Same / J. Richard MeLeod and Barbara B.

44 5 Same ./ James W. McKee III and Pamela Ann

46 5 Same 4 30* 3. Vilensons & Virginia M.

25 6 Same 1 J. Neal Johnson & Yvonne Johnson

27 6 Same 4' Thomas W. Healy and Catherine B.

29 6 Same *Odu€ , 4 Kenneth R. Kimbell & Vicky Jo A

31 6 Same Virgil L. Woolwine & N*llie E.

1 7 Same / Veulah V. Liston

3 7 Same v' Country Lake Inc.

5 7 Same Same

7 7 Same / Dale E. Weidman

L
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2 Lot B Comotara First Addition 71 Colby B. Sandlian
7 435 N. Broadway 67202

Max L. Cole

3841 West 13th St. 67203

Nestor R. Weigand, Jr. and
J' Michael C. Weigand

110 N. Main 67202

Lot E Same Wichita Land Company
7-2 2500 Claiborne Circle 67220

Unit Bldg. Country Lake Condominium,  Owner
a part of Lot A, Comotara 6500 East 21st St. 67220
First Addition

17 M 4 Bruce A. Munsell & Jeanne E.

19 M /Gwendoline Smith

21 M J Russell J. Jessogne & Mary G.

23 M 4 Lewis R. Blackwell & Cecilia M.

/George H. Clark & Mary Ann Clark 

1 . Edward Nance and Edna

,. Jack D. Emel Jr & Mary Ellen

1 v Dennis D. MeMillan & Connie S.

354 16 2 , Charles H. Reichart

 18 2 V James E. Powels & Cynthia L.

 20 2 2 Country Lake Inc.
22 2 0 Dr. Kathleen Q. C,Ain
9 8 4 Walter D. Webb & Irene G. Webb

11 8  Country Lake Inc.

13 8 4 William R. Blackwell & Bonnie J.

15 8 g Emmett E. Cole and Lela Nilas Cole

44kkA. 4102.

%%·01.4:tv.
·*Pr.·6;Ate.: ·
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7/

The Security Abstract and Title Company, Inc.,
%f hereby certifies the foregoing to be a true and correct list of
;391*4* property owners of: 1

A 1000 foot radius of: Lot B,
Comotara First Addition, Sedgwick
County, Kansas

as shown by the records on file in the Office of the Register of
Deeds of Sedgwick County, Kansas, on the 1st day of September, 1976 1
at 7:00 0'clock A.M.

THE SECURITY ABSTRACT & TITLE COMPANY, INC.

Vice President

Order No. 241779
wh

i

f
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1
FORM 2 PAYMENT NOTICE

City of Wichita

PAY a. TREASITRE,R' S OFFICE - SECANn FT.noR ly :' Jok
Bldg & mev. Elec. Elev. Inap. Exam. Pees ·3·,3*·
Hae. Mvr. Ilse. Iliving Licse.

011 Well Pal. alts Plan, I -3

i;12,

Banitation Sewer Signs Sidewalk

Street Trailer

DESCRIPTION

|-

Address

AMOUNT

spe Due Date

Coments

Date

4.*0
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