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July 8, 1948 0

SIDEWALKS IN WICHITA

BACKGROUND Probably twenty-fiue years ago, at least when it be-
came apparent that nearly every family was going to

own an automobile, it became the custom to eliminate sidewalks.
Thia probably gave one a front yard that appeared to be more spa-
cious and it would subtract one very small item of building cost.
It is probably safe to state that at the very beginning of the period
when we eliminated sidewalks it came about to a great extent because
of the belief on the part of the individual that he would always
ride in the family car no matter where he went. We probably forgot
that when Dad drove the car to works the youngsters still had to go
to school and backs they had to play, the Mother had to go to the
community center to purchase gr®ceries.

In areas built up prior to this era, sidewalks were considered
"standard equipment." Today our City Commission is besieged with
petitions for sidewalks. Where? Primarily in the areas built up
during the twenty-five years just past. Why? To correct an erm r
made by our subdividers, builders, home owners, and all others con-
nected with the development of residential property. And it was an
error or the people would not be trying to correct it now.

Our City Commission requested the Planning Commission to study the
problem and make recommendations to alleviate this situation and

to prevent a recurrence thereof. At the June 15th meeting of the
Planning Commission, a recommendation was made but it covered only
one phase and this must await legislation. The City Commission has
again repeated its request for help and thrown the whole thing back
in our laps, asking particularly that the City Planning Commission
submit some specific recommendations for the inclusion of sidewalks
in newly platted areas. We should, therefore, give this matter
further serious consideration and do so at once.

'71924/

THE PROBLEM

Actually we have four problems to consider and they are divided as
follbws:

A. Sidewalk installations in new subdi.visions where the

raw land is already within the city limits.

·,/4?EL.

B. Sidewalk installations in new subdivisions where the

raw land lies outside the city limits but which sub-
divisions are to be annexed as platted.

C. Sidewalk installations in subdivisions already platted
but now lying outside the city limite, whether wholly
or partially improved with residences or entirely d *-
void of improvements, as and when such subdivisions
request annexation or are otherwise annexed by the city.

114.

D. Existing subdivisions within the city limits. (These
are the ones that are now causing the trouble.)

The first three can be handled by changes in our present Subdivision
Rules and Recommendations, although it may be necessary to implement
the operation of same by the adoption of an additional city ordi-
nance The last, to be taken care of properly, will require state
legislation and such legislation should tie into any changes that
might be made in the Subdivision Rules and Regulations. These will

be taken up and discussed later herein.

THE NEED FOR AND The automobile, rather than making sidewalks obso-
bESIRABILITY OF lete, has actually made them more necessary.
SIDEWALKS Children playing in the streets, darting from be-

hind parked cars, etco, are more apt to be struck
by a car at this time than to have been run over by a horse and buggy
years agoo Without sidewalkas all members of the family wishing to
go anywhere when the car is gone, are now forced to walk in the
streets. In bad weather they must trudge through the snow and slush
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or water, as the case may be, and they are subject to being splashed
by every passing vehicle. Health, safety, and convenience demand
sidewalks.

The very fact that so many requests and petitions in areas now not
served is the best proof that they are a necessity.

As the city grows, sidewalks take on added importance because of the
ever increasing distances fro m the outer perimeter of the city.
More and more people use mass transportation and expect sidewalke
over which to walk safely and conveniently to and from such service .
The congestion of the central business districts with its ever in-
creasing parking problems, aggravate the situation more and more and
force an ever greater number of people, shoppers, as well as office
and store workers, to leave their private automobile at home.

We locate our grade and elementary schools as conveniently as pos-
sible to serve each area in the city and yet we make it as hard as ./1

possible and as unsafe as is conceivable for the children to get to .
=1*42.U---1and from those same schools.

The objection to sidewalks making the front yard less attractive and
appealing no longer holds goodo This is especially true in the new
areas in that the front porch is no longer the American family's
leisure spot. It is now in the back yard where privacy is at its
best and the front of the house is dolled up as much as possible to
cover up what it is really becoming--a service entrancee

During the past several weeks, an attempt has been made to find out
what other cities are doing and also what some of the leading and
really successful subdividers in our country are thinking. Dave
Rowlands has been requested to obtain such information as might be
available and has received several answers. I have likewise done so
and was able while in Fort Worth and Dallas last week to pick up addi-
tional information. Such informations as is pertinent to this sub-
ject, is briefly summarized herein and in the case of some letters
or booklets, we quote directly therefrom. ......--- -„

1 J. e-,0-

To Mro J. Co Nichols: "the Daddy" of all community builders, the
builder of the Country Club District and Plaza District in Kansas
City, who is now devoting most of his time to passing'on the accumu-

-1, ,9m·-. '/

lated knowledge of some fifty years of actual experience to sub-
dividers, home builders, community builders, and city organizations, . ,3§
we owe this bit of interesting information.  9:y

"Answering your letter of the 18th. Simply in an effort ·
to reduce costs we omitted sidewalks in some of our areas,
and I am inclined to think it was a mistake. We are now

putting sidewalks on one side of the street in our smaller & larger . ?
homes' areas, where we have say, hundred foot lots, and in -
closer-in property, we are putting sidewalks on both side:.

" In some of our sections where we have two or three acre
sites we are not putting in sidewalks. Howevers my son

who recently bought a home for himself in one of these sec-
tions of larger sites, has put in a sidewalk in fromt of
his own particular house because he has two little girls
and they wanted a place to ride their bicycles,

"Our Urban Land Institute has gone on record that there
should be sidewalks at least on one s ide of the street, and
I am not certain but what our company is making a mistake
in leaving out sidewalks in our areas of larger siteson

The Urban Land Institute, as you knows is an independent organizat ion
created to study trends affecting real property and to advance re-
search and education in replanning and rebuilding cities. It has
rendered great service to many cities as well as to individuals and
has been responsible for raising the subdivision standards all over
the United States. The executive committee of its Community Builders
Council is composed of twenty-five of the leading realtors, developers,
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r and bull.den in America. We quote from & letter
aa rullow:; :

d:n.d June 22

tiye
-1

'953

nThe general feeling of our Community Builder·a' Council
has been that sidewalks should prohahly be provided on
at least one side of the street in a 1.1 but areas devel-
oped for high-class eatate propertibi u There ia a dia-
cu*ion of this subject; in the Oommunity Builders Hand-
book on page 61. It is advisable, however, if sidewalka
atre omitted entirely or located only on one side of the
street in the initial development, to retain the minimum
50 foot attreet width w that·. t,hey may hi acided in the
fuura.

4.

1222»54]

Nt ia unfortimate that as development l.ends to reach the
lower income groups that the cost Of necessary publicutilities such as sidewalks, sewdr and water ulaine, 860.,
go up. The reasona of course, are obvious; mora popula-
tion per acre; more chi.Wren; fewer pars,·ns depanding on
private automobiles for trausportation, er,e. 1tts prob-

ably advisable in home development wh·,h 50 to 60 foot lots
to provide siduwaiku on bot.h sides of 4>he street·, except
in eula-de-sao or loop streets where a very small amount
of traffic is generated. A considerable amount of saving
can be realised in development gosts it' t.he city will per-
mit rolled curbs with contiguous or ilosgral sidewalks on
minor Areets. ti

*14*YA
94004

0%31
42*2.1
*0101
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32*i
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Referring to Page 61 of the Oommunity Builders Handbook which was
publiahed Fhis year and is the only comprehensive book ever produced
covering subdivision, developmwit of stora Genters, prot·ecting them
for the future, etc., we find:

'7 (b ) Sidewalks. Many cities require the construg·tion of
sidewalks on both sides of the roadway in all resi-
delicial subdivisions o However, on minor streets in
eingle family area@, two sidewalks are frequently
unnecessary and in opea development of large lots oi
100 foot frontage or mors, sidewalks may be eliminated
Without obj#ction.................
In general, the Council recommends a sidewalk on at
least one side O.0 the street.

4?6 "On major residential streets which serve *s. collectora
of 4raffic frgm minor streets, as approaches to the
school, bus stop, shopping center, and other focal
PDAB; of the community, and where densities exceed¢iva families per net· acre, sidewalks are usually
needed on both sides of the street g

..4 2 52

r-

4641

"Four foot sidewalks are sufficient on minor streets.
although sidewalks· three feet six inchea in width huve
preved' entirely sa4isfacwry whare combined with
rolled curbse Greater widths are unnecessary excepu
where leading and adjacent to shopping contera and
other focal POInts. In any case all utilities *uch
an poles an¢ fire hydrants should b# kept out of the
paved areaa

'Ey€.

"Ths integral sidewalk and curb is favored although
*# its, use in northern climates :aad· complicate snow dis-posal, and this constructipn has boon objected to for

this reason by city engineers. Driveway apI·ona which
4reak th* sidewalk level are an objectionable feature
of the combined sidewalk and vertical curb, but gan
48 obviated by the use of the rolled curb. One fea-
4ure to watch in- the c©natruction of the sidewalk con-
tiguous to the *b ia settlement. This mciy be avoid-

1 ed if the sidewalk subgrade is thoroughly prepared
prior to placipg,0 u

-3-
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The American Public Health Association, which I understand consists
of a group of public spirited individuals, does not even go intothe question of desirability. Apparently because in all its past
studies it has found such a preponderance of evidence in favor of
sidewalks that the question no longer ia, f'do we need them," but
"how · many do we need." In its book, •Planning the Neighborhood,n
just off the press, we find:

PEDESTRIAN CIRCULATION

"Walks from all dwellings should provide convenient and
safe access to elementary schools, shops, playgrounds, and
other chief pedestrian objectives. In addition, paved
walks are used by children for roller skating, riding
bicycles, velocipedes, etc. This use should not be over-
looked in laying out walks. The emphasis should be on a
system of continuous main walks connected to dwellings by
service walks. The purposes of various walks should be
clearly recognized and they should be differentiated in
width, location, etc. in a manner similar to the articu-
lated treatment of streets. Walks may be classified into
three general types:

"Entrance walks: to individual dwellings or to entrances
of multiple dwellings;

Of#,3 "Service walks: serving a group of residential structures,
connecting entrance walks to major walks;

L

4-M

/«»A
¥

PA "Major walks: direct pedestrian connection between main
parts of the neighborhood, to neighborhood community
facilities, to public transit facilities, to main pedes-
trian thoroughfares outside the neighborhood.

"The circulation system should be 80 laid out as to mini-
mize accidents to pedestrians, especially to childrene
This can be accomplished by substantial separation of ve-
hicular and pedestrian traffic, especially of major walks
and neighborhood feeder streets. However, such separation
if effective only if the walks are laid out to provide more
direct access to normal pedestrian destinations than do the
streets,

"Separate walks in the block interior do not necessary elimi-
nate the need for walks bordering streets . The latter should
be provided wherever any pedestrian traffic along streets is
anticipated except on short minor service streets.

/9

¥j

f 1

1

"A sidewalk on only one side of a street is permissible
under favorable conditions such as:

a) a very low pedestrian load on one side of the street;
b) a street paralleling the boundary;
c) a short street.

"Unsuitable topographic conditions may necessitate such a
sidewalk on one side of the street only.

f» +"Walks should be laid out to channel pedestrian traffic and
£ force street crossings insofar as possible at safe, regu-

lated points. Under- or overpasses may be desirable at
heavy pedestrian crossings of major or minor streets De-
tails of crossings are discussed in Section 29."

Neither Fort Worth or Dallas, by ordinance or · otherwise, .require a
- sidewalk 1221 we are told both cities have effectively obtained them- in a rather clever manner. The Regional Land Planning Offices of

j the FHA are located at Dallas. Practically every subdivider whetherhe intends to build ·u.: ter FHA or not has FHA clear his subdivision
*m
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Harland Bartholomew, whom we all knows advises that St. Louis and
St. Louis County, as a general rule, do not require sidewalks but
adds:

"Many other cities, such as New Orleans, do require side-
walk construction at least along one side of the street,
and in a compact city such as yours I feel that it is a
desirable requirement, expecially along streets carrying
a considerable volume of traffic and leading to schools.
I question that it is necessary that they be installed on
both sides of a street.

"I personally feel that there is some justification in
omitting the construction of the sidewalk until many of
the homes are erected. For example in St. Louis County
we frequently permitted the developer to put down only
the base of the roadway and then to install the surface
coat after much of the construction was completed. How-
ever, this surface is required to be installed within at
least two years and is covered by a bond. It is my per-
sonal opinion that a similar procedure would be satisfac-

· tory in connection with sidewalks. If the majority of
the homes were erected within a year the sidewalks should
then be constructed. Even if only a few were created with-
in two years the sidewalks should then be required for the
benefit of the few that are living there."

00

11LAOM"4.

kdblit;

=N·.47?41>:·.4.
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plans and the FHA requires sidewalks. Those few who do not go 1
through the FHA have gone along with the program without-any diffi-
culty. We are told that, if FHA would change its policy, both cit-
ies would take immediate steps to force installation.

Mr. Hugh Prather, developer of Highland Park District, the most out-
standing and beautiful in Dallas, tells us sidewalks are a neces-
sity. Here again we have some forty to forty-five years of success-
ful experience speaking.

=44
Ect I

The City Planning Engineer of Kansas City, Missouri, indicates they
are getting walks without, at present, having the power to require
them. However, his letter implies that subdivision rules need re-
vising, His letter reads as follows:

¥' Our subdivision rules are in need of revision at the

present time. The legal department indicates the need of
additional enabling legislation before we can require the
installation of improvement s or posting of a bo nd before
approval of the final plat. However, most of these arrange-
ments are presently made by the subdivider with the Public
Works Department and presently there is no problem of sub-
dividers attempting to sell lots without improvements.

"Many developers hold to the ideas expressed in your letter
and for that reason, many cities allow the installation of
sidewalks as the last improvement to be done. FHA of course,
can be very effective in insisting upon sidewalks if they
believe these are necessary. I have the impression that
having the sidewalks placed in a subdivision is not a parti-
cular problem except, in the outlying areas outside the city,
where the County Planning Commission has juriediction."

The city of Memphis, Tennessee, for the past 25 years, has required
sidewalks and the Secretary of the Planning Commission says every-
one is happy.

A very interesting letter was received from Cincinnati, the first
sentence of which reads:

13?Fy

t'The City of Cincinnati has required the installation of
all public utilities including sewers, water, paving and
sidewalks as a condition to the approval of a final plat
for record for the past twenty-two years."

?liayi'
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1A copy of Cincinnati'a rules was enclosed.

7111¢t
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All orginnal letters and any books and rules referred to herein
are available to the members of this commission.

While th& evidence contained herein may not be conclusive and it
would be possible to hear from many additional cities and individuals,
it is to be noted that, in not one case, have we received a recom-
mendation which even remotely suggested that sidewalks were not de-
sirable. All have been 100% for sidewalks.

It should also be noted that the controversy involving the instal-
lation of sidewalks in Wichita in areas that are already developed
arises primarily from the fact that the property owners object
to the destruction of their tresa and shrubbery which have been
planted in the City's parking. By settling the sidewalk question
at the time an area is platted or annexed, this difficulty would be
obviated.

SUGGESTED PROCEDURE Referring back to •The Problem•--A, B, and C
can be taken care of by amending the Subdivision

Rules and Recommendations. It might be necessary to adopt one city
ordinance to implement same, but this is rather doubtfule In the
following suggested revision of existing rules, the capital letters
indicate the present rules, the capital letters struck out indicate
deletions from the presently existing wording, and the small letters
indicate additions to the present rules. Anything in parenthesis
will indicate an explanatory note only.

Ar

The first full paragraph on Page 13 of Subdivision Rules and Recom- 24*
5»·.a;h'<

mendations could be amended as follows:
3*%.ae©y;

PROVIDED, HOWEVER, THAT WHERE THE SUBDIVISION UNDER CONSIDERA-
TION LIES WITHIN GR-IMMEBRAWEE¥-APJAGEN?-F@ THE CORPORATE
LIMITS OF THE CITY OF WICHITA, AND WliERE THE SUBDIVIDER
HAVINC CUDMITTED A SCICEDULE Ar:u ORDER Or' DUILDINC IN TfIE
SUBDZ¥26*eN or lies adjacent to the City of Wichita and is
to be annexed or is an existing subdivision heretofore plat-
ted and subdivided outside of the city limits, whether im-
proved in whole or in part with residential and/or other
structures or entirely devoid of improvements and such sub-
division is to be annexed to the City of Wichita by petition
of property owner or owners or otherwise, and THE CITY PLAN-
NING COMMISSION FINDS THAT THE IMPROVEMENTS LISTED IN SUB-

SECTIONS A, B, C, D AND E CAN JUSTIFIABLY BE CONSTRUCTED BY
THE CITY OF WICHITA AS NEEDED, OR WITHIN A REASONABLE TIME
THEREAFTER, 07 Wl!15:ZE TIC SUBDVIDER Ilf.S EXPRESSED IN WRITING
HIS DECIC TO BE BROUCIIT INTOT!11: CORI'enATE LIMITS OF WICHITA
THE ABOVE PROVISIONS REQUIRING THE INSTALLATION OF IMPROVE-
MENTS OR THE POSTING OF A BOND MAY BE WAIVED.

Paragraph headed "C", Sidewalks, on Page 14 of the same Rules and
Recommendations could be amended as follows:

3/3,9

WIEREVER TIE CTIZEETS ARE NOT PAVED WITII CONCRETE, AEPILALT
@R-8@ME-SIMAAR-BURFAGiNG-MAWERIAA, SIDEWALKS SHALL BE CO]N-
STRUCTED ALONG OFFICIALLY DESIGNATED MAJOR STREETS AND
ALONG at least ONE SIDE OF MINOR STREETS WHENEVER THE SUB-
DIVIS ION IS LOCATED WITHIN THE FWWURE-URBAN-AREA-AS-SH@WN
ON-?HE-PAAN.UFWFURE-PISWRIBUFZGN-GF-P@PULAWIGNn city limits
of the City of Wichita except as noted below. WHENEVER
THE SUBDIVISION IS LOCATED BEYOND WHE-FURWRE-WRBAN-AREA

said city limits, SIDEWALKS SHALL BE CONSTRUCTED ALONG AT
LEAST ONE SIDE OF OFFICIALLY DESIGNATED MAJOR STREETS,
WHERE-BEEMEB-EBSENRIAA-FOR-WHE-PUBEIG-BAFEW¥-B¥-WHE-GGM-
MISSION. l

ft:If$

1

E. ...,4,4, 9.

At time of platting, if already within the city limits of
the City of Wichita, or at time of annexation, whether the
subdivision is just being platted or has been platted here-
tofore, the City Planning Commission, the City Traffic
Engineer, and the City Engineer shall determine on which

I'lA.

'tr.·- i.
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streets and on which side of such streets sidewalks shall
be required.

«6*.4

If the subdivision being platted is within the city limits
of the City of Wichita or is to be annexed thereto

) Sidewalks shall be required on all nfront" streets in areas zoned "BM or under. In other words, if
sites on both sides of a front street are zoned
"B" or under; sidewalks shall be required on both
sides of said streeto

„(iRPa*%00./.95?%&?9 (If "RB• on one side and •Bn on the other, may require
1/9/.hillf

liye/#6"walks on both sides but need not do soo )
-=24

(b) Sidewalks need not be required on Iside" streets · E514= ·aM>c ,-

.. 043:
in any area unless deemed necessary at time of ./.
platting or annexation by the City Planning Com-

-40,4 mission, the City Traffic Engineer and the City 
49**i Engineer.

·7.44/:'r,4 (School, Park and Community Shopping facilities will
governe)

(c) No petition for curb, gutter and/or surfacing
- shall be considered by the Board of City Commis-

sioners on any street on which sidewalks are re-
quired unless petition for sidewalk is included.

(This ties it all into streets of which sidewalks are
R actually a part. )

44

->.

¥F. k .

(d) Installation of sidewalks shall not be made before
streets are installed and may be deferred after
installation of streets upon approval of CityEngineer and provided that at least 25% of frontage
involved is still unimprovod, if such deferment is
requested by petition signed by the fee owners of25% of the frontage involved, but such sidewalk in-
stallation shall not be deferred more than one year
after installation of the street.

*IR.

(Answers ob jection about damaging sidewalks. Also, City
Commission has adopted policy of ordering in pavementonly in those areas which have shown substantial develop-
ment.)

1 ·. ' ,, , ·fol

(e) In new subdivisions being platted or annexed, side-
walks shall be paid for by special assessment to be
spread over not to exceed five years. On lifront"
streets abuttin roperty owners on both sides of
the street shal e assessed. On "side• streets

where sidewalks are required, property owners on
both sides of the street and back to the middle of
the block shall be assessed.

1,4,6 22»1<0.49
44%44234

Rp
Er
,#I'

(Since this is not legal until new legislation is avail-able, change basis of assessment to conform to present .laws but provide for above method when it becomes legal.)

L

(f) Where front or side streets of a subdivision being
platted or annexed adjoin unplatted property or an
existing subdivision already within the city limits
the above regulations shall likewise apply as re-
gards spreading assessments on both sides of streets
affected.

-9492=.

¢£*?   523.4-
°WA«3 :· -; i

(This is likewise not legal unless and until new legisla-
tion on sidewalks in existing :ubdivisions is enacted.
This provision should be put i l as soon as it becomes
legal.)

ty-
-7.
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(g) Subdividers and/or property owners. by petition
of the owner or owners of 50% of frontage in-
volved, may elect to install sidewalks on both
sides of any street provided petition is filed
for same simultaneously with filing of petition
for required sidewalk, and cost shall be spread
as set forth in (e) above. Request for construe-
tion of sidewalks other than those required sub-
sequent to original installation of required
sidewalk shall be governed by ordinance or law ,
covering sidewalks in existing subdivisions but
payment therefore shall be assessed as in (e)
above.

(h) As a condition of annexation of any subdivision
already partially or wholly built up, where
streets are already surfaced, the City Planning
Commission, the City Traffic Engineer and the
City Engineer shall determine location of side-
walks and petition therefore shall be filed imme-
diately.

(Would be in form of agreement prior to annexatione)

The above changed Rules and Recommen'dat·ions should effectively take
care of all sidewalk problems except in existing subdivisions inside
of the present city limits, this being Preferred to as "D" under "The
Problem" on Page 1 o Here we are actuably confronted with two hurdles
and, in any event, we will need legislatione

At present a petition signed by twenty-five property owners in any
Ward puts the decision for sidewalks right up to the City Commission.
Usually at the same time there will be a petition by other property
owners against the sidewalks. It has been suggested that a majorily
of the property owners affected should be required to petition for
sidewalks rather than people anywhere in the Ward, but after much
thought the conclusion is reached that the present law in that parti-·
cular respect may be desirable and should be continued. It is easy
to see that a majority of owners in any one block or area could
easily and effectively resist all efforts to the installation of a
badly needed and well planned sidewalk system. Actually is it not
possible that one of the greatest stumbling blocks toward obtaining
sidewalks where they are needed at thj.s time is the present system
of assessment, Would it not be better to assess for sidewalks in
these existing subdivisions as we do for paving in any area? As a
matter of fact, this is actually what we have incorporated herein
above in our suggested new Subdivision Rules and Recommendations for

the new subdivisions.

It would be our recommendation, thereforep that hurdle #1 -- twenty-
five petitioners in a Ward-- be left alone but that hurdle #2 --
the basis of assessment -- be changed. This, of course, will neces-
sitate legislation and the following recommendations for change in
legislation are submitted:

In existing subdivisions within the City of Wichita and
to legalize assessment basis on all new subdivisions com-
ing into the city or to be subdivided within the city,

1. The cost of sidewalks on "front" streets, even
though installed on one aide of the street
only, shall be assessed against abutting pro-
perty owners on both sides of the street.

2. The cost of sidewalks on "side" streets, even
though installed on one side of the street only,
be assessed against property owners on both sides
and back to the center of the block.

a*·iti . i..
->er9% "

The

in,

44=

City Commhsion shall be permitted to order
up to three blocks, connecting sidewalks.

I.
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4. The City Planning Commission, the City Traffic
Engineer, and the City Engineer shall determine
on which side of the street sidewalks shall be

installed.

1

%01

5. When sidewalks have been installed on one side

of the street prior to the adoption of this
legislation and paid for by the abutting property
owners, whether by special asaessment or other-
wise, same shall be given credit for such instal-
lations and to that extent should not be assessed

for new sidewalks when, as, and if installed on
the other side of the street.

If this legislation can be obtained, it will tie in with the'sug-
gested revised Subdivis ion Rules and Recommendations o Furthermore,
if such suggested revision now contains any provisions which may
not be legally enforceable, this legislation should remedy such
weaknesses.

Urban A. Denker

Member of the Streets and Plats Committee

Wichita City Planning Commission

UAD:la

32·43*54

59% fi.

'j *%»2 49"*

Y



L

1 'J,¥2

i ./..&... 2

, 4,36:i-.......C

2.

....

»¢=W=*m¢'emE

e



WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION

CITY BUILDING ANNEX, 104 South Main

Wichita, Kansas

October 3, 1966

TO: Metropolitan Area Planning Commission, Board of Commis-
sioners of the City of Wichita, and Board of Commission-
ers of Sedgwick County

FROM: C. Bickley Foster, Secretary, Wichita-Sedgwick County Ait,
Metropolitan Area Planning Commission

SUBJECT: New Subdivision Regulations for Sedgwick County and the
City of Wichita (MAPD File S-152)

You have been forwarded copies of the new Subdivision Regulations
which will be considered by the Metropolitan Area planning Commis-
sion at a public hearing on Monday, November L 1966, at 1:30 p.m.
in the Planning Commission Meeting Room. We are attempting to meet
with as many groups as possible to discuss the new regulations with
them. Nearly 400 copies have now been distributed to various
groups and interested persons on a county-wide basis.

Attached is a tentative schedule (which may change as to meeting
date and place) that we hope to follow in meeting with such groups.
We believe that this is fairly representative of those people hav-
ing a direct interest in these regulations. If you have any addi-
tional suggestions as to groups which should be made aware of these
proposals, or groups which you think may want to have the material 4,

presented to them, please contact m£

It is most desirable that members of the Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission and City and County Commissioners attend some of the
meetings listed to guage the reaction to the proposal. We would
particularly encourage that, if at all possible, you attend the
meetings with the homebuilders and realtors, the joint Planning
Commission group, and the Sedgwick County Mayor's Conference.

CBF:RAL:bgs

Attachment
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PRESENTATION SCHEDULE
ON SUBDIVISION REGULATIONS

RATE IIME
282,

GROUPOct. 7
2:00 p.m.

Planning commission
Metropolitan Area Plan-Meeting Room
ning Department StaffOct. 13 2-5:00 p.m.

Planning Commission Utility AdvisoryMeeting Room
CommitteeOct. 13

7.30 p.m.
Room 825, County

Wichita Association ofCourthouse
Homebuilders and Wichita
RealtorsOct. 14

9:30 a.m.

City Commission Room City-County StaffsOct. 14
3:30 p.m.

Planning Commission
Comprehensive PlanningMeeting Room
and Capital Improvement
Programming Committee
of Wichita Council for
Community DevelopmentOct. 17 7 :30 p.m.

Court of Common Pleas Metropolitan Area Plan-Division 2 - County
ning Commission, DerbyCourthouse

City Planning Commission,
Haysville City Planning
Commission, Mulvane City
Planning Commission, and
Valley Center City Plan-
ning CommissionOct. 18

7:30 p.m.
Room 825, County

Township OfficialsCourthouse
Oct. 19 1:30 p.m.

Planning Commission
Savings & Loan, FiscalMeeting Room
Groups and AbstractorsOct. 20

7:00 p.m.
Campus Activity

Sedgwick County Mayors'Center - Wichita
ConferenceState University

October 3, 1966
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY DATE

MITIIOPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DIPARTMINT
October 3, 1966

TO Russell E. Mcclure, City Manager

FROM C. Bickley Foster, Director of Planning 0/0

SuaJECT New Subdivision Regulations for Sedgwick County and the
City of Wichita (MAPD File S-152)

Copies of new Subdivision Regulations have been distributed
to you and other public agencies and interested groups and
organizations. A formal public hearing has been scheduled
before the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission November 7,
at 1:30 p.m

L

L

In order to provide an informal session to answer questions
and receive comments concerning the text and application of
the new regulations, we would like to have an opportunity
to meet with you and all those receiving this memorandum to
review the proposals. Such a meeting will be held at 9:30
a.z, Friday, October 14, 1966, in the City Commission Room.

Please be assured that the proposed regulations are not
final, but can be amended up to and at the public hearing
of the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission. Please bring

your copy of the regulations with you as our supply is
limited.

CBF:RAL:bgs

CC: Ralph Wulz
B. E. Smith

Dick Linn

Dean Sellers

George Wilton
M. S. Mitchell

Glen E. Lytle
Gary Burr

Clyde Potts
Paul Graves

R. C. DesMarteau

Robert H. Hess

Foster Burba

Bill Otten

Vic Pickering

Lee Ayres

Emory Cox

W. R. Fleck

T. J. Scanlon

Don Anderson

Don Ferguson

Ralph Klose
John Dekker

M. Leon Bauman

Eugene Pirtle

James Aiken

Don Cross

T. A. McGaughey
Lawrence Carney

James Clancy
Robert G. Finch

C. Henry Nathan

Wilmer Freund

County Engineer

Scottie Cronin

County Zoning Admin.

?-Stlf'- f

-1 1
t



0

September 30, 1966

The Staff 3%%09

Jack H. Galbraith, Senior Planner

Presentation of new Subdiv ision Rules and Regulations

Bob Lakia has asked that all professional staff be pre-
sent at 2:00 p.m., Friday, October 7, 1966, in the Plan-
ning Commiesion Meeting Room to hear the presentation
of the proposed Subdivision Rules and Regulations.

JHG:bgs
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September 13. 1966

Rus-ll E. Mcclure, City Manager

C. Bickley Footer, Director of Planning

Statul of Implimintation of Enforce-nt of th•
Improwmint Section of th• Subdivi•ion Rules

Since thi approval of thi City Coiant..ioner. to •nforce th•
Impro--nt -ction of the Wichita Subdi,Uion Rules on
Septifir 6. - have proce•did "poithaite' to put into affict
their delizes. The following implamentation procoduril
have Non initiated:

1. Our staff wai immidiatily brief•d on it, rempon,ibi-
lities in administering th• A- mquire-nth and all
applicants staitting applications after 3,20 p.m. on
.pt-22 6 -m infor-d that th. 8.w procid.Ze would
h• aplicable. A, a -ult. no now applicationa ha-
Mon reclived since that date, although thi cloling
dati for the next submittal is Septimbor 19. Se-ral
applicants have •vid•nced a hemitancy in proe-ding
until they can bitter ditermi- the full impact of
their obligationm.

2. Thi BaPC, at its reachiduled m-ting of Siptifir 7. did
pum an off-agenda it•m to authori- th• staff to adverti-
for public hearing to as-nd th• pre-at regulation, to
clo- any loophole, or in-quaci- that difinitily exist.
It i, thi intention of thi Planning Co-i-ion to proceed
with th• concept which had b-n de-loped •arlier thi
year of count,wid• subdivimion zegulations.

1

3. A -iting ,- hold lait :huriday morning to brief othor
City St•22 5 1 on thi ne¥ procidur-.

4. 1-:ing m-ting, have h-• 1-ld with thi Planning Co-tr
•100, of Mul-,8 Ind De*, to explain the affect of now
gogulations on th•ir ama, Bed -itings wor• arranged for
this *,ening with Hay,vill• amd Andale.

5. Th• County Co-lia,ion•re have b-n informid of thi action
of thi City Commis,ion, Ind thi County •ngil-ring Itaff
has alio b-n appri- of the now ze*ponsibiliti- which
may b• a-igned to it.

422
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..4.:r-: C.11 i Page 2 - Ruisoll E. Ncelure. City Manager
Sipt••bor 13. 1966

%#*8

A-ang'-nu m- Ming -de to hold a =Iting of the
Imaller citi•, throughout Sed,wick County to acquaint
thim with thi affect of n- r•gulations. and th•
1•midiate affect of th• action of thi City Col-ission.
Dmcau,• of the availability of parking .pace, and du•
to thi *tr-t condition naxt to thi City Building.
this a-ting will b• arring•d for in th• County Court-
houm•. It i, hopid that thia can b• don• in th• aixt
tan day, to two w-ki.

'4

A briefing no.ion haa h-n hold for all thi •ngi,-ro "Mi:' 1/and 1.., plannorm in Wichita who px•pal• plats to bi -9 i
Bubmitted to -PC. Thi, appeared to bo th• moot -ir

2-

'G-•22•ctive way of informing applicanti, i.0.. through -
th-ir Ingl--oring --pr--ontative.

A -lting hao heon ar,Maged for thi* Thur:,day, Saptinher
15. to revi- with City Ind County staff por,on-1 any
ching- niold in the cuzzint regulationa to /100 th,
loopholas, imeon,i,tencie, and ined•quici•i.

=22:

-eau• of the b.dic, of th• adminimtrative Brogma
in lipla-nting the current -gulations and papering Eff
a...4-nts. W. hal not had an opportunity to mview thi mm
affecti with thi ho-building industry. W• hope thi.m
cal. bo adiquatily arringed bofor• th• public ti•ring
b•200• th• /baniog Commission.

942¢6

/1•am• advi- - if ther, age other azeu of attantion which
should b• considired in this matter.

CUSh•,                                                               .
ccs Tom Scott. Chairman

Boud 02 County Co-ission•zi

m. w. Kratior. Chair••a
Mitropolitan Area Planning Commission

[29306
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY DATE

METROPOLITAN ARIA PLANNING DIPAITMENT August 25, 1966

TO Russell E. Mcclure, City Manager

FROM Robert A. Lakin, Assistant Planning DirectorCA:L/'

SUNJECT Enforcement of Existing Subdivision
Rules and Regulations - Sewer

i·14·

At the meeting of August 16, 1966, the Commission set August
30, 1966 as the time to consider, as a policy matter, requir-
ing sewer under the provisions of the existing Subdivision
Rules and Regulations. At this time, the staff is to indicate
where this type of action might be applied. Wulz and I both
view the Commission action as requesting a policy statement
which can be adopted by the Commission. Such a policy state-
ment follows, which the Commission may wish to consider.

PLATS AND SEWER

INF%TAT,TATTON POT,TCY

1. The existing adopted s ubdivision Rules and Regulations
will be followed except as otherwise noted in this policy
statement.

2. Installation of City sewer laterals will be required
where there is an existing (or approved for construction)
submain; or where such lateral will tie directly to a
main sewer.

3. All engineering and inspection will be supplied by the
City Engineer and such costs will be reimbursed by the
plattor. Contracts for construction will be handled by
the developer, provided, however, that the City Engineer
be authorized, in writingx to issue stop orders for faulty

procedures or materials.

4. Guarantees for such construction shall be by:

a. Filing of a corporate surety bond guaranteeing con-
struction in accordance with City specifications
within a period of two years. The sewer may be
ordered in at the expiration of the two-year period
or the corporate surety bond may be extended at the
option of the governing bodye

wa=BU
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Page 2 - Russell E. Mcelure, City Manager
August 25, 1966

b. Deposit with the local unit of government of a
cashier's check or cash (to be placed in a trust
account) in the amount of the required sewer con-
struction. The sewer may be ordered in at the
expiration of the two-year period or the cashier's
check, or other monies, may be retained at the
option of the governing body.

c. Filing with the local unit of government of an
irrevocable letter of credit in the amount of the
sewer construction. The sewer may be ordered in at
the expiration of the two-year period or the irrevo-
cable letter of credit may be extended at the option
of the governing body,

d. Whenever actual construction of sewer is proposed by
the plattor, the plat shall be presented to the
governing body for its review.

e. Petitions for sewer construction will be accepted
only upon approval of the governing body, while the
other means of guaranteeing the financing and con-
struction may be accepted by the Metropolitan Area
planning Commission without the approval of the
governing body. Petitions are acceptable only in
unusual situations.

5. In the event the plat is in or next to an improvement dis-
trict, the improvements shall be made using the Improvement
District engineer and using the same procedure as outlined
for the City. ----

Adoption of such a policy is. not recommended by the staff
(either Public Works or planning) for implementation at the
present time, for reasons set out later in this memo. In

application, item 2 of the policy will be applicable, with
rare exception, only within the City of Wichita and then only
where there are already existing submain sewer districts.

Adoption of the policy will result in substantial inequities,
particularly to the owner of small tracts of land involving
only a few lots. It should be pointed out again that the
problem is "Will there be sewer, water, drainage and streets
when deve lopment occurs? " ; not "Who provides the financing" o
In the final analysis, the property owner pays. Hcw much and

F
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Page 3 - Russell E. McClure, City Manager
August 25, 1966

who carries the paper is incidental as long as it does not
hurt the City or deprive it of doing other needed things with
its money. The use of petitions on a special assessment
basis to guarantee that the facility will be built will meet
the land purchaser and the City's needs. Use of this device will
eliminate many mechanical, timing and equity problems.
The following problems will be forthcoming if they decide to
enforce existing requirements. First, the Commission should
recognize the manner in which our sewer system is builto The
mains are paid for by the city at large or from the sewer
utility funds. Submain or major branches from the mains are
assessed against a benefit district, which normally covers many
acres (200-600). From these submains, branch the laterals.
(See Fig, 1) Laterals often connect with each other, as Lateral
3 to Lateral 2 to Lateral 1.

Land being
3-Submain platted 7

Street

lidli

Street

. Lateral 1 | Lateral 2 | | Lateral 3 - |

Fig. 1

If land is subdivided along Lateral 3 before Laterals 1 and 2are built, the costs to get to the submain will not be equitable
to the p' attor. Someone gets a free ride; those along the area
of Laterals 1 and 2. (See Fig. 1}.
Also, land being platted in only one tier of lots presentsanother problem in equity. The unplatted land (that which will
be another tier of lots in the future) gets a free ride. (See
Fig. 21

42
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Page 4 - Russell E. Mcelure, City Manager
August 25, 1966

Street

Unplatted -

- Land being platted

Sewer

lateral -

Unplatted -

Fig. 2

Another problem will be requiring sewer installation by some
but not requiring it of others. (Examples are along east-
west Kellogg and in the south part of the City.) When
inequities of this nature occurs, the anticipated result
will be for subdividers to go into the three-mile ring area
where there are no sewers and, therefore, no requirements, or
out completely beyond the three-mile area. The small-tract
owner now in the City will have to sell to land developers
as initial development costs will be beyond the financial
capabilities of the holder of small 3-6 acre semi-suburban tracts.
This stiffles the much needed fill-in development for vacant
city land, resulting in loss of real value for taxation purposes,
and defeats the growth policies of the City.

RAL:ber

Ralph'|Wulz
Dire96,or of Public Works,f

L.
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WECHTTA-'SEJEWSCK COUNTY
METROPOLITAN AREA. Pt·ANNI. NG COMMISSION

City Building Annex

4%4.
104 South Main

Wichita Kansas

POI,Cy Sl'APEMENT
ST)STECP. URBAN S.(DRWALKS
BC' APPROVEDt AUGUST 10 1965
EFFECT IVE. AUGUST 10, 19 OD

fi· i.s recognized i.r· he urban ared 0-1 this communj. ·y that

sidewal.ks are needed to s,·:rve the urban Fopulation by:

344 a. providing a convenient means of access for wdes-
tr ian triffic , providing a faoil. ity For use going
to malor activity centers, i.:ncluding shoppi-ng

'4itot areas. churches, community centers, Farxs : pro-
diding an area for face-to-face contacts and asso-
ciationg between reople within neighborhoods; and
for providing fer a meas of a.xercise and :·elaxa-
r ion fGr rusident.3 of dre:23 111 k.aking wal.=.

O,· r,rou·iding a safe area of activity £07· children
,ind by providing a Safe mitin r.0 schools and
ofhar places ni- children 's activity within
na] ghboihoods.

c providing a inore dare way of travel for the aged ,
In ·,iew of this nied ie is de9 ixable t. hat .gidewalks be

located in accordance with the following policies and guidelines: 2064\?'

Art-erials

Sidewalks shall be required along both sides 01 all arterials
except:

a. those arterials having ei·tb.er their beginning orending within an induatria.11 ctistrict te.g, Hydraulic,
29th to 37th. or 29th, Broadway to Hydraulic): or
those i ndustri.al areas bounded or inter:-sected hy

4ndusi.rial. s.hall m.ean 2111 manufcle:uri,-4. fabridcat.ion, whole-
saling 4.crage uses normally requyring industrial or heavy com-mercial zoning '·lot included are auch ·areas 843 auto 3ales, teer. 26-

·tien drea: r etc., found ir heavy commarc-icil area>. When in doubt.
t.he area shall he requaed to provide sidewalks .

r
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other major arterial: which would normally bre·ak
up normal pedeatrian traffic le.g. , West Street.between U. S. 54 and K-42). This exception would
not include those arterials Fassing throughindustrial areas having urban residential. com-
mercial. or public uses on both sides of the
industrial arsa te-g., 37th North: Broadway to
Hi.1.lside; 21st Street, Broadway to Hydraulic) .

b. along those arterials having comple·te access con-·trot. le.g,- U. S. 54 Weat, r·-235, 1-35Wh Where
there are service ey marginal access roads, side-
Wdlks shall be required as non--arterial cr non-
collector-tyfe streets,,

c. along those arteri.ls with lots having doublefron·tage wherei.n the lot will have sidewalk along
it·s int:exior street mild where access control. has %34 .4
been granted to the public. In these instances,
it shall be the City 's responsibility ro in31:all
such sidewalk with the City paying as great a
share of the cost as is Fermitted legally„

Half-Mile I·ina Streets (or thoae
st.ree·ts servina ad half-mile
line streets__and_ge.1.,lecters <ai
defined-kL£110&£Latudies-usina
&&9.-22.212Fment Area Report of
the Mekropolitan Area Flariaina
Deuartment

Sidewalks shall be required in the same manner ds [hat for
7.«pe„»««i

dr·ceri.eis .

All Other Streets

Sidewalks shall be requiced on 122£1121,des of all other streets,including those serving reaidential commucial. public and quaai-public uses and includj.ng cul-de-sacs and deadend streets, except:
a. along etreets adlacent to large ron-pedegtrian

s,-2 %

generating uses as may be determaaed by the Plan-
ning Commission te.g internal streets along
cemeteries -· 25th SLY:ept, eabst of- Mi ilside:
streets al.on Farks that are developed with walks
and trails 'e.g.. Park Villa and Oak Park: ,
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n

b. in induatzial area.- where either so zonia or when
indicated M an indu.itdal area in the Compre-
hensive Deve 1.opment P.1.an for the Metropol.it..an
Area; pro,ided, howevar that sidewalks may he
reauired where such an industrial area abuts an
area not zoned for industry, or when the location
of such industrial area ia so siaralted in rela-

t9 tion to non-induatrial uses that 2 Sidewalk is
indicated to coinplete the exiyting Fak·tern of
usages or aervice; or ouch industrial district
H located along a *-Oret leading to a gchonl
church or other N ace likeD to genercre pedes-
trian traffic

All of ths· toregoing gui.':44, i.nes are subject t.0 modl fication
by the Planning Commission. 2.-.sed on special problems nt land
use, traffic con*litione or al·:arnate facilities. Sidewalk.
may be required or waiv·•d when i.·I le apparen·t ,·thit· i.t is 1.n
the public inte rest that the foiegoing policies and guidelines
shall be modified. Howurer fipancial hardship shall not be
conatrued an a Sufficient reason €or t. he granting of a waivex.

For all areaa beyond the Crt- of Wic)·»·.a li.mita, imp.Lemen-
tation of the Midewalk pol icies .8:!1.all be held in abeyance pend-
ing an en banc meeting of the 1.1 9 and Con:pty Cor,·miss.ians and
representativeg of the Metropolitab Area Planning Commission
concerning the above policies..

.ar i
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 .City Commission Communication._8

To: The Honorable Board of City Commissioners CC 368

Subject: Amendment to the Subdivision Rules and Regulations July 1, 1965
Concerning the Installation of Sidewalks

This communication will review the current alternatives for satisfying the City
Commission's requirements for the installation of sidewalks and propose an
additional alternative.

HISTORY

At the meeting of January 19, 1965, the City Commission adopted a policy that
all plats filed with the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission after January 19,
1965, would provide for sidewalks in accordance with the Subdivision Rules and
Regulations. At the present time, these regulations provide for three different
methods of guaranteeing the installation of sidewalks in conjunction with plat
approval. These three methods are:

1. Construction of sidewalks prior to the City Commission's approval of the
plat.

ADDITIONAL ALTERNATIVE

At the Subdivision Committee meeting of March 25, 1965, these various methods
of guaranteeing the installation of sidewalks in conjunction with new plats was
reviewed and a fourth alternative means was proposed. This method would
allow the acceptance of a valid signed petition for the sidewalk improvement.
This petition would then be accepted by the City Commission, and the City
Engineer instructed to forego the construction of such sidewalk until the
development justified it.

On May 6, 1965, the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission recommended that the
Subdivision Rules and Regulations be amended to provide for acceptance of a
valid petition as an alternate means for requiring installation of sidewalks and
passed a resolution to that effect.

City of Wichita, Kangaq

2. Filing of a corporate surety bond in an amount approved by the City
Engineer which would guaranted the construction of sidewalks to city
specifications within a period of two years·or at such time as develop-
ment occurs.

3. Filing of a letter of intent that sidewalks would be constructed within
two years in accordance with city specifications. It is further required
that such letter of intent be approved by the Planning Commission.

94*C G45'*11
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I City Commission Communication_M

CC 368-2

Amendment to the Subdivision Rules and Regulations July 1, 1965

Concerning the Installation of Sidewalks

RECOMMENDATION:

The City Manager recommends that the City Commission concur in the resolution
adopted by the Planning Commission which authorizes this fourth method of
guaranteeing the installation of sidewalks.

Respectfully submitted,

Russell E. McClure

City Manager

REM:ld

City of Wichita, Kang.q

L
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June 10, 1965

Board of City Commissioners
City Building
Wichita, Kansas

20211%
Gentlemen:

Re: DR 65-6 - Consideration of an
amendment to the Subdivision Rules
and Regulations to accept valid
petitions as an alternate means
of providing for sidewalks

On January 19, 1965, the Board of City Commissioners adopted a
policy that all plats filed with the Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission after January 19, would provide for sidewalks as pro-
vided in the Subdivision Rules and Regulations. At the present
time, Section 15 of the Subdivision Rules and Regulations, pro-
vides three methods for guaranteeing the installation of side-
walks in conjunction with a plat. These three methods are as
follows:

1. Construction of sidewalks prior to City Commission
approval of the plat; or

2. Filing of a corporate surety bond in an amount
approved by the City Engineer and approved as to
form by the City Legal Department, guaranteeing
construction in accordance with City specifica-
tions within a period of two years, or at such
time as development occurs; or

3. Filing of a letter of intent that the sidewalk will
be constructed within two years according to City
specifications. (This method may be utilized only
after Planning Commission approval.)

£:499':Of
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Board of City Commissioners
June 10, 1965

·MY€«21
24ttf1 At the Subdivision Committee meeting of March 25, 1965, the

methods of guaranteeing the installation of sidewalks in con-
junction with new plats was discussed and it was the general
concensus of the Subdivision Committee that as an alternate

means of guaranteeing the installation of sidewalks, the plattor
be allowed to submit a valid petition for the improvement. The

City could then install the improOement based upon the petition
at such time as development occurs or at such time as deemed
necessary by the Engineering Division of the Department of
Public Works.

4

144

»4.4i

On May 6, 1965, the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
recommended that the Subdivision Rules and Regulat ions be amended
to provide for the acceptance of a valid petition as an alternate
means for requiring the installation of sidewalks.

It is recommended that the Board of City Commissioners concur in
the recommendation of the Planning Commission and adopt the change
to the Subdivision Rules and Regulations.

Attached is a resolution which, if approved, would effectuate the
adoption of this amendment.

Respectfully submit ted,

C. Bickley Foster

Secretary

CBF:JWH:ber

Attachment
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0- WICHITA- SED@VICK 0(TY
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900
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING

COMMISSION
442AMHER,7 2-8211  AREA CODE 310

cITY BUM-DING ANNEX
'04 9. MA'N ST.
WICH'll. KANSAS 67202

CERTIFICATE

I, C. Bickley Foster, duly elected, authorized and acting

as Secretary of the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area

Planning Commission, Wichita, Sedgwick County, Kansas, do

hereby certify that the attached Resolution was duly adopted
0>55*

by the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning

Commission on May 6, 1965, as an amendment, extension and

addition to the Subdivision Rules and Regulations for the

Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area.

Given under my hand and seal this Gth day of May, 1965.

C. Bickley Foster 8·Secretary
Wichita-Sedgwick County Metro-
politan Area Planning Commission

(SEAL)

-air '
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RESQAU ZI Q

WHEREAS, pursuant to authority granted by statutes
of the State of Kansas, the City of Wichita created a City Plan-
ning Commission, which Commission, pursuant to statutory auth-
ority applicable to the City of Wichita, has heretofore duly
made and adopted a Master Plan and various amendments, exten-
sions and additions thereof for the physical development of a
municipality, and of any 1.and outside the municipality which,
in the opinion of the Commission, bears relation to the planning
of the municipality, which Master Plan and amendments, extensions
and additions thereto have been published and made a public
record and such plan: amendments, extensions and additions are
all incorpor.d ed herein by reference; and

r th

WHEREAS, 1...1.suant to statutory authority, a Wichita-
Sedgwick Councy Metropolitan Area Planning Commission was created
to take over the. functions of the Wichita City Planning Commis-
sion and L expand and broaden the territorial jurisdiction
therem, including authority to amend, extend and add to said
Master City Plan; and

94'.rp

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission did, on July 17, 1958,
adopt rules and regulations governing the subdivision of land
within its jurisdiction, which rules and regulations were
approved by the governing body of the City; and

:4650 4

titi

WHEREAS, said Subdivision Rules and Regulations were
last amended by the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area
Planni.ng Commission on October 1, 1964, and which amendment was
approved by the Board of Commissioners of the City of Wichita,
Kansas, on November 10, 1964; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission now deems it advis-
able to make certain amendments and additions to the Subdivision

Rules and Regulati.ons; and

4/4
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WHEREAS, the Planning Commission, pursuant to law

(Section 13-1111 G.S. 1949 as amended by the 1961 Supplement to
the General Statutes off Kansas) , did give notice by pulication
in the official city paper of a public hearing to be held on

the adoption of said amendments and additions; and W

9

7, 4... *)51

WHEREAS, pursuant to notice given of a public hearing 1
on May 6, 1965, at 2:00 p.m. in Room 401, City Building Annex,
104 South Main, t:be P!.anning Commission did hold the public

hearing, at which hearing more than a majority of all members 
of the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Com-

mission were present; and

WHEREAS, a majorj.ty of all members of said Wichita-
Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission favored jv
the adoption of said amendments and additions.

1%4
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the majority of all
members of the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Plan-

ning Commission i.n meeting duly assemble,i that the Subdivision

Rules and Regulations for the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropoli-
tan Area as heretofore adopted and amended be and the same are

hereby added to and extended by inclusion of the following:

:9r-e.5 ,L··-i 1™4
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SECTION XV. IMPROVEMENTS

Add and include as follows to the last of the first para-
graph of said Section XV:

Provided, however, that within the City of Wichita, a
valid petition for such improvements may be accepted in
lieu of any other requirements or alternates thereto as
to the installation of improvements required in this
section, provided, that such petition is filed with
the Planning Commission for submission to the Board of
City Commissioners for their approval; and provided
further, that such petitions are to be executed in

I I .,3

accordance with the standards and specifications of
the City Engineering Division of the Department of
Public Works and in accordance with all statutes appli-
cable thereto.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that John Trout, Jr., Chairman
and C. Bickley Foster, Secretary of the Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area Planning Commission record the amendment and
extension heretofore adopted on the Subdivision Rules and Reg-
ulations for the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area as

heretofore adopted and amended.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that an attested copy of this
Resolution accomplishing said amendment and extension to the
Subdivision Rules and Regulations for the Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area be certified to the governing body of the
City of Wichita and to all legislative and administrative agen- 331cies affected by such Subdivision Rules and Regulations.

ADOPTED at Wichita, Kansas, this Gth day of Mav ,
19_65.

·1.1 1,

Johr:| Trout, Jr a/rman
WicHita-Sedgwick Couhty Metropol-
itan Area Planning Commission

ATTEST:

C. Bickley Fost*', Secretary
Wichita-Sedgwick County Metro-
politan Area Planning Commission

(SEAL)

2
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WICHITA-SEDGUICK COUNTY

METROPOLSTAN AREA PI>ANNIN€ COMMISSION
2 CITY BU¥®ING ANNEX. 104 Senth Main

Wichita. Kansas

r .*41
9 C ,€4>

April 23. 1965

TO WBOM IT MAY CONCERN:

This is ·co advise you that tile Metropolitan Area Planning Com-
mission, a-2 its regular :Reeting on Mav 6. 3,965, ah 2 p.m- £ Room €0'7.

401, City Building Anttex, 1.04 South Main. Nichita. Kansas. will.
consider the following reendme·at to the Subdivision Rules and
Regulations:

SECTION XV.. IMPROVEENTS

Add after Paraarath 1 as follows,

Further provided, howevez. that within ·the City
of Pachitae a valid petition for such improvements filed
with and approved by the Planning Coimniouion may be fer·4
accepted in lieu of any other recfuirc,r.,ent: or al·keritm·cas; 825'\©9

W© Nbt P

·thereto as itc the ins·tai.lation of imprc··.r,ments required
in this glections and :Euzkhe: prvidad mat such peti-
tions are to be executed in accordance :r; ch the Stand-
ards and specifications of the City 13,1.rinee:cing Div.lsion
of the Department of 91.blic Works and ir, accordance with
all statutes applicable theteto.

As you ritay be aware, the City Commission i.2 now ,requiring tha
all new plat·3 make provisions for g idewalka in one of the fol-
lowing pitescribed ninal·.23:3 which is in accordance with the Sub-
division Rules and negulation.3,

2. Filing of a Corporate Surety Bond z.n ain amoun·t
approved by the City Engineex and ag 20 form
by the City Legal Department.. guaranteeing con-
struction to City sT.ecifications wl:<hin 2
years y Or

1. Construction of sidewalks prior to City Commis- Ft·ysion approva; of the plat: or

3. Fi.1.ing ;a Letter of TA':ent that the aide·<31
will be eaist:suc·ted e.ithin 2 years. acco;.ding

269,
Atift
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Page 2
April 23, 1965

<It«A
As indicated in the proposed amendment to Section Xy 02 the Sub-division Rules and Regulatons, th= Planning Commissione at therequest of the Subdivision Committee o has directed the staf: toadvertise for public hearing to consider the filing of a valid

f

paving petition for the installation of sidewalks as a possiblefourth alternative to the above three requirements.
I would suggest that i:E you have any comments relative 20 thismattew that you attend the Planning Commission meeting on May Go
in order to express any opinion you might have e ;*if

Sincerely.,

Robert £ Lakin
Assietant Planning Director

RAL:J[?Enags

IL47'<fr:
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION

March 26, 1965

TO: Metropolitan Area Planning Contruission 311.19: .

FROM: Robert A. Lakia, Assistant Planning Directo

SUBJECT: Amendment of the Subdivision Rules and Regulations

At the Subdivision Coinmittee meeting of March 25, 1965, the matter
-='w,-w w *m-ent. was alscus@ea as a means

242314:2......../2 installation of sidewalks. It was the sense of

Letters of Intent are not adequate to guarantee
of sidewalks (or any other improvement).

of guaranteeing 91?53%
the Committee that

the installation
4 l-4791 4.-

4:724>7
Mi#**i
*4*29
46*W.'.1:.

**ta¥

In discussion, it was brought out that the Wichita Association of
Home Builders has suggested that, as an alternate means of guaran-
teeing installation of public facilities, that the plattor be
allowed to submit valid petitions for the improvement. The City
could then install the impr ovement based upon the petit ion at
such time that development occurs and in cornection with other
related projects (such as sidewalks with streets) . There is
nothing about the use of this procedure which appears to be in
conflict with the general intent of the Subdivision Rules and
Regulations and would, in fact, solve several administrative
problems relating to the timing of installe·f lon of sidewalks.
If this procedure is co be used the Subdivision Rules and Regu-
lations should be amended to specifically Drovide for this as an
alternate means for providing for the installation of public
facilities.

If the Planning Commission concers with the above proposal, it
should instruct the Planning Department to advertise for an amend-
ment to the Subdivision Regulations, Section XV. Improvements,
by inserting the following or similar paragraph at the top of
Page 20 as shown on the attachments

Further provided, however, that within the City
of Wichita, the filing with, and approval by the Plan-
ning Commission of a valid petition four such improve-
ments may be accepted in lieu of any o·eller requirements
or alternates thereto as to the inataile.tion of
improvements required in this section.

aER-

147.

9/2
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Page 2 March 26, 1965

It is suggested that the Lette: cf Intent section ke retained in
the Regulations for use in the three-mile ring if and when
appropriate. However, these was discussion at the Comidittee
level, as to whether or not ·:he Lettex of Intent section should
be completely removed. If so, this would leave only two alte£-
mates in the three-mile ring of either installation or per-

ateb formance bonds.

RAL:bgs

Attachment

ce: Russell E. McCluze
City Manager

Ralph Wuls, Director
Department of Public Works

B. E. Smith

City Engineer

Wilmer Freund

County Engineer

4%
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01 Il. PARkS, ST!{flfil. 51 11 6, ETC .

IN SUBDIVIOING PROPER'TY, CONSID,-lAlloN SIJALL BE GIVEN
TO SUITABLE SITES FOR YCHOOLS, PARK:r., Pt Av/ROUNDS AND OTHER
COMMON APCAS FOR PI.IBLIC US!- sO AG rn (·ANTORM TO 1}lf- 1,1·COM-
MENOATIONG OF THE CoMMISSION IN 17·'9 AlloPTED COMPRE.HENS|Vt
PLAN, OR PORTION THEREOF, 01' THE CIT, AMID ADJOINING ARtA.
ANY PROVISIoN +OR St'Hools, PARks AND PLAYGROUNDS SHOULD BE
INDICATED ON THE PRELIMINARY PLAN IN OROr·r? THA, |7 MAY Elt
DETERMINED WHEN AND IN WHAT MANNER DUCH Al,EAS WtLL Ot DID|-
GATED TO OR ACQUINED BY THI APPRoPRIATE AGENCY.

*tv. RIGHT OF WAY ALONG STREAMS AND ORA INAGE CHANNELS

AT THE TINE A PLAT IS SUBMITTED ON EACH DRAINAGE BNANCU,
THE METHOD (UNLESS PREVIOUSLY DETE'RWINED) 0/ liANDLING sHOULb
BE ESTABLISHED FOR THE ENTIRE MAJOR DRAINAnt cHANNEL BY
GENERAL AGREEMENT oF THE PLANNING DEPARTMENT, THE PARK DE-
PARTMENT AND 'THE ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT. IN rHE MAIN, IN
HANDLING MAJOR DRAINA(le CHANNELS, THE SUBDIVIDEN SHALL INCLUDE
SUFFICIENT RIGHT-Or-WAY FOR A ROAD ON 80TH SIDES, PERMITTING
DEVIATIONS WHEN THEY ARE JUSTITIED AND AFTEN APPROVAL OF THE
PLANN|NO DEPARTMENT, PARK DEPARTMENT AND ENGINEERING
DEPARTMENT.

XV. IMPROVEMENTS

THE IMPROVEMENTS LISTED IN SUB-secTIONS (A), (8), (C),
(b), AND (E) oF THIS SECTION SHALL BE INSTALLED PRIOR 10 TUE
APPROVAL OF THE FINAL PLAT WI{ICH M PREPARED FOR RECORDING
PURPOSES, EXCEPT AS HEREINAFTER PROVIDED• IN LIEU of ActUAL
COMPLETION OF SUCH IMPROVEMENTS, THE SURDIVIDER MAY VILE Wittl
THE CITY OR COUNTY COMMISSION, BENEFIT DISTRICT BOARD, ON
ANY OTHER LEGALLY CREATED GOVERNING BODY, A SURETY BoND TO
SECURE TO THE BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS, BOARD oF COUNTY
COMMISSIONERS, 8ENEFIT DISTRICT BoARD, oR ANY OTHER LEGALLY
CREATED OOVERNING BODY, DEPENDING UPON WHETHER THE SUBDIVISION
LIES WITHIN THE CORPORATE LIMITS OF WICHITA OR THE UNINCOR-
PORATED TERRtTORY OF· SEDGWICK COUNTY, TUE ACTUAL CONSTRUCTION
OF 8UCH IMPROVEMENTS IN A MANNER SATISFACTORY TO THE RESPEC-
TIVE GOVERNMENTAL AGENCY AND WITHIN A PERIOD SPECIFIED BY THE
COMMISSION, BUT SUCH PERIOD SHALL NOT EXCEED TWO (2) YEARS.
SUCH BOND SHALL BE IN THE AMOUNT AND WITH SURETY AND CONDI-
TIONg SATISFACTORY To THE ?ESPECTIVE GOVERNMENTAL AGENCY AND
SHALL BE ACCOMPANIED BY SIdNED STATEMENTS FROM THE PROPER
GOVERNMENTAL AGENCY THAT THE AMOUNT OF THE BOND 19 ADEQUATE
TO COVER THE COST OF THE IMPROVEMENTS. PROVIDED, HOWEVER,

- 19 -
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TWAr 14 t 113) of ACTUAL COMPI.[·l Ir,N of :lict·, I rt'RIVrMFN75 ott TIIE

POST ING (15· A MONO AS PROVIDED roN, 7,4 INANNING COMMISMION HAV
REQUINE THI: RUBDIVIDER 78 1 11.[ WITH Till Wl{·11!10.-SEDGWICK Col)NTY
METROPOLITAN Ant A I'l ANN INC COHM 1 58 1 011 A 1 /TTE R STATING HIS

INTENTIONS 7 0 COMPIT- 1 r T Ht IMI' ROVE MEN 1 S A 9 T? F (?11 1 121- b Ht·17 r IN AS

DFVFLON«NT TAKES pt-Aer IN Hlyj nUILDING r,Ills.

A '114[R PROVIDED, HOWEVER, THAT WHEAE TH{ WICHITA-St:DGWICk
COUNTY METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING (»·IMISSIoN FINDS THAT TtlE

IMPROVEMENTS LISTED IN SURDIVISIONS* A, 2, r, D, AND [ or THIS
SECTION PAN JUSTIFIABI.V RF CONSTRUCTED, AT Tnt· EXPrNSE Or THF
pROPERTY OWNERG, BY THE ('ITY 01 WICHIIA AS Nt[DED, OR WITHIN

A REASONABLE TIME THEREAFTER, 1HE ABOVE PROVISION REQUINING
THE INSTALLATION OF IMPROVEMENTS, THE POSTING OF A BOND OR i

THE FILING Or A LETTER OF INTENTIONS, MA¥ Br WAIVED WHEN THE {liNES
SUBOIVISION UNDER CONSTRUCTIoN'

1. LIES WITHIN THE CORPORAri: LIMI fs or

TIlt CITY OF W|CHITA, 012

2. Aeurrs THE CORPORATE LIMITS Or THE CITY

Or WICHITA, AND WHENEVER ANNEXATION
CAN REASONABLY BE EXPECTED WITHIN A
·PERIOD OF- ONE YEAR.

WHENEVER NO LOTS HAVE 8EEN SOLD, THE SUBDIVIDER MAY A[QUEST

THE VACATION 01- THE PLAT PRIOR TO THE TIME THAT THE IMPROVEMENTS

COVERED BY THE BOND ARE INSTALLED, AND WHEN THE PLAT IS VACATED
THE BOND SHALL BE RETURNED TO THE GUADIVIDER.

AND PROVIDED FURTHER, THAT WHER[: THE SUPDIVISION UNDER CON-
SIDERATION LIES OUTSIDE THE CORPORATE LIMITS or WICHITA AND 18
SO LOCATED AS NOT TO COME WITHIN THE EXCEPTIONS LISTED IN THE
PRECEDING PARAGRAPH, AND WHERE THE SUBDIVIDER SHALL HAVE INI-
TIATED THE FORMATION oF AN IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT UNDER TH[ PROVI- 45€.
SIONS OF SECTION 19-2782 OF THE 1945 SUPPLEMENT TO THE GENERAL
STATUTES op KANSAS, 1935, FOR THE REQUIRED IMPROVEMENTS CITED
IN THIS SECTION; AND WHERE, UNDER THE PROVISIoNS OF ABOVE MEN-
TIONED SECTIONS, THE BOARD Or COUNTY COMMISSIONERS WAS CREATED
SUCH AN IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT, THE CREATION OF SUCH AN IMPROVEMENT
DISTRICT MAY BE ACCEPTED IN LIEU OF THE INSTALLATION OF THE
IMPROVEMENTS OR THE POSTING OF A BOND AS ABOVE REFERRED TO.

THE OWNER OF THE TRACT SHALL PREPARE AND SECURE T[NlATIVE
APPROVAL OF A FINAL SUBDIVISION PLAT OF THE ENTIRE AREA AND MAY
INSTALL THE ABOVE IMPROVEMENTS ONLY IN A POPTION OF SUCH AREA,
BUT THE 'MPROVEMENTS MUST BE INSTALLED IN ANY PORTION OF THE

"SUBDIVISIONS" REFERS TO St,8-SECTIONS A, 8, C, 0, ETC AS SHOWN
ON PAGES 21, 22, 23, AND 24.

20 -
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(Published in The Wichita Beacon on

OFFICIAL NOTICE

, 1965)

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN AND TO ALL PERSONS INTERESTED:

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that on May-67-196-9, the Wichita-
Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission, in Room 401,

f City Building Annex, 104 South Main, Wichita, Kansas, at 2.00 p.m.,
will consider the following amendment to the Subdivision Rulea and
Regulations for the Wichit a-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area, as
revised and adopted by the Nichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area
Planning Commission on July 17, 1958, and as approved by the Board of
Commissioners of the City of Wichita, Kansas, July 29, 1958, and
amendments thereto:

11,4

t

SECTION XV. IMPROVEMENTS

Amend to read as follows:

The improvements listed in sub-sections (A), (B), (C),
(D), and (E) of this section shall be inetalled prior to the
approval of the Final Plat which is prepared for recording
purposes, except as hereinafter provided. In lieu of actual
completion of such improvements, the subdivider may file with      - -Oak«*
the City or County Commission, Benefit District Board, or
any other legally created governing body, a surety bond to
secure to the Board of City Commissioners, Board of County

t.?9 Commissioners, Benefit District Board, or any other legally
created governing body, depending upon whether the subdivi-
sion lies within the corporate limits of Wichita or the
unincorporated territory of Sedgwick County, the actual con-
struction of such improvements in a manner satisfactory to
the respective governmental agency and within a period speci-
fied by the Commission, but such period shall not exceed two
(2) years. Such bond shall be in the amount and with surety
and conditions satisfactory to the respective governmental
agency and shall be accompanied by signed statements from
the proper governmental agency that the amount of the bond
is adequate to cover the cost of the improvements. Provided, 2%44
however, that in lieu of actual completion of Buch improve- :Jeya?.

»148,4-1 ment, or the poating of a bond as provided for, the Planning5221
:1 02 1 Commission may require the subdivider to file with the Wichita-
24 Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission a

letter stating his intentions to complete the improvements
as required herein as development takes place on his build-21 ing sites. MWI""Mill....i

emy
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Further provided, however, that within the City of Wichita.
valid pet ition for such improvements filed with and approved

by the Planning Commission may be accepted in lieu of any
other requirements or alternates theretc as to the installa-
tion of improvements required in this section; and further
provided that such petitions are to be executed in accordance
with the standards and specifications of the City Engineering
Diviaion of the Department of Public Works and in accordance
with all statutes applicable thereto.

Further provided, however, that where the Wichita-Sedgwick
County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission finds that the
improvements listed in sub-sections A, B, C, D, and E of this
section can justifiably be constructed, at the expense of the
property owners, by the City of Wichita as needed, or within
a reasonable time thereafter, the above provision requiring
the installation of improvemente, the posting of a bond or
the filing of a letter of intentions, may be waived when the
subdivision under construction:

1. Lies within the corporate limits of the City
of Wichita; or

1

fli

44»

2. Abuts the corporate limits of the City of
Wichita, and whenever annexation can reason-
ably be expected within a period of one year.

Whenever no lots have been sold, the subdivider may
request the vacation of the plat prior to the time that the
improvements covered by the bond are installed, and when the
plat is vacated the bond shall be returned to the subdivider.

[.f-
1-

And provided further, that where the subdivision under con-
sideration lies outside the corporate limits of Wichita and is
so located as not to come within the exceptions listed in the
preceding paragraph, and where the subdivider shall have ini-
tiated the formation of an improvement district under the pro-
visions of Section 19-2782 of the 1945 Supplement to the General
Statutes; of Kansas, 1935. for the required improvements cited
in this section; and where, under the provisions of above men-
tioned sections, the Board of County Commissioners has created
such an improvement district, the creation of such an improve- :92
ment district may be accepted in lieu of the inatallation of
the improvements or the posting of a bond as above referred to.

The owner of the tract shall prepare and secure tentative
approval of a final subdivision plat of the entire area and may
install the above improvements only in a portion of such area,
but the improvements must be installed in any portion of the

L

<
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area for which a Final Plat ia approved for recording, or a
bond actually posted, and the owner may sell or lease or offer
for sale or lease lots only in the approved portion of said
property; provided, however, that trunk sewers and sewage

SNes€&44 treatment plants shall be deeigned and built to serve the
entire area or designed and built in much a manner that they
can eagily be expanded, or extended, as the case may be, to
Herve the entire area.

2%6%

A. 2ulgh-.M=ji

A permanent bench mark shall be acceamibly
placed, the location and e levation of which
shall be accurately noted on the subdivision

pj plat.

B. Street Improvements

All streets shall be excavated to the grade
approved by the City or County Engineer,
depending upon the location of the subdivi-
sion, and the roadway improved by surfacing.
The minimum standarde for surfacing shall

1 be not less than the following requirements:

1. Whenever the subdivision ia located within
the City of Wichita or within the probable
future urban area as shown on the plan,
"Future Distribution of Population", the
minimum width of surfacing shall be thirty
(30) feet between the faces of curbe, and
the combined curb and guttering must be
installed with all types of surfacing
except concrete pavement on which integral
curb must be conatructed.

The minimum width of major streete must
conform to that designated in the Major
Street Plan. The surfacing shall be
either (a) concrete with a minimum depth
of aix (6) inchea; (b) a five (5) inch hot
bituminous base with a one (1) inch sheet
asphalt surfacing; (c) road gravel, crushed
rock, coarse sand, or a sand clay construe-
tion having a compacted thickness of four

»61
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(4) inches or more; or (d) a surfacing
approved by the City Engineer as being
equivalent and equally satisfactory to the

.*-0.R (a), (b), or (c) type of surfacing
27<ya

All street construction within the City Limits
or within the probable future urban area of
Wichita as shown on the plan, "Future Dia-
tribution of Population", shall conform to
the standards for design and the specifica-
tions for materials and construction in
,ichita. The City Engineer shall supervise

the construction in all subdivisions or
areas lying within the City Limits of
Wichita. and the County Engineer shall
supervise all conatruction outlined in this
section that is located outside of the City
Limits.

2. Whenever the subdivision is located beyond
the probable future urban area, the minimum
width of surfacing shall be twenty-four ( 24)
feet, but on each side of this surfacing

04%.Fll there shall be an earth shoulder having a
1204/f. minimum width of three ( 3) feet. The sur-

facing shall be road gravel or crushed rock,
or a Hand eL·· construction having a com-
pacted thickness of four (4) inches or more.
The construction of the surfacing shall be

r*»32*-9€1 in accordance with the appropriate specifi-
,*&£2$.Si,l cations of the County Engineer of Sedgwick

County.

7%22;1

tiff

c. Sidewalka

Sidewalks shall be constructed along both sides of
streets designated as major streets in the Major
Street Plan adopted by the City Planning Commis-
sion, and along at least one Bide of all other
streets whenever any subdivision platted subse-
quent to July 20, 1948, is located within the
City Limits, or whenever such subdivision is to
be incorporated in the City Limits of the City of
Wichita by annexation.

%141:
''f..1.:t'.?.
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Whenever the subdivision is located beyond maid
City Limits, and does not abut said City Limits,
sidewalks shall be constructed along streets
designated am major streets in the Major Street
Plan adopted by the City Planning Commission or 2#4
along streets located at section and quarter ?1
section lines. I€€:

Beginning July 20, 1948, the subdivider or prop- =23,1 '.

erty owner or owners shall submit as a condition

of approval of the plat, a schedule showing or -£
listings

=34'12
1. The streets on which sidewalks will be con-

structed on both sides of the street.

2. The streets on which sidewalks will be con-
structed on one side only, and the particular
side of the street on which the walk ia to
be installed.

ia#*L

Sidewalks shall be constructed according t o the
grade as established by the City or County, in
conformity with the schedule submitted, and in
accordance with the plans and specifications and
under the supervision of the City Engineer, or
County Engineer, depending upon the agency hav-
ing jurisdiction. Theee shall be installed by
the time improvements on each building site are
completed, provided, however, that sidewalks
along unimproved sites shall be installed with-
in two years from the date of filing of the plat.
Installation beyond this two-year period may be
deferred in cases where improvements are actually

j under construction but have not been completed.
23.=4*,
i f provided no such deferment shall be granted unless

applied for in writing to the Board of City Com-
missionere or Board of County Commissioners, de-
nen,31 ne; in/n whpthet· the Aubdivision im within

fite'..
gate the corporate limits of Wi.chit a or in unincorporated

territory of Sedgwick County, within such two years.

Nothing in this sub-section "C" regarding eidewalks
shall be construed to prevent the installation of
sidewalks on both sides of the street at this time
or at any t ime in the future.

Wfa
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(Policy adopted by Board of City Commissionere
regarding sidewalk installation.) (See Page 24.)

NatiLLing&

1. Where an approved public water supply is rea-
sonably accessible or procurable, the subdi-
vider shall contract with the local water

distributing agency to make the water supply
available for each lot within the subdivided

area. The subdivider shall also contract

with the local water distributing agency for
the installation, maintenance and operation
of fire hydrants in accordance with the local
requirements whenever the subdivision liea
in the possible future urban area as shown
on the plan, "Future Distribution of Popula-

2
efi

21

tion".

2 If a public water supply is not available,
the subdivider shall construct wells or a

private water supply system in such a manner

that an adequate supply of potable water will
be available to every lot within the subdi-

vision. The water supply system shall be
constructed in accordance with the require-
ments and under the supervision c the Wichita-
Sedgwick County Health Department.

162 E. Sewe

...

1 Where a public sanitary sewer is reasonably
accessible, the subdivider shall connect with
such sanitary sewer and provide adequate

sewer lines accessible to each lot; provided,
however, that no lot in a subdivision located

beyond the city limits of Wichita shall be
required to be connected with the sewer sys-
tem of the City of Wichita. Sewer connec-
tions and subdivision sewer mystems shall
comply with the regulations of. shall be con-
structed under the supervision of, and shall
be approved by the Health Department, the
City Engineer, or the County Health Officer,
depending upon the agency having jurisdiction.

i
5%1
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Where a public sanitary sewer is not rea-
sonably accessible, but where plans for in-
stallation of sanitary Bewers in the vicinity
of the subdivision have been prepared and
approved by the City Engineer or the County
Health Officer, the subdivider shall install
sewers in conformity with such plans, although
a connection to an existing main may not be
immediately practicable. In Buch cases and

until such connection is made with the newer
system of the district, the use of a sewage
treatment plant or other approved disposal
system will be permitted, provided such die-
posal facilities are constructed in accord-
ance with the regulations and requirements of,
constructed under the supervision of, and
approved by the appropriate agency.

3,

*Et]
24»$ · ,

f¢99

fw.

Where no sewers are accessible and no plans
for the immediate construction of same have
been prepared, the subdivider shall either
install sewer lines and a didposal system in
accordance with the requirements of the pre-
ceding paragraph, or adequate provisions
shall be made for the disposal of sewage by
means of individual sewage disposal devices
which shall meet all of the requirements of
the City, County or State Health Departments
and subject to the approval of the governing
body having jurisdiction of the area where
located.

4. Adequate provision shall be made for the
disposal of storm water subject to the
approval of the Commission.

%*I ·

The propoaed amendments will there be discussed and con-
sidered by the said Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission, and all persons interested in said matter will be heard
at this time concerning their views and wishes in the premi,es, and
any protest against any of the provisions of the proposed change to
the Subdivision Rules and Regulations will be considered by the Com-
misgion as by law r: ovided .

r
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t WITNESS my hand and seal on this -Bth_ day of April .

C. Bickley Foster, Secretary
Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission

(SEAL)

-4.09#44
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Ill[ CITY-0[ WICHIiA

OFFICE OF THE CITY MANAGER

AMH[ns·r 2-82!! --- AREA CODE 116

CITY BU]LOING --- 204 s MAIN s. # January 17, 1966WICHITA. KANSAS 67202

TO: Sedgwick County Board of Commis sioners
. *it City of Wichita Board of Commissioners

FROM: Russell E. McClure, City Manager

SUBJECT: Revised Policy Statement for Installation of Streets952/4
946 and Sidewalks

Confirming our recent discus sion, I have asked Mr. Foster to provide
for the presentation of the proposal of the revised policy statement for
the installation of streets and sidewalks at an informal conference to be

held at 3:00 P. M. on Tuesday, January 25, 1966 on the 8th floor of the
Sedgwick County Courthous e.

The information that is to be presented for informal review is contained
in Mr. Foster's memorandum to vou of December 27, 1965. Please
review this information before the meeting so that you will be familiar:9%

4% with it.

This is a very important step in the preparation of the standards to be
required for the installation of public facilities by developers.

It is hoped that all members of the two governing bodies will be present on
thisoccasion.

REM:gs
CC: C. Bickley Foster, Director of Planning

Ralph Wulz, Director of Public Works

B. E. Smith, City Engineer
T. J. Scanlon, Director of Administration 1
John Dekker, Director of Law

-Robert H. Hess, Director of Water

-Emory Cox, Park Board Director METROPOLITAN C.-f
James F. Clancy, Executive Assistant PLANNING gfRobert G. Finch, Executive Secretary

9442  Bill Skillman, Senior Public Information Officer
AU·-1/(ITT ALL-AMERICA CITY

lur
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WICH'-9'Ar.SE).GWICK COI}i?PV

METRODOLITAN 3.'REn Ii·,ANSING_PAS'7·02291
Cacy Building Annex

104 South Main

Wichita-Kansas

December 27, 1965

MEMORANDUM

TO. SedgwiCK County Board of Commissioners
f 2%' City of Wiciii·ta Board of Commissicners

Russell E. McClure, City Manager

FRON: Bickley 00·ter: Director of Planning -0
SUBJECT: Revised Policy Statement for

Ins<:alla·lion 053 Streets and Sidewalls

h majority of the mambers of the Metropolitaa Area Plar:ning Commis-
sion. on December 16. 1965 r revie-·500 ·the attached Revised Draft
a Policy Statement for Streats and Sidewalics (dated December 13,
1965) c as related to ·the praparatien of new 'Jity-·Couni-y Subdiviaion
Regulations. The Metropolitan Area Plnnning Commission is in
general agreement as to the provisions contained therein mild- Cell.-

mends ·ther *o your consideration, Who foliowing is a general sum·-
mary of ·21% proposals: ineleding p:resent and n.w standards and
financing information by typs of facility:

02

Estimated Cost/

pavement Width ilighy..SWLIENE .Linear Feet

9vpe 02 Facilitv 121.i blmt Qld y.mi 9121 ae'Z

4,4

.-Ical Residential 30 34 60 60 ¢20.00 922.00

22%.Magginal Access 24 33 NiA 815.75

28.Marginal Access 24,30 28 $15.75, $18.50
$20.00

3. Residential Col- 33 GO 70 DT/h $26.50(3
lector and Multi-

family

4. Industrial a =cm- 40 44 80 $30.00 $33.00

mercial

5. Alley 20 20 31:97#

L

L 24
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24>24.k
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Base 2 - Sedgwick County Board of Commissioners

City of Wichita Board of Commissioners

Russell E. Mcalure, City Manager
December 27, 1965

Est:ima·ted Cost, 93

Par,ement Width Right of Wav Linear Rege .9
T2122.-2£2asUitZ mi 1.£2 210. bleli mA 281 42

Urban fcontintled) 4-21

1, 1 6. Arterials Variable Variable

luy1:or 42 £O. 4-13 -

paving paving

1)S.,. 26·c25(Af
1 (2) (22

7. Local Residential 25 25 60 60 (41 (41

8. Collector, Industrial

or Commercial

35(2) 35(20 80 80 (41 (43 f&*.*
:ft:*
79%

j

Intersections N/A 1.1/A N/'A N/A 62,000 82,200

(For type 1 Urban only) -;ld-'

At r

45/LE
4'4.- -

t4

i'/AN; '
WhA

%?49
2»53

'347.5

N/A - Not applicable

1
Refers to 2 lots or less per acre

448 6 ' for shoulders

Property pays for equivelent or
34 foot street (collector only)

4
Information not available

The Metropolitan .Area Planning Commission further suggested tha-2 a
general statement similar to the :ollawing be included to apply to
all streets:

When a stree·t is bounded on one side by a water···

course or Other similar physical. barrier where no

curb cuts can exist ; and when no on-·street parking

is permitted, the width of tho street eD.% be reduced

in width by eight (81 fee: or the width of the normal
parking lane,

Other major provisions provide ·that:

tht: 0...

»*33% ..'*4 '
L':.: i' ''Ft'A
kh · '<,; IVI'kil
1: 28'rk

*: . B. ''

/2/1

A
=irm/'////45€350emEW#22//6/4*142$.1-'.pw» 2 4«4# 1' 4, ·8•* . - 4, 4 , A-i*-i

'f! 22,/ 1 '. .5 9.L: 4 1 2.6 +

,

9.

44.1
· · ··. · ·'r..41449'*1#v ' .Wrl:*4

41

ic'.,111-1111-

9.45*41

$36:00 $36.00



Page 3 - Sedgwick County Board of Commissioners
City of Wichita Board of Commiosione:rs

a.

b.

d.

#7*itt

Russell E. Mcclure, City Marager 1''/:*'December 27. 1965

The governing bodies will assume all costs for
residential collectors over and above the equiv-
alent costs for a 34-foot local residential.

The governing bodies will assume all costs for
arterials where full access control (except for

intervening streets ) is provided; and in all o·ther

instances, the plet·tor will establish in a trust

fund an amount equivalent to a 34-foot local resi-

dential street or provide for a service road.

I r./

.s Y.

64..

R?J

Intersection ccsts will basically be guaranteed by 9
the plattor. 4

.1
,€

m
Sidewalks will be provided only in urban type sub- M

divisions except along major interior r.on-pEdestrIan 4
traffic generators. Bil

1,% 4:':.

'*91%

A

L

The adoption of these improved standards will result in:

1. Additional development coots within the community due to:

ae higher standards, eeg., 34 vs. 30, 38 vs. 30,
44 vs, 40, etc.

4.-

90

12&*t

b, paved vs. dirk (in 'urban' areas)

c. intersection costs assumed by developer.

2. Governmental units providing from $50 20 $125 thousand a

year for pro rata share of collectors. This must come %42 I. ,
from operating budgets. I'. Ul€#11%:r 

3. The City of Wichita wiil have to provide within 5 to 8
E

years nearly twice the amount of money for arterials to V
gain the same mileage where access controlled type sub-
divisions are found, however. this will subs'can·cially in-

creaae the carrying capacity of the major thorofares, and -

help reduce unnecessary traffic ·through neighborhood

streets: Ce.g.c Wes:link 5·th, Reel:wood, ticodlawn East) .

E291*a

-6.'441

1

./-3 -0* 1
m•·-,r

ill _ -23L ...:121 ill./...:..-.'.'*--""".I--'*I....'/£=
·U»/·19,4 0.
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Page 4 - Sedgwick County Board of Cormnissionors

City of Wichita Board of Commissioners

Russell E. Mcelure, City Manager
December 27, 1965

4. Intersection savings for the City of Wichita will atari:
at approximately $25 throusand/year and run to $200 thousand
a year (in 10 years). A revolving fund needs to be estab-
lished to institute the proposal. Estimate of $175.000 for

the City of Wichita; $25-$50,000 for the County.

This material im now ready for another joint City-County Commission
meeting to make preliminary decisions on thic policy statement

which will be a significant one in new subdivision regulations. We
can provide you a revised work schedule for completion of the

regulations as soon as a date is mutually decided for the Commis-
sioners to meet

CBF:bar

cc: Metropolitan Area Planning Commissioners
City and County Staffs

4*149%

f

L

5/



RET' v SED nRATT

Detail Policies and Reouirements
for Instailation of Streets and Sidewalks

Streets

These st,=r.,dards age prepaxed oi. the assumption that govern-

ing bodies will emrcise suflicient coutro?.0 over 3 ant use ·through

platting and Moning w allow for a grea'her distinction bet···Jeen 3970
classes of streets. These standards a;.re ba.ma or: an assumption

that street wi j h:hs and other design ·Eactors are directly relate:8

to the €ype al.d intensity o„. 1:,2.0 and, therebye to the rune-

DE,cember 134 1965

US-0 a

tione whlch the straete must pexform. The la.9 and tfpe of use ifit
2% thereon which streets give access„ generate :Fips at Eates which

vary according to thi" 29&>e of activity or J.anS use. Thus differ

ent star,dards are lx, ··- needed al?cl jusk. i, f-'ia:·142 fer residenci.al

Cand the var·ying densities t.licnree€) 2.1.5 .·Erti· commercial or indus-

trial areas. We are basically asking Inur 9 -ener,3 2.,imited number

of street widths b. petbrm too bread a funchon. They ore ei.her

oval· or under-designed as to func:ir« e.g. 80-2.ot streets merv-

ing as collectors when 38 ·teet or gweaker is ·.:ec.ded. 4·2. ·38 felt.

that the functional negds and requirements or both streate and

their adjoining lead aces are balanced in Lie Tollowing design

standards.

For purprses of this 81·.atestall apply:

L

L

if

·2 .
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REREEK - The right-c-·way or easement, public or private; nat
the anea of the pdviy.g or other improvenpents ob the street
righi»Df-·cay, c.·-:7 esa su.ch paving or improv,emonts coincide
wi,·h t.he betindat:.es o.€ such rights-of-·u·,y.

4:42·itt
PAVANG (MEET,1 - rehe physical imprave.ment o . 2 stmet using co:- 490*

crete, asphaltic colzerate, or ..isphalt flexible type pave-
ments including cub ai·:d gutter and incidental drainage
facilities. 4, --1

AP.·25:141121 STE'2MT - Ar-v sty.·ent servirci maini tinffir, maniman·I-s

4 90 O

469
51/f .,t
91*46

kty -

which is designe:·3 92:2.marily as a traf€ic carriee bettken
citiee: er between various aections off a city, which forras
o parb of a net.jork of thzough streets and which provides
service anS acc·:ess to abutting propenties only as a record,-
ary function.

COLEJECTOR S'PREET - An;y street designed pr,huraily to gather t.raf·-
fic +27:cm local or residen·cial streets o··09 carzy it to the
arteriel system.

COMMERCIAL STREE'T - See industriel Stteet.

FRON.PAGE ROAD - A public or private margical access roadway
generally paralleling and contiguous to a street ©r highway

2**94
4.4 und designed to prelao·ta safety by eliwinati.ng uplimited
·brNE tc„L: 
9€ -.,4. ingreas ai:,9 egr.-30,3 to such street or highway by providi. ng
IUA»2-4
-»13

points of ingres:·; and egress at more-09··less uniformly
spaced inte, Vals.

INDUSTFC[.AL STREET - A Local street located within an area zoned
foy· high in·tensi·>.i, office. commercial , induatrial, whole-
saling waxehousing„ or menuffictuic·ing prrposeN.

14*PR
**621·11
abfer£AA I..]CAL STREIrr - Al.y s·treet desigried primarily ·00 provide access

344'22.3 to abutting prO!281'.ty particularly residential iii nature.
,1,4.UJ·

1%3 V\.

fUREINAY, Ar.,2.'ESS SPR)312 - A local street which is purallel with
and adjacent to a limited access highway or arterial street
ana which provides access to ebutting p: operties and protec
tion from fast through traffic on the 1-wited access high-
way or arterial stwee:.

44*.4 ROAD OR ROArtWAT -- The paved o.e· prepared surf.·ce including
graded aird sanzied aire.a exist: ing on the street right-of-

€99.t way. exclesive of sidewalks, driveways or related useg.

·*OF.
The platt,or shall gualantee lin accol:dance with previous

3€d:
paligy decieiens rted,0 by the goiyerning b¢:dier. sitking an bnc)

Uff»Adabsubs.21

4*94.9.

i1
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3

the installation of pavement (see types 1 through 6 :in all u.-ban

subdivisions) and thiu grading and sending c.. all re·ads ir, a sub--

urban subdivision (see types 7 and 83 excepu when:
i@1

1. A paverent or read exists that mmete these stand.cas 1=FE

and specifications.

2. There is no statutory authority for pei-itioning for

the improvement and where the pavsment length is

less than 135 feet in leng·th, pro·.vided. howeverr that

this shall Ort apply where suen pervement or roadway in
e

i stub or ati entension of existing pavement or readway .

or an exte:.stc ·. oz other pavement r :· readways required

to be guarant=23 under the pr©visins Of the subdivi-

sion regulations.

3. In the opt.r.tor. of the (City) (Cout,{ '.'t' engine.er. the

actual instollatici: or patitioning thereof 1,0211,3 7-0

02 such burge:. and e:tra cost as t. coi,Btitute n

haidship beth on the plattor and unblic agencieo

involved.

n urban subdivis: ·ns the fellowing ELAndarris shall appiy:
el

LOCAL, STEER'I

ONE-1> Al ZILY OR TWO-': AMIUE T't; C P.I-P.I.1

Urban

60'

1
:34 :r

./.

L
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L
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The change from a 30···foot street is to prod de for two moving

lanes (97 and ·two pix-Ling lanes *'t. All costs to be quaran··

teed by the plattor.

FROM'rAGE OR MARGKNAL ACCESS ROAD

.p r·,f; -STREET PARK)CMC)

P.L.

24'

Type 2A

Urban

38' right-of-way
line

FRCE£,4,3.; OR MARGINAL ACCESS i.-11))

('WS.·.1 03-STREET PARKENT

P.L.

--200

i A-Highway
Type 2,3 --c" right-of·-way
Urban line

Frantage oz m.2. 315101 access roads ··Jort.2 as a mat·her of gep

eral policy be cne-Lay tperations i·jithout c·i--st™·ee·k e.to carlo

pezking. This provicic Ye.· 2 w.oving lanes: ·12 feetti. il-:ier :31:0.-3

conditions, Type 211 st.inderds -:101715 be red. Housver: in

certain areas where P.I.u= may be a need :201· t.·.0- :ay operattori

·i?A..
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particularly in s recidantial area, type 2B -: ou.19 be acceptable·

This provides for 2 meving lanes (10 feet, :Ed cne parking lane
W fee·t -· adjacen-t z 3-cits) . Agai.n sli.ght c·d jus·ements may be r
needed to satisfy pablle needs in specific instances Ye.g. 2-way

corames:cial with par.int . All costs ic· be guararheed by ·the

%21?

developer.

REG"DENT:<i'-E. COIL,EC20RS AND LO,2%3... E·TREETS
IN AREAS PO BE USED 1%2 OTHEn TWAN

Uit/t ONS-FAME.£2 OR QI·YO-FARTLY RESIDED,eiS AND
SUBE TE# CORE·JERCXAL 02 INDUSTRIAL AREAS

Type 3
Urka n

P.L.
P L.

-fe

Ily-¥

70 .-79%

This standard. wr:·3.' 9 provide :for 2 movin.· lanes (3.1 Net;

and 2 parking lanes (8 €eetk except :·.ear inte:<sections of collec-
·tors wi·th cellectors 0, arterials whe:."e p'D:.-J'-fag wol,13 be re-

stricted to allow for 02:ective sigDolizatior:. On collector

streets onlye the gove,·amental. agencif Ehall ·cay 'cr tile e.:cess
pavemelit eve: 34 feet. Such costs, unless petition techniques
are pentlitted to Le uss de must ccme 2:cm e.it,·ier operating funds
of from bond funds (2Dy latter would be nessible enly if kew

le€isla·tien ic obtaine. ) . It is recommend.·A however: thot in

this instance operatin- funds be used. Tb-: .-u appears to ba no
1¥

L'41,59

r

1640 5 4'
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major benefit from i:he issuance of bonds. In. fact. such a pro

cedure would decrease the funds available for major projects

plus raise the costs 02 such a program by the amount 02 the

interest charges.. Costs to government .jouid ran appro:,rimately

$4.50 per linear foot c€ s:reet. .13 wenid reqcire approxiuately

SM©if.

*147%

atils.3

624,000 93$ mile ef collectors. At the ce.-rer.·: rate 02 su.tdivid- 9

ing, three ho four miles of collectcrs per year wouldl prebably -

te paved. The costs over a given period r 7 kime world be Rio.re .
than offset by the ..3.icties on intersec·tic. : which taild relicv.2

the city of issuing bonds fc··r intersections. Afte: in years,

total annual savings cs intersectioils wculd run ahout 6250.000/yr-

Where bridges would be required on collectors a the governing be·dy

·woul,0 assume the cos·t nines an amoul·t equiralent ·20 5 34.foot

dection Of standard street paving.

Although it t.ould be easier to assign a 11 the costs to the

platta- a collector in most instances benefits blocks end addi-

tions beyond one spaciric plat. Governmen'.·. narticipa·tien will

encourage better des.igi. and ·the devolot.meat·; 02 collectors, whemas

y other policy tendo to peralize good demign.

NON-ARTERKAL CCUMERCIAL AND MiDUSTRIAL STREETS

type 4

E .TE CURB PARKING

Urban
SO' R#T-

44'

i 10•'7- 12'

t

L
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L *43
Additional width for movit.g lanes and iDa.:king lanes are re-

quired for this type of otreet due 20 larger size vehicles and

increased congestion En true industrial parks, whe:e additional

controls are provided as to extra parking: 10:.dit.g and maneuvering

arease etc. o curb parl.ing could be eliminated and the streets

could be buil 2 i·.0 pcovide two moving lanes and an emergency :3'Fep-

441&13%'.2.

. 4#4*fit

;025

AWL#lik

pina Lane. Al£ COS,k, 23,62 'U /2 guci...lige.. U.'4
'4
re,2
If2445.1

ZE!29.Ji F€*iy.t

Arterial cons:Kection should be pmvided for by the local #hi#

1§99tt
unit of government: provided that full access cobtrol (except

for intervening streets; see Example A.) is granted t. the pub-

lic.

S.:ca·_ ...ce .

 4- access  Cont i·01 71
r, . t. C I LC ./

Example A

0

0

3%26·.

When streets intersect and lots side in as ita Example Be L
and when non-residential tracts have direct access cuts to the
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main traveled lanes, ·2:hen the applicant shall pay an amcunt

equivalent to the cost of a 34-foot local E·:reet plus the cost

of a 4-foot sidewalk into a trust fund for ·the improvement or

reimprovement of said street. and that such funds shall b con-

sidered a prepaymert of any future assessment for street im-

provements.

rl

0

La'.I

- t. rter·i.Ttl

Example B

the event a marginal access road 3.s required or permitted.

shall ke responsible for the er.·st of the service read

incur any obligation 2©r the rertevial. Stmlilarl.ye

street has al,mady been imp:oved ·ac, current standords, no

shall bo mode.

r Arterial Star.dards see *49

Transportation Sturlve Vol. IX p Chart SA

Development Star.darde - Area. pp. 21·-28 and

37-39.

T.nea -1

xn

the plattor

and shall not

if the

:equirements

r

(2936*
f»T;+

'904*
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RESIDENTIAL SUBURBAN LOTS
OTHER THAN COLLECTOR AND ARTERXAL

Type 7
Suburban

60'
P.

Variable14-154

124

·Wd,It€1,7

All roads for suburbati type plats; (22 j-Ri,/A or lessI wculd

be improved to this s: :andard. Drainage di·20·11 widths to be

established by the Coe: ty Eng:nees. All costs to be guaranteed
by the plattor.

COLLECTOR, INDUSTRIAL AND
COMMERCIAL STREETS

Type 8
Suburban

80'

I Variable

tt

For this type of street, all costs woul.d be assignable to
the plattor.

Standarda and Specifica 23/ono

En the COnstructic.: ce ·-heze streers. ·neral design cri-

teria shall me:et ·thrce stendorda; set out i. Lne btanliar€s Manual

I .Yl.

L
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which will con·bain detail sheets of standard design The Standards

Manual will contain cress seetions, design standards ouch as Curb

radii, driveway details, curb types, exparision and cormraccion

joint detail, sidewalks de·tail and reference ·20 written speci-

fications 02 mat.erial. Specifications for 9.ype 1. ths-u Type 6
paging will be those of the City 02 Wichita entitled

Citi, of Wi.chida. Corr,·e·te Paving; c=

«.t.qmrJa·i.Citv of Wichita- A:phaltic Concrete Paving; or

City of Wichita. Asphalt Pavirm (note the City Engineer

and County Engineer are to confer further for

standarda and specifications as to a flexible type
of pavement.6

Type 7 or 8 Read shall 0.8 specificationw of redgwick County
entitled

Minimum Standards For Graded, Sanded or Graveled and

Di·tched Rights-CY-·eav.

12*&

1

intersections

The platto,r shall be required to guarantee construction

of all interaections whi.ch am a 1,331 0.2 -the plat in ·the oame
manner as streets except:

1. Those lacal wagginal access cr collector streets

which in:erse,22 with ati acterial :'cramp].8 12 5

2. That portien of an intersection exceeding the

normal paviag ·equizements of a 4..foot local

¥@V,

3°*ig

»143

%*134

7%i

L

00,2*A€r
·,d?*9*
< 49*»
*34%

1%*5*Alt

9*'. 1
·-%8:2.

'4*'.9""*44'4: 0

::3%: 1#:*#W'%#// ./
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street; an€

3. ehose portious of intersections not included as

a part 02 the plat.

Examole 1

-p345J: f

Arterial
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Example 4

Intersection i
Limits

Plotted axea 590:

i

Curb iline
r

At the time 07 preliminary platting, 4 k shall be de·termirzed
whether the intersec·Cio:, as a whole shall ba paved or not. If
·the entire intersectien is required te be paved, the developer
shall be ifimbtesed fe r ·the cost of that portion not required
to be guaicanteed €02: conscruction. W the even·2 it is de·temised
that the int:ersec.tion Not bs paved, the plo<:·hor shall pay into
a trust fund such amoun: as is estimated to· ke his share <»3 the
cost of the intersection.

WheD such guarant:(3923 by the developer a re earcised by peti-
tion„ the Governing Body shall so structum ·,·.he peti-5.02, se as22/443

:o assess the 'requined' cesta to the project. The Coverning
Body will then either Fay for ·the balance by issuance of bonds
or by cash from a "revolving trus·t fund ec-:ablished 0 handle

intersection financi.ing. A.Eter bonds have k 722 esued and the
next plattor involved riles a pia t.a pe·ki·cion t.·,=ld not be
acceptable, and cash guarantees, inclueing .4 neers·st, woeld be

UF44'22:.

uat -L.
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required and payable to the trust fund, unless petitions aze
4

universally accepted and it appears that this would not be the

pr·evailing situation) . A special levy on operating funds would
be needed to establish the trust fund to handle this method of

f*%3 intersection construction. The o.ther altern;1-te would be to con-

tinue the pre®ent policy of the local unit of government cityl
273&..ilk paying for intersections: or of creating a vary unequitable

situation fer developers if they had to pay for Mull inte-see-

tion cests When not (Euly within their plan. It Ns eatimated
6250,000 would b. required +to establish ·the ticast fund fer i.m-

19€57

provemerits within the incorporated ana. 1·Lersections mr

ene·f .9 graded as:eeg (Subarban plats> should be lee'. as the aspousibility
40?0

of the plotter and sand'ed in all instances.

S.,i-DENALKS

Sidewalks wculd be requind on b¢th sides of the st--- -er-

ever urban ati:eete are regulimd, except

a. along streete with residential lots cf 200 :Zeet

or' maze front.ge or lots over ¢ ir 0-·re in average

size; ana

o. ajols€ 20:22-CE 853325€ent t:c large 1.03:···pecles·:rian 1

generating 0538 ac rev be detentined bv the Plan-
 1

S{Li
nile Ccalics.-00 fe.g. ir.·kernel st:'caa·.s ale'pag

5% cemeteries - 25·Ch Street eust of Ii·Ulsi:le? ; internal

St:reets ;310212.' :32:,3 pits; St:ree:El al¢309 parks tha·2

L
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are developed uith walks and ·23:ails, (e.g. Park

Villa and Oak Park).

Sidewalks shal.1 be a minimum of 4 .feet iii width. The side·-

walk shall be guaranteed fi:om curb to curb of intersecting

streets rather than 20 prove:ty lines.

I *4 On all urban arker. als, the local govern:#.ng body shall be

responsible for providing 5-foot sidewalks wherever conditions t.4

set in Type 6, Example .1-1 aze present. Iial.eve: in Type 6, Exam···

ple B and all other development, the developer sball be required

·ho either guarantee the construction of i.he sidewalks or pay into

the trus·t fund as desor·.bed ·for Type 6. Example B, en amount
, ;f,01

equivalent to the cost of sidewalks.

Sidewalks x-or subn:·ban plats will tiot be required. Eew:ver,

from time to time alongzural arterials, sidewalks may be deter'· · 954*14

.»6#1,·
mined to be needed as n public necessi·ty whon leading to schools:,

shopping areas or other places of public assembly. The respons-

ibility for constructio .' anG payment cf Costs for such installa-

t..,X

4%{f

Sidewalks shall b

orty li:ies rather than.

E const,zucted as near as possible ·20 prop·-

curb linas.

13
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Yst
November 30, 1965

Russell E. Mcclure, City Manager

C. Bickley Foster, Director of planning

Financing for Sidewalks

At the city Commission meeting of October 19, 1965. the
Commissioners directed that the sidewalk policy in platting
be reviewed by the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
and that recommendations be made for revision to that

policy.

An informal en banc meeting of the City. County. and Planning
Commissioners was held on November 9, 1965, at which time the

following methods were adopted as those being acceptable
for the guaranteeing of installation and financing of side-
walks in conj unction with a plat:

1. Filing of a corporate surety bond guaranteeing
construction in accordance with City specified-
tions within a period of two years. The sidewalk
may be ordered in at the expiration of the two-
year period or the corporate surety bond may be
extended at the option of the governing body.

2

' ' 5 .44.

949#

' 0/.2

 5,?34:,

Deposit with the local unit of government of a 4>.
cashier' s check or cash (to be placed in a trust
account) in the amount of the required sidewalk
construction. The sidawalk may be ordered in at -
the expiration of the two-year period or the
cashier's check, or other monies, may be retained
at the option of the governing body.

Filing with the local unit of government of an
irrevocable letter of credit in the amount of the

sidewalk construction. The sidewalk may be ordered
in at the expiration of the two-year period ar the
irrevocable letter of credit may be extended at
the option of the governing body.

'3249
1#/TE' ill

4. Petitions for sid,walk construction will be 1 1-

accepted only upon approval of the governing body. t=

while the other means of guarantaaing the financing
and construction may be accepted by the Metropolitan 0 .

Area Planning Commission without the approval of the 1.4 ..I
1,63/Nk ;-

31: governing body.

Ue

L

.061,6* 9
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O

- Russell E. Mcalure
November 30. 1965

Wheniver actual construction of sid-alka is propoled
by the plattor, the plat shall be presented to the
governing body for it, revi,w.

The now Subdivision Regulationg are now under preparation and
whili th•se newly adopted provisions pertaining to aid-alk
initallation will ba included in the reviaed regulationi.
the City Commission may wi,h to affirm the mithod, of
guarante•ing initallation met out above lo that there will be
no misunder*tanding in the proces,:lag of plats filed in the
interim.

Car:ber
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THE CITY OF WICHITA

Pat

72,4

TO C. Bickley Foster, Director of Planning

F€I

LEJ

-git

OFFICE OF DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC WORKS DATE November 24

FROM Ralph Wulz, Director of Public Works
PUK 381'el Y

SUBJECT Policy Determinants for Streets
and Sidewalks for New Sub-

Division Regulations

By copy of a memorandum dated November 16, 1965, you provided a draft
copy of certain proposed policies and standards for installation of streets
and sidewalks. The contents of your memorandum and the attached report
were considered at our division head meeting on Friday, November 19,

1965. The following comments represent the combined opinions of the
Traffic Engineer, the City Engineer, the Superintendent of Public Works
Maintenance, the Superintendent of Central Inspection. and myself concern-
ing the above referred to proposals.

Standards for Local Streets

The Department of Public Works objects to the proposal to reduce the width
of certain local streets to 27 feet and the reduction of street right-of-way
required to 50 feet. Existing standards are, of courses 30 feet and 60 feet.
The proposalis apparently based on providing two 9 -1/2 root lanes for moving
traffic and one parking lane. We believe that it is impractical to limit parking
to one side of all residential streets. If this is adopted, who is going to
determine which side parking will not be permitted on, and how should these
restrictions be enforced. Obviously it would be necessary to sign all such

12 77.

streets indicating locations where no parking is permitted. Such signing in 1-/:tia
a nice residential area is objectionable. The Police Department is not now
and is not likely to be staffed to enforce such a restriction. It is our combined -ropinion that minimum street widths should take into consideration many 
factor s in addition to traffic considerations. These would include the follow-

ing: 1 F '2

PAN,

9%1

44

(a) Street width should be adequate for easy access by fire fighting equipment. 1;921.4 42

>*» (b}

(C)

Street width should be adequate for trash collection vehicles to operate
without blocking the street to other moving vehicles.

Street width should be adequate for moving vans and other delivery
equipment to provide necessary services without blocking the stree;

X43**,

3+ DE

yollittt*
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C. Bickley Foster
-2 - November 24,1965

(d) Street width should be sufficient to enable vehicles to be backed into
:C+133.;4.£

3%04
the street without colliding with vehicles which may be parked on the
opposite side ofthe street.

(e) Street right-of-way widths should be adequate for installation of side-walks on both sides of the street and for the installation of the necessary
4%03,4.3.

utilitie s.

It seems to me that the houses are close enough together as is. If narrower
street rights-of-way were accepted, then I would suggest that building set
backs be increased. A recent survey of 36 cities including Topeka, Kansas
City, Tulsa, Lincoln, Des Moines, and Springfield indicated that the average
of new residential street requirements in all cities surveyed was 30.7 feet.
Thirteen of the 36 cities surveyed are building some or all of their residential
streets at a 30 foot width at this time.

**pu

*449

*45

The Department of Public Works does not oppose the proposal to increase thewidth of certain residential streets to 36 feet. We would point out that 9 feet
is no longer considered adequate for a moving lane of traffic and that all
responsible engineering and traffic engineering organizations recommend aminimum width for a moving lane of 10 feet and a maximum moving lane width
of 12 feet. We realize that a 30 foot street is not really adequate for 2 moving
lanes of traffic if cars are parked on both sides of the street directly across
from each other. We believe, however, that the instances when 2 cars meet
at a point where vehicles are parked on both sides at the curb in single familyresidential areas are extremely limited. The additional 6 feet of pavementwill substantially increase development costs and/or costs to individual owners.We doubt that the number of acciderts involved on residential streets as a result
of the street being too narrow is sufficient to justify the additional cost involvedin providing for 36 foot streets even though we realize that 36 feet or even 38
feet or 40 feet residential streets would be desirable. We would also point out
that changing from the present pattern of 30 foot residential streets to some37 foot and some 36 foot residential streets will result in many additional points
where the curbs are not properly aligned. Past experience indicates that such
points are hazardous.

82-

Fpri':
; 6.64

S./.4

4*iii
c«407

14%4.

EW*gR·

Standards for Frontage or Marginal Access Roads feek 4.

We believe that frontage or marginal access roads should be looked upon as a
means of separating the through or fast moving traffic from the local or the

91*WeiN slow moving traffic. These roads will normally serve commercial areas.
Inasmuch as new commercial developments are required to provide adequate

1

off street parking, we feel that a 24 foot frontage road with no parking permittedwould be adequate. Such frontage roads should preferrable be one -way streets
operating in the same direction as the main arterial.

i
tl

.l

2 'P.

1 1
-
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C. Bickley Foster -3 - November 24, 1965

Residential Collectors and Local Streets in Areas to be Used for Other Than
ff One -Family or Two -Family Residences and Other Than Commercial or
3 Industrial Areas

42'

fq?32·

<13

15£

30¢?Per..

The Planning proposal is for 38 foot wide collector streets with the cost of
such streets in excess of the normal 34 foot street being made up from operating
funds. The department of Public Works favors the designation and development
of collector streets. We point out, however, that there is presently no statutory
provision for such streets and that it probably would not be possible to pay a
portion of such streets from bond funds; therefore, it would be necessary, as
indicated in the report, to obtain the necessary funds through the operating
budget. We believe this proposal is impractical and that it would not be possible
to gain approval of such an item in the operating budget. We believe that
collector streets should be 40 feet or 44 feet in width depending upon the type 4

40.
of area to be served. We note that the area development standards report of
the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission, as well as the recently completed -%2*e ··

Transportation Study, recommended 44 foot collector streets. We see no
particular reason for paying for a portion of the cost of such streets City at
Large other than to encourage the platting and development of such streets.
This may be a worthwhile objective, however, we believe that legislation
should be obtained prior to the adoption of this particular recommendation.

696*44 ,

Non-Arterial Commercial and Industrial Streets

The proposed standard is for the construction of a 44 foot street on an 80 foot
right-of-way. The recommendation is apparently based on providing two 10
foot parking lanes and two 12 foot moving lanes. We agree generally that 44
feet is a satisfactory width for such streets. There are instances in commercj
and industrial areas where adequate off street parking is provided to make
possible the complete elimination of all on street parking. In these instances,
a 40 foot street would normally be adequate. There are also instances in such
areas where the construction of a normal curb and gutter section is not
desirable. We feel that the Subdivision Rules and Regulations should not be
so designed to eliminate the exercise of good judgement by the Planning Depart
ment and/or the Public Works Department in determining desirable requiremei
to satisfy special needs in such area.

'341

021 .

Alley, Commercial or Industrial

Standards as proposed are acceptable.

tal

ltS
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C. Bicley Foster -4 - November 24, 1965

Pages 7 and 8 of the report discusses the financing of arterial streets. We
are opposed to the proposal to subject the total cost of arterial street con-
struction to general obligation bonds. Unless or until adequate provisions
are made for the financing of such a recommendation, the adoption of such
a proposal at this time would only reduce the already limited program for
arterial street construction. All previous studies have indicated that the
arterial street construction program should be increased rather than decreased.
Any proposal which will operate to reduce the program and further delay
needed projects must be vigorously opposed by this department.

792 0
.P-« ,.m

Residential Suburban Lots Other Than Collector and Arterial

4)52*3

63%1

While this section is applicable only outside the city limits, we would point
out that under this propo sal the city will continue to annex unimproved streets.
The result will be that petitions will continue to be submitted to the governing
body for the improvement of these streets in the future. The apparent objective
of the city governing body to eliminate the need for installation of facilities
several years prior to development will not be accomplished.

 Collector Industrial and Commercial Streets

I am not sure of the standard which is proposed for this type of street. The
cross section would indicate that dirt streets will be permitted. This would,
in our opinion, appear to be undesirable.

Standards and Specifications

It is noted that it is suggested that the City Engineer and County Engineer are
to confer further for standards and specifications as to a flexible type of
pavement. We believe that the City Engineer and the County Engineer should
retain the authority to determine when and if a flexible type of pavement will
be permitted. We will oppose the adoption of any regulation which will permit
the use of a flexible type of pavement without the specific approval of the City
Engineer in each instance.

We note that graded, sanded or graveled streets are to be permitted in certain
instances. Once again I would point out that this will not accomplish the
apparent objective of the City Commission.

V*.74* '-% t···
·A;Pj?(b*4144· 4- 23  ·*·«'860·4W44e "
1-5 >· . co 34·:Day94'1:77·*2:'AM,4.:A'%13*Rk. :1, 
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C. Bickley Foster

-5-
November 24, 1965

Sidewalks

GN¢ r
We would question the validity of exempting sidewalk requirements along

6%20)1 streets with residential lots with 200 or more feet of frontage or lots over 0

one acre of average size. As you know, many such lots were platted inwest Wichita which have subsequently been replatted into small lots. Thisprocedure leaves a hodgepodge of sidewalk installations. The proposalwould require 5 foot sidewalks on all urban arterials. We believe that 4foot sidewalks are adequate in most instances. We would suggest that the
*€434 standard require 4 foot or 5 foot sidewalks with the determination to be made
.:%4**901 by the City Engineer. We do not believe that the installation of sidewalks
%07 N. at the rear lot lines is desirable. We believe that fencing costs would beincreased more than would be saved in reducing sidewalk construction costs.We believe also that additional policing, lighting, etc., would more than
4&41632 offset any alleged savings.

1

The staff of the Public Works Department will be happy to discuss furtherour thinking with regard to the proposed policy determinates for streets andsidewalks at your convenience. It would appear that at least some of thequestions which have been raised could be resolved prior to the submissionof ihe proposals to the governing body for their furthe?: consideration.

Ralph W
Director of Public 44ks

RW:jh

cc: Russell E. McClure, City Manager
B. E. Smith, City Engineer
Paul B. Graves, Traffic Engineer
G. H. Wilton, Supt. Public Works Maint.

93
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MICNIEA-SE©GUICK COUNTY

.METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT
CITY BUILDING ANNEX, 104 South Main

Wichita. Kansas

November 16, 1965

TO: Members of the Wichita-Sedguick County Metropolitan Area
Planning Commission

F·ROM: C. Bickley Fos'zer, Director Of Planning

SUBJECT: Policy Date·c...inants fer Streets c.nd Sidewalks 20)

159# New Subdivi.sion Regulations

**i
4*4 Attached is the detailed policy statement xegarding the star»·

1211&6
dad·

4%31
4*614
.1., 74:

*IMp
4%$

ards and ti··aancing Zor sizeats and sidewalks for new subdivi-
sion regulations. In order to maintain th:- schedule to review

this information, Chiman John Trout has requested that the
Planning Commission ce·ubers 129 available following ike regular
Planning Commission meeting on Thursday, 1''ovember 18, providing
the length of the meeting makes this feasible. Mr. Trout de-
sizes to discass with the msmbers; at 2:00 p.m., whether a
dinner meating might 13 necessary that sane evening to further
consider these policy statements in order ks complete ·the dis-
cuesion before the 7:30 p.m. public meeting on the Transporta-·
tion Study.

211
In following the raqu.st of the Metz opolitan Area Planning Com·-
mission, the following list is a summary 02 the policy deci-·
sions -which appear to be i rdicated by the attached statenants
on streets and sidewalks:

Standards 2.r paving widths and rights-of-way
are accaptable by tupes as set forth in the
Section on standards:

996*/I'

an 34 feet - local residential

an 27 Zeet 1ccal residential

an 28 Zeet marginal access road
an 38 feet residential collect.ox

End multi-family
rn 44 2€22 industrial and com-

rercial

an 20 feet alley
an Variable arterials

urban 25 feet local residential

urban 35 -eet Coliector

Type 1. Urb

Type 2: Urb

Type 3, Urb

Type 4, Urb

Type 5 : 131:]

Type 6, i.:11
Wype 7, ish

Type 8, Suk

Type 9, Sub

155,4
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Page 2 November 16, 1945

2. The governinc bodies will assume all costs for
resident:ia.i cellectors (Type 4) ove= and above
the equiva.lent costs for a 34·-foot· local zesi·-
dential.

3. The governing bodies will assume all costs for
arterials where full access control (except 20.
intervening streets) is provided; and in all
other instances, the plat·i.or will ¢=+kablish in
a trust fund an amount equivalent 20 2 34-foct
local reside:itial straer or provid·.2 20:· a sel:vic,%
road.

4. Intersectiun .osts will be guaranteed by the lattor.

5. Sidawalks iii.· 11 ke grovided only in :-->- -·•,7-Aivi-
sions except along major interior non-pedestrian
traFfic generators.

Copies of this matexiai aze being sent te ,-1, ·Mr and County offi
ciala ard staff person·nel :.1 order to provide aa much time as
possible to review th.9 infozination be:Eom :dz·.·:Lrze lue,?tings.

CBF:bgs

Ailt
Attachment

ce: Wi,chita Boacd of City Commissioners
Sedgwick County -6:>ard of Commissioners
Russell E Mceluze, City Manager
County Staff Personnel

k

4%3&

r
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*12 Detail Policies and Rconirements

for Installation of Streets and Sidewalks
timB

Skeets

These standards are prepared on the as

bodies will exercils: rii€€icient col:trols o

platting and zon.ing ·ce' allow for a greater

J.apticn that e·c.•ur ping

3 -*.2 us. through

iotinctionnof classes

4%36<ft

f.<41

in streets. These standards are directip . -ted t. the funct ions

which the c·treets n·.1.-!72 2 ·..erfo.rm. The 1.and €2. -- ·tyi:us c,13 use i:hereen

which streets give accont generate trips a: rates which vary

according 20 ··the :->100 of activjizy e>i: 3.and i.>re· Thus differant

standards are both needed and justifiable f-:r re.Udential br.5 the

varying densities thereof; and for conmarck.3.or induceria: areas,

We are basically askin : (w.- m·agent l.imited

widths to perform *co broad a function. 1

functionail needs and r.·.:mi·rcioents of both -

adjoining land uses ara balinced in the 20)·

For purposes of -2-..'.s statercent, ·the Ec·

shall apply:

E - The right-of--72.9 Or eaaerlent, rubl
the area 02 the paving or othar inprop.

right-of-way. 2.1.1:.::s such paving or in.

with the bounearic: of such right,u--03 ·

.. R,)72 - 02 ES Greet

. o felt tbat the

-asto and their

-;ing' design stander

'iwing defini·tiCris

. or privhte; not
=11:, 02 231,3 S tree Z

·oven:-:.·it.. coincid!·e

PAVING ;MENT) - The ph·,rical improver.ci Z of a c
crete asphal·Llc ·-:uncretct or naphni·2 :1_23<
includinG curb ··.-1-,·.i cutter and ilic:.41:215.1.' f. c:

Urce·2 11.Sing :20:
ikle al,po Favart-eukr

veine Encilihils

- :.e@?au#*:9.,11!-IA.. :'*I'&

r

-1

14%:/11

/1.1.4:td



1

0ARTERIAL STREET - Any street Berving major traffic movements
rihick. 10 designed primarily as a traffic carrier between
Cities  03 betweell various sections of: the city, which
forms par·t Of a 1--etwork of through Stree'ta, and which pro-
vides service and access to abut·ting properties Only as asecondary function.

COLLECTOR STREET - Any s·treat designed primarily tr> gather
traffic fraa local or residential streets and carry it tethe arterial system.

COMMERCIAL STREET - 2·38 Indestrial Street.

FRONTAGE ROAD - A puf..rlic Or private marjf.-·al access roadwayC A.

generally paralle:ling and contigueus 20 a street or highwav
and designed ·to promote effecy by eliminating unlimited
ingress and ag es to such street or highway by providingrw979,:31

pc>ints of ingress ana egrnes a·t nirre-·02-less uniformlyspaced intervals.

INSUSTRIAL STREET - A local street locater> within an area zoned
for high iii·tensity office: commercial industrial, whole-Saling : wai·eheceing, or manufacturing purposes.

LOCAL STREE·P - Any s·tree: designed primanly to provide access
20 al.,lit king prop.orty particularly residential in nature.

MARGINAL ACCESS STRE.IT - A 3.OcaL s·treat w-tich is paral.lei wi·al
and adjacent to n limited access high. ay or ar·aerial. street
and whicli provid,is access ·to abut·king proper·ties and pro-
tection from fast through traffic on the limited access
highway or erterial street.

ROAD OR ROADWAy - Thi gaved ot prepared surface including
graded and .anden area existing on the street right-of-way,
exclusive of siScwalker drivewavs or related uses.

The plattor shall guarantee the insty:llation 02 pavement
<see typos 1 -22:ough 7) in al]. urban m.bdivis:lans; and the

grading and sand 02 a,3.1 :roads ja a suburbari subdivision (Rea
tYpes S and 93 except when:

1. A mavement or read exits Chat meeta these standards
and specificationc.

P.:tNF
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2. There i, ne statutory authoyity 25x patitioning for

,:he in·frovemin: and where the pa·Fic.·int length is less
ed however that thisth,n '35 2„: : in length. provid

she) 1 ric: apply where such pavement or roadw:Ry is a
ste, or an e'-tension of existing *ave+ment or roadeay
or .an exter. sion of etriar pavement o:· roadways required
to be quaranti:edi bAder the Drovi sions of the Sub-

division regulations

3. tn the opinion of the (City; (County) engineer. the.
trAME. hetual inst :]lation or peticioni:.5 bliereo- would be

i,·f ouch buresm and extra cost as to constitute a
hardship bo-'+ on the plattor and public agencies
involved.

f n Ii:han subdir h 1 0113 , ·the fo'.lowing e  p odards shall appiy :

LOCAL SPBRET

01':, i-FAN 1. L'£ OR '-640 ·FAMi - ' USE
PuL.

ilrhan

60'

Fle chenge from a 30 00·c shrest. is to pro·/.·.;ie For 'crio moving

lanes (0'1 and two parking lanes {8·) Ali coses 90 be guaranteed
by the clattor.

ISm?*5Et

0

.'%4**41/Adfit.. .»Ey.f:.2
**ANK#* 049<3.· L'PeE:tya?dE?.:IIi,34:.

F

4



r.
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LOCAL STREET SERVING 75 LOTS OR Lge
WITH LOTS HAWKNG A FRONTAGE OP· 80' OR GREATER

AND FOR CUL-DE-SACS (ETO FRObTI·AGE DIMITATION)

1/4 ONE-FADDILY USE

P,L.
P.Le

Type 2 111j' .i- 27' 114'

Urban

50'

This provides for t:.3,0 moving lanes (9;i': and or.3 parking lane.

All costs to be guaranteed by the plattor.

NOTE 3.: This reducti.on in standard from Type 1 is

ueable only whern by "design", the npe can be guaranteeci

that the density. even by future rezoning. cannot be

increased to the point where congestion takes place.

NOTE 2: This same standard might be used on narrower

rrontage lots, provided curb parking : c rest.ric-ed 01. at

least oze side of the streetr hop.ever, political and

neighborhood pressures often break down parking re-

StrictiOnS.

NOTE 3. Reduction of star:€!ands assemes ·thmt zoning

regulations will ti· amended ·20 =equing € 02·2-c:met

spaces xor  · (maybe +twot, family dwelling units.

l

L
./Mft931:7
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5

0
PRONTAGE OR MARGINAL ACCESS ROAD

Urban

P.L.

----67- - High·way

.Ight-of-way
line

It is asstimed that t:.,O-·emy traffic v.gill bo permitted. Curb park-

irg·to be resticted on the artorial or f meway side. When seg-

vice roads are used., care must be used in the design of ii,ter-

sections with collectors and afterials to avoid intersection

c-angie.,t.e ion· £ .essoy· standard such as Zer a one-wdy operation

could be accepted when -the Wojects invel-Vad are large and coin- %

plete enough ·to guarantee functional opera :ion. All costs ·to

ba guaranteed by the plattor.

RES:EDENTIAL. CODI:ECTORS AND LO.CAL STREETS

IN AREi 2 TO BE USED UOR CeHE, TaAN

ONE--EUMJ[Ly OR Ty::)-FAMIL'f RES::r=.2.3.3.36 AND

0'fiEE: TPIAN COINERCIAL 08 INDUSTS E.jiL AREAS

Type 4
urban

P.L.

3R' L«· 167 1".|

70'

This standard would provide for 2 moving lanes (11 feet)

and 2 parking lanes (8 feet) except near iveersections ofcollec-

.:ort with colloc·hxs or erterials where parking would be restricted

%

1,1252»W

L

442-26
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2> 21304' -£02 E-'0£Dc- ji.·4.0.i.ization. on z.·.4..Dctor streets only,

the ge-.-canina-:22.1 age:,c-· ..:]a).1 0.-7 fer ·tim e:<mas Eavement over
Such eostn'uloss patitinr techn:29 are permitted

used. muet come from operating funds. This would be es-20 be

bepociallv ·true in rae unincorporated areas. hi·though it kould

1.00% easier to assign all .ho coate ie ·:h:€ plartri- a collector in.

4081. ince:in:-e.8 lania - .-5; blocks ard additi·5 .3.0.:6 ove Sp.2.
.ic:. t·L) 1 encoaracfe )81:tor design ard

1.34.:,2-s, :·:.he·-ene en· other policy ·tends te·thG dE:wele.,St'·tent or c

prnal.ze acu desig. co·, ·s would r:.in 23-:-c:=imately 84.00 per
$24.000linant- fo.·c of stree, . Th:„s would requi re appreitimately

Fer my.1 e of collec·zo:..3. hi the current rate of subdividing.

three .o Four viles c J collectras pos.· 7,342·.C -·.·ould probably be

es·tablisbed. Where : · ..!c -2.3 i·:0··old bic 0.-equi. ·ed on collectors. the
govern.ing body ·.,Culci ·.,Izurie c:·.·e cost. min':c an amount equivalent

se-tio· 02 standard pllving.

2· 73:5* WEER. M

•ED[ ·STRJAI. S-i'FE·Er. '
80' 2/f

1

lay.es ·are
Addi tione i u_ . .11.6

requii:ed
0·9·t ·7·.

Gum .:1 le. side vehiclos ani

j
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0 0
increased conges·hion. All cos·cs are to ba guaranteed by ··Lhe

plattor. Parking lanes Coold De deleted 02 plats like Midland

bi,th thru covenantsX.idastrial Addition positive controle

and local xegulatiop: are provided, eliminating 2-curb parking.

ALLEY e COMMERCIAL OR INDUSTRIAL
20'

yvve 6 1 n'

urban

Alleys. when neaded or rectuested, wr·.--1,6 be paved to 20-foot 1

wide.:10. This assumen underg:round utilities; 5 2 no·t, 26 feet

might be needed to ·n. polos out 02 the rab areas.

4

Arter:ial cons·U·cotion should be provided for by ·the local

unit of government, ·govidecl tha·t :Er.11 a.·.ress control (except

for intervening stroots; see Example A.; is granted to the public.

0

4

bocal Street -1

1

- -- - -lictar-lai--- -

Example A



When streets inters<

aud when non-residential

f.ta?,n traveled lanes, the;

equivalent to the cost o

02 a 5-foot sidewalk initi

reimprovement of said r t

Bidered a prepaymen·. r. 2

ments.

U

425

0

ny futureescesce.02 1 20: street improve-

1 i
i 1

///

It

· -----Art·wria-1 -

Example B

event a n..·.vice read is requil'.27.9 or permitted, the

63-3*iq'Minmuib

Dct and lots sirte in as in Example B.

tracts have direct access ccta to the

i the applicant shall pay aa amount

f a 34-foot local street ples the cost

o a trust fund for the improvement or

raet. and that sur., funds sh:91.1 te con

shall not incur any f. Zigauich, 20: the a F<,2.-,·:I.,7W1. S:mi.Larl.yo :f

·the s·treet has :12-eacf·." beer: impnoved Lo c:...·.·ent s·hailde:·zds, r.0

requirements shall Joe made.

For Arterial Standards see

Develogrpn- Standards : Area, ro· 21···28 ana +
xegy

Ff 4 9 .:Al'i.4
8 U/'

1

In the

AA
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RESDDEMTIAL SUEDP.BAN L02,3

OTER ELIP,N COLLECT RTERIAL

Type· 8

OR AND 4

Suburbaii

60'

Variable ,
1.tiIi L_.

1231 '

+ Pattern tc
show cop···,acted base.

Al.1 suburban :c,acts would he ittip:oved ··.0 ·21--1.3 standard.

Draina'ge ditch widths to. be established ky the County· Engineer.

811. casts 20 be guarenteed by the plattor.

€07442€391011 INDUSTRIAL ARL

CC}MY.rgND·:AL STREETS

Type 9
.faK#'

Suburban
80'

Variable

17 q. 11U__17.q: 11-0

yor this type o€ c-·:reaty all costs weal.9 be assignable Zo

the plattor.

Standards and Smcifica·aions

kiat.
rn the connerection of these st,eets: Eanerai design criteria

shall meet thoge standards set out J.11 -:ila Standards Mal.ual which

will contain detail sheets of staudard de*4gi:. The Standards

Manual will contain cross sections, design standards ouch as curb



0

...t
-4 radii.p driveway detalls curb Li,pea, ext,antion a..d con·traction

joirit detail, sideualls detail ar-d re,rerenee to ·ori·tter) spaci :i-
cations of material. Speaffications for Troe 1 thru Type 6 pavit.46-
·.,ill. be those of the City, 03 Wichita etti.·tledi

glkY._2&3Y1_e_hite ._2221=rete_ENDiDa; or
Citv of ifichite .AGEJMUtic_gor,RaiLD#King; or
City of. Wichit.5 4- Asphall: Paving (note che -lity Engineer

and Counizy Tigineer are to cor.·fer'- «ther fc:E standards

and spacifical,oIla as to a fle'-d b: 3 type of pavement.
'rype 7 or 8 Road sta].3 bc· speckficat Lons o·- Sedgwick Conn-ty 4*444

entitled

Mi.nimum Staridarcis 20.- Graded, Sanded 07· Graveled

intersections

The platz.or ehal 3. be &'equircd 2- guarinitee ·Porist.-uctiot of
all intersecticia which are a part of the U.at in the same

tr.an·-

ner as streets except.

1. Those 1.ocal. i orgi.I.al a,Niess cr c, '11.ect:Dr streets
which intersEct with 29 orterial 'example i) -

2. Yhat portio of an intersection f: reediug tha
normal pavi,u· requirements of a ··:··foot local
street; and

993 Those pc:£·$-2.0,= of iniaa-aecliono i.in.ch are bs.yer:di
ex:ension e> sticeets required te :22 paved ky these
regulations . 12*9

kieel y· ; ·

L

*Vr



Examele_l

P.,©Ne

my// S.
=14

Il

CD 1 0

Platted area -

1_ - - -- Arterial
1 1

Tn:eriactin limits
1

19 1 .-Curb line

F P

?7.71

Ocal

ExaralL2

119: ft«ft · ·
?iii%*r*

--- --r -r

Platted area -7

Chargeable tn
Plattor - .1.-----Zt --

£ntersection limits

Curb line

Examok.2.

283?ff

P% /

4-9& 2

·Uersec·hon limits

k
L--· Curb line

Plotted area

EZE3219-3

r

3

ofFL

1
-1-- Platted areaentersect ion 

, r
limits i L--'llilifi-llj.k

1-(.l.rb 'line
179**7,3

ot

1.791

·I}&*. p 34 1

· i -,f ,j........././4). %
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12

At the time of preliminary plat;ting, it shall be determined

whether the intersection as a whole shall be paved or not. if

the entire intersection Ls :equired to be paved: the developer

shall be rembursed for the cost of that portion not required to

be guaranteed .Wor construction- To the event it i s determined

·that the intersection not be paved. t.he plai:20.·r shall pay into a

trust Gund such amount .rs is estimated to be h·ls share of the

cost of the intersection.

When such guaranteen by ·the develops·r ers em:cised by

petition. the Governing Body shall so structure the petition so

as to aseess the "required" costs tc the proieet. The Governing

Body will. then either vay for the balance by issuance of bonds

or bv cash from a "revolving trust fund es·Mblished te handle

intersection financing. After bonds have b-,H·. issued and the

next piattor involved €ikes a plat, a patitix 1 ·:Ould not be

acceptable, and cash guarantees, including interect, would be

required and payabie ho the trust €u;:d, unlece petitions ara

univeraally accepted *-d ir. appears that ·thi.0 would not b. the

prevailing sittuationt, special levy wouid bc needed to estab-

lish the trust fund to handle this me-thod of intersection con-

struction. The other alternate would be to continue the present:

policy of the lecal unit: 02 government <city paying for inte-

sectione; or of creating a very unequitable ' tuation for devel-

opera if they had to pay for· full interiectic r costs -when not

3

941
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L

0 i3 0

truly within their plat. 12 is estimated 5230,000 would bs

required for the ·trus·?. fund for improvaments within the incor-
porated area.

SEDENALKS

Sidewalks .vould 52 required or: both sides of ·the s·tree-2

wherever urban stre,2 ·: are required, eNce£.

a. along stren -- - with residential lou· or 200 ·Foot

or more fron·:,ige or lots over or. , acre in average .
size; and

D. along st.02-2... adjacent tr large 1.en-ped- striari

gen.rati,g uses as may be determil.ed by the Flap-

ning Commission (e.g. internal streets along

cemeteries -- 25·th Street east of ?Iillsidet ;

internal streets alcng sand pits; streets along

parks that a ra developed w.1-th wa ·.ho and trails,

de.g. Park Villa and Oak Park3.

Sidewalks for Street Types 1 6:50 4 obell be a minimum of

4 feet in ·width. 21091 Type 5,. si.dewalks :Dkall be S ··teet 'n
width. The sidewalk shall be guaranteed 7.0.-i curb i.0 curb os

intersecting e.reets .gather than co proper .,0, 1.in·es.
bgR-':

On all urban art<Jilils, the local 90·v·]yning :

responsible ·For providing 5-foo+t ·sidawalk-··herevt

set in Type 7, Exampl e A a ne presen Z.. Ho ··ovar. ii

ple 3, and all other develotracK: tbe Jevelenor

ti .tff*49

body shall be

32 00ndjtiona

1 Type 7. EKam-

za 11 be required

>44:9....'/.4*.1€·10464
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14

·20 either guarantee tne co:,structier, o.f the sidewalks or pay into

the trust fund as dese·:ired ror .rype 7 22·:uuple B an amr:unt

equivalent to -che ccs.1 0% sidewalks.

Sidewalks for ·39,2·..rban plats will ne·> be required. Ilowever,

2;:,m time to time along rural arterials, side:talks may be deter-

mined to be needed as a public necessity vi.-A leading ·co schoola.
' 41**Mi

46·9590

20«42'Al.

shopping areas cr c :-i·. places of public doz.ably- The respons-

ibility for constm,-c ·-t ar.d proyme,·.t of cc:·.cs for such ingtalla-

tien shall be with LE . Board oF Courity Colin·issic·ners.

Sidewalks shall. b' constructed as :aa:, as possible to PrOP-

erty lines rather· than curb lines As an unparims# the 01-

lowing could Ice alloun·.1 on a trial basj s:

When thers a.ne sufficient lots to .·.sPa a work-

able system, :·iS where there oze sufficier.2. gus.ra.Ltees

as to con:red ·.,0.-encing, storage 0- L .·-i·ip:, etc-, tthe

Pla.ini.1:·g Commi.scion could allow the CO?·:3·trac·hi.er: of'

sidewalks alorig rear let lines and th; c mid-block

easementa. Whis :ould reduce total e·:ists. provide ¥or

crossings away f;:cm intersections and Lurning move-

merits. Apparent disadvantages would i loss of rear

yard privacy: req,ired lighting (ext;:a cost over nomal

street lighting! , danger from attack ··t nights .ire·ra

dark uhrubbed :0- :as.

%44
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THE CITY OF WICHITA

OFFICE OF The City Manager DATE November 10, 1965/':4

To Ralph Wutz, Director of Putlic Works 0

FROM Robert G. Finch, Executive Secretary
FOR SAFETY

SUBJECT Sidewalk Policy - Woodlawn Project

At the meeting of November 9, 1965, the City Commission included, as
part of the sidewalk policy. a provision to require sidewalks on all new
streets and on all streets reconstructed.

It was also directed that the necessary amendments be made to the
present paving project on Woodlawn to require sidewalks in connection
with that project.

RGF:ld

cc:k. Bickley Foster, Director of Planning

.,3
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WICUJWA782nGNICK.200NTE1*Nit METROPOLITAN ARFA PLASM:rjiTG_0013,:EUT#>TZ

CITY BUILDING A.91€EX

104 South Main

Wichita e Kansas

November 5, 1965

TO. The Wic:hita City and Sedgwick County Boards of
cormuissions

1
FRON: C. Bid:ley Fester, Secretary, NAPC 4

SUPJ:CT: Policy de·kerminations made by NAPe for nee subdivision 1

regula-:ions 531.1

After having reviewed The polic, detarminan for new sub-

division regulations 60:ed 00:ober 29, 1965, and revised page 4
·thereof, dated Novembe-- 5., 1965, the Platining Commission with
six members present on ' Yovem.·uer 4, 1965 e aqueed that:

1, Urban facilities should be rageired for urban ·develop-
ments and that ·the so-called "in bet.;e·an " ·tai,.1.sorary
facilities coast:Tucted to minimum stundards should be
discouraged

2 The installakion 1
of facilikies based on density is an

appropriate wav '-0 =eparatz 'urban' :.34
development,

3,

5o

subdivision regulations be adopted by the Mee<:ropo.titan
Aze= Planning Cormission, with approt··al of ·the City and
Ccenty commissieneri governing develo,pment within the
City of Wichita .and the unincorporated areas of Sudgwick
County,

The Metropolitan Araa Planning Comrssign make available
its technical and )review services to other particiEating
cities,; upon recnest, for the Frocessing of plats.

·/6.0.¢4·*2

714{*f..r
used as the basis of writing
iments and engineering specifica-
ood thist in less dense areas
ivisions) paving 200 mullicipal
cilities will not be required.

46

9 .1-

The Table on Page 8 bo
atailed design requir€
tions; i·2 being utiders:
Gype 8 - Suburbon Subd
type water and sewer :'a

¢t-»&%*er

4.a' i{***0>·{ . :94%42j Eft \
'.:          -- ; f '9*-49, .

' 11'et -/-

r
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Page 2 - Wichita City and Sedgit-211 Count:V Boards 02 Commissiona

November 5 0 1965

49ft 6. The methods of guarantieing installat ion and financing

(See P 11 of policy proposals) are aean·kable. 0-1 sub-

item ' - technique tying sidewalks and strae2 trees to

building permits is acceptables i: being both assumed and
recommended that tche governing bodies will order in all
remaining sidewalks after 60% of ·the subdivision or area
is developed.

7. The effect of new rage.laeions will require increased pre*
engineering efforts and financing.

.*24€t' 2

tri

199347



IHIFi-Bur·Ng.CK COUNT lt
r.411*ReDI.IfGNA.REA_MANNING... C.037·q,ISS:Kiti
,

City Building Annexe 104 South Main
Wichita, Kansas

'€8

2==5&

1[Ot

FROM:

S UaJECTS

Members of Me·:yopolitan Area Planning· Cer.missiion

Co Bickley Fon·tern Director of Planningo<i
Policy De·Zerminants :for new Subdivision ie.egu)£·Rions

October 29, 1965 .*3

'7340*

64*

hs a follow·"up to the e.1 bane ree·king 02 the rity and Count.i Boards
of Cnimissiomrs and the j?lenning Commission.r wa have bsen dizacted
by the City Manager to grapare a set of policy deteminants which
could be adopted by the three Commissiens r and thereaf establish the
guidelines n:eces=ry to write i.he engineering and legal features
for new subdivision regulations. It is hoped! that the attached
draft may se,:ve as the Ijacils 02 the agreement *be·kween the Commis
sions conce/ned : It sh·,uld be noted that ·RN:r, material has been

6.el?ared in, a very limi·:ed per'led of y:ims witl·tout :he -2::11 benefit
02 invold.ng all the aflected staff agencies which eight well make
a croneribation to improve this ma:erial.

2*544%
ts?RA:GR

4.EF

latif: /*67,

ne cim,· Manager has din
Boards· of Ceamissioners

revies this material be

Planraing Cammies:lon sch.
have been made for the.

at a luncheon meeting o

ected f-hai: Copies be ::·ant i.0 City and Ce.enty
so ·ahat, .Ziley my hav.13 an opper·haity 60
:ween now and an an bane mee:ting wit.h ·Elie
iduled Zer Tuesday o No ember 9. Ary:angements
11:]naing Cazmission te review the material

: 9·hursday, fievember 4,

a

Due to the na*§1rt€! of th-.c informatiori . 1.-i:,J#Jfisla...EM.-3&31.lhi
under,6·kandincr_:bat it w .3.1 nok. be further. re).wased_Mairaigle D£*R.
$.Diti.al ma il:i,ne-i,until--n Zte:iz.-s.*,_dete=rination. of a. comt:le of.action
U; Aecided aft...the. 812 bne kne#jty'Aqi. On..872®567 -9. Copies are being

sent to those City and County staff personnel who have otc will k
involved in further discuasions 02 this materiala Also attached is

time schedule for the preparat:.ca and evalizatien of 'the administra-
tive proct,duree engineering standards and legal opinions necessary to
implement the overall d.acisions which are contained in <:his dcafto It
is aestmed that staff time will be made available by other City end
County agencies to assist in Foovidisg ·the necessary· il?.for.·u.·tion,
particularly the anizineezing sandards, legal opinicas and financial
considerations.

# I#*

44.-

OS? sber
Attadhment

ce: Sedgwick County Bc..as·d C€ Colati,SACiners
Wichita City Boal:4 02 Conuist,iene:·,3
itussell S. Bleclure, City Manager
City and County Sta22 Berconnel

r
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D'21%12 -r

PROPOSEr, NIJJLN J EvER?+MANTS ''31? 19& 2NSTALIAZZON
OP FAC' · I:Ol,9?X'ES XN SUBD){VASIONS

NOTE: 'I·his En Pt i.a m,bmitte:.9 in tae·. :Ze:Ma ox general

policy Stater:'en ·23 -fe.·C diecl,Ze,Jic·L· puri„Obes for the
01.Fi,12

Metre-Dolitan Araa I'l ar.ning Co:iw.]isal¢>ij. .43 these
policy state,1 t s are affirmed, €irv will br., re-iritt:e

in to more d.2 .·'k.1 .iroced,AK·en and legal form fol
Cluaion j.n ti)'.9 :'rotecype DUbdiv.i sic regulatior S.
rurther, it '····.id b,1 1301€03 that '74:zal items COD-

ti·ineS in th pokbey stiltenter·.ta .n· .1 3 require
additional reccaren -co val:a,date the: r legality ants
practicability wher- applied m de.to?! to @pecific
aituaticns and 1,·roeedures

21
3 1.TENT AND FERPOSE

ft is The ir 4 of thic dra.22 and ';t,7.,sequent retine-
ments therer? t€-· il,·· vide, ths *0'clowlit,-4 , Area Ptar.nutg Cbm·-
mission and t.he e ' ·7 , *71,G'40 ·jOVe mlifg *.·t'ies with a set 02
pol icl stateme/,tr; ..· . :en w<1c'- ...,g·yeed on k general could

4

re:olve i- Set&13 4>2 emes:,01) c€ r:m. 9uriediction, procoduces.
standerdE: type c neli:.a·es, tio·.ng ar.1 ·Fi+.anci.:·g voul,93 be
required as a cer-'.1 {.-;,hn of Bubolvidion coproval, Suph. policien
arc,· imperutive i. .D : 0<1 ·.,23,,0.,rsible for local g.avernment j:re
to pavide and :tic'·.·i,letey a ays·,hes cif yul,lie Eacilitiet for the
citizeiss which aro hah ey,Oicient in nattlze at·.J low es possible

4%204
41*
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in cost to Construct. Et is regrettable when governmental

units inheric. for example, undersized and incompatible

water or sewer systems zimply because there t.·25 no controt

exercised on intey-goverraental ccordinatiort, et the initial

stage ef develt:put:-.0.. Iho san·.e is True when a townshipe

county or city es presented with a substandard read„ or "par-

ing'° whieh will. re pure e;:penditures for maintenance all cui.

of properk.ion to , le orig,nal capital U.ves.tat·st. What :26

even more regrette 31,2 is the cwner- 02 proparty who. because

of itadequate act.co. at the time of subdi.visioz approv..1 i=

burdebed with the idlitional expense of C.verk,pping 07 dupli-

cate facilities such as having municipal. sewer and wacer systema

installed after i.¥«. Eal develectent tokes place '·wi.th sepnic

tar}kg and wells.

rhle policy would discourage the occurrence 02 those

RE€P.

I L

.ea?.9

Alse., these· 1 32· .emerms ht·jeL implement·ed will help preverit

the proliferation > to- i·:any different layers of laws in the

Met.rcpolitan Ana tic· DE additional i.axag units (and hope--

fully any additiond incolorate·.d cities, . U will provide

fer a mort o:rderly f.unner 02 urban gr.owch within which sub-

divisions woold be encouraged a.d aided te accelerate develop-

ment in those areas .hen Dublic facj lit Ler coul.,3 moat a€fi-

ciently be. provided S

T"
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'pockets cd developmert. which ·tef:d to delay plid frustrate the

efforts off the next aubdivider ·who desires to connect 20 pub·

lic Nacili:ies, li is recommended t.hat ·thone pers.tns 1,.ving
k

in an urbani.zed ame be guaranteed Uhat urbary type facilities

are :vailable prioN· 20 or wi.thi.n u reas·enable l.ime following

initial devel.opmen'-1 02 the area, The nted for urbari type

facilities and s-uices ensts in direct ratic to intensity

of developmente Rese facalities sheold b. provided in all

areas which are 0.7 will bc. urbat-. there dioul.d be no wast·inf

of zesources by p.'oviling a 11&:er l.(iml ce service bard on

low density even ·Chowgh t···at may re·?lece existing condition,g,

ig within a reasonable de.i......0 of ex.jactation. the ema will

becare urbani-ed. St·anda,·dizing it.U:30 facili.ies as to type

and quality will ···-·ae bet.1 the preperty over and ihe c,-mmun-·

ity much money as & tinued U.Ikeni3322.'un and 2·rinexation :,CCU.·:3.

Urbanized growth wil) an€i must co.j .i·.ue te occur -ni i i does

not ye<:crgnize e:zinaling Grl--·it•-r-·it i }Li:·tndalli· 1 iries such es cit)
.Di

limits. 'rhis makes it ever.. 1,01.e :tecesseta' to treat derelop-

ment. not on the has,3 of '*city' r ....Ccuitty;. bui r'n the b)62

of. denB.iar and need for services.

Reecgn:zing Dly·1£ problem of (junlity , pola ciex for develop-

ment and subdivisec..9 regulatier;s shell be considered to fall

into one of whe Joi ic··wing caravocies:

F 4 4%
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REVISED

Type A - IJZ]anLEu]*alia,igIAa: All those subdivisiGnS
1/ing within an ince:cpozater, eitY and those
unincorporated areas having or intended to
have a density of three or r..0-ve, d:·Jelling

r

Type B -

unite Fo: gross acre and all ..ommarcial.
indush.d.al, public and semi··g:-blic, not ex-
copited in Type C below (See :Me. 3-10·14
proto,-'.pos Subdivistion Ordiaance) :

Lky¢> laid.w

.4>0.1

Type C

95*R

83]blurklighdivi--,9111:: All c,-her land in vii
incorporated areas reguired 20 be plat, ted
aithur by Statute or by the subd.ivimien regu
lations (Sea See. 3-103 and 3·-lud Batnkjam
84.bdivisian Ordionnea). Thfs would include
all residen·tial de·velopment having a density
02 less khan 3 dwelling units per gross acre
except rhoise excepted under Type C (See Sece
3-104,; jizrd,nkyae.,.Al,hdi>?Agis.n--0/il nang* 0

- EGY#60.08-12&ijA-i,3=.:..D?:-Wa - 130 sub-·
divisic ms would be reecired for the division c
rural tracts used for agricu).·02:.·:31 purs,065eo and
undez the following circumst·uces :

6 *if.$

1. The division o. further iivision of land
into lots or parcels e each of which Colita ins
w.cre than tea :·.cres, nol involving residential
development, such as mot·.;le home parks . company
te:.2 L wc·rk camps, etc: . a.cd whage orch sub-
division does not invol·  the creation of aily
net- atrectB or easements of access, 23 datermin
4 :he 21.ann.ins Cognmiss»a or its designa·Bed
agent or comaittae.

2. A tranoact.ion, between o:··tors of adjoining land
whic·h involves enlv a e.inge in She bounda:y
between the lard owned ; such persons and not
crea·ting a r.ew ict or b'· Lding siteo

0*110

3. A ecnveyance of land oz f I.terest therein for use
as a street or railroad ' ght-·of-way, a drainage
easement or other public utilities subject to
strai·a or fed,3.tal ]Celliat.!C.ng„ where no new stree t
01- eaGer.=nt o·f accas:3 ic .41•10110©d.

4.. A -,C . ..ance me<ie to co.·s · =ct a doocription in a

-F*34>1-

4*49«5;
*8

Frier conveyanceo

5, Aoty leame for a term no· 'ago than five fk.2:6
6. Any transfer hy operation of law.

(Revised 11-5-651

\Titr

24*
.<0*Whawl
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RUISDY-0.72#93

It la P:roposed ·thal the Metropelitan Area Plannirig era-

missier, adopr regulatiens governing cha m.bdivisio:, of lan<h

4. within eze elty of Wichita C'PhiL .lould supersed,3

the eurze--1-,L '·1821, City of Wichita Subdivicion

9%769
Rules and Snulacic·-,

b. r.i·ithin a.?ir. 0·2 ·hho unint'Orpliat(20 arsa ef Gedg-

;9ick Coul. · ·'This %101114' DI.Gersa:50 'che MAPY? ad

cltY of Vacitita Subdivimic:! SP.des ancE RegulaA?Ii

tiens ane i he Crand Rivar Pown.%'hip :$12.Sivisic·i

Regulat:107:0 whxch repor,tedly hai.:a been adopted .j

ce if re.lues·.ed#, within tt.ni :32')rt Of Se.rener .?ounty

lying witbb threci mile,1 07 M.eliane.

In these installees: ;···-1 adminis' -72. .7.9. ri·:.19 approval would he

th: the MAFO.. z.oc Statutes no;, p.·37,vide ?mat or.ly the *?lan-

ni N Com,%111762©n ne·-c, .,pprove a p.lat. I.·f hei3 ·t:he goverl,kng tridiea

he.e app:,oved the rv-...'iviaj-fo:·: n,17:u.'ations it.*c»r wizien. the

phoming commissi.c.·· '...e.rate:·3. 20 expedita approvals a.-.ci to. A

7 24:

r, ieve the governir-·: bod: 138 of An f r.czeaslne anioure, 01 time

diverted to such malt·07·S , 61: 11 re.comment?,ed thE: . the abowe

i.u assumed rhat wheD che gover3!risdiction be folio *1.

jig br,dies g.vo thi.,4 : a>:p:.··i.'a. 0.··- 2.he geaaral ragglations

A

L
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adopted by the bift.*Cu ·they give khe appreval to an.y single plat· L

which comic.rms to :hose regitbaticit.na This ·i.S Se.UM,hak. simi-

lar to The present concept or riaving t.he zoning administra·tor

igaue a building pennie when l#: ic determieid thak the p©opneed

censtguction bee·:.c Lhe intent of tte zoniug ordinance.

7.n. cosizectioi? o. ith subdiviaions ·*,ittlin the cities GZ

Perby„ Haysville, Mulvane and Ve,1).ey Center, i.t ia suggested
the MAPC mald available its services facilities, staiNEtha 'C

aand the excellent talents and area-wide, represen:a<:ion of

utility ana other i.ochnical advigory gre..·23 to a..6 and rei.St

in the review of :3,11:divisions 3.yx.·-19 'githin thene communitieo.

Et is further suee-·i.:ed that theme clilies adet regillatiorg

similar to those .r.:pomed for adoption koy the MAPC ('bised or,

the 92501:0492 Stibud.vision OrdirD·zineet . 'This a.'3928.dm;·2 Cot.1],3

·take the folicwi: r, , erin:

6 designate ihe NAPP and iur stof€ as the

dizecessi rig and Keviaw age·pcy t:·Eut; approval

01- each plat bejag given by 233 local plan-

ning ccraiasione or

b. re Fer each of ti·.tel:z Plartel ·. O 2'.243 MAP).3 :for

ir,foxma·tion„ mot·1·r:.0 ary·3 co:·.:cp.eDt Olily. O%

heve the MAPC ae;op·it. sub€·2 1 aien regulationsCJ

y.reluding these cities„ Chi.s r·.0·21<1 xectuiz·.e

4%.3.
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the local governing body to joingly concur in
such regulations the same as wculd be re'quired off
the City of Wichita and Sedgwick County. 'Phe

*?L't? j·'
MAPC' would approve or deny the plat. Howaver,
ene of the 450110-,ing precedureS ·.fuld be needeft
1.11 res·troozure the MAPC ·to broajen and

provide direct representation from
the smaller cities, or

2) provide €or a refergal to elcher ths
1, --1 ..1=.-¥.4,tro -/'IM, r,I in- n. L ....7·n: r.l

'24

3.,4

body d-ch a veto Aver pm·vided.

Both 18 21,6 21 Bhould net be uEed jointly or this
would only create ariether layer 02 approval-

In comiection vith 81-,b:Nivigion cor·tr·o.Is for the unincor·-
porated aree 6 where t·ze MAPe Kuld be approvizg plata, a simi-
ler procedure t.e thal now used f ar zoni ng ehou.13 be devuloped.
It ie suggested i.hal ·an the .:hwo-mi le a·aas a.round 2119 .glualler
cities, that a ©opy of the plat be gent te the Chairatan of the
Planing Commissivn 02 the city involver. If there is :reamon
to comment,; such planaing co=aistion ehe·ald hold a Special m.32-
ing to develop a lee·.,1 positicm. rhe zoning p:ocedure now used
would not work 12 regillar scheduled refer:als are un,ed as there
im a mututory time 3.imit involved in approval of plats.

9990
16:441* 1

-01

L

: 2,9
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If·iPROVEMENTS REQUIRED

The following types or improvements should be required

as a condition of subdivicion approval:

*f46

e
0 M

0) CQ

U
•A 0

?am·
e W

Density of k n

24%&; M 4 {0 I ·,4
Dave. _Xemenk 0 0 al q 01 CO

&*tivt
'Type A - Ur3an X X 32 12 32 X·l X x1 x1

Type 2 - Suburban X

Type C - Rural by.A N./.·.1 12/A N/f. hi/'A iT,/A N /A N./A F:i/.1 ET/A

Note c

/14

X = required

0 = not required
N/A= not applicable

1. These are telmative requirements waidh will not
require fur·ther ana>.vsis alld are conti.agent on
the availability of certain legal authority.

2. Some provision will be necessary to provide Zer
.non-public facilities where main - unk lines
and processing piants are not readily avaiiable.

.t, 4

The standards and aegree of governmental participation

for each 02 these categories will he submitted in sub-

scquent refined drafts ence these general policy statements

have been agreed apon. AS a part O% these: it le envisioned

·that a separate supplementery menual WOilld be developed

1,14.

L
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which could be aid- 32.-4 ?:1 9.·h the sul,divicion regule.·tions bu

f reference.

This manual which might be called„ standards For jublic

Improvements which contain ·*pical. cross section and design

features of streets. curbr, ditching, mel Poles, sewer ins·82,1.1 9-

tion. drailiage chin :an='se 2.8 --ell as Ly; *al controlling

standards, such as for- mic'.or or local st·.eet., e.g. 6 ir,

4,000 PS: concred Kpical depth and typc of base, etc.

All. such imp· 4.3-uents wou] d be reade in accordance •dth

·the above "Standa · 1- ' and in confortrarce: ·:ith th<. deti,i).26 tfibl

plans anc! specisfiu ···ton,3 and undey iaspeci:ion procedures

approved by the ar --ariate agency -;·.· department of th€

gow·,rning body in ·43 76·1 ...··e subdi·.71.-gion 5.jei. Su.ch ·le.encies

ma) delegate as thair agent, phy ether u. 3 ilar dip:rty::,1. of
2/

ano:her unit of gilve·:imen.. which me.v ha-te more reee,Urees

accomplish the wor:. ·:,-·70 yiold he·weve·-, the governing bodies
44

CY both such uni L. of govermer.c agree by rasoluti·%21. The

costs Of plans. 3.: .irl'.tChion. e·ke . 70·13.d ke chargable to -cha

developer :or to the oroject·--6,22 xection of financing; . Mhe

leveloper .aai, choe ..i.. .1·1,3 ·apt.ter: 02 hi)·in.-F hi.s ela engineer

subject I:,3 review ·.4 ..oisro 212< spacifications and inspection

oy the unit of gover=ent invol c.:50. or ·.2 contracting with

that unit -0-2 gove-·.,r.unt te· provide e··.igizi .arinir: sorvic€:c j

word of caution .1.· . - 0-:04.4, ho.·rever. in ;.43: D.tuch oF the

basic work needed Z. im.plument theae gel:.er,1 >roc:=chiree hae
<1=Qi

L
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not been done r e.g. establishing grades, determination of

drainage flows for future major streets etc„ Therefore.

developers will not be able to obtain " intact information"

which would enable them to start immediately on a project.

Alsoo neither the City of Wichita, or sedgwick County and

presumably the smaller cities who use consultants for

engineering work have sufficient engineering etaffs or

resources now available to do their pre-engineering work.

Additional and regular budget funds {as opposed ·to "project

funds or fees' ) need ·20 be made available for ·this overall

pre-engineering wo:54: if the policy of requiring the installa-

tion of inprovements & ini·tiated.

L
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2.t. D.A.EC·INS

rt is :ecommended that crie i.notallation of all required

facilities shall )21 c.arantacd. rhis sbould he flexibly t.0

meet t. he naeds 02 ·c· are .small subdi''j :jecs, and ma·- te.keY

the form oft

a. Actual <1 - kruction priot· ic. L · zal plat ar:Drot···· 3

tqote > . sr 2,3 ·-h-.. s. C, technique ha 3

741 never b·-. 1, 85·20 al: 22.: 91 \,Ll.or ilever cou.,a. 6.-

oseured -,C .dinal p),1: aa:, ·.it,a, However.

Ne:clion .-·- 402 Of 0-00 £2£39>;:ros .subd:vigic·rl

sikall,40.2-·, 'e t:·.h If· r 2 -0 · -·4: 2 : it is in

c.:,1 fo.r:-··

b U Coric C

C Calht-·

of gover c

d. 'irreve>co.1,11 let.,brs 00 2.-I.·332.t ;„9.:·line, th··2 -url.'.t

Of govers.i, .it a: benefic.t<,·29 .

ment has mia creat e.dvantage of pe:,-Init.:ir.g the

goveri

0 4%

*en
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governing body to control withdrawale as a

control on quality. Withdrawals on a partial

basis would be allowed ·to preserve working

capital as long as possible. Failure to

build would allow the local unix: 02 government

to 'withdrat:. 92= faeilities theargelves.

46 Within incorocracd azeas and for ·:/41 sub-I LILI.

division, submission 02 valid pelitions under

the °Checney r -w ..2

Ort·;,hich woilld be reco?:dad wit.h the aegiste.r

Deeds. En the UltinCO,Cporaized 9323:, 1,12provement

Djo: ·...cte could be formed o subject to provisions

hereiafter suggest.d as condihion of approval.

009'E: This .muld put future bulars on notice

thai: thes·' would 18 subject to asse..sments iii the

future# Until. such time es sufficient 'pre-

engineering" can be dom - and :fikianced, ·the €40. 8

homebuilder' s 13:.ggestiOn :hat estimates for

future assensments be determined by '·the engi-
94* r

neat and lbeled on each lot 83 th plat or pro-e

vii?·ed at building pirmit ·time .:-'aid not be f wible-)

There ks an additional problem to this mei:hcd.

*2 pa·hitioin; a:ce used, the governing bodies must

7 exercise gnat caution not ·20 build ·20 quickly the

W

.iFGA

L
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facilities Reeded, as if lots go ansold and the

facility was already be.ilt, the "specials" go into

default and lots are picked up a: ter sales with

the local u.it- of government standing the loss.

The govemiug bodies must judiciously' con:rol

the authorization of construction for approved

petitions. Howevez: Gervices should not lag

behind developmente especially setin wates;

drainage anci streets. The Chesney Act does not

apply to the unincerporated area. Here, Improve-
€«7 most Dictricts may he established by the Board of

County Commisaierrers. The bonds 0·2 Improvemon:

Die.:fietse her:ever, can be issued in such a

manner, that i€ the acea is annexed, the city

annezing :=Et take over and pay ·the belace of

the bonds (e.go street bonds for local st:eets

in the Glanville Improvement Distzict).

Be 02 a gatitios nethod in the unins-,=Arated

azea should eithe:c be denied or used enlv with

MAP: concuzzence and when the bonds are direct

leills on SpicifiC lots end tracts instead of un

L - whole improvement districte An agref3Rtsnt

b.tween the nmprove:dent Dis,:p-ict a.0 the. agency

approving the plat would he needed.

€ t

./.
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9.ef*442

"missii-:9 4.dis" i.0 ·the· a.idewalk orstem .ah.·re an

intervening lot is not developed .

5248

% N ,-

Ths syst.am -·:ould break down* ur.:'·22:832: the griven

bodies fa a.,rultv and ene:getic:,1 1·v' 0/der 75 41.2

balence of ·.. ··a sidevial» 7-zan at Uns·:. 30 75

percent of: ·any block ves devele:·.ed. ., F 110:. · ·.liao

initial s-derilk c©out.ruction -wcul.6 be ]06,ly worth·-

leas. R. . recommer.dad that Up- buildiag per,·ait

approach -j:. be Dead for aidewal.fus.

a,za?02't!€4

,4*1%>El

A
r'·e

0

L Allow for sidewalks and} Stre@Lil'Ra..921*, ther:

when obtaining a bull,jing &0(33:Tait the appl:,cant

agrees zo igonstruct the sidewalk and plarrt stieez

trees as a part. 02 the builtling v·c·ject au,·3 hei·.42 1:be

Same Compt·3284 prirt: tr.. ary· occe:Doncy or uS,-3 0,7 :'20

land. 'I·hi.3 prese:i·ta the obvious problem 0-2 havil:-s

:
K
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Octoser 20, 1965

Proposed Time Schedule

fg=91€
Preparation of Naw Subdivision #gillatio·as

Date [Xype 02 Reeponsibl.eActioi,

Oce. 26, 1965 W:-f: e draft of general ellcy MAP-'1

Nov. 1-5. 1965 Wifi l·e dra-4 pavire„ Eide:alks ai,;d MAPI

c -ainage

508 4 1.965 E.,· aw general draft M OC

NOE 8810, 1965 E..9 e:w palnt:IN,, side:Yalks and PD

0-:Ai,Yage with shau

Nov. 90 1965 review and give (wai,if icd apor·wal BC.C„ BE?c¢
on ganegal draft and pe

Nov, 12 1965 Ma i out paging. dira inare and
.:.deleallt dra ft

Nov. 15·-19, 1965 Lice dwfl e·.F es >·aj· aa€ 1·.atek P:.7,

Nov. 7.9. 3965 En,V· co) pavirg, ;itc. draft MAPC
tatf

Mev. 22-24 n 1965 sewar and water ct,-u· ·72 pD

rof.th staff

Nov. 23, 190,5 Rav·: cw pal.ing a etsy .. d v. ..7 0
MAR: and

emal E ci ties

Nov. 29 to
Dee. 3, 1965 lt- t.·.te d?raft baned on above

,eviews

Dse. 1, 1965

Dec. 6-10.. 1965 Ded ·-.2 12 Zonce o f :20©231' reN.
underground wi c:.ng o orreet
10(1:: et.c'.

Enview r·Keli' ang water cq'AircrtDec. 9. 1965
MAFC

.L:f.l. 0720, HAPL
Dae. 14, 1965 R. tr,e·ti :32:217 a.- d water cl...a.<itts

C'/t les

Mt i.p'*>cadures

Dee- 29-30. 1965 Pow·ow zen'toloizg procedurps

L



42·11,

0 0

Proposed Time Schedu),e :(conanized)

31&22-Qf..Ag.#*16911

Jan. 4. 1966 Revie'w remaining procedules MAPC . aCC.
Bace and amall
cities

Jan, 5-2ly 1966 Fostructure preto:ypes basea
tr .buve pretotypes PD

Jas, 24-285 1966 Ec:view the raw::Lte.en pr€'Potypes All legiola·

for legal approvai tive offices

Jan. 31 to
19

Feb. 7,; 1966

reb. 14 to

Mar· 18.,
.f>*.·

Tive end print yet·mitter· prototypes Fiji

ey·. 4-4 OUt 6aits for revicw PD

1966 Muct and reviet·j w·ith FD

0%434

R.:

[Lichita Associatior 01
Home mui,lden ,- Mee:ingS

Kiehite, Real Estate
Board 2 meetings

Wichile Bar Associ-
ati:·ri 1 meeting

Wichita Council foi

CommuLity Devel-
Opm€,tht 2 meetings

ocal Land Planners
and Engineers 2 mee:ings

Wichita Chambas of eom3
moce (Ma270901itan
Affairs Conimi€teej 2 meetings

Utilities Advigo.ty
Committee 2 weetinge

Derby City Planning
Commission 1 meeting 3

15ay'sville City Plan-
ming Commission 1 meeting j

Mulvane City Plan-
ning C-mission 1 meetinu i

Valley Center City 2
'Planning Cemmission 1 raaeting)

or

joint

meet-

ingo

Mar. 21-25„ 1.966 WriCe revioed sectioits a.·td
supplament sheets ard
snail out St]

ar: b...

.1461(:k':.ill.

1

0/11 14..ty?i' 0.

#.. fra

1.

...med-
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Proposed Time Schedule (continued)

Date

Mar. 24. 1966

Tvne of Action Res,lonoible

Advortioc· for public hearing PD

Apr. 14 or

Apr. 21, 1966 Public Hearing MAPO

Apre 28 or

May Su 1966 Ful.lic Hearing cont. Lneed .:ind MAS©

adopt regulation

Balance of

May, 1966 Send to governing bodies for BCC·u: BCOC.
approve 1 Haysville,

Derby

(Nulvane.

Valley Center

and Sumner Cc.

feet,·
6'Try....

29

NOPE: rhis Ect..dule igill, 02 necer,sityp reed top
be re-·evaluated aE each new phase is begun.

U»*63·

e¥92

442"

...

1 2& I

1

1
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TO:

FROM:

W&:A;

364

The Wi.chita City colom.issioners have been seeking a definitive
statement of policy for the required installation of sidewalks in
appropriate areas. In view of their concern about applying a fair
and uniform policy to all areas of the community, and due to their
recent experience in considering plats in ind ustrial areas. the
eyor of Wichita, through 'che City #nager 6 Office, directed the
Metropolitan Area Planning Department to prepare such a policy
statement.

O 0

NICHIPA-SEDGWICE_20UWZY
METROPOLITAN AREA PT,ANNING COMMISSION

August 4, 1965

FL.L.£1-A.LAIA _D_.5.

Metropolitan Area planning Commission Memb€rs

C. Bickley Foster, Secretary 685/
y

SUBJECT : Policy Statement Regarding Urban Sidewalks

. 1,(frkF'*OC»¢I,
2#'11*$'5.44 Ir' , 4

9%9'11:for"..

ly

In connection with the approval of several plats a the City
Commission meeting of August 3, 1965: the Commission- (i) brief

reviewed the first part: of the attached statement„ C 2 ut ilizeEl
**21

The information te make decisioes on plat:s paneling„ and (I forwarded 21
to the Migtropolitan Area Planning Commission a request for their -3
evaluation of the proposed policy.,

Because of the increasing numbar of plats awaiting decision on
this matter, the, City Commission asked t:hat it b. : brought up as an
agenda il:em for thei Metropolitan Area Plairling Cen,mi E;sion masting
of Thursday:. Augus·E 5,, 1955., a:: 2:00 p..m„ in the Planning Commission
Conference Room. Since time is vary 1.imited, copies are being sent

to those individuals and organisai:ions which have been concernt-d
previouslyor who have expressed an interest in this ma-her.

Please bear in mind thet this seatement relates cnly ·1:0 th€
question of 2hed" sidewal.ks should be install€.d and! alil to ligi
they should bo financed, whe showld under·take the responmibility
for construction or ihen construction should cominoncr Thess

matters should more appropriately ba discussed as part 057 a revise
or new Subdivision Rules and Regulations for tht City of Wichita.

CBF*ber

02*0
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Page 2 - Metropolitan Area Planning Commission MembersAugust 4 1965

ce: Russell E, Mcalures
4

City Manager

Sedgwick County Board of
Commissioners

Earl Gravear Wichita Home
Builders Amsociation

4$54%2
·1324

Ralph Wulze Diractor „ Cit.y
Department of Public Works

Paul Graves, City tray:Zie

tru.2%Engineer

9*:24:7344Bill Smith. City Engineer

Wilmer Freund  Sedgwick County
Engineer

=1*3%1

·.F·..·Al

f¢§*lii€44.1

·*kel

Robert Moore, Wichita Boa.cd
4 ...1244-4*Of Realtors

John Dekken City Attorney

Ralph Gilchrist: County Ccunseler
VI.".

William Bonwell, Chairman Comprehensive
4%Planning and Capital Improvement· Program

of Wichita Council for Cammunity Development
George Wells Chairman

City Traffic Commission

Lawrence Shepoiser„ Superintendent
Wichita City School Board

Dick Holstead r Director of
Building Program Studies

4, 054.%1.Board of Education

Wm: J. Bush. Chairman

953Plant Facilities
Board of Education
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August 3 1965

PROPGSED POLJ.CY SH·ATEMEN·.1.

REGARDING URBAN SIDEWALKS

I-rr

It is recognized in th€· urban area of this community that

sid:walks are needed to serve the urban population by:

a- providing a convenie:nt means of access for psdestrian

traffic ; Droviding a facility for use going to m jor

activity centers, including shopping areas, churches r

community centers parks; providing an area for face-

to-face contacts and :SEOCiatiOnS bestwcen people wi·thin

neighborhoods; and for providing for a means of exercise

and relaxation :For ;:asidents of areas in taking walks.

b. providing a safe area of activity for children and by

providing a safe ro,a·ta to schools and oi:har places of 73.%·2

children ' s activity within naighborhoods .

c, providing a more safe wa·, of travel for the aged,

In view of this need, it is desirable that sidewalks be 1ccated

in accordance with th.4, £01.lewing policies and guidelines:

Sidewalks shall be requireci alcng both sides of all arterials

except:

L

L
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a. those arterials having either their beginning or ending

1

within an industrial district {6.g, Hydraulic, 29th to

371:h 03- 292:h. Broadway to Hydraul.ic) ; or those industrial

areas bounded or intersect:ed by other major art:erials

which would normally break up normal pedestrian traffic lic..:t>
te-g., west Street between U,S, 54 and K-·42., 51-2 g ex·-

ception would not include those arteriale passing through

industrial areas having urban residential, c·:amercial,or

public usse on both sides of the industrial ersa Le g

37th Northe Broadway to Hillside; 2lst Street, Broadway

446%
to Hydraulic)-

b. ale,ng those arterials having comolate accens control

(s.g., U.,S. 54 West„ 1-235z .I-35?.li. Where chere :re: ser-

vice or marginal access roads, side·walks shall De

required as non-arterial «r non·collector tip€ stre€*s.

c along thosa arterials with lots having double front age

wherein the lot will have sidewalk along its interior

street AIN@ where access control has been granted to the

public. In these inarances. it shall be the Citv°B34

responsibility to install ouch sidewalk with the City pay-

4%

lIndustrial shall mean all man.ufac·turing, fabrice'tion, wholesaling,
94%

A* storage uses normallv requiring industrial or heavy comm:rcial :coning.
Not included are such areae as auto sales: recreation areas. etc. found

in heavy commercial areas. When in doubt. ·the area shall be reqired
to provide sidewalks.

« et,
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ing as grc·at a share of the cost· as is permit·cod

legally,

valf mile line ser¢Nets (orthese streats
serving as half mile line streetal and
col.lectore (as definad bv fu·Cure atudies
usinG the Develoomant Area report of the

ce=M«

Metropol i.tan Area P].annina Degartment

Sic™ualks shal.1 ba required in i.h<: same manner as that for

arterials.

All-Qt-bri€-Sitiffits.

Sidewalks shall be required on bof.b_aides of all other street:s,

including those serving residential, commercial public and quasi- 1-irti'Jill

public uses and including cul-de-sacs and deadend streets, except :

a, along streets with residential lots of 200 foct cr

2\'14*: 44'A« ¥ I

more frontage or lots over one acre in average size

(commonly known as estate or suburban lots).

b., along streets adjacent to large non-pedestrian generatz-

ing uses as may be determined by the Planning Commission

Ce g. internal streei:s aleng cemeteries - 25th Street

east of Hillside; streets akeng parks that are developed

with walks and trails (e.g. Park Villa and Oak Park'

cr, in industrial areas whctre ei·ther so zoned or when indicated

as an industrial area in the comprehensive Davelopment: plan

for the Metropolitan Area; provided r however that side-

walks may be required where such an industrial are, AhitiA

an area not zoned for industry, or when the locati

such industrial area is so s e.tuated in re let.ion to

44'.

3,4*9
..f:,f,794€4 2 49-f¢*,Elp 5
'*Aft:te404 ·5./.0 SFel'-4...

. I . -I - I



a

a indusi:rial uses that a sidewalk is indicated to
0€61:

cemplota the existing patte,rn of usages or ser-
92i€36-

vice; or such industrial dis·trict is located

along a street leading to a school, church or

other place likely to general·e pedestrian $'raf-

fic.

All of the foregoing guidelines are subjeci to modifica-

tion by the planning Commission, based on special problems of

land use: traffic conditions or altarnats facilities, Side-

walks may be required or waived when it is apparent ·chat it

is in the public Jgterest thok the fbregoing policies and

guidelines shall be modified, However financial hardship

shall not be construed as a sufficient reason for the granting

of a waiver

For all areas beyond the City of Wichita limits r impl,

mentation of the sidawalk policies sh.ill be held in abey-ance

panding an en bang meeting of the City and C,·:unty CK ID:aissiens

and representativms of the Metropolitan Araa Planning Commis

sion concerning .he, abr:ve policies.

E?Efirgz

ela
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August 3, 1965

PROPOSED POL.1 CM SIATE.en
REGARDING URBAN a IDEWALKS €%'<.i r

3. t is recognized in t he urban area of th'. communit, thatlu

sidswalks are needed to servE the urbaa population by:

a. providing a convenient means of access for pedestrian4¢*i
traffic; providing a facility for use go:ng to major

activity eenters, including shopping areas, churches ,

communit- centers parks; providing an area for facer-

to-face contacts and associations betwe,en people within

neighborhoods : and f'GE iproviding for a means rf exercise

and relay:attion for residints a areas in taking walks.

b. providing a safe area of act j vity for children and by

providing a safe route to schools and other places of

children ' s activity within neighborhoods..

c. providing a more safs wav of travel for the aged,.

In view of this nead t it is desirable that side,walks be leca·zed

in accordance with the, fol laging policies and guide].ines =

Artexials

Sidewalks shall be required :alcng both sides of all arteria.

except:
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a , those·. arterials having either their beginning or ending
1

within an industrial district (e.g. Hydraulic. 29th to

37th. or 29:h, Broadway to Hydraulic); or those industrial
124.

areas bounded or intersected by other major arterials

which would normally break up normal pedestrian ·craffic

Ce„g, West street between U.S. 54 and K·-42) . This ex-

ception would not include those. arteriale passing 4·hrough

industrial areas having urban residen-tia] commircial. or

public usee on both sides of the industrial axea Le .g.

37th Nor&·h Broadway to Hillsicle; 2112: St-·reat, Braadway

4 to Hydraulic).,

b. along those arterials having complete accans control

(e,g. U.S, 54 West. j-235 1-35W), Where chere are ser-

vice or marginal access roads, sidewalks shall be

required as non-arterial or non-collector type strefits:

31»224.:,C c. along those arterials with lots having double front. age.

wherein the lot will have sidewalk alcng its interior

street And where access control has been granted to the

public: In these inst·ances.. it shall be the Cily"25

responsibili.ty to install such sidewalk with the City pay-4»if

f

Industrial shall mean a,1 manufacturing, fabrication, wholesali
storage uses normally requiring industrial or hedvy coame . ial zoning
Not included are such areas as auto sal€33, recreation areas e:c: fou
in heavy commercial areas. When in doubt, the# area snail bc required
to provide sidewalks:

.Whib?r¥.

./11:A*

ng,

nd

r..'.

r.*09*+N
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ing as grerat a shard of the cost as is psrmituod

legally.

Half mile line streets (Or Ph€:86. Straaf,S
scrvi,na as half mi,le lir,<p gtre:eis? and
collectors tas def kned bv itut·ure studies
using th¢· Deve.lorm€:7: Area regort: of i.h€
Metropolitan Area 21 anning Department

Sidewal.ks shall be. raquired in -the, same manner as ·tha·v for

arterials.

All.-Qtjlt:_attittl: 48

Sidewalks shall be required on botil_aidms of all other streers
including ihose serving resident. ial. commercial public and quasi-
public uses and i.neleding cul·-de-eacs and deadend st·mets, except :

a, along streets with residential lots of 200 foot or

more frontage. or lots over one acre i.n average size

(commonly known as estate or suburban lets .

b. along streets adjacent: to large non-podestilan gcnerat-
..4»3 ing uses as may be determin..d by the Planning Commi.ss ion -

Ce g. internal streets along cemeteries - 251·h Street
*@Y,tat east of Hillside; streel:g along parks that are developEd

with walks and trails Le.g Park Villa and Cak Park
c. in industrial. areas wheire eit·her go z,ned or when indicated

as an industrial area in .he Comprehens: ve Development Plan
for the Matropolitan Area y provided however :bar side·-

walks may be required where such an industrial area abuts
an area not zoned for industry, or whon the· locat·ion of'

3=2*P
ime

such industrial area is so situayed in selation ic non-

*1
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industrial uses that a sidewalk is indicated to

complete the existing pattern of usages oy.- ser-

vice; or such industnal district is located

along a street leading to a school. church or

other place likely to generate pedestrian traf-

fic,

All of the foregoing gui.delines are subjecE· t.c: modifica-

tion by the Planning Commiseion based cn special problems of

land use, traffic conditions or alternate facill.ties, Side-

wal.ke may be required or waived when it· le apparent tha·t it

is in the public interest thae t.he foregoing po J.:; cies and

guidelines shall be modified. However financial hardship

shall not be construed as a sufficient reason firr the granting
'.3

of a waiver ,

For all areas beyond the City of Wichita limits . impl,

mentation of the sidewalk policies shal.1 be hale! .111 RD<(yum.(Ic

pending an en bing meating of the City and Count.y C:·minic,Jitris

filit«and representatives of the Metropeli.tan Area Plan.ning Curamj-s 2 -7%

sion concerning the above policies. ..>:Alt...fI

f
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'AN:
TO WHOM IT Elinr CONCERN.

On January 19. 1 955,: the Board of Ci-ty Commissioners arrived

at a policy decision tha·: all subdivision applications filed wi·th

the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission after tha: date would

come under a new policy regarding developer-installed sidewalks.

This letter is to advice You that preliminary plats will no

longer be accepted by this Dapariment unless they are in compliance

with Section 15 of the Subdivision Rules and Regulations regarding

sidewalks and are accompanied by a schedule showing or listing:fw 1

1. rhe streets on which sidewalks will be constructed on

both sides of the street;

2. The streets on which sidewalks will be conscructed on

one side only· and daaignating the side of the street
on which the walk is to be installed

Drior to the time the final plat i.s submitted to the City Com-

mission and if sidewalks are involved„ the applicant will need to

provide for either:

1 Construction of sidewalks prior to City Commission

approval of the plat; or

2. Filing of a corporate surety bond. in an amount approved

by the City ,-,County) Engineer and approved as to form 1

by the City (County) Legal Department guaranteeing

·wasegel construction to City K,County} specifications within
two 0) years; or

3 File a letter of intent 'only with Planning Coni.miss jon

approval ) providing that the sidewalks will be con-

structed within two (2) years to Cit·v (Coun·tv; speci-
?ications.

For more de·tailed information you should consult Section 15

fyi¢*# the Subdivision Rules anci Regulations. fE you should have any
:....2 questions concerning this metter . please call.
'a

4=2
Jack E. Galbraith

Sen i ur Planner

.09*116 3HG; mb

44; . . «fpy'
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ly Commission Communlruff

To: The Honorable Board of Commissioners CC 324

Subject: Construction and Financing of Sidewalks January 2, 1964 *3

At the meeting of November 12, 1963 the City Commission reviewed Commission
Communication 317 and established a policy ". . . that sidwalk construction will
not only be encouraged but eventually realized post haste to bring about the early
completion of a total sidewalk construction project in the City of Wichita. . ."
The Commission then requested that a workable program, including primary
arteries, methods of financing and petitioning be developed for their furtherconsideration.

'

SIDEWALKS FOR PRIMARY ARTERIES

For purposes of this communication, a primary artery will be considered as
feeder routes to schools and major traffic thoroughfares.

At the request of the City Commission, a sidewalk study was conducted by the
Administrative Committee for Traffic Safety Coordination and resulted in a policy
for sidewalks leading to schools. This study was very thorough at the time
(March 1960) but is somewhat outdated since some areas now a part of the city
were not considered in the study. The following criteria was developed by the
subcommittee to assist in the assignment of sidewalk installation needs:

1. Sidewalks completely encircling school grounds on both
sides of the street were recommended where possible.

2. Sidewalks on both sides of the street were recommended
for all major feeder routes to the school. Existing
pedestrian habits, existing control devices, existing side -
walks and the knowledge of particular committee members
in direct contact with the various schools were taken into
account in determining the major feeder routes.

3. In all instances, sidewalks were recommended upon both
sides of the street in locations where new sidewalks;
proposed. Where sidewalks already exist upon one

RECENED Nof the street, the proposal for walks on the other sic
were considered upon individual merits and upon loc AN 3 1964 k
relative to school and other walks.

\31 MErROPOLITAN k

we F
Si

PLANNING 4-
,ar 0

g

4. Primary emphasis was placed upon the provisions for
sidewalks around elementary schools. For the most F
these suggested walks also aid the intermediate and high
schools. Some specific walks were recommended for
individual parochial school and intermediate and high schools

City of Wichita, Kan...

.ar
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ty Commigston Communical'

Construction and Financing of Sidewalks CC 324-2

5. Some pedestrian generators other than the schools
received consideration when the sidewalk needs of the
school and the other generator could be met concurrently.

The report indicated a need for 912,305 lineal feet, or approximately 173 miles
of new sidewalk to serve basic school pedestrian requirements.

It is recommended that these school sidewalk needs, plus those of the major
traffic streets be reviewed by the Administrative Committee in order that an up
to date report be available for the Commission's consideration.

The two principal types of initiative in the determination of need for
public sidewalks are:

1. by the governing body:

A. The governing body may initiate the legislative
need for public sidewalks by resolution, the
inviting of bids, and the fixing of special assess-
ments to the abutting land benefited. Such

SIDEWALKS FOR NEW SUB -DIVISIONS

The Subdivision Rules and Regulations have required that sidewalks be con-
:1.,ffj€614,

structed along both sides of streets designated as major streets in the Major
Street Plan adopted by the Planning Commission, and along at least one side of
all other streets whenever any subdivision platted subsequent to July, 1948 is
located within the city limits, or whenever such subdivision is to be incorporated
iii the city limits of the City of Wichita by annexation. The requirement further
provides that sidewalks along unimproved sites must be installed within two
years from the date of filing of the plat, except that such installation may be
deferred in cases where improvements are actually under construction but not .
completed, upon application to the City Commission or County Commission,
depending on jurisdiction. This requirement, however, was waived by a format
motion of the City Commission in 1954,

It ia recommended that this policy not be changed at this time since
the Prototype Zoning and Sub-Division Regulations Study by Richard
Babcock will review this specific issue.

ALTERNATE ·INITIATION AND FINANCING METHODS

City 01

i

Wichita, Kanen•

r
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¢ty Commission Communical

Construction and Financing of Sidewalks CC 324-3

assessments are payable in the same manner
as for the retirement of general obligation
bonds. (G. S. 1961 Supp. 13-1008)

B. The governing body may adopt a charter ordinance
which would allow sidewalk construction to be

included in a project of major traffic street con-
struction. The governing body would determine
that portion of the sidewalk costs to be assessed
the benefited area and payment would be made
as in lA above.

2. by the locally benefited citizen:

A.

B.

C.

A petition signed by 50% of the abutting owners may
be authorized at the discretion of the governing
body. The cost of the sidewalks shall be assessed
to the abutting property. Such assessments are
payable in one installment or in not more than five
annual instattments. (G. S, 1961 Supp. 13- 1008e)

3-4/%0'16/2-

Twenty-five property owners in a precinct or ward
may petition for construction of a sidewalk and the
governing body may at its discretion authorize the
construction giving the land owner opportunity to
construct same. After failure of construction by
the property owner not less than 30 days nor more
than 60 daysi after publication of the reeolution
providing for construction, the governing body shall
cause the work to be done by contract; the cost
thereof being assessed against abutting property with
payment as in 2A above. (G. S. 1949 12-1801)

An alternative to all other methods provided by

law is the 80 called "Chesney Law. " This Statute

provides an involved s ystem of deliberation between

the governing body and the citizens affected for the
purpose of determining the advisability of the con-
struction:hearings by notice are provided. Once

advisability is determined, the land owners affected

City of Wichita, Kan.n•
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4y Commission Communicat

Construction and Financing of Sidewalks
CC 324-4

may resist the improvement by written protests
signed by both 51% or more of the resident owners
of record of property within the improvement
district and the owners of record of more than half
of the total area of the benefit district. The city
may pay such portion of the cost of the improvement
as the governing body may determine, but not more
than eighty per cent. The special assessment will
be paid as described in IA on the preceding page.
(G. S. Supp. 12-6a07 and 12-6a 14)

RECOMMENDATIONS

1. That the Director of Public Works update the previous sidewalk needs
information providing for areas annexed and changes in school locations
that have occurred since the last report was prepared.

2. That the Director of Law be instructed to draft a charter ordinance that
would allow for the construction of sidewalks in major traffic street
projects.

3. That a notice be sent to school principals and to the Presidents of Parent-
Teacher Associations advising them of the procedures involved in ZA and
B, stating that petition forms are available in the Department of Public
Works for those desiring to circulate them and expressing the City
Commission' s policy to provide the utmost safety for school children.

Respectfully submitted,

Russell E. McClure

City Manager

REM:ct

0
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0y Commission Communicati,

To: The Honorable Board of Commissioners CC 317

Subject: Sidewalk Construction November 7, 1963

In 1961, 4,800 pedestrians were killed and 110,000 pedesrians wereinjured by motor-vehicles in urban areas in this country. National

Safety Council statistics also show that more people over twenty are
killed or injured by walking in the roadway than those under 20, and
that the hihest percentage of this type of accident happens in the 15-19age group. Even though sidewalks are built generally for the purpose
of providing safety for school children, these statistics indicate that
safety for school children is not the only reason for sidewalk construction.
Sidewalks are just as necessary around shopping centers, churches,
parks and office districts.

ONE OR BOTH SIDES OF STREET

Often when it is agreed that a sidewalk is necessary in an area, there
is controversy as to whether sidewalk construction should take place
on one or two sides of the street. The Community Builders' Council
of the Urban Land Institute recommends the following:

". ..On minor streets in single family areas, two
sidewalks are freqpntly unnecessary and in open
development of large lots of 100 foot frontage or
more, sidewalks may be eliminated without objec -
tion. ..The Council recommends a sidewalk on
at least one side of the street, in general, except
in large lot, low density or open development. In
special situations such as along a school frontage
two sidewalks are needed. "

"On major residential streets that serve as
collectors of traffic from minor streets to the
school, bus stop, shopping center, and other focal
points of the community, and where densities exceed
five families per net acre; sidewalks are usually
needed on both sides of the street. 1,3

"Sidewalks should be constructed on both sides of
streets leading directly to the school. "4

INational Safety Council, Accident Facts 1962, p. 56.
2Ibid· • P. 53.
3Community Builders' Council of Urban Land Institute, The

Community Builders Handbook. Urban Land Institute,
Washington, D. C. (1960), p. 126.

'Ibid., p. 144.
City of Wichita, Kance<
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01'ty Commission Communicate,

Sidewatk Construction
CC 317-2

The Housing and Home Finance Agency establishes three types of
residential subdivisions: multifamily, single family, and estate
(minimum lot front footage of 150') developments. Some cities do not
require sidewalks in the third type development reasoning that because
the large lot development provides a rural-type environment, there
will be little vehicle and pedestrian traffic.

"=1«% '11
··· 34 3/

Although the Community Builders' Council of the Urban Land Institute
does not see the necessity for having sidewalks on both sides of the
street in residential areas except in the case of major streets,
statistics indicate that sidewalks on only one side of the street invite
children and adults as well to cross the street in the middle of the
block. National Safety Council statistics show that while 2.7% of all
pedestrian accidents happen when walking in the roadway, 46.4% of
all pedestian accidents occur while crossing streets between inter-sections.

NEW SUBDIVISIONS

"The greatest benefits from city planning result not from the accomplish-
ment of corrective improvements but from the guidance of new develop-ments. '16

The definition of a subdivision of land is " ( 1) the division of land into
two or more lots or tracts, (2) the dedication of a road, highway or
street through a tract of land on the same basis as outlined above in ( 1)
and (2). „7

Some cities require sidewalks in all new subdivisions except those of
the estate type. Others delegate to the planning commission the
authority to either allow exceptions or to decide when sidewalks are to
be installed. This decision is based on the type of subdivision and
adjacent land uses.

bNational Safety Council, p. 53.
6*INew Approaches to Residential Land Development", Technical

Bulletin 40, Urban Land Institute, Washington, D. C.
7 (January 1961), p, 79,
Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Plan.,ing Commission,

"Subdivition Rules aild Regulations for the Wichita-Sedgwick
County Metropolitan Area, as amended, October 4, 1962.

City of Wichita, Kan..•
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0)y Commission Communicati
Sidewalk Construction

CC 317-3

OLDER BUILT -UP AREAS

When sidewalks are not required in new subdivisions the result soon is
a built-up area with sidewalks in some places and not in others. It is
when a situation of this sort develops that it becomes extremely difficult
to obtain sidewalk cowtruction financed in a fair and equitable manner.
The first atep is to establish a sidewalk policy and require construction
in conformity with the policy. One method is to require that sidewalks
be provided when building construction takes place. West Palm Beach,
Florida ha0 a regulation which states: "Before a building permit shall
be issued for the construction of any structure upon any plot of land in
the city not improved by a paved or otherwise surfaced and usable
sidewalk fronting such plot, the plans for such construction must include
provisions for erection concurrently with the construction of the
building..."8 The Board of Wichita City Commissioners may, by resolution
passed at any meeting, require the building of any new sidewalk upon the
petition of twenty-five or more property owner s residing in the ward in
which the sidewalk is porposed to be laid. A complementary policy
would be to require sidewalk construction concurrent with street paving
in built-up areas and a part of a sidewalk policy could require connecting
sidewalk construction·upon request of any citizen. This would cover
areas where there are no sidewalks for one or two blocks with existing
sidewalks on both sides of the vacant area or where sidewalks have been
constructed in only part of the block and require pedestrians to walk in
the roadway a block or two before getting back on a sidewalk. Another
approach would be the use of the "Chesney Law" to order in sidewalks
and establish a benefit district for special assessment purposes.
ADDrrIONAL INFORMATION

Attached to this communication is CC 269 of June 21, 1962, Policy
for Construction of Sidewalks which further reviews the previous
actions in regard to sidewalk construction and discusses the establish-
ment of sidewalk feeder routes leading to schoolB.

BManagement Information Service Report #222, July 1962
Respectfully submitted,

La 2.,6 te:. v
Russell E. Mcaure
City Manager

REM:ct
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November 6, 1963

James Clancy, Executive Assistant »·r

Robert A. Lakin, Assistant Planning Director

Draft Sidewalk Report

I have reviewed the draft of the Sidewalk CC and suggent the following € 941 1

revisions:

1. Page 3, II.A - The definition for subdivisions has been
changed slightly by the addition of a third clause as
follows:

"The resubdivision of land on the same basis as
outlined in (1) and (2).

This now falls on page 6 of the Subdivision Rules and fte¢

Regulations and the citation should refer to the Rules
and Regulations as amended, dated October 4, 1962.

2. Page 5, Item 4 - If the number in the first line of the
paragraph is a City of Wichita Ordinance number, I
imagine it is 19-589 rather than 190589. Also, is this
paragraph referring to an ordinance based on State Statute
and if so, should not the statute be cited7

3. Page 5, Paragraph 6 - The sentence starting on line 6 should
be rewritten, I believe, as follows: 1*642··

"The request of any citizen shall be based on the fact
that pedestrians using sidewalk£ must walk in the road-
way a block or two before getting back on a Fidewalk. "

4. Page 5, Item 7-I suggest this item be expanded to include
the idea that a benefit district based on e lementary school
districts and a plan for sidewalks within that school district
be carried as a s ingle "Chesney Bill" project. This might get
away from some of the inequities normally found in the asses-
ment against direct abuttors; especially on side-street side-
walks which are quite oft,n needed in order to provide a good
sidewalk pattern.

dd.RAN

4

L 1 i
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5. Page 6, III - I would suggest that references to the manner
in which cost may be assigned be referred to the previous
section listing the possible policy choices as to installa-
tion of sidewalks (re: sub-items 1 through 7 in the pre-
ceding section).

6. I wonder if it should be mentioned in this report that the
Traffic Commission (or Traffic Engineer?) has prepared a
sidewalk plan for the community showing those areas where
sidewalks are needed and on which side of the street they
are to be located. The status of this plan should be checked
as to whether it is a formally adopted plan by the Traffic
Commission or merely a proposal. Also as to the last time
that it was updated.

bt•Kitkia:
44449,4:.

4,44%
Attached for you use is a copy of the revised and updated Subdivision Rules
and Regulations.

Pfify¢Z

Robert A. Lakin --
Assistant Planning Director

RAL:mm %7>lAcy-

Attachment
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I. NEED FOR SIDEMALKS

In 1961, 4,800 pedeetrians were killed and 110,000
pedestrians were injured by motor-vehicles in urban areas
in thia country. 1 It is probable that sidewalks would
have saved oome of these lives and prevented some of the
non-fatal accidento. National Safety Council statistics
also allow that more people over twenty are killed or
injured by walking in the roadway than those under 20,
and that the higheat percentage of this type of accident
happens in the 15-19 age group.2 Even though aidewalks
are built generally for the purpose of providing safety
for school children, thek# atariatics definitely rule out
providing safety fo; achool children as the only reason
for sidewalk coostruction. Sidewalks are juat as necessary
around shopping centers, churches, parks and office districts.
A. One or Both Sides of Street

Often when it is agreed that a sidewalk ig necessary
in on area, there in coatroveray aa to fether sidewalk
construction should take place on ome or two Mides of the
st::'cut. The Con,aunity nuilder *1' Council of the Urban
Land Institute recommends the following:

"...(kl mi=: Streets in Single family
areas, two sidewalks are frequently um»ce@sary
and in open development of large lots of 100
foot front:age or more, sidewalke may be elimi-
nated without objection. ...The Council recommends

a sidewalk on at least 000 side of the street.

47,3

l}lational Safety Council, Accident Facts 1962, p. 56.
2 Ikli·. p. 53.
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in general, e=opt in large lot, low density

or open development, aa noted. In special

situations Guch as along a school frontage

two sidewalks are needed."

"00 m,dor residential streets that

serve 80 collectors of traffic from miaor

streets to the school, bus stop, shopping

center, and other focal points of the community,

and where deneities exceed five families per

met acre; sidewalks are usually needed on

both aides of the street."3

"Sidewalka should be constructed m both

sides of streets leading directly to the school.'14

The HOUSing &21 Home Finance Agency establishes three typeo

of residential dubdivioions: multifamily, single family, and

estate (minimun lot front footage of 150' ) developeents. Some

cities do not require sidewalks in the third type development

reasons that because the large lot developtinat provides a

rural-type empironmant, there will be little vehicle and

pedestrian traffic.

Although the Cocumity Builders' Council of the Urban

Land Institute does not Bee the Deceasity for having aidewalks

an both aides of the street in residential areas except in

the case of major screeta, statiatica indicate that sidewalks

an only one side of the street invite children and adults

as well to cross the street in the middle of the block.

I -<9.2
32«i:

3cammunity Builders' Council of Urban Land Instituto. 112
Coun#mity Builder Urban Land Institute,
Washingtan, 0.0. 126.

tklib, P· 144.

book., P.
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National Safety Council statistics show that while 2.7% of

all pedestrian accidents happen when walking in the roadway,

46.4% of all pedestrian accidents occur while crossing streets
between intersections.5

B. Necessary Decisions

Will aidewalks be required on one or both sides YEL -r
9%

of residential streets? Will sidewalks be required

in estate type residential develormentsT Will sidewalks

be required on one or both sides of major traffic streets

W!.en there is a clear indication tbere will be 00

pedestrian traffic for several years 7

II. CONSTRUCTION OF SIDEWALKS

A. New Subdivisions

'the greatest benefits fran city planning result

not from the accomplialment of corrective improvements

but from the guidance of rew developemts."6

The definition of a subdivislon of land is "d) tbe
9 division of land into two or more lots or tracts, (2) thej i '. 1.. f

1 dedication of a road, highway or street through a tract
, 6X j of land on the same basis as outlined above in (1) and

(2).'17

5Natianal Safety Council, p. 53.

6'Wew Approaches go Residential Land Dew
40 Urban Land Institute, Wa U.U.£981), p. 79.

7wtchita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planninz C=nission
"Subdivision 20108 =1 Baculations fo tho Wicfiiea-Sedgwic
County Metropolitan Area, July 1958. p. 5.

Bullotin sh10=: 4.
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Some cities require sidewalks in all new subdivisiona

:=ept those of the estate type. Others delegate to the
planning coruission the authority to eitl:er allow
esceptiona or te decide when sidewall:@ are to be installed.
This deciaion is based on the type of subdivisim and
adjacent land unes.

Older Built-Ik, Areas

2.-on sidawalks rm not required in now subdivisions

the result soon 18 a built up area with sidewalka in

socho places and not in other@. It iS lon a situation of
this sort develops that it becomes e,=remoly difficult

to obtain sidewalk construction financed in a fair and

equitable manner. Cities deal with this problem in
one of th=ee ways.

1. The firot method is to establish a complete

Bidewalk policy and require construction in conformity
with the policy.

2. A second method is to require leceipt of a

petition signed by property owners owning 50% or more
of the property and order the constructioa on a special
asseosment program.

3. The Chiri method io to require that sidewalks

be provided rlhen building construction eakee place.

Nest Pals Beach, Florida has a regulation which states:

'Mefore a building permit shall be iss,Ed for the
construction of any etructure upon my plot of land in

the city not inwroved by a paved or otherwise surfaced

and usable sidewalt: frotiting such plot, the plans for
auch construction must include provisions for orection

Bwy:

-1
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q

concurrantly with the construction of the building..."18
Since there are man, blocks * the City without

*6*t

611

sidewalks, this policy could lea*Imany blocks having
Only anall sections of sidewalk in them.

4. By city Ordinance No. 190589 Section 8, "the
0 p Glic hite City) board of comissioners may, by maolutionW

· I 4* 34 posed al: ary seeting, require the building of any gaw9/ A 03.
Sidewalk Mon the petition of twene-five or more
property owners residing in the ward En which the sidewalk
is propesed to bc laid."

5. A co.splementary policy would be to require
sidevall: construction concurrent with street paving

e
in built-up areas.

6. Part d a sidewalk policy could be to require
ccaecting sidewalk construction upon mquest 02 any
citizen. Thie weld cover arens where there are no
sidewalks for one or two blocks with existing sidewalks
011 both sides of tbe vacant area or where sidewalks have
been constructed in only part of the block. The request

i.of ..17·r Ac·.1

of any citizen shall be¥thot pedestriallo using the siderialk 6
must walk in the roadway a block or two before getting
back on a sidetalk. The board of cogaiosioners has the
power to order the construction of aidetgallts ard,lhere in
Chc city with or without e petition.

7. By employing the Cheaney Law the City could
order in aidewalk comtruction after a beneift district

%?*44:

1

bad been established.

8*US Report 222

L
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1110 finmwing of sidewillk constructicn varies from
city to city. The cout can be paid by el,0 City; by the ,O
property otmer, by £=bers of a boneRS district or con B
be 01=ed by the City and the property owners.

Rectawke sidegalks increase tbe value of adjacent
m:operty, it I.-0 becuse an eatablisheti practice for cities
to obsttin the entia· cost egainst tl- Au.tting property.
In a survey d citiea conducted by the International City
Managers' Association in 1902, it una found tbat out of
138 cities 0 cities aseumed the entire cost, in 98 cities the
PrOPOS;ty owner paid the entire coot, and in 32 cities the cogi
was slierad by the city. Sixty-five cities raquired the
developer to pay for sideualko in aubdivisions. 917*SJ»EIA"*

IV. CONCWSIONS AND RECENimIDATIONS

It can be cencluded that tliere ig n dclinite need for
aidewalks in ce*:ain amas of £1£ city. Sidewalk policies
vary from city to city. Frequent chances in sidewalk policies
tend to cause inequities and et times double tawition. It
16 =comended tl,2 City of Widbits adort a definite sidewalk

cre to it as closely £28 to posoible and practicel.

*#Nt·eye
&9-4

e-9/4
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THE,(4TY oF wicHITA
c,FFICE 01' Thi City Manager DATE Novimber 28. 1962

TO

Don E. Andermon. Re-arch & Budget Officer

FROM Jamel F. Clancy, Executive Allota

SUBJECT Policy fo, Sidewalk Conotruction
and Mainte,unce

AI you know. th, city ha, a -al articulatid. but eeldom
followed. policy for *idewalk conitruction maintenance.
This aituatiom t• not unique to Wtchits ••d thi -id for
aome help haa boe,1 1=11//red by thi Management Imforma-
tion Servicl of tho ICMA in their reclat report No. 222.

Would you please have a member of your gtaff review thts
MIS report and work with tbe D•partment• of Public Work,
anti Ptlining. in thi divilopment of a workable policy for
thi City Commisiton'i conoidoration.

The Director of Public Work, hai reviewed the bifore
mentioned report and I am ainding my copy to the Director

28 1962

JFC:ct it METRORCUr'
cc:T. J. Scanton. Director of Adminlitration

Ralph Wuls. Director of Pubtic Work,
JL. L. Littll. Director of Planning - attacbment

4»52*,19*Nt¢43'41*•4*.«01*Mi>e:Aws*;f:-4**aA,ep*p»AA·*i],14 - , ,,7 %, < . ,J >1 k -,*:!54,2,60•749,¢61*152.7/'"""' 99,·W,%9-1-l,"i"077:/9:94Ik"·44¢1¥2#rf//p·,41 '7¢ 4.4.i#07,·m,Wil**»»*»»,w.,Pre'r·,ve
r-
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ANAGEMEUT INFORMATIpN SERVICE
CONDUCTED BY THE

--TY MANAGERS' ASSOCIATION

) Street, Chicago 37, Illinois
··' 12:,43/HN"jimm

Report No. 222 July, 1962 Page 1

CITY SIDEWALK CONSTRUCTION AND MAINTENANCE POLICIES

Whal m·e the policies of cities with vegard lo sidewalk construction? How is the construction fi-
nanced? Whal are the Draclices of cities in regai·ds to maintenance? What is being done aboid
snow /ei,toual?

"Prior to 1960 most of the children attending San Antonio's 153 elementary schools had the
choice of walking in the streets with vehicle traffic or on parkways often filled with mud and water."
So states an article in Texas Town and Cio (January, 1961, pages 12- 13). A problem of this nature
has been with many cities ever since the end of World War II, when massive suburban and residen-
tial developments created large gaps within municipal sidewalk systems. Because of the concern
over the problem MIS Report Number 93, Financing Sidenualle Conshmetion and Maintenance, was
published in 1951.

A renewed interest in adequate sidewalk regulation and construction calls for an updating of
the 1951 study. This renewed interest is largely because of the necessity to protect school children
on their way to and from school and the pedestrian from vehicular traffic. Cities also frequently
face the problems of installing new sidewalks in older, more developed areas; requiring the construe-
tion of new sidewalks in new subdivisions; and maintaining and reconstructing sidewalks in older
areas of the city to provide for the common safety and welfare of all citizens.

Statistics compiled by the National Safety Council indicate that the lack of sidewalks is one
reason for pedestrian deaths and injuries. Table 1 shows the percentage of all pedestrian deaths
and injuries in 1961 caused by walking in the roadway. The first column indicates the age groups,
ranging from less than one year old to 19. The second column indicates the percentage of total
pedestrian accident deaths and injuries caused by walking in the street and is a total of columns
three and four. The remaining columns show the percentage of deaths and injuries of pedestrians
in roadway accidents walking with the traffic or against the traffic. Table 1 also shows that walking
in roadways with the traffic is more dangerous than walking in roadways against traffic. The figures
compiled are for young persons between the ages of 1 to 19. The greatest number of deaths occur-
ring is between the 15- 19 age group, which would indicate that the older the youngster - amazingly
enough - the more protection should be provided. Although these statistics cannot positively prove
that sidewalks would have prevented these deaths, it can be stated that the presence of walkways
do have a definite protective value.

These figures show that sidewalks do play an important part in the protection and safety of -
children, and that the inadequacies of many municipal sidewalk systems are cause for concern.

< This report suggests some solutions to this problem and makes recommendations as regards the
standards, maintenance, financing, and replacing of sidewalks. The reportis based on a survey of

/ 200 cities in all population brackets, with 145 communities responding.1
/

'Cities and counties responding are: Dothan, Ala.; Phoenix and Tucson, Ariz.; Alameda, Burbank, Claremont,
Corona, Daly City, El Centro, Glendale, Lawndale, Lang Beach, Los Angeles, las Gatos, Mill Valley, Monterey, Newport
Beach, Oakland, Pacific Grove, Pasadena, Redwood City, Sacramento County, San Diego, Sin Jose, Santa Clara, and
Whittier, Calif.; Vancouver, B. C., Canada; Boulder, Colorado Springs, Golden, and Pueblo, Colo.; Unionville and West
Hartford, Conn.; Smyrna, Del.; Boca Raton, Dade County, Fernandina Beach, Gainesville, Homestead, Miami, Miami
Beach, Ocala, St. Petersburg, and Sarasota, Fla.; College Park, Ga.; Arlington Heights, Glencoe, Mount Prospect, Oak
Park, Peoria, Skokie, and Winnetka, Ill.; Cedar Rapids, Dubuque. and Maquoketa, Iowa; Arkansas_(111-dingordia. Holton,
and Salina, Kan.; Glasgow, Ky.; DeRidder, La.; Auburn, Brewer, Ellsworth, and Portland, Me.; Montgomery County, Md.;

'. 0, --'*' N. " -e.*i# 'AJ,17WGfi¥49*82©1449"5

This report is distributed only to local governments subscribing toManagement InformAtion Service
> Copies of MIS reports are not for sale. Contents may not be reproduced without permission
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City Manager July 16, 1962

TO L. L. Little, Director of Planning

James F. Clancy, Executive Assistant

s711.11*]T

Policy for construction
of sidewalks

Please refer to CC-269, same subject, and refer to the
paragraph entitled Subdivision Rules and Regulations.
The City Commission has requested that they be furnished
information relative to the so called "Waiver" that was

adopted by the City Commission in 1954.

I believe Lee Edmonds is familiar with the events that

led to the adoption of the waiver and the official action
that was taken in its adoption.

l Jamips F. Clancy
cutive Assitant
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1121{'17 ,)17 The City Manager 1,ATE July 6, 1962

TO L. L. Little, Director of Planning

iNtf)M James F. Clancy, Executive Assistant

S U 11.Il-(rr Commission Action re Policy for
Construction of Sidewalks--CC 269

At the Commission meeting of July 3, 1962 that body moved to refer
the so called "waiver" of sidewalk requirements, as outlined in CC 269,
to the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission for their review and
recommendation.

Please advise this office of such recommendation as it becomes
available.

Jaes F. Clancy
xecutive Assistant
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'jy Commission Communicati('

TO: The Honorable Members of the City Commission June 21, 1962

Subject: Policy for Construction of Sidewalks CC 269

The City Manager submits this communication in order that the Board of

City Commissioners may review previous policies and actions in regard to the

construction of sidewalks and to the establishment of adequate feeder routes

leading to schools. The ·most prominent argument for the construction of

sidewalks has been the concern for the pedestrian safety of school children.

Since the city is now in the midst of its construction season, any decision

regarding sidewalk construction policy must be quickly effected in order to

alleviate school needs prior to the new school year beginning September, 1962.

SUBDIVISION RULES AND REGULATIONS

For many years the Subdivision Rules and Regulations of both the city and the

Metropolitan Area Planning Commission have required that sidewalks be

constructed along both sides of streets designated as major streets in the

Major Street Plan adopted by the Planning Commi s sion, and along at least one

dde of all other streets whenever any subdivision platted subsequent to July,

1948, is located within the city limits, or whenever such subdivision is to be

incorporated in the city limits of the City of Wichita by annexation. The require-

ment further provides that sidewalks along unimproved sites:must be installed

within two years from the date of filing of the plat, except that such installation

may be deferred in cases wheredmprovements are actually under construction

but net completed, upon application to the City Commission or County

Commission, depending on jurisdiction. This requirement, however, was

waived by a formal motion of the City Commission in 1954.

t,1

LEGAL AUTHORITY FOR CONSTRU CTION OF SIDEWALKS

Under Sections 12-1801 through 12- 1816 of the General Statutes of Kansas,

1949, sidewalks may be constructed upon receipt of a petition signed by twenty-

five citizens who own property in a ward or upon request by the owners of

frontage abutting the proposed project. There is no provision for a public

hearing but the City Commission may hold one if it so desires. The City

Commission may order the construction of a sidewalk to replace existing walk

upon finding that it is in an unsafe and hazardous condition.

Following the granting of the petition, a resolution must be adopted on two

readings declaring the project neces sary and allowing the abutting property

owners thirty days to construct their own sidewalk in accordance with city

specifications. This resolution is followed by approval of the Engineer's

preliminary estimate, advertising for bids, awarding the contract, approving

the Engineer's statement of costs upon completion of the work, passage of an

City of Wichita, Kan.rle

7773FPEFU-77---- ---------------...........I'"//I/*

L -J

1 1
.A



ordinance apportioning and assessing the cost and mailing the assessment
notices to property owners, which assessment must be paid in two years
unless extended by the City Commission to five years. Scrip is issued for
making the payment to contractors.

SCHOOL TRAFFIC SAFETY POLICIES

it-»2214«»*tt.1..'1%74 '.-'i · 1.. 1,- ·:0, .'3·t,'A./2,35.4....'2: /64· :··i...r;M.24
944244*.·.113:EgAMe#%/%1<**§5kg*Mbl*G¢yt.( I. fo- 39:· r

ly Commission Communicati'h

June 21. 1962

Subject: Policy for Construction of Sidewalks CC 269-2

On November 17, 1959 the City Commission received and filed CC 191, Report
on School Traffic Safety Policies and Practices prepared by the Administrative
Committee on Traffic Safety Coordination. This report was reviewed and
approved by the T raffic Commission, the P. T. A. Safety Council, Wichita i.
Public School Administrations the Diocesan Schools of Wichita and the Lutheran
Schools. A revised report was then issued,by the d-orhmittee in March, 1960.
Both reports contained the following recommendations in regard to sidewalks:

·"5. That sidewalks be provided around schools and for the distance
away from schools necessary to provide a proper pedestrian way where
the school pedestrian movement repre sents a reasonable volume of
children. The Committee would point out that the lack of sidewalks in
school areas is a serious weakness in the Wichita School Traffic Safety
Program. It is a weakness that has become progressively worse. Sidewalks
should be available at schools on both sides of streets and should extend to

the point of dispersion of the students.''I

"6. That the Planning Commission establish standards requiring
subdivision developers to construct all sidewalks when paving is
constructed. It is further recommended that a practical means be sought
to provide sidewalks in areas around established schools. "

"7. That the Administrative Committee for T raffic Safety Coordination
continue *ith its study of sidewalks so as to.provide and submit to the City
Commission an overall plan for construction of sidewalks in school areas. :'

On March 29, 1960, the City Commission accepted the recommendations contained
in the above.mentioned report, with the exception of an item concerning use of
"Safety Sue" or "Safety Sal" signs.

POLICY FOR SIDEWALKS LEADING TO SCHOOLS

On March 29, 1960, the City Commission also received CC 208, Policy for
Sidewalks Leading to Schools prepared by a subcommittee of the Administrative
Committee for Traffic Safety Coordination as requested by the City Commission
in Septembe r, 1959. The scope of this sidewalk study involved a review of
existing records, and an on-site inventory of almost every street in the city to
obtain factual knowledge of existR» walks, the preparation of a large map to

City of Wichita, Konsrs
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f')y Commission Communicati()

June 21, 1962

Subject: Policy for Const ruction of Sidewalks CC 269-3

indicate existing walks, a conference among the subcommittee members to

determine the locations of proposed school feeder routes, and the development of

a basis of priority for placing sidewalks throughout the city.

This report revealed that there were approximately 490 miles of sidewalk

scattered throughout the city. In the subsequent 24 months some 7.89 miles of

sidewalk have been constructed, The following criteria were developed by the

subcommittee to assist in the assignment of sidewalk installation needs:

1. , Sidewalks completely encircling school grounds on both sides of

the street were recommended where possible.

2. Sidewalks on both sides of the street were recommended for all major
feeder routes to the school. Existing pedestrian habits, existing

control devices, existing sidewalks and the knowledge of particular
committee members in direct contact with the various schools were

taken into account in determining the major feeder routes.

3. In all instances, sidewalks were recommended upon both sides of the

street in locations where new sidewalks were proposed. Where

sidewalks already exist upon one side of the street, the proposal for

walks on the other side were considered upon individual merits and
upon location relative to school and other walks.

4. Primary emphasis was placed upon the provisions for sidewalks

around elementary schools. For the most part, these suggested

walks also aid the intermediate and high schools. Some specific

walks were recommended for individual parochial school and inter-

mediate and high schools.

5. Some pedestrian generators other than the schools received consider-

ation when the sidewalk needs of the school and the other generator

could be met concurrently.

6. Other sidewalk needs along major and through streets, and in

commercial areas not specifically used for school travel, will be

discussed in a second report on overall sidewalk requirements.

The report indicated a need for 912,305 lineal feet, or approximately 173

miles of new sidewalk to serve basic school pedestrian requirements. On

May 1, 1962, estimates were presented to the City Commission for the cost
of typical four- foot sidewalks. The lineal foot ave rage of these estimated

costs was $1.80 per foot. Thus, the original 1960 cost estimate of $1,650,000
for the above sidewalk program still appears to be valid.

City of Wichita, Kan.nq
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y Commission Communicati
2.

0 June 21, 1962

Subject: Policy for Construction of Sidewalks CC 269.4

The City Manager recommended that the map and list of sidewalk feeder routes
be received and filed by the City Commission and used in the future to accept
ward petitions for the construction of sidewalks leading to schools. This policy
would reserve to the people the responsibility for initiating installation of these
sidewalks, yet provide an orderly means for the construction of the walks
whi ch would not depend upon the signatures of fifty pe r cent of the abutting
property owners. The above construction program was to serve as a start to
establishment of sidewalks on all btreets throughout the community and the
suburban areas.

On May 29, 1960, the City Commission approved the report on sidewalks
leading to schools and received and filed the map and list of school sidewalk
feeder routes for future use when granting petitions for walks leading to schools.

MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR OF SIDEWALKS

Table I reveals that in 1961 the city expended some 5,207 manhours for the
repair and maintenance of some 31,647 square feet of sidewalk. A much more
extensive program of sidewalk maintenance is needed in order to protect the
investment of property owners who have improved their property by paying for
sidewalks. Under authority of Chapter 12.18 of the General Statutes, the City
Commission, upon finding a sidewalk in unsafe condition, may order the repair
or replacement of the sidewalk, the cost to be assessed to abutting property
owners.

TABLE I

MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR OF SIDEWALKS

WORK PROGRAM

ESTI- ESTI-

ACTIVITY WORK ACTUAL ACTUAL MATED MATED

UNIT 1960 1961 1962 1963

Sidewalk Repair

Concrete Square Feet 26,341 28,168 30,000 30,000
Man/Hours 3,819 4, 172 3,800 4,500

A sphalt Man/Hours --- 51 200

Sand Square Feet 33,524 692 30,000 -..

Man/Hours 363 50 200 ---

 Pedestrian Bridges Man/Hours 448 629 500 600

City of Wichita, Konsn.
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y Commission Communicatif

June 21, 1962

Subject: Po}icy for Construction of Sidewalks CC 269-5

Pavement Cuts Square Feet 3.151 2,634 3,500 3,000

Man/Hours 498 289 600 400

Sidewalk Construction Square Feet 153

Man/Hours 16

RECOMMENDATION

The City Manager recommends that the Board of City Commissioners review
the policy for Sidewalks Leading to Schools as previously adopted, and instruct
the City Manager to have the staff proceed to implement the program to provide
adequate sidewalk feeder routes leading to schools as petitioned.

Respectfully submitted,

Russell E. McClure

City Manager

REM:gs
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T. J. SCANLON, ExECUTIVE Ass ISTANT MAY |0, 1962
TO THE CITY MANAGER

L. L. LITTLE, DIRECTOR OF PLANNING

SIDEWALK PROGRAM

|N COMPLIANCE WITH YOUR REQUEST OF MAY 8, 1962, WE SUBMIT
THE FOLLOWING WITH REGARD TO A POTENTIAL SIDEWALK INSTALLA-
TION PROGRAM.

CC 208, DATED MARCH 24, 1960, REPORTED ON THE SIDEWALK
CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM CONSIDERED TO BE MINIMAL FOR ADEQUATE
PROTECTION OF SCHOOL CHILDREN. THE REPORT WAS BASED ON THE
STUDY OF A SUB-COMMITTEE OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE COMMI;TEE FOR
TRAFFIC SAFETY COORDINATION. THE SUB-COMMITTEE WAS COMPOSED
OF REPRESENTATIVES FROM:

TRAFFIC ENGINEERING DIVISION

JUVENILE SECTION Of THE POLICE
DEPARTMENT

BOARD OF EDUCATION

|N SUMMARIZING THE REPORT IS WAS NOTED THAT A MINIMUM NEED

EXISTED AT THAT TIME FOR 912,305 LINEAL FEET OF SIDEWALK.
THE ESTIMATED COST WAS $1,650,000.

ON MAY 1, 1962, ESTIMATES WERE PRESENTED TO THE CITY COMMIS-
SION FOR THE COST OF TYPICAL FOUR FOOT SIDEWALKS. THE LINEAL
FOOT AVERAGE OF THESE ESTIMATED COSTS WAS |.80 PER FOOT. ON
THIS BASIS, AND ASSUMING THE 1960 SIDEWALK NEED IS STILL
VALID, THE 912,305 LINEAL FEET OF FOUR FOOT SIDEWALK WOULD
HAVE AN ESTIMATED COST OF $1,642,149. THUS, THE ORIGINAL COST
ESTIMATE OF $1,650,000 STILL APPEARS TO BE VALID.

THIS ITEM HAS NEVER BEEN INCLUDED IN A CAPITAL |MPROVEMENT
PROGRAM.

SIDEWALK INSTALLATION NOW REQUIRES APPROVAL OF A PETITION
FROM PROPERTY OWNERS AND SUBSEQUENT ASSESSMENT OF CONSTRUCTION
COSTS TO ADJACENT PROPERTY OWNERS.

C !69*:
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T. J. SCANLON -2- MAY 10, 1962

THE SUBDIVISION RULES AND REGULATIONS HAVE FOR MANY YEARS
PROVIDED FOR THE CONSTRUCTION OF SIDEWALKS AS A CONDITION OF
SUBDIVISION APPROVAC; BUT THIS HAS BEEN WAIVED BY CITY COM-
MISSION ACTION TAKEN IN 1948. |7 COULD BE REQUIRED IN THE
AND TOOK THE APPROPRIATE ACTION TO WITHDRAW THE WAIVER.
FUTURE IF THE CITY COMMISSION CONSIDERED IT TO BE DESIRABLE;

L. L. LITTLE
DIRECTOR OF PLANNING

LLL:LRE:BR
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..(.3'22) (Published In The Wichit a Beacon on 124*,24 -ntd--Lvj 19 A.51

ORDINANCE NO . LAY-»3
5Er=77"* -·t ·t. 1.t»

k · 2.13*4 1.94 AN ORDINANCE AMENDING SECTION 28.04.140 OF THE OODE
OF THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS, RELATING TO OFF-STREET
PARKING REQUIREMENTS, AND PROVIDING OFF-STREET PARKING
REGULATIONS FOR RESIDENTIAL, OFFICE, COMMERCIAL,
INDUSTRIAL AND PUBLIC AND SEMI-PUBLIC USES; NUNLBER
AND SIZE OF SPACES; LOADING AREA; IMPROVEMENTS; OCCU-
PANCY OF BUILDING OR USE; OFF-STREET PARKING EXCEP-
TIONS; AND PROVIDING ADDITIONAL SECTIONS FOR THE
SAME PURPOSES; AND REPEALING SAID SECTION 28.04.140
OF THE CODE OF THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS:

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE CITY OF
WICHITA, KANSAS: THAT SECTION 28.04.140, TITLE 28,

CODE OF THE CITY OF WICHITA, BE AMENDED TO READ AS
FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1. That Section 28.04.140, Code of the City of Wichita,
be amended to read as follows:

Section 28.04.140 Off-Street Parking.

1.1 Parking Space:

For the purpose of this chapter, in dwelling districts
off-street parking space shall not occupy any part of any
required front yard (except that in conversions within
the above-mentioned districts, the parking space may
occupy the existing concrete or asphaltic drives when
located within the required front yard) nor shall it be
located closer to any side property line than one-half
the distance of the side yard setback distance (as required
for main structures) . Parking spaces shall be reserved
for the sole use of the occupants of the building or lot,
and the visitors thereto. Churches, theaters, stadiums,
auditoriums and other similar places of public assembly
may make arrangements for j oint use of parking space
with·other uses as herein specified.

1.2 For the purpose of this chapter, off-street parking shall
be considered as an accessory use to the use for which the
parking is provided. Parking not located on the same
tract on which the main use is located must be located
within the zoning district in which parking or storage
lots are permitted as a main use; or be located in accord-
ance with provisions of this chapter relating to off-
street parking exceptions.

1.3 Off-street parking space as required in this section shall
be provided for all new buildings and structures and for
additions to existing buildings or structures. Off-street
parking shall be required for any existing building or
structure which is altered in any manner so as to change
its use or to enlarge or increase capacity by adding or
creating dwelling units, guest rooms, floor area, or seats.
Existing parking area previously required shall not be
used to satisfy required off-street parking for any new
structures or additions to existing buildings, structures
or uses of land. Such existing parking space shall be
maintained and shall not be reduced so long as the main
building, structure or use remains, unless an equivalent
number of such spaces are provided elsewhere as provided
in this chapter.
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In no instance shall off-street parking required by this
chapter be located more than six hundred feet (as measured
along lines of public access) from the use which it serves.

SECTION 2. That Section 28.04.141, Code of the City of Wichita,is hereby created as follows:

Section 28.04.141 Off-Street Parking - Number and Size of Spaces.

490

1. The total net area of parking spaces required, not includ-
ing aisles, turn arounds and internal circulation, ingress
and egress drives, shall be the total number of spaces
required multiplied by two hundred square feet. A plot
plan shall be submitted to the superintendent of central
inspection for any area (except parking for single-family
dwellings) which is to be used as off-street parking. The

plot plan shall show the arrangement of such parking spaces699* in this area and before the superintendent of centralDititiPE
inspection shall issue any building, use or occupancy per-
mit, he shall submit such parking plan to the traffic engi-5,014?t5·
neer for approval. The approval of the parking plan and
layout shall be based on: sufficient number of parking
spaces, adequate aisle spaces appropriate to the type of
design, adequate turn arounds if needed, and adequate means
of ingress and egress. Such approval of off-street parking
areas shall be in accord with the provisions of chapter
10.16 of this code (driveways and curb cut requirements).

--1

jiv."

2. There shall be provided at the time of erection or enlarge-
ment of any main building or structure, or change or revi-
sion of use of building or land, minimum number or amount
of off-street parking spaces or spaces with adequate provi-
sions for ingress and egress by standard-size automobiles.
This requirement shall apply in all zoning except the "D"
central business district where only structures for resi-
dential uses shall be required to provide off-street park-
ing spacei The number of spaces or area of parking space
for off-street parking shall be as follows:

2.1 Dwelling (e.g. one-family, two-family, three-family, four-
family, multi-family, mobile homes and house trailers).
One space for each housekeeping unit, plus one space for
each lodger or boarder.

10'Nax
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$&96 2.2 Hotel, apartment building, apartment hotel, club, motel-
ENE One space for each housekeeping unit, suite of rooms or
:13 motel unit, plus one space for each two hundred fifty

square feet of floor area or fraction thereof used for
retail purposes; restaurant, professional and service
facilities, offices, meeting rooms, recreational spaces,
and salesman display room facilities, except that space designated for storage closet or utility use need not be

MIATAWN

1,&
included in such computation.

*29

2.3 Auditoriums, theaters, stadiums and other similar places

P.,

of public assembly, except churches. One space for eachWh
five seats based on maximum seating capacity. For the

892¥' '60 purpose of this type of use, parking space already pro-
vided to meet off-street parking requirements for stores,
office buildings and industrial establishments lying

4 within six hundred and sixty feet (as measured along lines r
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2.7 Schools (private and public):

**bs», 2 22·r#91.•
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of public access) of the place of public assembly, that
*»2442·-.„a·&are not in use between the hours of 6:00 p.m. and mid-
5(E@%mnight, and are made available for other parking, may be
299*Mill.........r'used to meet not more than fifty percent of the total

requirements, providing written consent of the owner or
agent of such existing parking lot is obtained and pro-
vided such approval is made binding on the owners of
such land and such approval is filed with the register of
deeds after having first been approved by the departmentof law.

2.4 Churches.
Same as auditoriums, etc., except 6:00 a.m. and

6'ton

2.3 10:00 p.m. on Sundays substituted for 6:00 p.m. and mid-night.

2.5 Doctor's office, clinic. One space for each doctor, nurse,
technician and employee, plus one space for each five
hundred square feet of floor area.

2.6 Hospitals, philanthropic and e leemosynary institutions.
One space for each five beds, plus one space for each five-Gy.i

employees in the largest working shift in a twenty-four0
hour period.

Elementary. one space for each teacher and employee, at
4.: . 9capacity.

-'re·r-1
421
: 1 3

/M5
Intermediate. One space for each teacher and employee,at capacity.

High. One space for each teacher and employee, plus one
space for each ten (10) students, at capacity.

2.8

2.9

2.10

2.11

2.12

Fraternity and sorority house. One space for each twohundred and fifty square feet of floor area.

Office and commercial buildings, including governmental,
public utility and other similar buildings shall provide
one space for each two hundred fifty square feet of floor
area or one space for every three employees in the largest
working shift in a twenty-four hour period, whichever isthe greater.

Industrial building. One space for every three employees
in the largest working shift in a twenty-four hour period.
Mortuaries and funeral homes. One space for each threeseats based on maximum seating capacity.

New and used car lots; trailer sales lots; trailer,
vehicle and equipment rentals lots. One space for each
three thousand square feet of lot area.

2.13 Mobile home parks; one space for every five mobile homes
(in addition to off-street parking requirements as pro-vided in Section 2.1). off-street parking for other uses
permitted in the "G" mobile home district shall be pro-
vided in accordance with the applicable provisions as
otherwise outlined in this chapter.
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SECTION 3.

That Section 28.04.142, Code of the City of Wichita,is hereby created:

Section 28 04 142 0££-Strent Loading Area:

1. Permanently maint ained usable off-street loading area of billthree hundred square feet per space shall hereafter be pro-vided on the same lot when structures for the following
/4**pe¢ /uses are erected, established or expanded.

-I

=«22:5:-f 4.1

t'·3.weter€1.1 Hospitals and institutions with a gross floor area of ten thousand square feet or more. One space for each threehundred thousand square feet or fraction thereof, exclu-sive of ambulance space.

1.2 Hotels and office buildings with a gross floor
area of tenthousand square feet or more. One space for each one hun-dred thousand square feet or fraction thereof.

1.3 Undertakers and funeral parlors. One space for each fivethousand square feet or fraction thereof.liA.,7.421

32#zi:1

1.4 All other commercial and industrial uses with a gross floor361
area of five thousand square feet or more.

One space for
G.40,

i 33%01
each twenty-five thousand square feet or fraction thereoffor the first one hundred thousand square feet. One addi-tional space for each fiftythousand square feet or fraction

91

thereof more than one hundred thousand square feet.i

%44%

SECTION 4. That Section 28.04.143, Code of the City of Wichita,*91
is hereby created.

'1-.

*Nk·41
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Section 28.04.143
off-Street_Parking_ani-LoadinLAreLImmrove- REments.9921
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1.1 All off-street parking space and loading areas requiredunder 28.04.141 (Paragraphs 2.2 through 2.11) and Section28.04.142, and all driveways on private property providingingress to such uses and to all required off-street park-ing and loading areas shall be surfaced with concrete,asphaltic concrete, asphalt or other comparable surfac-ing.

4

J

1.2 Parking areas as required under Section 28.04.141, -"Num-ber and Size of Spaces", paragraph 2.1, shall be pavedor otherwise surfaced with an all-weather surface treatedto prevent dust.

SECTION 5. That Section 28.04.144, Code of the City of Wichita,is hereby created:

1 -·'·0 '4··7·...- ...Section 28 04 144 02=Street-Parking and Loading Areas - Occu-mancy-9-#-Ruiklings..or--U-se-
br..-e : -.No building or structure may be occupied or used or any lot, par-
t j.$.9/ : ' 2.(t.·1:Fa-
Ii-43%29· j . 1.ff.ti=cel or piece of ground be occupied or used until all of the off-
1»ly..' f ····7'=' -£··F€ilstreet parking and loading area is provided as required by thischapter.
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SECTION 6. That Section 28.04.145, Code of the City of Wichita,
is hereby created:

Section 28.04.145 Off-Street Parking Exceptions.

1.1 Special Permit:

459!9PNktl

1.2

2.

In order to provide off-street parking areas, the board of
zoning appeals may, after public notice and hearing, grant
as an exception a special permit for the establishment of
parking areas in any zoning district under the provisions
further set forth in this section.

Location:

Parking provided under this section must be within six
hundred feet (along lines of public access) from the bound-
ary of the use for which the parking is provided.
Use:

2.1

2.2

2.3

3.

3.1

3.2

3.3

14

3.4

The parking area shall be used for passenger vehicles only,
and in no case shall it be used for sales, repair work,
storage, dismantling or servicing of any vehicles, equip-
ment, materials or supplies.

9/S

Only such signs as are necessary for the proper operation FE».9 :of the parking lot shall be permitted.
1 ,

In no case shall a fee be charged for parking facilities
provided hereunder.

Improvements:

Parking areas and driveways on private property providing
ingress and egress to parking areas shall be surfaced with 1-concrete, asphaltic concrete, asphalt or any other com-
parable surfacing which meets the approval of the board of
zoning appeals, and shall be maintained in good condition
and free of all weeds, dust, trash and other debris. The
standards for the location of entrances and exits shall
not be less than that required in the Curb Cut Ordinance
as set out in chapter 10.16 of this code, but may be more
restrictive as determined by the board of zoning appeals.

d*el®9

42.

%16*.Parking areas shall have adequate guards to prevent exten-
sion or the overhanging of vehicles beyond property lines
or parking spaces; and parking areas shall have adequate
markings for channelization and movement of vehicles.

If lighting facilities are provided, they shall be so
arranged as to deflect or direct light away from any adja-
cent dwelling district.

A fence (such as solid-wall masonry, wood, louvered wood,
metal or other similar materials) shall be erected along
any property line adjacent to or adjoining any dwelling
district to eliminate the passage of light from vehicles
and to prevent the blowing of debris. Whenever a fence

shall be required along a front yard, such fence shall
not be higher than four feet and such fence shall be located
within one foot of the front yard setback line. Fences

along said yards shall not extend nearer to the street than
the front yard setback line.

4,K
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3.5 When located in a dwelling district, parking shall not be
located within a front yard.

3.6 The board of zoning appeals shall determine the necessary
improvements in order to protect adjacent property owners
and the public interest. Such improvements shall include,
but not be restricted to proper setbacks, screening wall,
grass, shrubs, trees, and maintenance.

4. Application:

The application for the exception outlined in Section 6
be accompanied by:

4.1 An attorney's opinion or other suitable evidence certify-
ing as to the ownership of the property or the existence
of a valid lease, by the applicant.

4.2 A plot plan showing the proposed plan of the improvements
and any other information showing the applicant's inten-
tion to comply with the provisions of this section.

4.3 Certified list of all property owners within a radius of
two hundred feet of the proposed area to be used.

- . 1

*tty-

5. Permit Revocable:

The superintendent of central inspection shall be respon-
sible for the enforcement of the conditions and require-
ments made by the board of zoning appeals in the approval
of any off-street parking exception permit. The superin-
tendent of central inspection, upon discovery of any
violation of this ordinance or the conditions and mquire-
ments established by the board of zoning appeals, shall
notify the board of zoning appeals through its secretary
as to such violations. The board of zoning appeals is
hereby authorized to revoke the special permit after pub-
lic hearing for any of the following reasons:

-$-+4166.

5.1 Failure to commence the use of the area within twelve
months after the issuance of the permit.

5.2 Abandonment of the area for parking purposes for six
months.

5.3 Failure to comply with the requirements contained in this
section, or imposed by the board of zoning appeals.

SECTION 7. That Section 28.04.140 of the Code of the City
of Wichita, Kansas, is hereby repealed.

SECTION 8. This Ordinance shall take effect on its passage
and publication once in the official city paper.

42* f
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19 0. PASSED AND APPROVED this £40- day of Jkd·"246/12 , 1

William D. Tarrant, Mayor

ATTEST:

Z»,21

*%*Mo.
Robert G. Finch, City Clerk

( SEAL)

277er

3*y@,0.'.

Ir



6.«933

EA?,1:„

September 2, 1965

Board of City Commissioners
City Building
204 South Main

Wichita, nansas
;hi

Gentlemen:
Re: DR 65-11 - Proposed amendment to

the Zoning Ordinance relative to
off-street parking for commercial
and office structures

16.7

At the meeting of August 17, the Commission deferred action on the
subject ordinance and requested the Planning Department staff to
prepare actual examples in the implementation of the current ordi-
nance.

r- #-

Attached for your information is the requested list of examples,
comparing parking as required by the present ordinance to the
requirements proposed by subject amendment .

Section A.2.9 of 28.04.140 - Off Street Parking Requirements.
provides that office and commercial buildings provide one parking
space for each 250 square feet of floor area, or for each three
employees in the largest working shift. This Section also contains
a clause as follows:

"Whenever a land area of 40,000 square feet or more
is developed under one ownership, management or direc-
tion and the area contains mixed uses, there shall be
provided two square feet of parking space for each one
square foot ofground occupied by buildings. "

This means that a ten-story building would have to provide the same
amount of parking as a single story building. Obviously, this has
caused problems in constru. tion and pariting requirements for office
and commercial structures.

£0,,9 - 'e#
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Board of City Commissioners
September 2. 1965

On July 1, 1965, the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission recom-
mended that the above paragraph relative to parking requirements
for office and commercial structures located on a land area of
40,000 square feet or more be deleted from the Ordinance.

The Ordinance, if amended, will provide that all office and
commercial buildings provide one off-street parking space for
each 250 square feet of floor area, or one space for each three
employees in the largest working shift in a 24-hour period

The Department of Law has prepared an Ordinance effectuating the
proposed amendment and, if the City Commission agrees with the
proposed change, it is recomunended that the Ordinance be placed
on its first reading.

Respectfully submitted

C. Bickley Foster
Secretary

CBF:JHG:ber
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OFF-STREET PARKING REQUIREMENTS UNDER EXISTING
ORDINANCE AS COMPARED TO REQUIREMENTS OF SUBJECT AMENDMENT

»39;rei J

A. College Hill Medical Tower - 136,128 sq. ft.
:%13ifte>

1. Parking provided by plans 269

2. Parking required by existing ordinance 356

3. Parking required by amendment 545

t.ja

B. Southern Baptist Office Building (West 54) - 20,328 sq. ft.
1. Parking provided by plans 1064942* 2. Parking required by existing ordinance 68

3. Parking req ired by amendment 82

C. Garvey Building - 123,596 sq. ft.

1. Parking provided by plans 120 12. Parking required by existing ordinance 0 - (113)
3. Parking required by amendment 495

D. Parklane Shopping Center - 316,400 sq. ft.

1. Parking provided by plans 1103

2. Parking required by existing ordinance 1452
3. Parking required bv amendment 1266

»:.Ifi E. Wichita Clinic - 85,108 sq. ft.
(Computed as if general office structure)
1.

2.
Parking required by existing ordinance
Parking required by amendment

Commercial Credit Corp., 437 S. Hydraulic - 3970 sq ft
(one story)

Parking provided by plans
Parking required by existing ordinance
Parking required by amendment

If outside C.B.D.

r

62

41

16

16

16

12*40'(2At3264
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1.

2.

3.

1
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G. Consumers Acceptance Co., 2902 E. Douglas - 1945 sq. ft.
(one story)

1. Parking provided by plans
8

2. Parking required by existing ordinance 8

3. Parking required by amendment
8

H. Office and Commercial Building, 232 S. West - 1728 sq. ft.
(one story)

1. Parking provided by plans
7

tamil 2. parking required by existing ordinance 7

3. Parking required by amendment
7

I, Preferred Investments Inc., 3305 E. Douglas - 11,424 sq. ft.

1. parking provided by plans
41

2. Parking required by existing ordinance 46

3. Parking required by amendment
46

6, 14 9

j
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THE CITY OF WICHITA

OFFICE OF The City Manager DATE August 19, 1965 l./Tr,lf\'\

To Robert Lakin, Assistant Director of Planning..

FROM James F. Clancy, Executive As sistan FOR SAFETY

SUBJECT Requeilt of City Commis sion
Amendknent to the Off-Street
Parking Ordinance

At the meeting of August 17 the Commission deferred action on the
subject ordinance and requested the Planning Department staff to
prepare actual examples in the implementation of the current
ordinance. I would also suggest that theoretical examples be
prepared which would support the amendment that is being proposed.
It would be appreciated if a report on this matter could be received
for the agenda preparation of September since the Commission
specifically set beptember 7 as the date for this further consideration.

JFC:ld
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August 12, 1965

1%€432

Board of City Commissioners
City Building

04'428 204 South Main

Wichita, Kansas

Gentlemen:

Re: DR 65-11 - Proposed amendment to
the Zoning Ordinance relative to
off-street parking for commercial
and office structures

At its meeting of April 27, 1965, the Board of City Commissioners
requested that some attention be given to amendment of the Zoning
Ordinance in its requirements for off-street parking for office
and commercial buildings. Section A.2.9 of 28.04.140 - Off Streat
Parking Requirements, provides that office and commercial build-
inga provide one parking space for each 250 square feat of floor
area. or for each three employees in the largest working shift.
This Section also contains a clause as follows:

»Whenever a land area of 40,000 square feet or more
ia developed under one ownership, management or direc-
tion and the area contains mixed uses, there shall be
provided two square feet of parking space for each one
square foot of ground occupied by buildings.

This means that a ten-story building would have to provide the same
amount of parking as a single story building. Obviously, this has
caused problems in construction and parking requirements for office
and commercial structures.

On July 1, 1965, the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission recommended
that the above paragraph relative to pa rking requirements for office
and commercial structures located on a land area of 40.000 square
feet or more be deleted from the Ordinance.

L

L
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441?t.

Board of City Commissioners

August 12. 1965

44. Prif.

The Ordinance, if amended. will provide that all office and

commercial buildings provide one off-street parking space for

each 250 square feet of floor area, or one space for each three

employees in the largest working shift in a 24-hour period.

2>··,8.1

The Department of Law has prepared an Ordinance effectuating the
proposed amendment and. if the City Commission agrees with the

proposed change, it is recommended that the Ordinance be placed

on its first reading.

Respectfully submitted,

C. Bickley Foster

Secretary

CBF:JWH:ber
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(- __1 (Published in The Wichita Beacon on , 19--1

QUAQI"L,i/11021

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN AND TO ALL PERSONS INTERESTED:

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that on June 17. 1965. at 2:00
D.m. the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Com-.

miasion. in Room 401, City Building Annex, 104 South Main, Wichita,
Kanial, will conmider the following change to Title 28, the Code
of the City of Wichita, Kansas:

acrion 28.04.140 off-street garking reaulatione.
;*.4.:

A. OFF-STREET PARKING.

7412£UEAmend to read u follows:

2.9 Office and commercial buildinge. including
governmental, public utility and other *imi-
lar buildings shall provide one space for
each two honered fifty square feet of floor
area or one space for every three employees
in the largest working shift in a twenty-four
hour period, whichever i, the greater.

The propaled amendment will there be discussed and con-
sidered by the said Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area
Planning Commission, and all pexions interested in aaid matter
will be heard at this time concerning their views and wi,hes in
the premisea. and any protelt against any of the provisiong of the
propol,ed change to the revimed Zoning Ordinance will be con,idered

4 by the Commie,ion a, by law provided.
2-

WITNESS my hand and seal on this 13th day of _Ma¥1___.19_65_.

C. Bickley Foster, Secretary
Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission

(SEAL)

(1-T)
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WICHITA-SEE)GWICK COUNTY
DATE

MmlROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT April 30, 1965

TO Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
FROM Robert A. Lakin, Assistant Planning Director

SUBJECT

Case No, DR 65-11 - Proposed Amendment to the Zoning Ordinance
Relative to Off-Street Parking for Commercial and Office
Structures

At their meeting of April 27, 1965, the Board of City Com-
missioners requested that some attention be given to the
amendment of the Zoning Ordinance and its requirements for
off-street parking on office and commercial build ings.
Section A.2.9 of 28.04.140 - Off-Street Parking Require-
ments, provides that office and commercial buildings pro-
vide one parking space for each 250 square feet of floor
area or for each three employees in the largest working
shift. This section also contains a clause as follows:

" (Whenever a land area of forty thousand square feet
or more is developed under one ownership, management,
or direction, and which area contains mixed uses,
there shall be provided two square feet of parking
space for each one square foot of ground occupied by
buildings.)"

This means that a ten-story building would have to provide ." , 9%the same amount of parking as a single-story build ing.
Obviously, this has lead to problems in the construction
of commercial structures.

Inasmuch as the Prototype Zoning Regulations will be avail-
able within the next 20 or 30 days, and the off-street
parking section contained therein can be integrated into the
current Ordinance, it is recommended that only an interim
amendment be considered at this time. It is suggested that
the next clause of A.2.9 within the parentheses be deleted
from the Ordinance, leaving a general requirement for office
and commercial buildings. It is further recommended that
consideration then be given, in the next two or three months,
to revise the entire off-street parking section.
RAL:bgs
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