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WICHITA-SEDGWICK UNTY 0 DATE

April 17, 1980
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

TO Eugene Denton, City Manager

FROM Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

SUBJECT Amendment to Zoning Ordinance - Proposed Fee Increases

Attached is a delineated copy of the amendment to Sections
28.04.195 and 28.04.210 with the changes requested by the
City Commission on April 15, 1980. The changes are marked
with an asterisk in the left hand margin and are located on
pages 1, 3 and 7.

The second reading of this ordinance is April 22, 1980.

Robert A. Lakin

Director of Planning

RAL:ADC:sad

Attachment
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Delineated Copy 41$
Additions - Underlined

Deletions - Marked-thru

Ordinance No.

-25%-02->Il

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE PROVISIONS OF SECTION 28.04.195 OF
THE CODE OF THE CITY OF WICHITA; PERTAINING TO.THE CHARGING OF
APPLICATION FEES FOR REQUESTS FOR HISTORIC LANDMARK DESIGNATIONS
ON PROPERTIES IN THE CITY OF WICHITA; AMENDING THE PROVISIONS OF
SECTION 28.04.210(3) OF THE CODE OF THE CITY OF WICHITA; PERTAIN-
ING TO THE CHARGING OF APPLICATION FEES FOR REQUESTS FOR CHANGES
IN ZONING: AND REPEALING THE ORIGINAL OF SAID SECTIONS 28.04.195
AND 28.04.210(3) OF THE CODE OF THE CITY OF WICHITA.

*94 ,/

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE CITY OF WICHITA,
KANSAS:

SECTION 28.04.195 of the Code of the City of Wichita, Kansas,
i t.4. is hereby amended to read as follows: Re..i

25 J.
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"28.04.195 Historic landmark designation. The purpose and

intent of this section is to provide means of designating on the
.

official zoning map of the City of Wichita those properties determined

to be historic landmarks by the Board of City Commissioners of the

City of Wichita. The determination of eligibility for designation

as a historic landmark shall be based on the conclusions and find-

ings of fact of the historic landmark preservation committee as

created and directed by Sections 2.12.1015 through 2.12.1025 in-

clusive of the Code of the City of Wichita and upon the recommendation

of the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission following public hearing

as hereinafter provided.

Upon recommendation of the historic landmark preservation

. committee, an application may be initiated for the designation of

a historic landmark on legally described property or properties

which have been incorporated into the historic landmark preservation

1 plan of the City of Wichita.

7%49

<Y46·k .

92.m.

The applicant shall provide the names of the owner(s) of record,

together with an accurate legal description of the property proposed 41*ftm#

* to be designated, and· from and after December 31, 1980, shall 2*M*

accompany the application with a fee of seventy-delfars $200.00 ;mi/Entla

when the application encompasses a single zoning lot as defined in *44··re

3*2



Section 28.04.020 of the zoning ordinance. An application for the

designation of a Historic Landmark District, comprised of two (2)

or more zoning lots, shall be accompanied by a fee of $500.00 plus

$1.00 per zoning lot within the district. The fees shall be used

to cover the expenses associated with the handling of the case.

The applicant shall also identify the specific criteria as set out

in Sections 2.12.1019 and 2.12.1020(2) of this Code under which the

timN.*t described property is proposed to be designated as a historic

landmark.

A?tz-

Upon receipt of the complete application and fee, the Metro

politan Area Planning Department shall establish a case file and

proceed to prepare a notice for a public hearing before the Metro-

politan Area Planning Commission. The notice shall be sent by

certified mail with return receipt requested to the owner(s) of

record of the property directly involved and shall be published

once in the official city newspaper at least twenty days prior to

the hearing date.

-:1%
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At the conclusion of the public hearing, the Metropolitan

Area Planning Commission shall forward its recommendation for

approval or disapproval of historic designation to the Board

of City Commissioners. In the event the Board of City Commissioners

takes action to approve the historic designation of the property

involved, the Metropolitan Area Planning Department, on the basis

of the public meeting record, shall set out on the official

zoning map of the City of Wichita a designation corresponding

to the case number and a delineation of the property involved.

.?91'.7

3422

The establishment of the historic landmark designation

shall in no way alter the uses permitted by the zoning class-

ification or districts of this chapter as previously established

on the property. A desire to change permitted uses ·will require

the filing of an application requesting a zoning change as

provided for in Section 28.04.210.

ik,

104

ai-

6" 4

e

-2-F 44*N

r :· * ,·Be

11%1, #Ps. i*.·. 2,·.·.i,ff**MN'IN>l ?*i·0· 9
49%



1

0

In the event a permit is issued as provided for in Section

2.12.1024 of this Code, for the demolition or removal of a

designated historic landmark structure not located within a

landmark district, the superintendent of central inspection shall

*r· instruct the Metropolitan Area Planning Department to remove

FP
the designation from the official zoning map of the City; provided

that, upon removal of a structure within an historic landmark

district, the land shall retain its classification as, and remain

a part of said designated historic landmark district. "

Section 28.04.210(3) of the Code of the City of Wichita, Kansas,
is hereby amended to read as follows:

"3. Changes by other individuals or groups.

3.1 A proposal for an amendment or change in zoning may

* be initiated by the governing body without fee, the planning commission

or upon application of the owner of the property affected.

The application shall be filed with the planning commission

upon forms and accompanied by such data and information as may

bie prescribed by the planning commission, so as to ensure the

fullest practicable presentation of facts for the permanent

record.

3.2 For the purpose of defraying costs of proceedings

described herein, filing and publication fees shall be paid

??Ii'i

upon the filing of each application for a change of district

boundaries or classification as follows:

elassifieatien Fee

nAA.11------ene-Fami@y-Bweiling-Bistrie€ 690

11Att-------9'we-Fami.*y-BweR.&4ng-Bistriet 690

aRBil------Fear-Pam=ily-Bwelling-Bistriet 690

11€11-------Mebi@e-Heme-BiBI:rie€ $&40

aBU-------Multipie-Family-Bwel:&*ng-Bistfiet $&40

11£-511-----Genera&-Bwelaing-Bist,ie€ 6&48

UR-6------Genesfa&-Bwe@&-ing-Beks€riet 6&40

UBBil------effiee-eistriet $&40
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1

------64.ght-€emmeretal-Bis€rdet 6200

46-aeres-and-unde/+

------bight-€emmereta&-Bistr-iet $400

fever-6-aerest

------eemmeretal-Bistriet $208

16-acres-and-under*

------€emmereial-Bistrie€ 6400

fever-6-ae/est

------€entral-Bus-iness-Bistriet $2Ge

16-acres-and-undert

------€entral-Business-Bistriet 6400

tever-6-aerest

------Eight-industrial-Bistrie€ 6eee

·¢6-aeres-and-under*

------bight-industrial-Bis€/=ie€ 6400

4ever-6-aerest

------Heavy-industrial-Bistr-ie€ $200

46-acres-and-undert

------Heavy-indestrie&-Bistriet $400

fever-6-aerest

€emmtinity-Emit-Plan---Residential- .6400

terigina/+

eemmenity-Wnit-Pian---Residential $4ee

tamendmen€+

€emmanity-Wnit-Pian---Planned-€emmereial-Bevelep- Nene

ment-teriginal-as-required-by-erdinaneet

eemmenity-Emit-Pian---Planned-€emmeretal-Bevejep-$400

men€-lamendment*

le#-------Wniversity-Bistife€ G&40

UE€11
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Size of Application Area

2%28..
Zonin Up to & Over 3 Over 6 Over

Classification including acres to acres to 15

Requested 3 acres 6 acres 15 acres acres

"AA" & "A" $200 $300 $400 $500

"RB","R-5"

"R-6" & "U" $300 $400 $500 $600

"G" NZA $400 $500 $600

"B" & "BB" $350 $450 $550 $650

.

$49*

*Dit®£

Ah

91,

"LC","C"

"E" & "F" $400 $500 $600 §700

Residential C.U.P. Original-$500 plus $5 per acre for

each acre over 40 acres

Amendments

Major-(design or use change $500

that would affect 50%

·@?6?

4¢-7 or more of the area contained

within the C.U.P.)

Minor-(design or use change $200

that would affect less

than 50% of the area

contained within the C.U.P.)

-5



7,4,9.44'/
Commercial C.U.P. Original - when filed with $200 plus

rezoning application $5 per acre

for each

acre over

15 acres

952
Original - when filed $500 plus

separately $5 per acre

4. for each

acre over

€ 15 acres

Amendments

Major- (design or use change $500

that would affect 50% or

more of the area contained

«P
within the C.U.P.)

fo

Minor-(design or use change $200

that would affect less

than 50% of the area

contained within the C.U.P.)

:

A fee of $150 shall be charged for those requests for special

permits or uses, where authorized by the Zoning Ordinance, that

are referred by the Board of City Commissioners to the Metropolitan*ilf....,

Area Planning Commission for public hearing and recommendation.

Said fee shall be paid by the applicant prior to the scheduling

3;16 of a hearing before the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission.

j
Any person requesting deferral of a case shall be charged

a fee of $50 to cover administrative cost at such time that the

deferral is granted.

6-
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A written receipt shall be issued to the person making such

a payment and records thereof shall be kept in such a manner as

prescribed by law. Ne-fee-shal&-be-required-when-the-app:1*eatien

is-submitted-by-any-department-e:€-the-eity,-eeent:YI-state-e,

Eederal-gevernment: For the period commencing with the enactment

* of this section to December 31, 1980, ·no fee shall be required for

a case initiated by a department of the City for a .historic designation.

1 I

3.3 No application for any change of zoning classification

shall be filed within one year following a previous application

on the same property or portion thereof; provided, however, the

zoning committee of the planning commission, upon petition by the

applicant, may permit a refiling of said application after six

months of the original publication date, when significant

physical, economic or land use changes have taken place within

k the immediate vicinity or a significant zoning ordinance text

. change has been adopted, or when the reapplication is for a

/12.1 change of zoning classification more restrictive than the original

request. The applicant shall submit a statement in detail,

i setting out those changes which he deems significant and upon
¥

3 which he relies for refiling the original application."

i :
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The original Sections 28.04.195 and 28.04.210(3) of the Code of
the City of Wichita, Kansas, are hereby repealed.

1 This ordinance shall be included in the Code of the City of
Wichita, Kansas and be effective upon its passage and publication
once in the official City paper.

day ofADOPTED at Wichita, Kansas, this

41

ATTEST:

Donald Gissick, City Clerk

Approved as to form:

41*08

John Dekker, Director of Law

I.¥© 4. . -A €- ...·-,·DI.G..Bp...
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.WICHITA-SEDGWICK C -UNTY
DAT£

April 4, 1980

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

T¤

E. H. Denton, City Manager
FROM

Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

SUBJECT

DR-79-19(D) Ordinance Amendment Re: Board of Zoning Appeals -
filing fees.

Attached hereto is a delineated copy of a proposed ordinance
amending the filing fees for applications to be heard by the City
of Wichita Board of Zoning Appeals. This amendment is submitted
for consideration by the City Commission at their regular meetingof April 15, 1980.

BACKGROUND

The last adjustment to filing fees was made in 1967. The

fee at that time was established at $50.00 for exceptions, variances,and appeals. It is estimated that the average cost of processing aBoard of Zoning Appeals case is $204.87. (See attachment).

There is also an indication that the majority of cases related
to uses other than residential are generally more controversial and
take more staff time in writing reports and answering inquiries of
the neighborhood when notices of the meetings are mailed. It is
on this basis that higher filing fees are recommended for all casesinvolving uses not deemed residential.

SUMMARY

The proposed filing fees for residential type exceptions would
be increased to $75.00, and for variances related to residential
uses to $75.00. This will keep the cost to individual home ownersbelow actual cost.

The proposed filing fees for exceptions other than residential
would be increased to $200.00, and for variances not related to
residential uses to $150.00 which would be more in line with actual
expenses.

It is proposed not to change the filing fees for any appeal
of the interpretation of the zoning ordinance, and would thereforeremain at $50.00.

At the Regular meeting of the Board of Zoning Appeals on
February 26, 1980, it was recommended unanimously by the Board thatthe fees as submitted be approved.

L
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Page 2
April 4, 1980

0

RECOMMENDATION

1. Concur in the recommendation of the Board of zoning
Appeals and place the ordinance on first reading.

2. Take whatever action the Commission deems appropriate.

RA,40 dL
Robert A. Lakin

Director of Planning

RAL:GEL: sad

cc: John Dekker, Director of Law
Don Anderson, Housing & Economic Development
Robert Feldner, Superintendent of Central Inspection
Wichita Area Builder's Association
Wichita Board of Realtors
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OARD OF ZONING APPEALS 0 5 11
Time Salary* Estimated 

Action Personnel Hours Hourly Costs

-49

Preapplication conference with applicant SAZ** 1/2 $18.74 9.37 

Receiving application - includes revievi appli-

cation for legal description, ownerhip lists
addresses, etc.

Logging in application, setting up files, filing
notices, agendas, mailouts

Posting atlas, map creation, slide preparation

Inspect site

Conferences - with applicant

Staff review - includes intrastaff conferences,

research, etc.

Reports, followup correspondence, and final
letters

BZA meetings - includes preparation, actual
meeting time and taking minutes

Preparation of BZA Resolution - i cludes
trafting and editing minutes

LAI
'90:/1
2%§
44%
726 1
1;8*,9, I.3
:»rj, 1:1

**Ft
?#9541
g040%

Legal Publications
Mileage at 50¢ an hour and 17¢ per mile
Materials, postages zeroxing, slides

* 1980 Salaries plus benefits and burden rate
** Special Assistant for Zoning

Note: This reflects a typical variance application

JP 1/4 14.01 3.50

J? 1/4 14.01 3.50

Sec.Il 1/2 7.58 3.79

Sec.II 3/4 7.58 5.69

PA III 1 10.85 10.85

SAZ 3/4 18.74 14.06

SAZ 1/4 18.74 4.69
0p 2 14.01 7.00

SAZ 1/2 18.74 9.37

JP 2 14.01 28.02

*it46***.
SAZ 1/4 18.74

JP 2 14.01 28.02

Sec.II 1 7.58 7.58

CP 1/4 20.86 5.22

SAZ 1/2 18.74 9.37
Sec.Il 1/2 7.58 3.79

CP 1/4 20.86 5.22

SAZ 1/4 16.'74 4.69

JP 1 14.01 14.01

Sec.II 1 7.58 3.79

7.50

2.30
P. P.#

SEEST
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QAdditions - under]1 ied

Deletions - Marked-thrti

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING SECTION 2.12.580 TO TIIE CODE

OF THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS; PERTAINING TO THE
PROCEDURE OF THE BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS, AND AMEND-
ING THE FILING FEES FOR APPLICATIONS TO THE BOARD OF
ZONING APPEALS; AND REPEALING SAID ORIGINAL SECTION
2.12.580 OF THE CODE OF THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS.

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE CITY OF WICHITA,

KANSAS:

SECTION 2.12.580 of the Code of the CiLy of Wichita, Kansas is

hereby amended to read as follows:

"2.12.580 Board of Zoning Appeals - Procedure.

(a) The board of zoning appeals shall adopt rules of

procedure as may be necessary and proper to govern its own

proceedings; such rules to be not in conflict with law or ordinance.

(b) All applications to the board of zoning appeals for

any type of proceeding, shall be in writing and shall be filed

at the office of the secretary of the board of zoning appeals.

Applications shall be filed upon forms provided for that purpose

by.the secretary of the board and shall be accompanied by:

4 1. A fee as set forth herein payable to the City of Wichita.

Appeals $ 50.00

Variances for residential uses 75.00

All other variances 150.00

Exceptions for residential uses 75.00

All other exceptions 200.00

1. A-fee-ef--£4€ty-de@:46:re-irdayal•le-te-451,e-€46,-ef-Wichita.

A separate fee shal.l be required for each proceeding.

2. A current certified list, prepared by a local abstractt

firm, of the names and mailing addresse.: of al] property owners

*l



within two hundred feet of the exterior boundaries of the prop-

erty to be considered in the application.

Any proceeding authorized hereunder may be initiated by the

board itself (or any other governmental agency) in cases where

the property is residential and occupied and the payment of the

application fee and the cost of furnishing an ownership list

would create a financial hardship on the property owner. In

any such case the property owner may be relieved of such costs

of the proceeding before the board, but shall not be relieved

of the responsibility of complying with all of the approval

conditions imposed by the board, including the expenses or costs
thereof.

%

(c) The secretary of the board of zoning appeals shall

cause to be published in the official paper of the City, a notice

as to the time, place, date, and subject of hearing, of a public

hearing for each application; such notice to appear once in the

official city paper no less than twenty days prior to the date

of hearing. The secretary shall also cause notice to be given

by mail no less than twenty days prior to the date of the hear-

ing, to each of the property owners within two hundred feet of

the exterior boundaries of the property to be considered in the

application; as such owners are listed on the current certified

list accompanying the application, to each party to the appeal

or other proceeding and to each member of the Metropolitan Plan-
ning Commission.

(d) Every decision or determination by the board shall be

.filed in the office of the city clerk not more than five working

days following the date of hearing and shall become a public re-
cord."

The original Section 2.12.580 of the Code of the City of Wichita,
Kansas is hereby repealed.

This ordinance shall. be i.neluded in the Code of the City of
Wi.chita, Kansas, and shall ba of feet ive upon its passage arla

2
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publication once in the official paper.

41343;5-. 1
ADOPTED at Wichita, Kansas this day of

1980.

Mayor

ATTEST:

Donald C. Gissick, City Clerk

Approved as to form:

t

(64% John Dekker, Director of Law
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£ Wit-HITA-SEDGWICK (UNTY DATE

,. April 4, 1980
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

TO E. H. Denton, City Manager

1 }

i
1.

FROM Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

SUBJECT DR 79-19(A) Possible Amendment to Zoning Ordinance 1
Re: Proposed Fee Increases for zoning, special permits, j

* Community Unit Plans and Historic Landmark Designations.

t
Attached hereto is a delineated copy of an amendment to the zoning s
ordinance. Please place this item on the agenda of April 15, 1980,
for consideration by the City Commission. 1

BACKGROUND I

During the review of the 1980 budget, the Metropolitan Area Planning j
Department (MAPD) was instructed to examine the filing fees charged
for applications submitted for Metropolitan Area Planning Commission :
(MAPC) review. Approximately $40,000 in additional revenue was to i
be generated by the increased fees in order to help defray current i
operating expenses of MAPD. Although it was not intended to raise :
fees to cover all of the Current Plans Division costs, it was recog-
nized that the cost of processing an application is in excess of ;

revenue received. In addition, due to rising salaries, supply costs 
and increasing demands on City and County revenues, there was the · f
possibility of reducing MAPD staff. One other justification for
increasing fees is that the existing fees reflect 1967 costs and 4
have not been increased in the last thirteen years.

AS a Dasis ror Determining Une amoun·c or increase, ruirl, suar. pre- 1

pared a time and cost analysis. Costs were assigned to each ·

procedure involved in processing an "average" case and direct costs
such as postage or printing. No costs were assigned to cover
purchase of equipment such as typewriters, cameras, etc. Neither 1
is any rent or prorated overhead for office administration assigned. I

It was found, in comparing 1967 costs and 1979 costs, that the costs for
handling cases have doubled or tripled. Since 1967 processing ,
costs for zone changes have risen from $112.84 to $258.58; platting
costs have risen from $70.87 to $509.10; vacation costs have risen -

from $43.96 to $93.73; conditional use permit costs have risen from
$84.42 to $235.95; and Board of Zoning Appeals costs have risen
from $78.02 to $204.87.

MAPC has reviewed the time and cost analyses and has held three
informal work sessions to discuss the proposed fees. MAPD staff

have also met with some groups and organizations, as well as

individuals to discuss the proposed fees. Prior to the Planning
Commission meeting on March 13, 1980, copies of the proposed

tai.



$.7,1; ··%. ·'<·1-*#*. #: Mas:-7*:C4199»-*fe·.' , 9.-'··7417*3ix-9* FY" - 4.. , ... 
Page 2

'April 4, 1980

amendments were furnished to the Wichita Area Builder's Association,
the Wichita Board of Realtors, the Wichita Chamber of Commerce, the
Historic Preservation Office, and several City and County departments.
Copies of excerpts of the minutes of that meeting are also attached.

During the informal work sessions MAPC members indicated that the
fees for rezoning requests should be restructured so that higher
fees would be charged for larger application areas. It was felt

that larger application areas result in additional staff time to
review the application, prepare correspondence, and higher postage
costs. Therefore, the proposed fees vary as to the type of application
and as td the size of the application area.

MAPC members felt that MAPD should not bear the entire cost of

processing requests from governmental agencies such as the Public Works
Department, Urban Renewal Agency, Historic Landmark Committee, etc.
There was a general consensus that although it would involve only a
shifting of funds, other governmental agencies should not utilize
MAPD's budget for their activities and that MAPD should receive
compensation for processing governmental applications.

MAPC feels that although there may be some hidden problems within
the proposed fee structure, the proposed fees are satisfactory.
It has been suggested by MAPC members that these fees be adopted
and monitored for a year and then revised if problems or inequities
are found. MAPC members also suggested that fees be reviewed every
two or three years to determine if increases are needed.

Fees for County zoning, County BZA, platting, vacation, and lot
splits are also being increased to reflect current costs and to
generate additional revenue. Platting, vacation and lot split fees
will be forwarded for your review at a later time. Proposed fees

for County Zoning and County BZA have been scheduled for the April
9, 1980 Board of County Commissioners meeting.

SUMMARY

These amendments will make the following changes to the ordinance:

1. Increase filing fees for requests for historic
landmark designation of a single structure from
$70 to $200. Applications requesting the designation
of a historic landmark district would be charged
$500 plus $1.00 per zoning lot.

2. Revised fee schedule for rezoning applications
reflecting increased fees is based on type of
application and size of application area.

3. Add a required application fee for original
commercial community unit plans. Reduce fees

from $400 to $200 for amendments to community.
unit plans that affect less than 50% of the
area of the plan.

F



Page 3
April 4, 1980

4. Addition of a $150 application fee for special
permit requests.

5. Addition of a $50 fee to cover administrative
cost when cases are defered.

6. Deletion of the exemption from filing fees
for City, County, State and the Federal
Government applications.

By a unanimous vote (7-0, Cole moved, Shook seconded, with Goebel,
Jones and Lofton absent) the Planning Commission recommends that these
amendments be adopted.

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

1. Concur in the recommendation of the Planning Commission and
place the ordinance on first reading.

2. Return the amendments to the Planning Commission for reconsideration,
The City Commission states the following reasons for reconsideration.

d€61 4 66
Robert A. Lakin

Director of Planning
RAL:ADC:sad

cc: John Dekker, Director of Law
Don Anderson, Housing & Economic Development

Robert Feldner, Superintendent of Central Inspection
Wichita Area Builder's Association

Wichita Board of Realtors

L
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Ordinance No.

640

278
493&.
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AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE PROVISIONS OF SECTION 28.04.195 OF
THE CODE OF THE CITY OF WICHITA; PERTAINING TO THE CHARGING OF
APPLICATION FEES FOR REQUESTS FOR HISTORIC LANDMARK DESIGNATIONS
ON PROPERTIES IN THE CITY OF WICHITA; AMENDING THE PROVISIONS OF
SECTION 28.04.210(3) OF THE CODE OF THE CITY OF WICHITA; PERTAIN-
ING TO THE CHARGING OF APPLICATION FEES FOR REQUESTS FOR CHANGES
IN ZONING: AND REPEALING TIIE ORIGINAL OF SAID SECTIONS 28.04.195
AND 28.04.210(3) OF THE CODE OF THE CITY OF WICHITA.

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE CITY OF WICHITA,
KANSAS:

SECTION 28.04.195 of the Code of the City of Wichita, Kansas,
is hereby amended to read as follows:

"28.04

1122*d¢%

44

4¢·»'25·

44.4

.195 Historic landmark designation. The purpose and

intent of this section is to provide means of designating on the

official zoning map of the City of Wichita those properties determined

to be historic landmarks by the Board of City Commissioners of the

City of Wichita. The determination of eligibility for designation

as a historic landmark shall be based on the conclusions and find-

ings of fact of the historic landmark preservation committee as

created and directed by Sections 2.12.1015 through 2.12.1025 in-

elusive of the Code of the City of Wichita and upon the recommendation

of the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission following public hearing
as hereinafter provided.

Upon recommendation of the historic landmark preservation

committee, an application may be initiated for the designation of

a historic landmark on legally described property or properties

which have been incorporated into the historic landmark preservation
plan of the City of Wichita.

The applicant shall provide the names of the owner(s) of record,

together with an accurate legal description of the property proposed

to bo designated, and shall accompany the application with a fee of

seventy-delle.fs $200.00 when the application encompasses a single

zoning lot as defined in Seclion 28.04.020 of the zoning ordinance.

2270&
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1 An application for the designation of a Historic Landmark District,

comprised of two (2) or more zoning lots, shall be accompanied by a

fee of $500.00 plus $1.00 per zoning lot within the district. The

Fees shall be used to cover the expenses associated with the handlingof the case. The applicant shall also identify the specific criteria as set out in Sections 2.12.1019 and 2.12.1020(2) of this Code under

which the described property is proposed to be designated as a

hic:+Ari v lp,namarle-

E*49

Upon receipt of the complete application and fee, the Metro- .5 -k

politan Area Planning Department shall establish a case file and103*49.

proceed to prepare a notice for a public hearing before the Metro-

politan Area Planning Commission. The notice shall be sent by

certified mail with return receipt requested to the owner(s) of
*4?Le.

record of the property directly involved and shall be publishedt·'44.' 4.

once in the official city newspaper at least twenty days prior to

the hearing date.

/332

664·04

At the conclusion of the public hearing, the Metropolitan 4%.p;k;

Area Planning Commission shall forward its recommendation for fititf
2'J41©1 -

< zoning map of the City of Wichita a designation corresponding

approval or disapproval of historic designation to the Board

ph€*Ly
of City Commissioners. In the event the Board of City Commissioners .'j.te.02

takes action to approve the historic designation of the property -35.Ia A

its¥
involved, the Metropolitan Area Planning Department, on the basis *=41§

of the public meeting record, shall set out on the official

i,Manff to the case number and a delineation of the property involved.
'll/:1)

*49
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The establishment of the historic landmark designation

shall in no way alter the, uses permitted by the zoning class-

ification or districts of this chapter as previously established

on the property. A desire to change permitted uses will require

tlie filing of an application requesting a zoning change as

provided for in Section 28.04.210.

-2
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i*-+tit In the event a permit is issued as provided for in Section

f 94. 2.12.1024 of this Code, for the demolition or removal of a

designated historic landmark structure not located within a
0»4*:5%5

landmark district, the superintendent of central inspection shall

instruct the Metropolitan Area Planning Department to remove

the designation from the official zoning map of the City; provided

that, upon removal of a structure within an historic landmark

district, the land shall retain its classification as, and remain

a part of said designated historic landmark district."

Section 28.04.210(3) of the Code of the City of Wichita, Kansas,
is hereby amended to read as follows:

"3. Changes by other individuals or groups.

3.1 A proposal for an amendment or change in zoning may

be initiated by the governing body, the planning commission

or upon application of the owner of the property affected.

The application shall be filed with the planning commission

fal upon forms and accompanied by such data and information as may

be prescribed by the planning commission, so as to ensure the

fullest practicable presentation of facts for the permanent

record.

%17:. f. 3.2 For the purpose of defraying costs of proceedings

described herein, filing and publication fees shall be paid

upon the filing of each application for a change of district

boundaries or classification as follows:

€*assifieatien Fee

UAA" ene-Fam-i.4.y-Bwe&&4ng-Bistr-iet $90

UA,1 9'we-FamiFY-Bwe**ing-Bistriet 6?e

UB _ Muf€*ple-Famia,-Bwe*& d:ng-B:ts€rfet
FeuT-Famify-Bwebbl·ng-Blet=*i:elb

Mebiae-Heme-Bls€ffe€ $*40

$3:40

8*-6,1 fieneraa- Bwe&& hg-Bist¥:4et H 40

IR-6------Genera*-Bweaing-Rts*Fiet 63-40

ERB" effiee-Bist¥:4€€ 6440

--



11£€11._-_-Eight-€emmereted:-Bist/4et $200 it
26-aeres-and-undeft

116€11------Eight-eemmer:€ia#-Bistriet $400

tever-6-aefest

,€2------€emmere=ia&-Bist,rde€ 6200

46-ae/es-amd-endert

11€11-----€emmereial-B=istriet $400

-(ever-6-aerest

nest-------eentra&-Business-Bistriet $20G

*6-aer·es-and-undeft

Mell------€entrad-Business-Bistrdet $400
,%Pk ·

fevef-6-acrest

.'14* b-ight-*ndustria&-B:istriet $200

fR#% 46-aeres-and-undeft

11Ell----_--bight-Indus€Efal-Bistriet $400

tevef-6-aeres*

lipll-___-_-Heavy-Endes-tie·*al-84-*=Fde€ 0200

46-aeres-and-lindeft

JiF"
fRE Heavy-indtistf-ial- Bis€fte € $400

lover-6-aeres>

eemmunity-Wit=it-Plan---Res=identiaa 4400

teriginalt

€emmant€y-Wn-it-Plan---Res*dentdai $400

tamendmen€*

€emmtinity-Wn-it-Pdan--Planned-€emmereia&-Bevelel- Nene

ment-ter#ginal-as-requi:Fed-by-erd=inaneet

€emmunity-Wnit-Pian---Planned-€entmeretal-Beve*ep-$400
ment--famendmen€+

Univer·sity-Bistriet 6%40
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Size of Application Area

Zoniaa Up to & Over 3 Over 6 Over

Class i-fication including acres to acres to 15

Requested 3 acres 6 acres 15 acres acres

"AA" & A" $200 $300 $400 $500

"RB","R- 5"

"R-6" & "U" $300 $400 $500 $600

G" $400 $500 $600

€42

"B" & "BB" $350 $450 $550 $650

F" $400 $500 $600 $700

Residential C.U.P. Original-$500 plus $5 per acre for

each acre over 40 acres

riti

Amendments

Major-(design or use change $500 '

that would affect 50%

or more of the area contained

¢47.#

1 €€.t within the C.U.P.)

Minor-(desi.qn or use change $200

that would affect less

than 50% of the araa

contained wit.hi.n the C.U.P.)

J

*!9?...



44%

Commercial C.U.P. Original - when filed with $200 plus

rezoning application $5 per acre 9.,7:2·>·3+'

for each

acre over

15 acres

Original - when filed $500 plus

separately $5 per acre

for each

acre over

15 acres

Amendments

Major-(design or use change $500

that would affect 50% or

more of the area contained

r.991 2 within the C.U.P.)

Minor-(design or use change $200

that would affect less

than 50% of the area

441
contained within the C.U.P.)

A fee of $150 shall be charged for those requests for special'

permits or uses, where authorized by the Zoning Ordinance, that

are referred by the Board of City Commissioners to the Metropoli€an

Area Planning Commission for public hearing and recommendation.

Said fee shall be paid by the applicant prior to the scheduling :

of a hearing before the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission.

mly j}UL.Lu, lutillebullig (10]01-1-211 or a Case S]lall De Cnarged

h '94*4. a fee of $50 to cover administrative cost at such time that the

deferral is granted.

L
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A written receipt shall be issued to the person making such

a payment and records thereof shall be kept in such a manner as

prescribed by law. Ne-fee-sha&&-be-required-when-the-app&&eat-ien

is-submitted-by-an,-department-ef-the-€&4197-eetinty;-state-er

fedefai-gevernment:

3.3 No application for any change of zoning classification
44%

shall be filed within one year following a previous application

on the same property or portion thereof; provided, however, the

zoning committee of the planning commission, upon petition by the

applicant, may permit a refiling of said application after six

months of the original publication date, when significant

physical, economic or land use changes have taken place within

«il the immedi,te vicinity or a significant zoning ordinance text

change has been adopted, or when the reapplication is for a

change of zoning classification more restrictive than the original

request. The applicant shall submit a statement in detail,

99% setting out those changes which he deems significant and upon

which he relies for refiling the original application."

The original Sections 28.04.195 and 28.04.210(3) of the Code of
the City of Wichita, Kansas, are hereby repealed.

This ordinance shall be included in the Code of the City of
Wichita, Kansas and be effective upon its passage and publication
once in the official City paper.

ADOPTED at Wichita, Kansas, this day of

Mayor

ATTEST:

Donald Gissick, City Clerk

Approved as to form:

John Dekker, Di.rector of Law

7-
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EXCERPT FROM PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES OF MARCH 13, 1980

20a. Case No. DR 79-19 (A) - Departmental Review - City Zone
Amendments to Section 28.04.195 and 28.04.210 relating to
fee increases for zoning, C.U.P.'s and special permit

9.9......
applications.

**E-&tul

9 9-3229 · -·

20b. Case No. DR 79-19 (B) - Departmental Review - County Zone
and BZA Amendments to Section 13 and Section 14 relating
to fee increases for zoning, conditional use and special
permit requests and BZA applications.

20c. Case No. DR 79-19 (C) - Departmental Review - Amendment to
County Zoning Resolution Section 10 relating to fees for
special permits for uses in the "F" Heavy Industrial District.

fi
ROBERT A. LAKIN, Director of Planning, stated that it has

been quite a number of years since fees had been adjusted. He

said that during the last budget session, staff was directed by
the City Commission to revise fee structures to attempt to recoup
more of the money than is spent in direct processing of regulatory
type cases.

MOTION: That the Planning Commission
recommend to the City Commission that
the proposed amendments relating to
fee increases be approved. Cole moved,

Shook seconded and it carried unanimously.
Goebel, Jones and Lofton were absent.

21. Other Matters.

GALBRAITH stated that concerning the discussion of
fees that was held earlier in the meeting, John Oliphant,
Wichita Homebuilders, wanted to make a statement regarding fees
to the Commission.

JOHN OLIPHANT, representing the Wichita Area Builders
Association, apologized for being late, and stated that they
had discussed the fees in their meeting and they definitely
support the need for more budget and they understand the
problem. They felt that there might be a slight inequity in
the arrangement of the increases in the area of "AA" Single
Family; "A" Two-Family; and "RB" Four-Family zoning. He asked
that, before this is submitted to the City Commission that the
Planning Commission reconsider those fees. He said that those

three areas have a 187 percent increase in the "AA" and "A", and
233 percent in the "RB". He said that they did not disagree '
that the increases were needed, but did have some concern that
maybe some of the large developments in the area of six acres
or over with 25 percent increases, indicated in the suggestions,
might be looked at a little more equitably. la*91

332
E:*24

MARTENS stated that the Commission was disappointed that
the rates had not been adjusted for such a length of time. He

said that he hoped in the future they could adjust the fees with-
out undue hardship on anyone.

GARDNER stated that one factor that the Commission considered
substantially was the approximate expenses incurred for the
approximate costs generated by consideration of certain categories
of zoning requests, lot splits, etc. It was the Commission's

feeling that as they reviewed the costs associated with the
processes that rather than to request one group to subsidize

r
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6. 1- 2.

another group, everyone should bear their fair share commensurate
with the estimated cost that they had been provided with in terms
of the man hours, mailing and other factors involved in the fees.

4

A.r.
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0
COMPARISON OF 1966 HOURS AND COSTS TO 1979 HOURS AND COSTS

1966 1966 4979 1979

- TYPE OF APPLICATION HOURS COST HOURS COST

Lot Splits $-- 7.75 $ 97.12

Vacations 13 43.96 7.75 93.73

Plats 20 70.87 41 509.10

44
CUP (Community Unit Plan) 54.5 287.39 56.25 811.74

Zone Change 24 112.84 18 258.58

BZA (Board of Zoning Appeals) 17 78.02 16.5 204.87

Conditional Use 16 84.42 16 235.95

Historic Landmark 14.75 238.82

Special Permit 13.75 184.55

*108-i
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4 o RE©EMED
MAP 2 4 1980

METROPOLITAN PLANNING

ROUTE E

WICHITA AREA BUILDERS ASSOCIATION

4246»342 730 N. MAIN SUITE I

WICHITA, KANSAS 67203

MEETING NOTICE

43%4
WHO: Devel opers Committee

WHAT: Meeting

March 26, 1980 NoonWHEN:

WHERE: WABA Conference Room

AGENDA

I. Call to Order Bob Fox

II. Approval of Minutes Bob Fox

III. Introduction of Group and Guest Bob Fox

IV. Sub Committee Chairman Introduction Bob Fox

V. Proposed Zoning Fee Structure Bob Lakin -?14*f'

VI. 3 Party Agreement Joel Pollack

VII. New Member Solicitation Bob Fox

VIII. New Business Bob Fox

IX. Adjournment Bob Fox

9/63
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%3;im- TO: ALL MEMBERS (AND POTENTIAL MEMBERS) OF THE WABA DEVELOPERS COMMITTEE1

Attached is a copy of the minutes of the first meeting of the Developers
Committee and as you will see, the meeting was dedicated primarily to

1 organization of the committee objectives and operational procedures.

..4%
4%0

6/mi

The results of the Questionnaire Survey were as follows: *//1.P.

1. The objectives of the committee were adopted as read and as shown in the
minutes.

2. Sub-committees are as follows:

791

CHAIRMAN'S COMMITTEE CONTRACTOR'S COMMITTEE GOVERNMENTAL COMMITTEE

Bob Fox, Chairman Si Womer, Chairman Alex Dean, Chairman
Jim Gardner 111 Dick Bridgman Bill Cox

Bud Lacy Edyth Flynn Earl Graves
Jim Miner Cliff Nies Wink Hartman

f. Joel Pollack Barney Truesdell John Oliphant
Harold Warner Deanna Wheeler Thurman Smith

4944

1 081" 3. The committee membership will encompass developers, builders and contractors.

4. Meetings will be held the #th Tuesday of each month, at noon time in the
Builders Association office.

5. Favored guests for the meeting programs in order or priority were City
Department Administrators, City Manager, professional service people, City
Commissioners, Public Utility Company officials and contractors.

451

6. Our next meeting is scheduled for Wednesday, March 26 (not on Tuesday,
because of the guest we have invited) and our guest will be Bob Lakin and
Jack Galbraith to discuss the proposed changes in the zoning ordinances
and specifically, the new fee structure approved by the Planning Commission
on March 13.

*036.
You should plan to attend the meeting and be a part of structuring our support
and/or opposition to the above mentioned changes to be heard by the City
Commission on April 8, I think.

P.S. Joel Pollack will report on the City Commission's action on the tri-party
engineering service policy which should be of interest to all of us.

-494
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DEVELOPER'S COMMITTEE MINUTES
WICHITA AREA BUILDERS ASSOCIATION

730 N. MAIN SUITE I
WICHITA, KANSAS 67203

February 27, 1980

PRESENT
Jims Gardner I I Thurman Smith

Jim Miner Bud Lacy
Richard Bridgman Wink Hartman

Earl Graves Si Womer

Barney Truesdell Alex Dean
Bill Cox Edyth Tlynn
Clifford Nies Joel Pollack

Harold Warner Box Fox

John Oliphant Deanna Wheeler

I

II

III

CALL TO ORDER: The meeting was called to order at 12:20 P.M.
by Bob Fox, chairman.

Introduction of those present.

STATEMENT OF COMMITTEE OBJECTIVES:

PRIME OBJECTIVE

To create an organized group effort to represent and
preserve the rights of people and private enterprise in
the business of land development in the Wichita SMSA ....
promote the adoption of reasonable standards which will
gain peak efficiences in the time and cost of producing
new communities from rawland.

Objective #1

Organize and implement methods to monitor the activities
of governmental agencies, public utility companies,
professional services, contractors and suppliers related
to land development programs.

..44>j

Objective #2

Establish contact and lines of communications with other
industry groups and committees to co-ordinate similar
efforts within the community.

IV. COMMITTEE ORGANIZATION:

The purpose of the organization as shown below is to
establish the areas of involvement of the committee and
ensure the objectives of the committee are achieved
through distribution of responsibility.

0*/9· I , f
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Page 2
Developer's Minutes

Chainnans Committee

City Corrmission
City Manager
FHA-VA

C.P.0.'S

Industry Groups
State & Federal Agencies

Contractors Committee

Underground Contractors
Paving Contractors
Utility Companies

Governmental Committee

Department of Planning
Department of Engineering
Department of Public Works
Water Department
Department of Housing and Economic Development
School Board

V. COMMITTEE MEMBERSHIP: John Oliphant Executive Vice President
or Wichita Area Mul laers Association presented criteria Tor ,

0* 79WH,446 ' membership.

1. For committee to fall under Wichita Area Buil ders
Association unbrella. Committee members are required
to be W.A.B.A. members.

2. Committee members missing three meetings will be
dropped from the mailing list.

VI. QUESTIONAIRE: A committee questionaire was distributed
for those attending to fill outs the purpose was to get a

5)83'18$ concenses of opinion on committee objectives, organizationsV-i membership criteria, time and frequency of meetings, programs,994·/
*4 + suggestions and comments.

VII. THREE PARTY CONTRACT: Joel Pollack,member of the Board of
'vi Land Use Economics, reviewed the City's proposed Three Party
9/2 Contract. A copy was distrubuted to those present and

discussion of proposalfollowed.

The proposed resolution will come before the City Commission
on March 18, 1980.

y 31%60
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Ma. Marion Cone

Hi,torical Pre,ervation Officer
204 South Main

Wichita, Kan,al 67202

Re: DR 79-19 - 1

Fee Iner•ase•.

Dear Ms. Cano:

We have been informed by the City Manager' s office that the
planning items heard by the Planning Commission on March 13
and scheduled for City Commismion review on April 8, 1980,
will not be on the April 8 agenda. The revi- of the pro-
posed fee increue, for city zoning and hiotoric landmark
designation applications will be heard at the regularly
scheduled Board of City Commissioners' meeting on April 15,
1980.

If you have any quistions, pleue call.

Sincerely,

Arthur D. Chambers, AICP
Junior Planner

ADC:el

cc: C. Bickley Footer, 2818 N. Edwards, 67204

F
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r. MI. Marion Cone
Historical Preservation Officer

204 South Main

1 Wichita, Kansas 67202

Re: Proposed Zoning and Historic Landmark
Application Fee Increasee

Dear Ms. Cone:

On March 13. 1980, the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
(MAPC) considered proposed amendments to Sections 28.04.195
and 28.04.210 of the City Zoning Ordinance. The action of
the MAPC was to recommend approval of the attached amendments.
I have noted the paragraphs pertinent to your activities on
the attached amendments. The proposed amendments have been
scheduled for Board of City Commission review during their
regular meeting on Tuesday, April 8, 1980.

If you have any questions, pleage call.

Sincerely, EA

Arthur D. Chambers, AICP
Junior Planner

ADC:el

Attachments

cc: C. Bickley Footer, 2818 N. Edwards, 67204

&1.72
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515€

John Oliphant

Executive Director Wichita Area Association

of Homebuilders
730 North Main Street, Suite A
Wichita, Kansas 67203

Re: Proposed Fee Increases -
City Zoning, County Zoning
and County BZA

Dear Mr. Oliphant:

On March 13, 1980, the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
(MAPC) considered proposed amendments to Sections 28.04.195
and 28.04.210 of the City Zoning Ordinance. MAPC also con-
sidered proposed amendments to Sectiori 10, 13, and 14 of the
County Zoning Resolution. The action of the MAPC was to
recommend approval of the proposed amendments.

IE
1£,3:

The proposed amendments to the City Zoning Ordinance have been
scheduled for review by the Board of City Commissioners during
their regular meeting on Tuesday, April 8, 1980. The proposed
amendments to the County Zoning Resolution have been scheduled
for review by the Board of County Commissioners during their
regular meeting on Wednesday, April 9, 1980. 1
If you have any questions, please call.

Sincerely,

Arthur D. Chambers, AICP
Junior Planner

ADC:el

cc: Bob Fox, Comotara Properties, 2421 Longwood Circle, 67226

I ./'
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February 29, 1930

John Ollphant
Wichita Area Builder, Association
730 North Main Street, Suite A

Wichita, I•naas 67203

Re: DR 79-19

Proposed Increase in Fees

Dear Mr. Oliphant:

At your request, the Planning Commission deferred the above
captioned matter on fees to their next regular meeting of
March 13, 1980.

Would you please contact Bob Lakin if we can be of aamistance
in reviewing fees with you or a selected committee.

Sincerely yours,

Jack H. Galbraith

Chief Planner

JHG:sad

CC: Richard Upton, Executive Director, Chamber of Commerce,
350 W. Douglas, 07202

Mike Wayne, Wichita Area Board of Realtors, 717 N. Emporia,
67214

Glen jockery, Research and Budget Officer

:t
1
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK UNTY
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

CATE

eu

March 6, 1980 . 1 m

1.70*j.
1..40.
1 4.422*'

E@b<

56··11€Ri

TO Metropolitan Area Planning Commission

FROM Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

SUBJECT Proposed Fee Increases - DR79-19(A) City Zoning and Historic
Landmark; DR79-19(B) County Zoning -
and County Board of Zoning Appeals;
and DR79-19(C) County Special Permit
for Uses in "F" Heavy Industrial District -/4.42£

j.

1=

Delineated copies of the proposed amendments to Sections
28.04.195 (Historic Landmark) and 28.04.210 (Zoning Fees) of
the City Zoning Ordinance and to Sections 13 (BZA), 14 (County
Zoning Fees), and ].0 ("F" Heavy Industrial District) of the
County Zoning Resolution are attached for your information and
review. DR79-19(A) and DR79-19(B) were deferred to the March
13th meeting at the February 28th HAPC meeting.

DR79-19(C) is an amendment to paragraph 40 of Section 10 .
of the County Zoning Resolution. Paragraph 40 provides that 4.54„'.:.9.?41

an application must be filed and approved prior to the establish- 9943
ment of certain uses in the "F" Heavy Industrial District. The
proposed amendment would permit a fee to be charged when the
application is filed.

62*4.(_46                                          ..'.*.
· **iNA-r-

9*£,4
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Robert A. Lakin

Director of Planning limmm 242
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK CAUNTY DATE

0
February 20, 1980

METROPOLITAN AREA PLAN N IN G D EPAR 7 MENT

·ro Metropolitan Area Planning Commission

FROM Robert A. Laid.n, Director of Planning

SUBJECT Proposed Fee Increases - DR 79-19(A) Ci.ty Zoning and Historic
Landmark; and DR 79-19(B) County
Zoning and Board of Zoning Appeals

A delineated copy of the proposed amendments to Sections
28,04.195 and 28.04.210 of the City Zoning Ordinance, increas-
ing fees for Zone Change, C.U.P., Special Permit and Historic
Landmark requests, is attached. Also attached is a delineated
copy of tire proposed amendments to Sections 13 and 14 of the
County Zoning Resolution increasing fees for. Special Permit,
Conditional Use, Zone Change and Board of Zoning Appeals

requests. Proposed fee increases for City BZA requests, platting,
-· vacations and lot splits are being handled under separate

amendments.

Copies of the proposed fee increases have been distributed
to City and County Departments for informational purposes.
The Chamber of Commerce, Wichita Area Builder's Association
and the Wichita Area Board of Realtor's have also been furnished
copies of the amendments.

< 34-1 4424
Robert A. Lakin

Director of Planning

RAL:AC:sad

Encl.
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METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING

DEPARTMENT

1 CITY H.2 - TENTH nOOR
455 NORTH MAIN STREET

·x' 1 WICHITA. KANSAS 67202
[316] 261/561

February 13, 1980

' TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:

Re: Proposed Fee Increases - City Zoning, County Zoning
and County BZA

During the review of the 1980 budget, the Metropolitan Area
Planning Department (MAPD) was ins tructed to examine the filing
fees charged for applications submitted for Metropolitan Area
Planning Commission (MAPC) review. Fees were to be increased in

order to generate approximately $40,000 in additional revenue
from MAPD regulatory activities. Although it was not intended
to raise the fees to cover all of the Current Plans Division

costs, it was recognized that the cost of processing an appli-
cation is in excess of revenue received. This is due primarily
to the fact that current fees were last increased fourteen years
ago to reflect 1966 costs.

lk/'t '*$

A delineated copy of the proposed amendments to Sections
28.04.195 and 28.04.210 of the City Zoning Ordinance, increasing
fees for zone change, C.U.P., special permits and historic land-
mark requests, is attached for your information and review. Also
attached is a delineated copy of the proposed amendments to

. Sections 13 and 14 of the County Zoning Resolution increasing
fees for special permit, conditional use, zone change and BZA
requests. Proposed fee increases for City BZA requests, platting,
vacation and lot splits are being handled under separate amend-
ments and will be forwarded to you prior to the public hearing.

The fees included in the attached amendments are the result

of a time and cost analysis of "typical" applications received by
MAPD for C.U.P.'s, zone change, plats, etc., and discussions at
two scheduled MAPC informal meetings held during January 1980.
The proposed fees reflect an attempt to recover a portion of the
processing costs associated with the various applications. It
should be pointed out that where, in the past, no fee was re-
quired for those departments of the City, County, State or Fed-
eral Government, the Planning Commission has suggested that they
should no longer be exempt from filing fees.

r

116-4
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Page Two
Re: Proposed Fee Increases
February 13, 1980

The public hearing, by the MAPC, has been scheduled for
Thursday, February 28, 1980. Written comments should be sub-
mitted prior to February 22, 1980.

ey
Sincerely,

z:*fl'724-J jl
Robert A. Lakin

Director of Planning

RAL:ADC:el

ce: Board of County Commissioners (3 copies)
Ted Hill, County Counselor
Joe Freeman, Acting Director - County Public Works
Syd Werbin, County Director of Building, Planning & Codes
Don Anderson, Director of Housing and Economic Development

- Ray Bruggeman, Director - Wichita Department of Public Works
Ken Kitchen, Director - Urban Renewal Agency
Robert B. Feldner, Superintendent of Central Inspection

Historical Preservation Officer

204 South Main St., 67202
, Executive Director - Chamber of Commerce

350 W. Douglas, 67202
, Wichita Area Builders Association

730 N. Main St., Suite A, 67203
ichita Area Board of Realtors

717 N. Emporia, 67214
Research and Budget Officer

Ah«i

@5,413

Marion Cone,

/ Richard Upton

4 John Oliphant

4 Mike Wayne, W

v' Glen Dockery,
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Additions underlined · DR79-19(B)
Deletions marked-*hpit

February 1, 1980

Possible Amendment to the Zoning Resolution
of Sedgwick County, Kansas scheduled for public

i#*Ar Hearing before the MAPC on Thursday, February 28, 1980

It is proposed to amend paragraph 3(a) of Section 13,
Board of Zoning Appeals, Sedgwick County; and paragraph C(2) of
Section 14, Administration related to the filing fees for zone
change applications, conditional use applications and applications
to the Board of Zoning Appeals.

Section 13, paragraph 3(a) shall be amended to read as follows:

3. Procedure

a) Written applications for the approval of an appeal,
variance or exception referred to in this section
shall be filed in a manner prescribed by the Board.
A fee, ef-£44·ty-de&*aes-4$89=·004 as set forth herein,
shall be paid to the County Treasurer, or his agent,
upon the filing of each application for an appeal,
variance or exception, for the purpose of defraying
costs of the proceeding described herein. A written

receipt shall be issued to the person making such
payment, and records thereof shall be kept in such
manner as prescribed by law. Applications for appeals
from the decisions of the enforcing officer shall be
made within twenty (20) days of the date of such de-
cision.

Board of Zoning Appeals
Application Fees

Appeals $ 50.00

Variances for residential uses $ '75.00

All other variances 5I56766

Exceptions for residential uses  $ 75.00
All other exceptions $200.00

Section 14, paragraph C (2) shall be amended to read as follows:

2. Application: Application for any change of district
boundaries or reclassification of districts as shown on
the Zoning Map, shall be filed with the Commission upon
forms and accompanied by such data and information as may

41$m=i/'/

:78 1
1
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1

g.'*.F

L



12*al=leat**2im=*22==aa==gei

3225%¢1
12*14

A
'61
/1

04>itY·

0 0
be prescribed for that purpose by the Commission so as
to assure the fullest practicable presentation of facts
for the permanent record.

Each application shall be verified by at least one of
the owners of property within the area proposed to be
changed, attesting to the truth and correctness of all
facts and information presented with the application.

au¥..>r»
»4/wre"-

Applications must be accompanied with a certified list
of property owners of record and their addresses, if
available, and if not available, then the address of the
occupant of the premises, if tenanted, in all directions
from the subject property for a distance of twice the
frontage of the property included in the application;
provided, no distance -need be more than 1,000 feet and
cannot be less than 200 feet.

For the purpose of defraying costs of proceedings pre-
scribed herein, filing and publication fees shall be paid
to the County Treasurer or his agent upon the filing cf
such application for change in district classification.
The fee for such application is as follows:

Glassifieathen Fee

j

I 1

b ., /

URM--Rweal-Residentdal-Distpiet $-79.Q@
UR-11!Subapban-Residentia=1-948*Fiet $-9070@
MAAU-Gne-Fam#ly-Owelling-Dist/494 $-70700
118@11-Qffiee-Pietpiet $149-99
26€2-idght-Gemmepeial·-946*piet $20Q-Q@

46-aepes-and-undept

UL€u-Light-Gemmepeial:-Distplet $400-90
fevep-6-aepes@

ugu_-Genefal-Gemmepeiai-Distpiet $200.09
46-ae*'es-and-undeF@

2€11--Genepal-€emmepeial-Distpiet $4@Q-QQ
fevee-6-aepes9

UEU--Light#ndast,#al·-948*piet $200700
46-aepes-and-undept

MEU--Jight-Induet·pial-Distpiet $490.00
fevep-6-aepes@

212--Heavy-indastpial:-Dist-p-iet $200-00
46-aeees-and-undept

212.-Heavy-indueteial:-Die*Fiet $499-GO
feve*'-6-aepes·>

4

34.1

1%3.92>·b:

Size of Application Area
1.1/

up to & over 3 over 6 over

- 15Zonin including acres to acres to

Classification 3 acres - 6 acres 15 acres acres

"R" , "R-1"&"AA" $200 $300 $400 $500
"BB" 3356 3456 556 3656

imew, "C","El'& 3466 $565 56-66 5766
"F"

-2-
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"CU" Conditional Use Permit - ·Fee required is the same as for the

District in which located.

Special Permit - as authorized by the Zoning Resolution $150

Any person requesting deferral of a zoning case or a conditional
use case shall be charged a fee of $50 at such time that the
deferral is granted to cover administrative costs.

A written receipt shall be issued to the person making such a
payment and records thereof shall be kept in a manner
as prescribed by law. Ne-fee-shall-be-Fequired-when-said
appliea#deR-ie-submitted-by-any-depaptmen-the-Gi*97-Gewaty,·
State-er-Fedefal:-Gevefament:

14,%?
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Additions underlined DR79-19(A)
Deletions maeked-thra - February 1, 1980

Possible Amendment to the Zoning
Ordinance of the City of Wichita, Kansas

scheduled for public hearing before the MAPC
on Thursday, February 28, 1980

ji

It is proposed to amend section 28.04.195, Historic
landmark designation and paragraph 3 of Section 28.04.210,
changes in zoning classifications or districts to change
the application fees for Historic landmark designations,
zone or district changes, and community unit plans.

Section 28.04.195 shall be amended to read as follows:

-i

28.04.195 Historic landmark designation. The purpose

and intent of' this section is to provide means of designating
on the official zoning map of the city of Wichita those
properties determined to be historic landmarks by the board of
city commissioners of the city of Wichita. The determination

of eligibility for designation as a historic landmark shall be
based on the conclusions and findings of fact. of the historic
landmark preservation committee as created and directed by
Sections 2.12.1015 through 2.12.1025 inclusive of the code of
the city of Wichita and upon the recommendations of the
Metropolitan Area Planning Commission following public hearing
as hereinafter provided.

Upon recommendation of the historic landmark preservation
committee, an application may be initiated for the designation
of a historic landmark on legally described property or
properties which have been incorporated into the historic
landmark preservation plan of the city of Wichita.

The applicant shall provide the names of the owner(s) of
record, together with an accurate legal description of the
property proposed to be designated, and shall accompany the
application with a fee of seventy-deliape $200.00 when the
application encompasses a single zoning lot as defined in
Section 28.04.020 of the zoning ordinance. An application

for the designation of a Historic Landmark District, comprised
of two (2) or more zoning lots, shall be accompanied by a
fee of $500.00 plus $1.00 per zoning lot within the district.
The fees shall be used to cover the expenses associated with
the handling of the case. The applicant shall also identify the
specific criteria as set out in Sections 2.12.1019 and 2.12.1020(2)
of this code under which the described property is proposed to be
designated as a historic landmark.

Upon receipt of the complete application and fee, the
Metropolitan Area Planning Department shall establish a case
file and proceed to prepare a notice for a public hearing before
the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission. The notice shall be

sent by certified mail with return receipt requested to the
owner(s) of record of the property directly involved and shall

3

49 -
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. be published oncin the official city news er at least

* At the conclusion of the public hearing, the Metropolitan
twenty days prio,to the hearing date.

Area Planning Commission shall forward its recommendation for
approval or disapproval of historic designation to the board

74 of City Commissioners. In the event the Board of City Commissioners
/ takes action to approve the historic designation of the property

involved, the Metropolitan Area Planning Department, on the basis
of the public meeting record, shall set out on the official
zoning map of the City of Wichita a designation corresponding
to the case number and a delineation of the property involved.

The establishment of the historic landmark designation
shall in no way alter the uses permitted by the zoning class-
ification or districts of this chapter as previously established
on the property. A desire to change permitted uses will require
the filing of an application requesting a zoning change as
provided for in Section 28.04.210.

In the event a permit.is issued as provided for in Section
2.12.1024 of this code, for the demolition or removal of a

f) designated historic landmark structure not located within a
landmark district, the superintendent of central inspection shall
instruct the Metropolitan Area Planning Department to remove

£'f the designation from the official zoning map of the City; provided
that, upon removal of a structure within an historic landmarki district, the land shall retain its classification as, and remain
a part of said designated historic landmark district.

Section 28.04.210 paragraph 3 shall be amdended to read as follows:

J

3. Changes by other individuals or groups.
3.1 A proposal for an amendment or change in zoning may

be initiated by the governing body, the planning commission
or upon application of the owner of the property affected.
The application shall be filed with the planning commission
upon forms and accompanied by such data and information as may
be prescribed by the planning commission, so as to ensure the
fullest practicable presentation of facts for the permanent
record.

3.2 For the purpose of defraying costs of proceedings
described herein, filing and publication fees shall be paid

upon the filing of each application for a change of district
boundaries or classification as follows:

Glaed#ea#den Fee

MAAM------GRe-Family-@welling-948*piet $79

UAE-------!i,we-Family-Pwel:&*ag-District ' 670

URBU------Fewe-Family-Dwelling-Distpiet $70

11@11-------Med*le-Heme-Distpiet 8449
Bu-------Multiple-Family-Oweia-ing-Bist:Fdet $14@

R-an_____Genepal-Bweating-Dist·Fiet $140

R-6------Genepal:-Dweiting-Dist·piet 814@
BBu____--G££4ee-Dist:F*et $44@
6€u_____-Light-Gemmeped:al-Distpiet $2@Q

46-aepee-and-undept

6€u_____-64:ght-Gemmepe-ial:-Distpiet $400
fevep-@-aepes@

U

U

U

...

'465.4. -2-
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11€11-------Gemmepetal-948*Fiet 6200
*Cheres-end-undept

*
11€11-------gemmepeial-Die*Fiet 400

fever-G-aepee·>'
Central Buoincoo Distriot 2GQ:4 3ff 46-aepes-and-Hadept

UDU-----_-Gen#Fal-Basiness-Pietpiet 400
fevep-6-aepes·>

„En-------64%19*-18€11%66-Fial:-Dist,Fde* 2GG
6.G-ae,es-and-undeF#

------Light-indue€·pial·-Distpiet 40@
fevep-€-aepest

«24 upu-------Heavy-·Indus*piaa·-Dist·piet 2QQ
f@-aepes-and-andept

upu-------Heavy-Indue€pd:al·-948*p-ie* 40@
49fevep-6-aepest*13

Gemmanity-Wait-PJan---Reeldentia=1 400
fepdginal:4

Gemmead:ty-Unit-Plan---Residential 409
famendment@

Gemmeadty-WHit-Plan---Planned-@emmefeia@:-Develep- Keane
meat-fepiginal-as-pequiped-hy-epainaaee·>

Gemmuni:*9-Wait-Plan---Pianned-Gemmepeial-Develep- 402
meat-fameadmen*3

UUM-------WRi:¥eFGity-@46*Fiet 440

Size of Application Area

Zoning Up to & Over 3 Over 6 Over
Classification including acres to acres to Tr-
Requested 3 acres 6 acres 15 acres acres

"AA" & "A" $200 $300 $400 $500

"RB","R--5"
"It--6" & "U" $300 $400 $500 $600

"G" MLA $400 $500 $600

"B" & "BB" $350 $450 $550 $650

"LC","C" "D"
$400 $500 $600 $700

Residential C.U.P. Original-$500 plus $5 per acre for
each acre over 40 acresaw?:147

Amendments

Major-(design or use change $500
that would affect over
50% of the area contained
within the C.U.P.

Minor-(design or use change $200
that would affect less

03.

4:i. D.

>

41 4

*1.84
=74-4

f.



7834

0%4€ic f

1

t

tottf-i.DE"*333>*053*/%1.8/NIFFE'.+=8: 3 - 3'2:

ttift>1i:<tfs.*1441;i  ?r'.119{1.,A
Nemim

0 63
Commercial C.U.P. Original - when filed with $200 plus

rezoning application $5 per acre
for each

'31 acre over
qil

15 acres

Iffi:.

Ett

Original - when filed $500 plus
separately $5 per acre

for each

acre over

15 acres

li Amendments

Major-(design or use change 2200
that would affect over

50% of the area contained
within the C.U.P.

Minor-(design or use change $200
that would affect less

than 50% of the area

contained within the C.U.P.

A fee of $150 shall be charged for those requests for special
permits or uses, where authorized by the Zoning Ordinance, that
are referred by the Board of City Commissioners to the Metropolitan
Area Planning Commission for public hearing and recommendation.
Said fee shall be paid by the applicant prior to the scheduling
of a hearing before the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission.

Any person requesting deferral of a case shall be charged
a fee of $50 to cover administrative cost at such time that the
deferral is granted.

A written receipt shall be issued to the person making such
a payment and records thereof shall be kep in such a manner as
prescribed by law. Ne-fee-shail-lae-pequiped-when-the-applieatien
48-submitted-by-any-depaftment-et-the-eity;-eeanty*-state-ep
fedefal-gevefament-

3.3 No application for any change of zoning classification
shall be filed within one year following a previous application
on the same property or portion thereof; provided, however, the
zoning committee of the planning commission, upon petition by the
applicant, may permit a refiling of said application after six
months of the original publication date, when significant
physical, economic or land use changes have taken place within
the immediate vicinity or a significant zoning ordinance text
change has been adopted, or when the reapplication is for a
change of zoning classification more restrictive than the original
request. The applicant shall submit a statement in detail,
setting out those changes which he deems significant and upon
which he relies for refiling the original application.

436 fi
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January 10, 1980

Metropolitan Area Planning Commission

Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

Proposed Fee Increases

The attached tables reflect proposed fees discussed at the
informal MAPC meeting on January 3, 1980. Table 1 shows the

average cost for each type of application. During discussions
of the proposed fees as they relate to costs, it should be
remembered that there will be specific cases that will take
less time and money. or more, to process. However, average
costs were used in an attempt to arrive at a relatively equi-
table fee.

Table 2 is a list of proposed fees for all types of applica-
tions. The fees represent some of the consensus reached at
the last MAPC informal meeting. They are not to represent
final MAPD recommendations but are for discussion purposes.

Estimated revenue for the various types of applications, based
on 1978 applications, is shown in Table 3. Also shown is the

estimated total cost per category. As can readily be seen,
the current fees only fund approximately 37% of the estimated
Cost. The estimated revenue would be lower if governmental
agencies are not charged a fee, lf platting fees are reduced
when platting is a condition of zoning, or if the composition
of the applications change.

1

Tables 4 and 5 show addltional examples of the effects the
proposed fees would have on zoning application and plattlng.

Robert A. Lakln

Director of Planning

RAL:ADC:el

Attachments

»SA.
ME'·
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK LOUNTY DATE

January 10, 1980
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

TO Metropolitan Area Planning Commission

Dnka.•+ A 1 264.

SUBJECT Proposed Fee Increases

The attached tables reflect proposed fees discussed at the
informal MAPC meeting on January 3, 1980. Table 1 shows the
average cost for each type of application. During discussions
of the proposed fees as they relate to costs, it should be
remembered that there will be specific cases that will take
less time and money, or more, to process. However, average
costs were used in an attempt to arrive at a relatively equi-
table fee.

Table 2 is a list of proposed fees for all types of applica-
tions. The fees represent some of the consensus reached at
the last MAPC informal meeting. They are not to represent
final MAPD recommendations but are for discussion purposes.

Estimated revenue for the various types of applications, based
on 1978' applications, is shown in Table 3. Also shown is the
estimated total cost per category. As can readily be seen,
the current fees only fund approximately 37% of the estimated
cost. The estimated revenue would be lower if governmental
agencies are not charged a fee, if platting fees are reduced
when platting is a condition of zoning, or if the composition
of the applications change.

Tables 4 and 5 show additional examples of the effects the
proposed fees would have on zoning application and platting.

ADrieR.L
Robert A. Lakin

Director of Planning

RAL:ADC:el

Attachments

,nt-46••r-
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Table 1
X27

SUMMARY OF AVERAGE COST

ESTIMATED
HOURS COST

Lot Split 7.75 $ 97.12

Vacation 7.75 93.73

Final only Plat 26.25 328.91

Conventional Platting

Sketch 10.5 133.29

Preliminary 18.5 236.86

Final 12.0 138.95

TOTAL 41 $509.10

Zoning 18 258.58

C.U.P. 56.25 811.74

BZA 16.5 204.87

County Conditional Use 16 235.95

Historic Landmark Designation 14.75 238.82
%12

Special Permit 13.75 184.55

·*fe·:i.

NOTE: Breakdown by personnel and action is available at the MAPD.

4
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Table 2a

PROPOSED FEES

Lot Splits $100

Vacation $100

Plats

Final only - 3 acres or less $250 over 3 acres $400

Sketch (payable when sketch
plat is filed) $100

Prel iminary or Final $ 5 per lot
except Industrial $ 5 per acre

NOTE: Whenever a preliminary plat is finaled in portions, each final after
the first would be assessed a $100 fee for administrative purposes.

If, in the opinion of the Di rector of Planning, any revision on the
preliminary plat after it has been approved by the subdivision
committee substantially affects the plat, a $100 fee will be charged.
Any revisions that, in the opinion of the Planning Director, constitute
a new preliminary plat, will be charged $5 per lot.



te

Table 2b

ZONING

Over 3 to Over 6 to Over 15

*1393Pdf City 0-3 Acres 6 Acres 15 Acres Acres

"AA", "All "R-5" 100 600 800 1000

"RB". "R-6", "U" 200 600 800 1000

11 G 11
4

N/A 600 800 1000

"BB" 300 600 800 1000

400 600 800 1000

County

100 600 800 1000

"BB" 300 600 800 1000

400 600 800 1000

County Conditional Use

Same fee as required for the district in which the proposed Conditional Use is

located. Except when a rezoning application and a conditional use application

are filed together, the fee shall be only the higher fee.

Any requests for deferral will be charged $50 to cover costs of readvertising

and mailing new notices.

*9?fi
;444:
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Table 2c

Up to 40 Over 40

Acres Acres

C.U.P. - Residential original $500 $5 per acre

Major amendment 500 N/A

Minor amendment 200 N/A

Up to 15 Over 15

Acres Acres

- Commercial original
if filed with rezoning application $200 $5 per acre

if filed separately 500 5 per acre

Major amendment
design or use change affecting
over 50% of area 500 N/A

Minor amendment

design or use change affecting
over 50% or less of area 200 N/A

Historical Landmark

Single zoning Lot $100

District $250 plus $1 per zoning lot

Special Permit by B.C.C. or B.Co.C. $150

BZA - City and County

Appeals $ 50

Variance for residential uses 75

All others 150

Exceptions 200



Table 3

ESTIMATED REVENUE

Estimated

Revenue
No. of Estimated* Using
1978 Average Total 1978 Proposed

Action Cases Cost Cost Revenue Fees

Lot Splits 50 $ 97.12 $ 4,856 $ 1,000 $ 5,000

Vacations 47
:9*62;

93.73 4,405 2,850 4,700

Plats

Sketch only 8 133.29 1,066 800

Small Tract-Up to 3 Acres 53 13,250

-Over 3 Acres 13 5,200

TOTAL 66 $328.91 $21,708 $ 3,639 $18,450

Conventional 53 21,910

Industrial 6 1,642

TOTAL 50 $509.10 $30,037 $12,803 $23,552

City and County Zone
Up to 3 Acres -

"R","R-1",AA","A","R-5" 19 $ 1,900

"RB", "R-6, "U" 13 2,600

"B", "BB" 13 3,900

31 12,400

Over 3 to 6 Acres 14 8,400
tf

Over 6 to 15 Acres 3 2,400

Over 15 Acres 18 18,000

TOTAL 111 $258.58 $28,702 $16,980 $49,600

1*4*

r
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Table 3

Page 2

Estimated

Revenue
No. of Estimated* Using

1978 Average Total 1978 Proposed
Action Cases Cost Cost Revenue Fees

County Conditional Use
Up to 3 Acres -

"R", "R-1", "AA", Multiple
Family, Mobile Home Parks,

-*bita Extraction 1 $ 200

"RB", "LC", "C" "E", "F" 2 800

Over 3 to 6 Acres 1 600

Over 6 to 15 Acres 1 800

Over 15 Acres 4 4,000

TOTAL 9 $235.95 $ 2,124 $ 1,020 $ 6,400

CUP

Residential 4 $811.74 $ 3,247 $ 800 $ 2,322

Commercial - Original 4 811.74 3,247 1,005

Major amendment 2 600.00 1,200 800 1,000

Minor amendment 2 400.00 800 800 400

TOTAL $ 8,484 $ 2,400 $ 4,727

Historical Landmark 10 $238.82 $ 2,388 $ $ 1,800
(Assume 6 were single zoning lots;
4 were for districts with 50
zoning lots.)

Mt« Special Permit - BCC or BCoC 12 $184.55 $ 2,215 $ $ 1,800

%*22
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Table 3

Page 3

Estimated
Revenue

No. of Estimated* Using Aiflar.: 11978 Average Total 1978 Proposed
Action Cases Cost Cost Revenue Fees

BZA

Appeals 0 $ $ $ $

Variances - Residential Use 12 900

- All other 24 3,600

Exceptions 19 3,800

TOTAL 55 $204.87 $11,268 $ 2,750 $ 8,300

GRAND TOTAL $117,253 $43,442 $125,126

itig

NOTE: Includes full platting fee when a condition of rezoning.

Includes charging fees to all governmental agencies.

Breakdown by personnel and action is available at the MAPD.

#w...
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Table 4

Total

Estimated
Cost

$ 258

3 Lots $ 586

Total $ 196

$400 Total $1,200

1 Lot $ 586

$ 50 Total $190

$400 Total $1,000

1 Lot $ 767

Total $450

Total $1,170

1 Lot CUP required $1,589

Total $450

$100 Total $1,310

F»tts.

EXAMPLES OF ZONING COSTS

1. "AA" to "A" .46 Acres No platting required

Current fee $ 70

7691 Proposed fee $100

*ffi
2. "AA" to "R-5" 8.2 Acres Replatting required

Current fee Zoning $140 Platting $56

45?49&
Proposed fee Zoning $800 Platting-final only

42* 3. "A" to "BB" 3.4 Acres Replatting required

(changed to "B")

Current fee Zoning $140 Platting-final only

Proposed fee Zoning $600 Platting-final only

4. "AA" to "E" 25 Acres Platting required

Current fee Zoning $400 Platting $50

Proposed fee Zoning $1,000 Platting $170

19*.12:94-

*3>it
5. "AA" to "C" 17.2 Acres Platting required

4%3%31
49*4-1 Current fee Zoning $400 CUP $0 Platting $50

:**ff., Proposed fee Zoning $1.000 CUP $210 Platting

91%
4*169%

34*WCO
149<FE? 9

**49*)'c ji...7.:.,.:.2 ; 2.,



EXAMPLES OF PLATTING COSTS

Ii@30&
7//'CAIl

1. 3.5 Acres 1 Lot Final only Total Estimated Cost $328

Current fee $50

Proposed fee $400

2. 2.5 Acres 9 Lots Total Estimated Cost $381

Current fee $74

Total Estimated Cost $509

Total Estimated Cost $1,320

Total $465

Total $690

Required zoning Total Est. Cost $767

Total $459

Total $1,385

U.:P,

· 44'26/£448*

3,&
3

4%3 -1

Proposed fee $140

3. 38 Acres 88 Lots
.dfabj

Current fee $311

Proposed fee $535

4. 33 Acres 6 Lots with CUP No rezoi

4€49f
6©29% Current fee CUP $400 Platting $65

%*4%... Proposed fee CUP $565 Platting $125

5. 57.4 Acres 4 Lots Industrial Plat

Current fee $400 Platting $59

Proposed fee $1,000 Platting $385

%926.2
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December 28, 1979

Metropolitan Area Planning Co=liion

Robert A. Lakia. Director of Planning

Ne Revilionl

During the last budget ••••ion wi wor• inotruot.d to Ixamine our
fies and inoriai• them by approximately 40,000 dollar•. Oni
juotification for increaaing fies ia that thoy have not bion
increaoid since 1966 whil• inflation has more than doubled.
During that period the cost, for procai,ing a non, change have
rtion from *112.04 to $258.5@; platting coiti have ri•en from
570.97 to *328.91, vacation costa have rlion from $43.96 to
$93.73, conditional use permit coate have rtion from $84.42 to
*235.95, C. U.P. 00*ta have rtion from 4227.38 to $011.74; and
8:A cue costs have rlian from *78.02 to *204.87.

A, a baais for r-xamining feem, wi have attimpted to Hagn
colts to each prooldurl based on the time apent by staff and
direct coots (printing, poitage) in handling an "avirage" cao•.
No coato have blwin uoignid to cover purchale of equipment luch
u typewriteri. cameraa, etc. Neither li any rent or prorated
overhead for office administration a„igned.

Our final recommindations ari not completed u to fies. Tho

cost information il being ohared with you at the Co-i,sion'I
request. At our work Ii••ion I will bi preparid to furnish
reco-indatio= as to fies and ahow you how thii might impact

the variou• categories of projecti. In general, I believe th-•
activitte, should carry fees iuff talent to pay their own way as
they ari opecific lervic,8 for individuals. U to plats. I am
thinking of fies at thi submiuion of a sketch, preliminary and
final plat rather than a large lump fie to oover all at th•
beginning. Thia would take into account the simple one lot final
only plats, and the mar• complex plats. The result would b• a
fairer 2- in my opinion.

34114·¥*

6?24*3

After thi work musion, I would like to proceed to advertile.
where n-did. for public hearing on thi varioui f- mchodul••.

Other changes. 1.0., vacation•, can be approved by formal action
of thi MAIC and the governing bodies.

24'(. j
Robl-*r Lakin

./U.:me Dirlotor of Planning
Attachaints

cc, John Philbrick. County Department of Adminlitration
Glon Dockery, Roloarch and Budget Officer

, 4/ttbileava- l
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK
0 ; 0
OUNTY DATE

December 28, 1979
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

TO Metropolitan Area Planning Commission

FROM Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

SUBJECT Fee Revisions

During the last budget session we were instructed to examine our 02'..
fees and increase them by approximately 40,000 dollars. one

justification for increasing fees is that they have not been
increased since 1966 while inflation has more than doubled.
During that period the costs for processing a zone change have
risen from $112.84 to $258.58; platting costs have risen from
$70.87 to $328.91; vacation costs have risen from $43.96 to
$93.73; conditional use permit costs have risen from $84.42 to
$235.95; C.U.P. costs have risen from $287.38 to $811.74; and
BZA case costs have risen from $78.02 to $204.87.

As a basis for reexamining fees, we have attempted to assign
costs to each procedure based on the time spent by staff and
direct costs (printing, postage) in handling an "average" case.
No costs have been assigned to cover purchase of equipment such
as typewriters, cameras, etc. Neither is any rent or prorated 1
overhead for office administration assigned.

Our final recommendations are not completed as to fees. The

cost information is being shared with you at the Commission's
request. At our work session I will be prepared to furnish
recommendations as to fees and show you how this might impact
the various categories of projects. In general, I believe these
activities should carry fees sufficient to pay their own way as
they are specific services for individuals. As to plats, I am
thinking of fees at the submission of a sketch, preliminary and
final plat rather than a large lump fee to cover all at the
beginning. This would take into account the simple one lot final
only plats, and the more complex plats. The result would be a

fairer fee in my opinion.

After the work session, I would like to proceed to advertise,
where needed, for public hearing on the various fee schedules.
Other changes, i.e., vacations, can be approved by formal action
of the MAPC and the governing bodies.

1_4.1-kA  4__.LJ
Robert A. Likin

RAL:rme Director of Planning
Attachments

cc: John Philbrick, County Department of Administration Of?*Pi
Glen Dockery, Research and Budget Officer 294%

*r ·
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LOT SPLIT

 Time Salary* Estimated
Action Personnel Hours Hourly Cost

Receiving application - includes reviewing
application for legal description; also
preappli cation conference JP 1/2 $12.41 $ 6.20

Logging in applications setting up file, filing Sec.II 1/2 8.23 4.12

Conferences, interdepartmental and with applicant JP 2-1/2 12.41 31.02

Staff Review - includes intra-MAPD staff

conferences CP 1/4 20.86 5.22

SP 1/4 13.07 3.27
0p 1-3/4 12.41 21.72

Follow-up correspondence, and final letter to JP 1-1/2 12.41 18.62
City Clerk Sec.II 1/2 8.90 4.45

Materials, postages xeroxing 2.50

7.75 $97.12

* 1980 Salaries plus benefits and burden rate.

NOTE: Lot splits for land zoned industrial will
generally require higher amounts of time.

1
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LOT SPLIT

0&24:.sfin, Time and cost estimates, shown in Table reflect a lot split in a residential

area. No major problems such as access or utility service to the new created lots
would have to be resolved. Generally, commercial lot splits will take slightly longer.
Industrial lot splits, likewise, will take additional time due to increased size of

e the original lot, drainage problems, utility service, etc.

'.:*rif.,t
54%42
..%%3%*r

1;.lg" jr. ffs. ,*.t' 4*M"W
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TABLE aVACATION 14 3-

Time Salary* - Estimated plAction -Personnel Hours Hourly Cost 24*if j,
.?4.,

Receiving application - includes reviewing JP 1/4 $]2.41 $ 3.10

application for legal descriptions ownership
lists and addresses; also preappl ication
conference with applicant.

Logging in application, posting cards, setting Sec. II 1/2 8.90 4.45

up files and filing

Post to atlas, map creation, slide preparation PA III 3/4 10.85 8.14

Conferences - Interdepartmental and SP 1/4 13.07 3.27

with applicant JP 1/2 12.41 6.20

Notices, agendas and mailouts Sec. I I 1 8.90 8.90

Staff review CP 1/4 20.86 5.22

SP 3/4 13.07 9.80

Correspondence, reports and final letters SP 1/2 13.07 6.54

Sec.II 1 8.90 8.90

Hearings - Subdivision Committee, MAPC, BCC or
BCoC includes preparation, actual meeting times Dir/CP 1/4 20.86 5.22

drafting of ordinance, referral sheets; taking, SP 1/4 13.07 3.27

drafting, and typing of minutes, etc. Sec.II 3/4 8.90 6.68

Map updating, posting on official base maps
and zoning maps PA III 3/4 9.92 7.44

Materials, postage, xeroxing, slides 6.60

34*34+

€fir, J ..1

=?i
7.75 $93.73

my-F:.,t
1?31£14....i,re .

¤%%49* 1980 Salaries including benefits and burden rate

NOTE: Times refl ect a "typi cal " vacati on of easement
or setback. Time for street or alley vacation
would be higher.

45*At'?1

f.
24«·I.-
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VACATION

Approximately 7.75 hours are needed to process a typical easement or setback vacation.
Estimated costs as shown in Table , to process a vacation request is $93.73. Generally
the process of setback or easement vacations take less processing time than street or
alley vacations. This is due in part to the amount of area covered, number of adjoining
properties affected, increased interdepartmental conferences and additional notices. As
in all tables, a "typical" application was used in determining estimated time and cost
since a few cases will take a minimum of time to process while others will take consider-
ably longer due to protest, sizes drainage problems, amended applications, etc.

4«
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SMALL TRACT PLAT

'*b-:5% 'j-

A©%4

%%?371
94*.

Personnel Time Salary* Estimated 
Action Hours Hourly costs 3€"/2

Receiving application, reviewing application J
for completeness and preapplication conference JP 1 12.41 $ 12.41 
Logging in application, posting cards setting
up file, filing Sec.II 1 8.90 8.90 I

8.8

Posting to atlas, map creation, slide prepara-
tion PA III 3/4 10.85 8.14

Conferences - Interdepartment SP 1/2 13.07 6.53

JP 1-1/2 12.41 18.62

Conferences - with applicant CP 1/2 20.86 10.43

SP 1 13.07 13.07

JP 1/2 12.41 6.20

*0.4

ht**

)1 Staff review i ncl udes i ntra-MAPD staff confer-
ences CP 1/2 20.86 10.43

SP 3 13.07 39.21

& 2 12.41 24.82

L.VE

©91

4645¢1*2

Reports, followup correspondences final letters CP 1/4 20.86 5.22

agendas, mailouts, folding plats, etc. SP 2 13.07 26.14

JP 2 12.41 24.82
Sec.II 3 8.90 26.70

Hearings, Subdivision Committee (twice) MAPC Dir/CP 3/4 20.86 15.65

BCC or BcoC includes preparation, actual SP 1 13.07 13.07

meeting time, taking, typing and editing JP 1 12.41 12.41
minutes, etc. Sec.It

minutes 2 8.90 17.80

Updating of official base maps and zoning maps PA III 2 9.92 19.84

Prints for department 2.00

Materials, postage, zeroxing 6.50

-26-.26 $3=IT

i

* 1980 Salaries plus benefits and burden rate

Note: Small tract plats are residential with
less than 30 lots and less than 10 acres
or commercial with less than 5 acres.
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DRAFT

ft*

The time and cost estimates shown in Table 'A reflect a small acre (less than

10 acres for residential, or less 5 acres for commercial) plat that can be filed with-

out a sketch plat under provisions of the subdivision regulations. The filing of a

small tract plat allows the developer to reduce his or her costs somewhat. Costs
Gil.A

to MAPD also run less since the area to be reviewed is less than 10 acres. Generally,

the problems associated with a small tract plat, drainage, access, utilities, etc.,

are not as severe and do not require as much time to resolve as those encountered in

a plat encompassing 100 acres.
43:i

kh .4.

42 44.

*609

t?*k

-



TABAE 3 8
SKETCH PLAT

Personnel Time Salaries* Estimated

Action Hours Hourly Costs -

Receiving application - includes reviewing appli-
cation for completeness and also preappl ication 1

conference JP 1/2 $12.41 6.20

Logging in application, posting cards, setting

0+41 up file, filing, etc. Sec.II 1/2 8.90 4.45

%9 Post to Atlas, map creation PA III 1/2 10.85 5.43

Conferences - Interdepartment SP 1/4 13.07 3.27

JP 1 12.41 12.41

Conferences - with applicant SP 3/4 13.07 9.80

op 1/2 12.41 6.20

Staff Review includes intra MAPD-staff conferences CP 1/2 20.86 10.43
SP 2 13.07 26.14
8p 9 12.41 24.82

Reports, followup correspondence, agendas, mail- SP 1/2 13.07 6.54

outs folding plats, etc. JP 1/2 12.41 6.20
Sec.II 1 8.90 8.90

Materials, postages, zeroxing 2.50

-105 $133.29

* 1980 Salaries plus benefits and burden rate
Note: The time shown for the sketch, prelimary

and final plats reflect a twenty acres
50-70 lot plat. Times would be higher
for plats with more acres.

1 L
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PRELIMINARY PLAT

Personnel Time Salary* Estimated
Action Hours Hourly costs 

%€t·t Receiving plat - brief review and conference with
applicant JP 1/4 $12.41 $ 3.10

Map creation and slide preparation PA III 1/2 10.85 5.43

Logging, posting cards, filing Sec.II 1/2 8.90 4.45

Conferences - Interdepartment SP 1/2 13.07 6.54
JP 3/4 12.41 9.31

Conferences - with applicant CP 1/2 20.86 10.43
SP 1 13.07 13.07
JP 1/4 12.41 3.10

Staff review includes intra-MAPD staff conferences CP 1/2 20.86 10.43
SP 2-1/2 13.07 32.68

8p 2 12.41 24.82

Reports, followup correspondence, mailouts, CP 1/4 20.86 5.22 ,

agendas, folding of plats, etc. SP 2 13.07 26.14

JP 2 12.41 24.82

Sec.II 3 8.90 26.70 138

Hearings - Subdivision Committee - includes
preparation, actual meeting time, taking. CP 1/2 20.86 10.43
typing and editing minutes, etc. SP 1/2 13.07 6.54

JP 1/2 12.41 6.20

Sec.II 1/2 8.90 4.45

Materials, postage, zeroxing 3.00

18.5 236786

.45:.·It

* 1980 Salaries plus benefits and burden rate

1
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FINAL PLATS

-Personnel Time Salary* Estimated 1,„ 3
Action Hours Hourly Costs

Receiving and logging in, posting cards, filing Sec.II 1/2 8.90 4.45

Conferences - Interdepartmental SP 1/4 13.07 3.27 - PX»
62 6?34:JP 1/4 12.41 3.10

Conferences - with applicant SP 1/2 13.07
JP 1/2 12.41

Staff review includes i ntra-MPAD staff conferences CP 1/4 20.86 5.22

SP 3/4 13.07 6.54

JP 1-1/4 12.41 12.41

Reports, follow up correspondence, final letters CP 1/4 20.86 5.23

agendas, mailouts, folding plats, closing files SP 1/2 13.07

etc. JP 1/2 12.41

Sec.II 2 8.90 17.80

Hearings, Subdivision Committee, MAPC, BCC or Dir/CP 1/4 20.86 5.23

BCoC-includes preparations actual meeting times SP 1/2 13.07 6.14 j
taking, typing and editing minutes, etc. JP 1/2 12.41 6.20

Sec.II 1/2 8.90 4.45

Updating official base maps and zoning maps PA III 2-3/4 9.92 27.28

Prints for department files 2.00

Materials, postage, zeroxing 3.75

TZ.OO $133TE ·'4«

Total for Sketch 10.5 133.29

Total for Preliminary 18.5

Total for Final 12.0

Grand Total 41 509.10

..24¢1%

* 1980 Salaries plus benefits and burden rate

Et,7
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Tables 3 Ill through 3 0 show the estimated time and cost attributable to the

-65*»Att·
processing of a residential twenty acre, 50-70 lots plat. The time and costs are

broken down into the three phases of plat review, sketch (Table _____), preliminary

(Table ____), and final (Table ). Total estimated time is 41 hours with a cost
of $509.10 to process a plat from the time an application is filed until it is re-

corded. In estimating the processing time, it was assumed that there would not be

any major drainage problems or other substantial difficulties in providing service to

the site.

In most cases there would not be a significant difference in time to process a

twenty acre residential plat or a twenty acre commercial plat. Factors that would

increase processing time of plats, including industrial, include drainage, utilities

and other problems unique to the site, not the development. These problems would

result in an increase of time spent by MAPD staff conferring with other departments

and the applicant.
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TYPICAL ZONE CASE

TABLE 4

· Time Salary* Estimated

Personnel Hours Hourly Costs

conferences with applicant

ceiving application - includes review of
application for legal description, ownership
list. addresses. etc.

, setting up file,
and filing

Atlas and map creation

eck, take pictures and slide preparation

mailing and filing notice of hearings,
notices and ordinances

erences - interdepartmental

f review - includes historical research,
rrounding land use and zoning, intrastaff
nferences

rts, follow-up correspondence, agendas,
nal letters, drafting ordinances

ings - MAPC and BCC, or BCoC
cludes preparations, actual meeting time,
ferral sheets; taking, typing and editing
nutes, etc.

ting official zoning maps

rials, supplies, postage, xeroxing, slides,
C.

age - 50¢ an hour and 17¢ a mile (for field
eck, taking slides)

1 Publications

980 Salaries plus benefits and burden rates
39

"Typical" zoning case "AA" to "BB" or "LC",
approximately 2 acres, no major protest of
surrounding property owners.

CP 1/2 $ 20.86 $ 10.43
op 3/4 13.83 10.37

Jp 1/4 13.83 3.46

Sec.II 1 8.23 8.23

PA III 1/2 10.85 5.43

PA III 1 10.85 10.85

Sec. I I 2 8.23 16.46

JP 1/2 13.83 6.92

CF 1/Z ZU.Mb IU.43

JP 1-1/2 13.83 20.75

CP 1/2 20.86 10.43

JP 3 13.83 41.49

Sec.II 2-1/2 8.23 20.58

Dir. 1/2 26.07 13.04

CP 3/4 20.86 15.65

JP 1/4 13.83 6.92

Adm. Sec. 1 9.74 9.74

PA III 1 9.92 9.92

13.28

4.20

10.00

18 $258.58

NOTE: Generally County Zoning Case would
require similar amounts of time. However,
in many cases the Chief Planner is required
to spend 2-3 hours driving to and attending
Planning Commission meeting of the small
cities. This also increases mileage costs.
Some additional time is also spent by
Graphic personnel preparing maps.

394
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ZONING

Table reflects the estimated time and cost to process an application to rezone %43a two acre areafrom "AA" to "BB" or "LC". In determining the time, it was assumed that
there would not be any large amount of protest by surrounding property owners. Many
times there is protest and staff spends additional time talking to property owners prior

3*42 - to the MAPC hearing,talking to the applicants and in processing protest petitions. In
addition, MAPC meeting time would be increased if there are people present speaking for
or against the application at the MAPC meeting. Thus, the estimates for time and cost
reflect a relatively simple case and do not take into account those cases such as
Central State Bank that require extreme amounts of time.

f
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DRAFT

4¢fq

Costs and times shown in Table reflect a rezoning case that encompasses

approximately two acres. Times would be about the same whether the case was in-

/«441 side Wichita or in the county with the exception of driving and meeting time re-

quired of the Chief Planner to attend Planning Commission meetings of the smaller

cities. It was assumed, in estimating time requirements, that there would not be

a large amount of protest; although one or two people could be expectedtocall

the MAPD and/or speak at the MAPC meeting. Time required to process an application

for an area less than one acre could involve somewhat less time, however, the time

required for many of the actions, such as notices, meeting time and agendas, would

not be reduced.

Rezoning appl ications, other than to "LC" or "C" will , on the average, take

slightly less time since there tend to be fewer protesters for residential requests.

However, many of the actions require the same amount of time to accomplish no matter

what zoning classification is requested.

Ye»t

91,24
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TABLE

RON

0 € I
CUP 4 4gy.:75:5

94?0

' Time Salary* Estimated 
Action Personnel Hours Hourly Costs 62 2.

Preapplication conferences with applicant CP 2 $ 20.86 $41
JP 3 11.99 3i

Receiving application - includes review for
legal descriptions ownership lists,
addresses, etc. JP 1/4 11.99

Logging in application, posting cards, setting
up file and filing Sec.II 1 8.23

Post to atlas, map creation PA III 1/2 10.85

Field checks take pictures and slide
preparations CP 1 20.86

PA III 1 10.85

Notices, agendas and mailouts Sec. II 2 8.23

Review of preliminary plans and correspondence -
includes intrastaff conferences CP 2 20.86

JP 18 11.99

Review of revised plans CP 1 20.86
includes intrastaff conferences JP 3 11.99

Review of landscape plan CP 1/4 20.86

includes intrastaff conferences PP 2 17.73
JP 1/4 11.99

Conferences - interdepartmental JP 2 11.99

with applicant CP 1/2 20.86

PP 1/2 17.73

JP 2 11.99

 Reports, follow-up correspondence and fi nal
letters CP 1-1/2 20.86

PP 1/4 17.73

JP 7 11.99
Sec.II 2 8.23

Hearings, MAPC, BCC or BCoC
Includes preparation, actual meeting time,
referral sheets; taking, typing and editing Di r. 1 26.07

minutes, etc. CP 1 20.86
JP 1/2 11.99

Adm. Sec. 1 9.74

9/2 €

.72
!.97

3.00

8.23

5.43

20.86
10.85

16.46

41.72

15.82

20.86
35.97

5.22

35.46

3.00

23.98

10.43

17.73

23.98

31.29

4.43
83.93

16.46

26.07

20.86

6.00

9.74

8247 3
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0 0 Page 2

CUP

I P.,· Time - Salary* Estimated
Action Personnel Hours Hourly Costs

$ $

Update official zoning maps PA III 1/4 9.92 2.48

29*67
Materials, postage, xeroxing, slides 22.13

Mileage @ 50¢ hr. & 17¢ mile 4.66

Legal publications for notices 10.00

56.25 $811.74

f

1980 Salaries plus benefits and burden rate.

NOTE: This reflects a 15 acre original commercial
C.U.P. with no major opposition. Requires
rezoning and platting.
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A commercial Community Unit Plan, approximately 15 acres in size, will take approxi-
mately 56.25 hours to process. Estimated cost is $811.74, as shown in Table . In
processing a C.U.P., a substantial amount of time is required to review the proposed
plans and then meeting with the applicant to discuss the C.U.P. In addi tion, C.U.P.'s
require additional MAPC meeting time due to the size of the C.U.P., explanation by
staff of the C.U.P. provisions and presentation by the applicant. Generally, a C.U.P.
covers an area that requires sending notices to all property owners in a 1000 foot
radius, which increases secretarial time and also increases the possibility of protest.
A residential C.U. P. proposing apartments around a sand pit would take approximately
the same amount of time.tj'·09
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BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS

- Time Salary* Estimated .Personnel Hours Hourly Costs Action
Preapplication conference wi th appl i cant SAZ**

Jp

Receiving application - includes review appli- JP
cation for legal description, ownerhip list,
addresses, etc.

Logging in application, setting up files, filing
notices, agendas, mailouts
Posting atlas, map creation, slide preparation

Sec.II

Sec.II
PA III

Inspect site SAZ

Conferences - with applicant SAZ
JP

Staff review - includes intrastaff conferences, SAZ

research, etc. JP

Reports, followup correspondence, and final SAZ

letters JP
Sec.II

BZA meetings - includes preparation, actual CP
meeting time and taking minutes SAZ

Sec.II

Preparation of BZA Resolution - includes CP
drafting and editing minutes SAZ

JP

Sec.II

 Legal Publications
 Mileage at 50¢ an hour and 17¢ per mile

A .1.7 Materials, postage, zeroxing, slides
·.AN?12-

dr ' '

2 ·0

1*ti

1/2 $18.74 9.37

1/4 14.01 3.50

1/4 14.01 3.50

1/2 7.58 3.79

3/4 7.58 5.69

1 10.85 10.85

3/4 18.74 14.06

1/4 18.74 4.69

2 14.01 7.00

1/2 18.74 9.37

2 14.01 28.02

1/4 18.74 4.69

2 14.01 28.02

1 7.58 7.58

1/2 20.86 5.22

1/2 18.74 9.37

1/2 7.58 3.79

1/4 20,86 5.22

1/2 18.74 4.69

1 14.01 14.01

1 7.58 3.79

7.50

2.30

8.85

16.5 $204.87

* 1980 Salaries plus benefits and burden rate
** Special Assistant for Zoning

Note: This reflects a typical variance application

J

r



0
DRAFT

Table shows the times and costs incurred in the processing of a typical

application requesting a variance of the off-street parking requirements. Requests

for exceptions take approximately the same amount of time as a variance. However,

it should be remembered that some cases will require a substantial amount of time

to process due to unique circumstances. Conversely, some cases, such as a variance

of a setback line, will take relatively little time to process. In all cases there

is a certain amount of time required to receive and log in the application, .prepare

and mail notices, and present at the BZA meeting.
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COUNTY CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT

Personnel Time Salary* Estimated
Action Hours Hourly Costs

Preappli cation conference with applicant CP 1/2 $20.86 10.43
JP 1/2 14.01 7.00

Receiving application - includes review of appli- JP 1/4 14.01 3.50

cation for legal description, ownership list,
addresses, etc.

Logging in application, posting cards, setting Sec.II 1 8.23 8.23

up file, filings notices, agendas, mailouts Sec.II 1 8.23 8.23

Post to atlas, map creation, slide preparation PA III 1/2 10.85 5.43

Filed check for land use and taking photographs
of area PA III 3/4 10.85 8.14

Conferences - Interdepartmental JP 1/2 14.01 7.00

Conferences - with applicant CP 1/2 20.85 10.43

JP 1 14.01 14.01

Staff review includes intra staff conrerences, CP 1/4 20.86 5,22

research etc. JP 2 14.01 28.02

Reports, followup correspondence, final letters CP 1/2 20.86 10.43

JP 2 14.01 28.02

Sec.II 2 8.23 16.46

Hearings MAPC and BCoC, includes, preparation Dir 3/4 26.07 19.55
%/

actual meeting time, referral sheets, taking, CP 3/4 20.86 15.65

typing and editing minutes, etc JP 1/4 14.01 3.50

Adm.Sec 1 9.74 9.74

Legal publications 10.00 dE...'

Mileage at 50¢ hour and 17¢ per mile 6.96

Tr $235.95

* 1980 Salaries Dlus benefits and burden rate

D.,?J'49-'5;

i93

4410'4
%44

Note: This reflects a typical conditional use
application for a 4 acre mobile home park
in a "AA" district.
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 D#fl- TABLE 9 
HISTORIC LANDMARK DESIGNATION 43

71 Time Salary* Estimated

1 Action ' Personnel Hours Hourly Costs

41· Preapplication conference with applicant PP 1/2 $ 17.73 $ 8.86

*44·44 ' .

29552·f-
Receiving application - includes review of

application for legal description, ownership
list, addresses, etc.p1. f.

. r¢2:49639,7*
:-4*.te>¥412*

.'ft• Logging in application, posting cards, setting
up files, filing

l.<d

42,1 Post to Atlas, map creation, slide preparation
Field check for land use, taking photographs

PP 1/4 18.83 4.43

Sec.II 1 8.23 8.23

PA III 1 10.85 10.85

PP 1/2 17.73 8.86
PA III 1/2 10.85 5.43

r-1 Conferences - interdepartmental PP 1/2 17.73 8.86 09%

with applicant CP 1/2 20.86 10.43

P? 7/2 17.73 8.86

Staff review-includes research and intrastaff
... conferences CP 1/4 20.86 5.22

4- PP 2 17.73 35.46

Mi Reports, follow-up correspondences final letters CP 1/4 20.86 10.43

PP 1 17.73 17.73
Sec.II 1-1/2 8.23 12.35

34'6

'9 -

Notice of hearing, agendas, mailouts Sec. II 1-1/2

 Hearings - MAPC, BCC or BCoC - includes pre- Dir. 1/2

paration, actual meeting time, referral sheets, CP 1/2
legal notices and ordinances; taking, typing JP 1/2

3 and editing minutes. Adm. Sec. 1

Updating official maps PA III 1/2

  Materials, postage, xeroxing, slides
Mileage at 50¢ hour and 17¢ per mile

Publications

4.
14.75

* 1980 Salary plus benefits and burden rate.

6.tif NOTE: Times reflect a typical application for a
one or two lot area.

302>94
22'?E

L

8.23 12.35
ffY*

6.07 13.04

0.86 10.43

3.83 6.92

9.74 9.74

9.92 4.96

13.28

2.10

10.00

$238.82
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SPECIAL PERMIT D)5 ,
1 r r -

· Time Salary* Estimated

Action Personnel Hours Hourly Costs

Preapplication conference with applicant CP 1/2 $ 20.86 $ 10.43

JP 1/2 14.01 7.00

Receiving application - includes review of
application for legal description, ownership
lists, addresses, etc. JP 1/4 14.01 3.50

Logging in application, posting cards, setting
up file, filing, etc. Sec.II 1 8.23 8.23

Post to Atlas, map creation, slide preparation PA III 1 10.85 10.85

Conferences - interdepartmental JP 1/2 14.01 7.00

with applicant CP 1/4 20.86 5.22

JP 1/4 14.01 3.50

Staff review-includes research and intra-staff
conferences CP 1/4 20.86 5.22

JP 1-1/2 14.01 21.02

Reports, follow-up correspondence, final letters,
agendas, mailouts, notices, etc. CP 1/2 20.86 10.43

JP 1-1/2 14.01 21.02

Sec.II 3 8.23 24.69

Hearings, MAPC and BCC - includes preparation, Dir. 1/2 26.07 13.04

actual meeting time, referral sheets; taking, CP 1/2 20.86 10.43

typing and editing minutes J? 1/2 14.01 7.00

Adm. Sec. 1 9.74 9.74

Updating official maps PA III 1/4 9.92 2.48

Materials, postage, xeroxing, slides, etc. 3.75

13.75 $184.55

* 1980 Salary plus benefits and burden rate.

NOTE: This reflects the time used to process a
special permit request fora neighborhood
swimming pool in an "AA" district, or an
auto salvage yard in an "E" district.

J
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Table 3

ESTIMATED REVENUE

Estimated

Revenue
No. of Estimated* Using
1978 Average Total 1978 Proposed
Cases Cost Cost Revenue Fees

45*·e Lot Splits 50 $ 97.12 $ 4,856 $ 1,000 $ 5,000

1&:2 Vacations 47 · 93.73 4,405 2,850 4,700

Plats

Sketch only 8 133.29 1,066 800

Small Tract-Up to 3 Acres 53 13,250

-Over 3 Acres 13 5,200 ar j

TOTAL 66 $328.91 $21,708 $ 3,639 $18,450

Conventional 53 21,910

Industrial 6 1,642

TOTAL 50 $509.10 $30,037 $12,803 $23,552

23 City and County Zone
Up to 3 Acres -

"R","R- 1 ",AA","A","R-5" 19 /6 $ 1,900

"RB", "R-6, "U" RS 1344 2.600

"B". "BB" 13 3,900

31 12,400

Over 3 to 6 Acres 14 8,400

Over 6 to 15 Acres 3 2,400

Over 15 Acres 18 18,000

TOTAL 111 $258.58 $28,702 $16,980 $49,600

»P
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Table 3

0 Page 2

Estimated

Revenue
No. of Estimated* Using

1978 Average Total 1978 Proposed
Action Cases Cost Cost Revenue Fees

County Conditional Use
Up to 3 Acres -

"It-1" "AA" s Multiple
Family, Mobile Home Parks,

1Extraction $ 200

"RB", "LC", "C",fty:33,96 " F 2 800

Jf€ft:
3,',+0': Over 3 to 6 Acres 1 600

Over 6 to 15 Acres 1 800

Over 15 Acres 4 4,000

€29*Nj

l

TOTAL

CUP

Residential

Commercial - Original

Major amendment

Minor amendment

.-t· hkA,
-34Ail€

9 $235.95 $ 2,124 $ 1,020 $ 6,400

4 $811.74 $ 3,247 $ 800 $ 2,322

4 811.74 3,247 1,005

2 600.00 1,200 800 1,000

2 400.00 800 800 400

TOTAL $ 8,484 $ 2,400 $ 4,727

Historical Landmark 10 $238.82 $ 2,388 $ - $ 1,800 .. „{91(Assume 6 were single zoning lots;
-I, M·454:
-   .92·

4 were for districts with 50

zoning lots.) ...1 4.e

Special Permit - BCC or BCoC 12 $184.55 $ 2,215 $ - $ 1,800

131.
wa

M'-7

1*f

r

-LAZE

"74. .. «25- rl
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Table 3
Page 3

Estimated

Revenue
No. of Estimated* Using
1978 Average Total 1978 Proposed

Cases Cost Cost Revenue Fees

BZA

Appeals 0 $ $ $ $

1 Variances - Residential Use 12 900

- All other 24 3,600

j Exceptions 19 3,800

TOTAL 55 $204.87 $11,268. $ 2,750 $ 8,300

GRAND TOTAL $117,253 $43,442 $125,126

NOTE: Includes full platting fee when a condition of rezoning.

Includes charging fees to all governmental agencies.

Breakdown by personnel and action is available at the MAPD.

9«-.i:·'2.

39»
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Table 10

MAPC

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

1978 Fees f Potential $ Amount 'Total
Cases Current Collected! Proposed Fee Per

(Number) Fee 1978 i Fee Revenue Increase Type

Lot Splits 50 $20 $ 1,000 $ 50 $ 2,500 $ 1,500 $ 1,500

Vacation

Setbacks 8 50 400 75 600 200

Access Control
Provisions 2 50 100 75 150 50

Easements 25 50 1,250 75 1,875 625

Streets/Alleys 22 50 1,100 100 2,200 1,100

$ 2,850 $ 4,825 $ 1,975 1,975

Plats

(2 by Government
not included) 128 $50 + $3 16,768 $100 + $15 47,760** 30,992 30,992

Lot over 1 Acre* over
1 Acre

$34,467

ratf,1

$100 fee would be required at the time of sketch plat application, and the
$15 per acre would be required at the time the prel iminary plat is filed.

** Reflects 4 sketch plats that were not finalized .

91*22
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1978 | Fees Potential Total

t
6 : 222*47 

Cases I Current Collected Proposed Fee $ Amount Per

Number)1 Fee 1978 Fee Revenue Increase Type

City Zone Changes

3*>·f
"AA" 1 $70 $ 70 $ 25 $ 25 - $ 45)

"A" & "RB" 26 70 1,820 150 3,900 2,080

"R-5","R-6"&"B"
0-6 Acres 9 140 1,260 250 2,250 990

Over 6 acres 6 140 840 350 2,100 1,260

"BB" 0-6 Acres 13 140 1,820 300 3,900 2,080

Over 6 acres 1 140 140 400 400 260

& "F" 0-6 Acres 30 200 6,000 400 12,000 6,000

6-15 Acres 600

15-25 Acres 2 400 800 800 1,600 800

Over 25 Acres 2 400 800 1,000 2,000 1,200

"GIl 300

200

$13,550 $28,175 $14,625 $14,825

CUP - Residential

Original 4 400 800 $500+$5 2,493 1,693
acre over

20

Amendment 400 $500+$5
acre over

20

CUP - Commercial

Original 4 $500+$25 3,803 3,803
Acre over 6

Amendment-Major 2 400 800 $500+$25 1,758 958

Acre over 6

-Minor 2 400 800 500 1.000 200

$ 2,400 $ 9.054 $ 6,654 6,654

Historic Landmark

Designation 10 70 100

Special Permit
by BCC 112 0 150 1,800 1,800 1,800

2

4-3 ..:,Op

-1

.
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CITY

1978 Fees Potential Total
Cases Current Collected Proposed Vee $ Amount Per
Number) Fee 1978 Fee Revenue Increase Type

City BZA $ $ $ $ $ $

Variance 23 50 1,150 75 1,725 575
Except Parking 10 50 500 100 1,000 500
Sign 3 50 150 100 300 150

Appeals 50 50

Exceptions 6 50 300 75 450 150
Except Parking 5 50 250 100 500 250
Storage Warehous-e,
Car wash, Trail·er
Sales, Car Sale; 8 50 400 150 1,200 800

t

A.

$ 2,750 $ 5,175 $ 2,425 2,425 6

$25,704

W,./.'p./.........................1...............1/lillilill/239Im

L
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COUNTY

3 4 6 7

1978 Fees Potential Total

Cases Current Collected Proposed Fee $ Amount Per

(Number) Fee 1978 Fee Revenue Increase Type

County Zone
Changes

"R","R-1","AA" 9 $ 70 $ 630 $ 150 $1,350 $ 720 $ f

"BB" - less

than 6 acres 140 300

More than 6

acres 140 400

"LC" "C" "E",

Acres 10 200 2,000 400 4,000 2,000
6-15- Acres 400 600

15-25 - Acres 400 800

Over 25 Acres 2 400 800 1,000 2,000 1,200

$3,430 $7,350 $3,920 3,920

Conditional Uses

" R" " R-1 " "AA"

Muitiple Fam.,
Mobile Home 92
Parks, or Ex-
traction 3 70 210 300 900 690

"BB" "LC","C"
"E",F" - less
than 6 acres 3

6-15 Acres

400

400 600

15-25 Acres 400 800

More than 25

Acres 400 1,000

$1,020 $2,550 $1,530 1,530

Special Permits
by BCoC 0 0 150

$5,450
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SUMMARY OF FEE REVENUE

Fees Estimated
Collected Fees ' Amount

1978 1980 Increase

Subdivision activities
(Platting, Lot Splits and Vacations) $20,618 $ 55,085 $34,467

City Zoning 13,550 28,175 14,825

City CUP 2,400 9,054 6,654

City Special Permit 0 1,800 1,800

City BZA 2,750 5,175 2,425
4,3 3

3,430 7,350County Zoning 3,920

County Conditional Uses 1,020 2,550 1,530

TOTAL $43,768 $109,189 $65,621

4

1*3
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PF-r Table 14

e

COMPARISON OF 1966 HOURS AND COSTS TO 1979 HOURS AND COSTS

1966 1966 1979 1979

TYPE OF APPLICATION HOURS COST HOURS COST

Lot Splits $-- 7.75 $ 97.12

Vacations 13 43.96 7.75 93.73

Plats 20 70.87 41 509.10

CUP (Community Unit Plan) 54.5 287.39 56.25 811.74
r.€593

Zone Change 24 112.84 18 258.58

BZA (Board of Zoning Appeals) 17 78.02 16.5 204.87

Conditional Use 16 84.42 16 235.95

Historic Landmark 14.75 238.82

Special Permit 13.75 184.55

r
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EXAMPLES OF FEE INCREASE

9
1. Five (5) gross acres, one (1) lot plat

Current Cost - $50 + $3 per lot over one (1) lot $ 50.00

Proposed Cost - $100 + $15 per acre $ 175.00

Note: In 1978, 41 one (1) lot plats were filed--
19 were less than 1 acre.

2. Echo Hills Addition

No rezoning costs:

140.45 gross acres, 422 lots

Current Cost - $50 + $3 per lot $1,316.00

Proposed Cost $100 + $15 per acre $2,106.75

(possibly $100 for Sketch Plat)

Approximately $2/lot increase.

3. Town West Square
i

90.10 gross acres, six (6) lots in 1st Addition - eleven (11) in
2nd Addition (replat).

Current Cost - Rezoning - $400 $ 400.00

CUP - -0- for first, $400 for amendment $ 400.00

Platting - 65 1st Addition/$83 2nd Addition $ 148.00

(There may be some small rezoning that could be attributed
to this).

$1,000.00Proposed Cost -Rezoning - $1,000
CUP - $ 500 + $25/acre over six (6) acres $2,602.00
Platting - $100 + $15/acre $1,552.00

TOTAL if no amendments or replatting $5,154.00

CUP amendment $2,602.00

Replat $1,552.00
$9,308.00

29023*·

ffy
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FEE CHANGES - METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION (MAPC) Action

43R4 Plats - f 3-301(A) and Lot Splits § 3-301(B)

MAPD - Propose dollar amount. advertise.

MAPC - Public hearing, review, adopt amended Subdivision
Regulations.

BCC - Concur

BCIC - Concur
4/14

Vacations- Ordinance No. 20.122 (Published August 2, 1968)
MAPD - Propose wording and dollar amount, advertise.

MAPC - Public hearing, review, adopt vacation resolution.
BCC - Concur

BCoC - Concur

Variance to Subdivision Regulations - § 10-104
MAPD - Propose dollar amount, advertise.

MAPC - Public hearing, review, adopt amended Regulations.
BCC - Concur

BCoC - Concur

Request for Legal Opinion #10-106
MAPD - Propose dollar amount, advertise.

MAPC - Public hearing, review, adopt amended Regulations.
BCC - Concur

BCIC - Concur
4444
·Ak;E'P,b

These would go to MAPC as part of the fee package and then to BCC and BCoC on a
regular meeting date. The Board of Realtors and Builders Association would be sent
copies prior to MAPC meeting and would be asked to provide written comments.
Any suggested changes would be reviewed and could be incorporated into the final
proposal.

r
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FEE CHANGES - BOARD OF CITY COMMISSION ACTION TABLE /7

Board of Zoning Appeals (BZA) -§2.12.580(B) includes variances,
t,963' exceptions and appeals.

BCC - Designates MAPC as body to hold public hearing.

MAPD - Propose dollar amount, advertise.

MAPC - Public hearing, review, recommend.

BCC - Review and and adopt changed fee.

BZA - Amend bylaws.

Historic Landmark Designation - f28.04.195 - Third Paragraph

MAPD - Proposed dollar amount, advertise.

6'te· MAPC - Public hearing, review, recommendations.

BCC - Review and adopt.

Zoning and CUP - f 28.04.120 (3.2)

MAPD - Propose dollar amounts, advertise.

MAPC - Public hearing, reveiw, recommendations.

BCC - Review and adopt.

Annexations 28.04.160

MAPD - Propose dollar amount, advertise.

MAPC - Public hearing, review, recommendations.

BCC - Review and adopt.

Special Permits Granted by BCC -428.04.180 (4) and (6) #28.04.182(1), and
4 28.04.184 (possibly 28.04.181(3) oil well)

MAPD - Propose dollar amount, advertise.

MAPC - Public hearing, review, recommendation.

BCC - Review and adopt.

194€4¢g These would go to the MAPC as part of the fee package and then to BCC
on a regular meeting day. The Board of Realtors and Homebuilders
Association, would receive copies prior to MAPC hearing and asked to provide

1,«44 written comments. Any suggested changes would be reviewed and could then
be incorporated, if deemed appropriate, into the final MAPD proposal.
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FEE CHANGES - COUNTY

Special Permit Granted by BCoC *11(F)44.9
MAPD - Propose wording and dollar amount; advertise.

aR.... MAPC - Public hearing, review and recommendation.

BCoC - Review and adopt
2%*3%'41

BZA - 913 (3)(a)
MAPD - Propose dollar amount; advertise.

MAPC - Public hearings review, recommendation.

BCoC - Review and adopt.

Zoning, Conditional Uses and Planned Development f 14 (C) (2)

MAPD - Propose dollar amount; advertise.

MAPC - Public hearing, review, recommendation.

BCoC - Review and adopt.

These would go to MAPC as part of the fee change package and then to BCoC
on a regular meeting day. The Board of Realtors and Homebuilders Association

would receive copies prior to MAPC hearing and asked to provide written
comments. Any suggested changes would be reviewed and could be incorporated

if deemed appropriate, into the final MAPD proposal.

11,
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CURRENT PLANS.NVISION0 METROPOLITAN 'W\ PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Other
No. Private City County Government Total

Annexations 11 10,854.69 10,854.69

Historic 10
4

2,501.90 2,501.90

Plats & Zoning 4 1,302.98 1,302.98

Regulatory 440 127,594.85 127,594.85
43;46:£54%

Special Permits 12 2,251.71 250.19 250.19 250.19 3,002.28

Zoning Policy Studies 8 18,497.44 18,497.44

Street Name Change 5 273.30 409.95 683.25

Zoning Ordinance &
Resolution Amendmts 8 3,580.62 4,774.16 1,193.54 9,548.32

Special Studies 8 9,809.60 9,809.60

Telephone/Counter 22,258.60 22,258.60 t €'iibA

Small Cities Planning 14,450.00 14,450.00

162,959.85 33,714.13 5,434.80 18,395.63 220,503.91
Approx. Revenue 48,500.00 0 0 0 48,500.00

Total Cost 114,459.85 33,714.13 5,434.30 18.395.63 172,003.91

Pate
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FEES FROM APPLICATIONS--PLANNING DEPARTMENT

1978

110 Account (Zone Changes,
Vacations, Lot Splits) $43,142

955 Account (BZA) 6,236

4*ii
72»: I
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CITY

r-
EXISTING FEES PROPOSED FEES 4-

Lot Splits $ 20 $ 50

Vacations 50 75

Plats 50 + $3 100 + $15 per acre over one Sketch Plat 0 100 ·54 261/48

All fees for plats to be paid at time preliminary plat is filed

BZA
2.·y i · c.3

Zor

f J·%.·c

CUP

Variance 50 75 Residential District
150 All Other Districts

Appeal 50 50

Exceptions 50 75 MH, RH & Child Care
200 All Other Districts

king
25

"A" & "RB" 70 150
"RS", "RG", "13" 140 250 0-6 Acres

350 Over 6 Acres
"BB" 140 300 0-6 Acres

400 Over 6 Acres
"LC", "C",· 'D", "E", "F" 200 6 & Under 400 0-6 Acres

' 400 Over 6 600 Over 6 to 15 Acres
800 Over 15 to 25 Acres

1000 Over 25 Acres
"G" 140 .300
"U" 140 200

Residential 400 Original 500 + $5 per gross acre
over 20 acres

Amendments proposing 0 Same as above
redesign

Minor amendments 0 200

Commercial 0 Original 500.+ $25 per gross acre
over 6 acres

Amendments proposing 0 Same as above
redesign

Minor Amendments 0 300

Special Permits 0 150

L

ty All casework undertaken for other agencies (Urban Renewal, Historical
Wichita, etc. ) are done at no expense to the initiating agency; MAPD

22.. budget covers total cost.
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r)WICHITA-SEDGWICK'OUNTY - DI

September 19, 1979METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

TO Jack H. Galbraith, Chief Planner
Current Plans Division

FROM Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

SUBJECT Fee Revisions

Please create a file and begin work on submitting to the Planning
Commission, revised fees for both City and County zoning cases,
conditional use cases, special permit cases in the City, BZA cases,
Subdivision, lot split and vacation cases. Attached is a copy of
ASPO report on fees. In glancing through the report, it seems that
we're on the high side now and are going to be a lot higher. I
think we should be prepared to take this to the Planning Commission
by the end of October so that we can it get pass the City Commission
even if we have to have some referral before the end of the year.
Make sure that we do touch base with Realtors and the Homebuilders.

In preparing recommendations on this, identify specific services
that are provided on plat review, vacations, etc., your time and
other staff time and direct services, plus prorated cost for
secretarial, Lytle and others who are during text amendment and
counseling. Before it gets final, I would like to see what you
are proposing.

/457
Robert A. L€hin-------
Director of Planning

RAL:rme

Attachment



r

WICM I TA-SEDGWICK COUNTY DATE

March 6, 1980
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

RE: AGENDA ITEM i.0.20 f
TO Metropolitan Area Planning Commission

FROM Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

SUBJECT Proposed Fee Increases - DR79-19(A) City Zoning and Historic
Landmark; DR79-19(B) County Zoning
and County Board of Zoning Appeals;
and DR79-19(C) County Special Permit
for Uses in "F" Heavy Industrial District

Delineated copies of the proposed amendments. to Sections
28.04.195 (Historic Landmark) and 28.04.210 (Zoning Fees) of
the City Zoning Ordinance and to Sections 13 (BZA), 14 (County
Zoning Fees), and 10 ("F" Heavy Industrial District) of the
County Zoning Resolution are attached for your information and
review. DR79-19(A) and DR79-19(B) were deferred to the March
13th meeting at the February 28th MAPC meeting.

DR79-19(C) is an amendment to paragraph 40 of Section 10
of the County Zoning Resolution. Paragraph 40 provides that
an application must be filed and approved prior to the establish-
ment of certain uses in the "F" Heavy Industrial District. The
proposed amendment would permit a fee to be charged when the
application is filed.

All -U dJL
Robert A. Lakin

Director of Planning

Attachments

RAL:AC:sad
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Additions underlined DR79-19(A)
Deletions mapked-thfu · February 1, 1980

Possible Amendment to the Zoning
Ordinance of the City of Wichita, Kansas

scheduled for public hearing before the HAPC
on Thursday, February 28, 1980

' -64'43
0- 11-. 4 "

It is proposed to amend section 28.04.195, Historic
landmark designation and paragraph 3 of Section 28.04.210,
changes in zoning classifications or districts to change
the application fees for Historic landmark designations,
zone or district changes, and community unit plans.

Section 28.04.195 sh,11 be amended to read as follows:

i . ..

,€€?

28.04. 195. Historic landmark designation. The purpose
and intent of this section is to provide means of designating
on the official zoning map of the city of Wichita those
properties determined to be historic landmarks by the board of
city commissioners of the city of Wichita. The determination

of eligibility for designation as a historic landmark shall be
based.on the conclusions and findings of fact of the historic
landmark preservation committee as created and directed by
Sections 2.12.1015 through 2.12.1025 inclusive of the code of
the city of Wichita and upon the recommendations of the
Metropolitan Area Planning Commission following public hearing
as hereinafter provided.

Upon recommendation of the historic landmark preservation

committee, an application may be initiated for the designation
of a historic landmark on legally described property or
properties which have been incorporated into the historic
landmark preservation plan of the city of Wichita.

The applicant shall provide the names of the owner(s) of
record, together with an accurate legal description of the
property proposed to be designated, and shall accompany the
application with a fee of seventy-dellaps $200.00 when the
application encompasses a single zoning lot as defined in
Section 28.04.020 of the zoning ordinance. An application

for the designation of a Historic Landmark District, comprised

of two (2) or more zoning lots, shall be accompanied by a
fee of $500.00 plus 51.00 per zoning lot within the district.
The fees shall be used to cover the exnenses ass*ciated with

the handling of the case. The applicant shall also identify the

specific criteria as set out in Sections 2.12.1019 and 2.12.1020(2)
of this code under which the described property is proposed to be
designated as a historic landmark.

Upon receipt of the complete application and fee, the
Metropolitan Area Planning Department shall establish a case

file and proceed to prepare a notice. for a public hearing before
the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission. The notice shall be

sent by certified mail with return receipt requested to the
owner(s) of record of the property directly involved and shall

444. 2»
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be published once in the official city newspaper at least
twenty days prior to the hearing date.

At the conclusion of the public hearing, the Metropolitan i
Area Planning Commission shall forward its recommendation for
approval or disapproval of historic designation to the board
of City Commissioners. In the event the Board of City Commissioners
takes action to approve the historic designation of the property -
involved, the Metropolitan Area Planning Department, on the basis
of the public meeting record, shall set out on the official
zoning map of the City of Wichita a designation corresponding
to the case number and a delineation of the property involved.

The establishment of the historic landmark designation r
shall in no way alter the uses permitted by the zoning class-
ification or districts of this chapter as previously established C .:»&>14#Mill-
on the property. A desire to change permitted uses will requirethe filing of an application requesting a zoning change as ,
provided for in Section 28.04.210.

In the event a permit is issued as provided for in Section :
2.12.1024 of this code, for the demolition or removal of a
designated historic landmark structure not located within a
landmark district, the superintendent of central inspection shall =WN·
instruct the Metropolitan Area Planning Department to remove
the designation from the official zoning map of the City; provided
that, upon removal of a structure within an historic landmark
district, the land shall retain its classification as, and remain
a part of said designated historic landmark district. %5

Section 28.04.210 paragraph 3 shall be amdended to read as follows: 950
*R.

3. Changes by other individuals or groups. 44
3.1 A proposal for an amendment or change in zoning may ·· 2@*·.::

%*R
be initiated by the governing body, the planning commission ./M
or upon application of the owner of the property affected.
The application shall be filed with the planning commission f i GAYM·
upon forms and accompanied by such data and information as may :
be prescribed by the planning commission, so as to ensure the
fullest practicable presentation of facts for the permanent
record.

3.2 For the purpose of defraying costs of proceedings
described herein, filing and publication fees shall be paid
upon the filing of each application for a change of district t
boundaries or classification as follows:

Giassi#deatien Bee

„AAU------One-Famdly-Dwelling-946*Fiet $7G

UAM-------Twe-Fam-ily-Dwening-Distpiet· $70

URBU------Fear-Family-Pwel:14ng-Dist·Fi:et $70

UGM-------Mebile-Heme-Distpiet $14@

uy"-------Muatipie-Fam44,-Dwelaing-Distpiet $&40

UR-BE-----Genefal-Dwel*ing-Dis#Fiet $140

MR-6------Genepal-Bweliing-Dist·rdet ' 6;40
UBBM------Gifiee-966*Fiet 81:40
26€U------Light-€emmepedaa-946*Fiet 8200

46-aeFes-and-undeF·>

UAGU------Light-Genimepedal-Di:stp-iet 8400
fevep-6-aeresg

4*411

4'·#El·

tk*
fliff
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429

UGU-

11€2-

Ugu-

Upu-

MEU-

MEL-

Upu-

2111.

$200

i-

------Gemmepeital-Distriet
*G-aefes-and-undee#

------Gemmefeial-Dist,Fiet

fevep-6-aepeet
------Ge}34-Fa@-Business-Dist:Fiet

€G-aefes-and-undep@
------Gentral-Bweiness-948*piet

fevee-@-aepe€4
------Light--Indesteial:-Dis*Fiet

46-aepes-and-undep·>
------Light-indus#Fial--Distpiet

feve,9-6-aefee@
------Heavy-industpial-Dist·Fiet

€6-aepes-and-undep·>
------Heavy-in€iustrial:-Dis#Fiet

fe,vep-@-aepes·
Gemmunity-Walt-Plan---Residential

feidginal@ -flGemmunity-Unit-Pian---Resideatia& 400

famendment@9-*.
Gemmundty-Unit-Plan---Pianned-Gemmefeial-Deveiep- Nene

' · ment-fepiginat-as-requ#Fed-by-efelinaaee·>
Gemmunity-Unit-PJan---Planned-Gemmefeia*-Develep- 409

meat-fe•Readment@

uwn-------University-946*Fiet; 2=40

P:or·'S,

%31
Oy · 1.9/

Size of Application Area

Zoning Up to & Over 3 Over 6 Over :.iag#*t
Classification including acresto acres to 15
Requested 3 acres 6 acres 15 acres acres

"AA" & "A" $200 $300 $400 $500

h.rk... 41

filiffl

5503'·4>3

343
Aef52,

=22

"G" ELI
"B" & "BB" $35

"LC","C", "D"

"E" h "F" ' 2400

Residential C.U.P.

202 $500 $600

$400 $500 $600

3450 $550 3&650

$500 *600 *709.

Original-$500 plus $5 per acre for
each acre over 40 acres

?let#

-,. 4*?4·,

Amendments

Major-(design or use change $500

that would affect 50% or

more of the area contained
within the C.U.P.

Minor-(design or use change $200
that would affect less

than 50% of the area
contained within the C.U.P.

Pr- '.* 9-:·

4 P.JEE

400

200

490

2QQ

40@

2QG

400

400

gy--
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Commercial C.U.P. Original - when filed with $200 plus

rezoning application $5 per acre
for each

acre over

15 acres

Original - when filed $500 plus

separately $5 per acre
for each

acre over

15 acres

Amendments

Major-(design. or use change S500

that would affect 50% or

more of the area contained
within the C.U.P.

45§

Ewa

Minor-(design or use change 2209
that would affect less

than 50% of the area
contained within the C.U.P.

A fee of $150 shall be charged for those requests for special
permits or uses, where authorized by the Zoning Ordinance, that
are referred by the Board of City Commissioners to the-Metropolitan
Area Planning Commission for public hearing and recommendation.
Said fee shall be paid by the applicant prior to the scheduling
of a hearing before the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission.

Any person requesting deferral of a case shall be charged
a fee of $50 to cover administrative cost at such time that the
deferral is granted.

A written receipt shall be issued to the person making such
a payment and records thereof shall be kep in such a manner as
prescribed by law. Ne-fee-shall-be-Fequiped-when-the-applieatien
46-submitted-by-any-depaptment-ef-the-eityr-eeunt:yy-state-eF
federal-gevefnmen:-

3.3 No application for any change of zoning classification
shall be filed within one year following a previous application
on the same property or portion thereof; provided, however, the
zoning committee of the planning commission, upon petition by the
applicant, may permit a refiling of said application after six
months of the original publication date, when significant
physical, economic or land use changes have takep place within
the immediate vicinity or a significant zoning ordinance text
change has been adopted, or when the reapplication is for a
change of zoning classification more restrictive than the original
request. The applicant shall submit a statement in detail,
setting out those changes which he deems significant and upon
which he relies for refiling the original application.

89*
r

4*43 i
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Additions underlined 1 DR79-1903 )
Deletions mapke€i-thFU

me

F 1 February 1, 1980

Possible Amendment to the Zoning Resolution
of Sedgwick County, Kansas scheduled for public

Hearing before the MAPC on Thursday, February 28, 1980

4%1
*tift..Ma

'498·

49%
*;40.4.

It is proposed to amend paragraph 3(a) of Section 13,
Board of Zoning Appeals, Sedgwick County; and paragraph C(2) of
Section 14, Administration related to the filing fees for zone
change applications, conditional use applications and applications
to the Board of Zoning Appeals.

Section 13, paragraph 3(a) shall be amended to read as follows:
3. Procedure,

a) Written applications for the approval of an appeal,
variance or exception referred to in this section
shall be filed in a manner prescribed by the Board.
A fee, ef-£4£,by-dellaps-4.$60-999 as set forth herein,
shall be paid to the County Treasurer, or his agent,
upon the filing of each application for an appeal,·
variance or exception, for the purpose of defraying

from the decisions of the enforcing officer shall be

costs of the proceeding described herein. A written
receipt shall be issued to the person making such
payment, and records thereof shall be kept in such

' manner as prescribed by law. Applications for appeals

made within twenty (20) days of the date of such de-
cision.

Board of Zoning Appeals
Application Fees

Appeals $ 50.00

Variances for residential uses $ 75.00
All other variances SIED'ou-

Exceptions for residential uses $ 75.00

All other exceptions $200.00

L

Section 14, paragraph C (2) shall be amended to read as follows:

2. Application: Application for any change of district
boundaries or reclassification of districts as shown on
the Zoning Map, shall be filed with the Commission upon
forms and accompanied by such data and information as may

t
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be prescribed for that purpdse by the Commission so as
to assure the fullest practicable presentation of facts
for the permanent record.

%(fR52

jaw,41
»11 . Each application shall be verified by at least one of

3334. the owners of property within the area proposed to be
changed, attesting to the truth and correctness of all

:3,1 facts and information presented with the application.

'...

Applications must be accompanied with a certified list
of property owners of record and their addresses, if

4.3 - available, and if not available, then the address of the
occupant of the premises, if tenanted, in all directions

> from the subject property for a distance of twice the
frontage of the property included in the application,

! provided, no distance need be more than 1,000 feet and 3 =
u cannot be less than 200 feet. f m.#%

2%- .·£·AD
For the purpose of defraying costs of proceedings pre-
scribed herein, filing and publication fees shall be paid
to the County Treasurer or his agent upon the filing of
such application for change in district classification.
The fee for such application is as follows:

€#assifieatien Fee

*V

URE_-Rupal-Resi:€lential--D-istpiet 8-Ze.Ge
ER-luSubuplaan-Residentdal-Dis#Fiet $-70700

MAAM-Gne-Famdly-Gwell-ing-Di:64;Fiet $-79700
UBBM-effiee-Dist·Fiet · $14@:@G
2191-64 ght-Gemmepedal-9464;Fiet $209799

·66-aeres-aBel-unde,4

26€2-Light-Gemmepeial-Dist·pdet $499.90
fevep-6-aepes·> ,

u€u--General-Gemmepeial-Pist-Fiet $2007@G
f,6-ae¥·es-and-lande,4

2€2--Genepal-Gemmefeial-Distpiet $4097@Q lili
fevep-6-Repest

MEU--64ght-industrial-District $299,00
·66-aepes-and-undep-) · .......r

EEM_-64:ght-Indes#Fial-948*Fiet .$400-09 '
fevep-6-aepes·>

UFU--Heavy-Ineive#pdal-@46*Fiet $200:00

46-aepes-and-unde¥,4
MFU--Heavy-indust,=ial--2-ist,det  $400:00

fevep-6-aepes@

Size of Application Area

up to & over 3 over 6 over

Zoning including acres to acres to TB=
Classification 3 acres 6 acres 15 acres acres

"R","R-1
"BB"

T,IET "c,1

,! &"AA" $200 $300 $400 $500
-$556 .450 + . 35556 .i656

"E"& 54-66 5556 · ·5600 5756

-2-
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"CIr' Conditional Use Permit - Fee required is the same as for the
District in which located.

Special Permit - as authorized by the Zoning Resolution $150

Any person requesting deferral of a zoning case or a conditional
use case shall be charged a fee of $50 at such time that the
deferral is granted to cover administrative costs.

A written receipt shall be issued to the person making such a
payment and records thereof shall be kept in a manner
as prescribed by law. Ne-fee-shalt-be-Fequiped-when-said
appidea-tien-is-submitted-by-any-depaptmen-the-G&*T;-Geanty;
Sta·te-ep-Fedefal-Gevegament:

493%

F?*

3

1
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Additions underlined

Deletions mapked-*kpw
DR 79-.19(C)
February 1, 1980

Possible Amendment to the Zoning Resolution
of Sedgwick County, Kansas scheduled for

public hearing before the HAPC on Thursday, March 13, 1980

It is proposed to amend Section 10, paragraph 40, "F"
Heavy Industrial District to allow fees to be charged for
applications filed under the provisions of paragraph 40.

Section 10, paragraph 40 shall be amended to read as follows:

40. The following uses provided an application is
submitted and a public hearing held as is re-
quired in Section 14-0-1, 14-C-2, and 14-C-3
of this Resolution; further provided that att
fees-as-peqwiped-by-SeetieR-44-€-2-chall·-be
waived-*ep-the-pblppeses-ef-this-app;46atieR.
said application shall be considered a request

d for a special permit and shall be charged a
j filing fee as provided in Section 14-C-2, except

when accompanied by a zone change application
encompassing the same area.

a)

b)

C)

d)

e)

f)

g)
3,«e

h}

j)

k)

1)

m)

Abattoirs or slaughter houses, including meat
packing plants.

Acid manufacture.

Ammonia, bleaching powder or chlorine manufacture.

Automobile or machine wrecking and salvage yards.

Crematory.

Disinfectants, cattle dips, exterminators or
insecticides manufacture.

Dyestuff manufacture.

Fertilizer and industrial chemical manufacture.

Explosive manufacture or storage.

Gas manufacture or storage (other than illuminating
or heating).

Gelatine, glue or size manufacture or process
involving recovery from animal material.

Incineration or other reduction of garbage.

Junk yards, including the handling and baling
of paper, rags, or junk of other description.

f

€44::r

7%2/
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n) The manufacture of cement, lime, gypsum or
plaster of paris.

0) Pulp mills.

p) Pyroxylin or celluloid manufactures or explosive
or inflammable cellulose or pyroxylin products
manufacture.

q) Stockyards.

r) Tanning, curing or storage of raw hides or skins.

fy

9%. : x44*rt


