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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION

MINUTES

MAY 22, 1980

The regular meeting of the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metro-
politan Area Planning Commission was held on Thursday, May 22,
1980, at 1:30 p.m., in the City Commission Meeting Room, First
Floor, City Hall, 455 North Main, Wichita, Kansas. The follow-
ing members were present: William J. Goebel, Chairman; David
Bayouth, James Gardner, II; Ewing C. Lofton; Steven J. Martens;
Michael Savina; and Bill Shook (.late arrival} . John Hennessy
and Elwood Jones were absent. One vacancy. Staff members
present were: Robert A. Lakin, Secretary; Jack H. Galbraith,
Assistant Secretary; Arthur D. Chamber, Junior Planner; and
Ruby M. Eubanks.

1. Approval of the minutes of April 10, 1980 and April 24,
1980.

MOTION: That the Planning Commission
approve the minutes of April 10, 1980
and April 24, 1980 as written and mailed.
Bayouth mcved, Gardner seconded and it
carried unanimously. Shook was not

present. Hennessy and Jones were absent.
One vacancy.

SHOOK arrived.

SUBDIVISION COMMITTEE:

z

2. D-0946 - Riverlawn Christian Church grants a utility easement
legaITy described as: Beginning 10 feet south and 80 feet west
of the NE Corner, Lot 1, Block A, Hallock Addition; thence
south along the west line of Meridian Avenue a distance of
379.94 feet; thence west parallel to the north line of said
Lot 1 a distance of 10 feet; thence north to a point 10 feet

r.n*fe/.42.L south and 90 feet west of the NE Corner of said Lot 1; thence
19#4*ilitp east to the point of beginning. Generally located at the

southwest corner of Meridian and 42nd Street North.
10*ma

MOTION: That the Planning Commission
recommend to the City Commission that
this dedication be accepted. Bayouth
moved, Gardner seconded and it carried
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unanimously. Hennessy and Jones were»**19.5-731 absent. One vacancy.
175: 7. F 1

3. D-0947 - Mary Kelly grants a utility easement legally described
as the west 4 feet of the east 148.25 feet of Lot 21, Gilder' s
Court. Generally located east of Coolidge in an area south of
29th Street Nort&.
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MOTION: That the Planning Commission
recommend to the City Commission that E
this dedication be accepted. Bayouth 12.-

moved, Gardner seconded and it carried
unanimously. Hennessy and Jones were
absent. One vacancy.

4. D-0948 - Mary Kelly dedicates additional street right-of-way
for Coolidge legally described as the west 12 feet of Lot 21,
Gilders Court. Generally located on the east side of Coolidge
in an area south of 29th Street North.

MOTION: That the Planning Commission
recommend to the City Commission that
this dedication be accepted. Bayouth·
moved, Gardner seconded and it carried
unanimously. Hennessy and Jones were
absent. One vacancy.

5. D-0949 - Mary Kelly dedicates street right-of-way for Woodrow
legally described as the east 32 feet of Lot 21, Gilders Court. -.F'.· -7231=
Generally located between Coolidge and Porter in an area south 110>
of 29th Street North. - 4 .:99-4

MOTION: That the Planning Commission - 019

recommend to the City Commission that -
this dedication be approved. Bayouth
moved, Gardner seconded and it carried
unanimously. Hennessy and Jones were
absent. One vacancy. -:

;Mi

6. V-1026 - First National Bank in Wichita requests the vacation
oburlding setbacks legally described as the east 5 feet of
the westerly 130-foot building setback and the west 40 feet
of the south 5 feet of the northerly 100-foot building setback
all as platted in First Place West. Generally located at the
southwest corner of Central and Robin Road.
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MOTION: That the Planning Commission

this vacation request be approved
subject to the following conditions:

A. All proceedings shall be without cost to the City, County

B. The applicant shall obtain an administrative adjustment to

on the west and a 100-foot setback on the north.

Bayouth moved, Gardner seconded and it
carried unanimously. Hennessy and Jones
were absent. One vacancy.

5·2tk:

7. V-1027 - City Engineering on behalf of B.F.P., Inc. and
Hazel Brookings requests the vacation of a drainage ease-

A.

ment legally described as the south 10 feet of Lot 10, and
the north 10 feet of Lot 11, Block 1, South Broadway In-
dustrial Park. Generally located north of 47th Street South
and east of Broadway.

MOTION: That the Planning Commission
recommend to the City Commission that
this vacation request be approved subject
to the following conditions:

The applicant shall dedicate an alternate drainage easement
at another location.

-445 4

B. Any relocation or reconstruction of utilities necessitated
by this vacation shall be at the sole expense of the appli-
cant.

C. All proceedings shall be without cost to the County or any
utility company.

90 Bayouth moved, Gardner seconded and it
carried unanimously. Hennessy and
Jones were absent. One vacancy.

49

8. V-1028 - Myrna L. Park, et al., request the vacation of a
street legally described as Springob Street between Susie
Ed-Enie Avenues as platted in Supplemental Plat to Schulte.
Generally located one block north of 39th Street South,
approximately 1/2 mile west of Maize Road.

1«6*?ti
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MOTION: That the Planning Commission
recommend to the City Commission that
this vacation request be approved sub-
ject to the following conditions:

....99
A. An access easement shall be retained for the purpose iliak..4&*A.

of continuing the north-south alley through the vacated
street right-of-way.

B. The applicant shall check with Southwestern Bell regarding
the possible need to relocate a telephone line or retain
an easement for a telephone line.

-<.

C. Any relocation or reconstruction of utilities necessitated 111"- *90by this vacation shall be at the sole expense of the appli- Nd"/M,(ird*'1 993*jcant.

'-02:f

D. All proceedings shall be without cost to the City, County,
or any utility company.

Bayouth moved, Gardner seconded and it -

carried unanimously. Hennessy and Jones
were absent. One vacancy.

Pj..91'¥

9. V-1029 - The Coleman Company, et al., request the vacation
of several streets legally described as 30th Street North

I.*Wa.'.
from the E.L. Mead to W.L. Mosley; Mosley from S.L. 30th
Street North to S.L. 33rd Street North; and 33rd Street North

from E.L. Mosley to E.L. Mead. Generally located east of 6
Mead in an area north of 29th Street North. m

i'14 e.,1

MOTION: That the Planning Commission .....9'9?fraty

recommend to the City Commission that ...331

this vacation request be approved sub-
ject to the following conditions: 1,1 t1WV#&<il'

The north half of 33rd Street shall be retained as a ........./........./AL

utility easement. The balance of this vacation request
area will be vacated by the replat of Coleman Co. Addition
and appropriate easements shall be shown on the plat. -I

mE

B. Any relocation or reconstruction of utilities necessitated
by this vacation shall be at the sole expense of the appli- -.
cant.

or any utility company.
C. All proceedings shall be without cost to the City, County,

IF/ls:

-1

'gf•f.l··

1 t ...3::72.



15
4%

**49*14*9.'f'*4*&%*0*0449 .4*£ €Yq?f>fti}108*:"l' 5 3 + rs:'., 4,44€49*31;9*EX.*9*t:2%4€*R*$4 , .*01·41 :'iv.,3f69*M#•-.,,11' t• · .2 j;«atkift 2.0141*LjEW£dah 2. 4

5-22-80

Page 5

Bayouth moved, Gardner seconded and it
carried unanimously. Hennessy and Jones
were absent. One vacancy.

10. S/D 80-31 - Final plat of Seventh Addition to Cherry Creek
Hills, generally located north of Pawnee approximately 1/2
mile east of Rock Road.

MOTION: That the Planning Commission
recommend to the City Commission that
this final plat be approved subject to:

A. The applicant shall guarantee the extension o f sanitary
sewer to serve all lots.

B. The applicant shall guarantee the extension of City water
to serve all lots.

C. The applicant shall guarantee the paving of all interior
streets being platted.

D. The applicant shall submit an avigational easement covering
all of subject property and a covenant assuring that adequate
construction methods will be used to minimize noise pollution
within any habitable buildings built on subject property.

E. The applicant shall obtain approval from the Cities Service
Gas Company for the extension of underground utilities and
the construction of a street through their easement. Any
relocation or encasing of the Cities Service lines which
may be required for the development of this property, shall
not be at the City's expense.

F. The platted building setback lines shown through the Cities
Service easement shall be deleted on the final plat tracing.

9 '

9.4,

G. The applicant shall guarantee all drainage improvements
required by the platting of this property including storm
sewers and the drainage channel on the east side of the
property.

H. Additional easements requested by K.G. & E. and shown on
tue engineer' s "marked copy" of the final plat shall be
added to the final plat tracing.

I. The applicant's surveyor shall contact the City Engineer
regarding the need for some minor easement changes.

J. The signature blocks shall be updated to indicate the current
elected and appointed officials.

tw- r.
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K. Recording of the plat within 30 days after approval by the
Board of City Commissioners.

Bayouth moved, Gardner seconded and it
carried unanimously. Hennessy and Jones
were absent. One vacancy.

11. S/D 80-26 - Final plat of Orchard View Addition, generally
located 1/4 mile east of Hydraulic on the north side of
63rd Street South.

MOTION: That the Planning Commission
recommend to the City Commission that
this final plat be approved subject to:

A. Approval of this plat shall be subject to approval of the
applicant' s associated zone case (SCZ-0452 "R" to "R-1") .

B. The applicant shall indicate on the face of the plat and
in the plattor's text a temporary cul-de-sac at the north
end of Madison. The text shall state that the cul-de-sac

right-of-way will expire at such future time as Madison is
extended to the north.

C. The applicant shall guarantee the improvement of Madison to
suburban street standards, including the temporary turnaround.

D. At the time of preliminary plat review, the Subdivision Com-
mittee acted to recommend waiver of both the lot width-to-

depth ratio and the requirement that all utilities be placed
underground.

E. Recording of the plat within 30 days after approval by the
Board of City Commissioners.

Bayouth moved, Gardner seconded and it
carried unanimously. Hennessy and Jones
were absent. One vacancy.

12. S/D 78-2 - Revised final plat of Westerlund's First Addition,
generally located on the east side of 119th Street West in
an area approximately 1/2 mile north of MacArthur Road.

MOTION: That the Planning Commission
recommend to the City Commission that
this revised final plat be approved
subject to:

134
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The document recorded on Film 270 at Page 1351 refers
to a dedication of right-of-way for road and utility
purposes, but states that if it is not accepted by the
public, then it shall be for private road and utility
purposes. The right-of-way has NOT been accepted by the
County because it has not been improved to suburban stan-
dards. Also, the legal description of this document is in
error in that it references the dedication as running
from the west line of the section west (rather than east)
840 feet. Therefore, it is recommended that a corrected
document be filed and that the plat show a private road
and utility easement on this south 35 feet.

&.%:1*21

'.
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The lot and block number (Lot 1, Block A) referenced in the
plattor's text shall be added to the face of the plat.

The iron which designates the southwest corner of the lot
shall be re-located south 35 feet to correctly reference
this southwest corner.

E

F.

/9'. ,

The final plat tracing shall show the Cities Service Oil
Company easement which is located on the east 50 feet of
the west 70 feet of this property. The applicant shall
obtain approval from said Oil Company for the dedication of
street right-of-way over a portion of this easement and for a
future private drive over their easement. The applicant shall
also obtain from Cities Service, approval of a building setback
from their easement. Usually a 50-foot setback is required.
This would mean a 70-foot setback from the property line.

84

The applicant shall obtain Health Department approval for
the use of on-site sewerage facilities (a sewerage lagoon
will be required.

=61©%
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··Access control except for one opening" to 119th Street imE
shall be labeled on the plat and the appropriate correction
made in the plattor's text.

G. Recording of the plat within 30 days after approval by
the Board of City Commissioners.

FEN
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Eh

Bayouth moved, Gardner seconded and it
carried unanimously. Hennessy and Jones
were absent. One vacancy.

13. S/D 79-113 - Final plat of Jamesburg Park, generally located 1
south of 2lst Street and west of Tyler Road.

'
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MOTION: That the Planning Commission recommend to the City Commission that
this final plat be approved subject to:

A. The applicant shall guarantee the construction of storm
sewers and the drainage channel on the west side of the

-9-

plat. mi:
/4

B. The applicant' s engineer shall contact the Flood Control
office regarding some of the drainage calculations.

$.7 .4

0.43

C. The approved commercial C.U.P. concerning Lot 12, Block A,
indicates two separate parcels. If these parcels are to
be developed under different ownerships, separate, approved
building sites will be required. It is, therefore, recom- men.i'
mended that the light cornmercial area be platted into two 282=§=

lots. 9*

D. The building setback from Tyler Road on Lot 11, Block A #Mawk . 117
shall be increased to 25 feet. ==

E. It is not necessary to grant complete access control to --
Tyler Road from Lot 11, Block A. It is recommended that 1/01
the labeling be changed to "access control except one
opening." -,

F. Access controls as approved on the C.U.P. shall be shown
on the final plat tracing with the appropriate wording
included in the plattor's text. One opening to each
street shall be constructed to major commercial entrance
standards. The applicant shall guarantee the construction
of these two major entrances, as well as the decel lanes
associated with the entrances.

G. The applicant shall guarantee construction of left turn
bays from 21st Street into the major entrance on Lot 12,
Block A and into the collector street, Jamesburg.

H. A note shall be added to the final plat tracing which states
that the building setbacks as designated on the associated
C.U.P. shall determine the setbacks on the commercial lots.

I. The applicant shall guarantee the paving of all interior
streets as well as 17th Street.

g,S
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J. The applicant shall guarantee the extension of City water
to serve all lots being platted.

K. The applicant shall guarantee the extension of sanitary
sewer to serve all lots being platted.

5- ' , 1 ·7'·N
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The applicant shall guarantee the construction of a side-
walk on the north side of 20th Street and both sides of
Jamesburg and 17th Street.

The applicant shall submit a restrictive covenant stating
that four off-street parking spaces will be provided for
each dwelling unit on a lot adjacent to a 58-foot street.
The Planning staff will confer with the Fire Department
and Public Works Administration regarding street names
and will provide the applicant' s engineer with a "marked
copy" of the plat indicating the street names to be shown
on the final plat tracing.

Easement changes and additions as requested by K.G.&E.
and shown on the "marked copy" of the plat shall be added
to the final plat tracing.

Recording of the plat within 30 days after approval by the
Board of City Commissioners.

Bayouth moved, Gardner seconded and it
carried unanimously. Hennessy and Jones
were absent. One vacancy.

14. S/D 80-12 - Final plat of Oak Knoll 2nd Addition, generally
located 1/4 mile east of Rock Road and 1/4 mile south of
Pawnee.

MOTION: That the Planning Commission
recommend to the City Commission that
this final plat be approved subject to:

The applicant shall guarantee the extension of the necessary
sanitary sewer mains and the construction of sanitary sewer
laterals to serve each lot.

The applicant shall guarantee the paving of all streets being
platted including storm sewers.

The applicant shall guarantee the construction of a sidewalk
on the east side of Dalton.

For all lots fronting on a 58-foot street, there shall be
submitted a covenant which requires 4 off-street parking
spaces per dwelling unit.

The applicant shall submit an avigational easement covering all
of subject property and a covenant assuring that adequate con-
struction methods will be used to minimize noise pollution with-
in any habitable buildings built on subject property.

. 94
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F. The applicant shall guarantee the extension of City water
to serve all lots.

G. The applicant shall indicate on the face of the plat and in --

the plattor's text a temporary cul-de-sac at the east end of -

of-way will expire at such future time as the street is ex-
Hurst Street. The text shall state that the cul-de-sac right- 
tended further east.

H. The applicant shall continue to work with McConnell Air Force
Base regarding a pedestrian easement from this plat through
the McConnell Manor residential development in order to provide
a reasonable means of access to Wineteer School. If the Air

Base is agreeable to such an easement, then the final plat
shall show a similar pedestrian easement in the vicinity of
Lot 25, Block 1.

I. Recording of the final plat within 30 days after approval by
the Board of City Commissioners.

56..1,

1.99/

Bayouth moved, Gardner seconded and it
carried unanimously. Hennessy and Jones
were absent. One vacancy.

E ti

CHAIRMAN GOEBEL read the following statement which is
applicable to all City of Wichita zoning cases:

4

-933%€01{
As a result of the City Commission adopting a policy
for considering zoning cases on the written record of
the Planning Commission, this is to advise those of
you who have an interest, either as proponents or op- ..F.
ponents, that after we make our recommendation, if you
do not feel that you have had a complete hearing, or
if you later have additional information to present,
you are to submit your statement, in writing, to the
City Clerk by 5:00 p. m., on the Wednesday preceding
the scheduled Tuesday hearing of the case before the
City Commission. The Board of City Commissioners will
then determine from these written statements whether -

they are of such substance to justify returning the -
case to us for rehearing. Copies of the adopted policy
and procedure outline are available from the Secre-
taries in the front of the office.

9*
:El?S

•iff·/yaE»"
:'ll

Persons speaking on zoning cases, community unit plans,
conditional and special use requests, will be limited
to 5 minutes. The Commission MY, at its discretion,
extend by motion such time when needed and justified.

I
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ZONING:

DEFERRED BY PLANNING COMMISSION:

15. Case No. Z-2210 - George M. Bell, et al requests zone
change from "RB" to "LC" for Lots 15, 16, 17, and 18, -.'
Block G, East University Addition to Wichita, Sedgwick
County, Kansas. Generally located on the south side of
Figg, in an area between Dodge and Seneca. :-M

The Chairman announced that this case had been withdrawn

by the applicant.
.........""/0 ;. "ll

.mp ' .>19 A, ii 4.
16. Case No. Z-2221 - Brian J. O'Shaughnessy requests zone

change from "AA" to "Le" for Reserve, Hankins Addition
to Wichita, Sedgwick County, Kansas. Generally located
at the northeast conrer of McLean and 13th Street.

=4546.

LF "'I

0811.

GALBRAITH stated that when the Planning Commission previously
considered this case, the request was for light commercial zoning.
The applicant's agent has advised that the applicant is now amend-
ing his application to request "RB" zoning for the southern part
of this tract leaving approximately 75 feet as "AA" for a single
family home on the north. At the last meeting, after several
moments of discussion on this case, there were motions to whether

or not to permit one fourplex with some buffering, and a motion
was finally made to approve the tract for "RB" zoning for one
fourplex only and the motion resulted in a moot vote. Prior to

this case going to the City Commission, there were protest peti-
tions filed amounting to forty percent of the protest area.

r :Ng·RaQ.

r-

544

00*:Wh
-*441<t·f.
464:.4.f

GALBRAITH stated that staff had no problems with the request
for fourplex at this major intersection and was supportive of the
zoning. He said that CPO Council Area "M" recommended, by a vote
of 6-1, that "AA" zoning being retained on the north, but that the
southern part be changed to a duplex zoning classification, and
also recommended that additional right-of-way be required for 13th
Street, and there was some discussion about an additional right-
of-way need for a bike trail.

ic
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JAMES R. ALBERTSON, representing the applicant, said that
they met with the CPO, presented the proposal to them for a
single family home on the north and a fourplex on the south.
After much discussion, the CPO made a motion for only a duplex
zoning district on the south. He said that in his way of think-
ing, the CPO feels that something was appropriate for this tract
other than one single family. The applicant felt that a fourplex
was the appropriate zoning classification for the site, and the
matter of another two families that they are seeking would not
add a substantial amount of traffic in the area.

2Pjt
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GARDNER asked if there was presently a bike path along the
East edge of the property at the edge of the river.

ALBERTSON said there was not, but it was brought up at the
'PO meeting that the Park Board was considering wanting to extend
-he bike path under the bridge, and they would be willing to work
Ath the Park Board on this.

€4
4+

.I
P. M. ELLIOTT, 1420 North Charles, speaking in opposition,

;aid that the residents in Hankins Addition were of the opinion
:hat the site should not be zoned for more than single family
ises, and suggested that there could be two single family houses
in the lot. He said that they had a bad traffic problem trying
-0 get out, and if there were any more families in the area, they
:ould not get onto McLean. They also felt that the person who
)ought the property knew what the zoning was, and after two
lifferent architects and two different sets of contractors, the

>uilding is being torn down so that it was pretty difficult to do
iuch with it now.

e
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SHOOK commented that the applicant, having changed his
equest from light commercial, has 1) preserved the character
)f the neighborhood, and 2) he's also preserving the character
>f the neighborhood by buffering the property with a single
amily lot. He felt that the applicant had done a great deal
:o meet the concerns of the neighborhood.

ELLIOTT said that they were talking about talk and not
ictual facts because once zoned, the property could be turned
iver to anyone else and they could put anything on the property
ar from this concept.

SHOOK pointed out that the applicant was also a member of
ihe neighborhood, and the CPO had to represent him also.

ELLIOTT stated that the applicant had only been there a .
year and the others had been there for 30 years.

-419'424,

MOTION: Having considered the factors as
contained in Policy Statement No. 10; the
residential character of the neighborhood,
the zoning and uses of nearby properties,
the nonsuitability of a single family home

at this major street intersection, and the
recommendation of approval by staff;
I move that we recommend to the governing
body that the amended request for the " RB"
Four-family district be approved except for

approximately the north 75 feet which is to
remain as "AA" Single-family subject to the
applicant replatting the property into
a two-lot plat so that appropriate dedica-
tions, access control and building setbacks

i.:
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1%:...
can be established; within one year from the
date of approval by the Board of City Commis-
sioners; or the case be considered denied and
closed. Gardner moved, Shook seconded and it

] carried unanimously. Hennessy and Jones were
absent. One vacancy.

NEW CASES:

17. Case No. DR 80-9 - Kansas Gas & Electric Company requests
a special permit on a tract of land in the east half of the
N'W 1/4 of Section 25-27-2E, described as beginning at the
intersection of the south row line of U.S. Highway 54 and
the East line of said east half of NW 1/4, thence south
along the east line of said east half of NW 1/4, 365 feet;
thence west parallel with the south line of said U.S.
Highway 54, 130 feet; thence north to the south line of
said U.S. Highway 54; thence east along the south line of
said Highway 54, 130 feet to the point of beginning. Gen-
erally located on the south side of Kellogg, 1/2 mile east
of 143rd Street East.

GALBRAITH pointed out land use, zoning, and showed slides of
the general area. He reviewed the following staff report:

COMMENTS:

1. The following items should be considered by the Planning
Commission in making findings of fact:

Kansas Gas and Electric is requesting a special permit under
Section 11.F. of the County Zoning Resolution in order to
construct a substation. The permit may be granted subject to
whatever protective restrictions are deemed necessary.

Subject property is located on the south side of U.S. 54
Highway approximately 1/2 mile east of 143rd Street East
and is being platted as a part of Springdale East 2nd Addition.

hy
£244

The applicant has submitted a site plan with the application
which indicates the location of proposed facilities on the
site. A letter submitted with the application indicates that
a six foot chain link fence with one foot of stranded barbed

wire is proposed on the east side of the substation which abuts
a KG&E easement and is screened by an existing hedgerow. The

fence on the remainder of the site would be a solid screen

type of more decorative design.

44*
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2. In the event the Planning Commission recommends approval of
this request, the following are recommended conditions of
approval:

A. Platting of subject property within one year from the mi
date of approval by the Board of County Commissioners;
or the case be considered denied and closed.

B

C

D

E

A minimum 8-foot solid or semi-solid brick, stone,
masonry, architectural tile, or a combination of masonry
and wood wall, being constructed on the north, south and
west, said wall on the north being placed not closer than
35 feet from the north property line. A 6-foot high chain
link fence with one foot of stranded barb wire, being
constructed on the east property line to within 35 feet of
the north property line.

P. 9.-
444.
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The front 35 foot setback area shall be planted and
maintained with trees, grass and shrubs.

Architectural plans for the walls shall be submitted
to the Planning Department for their review and approval
prior to construction.

The existing hedgerow along the east property line shall
be retained and maintained in such a manner as to not
constitute a traffic hazard.

GALBRAITH stated that the staff recommended approval of
the request subject to the recommended conditions.

Prt*4' 371 TIM RICHARDS, Assistant Manager, KG&E Company, was present
to represent the Company.

>9,Oil

V¥;10.. 1 1 There was no one present in opposition to the request.

mt.

MOTION: Having considered the factors as
contained in policy Statement No. 10; the
character of the area; I move that we recom-
mend to the governing body that this special
permit request be approved subject to the
following conditions:

Recording of the associated plat of Springdale East 2nd
Addition within one year from the date of approval by
the Board of County Commissioners; t·: the case be considered
denied and closed.

A minimum 8-foot solid or semi-solid brick, stone, masonry,
architectural tile, or a combination of masonry and wood
wall, being constructed on the north, south and west, said
wall on the north being placed not closer than 35 feet from

f

a

b - '11'e ./....4,4 I
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the north property line. A 6-foot high chain link fence
with one foot of stranded barb wire, being constructed on
the east property line to within 35 feet of the
north property line.

c. The front 35-foot setback area shall be planted and
maintained with trees, grass and shrubs.

d. Architectural plans for the walls shall be submitted to
the Planning Department for their review and approval
prior to construction.

e. The existing hedgerow along the east property line shall
be retained and maintained in such a manner as to not con-
stitute a traffic hazard.

Bayouth moved, Gardner seconded and it
carried unanimously. Hennessy and Jones
were absent. One vacancy.

18. Case No. CU-235 - Louis Hahn, et al request a Conditional
Use Permit on the west 815 feet of the North 720 feet of

the NW 1/4 of Section 1-28-3W of the 6th P.M., Sedgwick
County, Kansas. Generally located at the southeast corner
of 231st Street West and 23rd Street South.

The Chairman announced that this case was deferred as it
was being readvertised for the Planning Commission meeting of
June 5, 1980.

93223. .
: '71349

19. Case No. Z-2248 - Victor H. Scholfield and James R.
Scholfield request zone change from "LC" to "C" for the
West 125 feet of Lot 67, the East 2 feet of Lot 67, all
of Lot 68, the West 121 feet of Lot 69, the East 6 feet
of Lot 69, all of Lot 70, Linwood Acres, Sedgwick County,

44*4 Kansas, except portion taken for street. Generally located
at the northwest corner of Kellogg and Ellson.

GALBRAITH pointed out land use, zoning, and showed slides of
the general area. He reviewed the following staff report:

COMMENTS:

1. The followii.y items should be considered by the Planning
Commission in making findings of fact:

1

94:.YA·,.
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3*41The applicant is requesting a change of zoning from "LC" -I

Light Commercial to "C" Commercial for a tract of land
containing approximately 2.9 acres located at the north-
west corner of Kellogg and Ellson. --4

49¢
¢44%

On July 22, 1969, the Board of Zoning Appeals considered a ----4 t»:42 16
12»»request for an exception to establish a mobile home sales

lot on the east 383 feet of the area contained in this Ele#PEFF/#. 1214
3.**

31%*application and approved the request. On August 22, 1972,
the Board considered a request for an exception to establish &/ME 'lfea sales and rental lot for mobile homes, travel trailers,
motor homes and motor vehicles on the area contained in this

0 r

53¥mk 6 &4zone change request and approved the application. .32*9 I'......:·

4%
The applicant now desires to utilize subject property as a .,44&3
car storage lot and body shop and the body shop is a use
first permitted in the "C" zoning district. 8

This is an area on East Kellogg where requests for "C" zoning    , 1 ...9/

have been looked on with favor in the past by the Planning
Commission and the City Commission.

2. A recommendation of approval by the Planning Commission
should be subject to replatting within one year from the
date of approval by the Board of City Commissioners to
provide for appropriate street right-of-way and building
setbacks, or the case be considered denied and closed; and
that the ordinance establishing the zoning not be published
until the plat has been recorded with the Register of Deeds.

GALBRAITH stated that there had been two previous Board of
Zoning Appeals cases granted on this site that did permit the
recreational vehicle sales type operation. He said that CPO

Council Area "H" recommended 5-0 that the application be approved,
and emphasized areas of concern. One of drainage, and appropriate
screening instead of a chainlink fence along the north.

ililikawar.-
U

LAKIN pointed out that there would be no requirement of
screening with the light commercial zoning to the north even
though developed as residential.

/»a

EVERETT FETTIS, attorney, representing the applicant, stated
that they would go along with staff comments.

There was no one present in opposition to the application.

MOTION: Having considered the factors as
contained in Policy Statement No. 10, the
character of highway uses and the existing
"C" zoning in the general area; I move that
we recommend to the governing body that

1

YA
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this application be approved subject to .....
replatting within one year from the date . f .44€.%,1,

34476
of approval by the Board of City Commis- £ 3%0*&14

34*4sioners to provide for appropriate street
4.44*4 .right-of-way and building setbacks, or the .=49.,t

case be considered denied and closed; and ·...1
td"'-Ii/'.A that the ordinance establishing the zoning . .,N..28·

not be published until the plat has been . 11*
recorded with the Register of Deeds. , 1£021/

Bayouth moved, Lofton seconded, and it . .91*,
carried unanimously. Hennessy and Jones . 1.0

..34/<B'were absent. One vacancy. '**

mil: ':*Wit20. Case No. Z-2249 - Thomas N. Tuttle requests zone change
from "AA" to "A" for Lot 8, Block 2, KELL HAWKINS ADDITION

to Sedgwick County, Kansas. Generally located at the
northeast corner of Doris and Newell. .4611*

GALBRAITH pointed out land use, zoning, and showed slides
of the general area. He reviewed the following staff report:

'·// 62
..1 12»Et«€

COMMENTS: =.=
*.

1 .....-€29. py
1. The following items should be considered'by the Planning · ;

Commission in making findings of fact:

The applicant is requesting a change of zoning from "AA"
Single-family to "A" Two-family in order to construct a
duplex on subject property located at the northeast corner
o f Doris and Newell.

, »5

There are a number of nonconforming uses in this general · 1%
7 -1.6.-4.4 1

area which were established prior to the area being annexed 5

to the City. Also, there are a sizeable number of undeveloped
lots scattered throughout the area.

This is an area where the Planning Commission and City im.,4 '!3504
Commission have looked with favor on requests for "A" 4.fal
zoning in the past. 9,3*tr.

;19*fif

GALBRAITH pointed out that this site is in an area where
the Planning Commission has favored duplex lots interspersed
throughout this neighborhood. He said that CPO Council Area "N"

recommended 6-3 that the applice •·.ion be approved, and the sta ff
supports the application.

9,4,
0/:t

SAVINA announced that he would abstain from discussing and
voting on this item.

€%·2

51,Kt,

WN*.
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There was no one present in opposition to the application.

MOTION: Having considered the factors as
contained in Policy Statement No. 10; the
character and zoning of the general area
and the recommendation of approval by
staff; I move that we recommend to the

governing body that this application be
approved. Gardner moved, Lofton seconded,
Savina abstained, and it carried unanimously.
Hennessy·and Jones were absent. One vacancy.

21. Case No. 2-2250 - Steven Bahm requests zone change

from "B"to "BB" for Lots 96 and 98,on Market Street,

Munger's Original Town, now City of Wichita. Generally
located on the east side of Market, in an area between
Murdock and 8th Street.

GALBRAITH pointed out land use, zoning, and showed slides
of the general area. He reviewed the following staff report:

COMMENTS:

1. The following items should be considered by the Planning

Commission in making findings of fact:

The applicant is requesting a change from the "B" Multiple-
family District to the "BB" Office District for a tract of
land located on a major one-way street (Market) .

This is an area where the Planning Commission and City
Commission have looked with favor on requests for "BB"
zoning in the past.

GALBRAITH stated that the staff supports this application
and recommended approval. CPO Council Area "L" voted 7-0 that
the application be denied, and recommended that the Planning
Department develop an updated zoning policy for the area, noting
the current residential character of the area. GALBRAITH said

that the staff believes that "BB" zoning is appropriate up to 9th
Street where " BB" zoning was previously approved on the northwest
corner.

ZELMA BAHM, representing the applicant, was present. There
was no one present in opposition.

MOTION: Having considered the factors as
contained in Policy Statement No. 10; the
character of the office uses to the west,

the nonresidential zoning classifications

L
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to the east, south and west, and the recom-
mendation of approval by staff; I move that
we recommend to the governing body that this
application be approved. Bayouth moved,

Gardner seconded and it carried unanimously.
Hennessy and Jones were absent. One vacancy.

22. Case No. Z-2251 - Robbins Realty, et al request zone change from "AA" to "G" for all that part of the South-
west Quarter of Section 21, Township 28 South, Range 1
East lying East of the Riverside Drainage Ditch and
North of Riverside Third Addition. Generally located

between the Kansas Turnpike and the Riverside Drainage
Canal, in an area north of 53rd Street South.

GALBRAITH pointed out land use, zoning, and showed slides
of the general area. He reviewed the following staff report:

9*%COMMENTS: f=

1. The following items should be considered by the Planning
Commission in making findings of fact:

The applicant is requesting a change of zoning frbm the
"AA" Single-family District to the "G" Mobile Home District
for an unplatted tract of land containing approximately 24.5
acres and proposed for a mobile home subdivision which will
only have immediate access to a major street (55th Street
South) by going south on Mosley.

1Ef
050

As the result of a previous zone change request from "AA" to
"G", the land to the east between the Kansas Turnpike and
Hydraulic has been platted and is being developed as a mobile
home subdivision, the first of its kind in the City.

2. A recommendation of approval should be subject to the platting
of the property within one year from the date of approval by
the Board of City Commissioners, or the zone case be considered
denied and closed; and that the ordinance establishing the zone
change not be published until the plat has been recorded with
the Register of Deeds. 393*

M *3

GALBRAITH stated that this particular piece of property
has problems of access from the north and west. He said that

some place in this mile line a bridge needed to be constructed
that would eventually provide for circulation back out to Broadway.
He said that this has been discussed with the applicant, and he is
agaeable to work towards that end of accomplishing a bridge in an

E .la, ·
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appropriate location. The staff was in support of a mobile home
subdivision at this location, and he cited that across the Turnpike
from this area a site for a mobile home subdivision is also develop-
ing. He pointed out that drainage problems would be resolved at
the platting stage, and recommended approval of this request. CPO

Council Area "C" recommended 5-0 for approval of the request, and
stated some concerrs for access, improvement of Seneca and the
construction of a c :idge across the Riverside Drainage Canal. EL=]

LAKIN added that Broadway in this section currently is a
part of a State project to improve it to a four-lane facility
from 47th Street down to Haysville. He said that he would

expect to see a physical improvement there in the next two years.

RICHARD ROBINSON, one of the applicants, stated that the
prime reason they elected to go for a mobile home subdivision
in this area was that they were presently developing Robbins
Farm, and for the past four months they have received an average
of two calls a day from people wanting to buy lots to put mobile
homes on. He said that he understood that on Riverside Third
Addition to the south, the water mains and sewer lines were
presently going in, and a contract was let for the paving which
would bring street access to their property from the south.

MEDDON MOSS, representing Colonial Heights Assembly of
God Church, 5200 South Broadway, speaking in opposition, felt · 
that this change in zoning would not enhance the values of any
of the present properties that are developing in this section.
They felt that in a residential area, this type of proposal was
nonproductive because of the boats, two automobiles, and other
things that would congest the area. He said that they had long
range plans for a portion of their land on Mead just west of the
drainage ditch for single family dwellings for sort of a retire-
ment center for some of the elderly people of the Church. MOSS

said that he would hate to see a trailer park on a main collector 9
coming into the city and as an approach to their area.

MOTION: Having considered the factors as
contained in Policy Statement No. 10; the
character of the general area, the zoning
and uses of nearby properties, and the
length of time the property has remained
vacant as zoned; I move that we recommend
to the governing body that this application
be approved subject to the platting of the
property within one year from tne date of
approval by the Board of City Commissioners,
or the zone case be considered denied and
closed; and that the ordinance establishing
the zone change not be published until the
plat has been recorded with the Register of

46.3/5.-
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Deeds.

Savina moved, Lofton seconded and it carried unanimously. Hennessy and Jones
were absent. One vacancy.

23a. Case No. DP-99 - Normandie Village Associates requests
Commercial Community Unit Plan on Lot 8, Block A, except 1
the south 125 feet of the west 125 feet, First Addition j
to Woodlawn Village, and Parking Reserves A&B, Replat
of Lots 1 thru 7, Block A, First Addition to Woodlawn

Village, Wichita, Kansas. Generally located at the northeast corner of Central and Woodlawn.

23b. Case No. Z-2170 - Normandie Village Associates requests ===F

zone change from "13" to "LC" for the south 300 feet of 'g..0

Parking Reserve A, Replat of Lots 1 thru 7, Block A, First
Addition to Woodlawn Village. Generally located at the +
northeast corner of Central and Woodlawn.

I'%-'

The Chairman announced that these two cases had been

withdrawn and closed at the request of the applicant.

Mit:
24. Case No. DP-96 - Pebble Creek company requests amendment

to Residential Community Unit Plan on all of Section 5,
T 27 S, R 2 E of the 6th P.M. except the following parcels:
Central Christian Addition to Wichita, Sedgwick County,
Kansas; AND ALSO: Central Christain Second Addition to

Wichita, Sedgwick County, Kansas; AND ALSO: The northeast

quarter of the northeast quarter, said Section 5, also
known as Government Lot 1; AND ALSO: Beginning at the
point of intersection of the north right of way line of
21st Street North and the east right of way line of Rock
Road, said point being approximately 50 feet easterly and
30 feet northerly of the southwest corner of said Section
5; thence northerly along the east right of way line of
Rock Road bearing N 1° 01' 02" W, 765.00 feet; thence N 88°
58' 58" E, 400.00 feet; thence N 43° 58' 58" E, 150.00

1% *hifJI  1
· EM-

· 9·& 41

+ I

..4. 4 2
.:id

feet; thence S 46° 01' 02" E, 495.00 feet; thence S 43°

- 58' 58" W, 150.00 feet; thence S 1° 01' 02" E, 416.61 feet
029/Z'ZqI)/w- 1#

: to the north right of way line of 2 lst Street North; thence
·iN/lill

; along said right of way line bearing S 89° 06' 26" W, 750.02
feet to the point of beginning; containing 13.484 acres, . im-e teg'.0

more or less. AND ALSO: Beginning e,t the intersection of
LUU AAWL ..1 6.yll. W. Way ./.C .4 1/Cilly-I .... 0.-Le' ..... Ine

the west right of way line of Webb Road; thence northerly
along said right of way line of Webb Road bearing N 0° 47'
16" W, 600.00 feet; thence S 89° 10' 54" W, 485.00 feet;

thence S 0° 47' 16" E, 600.00 feet to a point on the north

i
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right of way line of Twenty-First Street North; thence
easterly along said right of way line bearing N 89° 10' 54"
E, 485.00 feet to the point of beginning. All generally
located between 21st and 29th Streets North, and between
Rock Road and Webb Road.

CHAMBERS pointed out land use, zoning, and showed slides
of the general area. He reviewed the following staff report:

COMMENTS:

1. As permitted under the Residential C.U.P. provisions of the
zoning ordinance, the applicant has submitted an amended
residential development plan for review and recommendation
by the Planning Commission. In order for the Planning
Commission to recommend approval of a Residential C.U.P., it
must find specific evidence and facts showing that the
proposed development plan meets the following conditions:

a. That the value of the buildings and the character of
the property adjoining the area included in such plan
will not be adversely affected.

b. That such plan is consistent with the intent and
purpose of this Chapter (.28.04.190.A) to promote
public health, safety, morals and general welfare.

c. That the buildings shall be used only for residential
purposes and the usual accessory uses, such as auto-
mobile parking areas, garages and community activities,
including churches; and provided that an "LC" district
can be established through the regular channels.

E.5 ':; 1 3.4,'.

d. That the average lot area per family contained in this
site, exclusive of the area occupied by streets, shall
be not less than the lot area per family required by the
district in which the development is located.

2. The amended C.U.P. proposes to relocate some parcel boundaries
and to increase densities on some parcels. The maximum number

of dwelling units illustrated for this area has been increased
from 854 units to 1541 unlus while the maximum number of units
permitted has been increased from 1,143 to 1856 units. This

is an increase in density from approximately 2.4 DU/net acre
to 3.9 DU/net acre. Several minor problems on the original
r - n- P- . cuch as golf cart crossing public streets, have been

:

e
31

'1,2,

3,11€

improved.

3. The agent for the applicant discovered an error in the Parcel
Descriptions for Parcels 6, 7, and 8. The number of permitted
dwelling units for these parcels does not reflect the number

., . JJ. 6.1 4»2,

119

.:r€.'
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of lots shown on the development plan. The number of single-

family units for Parcel 6 should be 65; the number of single-
family units for Parcel 7 should be 55; and the number of zero
lot line units for Parcel 8 should be 65. Density figures with-
in these parcel descriptions will also have to be changed.
General Provisions 1 and 2 will have to be changed to reflect
the revised figures. Staff has no objections to revising the
above figures, however MAPD should receive revised copies prior '
to scheduling this case before the City Commission.

»42:

2,44%
#M...... .

4-%24.

.f«

46%:

4. Staf f has reservations about the lack of openings to Webb Road
from Parcel 3. If in the future, it is determined that an
opening is desired or needed, the C.U.P. would have to be
amended. Therefore staff would recommend that access control

along the east boundary of Parcel 3 be revised to show one ,
opening.

£

5. Should the Planning Commission determine that the proposed
development is appropriate and find the four conditions listed

f in comment #1 have been satisfied, the following are recommended
conditions of approval:

94*'

33Fit.

a. Revised plans showing 65 single-family units for Parcel
6, 55 single-family units for Parcel 7, 65 zero lot line
units for Parcel 8; the changes in the density f igures for
Parcels 6, 7 and 8; the changes to General Provisions 2
and 3; and showing one opening along the eastern boundary
of Parcel 3 shall be submitted to MAPD prior to scheduling
this case before the City Commission.

443

1.96

b. Platting of subject property within two years from the . L
date of approval by the Board of City Commissioners; or .
the application be considered denied and closed.

79

c. The development of this property shall proceed in -3 3
accordance with the development plan as recommended "Mit y.·, st·3: fle;
for approval by the Planning Commission and approved - 42*41
by the governing body, and any substantial deviation A{
of the plan, as determined by the Superintendent of
Central Inspection and the Director of Planning, shall
constitute a violation of the building permit authorizing I %53·
construction of the proposed development. - 3?Nt

d. Any major changes in this development plan shall be
resubmitted to the Planning Commission and to the City
Commission for its consideration.

e. The transfer of title of all or any portion of the land
included within the Community unit Plan does not constitute
a termination of the plan or any portion thereof, but said

&533

%%:t.

Al>
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439
plan shall run with the land for residential development -*Als.

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

CHAMBERS said that the primary reason for submitting this .r*29/0

amended C.U.P. was because the property had changed ownership ./WI/9
and the new owners have made some minor changes to parcel ilill'll'llie#*m
boundaries and have increased some of the density figures per- .

mitting a greater number of units.

BILL YUNG, Land Planner, representing the applicant, was
present. 150*fki

There was no one present in opposition to the application.

MOTION: Having considered the factors as "
contained in Policy Statement No. 10; the
general character and zoning of the area
and the recommendation of approval of staff;
I move that we recommend to the governing
body that this application be approved
subject to the following conditions:

a. Revised plans showing 65 single-family units for Parcel 6,
55 single-family units for Parcel 7, 65 zero lot line units
for Parcel 8; the changes in the density figures for Parcels
6, 7 and 8; the changes to General Provisions 2 and 3; and
showing one opening along the eastern boundary of Parcel 3
shall be submitted to MAPD prior to scheduling this case
before the City Commission.

b. Platting of subject property within two years from the date
of approval by the Board of City Commissioners or the appli-
cation be considered denied and closed.

c. The development of this property shall proceed in accordance i

with the development plan as recommended for approval by the
Planning Commission and approved by the governing body, and
any substantial deviation of the plan, as determined by the
Superintendent of Central Inspection and the Director of
Planning, shall constitute a violation of the building
permit authorizing construction of the proposed development.

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

e. The transfer of title of all or any portion of the land
included within the Community Unit Plan does not consti-
tute a termination of the plan or any portion thereof,
but said plan shall run with the land for residential

.E*%,
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development and be binding upon the present owners, their
successors and assigns, unless amended.

Gardner moved, Savina seconded and it

carried unanimously. Hennessy and Jones
were absent. One vacancy.

··4%* t

25. Authorization to advertise the "RC" Restricted Commercial1 1District for public hearing.

LAKIN stated that this item was on the agenda at the
request of Commissioner Savina. He said that at a couple of
the Commissioners' work session, staf f had reviewed with them

the possibility of advertising an addition to the existing
zoning district categories and including a district called
"Restricted Commercial District" which is a cross between

light commercial and the office district. It does allow a

3. number of retail and service type uses that the "BB" district
does not have today. He said that this has not been sent outside

for the normal review procedures, and it was his belief that there
was a need and benefit to be derived from having such a district
in the ordinance, and at least it deserves a public hearing.

BAYOUTH asked Lakin to go into detail and explain exactly
· what this new zoning classification was.

43{m
13%

4.2 , '9*my:, ),7 ./,
?24441*!aff< it,tfit

99#2. I I

44*12*7,

i€4%f.<Fam

LAKIN said that first of all it was a new district to the

zoning classification. He perceived it to be handled much as
the "G" Mobile Home District, "R-5", "R-6" and "U" Districts

in that it becomes a new district for which people could apply
for. It would not change the existing "C" Commercial or "LC"
Light Commercial Districts, or the "BB" Districts, and would
no way change the zoning on any zoning map, such as changing
from one district category to another, unless the person would
want to apply. The District is basically designed for convenience
and service type uses in neighborhood areas. It could be utilized

under some of the strict zoning conditions, and as an example,
on Hillside which is favored for "BB", this new district might
be appropriate where people are wanting to do some of the other
type of services, particularly in shell buildings, such as
beauty shops. He said that he sees the District being used in
neighborhood areas such as for flower shops, etc. The contents

of the District would be all of the office type uses, and would
allow residential uses in the "R-6" category, and would also allow
a number of retail uses, prime restriction being against the auto-
mobile oriented type things, such as service stations, carry-out
restaurants, and yet to be settled, the quik shops convenient
service, and the service station pump islands out in front as
opposed to the standard bay type service station. It also has

limitations on it concerning the maximum size of any given use.

i*
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GOEBEL pointed out a letter he had received that was supposed
to have been sent to the City Commission two years ago, that sug-
gested that they make some minor changes in some zoning classifi-
cations and not come up with a new zoning ordinance.

BAYOUTH stated that he did not know what the economic impact
would be on "LC" of having another zoning classification. The

C.U.P. as of now requires 6 acres and if it was changed to any
size and anyone who wanted to could submit a C.U.P. no matter
what the size, he didn't know how that would work.

LOFTON commented that he didn't see anything wrong with
the Restricted Commercial classification, and did not feel it
eliminated anything that they already had, and personally felt
that there would be a lot of problems eliminated if they had
such a district, and would help the community of knowing what
was going in their neighborhood. He said that this is the

reason that certain spots in this city have become blight areas
for that reason.

SAVINA said that he objected to holding a public hearing
without the full Commission voting on it for several reasons.
One of the reasons it would open the door to restricted zoning
classifications, direct discrimination against certain businesses
of being in a restricted zone where they would be forced to apply
for light commercial zoning, where all of this is covered now in
light commercial zoning. He felt that there could be another way
of performing this discriminatory zoning if a particular use was
objectionable, that maybe it could be handled through special
permits or C.U.P.'s. But to include all of these uses would

endanger the light commercial as known today, and open the door
for restricted uses, and the restrictions would continue on.

MARTENS felt it was wise to have the full Commission to

decide whether or not they wanted to have a public hearing, but
as he understood the Restricted Commercial classification, if 121·4

· 1.f#someone goes in under "LC" and would put in some type of C.U.P. 1 94;

where the neighborhood could be assured that there wasn't going 40
to be a tavern, fast food or convenience store, in effect its
the same thing. Whenever anyone comes in for "LC" all of the

neighbors are going to be opposed to it unless the applicant
would file some type of C.U.P. listing his use. The Restricted

Commercial simply gives them another zoning classification to
use. He does not see this as down zoning, just another classi-
fication where retail uses could be applied for.

DAN FOLEY, President of Taco Tico, felt that it was com-

mendable that some action was taken to reduce the restriction

to business activity within a certain classification such as
"BB". It was his understanding that in order to expand one
area, there is now proposed a restriction on another area.
Specifically, a category retail business which deals with "food

L-
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operations, fast food, drive-ins, convenience stores, and taverns".
He felt it was highly discriminatory, and was a typical compro-
mise that was made in these types of government bodies to "benefit
some at the expense o f others ". He .,aid that if they were going4 6-W»OP, 44,· 2.1.?-

»44 41" to relax and give less restrictions to business activities, he felt that was very commendable, but do it across the board. He

asked who owns the land, the government or the owner. FOLEY said

that he was opposed, and hopefully appealed to the Commission that
this classification was not needed and unnecessary, and should
not be brought to the public in terms of a hearing.

GARDNER asked if Foley had had an opportunity to read the
proposal.

FOLEY stated no, but felt it was premature to take it to
the public. He reminded the Commission that the food service
industries and convenient stores were being limited, and more,
they contribute a tremendous amount of money into the economy
in terms of employment and convenience to the consumer.

t'AE

F ' 10#0E*EL

statement he made the statement that this should not be brought lt=1-'

before the public and that it was premature, SHOOK asked if it was
premature because the information was not available to the public

1

or did he just not want to take it to the public.

FOLEY felt that if anything is brought to the public pre-
maturely, it should be based on an expansion or less restricted
"BB" classification, not a new added restriction to a certain
category of business.

RONALD CAZEL, 1617 West Harry, stated that the staff always D
wants to know what an applicant wanted to put on his land, and
then the public gets involved. He pointed out that most of the
commercial buildings were started as speculation. He said that

he was opposed to anything more restrictive than they already ....9 P

have.
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GOEBEL stated that the staff's job was to recommend what
an applicant might get passed or not. He pointed out that they
are not wanting to take anything away from anyone, but to allow
a few people that don't need certain things to wedge in between
two districts. He felt the best thing to do was to let everyone
read the proposed ordinance to let everyone know what they were
trying to do.

CAZEL said that he does understand limitation and felt
thats what Restricted Commercial was.

GARDNER asked Cazel if he had an opportunity to read the
proposal. CAZEL said no.

11%
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BAYOUTH commented that there must be a way to get this
proposal to the people and felt there should be another meeting
to get more input from business itself. He suggested a deferral
for one month.

GARDNER commented that he did not think they were doing
anyone a favor in trying to discuss this until they had had an
opportunity to see what was being proposed one way or the other.
He said that his sentiments were strong in this area that before
it was drafted in a final form for a "public hearing" that at
least some kind of working format should be gotten out to the
concerned industries so that they can make appropriate comments
and provide some input to participate in the shaping of something
of this nature one way or the other. GARDNER said that presently
on applications for light commercial that are received, they are
being confronted with two options in looking at light commercial
applications. If there is strong neighborhood opposition, an
applicant for light commercial is being subjected to a 4/5ths
vote on the Commission bench and the option for that applicant
would be light commercial or something less, and right now that
something less was "BB" Office. He said that if "BB" is limited

to service uses and the prohibition of retail sales with the
exception of pharmacies is explicit, one does not have a retail
sales right in "BB" Office of any major proportion. Being given
the choice between no retail sales and a "BB" Office zoned

situation, or full retail sales capacity in light commercial is
a pretty tough choice and has left a lot of people sitting on
"BB" which is a very restricted use in terms of finances. The

Restricted Commercial that has been discussed thus far would

allow retail sales and would allow professional uses. It would

be exclusionary of some of the more objectionable elements that
seem to upset the neighborhood, such as fast foods, taverns, that
operate at longer hours than the neighborhood is accustomed to,
or that generate traffic, and it's not an attempt to be discrimi-
natory against those uses, but he felt that many of the Planning
Commissioners regard something between light commercial and "BB"
Office which does not allow any retail sales of any proportion
as being an improvement.

EDWARD BROAST, Counsel at Pizza Hut, commented that they
would support a motion to defer further discussions and give
all parties an opportunity to review some specific language to
determine whether it was objectionable or not.

MOTION: That this item be deferred for

3E-days to give the parties that are
directly discriminated against a chance
to review it, and that an alternate form

of ordinance to get the same results at
the owner's option be explored, in the
manner of a C.U.P. or a special use permit.
Savina moved, Gardner seconded.
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GARDNER asked if it was possible to provide for some kind
informal working session at which members of the public would
present to provide their commentary as more of a working
sion than a "public hearing".

said that it could be arranged.

26

REVISED MOTION: That this item be deferred
and an informal working session be held in •>*JAUEZ

the next six weeks so that an alternate form .le./'.*el
of ordinance can be explored that would get
the same results at the owner's option, such
as using a C.U.P. or a special use permit, andthat copies of the proposed ordinance be ./
distributed so that the parties directly
discriminated against will have a chance to 4mwmim
review it prior to the working session. Savina 91/
moved, Gardner seconded and it carried unani- 1.-
mously. Hennessy and Jones were absent. One ...-
vacancy. 2

963

. Presentation and discussion of East Kellogg Traffic
Improvement Report by MAPD staff and Traffic Engineer-
ing staff.

LAKIN stated that Friday some of the Planning Commissioners
were able to meet in a joint session with the Traffic Commission
as staff presented suggestions as to what could be done to improve
Kellogg east-west, particularly in the section from Roosevelt to
Woodlawn. LAKIN gave a synopsis of studies completed on East
Kellogg. He said there was currently a project yet to be com-
pleted at east end of the overpass with construction of a K-15
interchange. He said that to his knowledge the State and Federal
government had not programmed any Kellogg improvements east of
Roosevelt. LAKIN said that they were able to put staff profes-
sional engineers on this study and look at it from an engineering
standpoint, and not just as a planning concept. He said that

alternatives studied could improve conditions on East Kellogg in
the short range, and also the long range. LAKIN pointed out the
six options as: 1) do nothing; 2) prohibit left turns; 3) median
reversible lane; 4) widen to six lanes; 5) expressway with grade
separation; and 6) urban freeway. LAKIN mentioned that a freeway
was beyond the capacity of the City to pursue. At the moment

2<:NI
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there is no money in the State Highway program for construction ail

or for a study. He said that things change over time, but even .
where the interstate system in the United States is completed,
the money that now comes in, the initial thrust of the legislative
Doales nas Deen to move it to other areas such as mass transit and
to large city rail transit systems. He said that he was more
interested in making some degree of improvement than staying
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with an infeasible long range planning solution. He felt that

the grade separation bridges could be incorporated into freeway
design, but that if they are built they will fix the freeway --.
alignment. He said that it has been shown that there is no

significant capacity problem at Bluff, and suggested that nothing
be done with the Bluff intersection until something significant
is constructed at Oliver. 02

BAYOUTH pointed out that everything except option 1 closes
Bluff.

LAKIN said not necessarily. Option 5 would not close Bluff.
LAKIN suggested that the Commission look toward 5, and try to -d

program expressway bridge structures at Oliver, Edgemoor and
Woodlawn. al/V

PAUL GRAVES, Traffic Engineer, said that he believed that
there was a freeway in the future on Kellogg. He felt that

whatever they do on Kellogg between now and when the freeway
comes to pass should be done with the thinking that there would
be a freeway.

94

GOEBEL asked if the Planning Commission agreed with the
Traffic Commission recommendation, were they to sit and nurse
this thing along exactly like it is for 15 or 20 years.

GRAVES said that Traffic Engineering did not have enough
people to study Kellogg from one City limit to the other to
develop plans for ultimate freeway operation.

1

BILL McKINLEY, Traffic Engineering, said that the first
intersection that they looked at was Kellogg and Bluff, which
is presently a signalized intersection that operates with Bluff -

1having separate phases north and southbound. The average stop
delay for Kellogg traffic during the peak periods is 5 to 12
seconds. Improvements recommended for this intersection fall -2; <4, I
into three categories; 1) immediate solution (installing i:

presence loops on Bluff with delay detection); 2) closing ./-1.%:
the Kellogg medial at Bluff and remove traffic signal; and ....dfA- 1.
3) conversion to freeway segment.

McKINLEY said that the next intersection looked at was
Kellogg and Oliver. Improvements for this section would be
adding protective permissive left turn signalization on Kellogg ././6.5.m
for left turn bays, a gap reducing controller. The intermediate

solution would be to channelization Oliver at Kellogg. He said

that one proposal would be to shift the alignment of Oliver to
the east, thereby not buying any right of way on the west side, #r'

but this would require right of way on the east side both north
and south of Kellogg. For the long range solution, they would -..".=I

recommend an urban interchange and upgFading Kellogg to freeway
standards.
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The intersection at Kellogg and Edgemoor is presently
operating at Level of Service C which is an acceptable design
standard. McKINLEY said that the immediate solution for this

intersection would be to add protective permissive left turns
on all four approaches, upgrading the traffic controller and
detection system to be more traffic responsive, and the long
range solution would be the urban interchange and a Kellogg
freeway standard.

h

McKINLEY said that at the intersection of Kellogg and
Lexington, they would recommend as an immediate solution that
the school boundaries be adjusted so that the elementary bound-
aries divide on Kellogg and eliminate the need for children
crossing Kellogg; and if this can not be done, then a pedestrian
overpass should be constructed as a long range solution, when
Kellogg is constructed freeway standards. 8

3%20

The intersection at Kellogg and Woodlawn is presently
operating at Level of Service E with delays up to one minute
during the P.M. peak period. McKINLEY said that the immediate

solution would be to add protective permissive turns on Kellogg
and upgrade the traffic controller. The intermediate solution

would be to study the possibility of interconnecting the traffic
signals and adding left turn bays on Woodlawn to accommodate the
heavy left turn volumes from Woodlawn. He said that they would
recommend closing of the Kellogg frontage road on the south side
to eliminate the hazardous intersection a few feet south of the
signalized intersection of Kellogg and Woodlawn. The long range
solution would be to construct an urban interchange at Woodlawn
and Kellogg and upgrade Kellogg to freeway standards.

4...

1&45
*7,

BAYOUTH said that he would like to accept the Traffic
Cornmission' s recommendation, and asked how soon could this be
funded. ¥;k E.

LAKIN stated that the funding of the immediate solutions
could be handled through their (Traffic Engineering 's) opera-
tional budget.

GARDNER asked if these improvements were made a priority
and placed in the CIP, by when could they be implemented?

GRAVES felt the improvements could be accomplished in 1981.

MOTION: While the Planning Commission
recognizes the Traffic Commission's
formal action that Kellogg should ulti-
mately be upgraded to full freeway status;
but that the Planning Commission recommends
that the City direct its attention to short
term solutions that alleviate the problem

J
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o f the more immediate nature. These solutions

include selective left turn prohibition during
peak traffic hours, and the upgrading of the
Bluff signals that anticipate Kellogg traffic
loading. The City should investigate the cost
and feasibility of Option 4B which is the
acquisition of an additional half lane each
side to provide a six lane total; that they
continue to solicit full freeway funding, and
that they investigate the intersection up-
grading that the Traffic Commission had
suggested. As an alternate to full freeway
funding being regarded as an intermediary
position. Gardner moved, Shook seconded.

.&.

MARTENS asked if Commissioner Gardner would consider an
amendment to the motion that would include opening up First
and Second Street as part of a wide range option, and allow
parking on one side of the street.

GARDNER said that he would cons ider that amendment.

SAVINA commented that the Traffic Commission has designated
the Bluff intersection as "C" standard which is acceptable. He

said that the Bluff signal provides a gap between the traffic
from Bluff to Oliver and lets the Oliver traffic move in these
gaps, and if the Bluff signal was eliminated, there would be a
constant stream of traffic from Hillside to Oliver. He said

that he would like to see the motion amended to not eliminate
the Bluff signal.

BAYOUTH felt that the Planning Commission should recommend
to the City Commission that Traffic Engineering be provided the
necessary resources to conduct a study for the improvement of
the Oliver, Edgemoor end Woodlawn intersections as soon as possible.

GRAVES stated that the Traffic Commission, at their special
meeting a few weeks ago, was talking about 1st-2nd Street, and
would have an item on their agenda in September which was left
over from one of their prior year's meetings to consider a
recommendation to return 1st and 2nd Streets to two-way streets
with no parking, remove the traffic signals at 1st and Hillside
and Oliver, remove all stop signs. GRAVES said that if this was
done, then the atmosphere of a typical residential neighborhood
in Wichita would be created. GRAVES further stated that something
was said about prohibition of left turns at Kellogg, Oliver and

GARDNER asked if Savina would be agreeable to altering the
signal trip mechanism to stop the traffic. SAVINA said that he
would be agreeable to that, but not to eliminate the signal as
long as it stays at Level of Service c. GARDNER said that he

would favor that amendment.
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Edgemoor, and he wanted to respond that it would not work. The
only way it would work would be with police manpower to stop the
left turns.

fftw

.At<UNLA sala unat ne airrerea witn tne Opinion ana that
probably the predominate response from motorists would be to
acknowledge the alteration of the signal and/or the turn
allowances. He said that from his experience of work in other
metropolitan areas, he would suggest on an int crim basis, and
with the cost factors involved and the results being as poten-
tially high as they are, that they would be foolish not to at
least try it.

GOEBEL commented that he would hate for a future City
Commission to be so composed that they would load the Traffic
Commission with people from both sides of Kellogg and vote
it back to a residential street like they did 1st and 2nd
Streets.

GRAVES stated that Traffic Engineering makes to the
Planning and City Commissions their best recommendation, and
if they agree or disagree with those recommendations, the
Traffic Engineering Department had done their job. He said that
1st and 2nd Streets were residential status from Grove Street
east, and Traffic Engineering does not promote any change.
The streets now carry the same traffic volume that they have
for several years, and traffic volumes have not increased.

SAVINA asked if left turn signalization was included in the
master plan on Oliver.

LAKIN stated that their intermediate construction proposal
had left turns.

GARDNER stated that the left turn prohibition, as far as he
was concerned, improves the traffic flow substantially, and felt
that the driving public would accommodate it; they certainly
accommodate the detours that are put up.

BAYOUTH recommended a deferral of this item until their
more detailed designs could be prepared.

LOFTON said that he agreed with everything that had been
said, but would like to comment that they should continue the

j study by reviewing what other cities that have this problem
 and see how they handled it. He was speaking of cities like

Denver and St. Louis, and felt that staff could get immediate
solutions by reviewing what other cities have done. He said

that he did not believe in inventing the wheel again when it
has already been invented.
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MOTION: That Commissioner Gardner adhere
E31ET Graves fears, and change the motion
to allow left turn bays at the major inter-
sections or for signalization.

€.

GARDNER explained that in accommodating the left turn pro-
hibitions he was making two suggestions. One was that Traffic
Engineering begin a selective left turn prohibition during peak
hours, even though he recognized that this might create some
problems, but that until they try it they would not have a firm
grasp of the impact. The second reason for accommodating left
turn signals at the intersections that are proposed for improve-
ment. This gives the ability in the future of fully accommodat-
ing left turns as well as two moving lanes of traffic through
the intersection, and the two are compatible.

VOTE ON THE ORIGINAL MOTION: It

carried unanimously. Hennessy and
Jones were absent. One vacancy.

The Chairman declared a five minute recess.

BAYOUTH was excused from the meeting.

27. DR 80-10 - Department of Redevelopment and Rehabilitation
requests review of the "Lincoln Neighborhood Plan".

LAKIN stated that he had made several comments to the

R&R staff about our concerns in the area of land use and zoning.

He had suggested to them some alternatives such as going back to
the neighborhood to see if they wanted to redo some of the plan,
or place it on the agenda and get some reaction from the Planning
Commission before they take these items back to the Laighborhood.
LAKIN said that one of the areas he had concern in was the

redevelopment policy where development was limited to single -:
family residential, and the policy concerning conversions. He

said that he had no problem with strip zoning of Broadway and
Harry because it was self-evident, and he could understand their
opposition of strip zoning of other arterials like Main, Market -'
and St. Francis, and Lincoln.

MARTENS stated about two weeks ago they had a plan for a
northeast area, and now a plan for this area. He asked if it

was the intent to go through and plan each neighborhood.

LAKIN said that he would prefer a neighborhood or policy
plan or some detailing other than the broad brush type of land

34.3 use plan for the entire area.
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:63
MARTENS said that when plans recommend strictly single

family housing in light of some of the vacant lots or lots

*:·..w..

1

ER.

that need to be vacated and started over in an area that
is zoned for duplex and fourplex considering today's economic
times and the trend of housing, it totally baffles him that a
report like this could come out. He said that he was not
supportive of this plan because many of the findings were
incorrect and inaccurate and not in keeping with today's
economy.

GOEBEL agreed with Martens, either stop the neighborhood
plans or have them all at once.

GARDNER explained that various planning projects are funded
through the CDBG block grant monies, and in this instance, funds
are allocated for neighborhood planning within the Department of
Redevelopment and Rehabilitation.

In response to Commissioner Goebel, SHOOK stated that
Area "C" or the Southwest area was the first one to develop .- :!,4
one of these neighborhood plans, and he assured him that the
first plan did not get all that they were looking for. SHOOK

*.fiawk"li/**b'/
Mill/#28

believed that there was a roll for the neighborhood to play
f»la/-5.in attempting to set some sort of policy or guidelines in terms

of how they want to see their neighborhood in the future. They
have a sense of ownership in their neighborhood just as much as 3:

the City at large. He felt that some of the hopes for what
would become of neighborhood planning would be helpful in the
processes that come to this Commission. .

MARTENS said that he was not saying that neighborhoods
should not get together.

i**43&4

BILL WOMACK, Department of Redevelopment and Rehabilitation,
stated that in talking with most of the Task Force by phone, they
would be in agreement with the problem of single family housing
limitations under the residential land use recommendations. The

Task Force members do not anticipate getting a zone change from
multiple family to a more restrictive category, so they would be
in agreement with striking that item. Speaking to the vacant
parcels within the neighborhood, the Task Force still feels that
single family housing is a big part of the Lincoln neighborhood
and would like to preserve as much of it as possible. The Task

Force would like for the Commission to recommend that single
family infill be encouraged by making loans available, not by
zone changes. He said that at the present time there is no
existing vacant land available, however, there is a future need
for a park, preferably west of Broadway. According to the Parks,
Open Space and Recreation Plan prepared by the Planning Depart-
ment, 12 additional acres of park was needed for the Lincoln
neighborhood in the future.
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MARTENS commented that Womack had mentioned earlier loans

for single family housing, and asked if he intended this to be
Federally subsidized loans. WOMACK said yes.

WOMACK continued that the plan was mainly concerned with the
stripping of commercial of Market and Main and other one-way
streets in the area. They were not concerned with Harry and
Broadway. They realized this was strip commercial and would stay
strip commercial. WOMACK said that mainly what they were concerned
with on screening was the commercial located on such streets as
Harry to depths of 250 feet. The sides and rears of 4-hese com-

mercial outlets, they feel should be screened from residential
uses.

LOFTON was excused from the meeting.

GARDNER stated that he was having misgivings about adopting
something that calls for policies that elude to down zoning of
uses. Although down zoning might not be accomplished technically,
adoption of the document can create a precedent. He said that he

was disturbed about the approach to favoring single family over
other varieties of development which may be more energy efficient
and economically feasible in the area.

WOMACK said that the Task Force would like to see more

commercial located along Broadway, and was not referring to a
zone change.

LAKIN commented on the reuse of Broadway and Harry. His

assessment of it was that in comparing the amount of commercial
existing along the streets with the normal demand that 2,000
dwelling units would create for neighborhood commercial uses, -
there would appear to be four or five times the amount that
could be utilized by the neighborhood only. If they recognize -4

the possibility that Broadway and Harry would not be down zoned,
then it has to be recognized that the buildings must be kept
full and, therefore, many of the commercial uses serve an area
much larger than the local neighborhood.

Ill:.1

MOTION: That the Lincoln Neighborhood Plan
be received and filed, and indicate for the
record that there are some misgivings about
some of the recommendations, and that the
recommendations would be taken under advise-

ment before implementing them as a policy.
Gardner moved, Shook seconded.

MARTENS commented that he shared Commissioner Gardner's

concern, but he would oppose the motion because he didn't think
it was strong enough.
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GARDNER said that if Commissioner Martens wanted to propose
a countermotion he would withdraw his motion with the consent of
the second. SHOOK consented.

MOTION: That the Lincoln Neighborhood
FIRE-He acknowledged as being received;
that the Commission issue a statement of
being very much alarmed at the method in
which the report was prepared, specifically
the small number of task force members in
relation to the total population of the
neighborhood; that the Commission is deeply
alarmed and concerned that this report appears
to be contradictory to a number of established
zoning policies to the land use in the area;
that the Commission views this type of report
as an unnecessary step given the regulatory
agencies that now exist, such as the Health
Department, Central Inspection, Police and
Fire Departments; and that the Commission is
very concerned that the plan for each
neighborhood is presented individually and
the Commission can not look at the total
picture when plans are presented in this
fashion. Martens moved, Savina seconded.

MARY WRIGHT, 1045 South Topeka, said that she felt kind of
shot down. She said that the purpose the task force had was to
improve their neighborhood, and she was deeply concerned. She

said that the neighborhood contains their homes, and they were
merely trying to upgrade it in some way. She said the thing that
disturbs her and a lot of other people was that several old homes
have four families living there and they are fire hazards. She

nor the task force had any objections to someone building duplexes.

m

.€€k
GARDNER remarked that Mrs. Wright should not be offended by

their response, that it was not intended to be offensive. He

said that her concerns about the quality of living and housing
for the neighborhood were very valid and probably if anything was
lacking at this point it would be an adequate explanation to her
as to how she could pursue achieving higher housing quality using
the existing agencies that Mr. Martens referred to that involve
themselves very specifically with those areas on multiple family
housing and townhousing where there are code violations, fire
hazards, health violations and things o: this nature. Those

agencies can actively pursue and develop remedies to those
problems. He said that the Commission's concern was if they
adopt a policy that has not been aired within the neighborhood
that affects both owners and absentee owners, then they do people
an injustice assuming that they concur when in fact they do not.
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MARTENS commented that he recognized the time Mrs. Wright
had spent on the plan, and it seemed that his comments were
directed at her, but that was not the intent. He said that this

was the second neighborhood plan that he had seen, and while he
believed in her effort and supports her efforts, but from what he
had seen, given the overall picture, he felt this was the wrong
approach.

VOTE ON THE MOTION: It carried with a

vote of 4 in favor (Martens, Savina,
Gardner, and Goebel), and 1 opposed
(Shookl. Hennessy, Jones, Bayouth and
Lofton were absent. One vacancy.

28. "Transition Plan" for Handicapped Transportation - MTA
Board requesting endorsement.

ELMER KARSTENSEN, MTA Director, acknowledged Commissioner
Gardner's services on the task force that resulted in the
development of this plan. KARSTENSEN stated that this was a

transition from an inaccessible bus fleet to a fleet that has

51 percent accessibility at the peak hour service. He said

that there were 26 buses available equiped with the wheelchair
lift and have four more arriving between now and June 17. They
will have to have some additional wheelchair lift buses to meet

the full accessiblity requirement at 50 percent at peak hour.
There is a possibility of future expansion of services, that
now looks very real, because of energy shortages. He said that

they do have a situation where they will have to expect more use
of those buses although they are not cost effective. KARSTENSEN

said that they were under an obligation from the Federal
government which leaves him no option but to meet the 51 percent
accessibility during peak hours.

KARSTENSEN presented the three options. Option 1, would
comply with the 504 regulations by purchasing all buses with
wheelchair lifts; Option 2, having at least 50 percent of the
buses, during peak service hours equipped with wheelchair lifts,
and Option 3, to bring themselves up to the level of Section 504.
He said that he agreed fully with the recommendation that they
adopt Option 3. He encouraged the Commission to endorse the
plan as prepared and recommend the adoption of Option 3.

GOEBEL questioned the statement in the newspaper that the
buses did not handle the handicapped as well as the mini-vans
that had been used. He asked for Karstensen's analysis of the
statement.

KARSTENSEN said that he has to make the buses pay as much
as possible for the City of Wichita, and to do that he operated
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on a fixed route. Time would not permit him to take the bus
and drive off of the route to pick passengers up at the Timbers.
He mentioned that they did have a problem of loading the
passengers on one of the lifts due to inexperience of the driver.

GOEBEL asked that during peak hours why can't they callthe mini-van buses.

A

KARSTENSEN said that they were meeting the demand and at
times were overloading their peak capacities now.

GARDNER said that Mr. Bayouth requested that he make special
note in the record of his intense feelings regarding the lack of
cost effectiveness in serving the handicapped public by attempting
to do it with ma jor vehicles and the larger buses. He felt that
the STS services to be commended for the degree of service that it
provides, and felt it was substantially more cost ef fective and
efficient than the larger vehicles.

SAVINA asked if there was a record of how many handicappedpeople rode the buses.

KARSTENSEN said the largest number they have had on any
given day was ten since they started to use the buses, then
they dropped to two per day.

MOTION: That the Planning Commission
2332-Fe the Transition Plan and recom-
mend Option 3. Savina moved, Gardner
seconded and it carried unanimously.
Hennessy, Jones, Bayouth and Lofton
were absent. One vacancy.

/31$The meeting adjourned at 5:55 p.m.
:·»*1

21*W··
Robert A. Lakin
Secretary

State of Kansas)
Sedgwick County) SS

I, Robert A. Lakin, Secretary of the Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area Planning Commission, do hereby certify that the
foregoing copy of the minutes of the meeting of the Wichita-Sedgwick
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County Metropolitan Area Planning Commi=sion, held on May 22,
1980, is a true and correct copy of the minutes officially approved
by such Commission.

Given under my hand and official seal this day of

, 1980.

Robert A. Lakin, Secretary
Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan
Area Planning Commission

(SEAL)
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DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

TRAFFIC ENGINEERING DIVISION

CITY HALL --· EIGHTH FLOOR

455 NORTI; MAIN STAEET

WICHITA, KANSAS 67202

(316) 208·4446

RECEIyED ./IC

JUL 3 1980

METROPOLITAN PLANNING 
ROUTE C] .4--

June 30, 1980 AO .,

g

Mr. Fred Terry 106"I-
Urban Traffic Engineer
Kansas Dept. of Transportation *Jm'

State Office Building.Ret
*led Topeka, Kansas 66612

AD&iMI-

Dear Fred:

This is written to confirm the telephone conversation that Paul Taylor and I
had with you a few days ago regarding the traffic signals on East Kello ·1 at
Bluff, Oliver, Edgemoor and Woodlawn. As we indicated, the City staff ..nd
the City Commission are concerned about traffic flow on US-54 th .igh Wichita
and are working to make what improvements we can on the existint= ighway,
until other major improvements can be made.

At the June 17, 1980 City Commission meeting, the Commission heard several
alternatives from the City staff for making minor improvements at the four
intersections listed above. The Comission voted to approve the items i isted
below. Since that time we have met with the City Manager and prepared a
schedule for implementing these changes.

The City Manager requested that in early July we install protected/permissive
left-turn signals at the following locations:

1. The east 4 west approaches of Kellogg to Oliver

2. All four wproaches at Kellogg and Edgemoor

3. The east and west approaches of Kellogg to Woodlawn

.@13.

9'fi-tg

4t24:e·

3%{ti
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The protected/pei'missive left-turn signal would be a five-section signal (from 2=

top to bottom) with a red ball, yellow ball, green ball, yellow left arrow and
green left arrow. If a car pulls into a left-turn bay on a red light, he would
get a green-left arrow when his turn came up. Later in the signal cycle, he
would be able to make a permissive-left turn on the green ball.

¥29>.·9;t

2%iky.

Around August 1, the Manager asked that we post No Left Turn signs on both the
Oliver and Woodlawn approaches to Kellogg. In addition, we would modify the
controll ers to reinove the existing spl it-phase feature that we have on both
Oliver and Woodlawn and now provide just a single phase for both of those
streets. The split-phase moveinents were provided previously because of the
volume of and difficulty in making left turns. Since left turns will now be pro-
hibited, the split-phase feature is no longer needed.
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(Page 2, Fred Terry, 6-30-80)

The Manager also asked that we make improvements on the Bluff approaches
to Kellogg around September 1. This would consist of adding presence
detection on both the Bluff approaches, non-locking Aemory and delay detectors.
This would permit the controller to forget cars that turn right on red. The
presence detection will also provide a little more efficient operation on
Bluff. We have already somewhat reduced the maximum green time available to
Bluff in an c i fort to move more traffic on Kellogg. The Bluff approaches to
Kellogg are currently operated on two-split phases and will remain this way
because of geometrics at the intersection and previous neighborhood opposition.
The intersection will also remain posted for No Left Turns for the Kellogg
approaches to Bluff because of both geometrics and capacity reasons.

0 4:.f'*.'.·4
44450 :F /4
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We are also going to investigate various methods of interconnecting the four
signals discussed above to provide east/west progression.

The City Manager also discussed with us the possibility of installing protected/
permissive left-turn signals at other locations on Kellogg. For various -f,»..

reasons, I believe we all agreed that most of them would not be feasible. How-
ever, we did agree to study the current protected-left-turn signals on Kellogg
at the Dugan signal (by Shepler's), with the intent to hood the left-turn
signals on a trial basis and if that is successful, we would then remove the
left-turn signals completely.

The City Manager also asked that we gain extensive news medic 'overage of these IRNIM M"
various changes to help them understand the various changes, .y they are being 
made, when it will occur, alternate routes that might be used because of some
streets being posted No Left Turns etc. We have talked with Dave Furnas, Public  1
Affairs Directors regarding the best way to get publicity for this. We plan to 
advise him at the time each item is being implemented so that he can get some of
the news media to take picture in the field of the work actually occurring and 92=E:

perhaps before and after stories. He recommended that we not hold one major : .-
news conference on this, as there would be too many things to explain at one *tb , 1
time and much of it would be forgotten before they are implemented. He also :.ta¢4· iy+GAN)'··
thought we could gain considerably more coverage by working with the news r.'0*44.·*.P.ta,diaf:,4.

media as each item is implemented. By copy of this letter to Mr. Furnas, we
are providing him with the general outline of the work that is planned to be
done so that he will be aware of the plans, although no release will be made -Ill

to the news media until the actual work is implemented.

*23172
N

Because the signal modifications are all on US-54, we are ,·equesting KDOT's
concurrence in the items described above.

PRG·tmr 'paur

Ply,
93.4 ../i

1- K @aves, P.E. 19=1City Traffic Engineer .ig?e
».(See Page 3 for Distribution)
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Distribution:

R. W. Bruggeman, Director of Public Works
E. H. Denton, City Manager
Robert Finch, Deputy City Manager
Ralph Peck, Traffic Maintenance Supv.
Vorace DeArmond, Signal Supv.·
Robert Lakin, Dir. of Planning L--
Russell L. Brenner, Dir. of Administration
Dean Sellers, Acting City Engineer
Willard Stockwell, Chief Planners Advance Plans
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Staff: Noel Harney, Gerald Holman

Absent: Keith Anderson, Pote Ar:nstrong,Huber Beardmore, Fred Berry, L,A. Casado,
Fay ETI]rodge, Noel Estep, Skip Foley, Jim Foster: Don Gragg, Jim Groir, Tom Hartman,
Theo Hiebert, Wan·en Johnson, Dan K,1 by, Morris Krause, Ray Reed, Jr,, Howaid Redburn,
E. H, Rowley, Bernard Ruddick, Jim Smith, Phil Snodgrass, Marlon Stevens, Bill Stockwell,
Jim.Westbrooks, Tom Winters, Jerry Young

I. CALJ. TO ORDER. The meeting was called to order by Cheirman Dondlinger at 4: 00 p.m.

II. BUSINESS

· ·42*'.,12
b..

#b

0 0 /1.Gj
MINUTES OF THE STREETS, HIGHWAYS AND PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE

MEETING HELD ON TUESDAY, J LINE 24, 1980, 4: 00 P.M. IN THE CHAMBER OF COMMERCE

)ARD Of' DIRECTORS ROOM.

Present: James Biley, A. L, Clark, R. S. Delarneter, Thomas Dondlinger, Bruce Dyer,
Tim Haddad, Leon Jelinek, Carl Knop, Vince Moore, Dick Price, Tom Ritchie, Sharon Ryan,
Ron Varrow

A, Overview of June 10 Meeting - Chairman Dondling:r gave an overview of the meeting
hold on J uno 10 at which the Metropolitan Area Planning Dopertmet,t and Traffic Engineering ./

  Z lib

personnel discussed many options for improving traffic on East Kellogg. Additionally,
the City Commission cclion which was taken on June 17 was discussed. Chairman 1- 4

Dondlinger indicated that the decisjon on long-range improvements for East Ke}logg was eN·40>

er red to th: Grudy cal·rontly being conducted by the· East/West Treitic Flow Task Force. .S'

B. Discussion/Motion - After considerable discussion reg.arding the information provided
by tile City of Wichita, the following five-pert motion was made:

1. Planning for future streets and highways is of little value unless additional funding ,#I/*:2
is obtained. As such, it is recommended thar positive steps bo iaken loward developjng
additional funding al local, state and federal levels .

2. Immediate improvements on Ent Kellogg should· be to close the intersection at Bluff
and to synchronize traffic signals for east/west traffic flow as ille primary consider:tion .

3. The intermediate solution should be to channelize the intersection at Oliver, Edgemoor
and Woodlawn in a manner compatible with construction of urban interchanges at these
three intersections. Channelizatjoil would be for both east/west and north/south lraffic.

22#
§**ii

POiNt

4. The loog-range solution for improving traffic flow should be construction of urban
interchanges at Oliver, Edgemoor and Woodlawn.

5. The ultimate goal for Kellogg should bo a controlled access highway with grade
separations at critical intersections.

6 HI.

41"

inotion was seconded and unanimously approved.

ADTOURNMENT. There being no furdler buslness, the meeting was adjourned at 5: 45 p.m.

Res} ctfully submit!04,

./aold 4. 4611*AciA-,
Gerald II. Holman, Vice President

ME.
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THE CITY OF TVICHITA

OFFICE OF CITY MANAGER DATE June 24, 19
A_

TO Administrators Addressed fy'-
FROM Robert G. Finch, Deputy City Manager   , 03/-4.

&9,1 1/.1

SUBJECr East Kellogg Traffic Capacit

On June 17, 1980, the City Commission approved the City Manager's recommendtion
for immediate improvements on East Kellogg (see agenda for June 17, 1980) ; /
authorized the staff to develoo a v·chanism for obtaining right-of-way at the
intersections of N .ver, Edgemour dnd Woodlawn on an opportunity purchasej/basis;and referred the matter of intermediate and long-range improvements to tim East-
West Traffic Flow Task Force for consideration in the Task Force's over*I l
report to be returned in January 1981.

On June 20, 1980, the City Manager met with members of the East-West/fraffic
Flow Task Force to implement the directives of the City Commi ssion/

j
The following conclusions were reached at this deeting:
Immediate Actions to be Taken

1) Convert to Protected/Permissive (P/P) Si gnals at Oliver and Woodlawn in
early July 1980. 1

2) Remove left turns onto Kellogg at Oliver and+Woodlawn the first of
August 1980.

3) Install presence loops with delay det,dion at Bluff in early September 1980,
4) Hood left turn at "Shepler's inte,)4ction" at option of Traffic Engineer.

5) Graves is to ari·ange througgle or 3-M for a demonstration of a "blackbox synchronizer".

Right-of-Way Acquisition

Public Works Engineering (sj/llers) and MAPI (Funk) are to work together to
develop right-of-way for 07iver/Kellogg intersection based upon requirements for
a Flyover and an l!)·ban Inerchange.

-23 RECEIVED
JUN 2 5 19804 7/) MI O *Cr

V 46 METROPOLITAN PLANNING
ROUTE O
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Administrators Addressed

June-24, 1980

Page Two

East-West Traffic Flow Task Force (EWTF)

he EWTF Is to present a status report on 1 ts stuay to Ine Llry commission on
eptember 2, 1980, to obtain policy guidance.

lease be guided accordingly.

Robert G, Finch

Deputy City Manager

GF/pd
c: R, W. Bruggeman, Director of Public Works

Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning
Russell L. Brenner, Director of Administration
Dean Sellers, Acting City Engineer
Paul B. Graves, Traffic Engineer
Bill Stockwells Chief Planners Advance Plans
Paul Taylor, Assistant Traffic Engineer
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To Relieve *
G-tz-%0

Kellogg Clog
By JACK MeNEELY

Staff Writer

2 Stop-gap measuu . .0 relieve traffic congestion on Kellogg
between Bluff and Woodlawn were unanimously approved
Tuesday by the Wichita City Commission, and possible long-

' term solutions were set aside for more study.
The commission voted 4 to 0, with Mayor Bob Knight absent,

to endorse three steps recommended by City Manager Gene
Denton to increase the traffic·carrying capacity of Kellogg
without undertaking big construction ***projects. The three measures are:

23*EBIEE
Woodlawn. The idea is that banning

City Agrees
left turns would move north·south

=,..5, To Housing
on Kellogg more green·light time
*,ing each cycle of the traffic

** Compromise

-N*F«

Imiff.4
'372.2

9,?92:,1 4

04*

0 Changing the traffic lights on
Kellogg at Oliver, Edgemoor and
Woodlawn to let drivers turn left not
only when the signal shows a green
arrow, but also when the signal is a
811 green light.

0 Putting a delay on the light at
Bluff so that cars turning right onto
Kellogg from Bluff will not trip the
light and stop Kellogg traffic. Drivers

t who want to go through on Bluff or
i turn left from Bluff onto Kellogg will
! have to wait longer to-get a green

light.
Denton and Robert Lakin, director

of the Metropolitan Area Plannitg
Department, said the city's long·held
goal of a Kellogg Freeway from the

4 •Mern city limit to the western city
e limt does not appear to be obtainable

because of higher costs and dwindling
federal highway funds.

f Traffic Engbeer Paul Graves,
KY· however,said a freeway f•!11 is possi-
i ble W the federal government has
, funds and if it stays in the highway-
' building business.

A report discussing less·expensive
ways to move more traffic through
the Bluff-to-Woodlawn bottleneck was
referred to a staff task force thatis to

I study east-west traffic flowinthe city.
4 Thereport listed such alternativel -

building a fifth lane in the medli
strip, adding a lane to each slde 01

1 Kellogg and building relatively mnall

:37Z::Zer&#2 JiC

 Edgemoor and Woodlawn.The commission's vote raised the
possibility of the interchanges in the
future, because it authorized Denton
to develop a way to pay for right·el•
way that would be needed for inter-

j changes at the busier intersections.

By KAREN ZWINGELBERG
Staff Writer

After three weeks of squabbling,

EEZEE
a cutoff in federal funds that help
support several social programs.

On a 3-1 vote. with Commissioner
Connie Kennard oppo,ed and Mayor
Bob Knight absent, commissioners
approved amending the city's Hous
ing Assistance Plan to meet federal
requirements. It was the third time in
three weeks that commissioners have
voted on the plan.

The Housing Assistance Plan.
I which details how the city intends to

provide housing for low-income resi
I dents, is a prerequisite for receiving \

federal Community Development
1 Block Grant money. That money, dis-

tributed each July 1, holps support
i such programs as Meals on Wheels,
i Big Brothers-Big Sisters, urban re-
newal and senior citizens' centers.
Wichita is expecting $4.6 million m
CDBG money this year.

Officials in the Department of
Holzing and Urban Development re- ,
glonal office in Kansas City, Mo., had
Bald an unacceptable housing plan
'could be the basis for disapproval or

;uction" of the city'scI)BG alloca-
The city wants to scatter low-in-

come housing units, limiting them to .',4
no rnore than 20 percent of an apart-
ment project or to no more than one

single·famity unit per block. HUD originally wanted the right to build a
low·income holisig project if the city

(See Cmf, IC, Col. 2)
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Two Are Better Than One

A bus that pulls another carload of people
was tested in Wichita Tuesday by the com-
pany that plans to market it in early 1981.
Chance Manufacturing Co. Inc. says the
two-car bus can carry 55 passengers during

rushhour, and the towingearcancarry25 ad
other times. Chance says it expects to prov911
the twofar bus uses less fuel than would a
one-car bus carrying the same number of
passengers.

Federal Threats Apparently Calmed

City Agrees to Housing Compromise
* From Page 10
didn't meet its goals, but backed off
and said it would give "priority
consideration" to the city's plan.

HUD's compromise offer had been
rejected by city commissioners twice,
and nle,day, agreement wagn't
reached without sorne minor
fireworks.

'Tm wondering if after we com-
plete this action today. if (Commis·
sioner Garry Porter) shoutdo't go to
Washingtonand dh- withoicon·

gres,men and senators how opposed
we are to this blackmail," said Corn-
missioner Bob Brown.

Porter said HUD's compromise was
"like statistics. It depends on which
way you look at it." In past years, he
said, HUD's policies had been more
restrictive, and "looking at tile
country as a wlwle, 1 feel HUD has
macie an attempt to look at our
needs.

"1 don't believe they can uy. 'Do
whatever youwant to do.'They have
to limelome regulatio,U madmaybe

next year they'll go even further," he
said.

City Man@ger Gene Denton said
Tom Kilbride, area manager for the
HUD regional office, wa, forwarding
Wichita's application for CDBG
money. "but felt there would begome 1
reluctance on the part of his Superiors q
to accept it wieout the la¥,age'•
agreed to Tuesday.

Kitbride was out of town Tuesday.
and his deputy eould not bereached
tor corranert.

No doubt the INS is on solid legal ground in
cians.

so depriving the people of Sedani and in deny- Dr. Lim and th

Li ing entry into the United States t the doctor's a chance. He hat

34·.1 son.
aminations and i!

But the action is inconsistent. O'housands of he can pass the e

refugees have been admitted to American fy him for a per
shores on humanitarian groundp - as they time as he doesshould have been. But for themost nart thm, 3.11,4..... '. :-:
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City to Look 
= - At Cheaper

I.

= * Kellogg Plans1 .4 123
By JACK MeNEELY

Staff Writer

 The price of turning Kellogg into a freeway east of Bluff has 44*0

risen through the roof, so Wichita city commissioners Tuesday
' ' will look at cheaper ways to move more traffic on Kellogg. 400=

- City Manager Gene Denton said rebuilding Kellogg into a
141=.1

freeway east of Bluff, where the existing Kellogg Freeway
narrows from six lanes to four, would cost around half a billion
dollars. That kind of money isn't available anywhere, Denton
said, so the city must find cheaper ways lo handle Kellogg's
ever-increasing traffic.

As interim steps to increase the ca-
amil.

pacity of Kellogg to move traffic be- The Traffic Commission, the Mei-
tween Bluff and Woodlawn. Denton ropolitan Area Planning Commission MI-w!11 ask thK City Cothmission to: and staff planners disagreed during
• Prohibit left turns from Oliver meetings this spring on long-term so-

i-

and Woodlawn onto Kellogg. The idea lutions to Kellogg traffic congestion ··'-·'·=-
is that banning left turns would move between Bluff and Woodlawn.
north-south traffic through the inter- The Traffic Commission recom 1-1
sections more quickly. thus giving mended construction of a full-blown
east-west traffic on Kellogg more freeway as soon as possible, which •
green·light time during each cycle of · · Denton has said would be never.
the traffic lights. The plaiming commission recom

e Change the traffic lights on Kel- mended allowing parking on only one
logg at Oliver. Edgemoor and Wood- *ide of First and Second streets to put
lawn to anowleft turns not only when more east-west traffic on them, and
the lights show green arrow, but also studies to determine costs of adding

ttons. 0

- at the driver's risk - when the an additional half-lane on each side of
lights show solid green. Kellogg and costs of urban inter-

I Change the light at Bluff so that  changes at the primary intersec-
cars turning from Bluff onto Kellogg mili will have to wait longer to get a green A .......'.......f *..i.....• •--2/:-

42-
i.8.: · '.
....

.ov, 5,4.

a ul//u liuuy ul ./.'-Well "...

M light. Kellogg traffiEthus wouldn't be flow in Wichita is scheduled for com-
stopped when cars coming off Bluff pletion in January
make a right turn onto Kellogg.

Denton also will ask the commission

to endorse eventual construction of
··urban interchanges" at Oliver.
Edgemoor and Woodlawn. Urban in
terchanges could take the Kellogg

fog/etraffic over the north-south streets,

 eliminating the intersections that stop
Kellogg traffic every mile or so.

Such interehanges would take far
less right-of-way than conventional
interchanges. such as those at Kellogg
and Hillside and at Kellogg and 1-135
i the Canal Route I

+4 21:99»ti

L

00 -471--¢42*



44('(6).1.-Ill

lilli 1 City Conmission Meeting
t.4 1 June 17, 1980

Page 5

ITEM #5 Continued

6

7

In order to complete the transactions it is necessary that the Commission adopt an
ordinance which accepts and approves the resignation of Kansas State Bank and Trust
Company as Trustee and paying agent for the City and appoints and designates
Southwest National Bank to serve as successor Trustee and paying agent for the
bonds.

It is recomended that the Commission approve the ordinance.

ACTION: Place the ordinance on first reading.

NOTE: The following is scheduled from 1:00 p.m. to 1:30 p.m.

PARTICIPATION IN DEM(MSTRATION OF CHANCE MINIBUS WITH TRAILER.

The Commissioners have been invited by the Metropolitan Transit Authority to ride
on a minibus with trailer. The unit will be in service in Wichita in June-July
on a test basis. The bus will be at City Hall at 1:00 p.m. The Commissioners
will return at approximately 1:30 p.m.

ACTION: No action necessary.

NOTE: The following item is scheduled for 1:30 p.m.

REPORT ON THE STUDY OF ALTERNATIVES TO INCREASE CAPACITY ON EAST KELLOGG AVENUE.

It has been determined that present traffic volumes on Kellogg exceed the design
capacity at several locations, in particular at Oliver and at Woodlawn. Volumes
are at capacity at Bluff and Edgemoor. Since capacity has been reached and
increases in traffic volumes are expected, it is imperative that the traffic
carrying capacity of Kellogg be increased in order that future congestion levels
can be minimized.

The study which was conducted by the Planning Department with the assistance of a
Federal Highway Administration Trainee examines six (6) options:

43'.4

1) Do Nothing
2) Prohibit left turns at intersections

1% 3) Construct reversible lane in existing median
4) Add two lanes to existing facility
5) Thru-lane grade separations
6) Six-lane freeway

44<id

4*Wa

2*.fi

The Study was presented at a joint meeting (informal session) of the Planning
Co,mission and the Traffic Comnission. Each Comission then placed the item
on their respective agenda for formal consideration. Copies of the renorts along
with a summary of the recommendations have oeen provided the Commissioners.

Although there is no overall consensus recommendation, there appears to be general
agreement in the areas of short term improvements. Therefore, the City Manager
recommends: 0 4-0-44-•tua
1) Inmediate improvements be made to Kellogg to include:

elimination of left turns at any intersections where there are no left
turn bays or appropriate signalization;
protective-permissive left-turn signalization be added and the traffic
controller and detection system at Oliver, Edgemoor and Woodlawn be
improved;
installation of presence loops on Bluff with delay detection.

a

b
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43: City commission Meeting
li June 17,1980

ITEM #7 Continued

Page 6

-31
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2) The Commission determine that Kellogg be upgraded by using thru-lane grade
separations and staff be authori zed to develop a mechanism whereby property
for future right-of-way needs at the intersections of Oliver, Edgemoor and
Woodlawn may be purchased by the City on an opportunity purchase basis.

3) The reports and recommendations be referred to the East-West Traffic Flow
Task Force for development of intermediate and long-range improvement plans to
include consideration of plans for interconnected signals, grade separation
structures and widening and channelization of intersections.

Representatives of the Planning Department and TE2ffic-Eng#nee,4ng-Qi*ion will be
available to answer questions.

ACTION: Ar-lpprove the plans for immediate improvements; \
8%916

2) Authorize staff to develop a mechanism to
obtain right-of-way at the intersections of
Oliver, Edgemoor and Woodlawn on an opportunity
purchase basis;

3) Refer the matter to the East-West Traffic
, Flow Task Force for development of intermediale
i and long range improvement plans to be j

urned by January 1981, as part of -thelask

8. TRAFFIC COMMISSION MINUTES OF MAY 21, 1980.%

Proposed Realignment of Mclean Boulevard - Douglas to Seneca

The Traffic Commission recommends that the Commission look with favor upon the
realignment of Mclean Boulevard south of Douglas to a point west of Seneca with the
projected development along the Big Arkansas riverbank.

¢3 Interim Report on East Kellogg from Hillside to Armour

i This item will be considered in connection with the preceding East Kellogg study.

3 i
Request for the Installation of "No Parking Any Time" Regulations on the East Side
of Glendale from Kellogg South to the Eilerts Intersection

I %% 2 a

The Traffic Conmission reconmends that the request for "No Parking Any Time" be
denied. The Traffic Commission recommends instead that the alternate request that
parking be vacated (prohibited) along the property (self-service car wash) at
Kellogg and Glendale.

Traffic Signal Operation at Kellogg at Bonnie Brae/Mansfield

The Traffic Commission recommends that the original signal be reinstalled as soon
as possible and any studies made regarding the intersection be done after the

e. 0- .= signal is reinstalled.

ACTION: Approve and file the minutes and authorize
administrative staff to implement the
recommendations.

968

€1 Ardy.

filf:J#

(949¢:

112-42

r-

¥* br:

k 4. *

k-



-      f '2

Fef

0 0 4//9/00 
U-J 01 -dv j. J-»'-- O.-A_. 0- --14'Lo,crt... -*2LJ·

A 0 :1-1.©1

;47&9- -1»7'- -- 96 ...ou.2.4.-.-j· a£€p,-c.0,- 4 zt.*r:5 43j .
4.Al-u -                          .

F*@1949

.

p :'1.> .95.461
/946 - -due-u.7- /a,4*y9 0.-.. /2, E . a...04-,L...J f) 94

1.10) u.# 0-f }11«,-

/1-4 U.tu- 44*9 -co--£/ a.-z, co y,4.-,c.c-* 00///
1121£14 3 1h*.

i»M...
\4*63-- Z.U.<.,,A-2-y g *22247 400/ .,..2. 92-··L*/40-24,7 1%*

/ 42192·5<116 607 9,-€»24 .- 0-.c. 024„-4,-'. 1%4.

C 6 6 D 13«- 66.-u, b /1.GE, -1.b

3 9.55 GJ -  }61(,ey y
J- P.264.6 , 840', 0-4.1-u, CL,.ol-ta
141 oty-8(-te .B-& -11 2O6dd - Ew38?

,£1025* 34169; £:Le.-r-<-1=* t. d.5-- 0 1 .
// I

' .                                  7»C·€4 l/L,O/6 fl.uk.u_,-c- 5949«•·u k.,.L»U,- 4%0- ig (ch
·,·.*.i*9/ Aj )4.9'U,»4- ty . EL Bbc, 1„£.£.2:4 /*,,1/.

111 Mi . }3/AP
/9 lo 7 GL.u el =./1 U>«-LL<.. *i·/t-&£.<*-<--7 1

- 0"ct-: 0 /0*"I.£..4,44&)6':,4
¥>"C

..30

2514+1
223

J



99379

al WICHITA-SEDGWICK CONTY
REZI-ITIOPOLITAN ARiA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

0..1 6/13/80

/ E. B. Denton. City Manager

Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning
4%91

IuBBEC' GRADE SEPARATION STRUCTURES FOR KELLOGG AT OLIVER, WOODLAWN AND
EDGEMOOR

Attached is a Civil Engineering article forwarded to us by
Spence Delamater. The "flyovers" discussed in the article are
the type of structures we have envisioned for East Kellogg as
opposed to the high design type urban interchange planned for
Kellogg and West Street intersection. I have highlighted some
Of.the more important points in the article.

Hopefully, the "flyovers" described in the article could
ba constructed within the existing right-of-way thereby reducing
thi cost and the property acquisition and relocation problems.
So- right-of-way may still have to be acquired at Oliver in
particular.

My staff's position is, and I agree, that the City should
retain a consultant to conduct a preliminary design study to
determine the feasibility and cost of a "flyover" type structure
at Oliver. If it is feasible then we could program the project
and possibly have the project underway in 3-5 years.

Robert A. Lakin

Director of Planning
RAL:MLF:rh

Attachment

ce: Dean Sellers, Acting City Engineer
Paul Graves, Traffic Engineer

4·93'·.: ·

i

4%f,/4

k I 1.

gil

4.

t.551:

4*

L

1 ·• I 5 Ch6==L-==6..a-



1 *in. 3dv. plans cur. plans social
n galbrallh C]mitchell

Dwaller 21!unk [11011 13 lane

Diuhinks C] shen cl young [1 M [3 sansIng

O hanso¢ n losow r] m# 0 hart [1 johns
0 nelson. v 0 apodaca {-]shirkey c] covert [-3 miller

O lakia, e m curimin On,vbly [3 coppel E] patfick
O henderson[3 reed [3 dobson U beebe El watson

[] brothers [3 schafer U olivarez [3 syal I. krenning
O peters C] brown C! C] davis f rojas
C] craig [3 butler El luetters [ · whitlock

. 2 barnes 61 huggins [3! sharpe ) brown b.
[3 nagley C] harvey U garmon

E graphicsal lickleig/ i C] smith U carlson
[3 Dierce {3 lorinas r L.·' C]ciawtord D

0 staftord [3 cham¢ers //,7 O phelps

21 garland [-1 bech¢l {j,1' m jones
El pate Unmcfadflen O matlinez

[3 swanab,'
U crook

0 commer 4/08 nturn (3 signature
0 handle O library[] vinson

C O all stiff O inlormation
03 comment O Nles

J *nr'adv. plans cur. plans social
0 mitchell

mwalter
n lane

1 Dettbank . hin 0110" 1-] sansing

o hanion GO los,W mme,k O hart o johns

m nellon. v /b apodaca r] :hirke¥ 0 covert [Clmiller

-; O takin, J O curlmin r] Mewb¥ C] coppel C] patrick

i O hendersonn reed O *b:•11 Obeebe [] watson

Ilbrothers El schafer [3 olivalez [1 syal [3 kienning

C] Peters O brown odavts rd rojas i
I

£ craig O hutter Illuetters r ] whitlock

Lbarnes [3 huggins  0 sharpe 0 blown b.

graphicsOn:gle, 13 harvey O garmon

C lickleig iD smith u carlson

i pierce (] forinash 4 W .l, C} crawford [l
E] stafford Lochambers y , 17 0 phelps
2 garland 0 bechlel

m marlinez

m swander

O Ilhnt,[3 vinson

l.yintormition
o commit

L
- T.105

L

L



r

r

Lcto 1

L



*ft,%91'*aip--
4/WI

1 2.

0 moo
DELAMATER. P. E

411. 0 - A_ .+<.4'r-eff 'n « -tz

1--10ku b i, *441=AL- 01-L.j Lat-

4&01 - 9 *j A-7 2
1-ty*=rt sfa A G-, 4,cla 1.-1

9 r tit, .. i.9 t) VJ D/-+

b,/22,/*·- + 7,,61 66£% 19-
Dih . 6 1*7€¥Z- tolk * 7-2372¥HL e.„ /4/94%.i. /. I

5r,4 *.._ , J b.J i e-3 r
5 13 Zip l L

/7, 44 62_r»·454-3 /4 &924 4 6-

Le}Sfvu.J:n urluc/4 th>ll,+ Aup
0391 4 7« R AW#q -,·g-,V,1-
,76 39 7,- 60
C.· 4/ v g.

67*i,69#./...........................................,6/

.

-1

€/-///**I./B



r

0

The fly-over: How much gas could motorists stop travel. But non-stop travel in urban
save 11 they were able to avold red areas, despite the best intentions of urban
lights? Quite a blt. If you think freeway planners, seem3 always juit be-

it unclogs avoiding red lights In city
yand aur reach.

Intersections M next to
Wc have limited ounclveR to 53 mph to

0 urban traffic Impossible, maybe you haven't
conserve motor rucl, But every time we

heard about the fly-over, a low-
Bre stuck al a red light we aik ourselvi,

in a hurry
"If we're really trying to conserve fuel,

cost, pre-fab overpass that could why am I sitting here burning it up and
help a#eviate both our tramc and not even moving?" Worse s,ill, when the
our energy crunch. light turns green, we burn a lot mon ly

having to accelerate back up to cruismg
WILLIAM W. PLEASANTS, P.F., M. ASCE speed.
Engineering Consultant If non-st , travel Is worth spending
Bethel, Delaware hundreds of billions on for intercity traf-

fic, then Ao is the efTort to reduce the
YOU·RE DRIVING TO WORK. YOU are number of stips On //1 of our highways.slecpy, hungry, and late. Your caris cold, Major roads with unlimited acce„ makethe engine is rough, and the glass is up a fer greater percenlage of total high-fogged up. You come to an intersection, way miles than do our expensive super·and the light turns red. You wait...15 highways, yet we have permitted most ofseconds . ,. 30.,. 60. And you wish them to be obstrucied with traffic aignals
that your car had wings so yeu could just that waste fuel.Ily over the intersection and get to work The obvious answer 18 to clevate one
on time.

stream of cars over the others. Grade sep-
Well, some European cities have found

an answer, not with wings, but with
bridges called fly-overs. A low-}a" 14,-over gracefully 'pans an

Wc in the States have spent hundreds
Inte,section In CarACBS. Venezueto. It */ built
by the 8/92/n #m. Nobels-Peel,»8n. M 10 Int

of billions on interstates, expressway,R, venture #th an American manila/mer. fhe
toll roads, bridge. and (unnck to enable 84*ans a. now trymg ra maiket 4,·eva, b
our intercity highway users to enjoy non- the u S

L
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aration 18 the name wc use. but the stan.

dard designs imposed by the highway
, euablishment are s, expensive in terms or

dollars, time required. destruction of pri-
1 Vate property, and disruption of normal

traffic flow, that we build relatively few
of them.

ThI Europian illornallvi

The Europeans have bcen through in·
numerable shortages or molor fuel and
havc designed Cars that m far le= than
ours. What is not so well known is the

progress they have made in finding alter-

natives to tranic signals. They have found
by experience that lighter and more em-
clint cars are not the whole answer and
have developed a whole new technology
for building lightweight, low-cost, pre-
fabricated, structural steel grade separa-
lion structures that can be super-imposed

13

72

Painless birth of an urban bridge

Belgian engineering consultont Ar-
nold A. Bagon has designed 47-over
thal 13 attiactive and, appaiently,
ct,raper than anyone else's. Two have
been buttt in Brusse!3. and more are
planned. The flist of these. called
AB-1. 13 desertbed below. It was built

In !973 for only $18.58/PE using
mostly itandaidlzed pons-about

holf the cost qf Its neaiest compettio,
One reason lt's so economical ts prob-
ably th,substitution € a piecast con-
crete roadwoy for the more costly
epoxy-€oated steel girder deck used
by some competitors. Bagon wriles:

There are several basic require-
ments of a fly-over:
• First, work must in no way interfere
with the traffic flow. Therefore there

is a need for time-saving construction
that will span the tramc in a few
hours.

• Whenever one comes upon an un-
derground obstacle such as water
mains, gas ducts or electricity and
telephone cables, one must be able to

modify the location of the correspond-
ing column without affecting the
structure.

• If there ts an eventual need to add

one or two traffic lanes or more. this

improvement will have to be carried
out without holding up tramc on the
existing lanes. Or, if the city may
eventually wish to dismantle the
bridge and re-use it elsewhere, this

should be possible without great .ITort
or expense.

• The bridge must be orsturdy design
and require a minimum of mainte-

nance.

• It must be an agreeable sight, to
allow harmonious set-up on the alte
and avoid esthotic pollution. (It ihould
be remembered that an urban bridge
ia never con,idered a real plum but,
rather, a neccuity to be endured.)
• And the bridge must accomplish all

this at a reasonable price,
All these qualitic, arc, I believe,

combined in the AB bridge. AB.1,

completed in February 1975, was
created in approximately a week. it

has the qualities ofa permanent bridge
but may be dismantled in case or need.

It requires no unusual maintenance.
There are no joints on the bridge
itself; expansion joints are located on
entry and exit sides of the structure.
And its construction impeded the flow
of traffic hardly at alt.

When the decision to build such a

bridge is made, there are first prclimi·
nary operations. One must decide on
the lay-out of the bridge, reconnoiter
the foundation ground and possible
underground obstacles, distodge them,

and finally lay the foundation. These
operations generally take two or three
months.

Once the studie, and preliminary
work arc completed, all part, of the
bridge have to be brought to the site.

From that moment on, about eight
days are required for the crection of
the bridge. But that does not mean
eight days of traflic interruption. For
AB-1, traffic on the Iane to be passed
over was held up fern mere four hours
one night from midnight to 4:00

A.M.-the time required to place the
metal structure on the foundations.

After that, work went on quietly aloft,
without the glightent hindrance to the
tramc below.

The foundation la of a conventional
design. Foundation Ilabi are calt on
site (on piling*, if neces*ary). Col·
umns and cros:·beam, are pre-fabrl·
cated. The superstructure consi,tiof a
judictou, combination of atect and
concrete. Each tramc lane 18 aup·
ported by a group of two braced
beams. Longltudinally, the steel struc-
ture is continuous, and the different

metal sections are arranged in much a
way as to locate the joints at the point,
of lowest bending moment. Continuity
is obtained by means of steel cover-
plates with high-strength bolts.

Neoprene plates are provided be-
tween the precast concrete slabs and

the steel, with the speci6cation that
the thickness of the plates be greater
than the total of tolerances of the slabs

and the beams. The plates act as shock
absorbers. Furthermore, slabs are not
simply placed onto the beama, they are
strongly fastened. Generally, pre-fab
designs are characterized by a stack-
ing of pieces one upon the other with a
high amount of idle jointi. This ts par-
ticularly true for pre·fab bridge in
pre-stressed concrete. The AB bridge
breaks with this passive tradition.
Here, by contrast, the approach ii an
active one. The different beam m

tions are assembled in such a way al to

create a continuous girder. The eon-
crete siabs do not simply rest upon the

tj
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over an older, overloaded intersection.
After a few months of planning, design,
site preparation, and fabrication of the

, standardized componenm, they can con.
strict one of these fty·overs ina matter of
daysi

Our grade separation structures are

monuments to the demands of heavy·
weight, high-speed trucks thal must have
maximum weight, minimum grade, and
maximum clearance characteristi„, Eu.

ropcans, on the other hand, have come to
realize that if they can provide an cle-
vated tranic lanc just for the glut of cars,

the excluded trucks and busses can make
better time.

Often the building of overpasses 10
opposed by private businesses in the area,
but ny-overa meet with les, resistance
because they are built in the center of the
existing highway's right-or-way.

metal structure but are tightly fas-
tened to it.

Immediately after the placing of the
Blabs and the border elements, the
bituminous road surface Is applied and
the bridge 11 ready for service. AMI
hu been in service for more than 3'/.
years without the slightest cracking or
grazing being observed in the road
iurface.

Another important aspect of the A B
bridge is the very high degree of stan-
dardization, from the hot-rolled
beams to the reinforced concrete
slabs, which arc all identical and inter·
changeable, to the accessorici, botti,
washers, and clips, all of which are
likewise identical. One can roughly
say that, with good organization, time
elapsed between the decision to build

an urban fly-over and Its coming li,g, 21service may be reduced to three 104%
four monthi ¢ !:¢ 1. 484#
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With financial assistance from the Ger-

man Marshall Fund, I took a three-week

tour of England, France, and Germany to
study this new technology. Initially, ny-
overs were dismissed as temporary expe-
dients to handle trage in highly con-
gested areas during construction of super-
highways. One writer put them in the
same category as cranes and concrete

., gu·.V/'4A/o/
:4:444:

Intersections without tears

Here's an example of why fly-oven
are so effective at unclogging intersec-
tions. At a typical intersection with
two lanes of traffic in both directions,

a left turn proceeding from any turn
lane can potentially encounter 4 points
of connict, for a total of 1 6 potential

points of conflict in the intersection.
Those are only the points of conflict
caused by those vehicles making left
turns. But if two lanes of straight-
ahead traffic are elevated by a fly-over, the number of potential points of 
conflict is reduced to 8.

Ill 2I'l'

-,6,

elevaled

14444

C.F.E.M. presently produces components
at the rate of two spans a day in one of

their fabricating plants.
One of the most interesting develop·

ments in France is the ·'diversion tunnel"

constructed under and around the Arc dc

Triomphe in Paris. The site is the scene of

some of the most legendary traftic jam
in the world. Two lanes moving in the
same direction now divert 2200 per hour

/933

After a few months of planning,
design, site preparation, and
fabrication of the standardized
components, they can construct
one of theoe fly-overs in a
matter of days.

mixers-cquipment to serve the con-

struction phase. Tell that to the City of
Hannover, Germany, where a fly-over is

shown prominently on ihe omcial city
map'

The French Compagnie Francaise
d'Entreprises Metalliques, one of Eu-
rope's largest steel companies, has a
booming business in ily-overs. They build

the most fly-oven in the fastest time and
for the lowest cost of any European pro-
ducer. The firm's estimate of only

$48.75/W, compared to its British com-
petitor's $70/fe and the Germans' $ 106/
W, reffects C.F.E.M.'s greater volume,

Fig. 1. At lhe enuance
10}London's Chiswlck

fly-over. the cai just

under the sign has
just made a decision

fo move m me /49/W
and use the Ry·owal

Instead ofs/aying at
ground level and

go/ng through me

leamc cilcle (Note

that 'tame In arltain

mom mihe jaff.)

74 Civil inglnmin,

'lliallic at

#dle.1 It'*1*1.1

degree of standardization, and degree of
pre-fabrication. And they are able M con-
struct their "Autopont" bridge at the

breakneck speed of 12 spans in a single
shift. Jacques Compagnion, who is large-
ly responsible for developing C.F.E.M.'s
fly-over business, says the firm has built

190 of these structures in France, Egypt,
Yugoslavia, Germany, Algeria, Venezue-
la, Argentina, and Saudi Arabia.

e
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0 0
f of straight-ahead trame through the tun-
. nci which would otherwise needlessly

congest the trallic circle. Although it
• 3 . does not use a Ily-over, it is an outstand-

' . ing example of the kind of solution typi-
easily provided by a ny-over, namely cre

. T ating one or two lanes o!' trallic over[low
relief.

An Engli,h example

- According to G. D. Cochranc, "prefab
ricated fly-ovcrs in England have received

, the unfortunate title of temporary struc-
; tures." This is, he says, thoroughly mis-

#i·:94 , leading. Cochrane is chief designer for
2%,Ni Braithwaile & Co. Structural Ltd., which
£ '54 markets a Ily.over system called the "IIi-

1 way". Its system is designed fur a lifu of
120 years, to the latest codes of practice
relating to permanent bridgework. If the

799%391/.2,4 possible to tai¢ advantage of the slightly
lighter loading standards of the American
Association of State Highway and Trans-
portation Oilicials (AASHTO).

One of the most spectacular applica-
tions of Ily-over technology is a structure
built over the Hogarth roundabout (traf-
fic circle) at Chiswick in the borough of
Hounslow, London (Figs. 1 and 2), The
ingenious design consists of two graceful
horizontal curves, one about 30 degrees
to the left and another about 90 degrees
to the right, which are designed to pick
up the cross-tralfic and redirect it onto
the highway into London.

The British have compiled some im.
pressive energy statistles on the use of
fly·overs. A study recently completed in
Glasgow, Scotland on the cowly clrects of
stop-und-go driving shows that, by elimi-
nating stops and increasing nvcrogc speed
from 18 to 50 mph, a 9% saving in motor

Our itandard designs for grade
*eparations require 80 much
•pace that they are out ol the
qU•,tion when bullnes,
dov•lopmonl h•, IN,fockit,d
the prial of land.

fuel consumption wa accomplished.
In the U.S, we know that EPA ratings

on new cars show a 40% greater rate of
fuel consumption for city, or stop·and·go
driving. Thc Highway Users Federation
for Safety and Mobility, a national trudie
association whose members are users of
highways who prom from the movement
of goods and people (Including vehicle
and tire manufacturers), has conducted
research showing that stop·und·go driv·
ing in highly congested tranic can reduce
a car's fuel consumption by u much us
100%,

nents

inc of

vclop-
innei .

#re dc

Incof

3 jams . r
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Er hour
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Cars only?

Should ny-overs be strong enough to
handle the heaviest truck, or should the
cost be reduced by making them strong
enough for cars only? The Ily-over at
Chiswick, England, has a sign over the
entrance that reads, "Limit 3 Tons." In
practice, however, trucks of larger size
use it, and there is no effort made to
enforce the three-ton limit. Local author-
ities apparently reason that the load for
which the bridge is designed is created by
a trallic jam of cars bumper to bumper
and that an infrequent heavy truck would
not exceed this figure. The chances of
heavy trucks lining up bumper to bumper
arc minimal.

Another aspect of "cars versus trucks"
is the matter of ramp slope. In Europe,
they seem to have settled on a range or
6% to 8%, which is 3 to 5% over the slope
that heavy trucks prefer and which U. S.
road builders cater to. Ramp slope i, a
major factor in determining overall
length, and therefore overall cost. On the
other hand,the Europeans don't go to the
other extreme of 1 2%, used in some park·
ing garages. The 6 to 8% range represents
a middle course and is based primarily on
Europe's experience with maintenance of
pavement on steeper •lopa.

Thi quick 111

Our urban planners cannot dictate
where businesses such as restaurants, ho-
tels or shops will locate, no matter how
much trumc they may wind up gener·
uting. What wc need-and what Europe
has developed-is a solution that can be
applied when trallic problems become
serious. Our standard designs for grade
separations require so much space that
they are out of the question when busi-
ness development has skyrocketed the
price of land. The European fly-over can
be easily applied to our older, overloaded
intersections-after they have become
overloaded, and without wiping out the
prosperous businesses that attracted the

Oicat West Road A-1 , Fig. 2 Rather than
slop the heavy
flow of liallic

headed from

London to

Heallwow Ai,port
«aft). Ihe Ny.over

permits righ'-lurn
liftic «he

equ.alenl ot our
le,1-:uin traffic) to
merge smoolhly
into eastbound

tramc Dight}.

trallic.

Thc State of Delaware is overrun with
out-of-state traffic, both truckers and va-
cationers, who choke local intersections
that weren't designed to accommodate
them; the problem is especially critical in
Dover. Now a co-operative elrort is un-
derway with FHwA, US-DOT, the Dela-
war¢ Division of Highways, and the Dcla-
ware Society of Professional Engineers to
seek funds from the State legislature to
make a feasibility study of possible appli-
cation of fly-overs to one of several criti-
cal intersections in the State. Governor
DuPont and Senator Roth are supportive
of this efrort.

To get moving here in the U.S. we will
have to modify current design policies of
the FHwA that do not permit use ofthese
structures. We could invite a European
company to construct a demonstration
unit in the U.S. so that we may better
evaluate fly-evers under actual domestic
tranic conditions. At least one European
manufacturer, the Belgian firm Nobell-
Kline, Ltd., has set up shop in this coun-
try to sce if they can't sell us fly-oven
(their ofrces arc in Columbia, S.C.). If
State highway departments could pur-
chase ny-oven from manufacturen with-
out a lot of federal red tape. we could
have a cost-effective attornative to ener-
gy·wateful traffic lignals. 0

Bill Pliasms has had o loniond mited cane, ma
m.aural intinler. As consir•clion manager for
RCA. he wal In choir of co-truction of th, large
unlenna: for the 841'uk MIami Ed,ly Warning
S.'m in England and th• Al.Ile. Hi ihin blcomi
chiff in:ineir of thi National Radio Auronomy
Ob:inatory. where h, was Involved IM delf and
constructionof lar:•rodto i.liseopis. /1 sh,ji,tdof

highway design Ind cong.u.
ilon. he wa: Oilbb.an Aria

Mal•a:•i for T.A.M.S. Pie.-
ent: heidi thre¢ U-S. and two
8,1,/sh pment: for Fad. zip#
rallon Imt•i••· Hi l: ewi

Mlychal,monof'heenerty
rommme, of ihe Delaware
Society of Profe•:ionat En:1·
'leen
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MINUTES 6F THE STREETS, HIGHWAYS AND PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE
MEETING HELD ON TUESDAY, JUNE 10, 1980, 4:00 P.M. IN THE CHAMBER OF COMMERCE
BOARD OF DIRECTORS ROOM

Present: Kelth Anderson, L. A. Casado, Tom Hartman, Leon Jelinek, Warren Johnson,

Dan Kilby, Carl Knop, Dick Price, Howard Redburn, Bernard Ruddick, Jerry

Young, Fred Berry, Tom Dondlinger, Heber Beardmore, Sharon Ryan, Tom

Ritchie, Ray Reed

Guests: Vince Moore, Monroe Funk, Paul Graves, Bill Stockwell 12%8=

Staff: Gerald Holman, Noel Harney 120=

Absent: R. D. Delameter, Noel Estep, Tim Haddad, Theo Hiebert, Bruce Dyer, Pete
Armstrong, James Briley,A. L. Clark, Fay Eldredge, Skip Foley, E. H. Rowley,

Marion Stevens, Phil Snodgrass, Jim Westbrooks

I. CALL TO ORDER. The meeting was called to order by Chairman Dondlinger at 4: 00 p.m.

II. BUSINESS. Chairman Dondlinger indicated that the Metropolitan Area Planning Department
and the Traffic Engineering Department have both prepared recommendations to improve traffic
on east Kellogg. Their recommendations have been presented at joint meetings with the Traffic
Commission and Metropolitan Area Planning Commission. Both the Traffic Commission and the
Metropolitan Area Planning Commission have made recommendations which will be reviewed

with the City Commission on Tuesday, June 17. The meeting with the City Commission will be
only a status report.

A. Metropolitan Area Planning Department Alternatives - Monroe Funk of the City of Wichita
briefly discussed six alternatives which MAPD has developed. These alternatives are:

1. Option 1 - Do nothing
2. Option 2 - Prohibit left turns at intersections
3. Option 3 - Construct reversible lane in existing median
4. Option 4 - Add two lanes to existing facility
5. Option 5 - Construct thru-lane grade separations at Oliver, Edgemoor and Woodlawn
6. Option 6 - Six lane freeway

Mr. Funk briefly provided the pros and cons of each alternative. Attached to these minutes
is information summarizing these six alternatives as well as the expected capacity increase
over existing conditions.

Mr. Funk stated that the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission recommended that
Option 2, prohibiting left turns, could be implemented immediately and that Option 5
should be adopted as the long -range freeway solution. The Planning Commission also
requested that an investigation be made into Option 4, which is adding two additional lanes.

im

34.-

i ne Flanning Dommission, as well.ct: Lne rian,ling ./pal wileill, utileveb Llial a lull ireeway

status ls desirable for the city of Wichita, although it is not a realistic alternative, due to the
lack of funding for such a project.
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Minutes - Streets, Highways and Public Transportation Committee
June 10, 1980 - Page 2

The Planning Department also recommends that a detailed study could be conducted at one
of the major intersections, such as Oliver, in order to better understand the different options
which are available when considering costs as well as public concerns. The Planning
Department also believes that if Option 5 is selected the grade separation should be constructed
so as to not preclude full freeway status at some future date.

B. Traffic Engineering Alternatives - Paul Graves briefly summarized the alternatives which
his department had analyzed. He indicated that a detailed traffic study was conducted in the
area between Bluff and Woodlawn in order to better understand the current traffic flows. He

stated that at present 55 percent of the traffic in peak morning hours is toward the downtown
area and likewise 55 percent of the traffic during the peak evening hours is away trom the
downtown area. This being the case, he felt that a reversible median lane (Option 3 of the
Planning Department) is not a viable alternative.

Mr. Graves had three basic solutions to improving traffic flow as follows:

1. Immediate solutions - basically install protective/permissive left turn signalization
on Kellogg as well as gap-reducing control

2. Intermediate solutions - basically channelize north-south bound traffic on Oliver,
Edgemoor and Woodlawn in order to provide better traffic
capacity north and south bound, therefore utilizing the
savings for east-west traffic flow

3. Long-range solutions - Full freeway construction with urban interchanges at Oliver,
Edgemoor and Woodlawn

Summary information regarding the Traffic Engineering recommendations is attached to the
minutes.

 Mr. Graves indicated that the Planning Commission recommendation was to accept theimmediate changes identified above with the long-range objective of Kellogg becoming a
full freeway at the earliest possible date.

III. NEXT MEETING. Following discussion of the alternatives reviewed by both Metropolitan
Area Planning Department and the Traffic Engineering Department, it was decided that
committee members should review the attached information in detail, thoroughly considering
all options and that another meeting would be held at which time a Chamber recommendation
could be made . The next meeting was scheduled for Tuesday, June 24, 1980, at 4: 00 p.m. in
the Chamber of Commerce Board of Directors Room.

IV. ADJOURNMENT. There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 5: 30 p.m.

R ectfully submitted, PEIVED.2,294 91 //ys. qi.-ar.4.-
Gerald H. Holman, Vice President

JUN 1 3 1980Research & Resource Development

METROPOLITAN PLANNING
ROUTE O -

f--'
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RECOMMENDED IMPROVEMENTS AT KEY INTERSECTIONS 4 -/O -6

RecoMMENDATIoNS PRoM TRAFFic ENGINEER,WG

. Location

Kellogg and Bluff

Kellogg and Oliver

0

Immediate

Solutions

Ins tall presence loops
with delay detection.

Add protective/permissive
left turn signalization on

Kellogg· -590 :Ald€EASE
FoR. ec T M

Install gap-reducing
controller.

Inter mediate

Sobilions

Clostng of Kellogg medial
opening and removing the
traffic signal.

Interconnection of traffic

signi.ls on Kellogg at Oliver,
Edgemoor and Woodlawn.

tc-90.- 259, WrKetk)83
Add left turn bays on Oliver.

Add selected right turn bays.

Long Range
Solutions

Conversion to freeway.

Construct an urban inter-

change and upgrade Kellogg
to freeway standards.

Kellogg and Edgemoor Add protective/permissive Interconnection of traffic

left turns on all four signals on Kellogg at Oliver,
approaches. Edgemoor and Woodlawn.

Construct an urban inter-

change and upg rade Kellogg
to freeway standards.

VF&/aut .....11. LU.1.1-

ler and detection system.

Kellogg and Lexington Adjust school boundaries and Not Applicable Construct a pedestrian over-
elirninatethe pedestrian pass over Kellogg at the time
signal. Kellogg becomes a freeway.

19

Kellogg and Woodlawn Add protective/permissive Interconnection of traffic Construct an urban inter-

left turn signalization on signals on Kellogg at Oliver, change and upgrade Kellogg
Kellogg for left turn bay. Edgemoor and Woodlawn. to freeway s tandards.

Upgrade traffic controller Add ·eft turn bays on
and detection system.

Add ;elected right turn bays.

Modify Kellogg frontage road

to eliminate conflict points.

"·¥90' 2. i.9 - i ··4
4 r . '.;  r a <: 22,0

, 4. . 1.1

1

L



r

FROM 7RAFFK- EQJG;defER/A/G R 027- 6-4 0-80

Kellogg and Woodlawn

The peak turning movement counts for Kellogg and Woodlawn

during the Ati and PM peak are revealed in Figure (5). Again,

the heaviest volume occurs on Kellogg with 1125 westbound

vehicles in the morning. The heaviest volume in the evening

occurs eastbound with 1355 vehicles approaching this intersection

from the west. The heaviest left turn occurs during the PM

peak with 377 vehicles southbound on Woodlawn wishing to turn

east on Kellogg. During the PM peak another heavy left turn

occurs on Kellogg westbound to go south on Woodlawn where 183

vehicles were counted.

·The capacity analysis of the intersection of Kellogg and

Woodlawn indicates this intersection is operating at level of

service when compared by the critical move.mht analysis.

When comparing a level of service based upon the delays that

occur at this intersection, this interesection is operating at

level of service "D" and "E".

RECOMMENDE.l IONS I·.b. t '·<339.

As an ul timate goal to move east-west traffic through the ci ty of

Wichita, we would recommend that all steps toward upgrading Kellogg

to freeway status be strongly supported. The need to have Kellogg

as a freeway from the east city limits to the west city limits can

be easily justified when one looks at the volumes presently traveling
....$0

«*4 9144
.*8014 . - -
·*rk*¢41

ff'i·*Alfi'

3
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TRAnIC VOLUME SUMRY
1*

4 L DATE March 5,1980
TOTAL

3
505

STREET

79 '304122 368
TIME.7;30 - 8:30 AM

Kellogg

50

1,222 ' 085

, 2,199  2,176j
TOTAL

55

977 874

48 +7

442
158263 53-

1364TOTAL

476
A

8 1 TOTAL

849

517
STREET

79@931377
4·li

TOTAL|
65 | |

r 1,108 · 923171 F
4 1183 1

TOTAL

DATE March 4, 1980
10*

1194
1355-

TIME 4:30 ·· 5:30 PM

4

·34
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L2

STREET
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on Kellogg and tlack of an east-west freeway r-Yugh Wichita.
Since the freeway cannot become a reality in the near future, we

are recommending three levels of improvement for each of the intersections

which will be immediate solutions, intermediate solutions and long

range solutions. The following is an intersection-by-intersection
recommendation.

Kellogg and Bluff

This intersetion is Fresently operating at level of service

C" with average stop delays of 5 to 12 seconds. Improvements

recommended for this intersection would fall into the 2011.wing:

Immediate Solutions

o Immediate solutions would envision installing preseer '

loops on Bluff with delay detection. This would

permit the E-e.n signal indication to i:amai„ 00

Kellogg for a greater amount of time and allow right 

turning vehicles from Bluff to enter the Kellogg

strebm of traffic where gaps are available without

cycring the traffic signal.

Intermediate Solution

o The intermediate solution would el:vision ··losing Of

the Kellogg wedi.al R.t Bluff and amoval. ..f the

traffic signal, i·tith ·cl,r- possf.'·ie iddi::Lon if a

Dede.ziti l:in sigv,l near th. jilt.resect Lon ·,f ·'.·1 togg
and 9'.IC ,

4.19
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Long Ele Solution 0

o Conversion to freeway segment on Kellogg thereby

closing direct access to Kellogg from the side
streets.

Kellogg and Oliver

This intersection is presently operating at level of service
4ftswith peak hour delays during the PM running approximately

f
65 seconds. Improvement ior this intersection fall into the
following categories:

mRE?'t

Immediate Solutions

o Add protective penni.ssive left turn signalization on
Kellogg for left turn bays·

o Improve traffic conroller and detection system

through the use of a gap-reducing controller.

At.2,19,

€9)*

*bakiti:

Intermediate Solutions

o Study the possibility of interconnecting traffic

signals on Kellogg at Oliver, Edgemoor and Woodlawn.

o Add left turn bays on Oliver to accommodate heavy
,/ left turn volumes.

o Add selectivu right turn bays.

Long Range Solution

o Construct ar, u.kan inte,rhange and upgrade Kellogg
ro freeway stancticds.

20

L :.



Kellogg and EdgZk 0
This intersection is presently operating at level of service "C"

-f?PR.
with PM average delays running less than 30 seconds.

Immediate Solutions

o Add protective permissive left turns on all four approaches.

o Upgrade traffic controller and detection system.

Intermediate Solutions

o Study the possibility of interconnecting traffic signals

on Kellogg at Woodlawn, Oliver and Edgemoor.

Long Range Solution

o Construct urban interchange and upgrade Kellogg to freeway

standards.

Kellogg and Lexington

This school pedestrian signal is presently causing some minor

congestion and del:y to Kellogg traffic during its 20 mile per hour

flashing operation when students are going to and from Fabrique

Elementary School. The solution to this problem lies either in the

immediate category or the distant future.

Immediate Solution

o Adjust school boundaries so that the elementary boundaries

divide on Kellogg, eliminating the need for the school

pedestrian signal.

-21-
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the use of a gap

o Study the

turn volubes.

wi th this

Long Range Solution

o Construct urban

standards.

0
strian overpass over Kellogg, at the time

a freeway.

ntly operating at level of service "E",

occurring during the peak hours.

ermissive left turn signalization on

turn bays.

controller and detection system through

-reducing controller.

fv* i
A

Llity of interconnecting traffic signals

Oliver and Edgemoor.

on Woodlawn to accommodate heavy left

f lt,1 dE
turn bays.

to Kellogg frontage road on the
t Wt . I ,]34'y

· 114, 1€4.A
to reduce conflict points associated

40-UNKe
zction being so close to the Kellogg and 44*44

interchange and upgrade Kellogg to freeway

-22-

./ #fr

4-=a€aa

/.812·42nr +24

Long Range 9'tt ion

o Construct a ped

Kellogg becomes

Kellogg and Woodlawn

This intersection is

with delays up to one minute

Immediate Solutions

o Add protective

Kellogg for left

o Improve traffic

Intermediate Solutions

on Kellogg at Woodlawn,

o Add lef t turn bays

o Add selected right

o Consider modifications

south side of Kellogg

Woodlawn :intersection

4/gu ifet¢,5128% Ve},

I :'lk» 446·
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51/0.
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RECOMMENDED IMPROVEMENTS AT KEY INTERSECTIONS

Immediate Interrnediate Long Rang e

Location Solutions Solutions Solutions

Kellogg and Bluff Install presence loops

with delay detection.

Clos.ng of Kellogg medial

open.ng and removing the
traffic signal.

Conversion to freeway,

Kellogg and Oliver Add protective/permissive Interconnection of traffic Construct an urban inter- i

left turn signalization on sign;.18 on Kellogg at Oliver, change and upgrade Kellogg

Kellogg. Edgemoor and Woodlawn. to freeway standards.

Install gap-reducing Add left turn bays on Oliver.
controller.

Add *selected right turn bays. 1

C

e- .0

Kellogg and Edgemoor Add protective/permisslve Interconnection of traffic
left turns on all four slgn: ls on Kellogg at Oliver,

approaches, Edgemoor and Woodlawn.

Construct an urban inter-

change and upgrade Kellogg

to freeway standards.

Upgrade traffic control-

ler and detection system.

Kellogg and Lexington Adjust school boundaries and Not Applicable Construct a pedestrian over- ME©
ellmlnate the pedestrian pass over Kellogg at the time ./
signal, Kellogg becomes a freeway. ( .2.;**4

Kellogg and Woodlawn Add protective/permissive . Interconnection of traffic Construct an urban inter-

left turn signalization on signals on Kellogg at Oliver, change and upgrade Kellogg
IN.IM#

Kellogg for left turn bay. Edgemoor and Woodlawn. to freeway standards.

Upgrade traffic controller Add .eft turn bays on -.I

and detection system, Womtlawn. '**4?0

Add ;elected right turn bays. 1.
Modify Kellogg frontage road - *29.

to eliminate conflict points. jef
-'.-le}.4

;'refour·a a bid Tvofi.< 6 -v·.gi U/jo )78

»42·*04.*44«-46*ytq......·· 0-?.T ·Afl.·,/ :01
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to

Increase Capacity
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Summary

At the present time Kellogg Avenue east of Roosevelt serves over 37,000

vehicles each day. This is an increase of almost 50 percent since 1970. It

is expected that traffic volumes will continue to increase as population

and economic adcivity continue to grow not only in the Kellogg Corridor

but in the mecropolitan area.

Present traffic volumes on Kellogg exceed the design capacity at

several locations, in particular at Oliver and at Woodlawn. Volumes are

at capacity at Bluff and Edgemoor.

Since capacity has been reached and increases in traffic volumes are

expected, it becomes imperative that-the traffic carrying capacity of Kellogg

be increased so that future congestion levels can be minimized.

This study examines six (6) optional actions that could lead to capacity

increasds for Kellogg. The options range from "Do Nothing" to constructing .

a six lane urban freeway. The cost range is from several thousand dollars

to over $20 million. The six options, their characteristics, cost and 3/4

effectiveness can be summarized as follows:

Option One - Dp ,Nothing - Leave system as it is ; no cost involved;

no increase in capacity or level of service.

Option Two - Prohibit Left Turns at Intersections - either during the

morning and evening peak or at all times. The option presents opera-

tional and enforcement problems. The solution is low cost and

could be implemented immediately.

Option Three - Construct Reversible Lane in Existing Median - This

solution could be constructed within the existing right-of-way. The

solution is relatively costly, $1.5 million, but would provide a

-i-
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ease in capacitv over exis tins: cond:

&

75 percent incr Ltions.

The option could present operational, safety, and enforcement &
problems.

Option Four - Add Two Lanes to Existing Facility - The solution will

require the acquisition of some right-of-way which will be costly.

Several homes and businesses would be acquired. The increase in

5- capacity ranges from 30 to 133 percent depending on lane configuration

alid usage. The cost would range from $1.6 million to Sl.9 million.

Option Five - Thru-Lane Grade Separations - A costly solution, approxi-2. 'I

mately $15 million, that provides a long range solution to the capacity

problems on Kellogg. The increase in capacity is estimated at 200

percent over existing conditions. Option has merit in that it can

be staged as funds become available.

Option Six - Six Lane Freeway - Very costly, over $26 million solution.

Signif icant social, economic and environmental impacts to the community

in the Kellogg corridor. The solution would provide long term solution,

increasing capacity by 400 percent.

Ty
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"Do Norhing"

Eliminate Left Turns

Reversible Median Lane

Add two Thru Lanes

(6-lane arterial)

Six-Lanes--No Left Turns

Six-Lanes·-·-No Left rurns

Two Lanes Reversible

Expressway with Grade

Separations (4 lane)

0*44'191

Six -1.ane Urball Freeway

Notes: (1) Capacity at :

(2) In one direction
would have a cao

(3) The percent inc
intersedtion to
and intersectio

:41&93&3

F

0
able 5 EFFECT OF OPTIONS ON

ERSECTION APPROACH CAPACITIES
(1)

(2)
Approach Capacity Percent Increase

(3)

(Vehicles per hour) over Base Condition

900 Base Condition

1,C50 +17

2) 1,575 +75

1,350 +50

1,575 +75

2,100 I·133

2,700 1·200

4,500 :·400

3

.evel of Service "C';

at a time. Approach in opposite direction
*acity of 1,050 vph.

rease over the base condition will vary from
intersection due to different signal timing

n lay-out.

Na,Re,Fl#'ID,-·38'yjn  '

IN
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Cr9t Comparison of Options

Approach Capacity Estimated Cost per
Capacity Increase . Cost of 1,000 Units
(Table. 5 over Base

(1)
Option of Relative

pption page 91 Condition (2)
hi .(.$000's) Increase Cost

1 - Do Nothing 900 Basic Cond. 0 N.A. N.A.

2 ; Eliminate Left Turns 1,050 150 4 27 1

3 - Reversible Median Lane 1,575 675 1,500 2,200 82

4a - Add Two Thru Lanes 1,350 450 1,600 3,600 133

4b - Six Lanes - No Left 1,575 675 1,200 1,800 68
Turns

4c - Six Lanes - No Left 2,100 1,200 1,550 1,300 48
Turns - Two Lanes

Reversible

5 - Expressway with 2,700 1,800 16,000 8,900 330
Grade Separations

6 - Six Lane Urban 4,500 3,600 26.000 7,200 267
Freeway

(1) Approach Capacity Increase

(2) $1,000 per 1,000 units

of added approach capacity

L
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TABLE 4 SIGNAL TIMING 0

SIGNAL MAX CYCLES (SECONDS) CYCLE

LOCATION MOVEMENT* GREEN YELLOW TIME GREEN YELLOW

BLUFF EB & WB (THRU) 58 5 60.1 5.2

NB (ALL) 16 3 16.6 3.1

SB (ALL) 11 3.5 11.4 3.6

85 11.5 - 96.5 88.1 11.9

OLIVER EB & WB (LEFT) 29 3 15.0 1.6

EB & WB (THRU) 75 4 38.8 2.1

NB (ALL) 41 3.2 21.2 1.6

SB (ALL) 35 3.2 18.1 1.6

180 13.4 = 193.4 93.1 6.9

EDGE:OOR EB & WB (LEFT) 31 3 16.9 1.6

EB & WB (THRU) 70 4 33.0 2.2

NB & SB (LEFT) 32 3 17.4 1.6

NB & SB (THRU) 37 4 20.1 2.2

170 14 184.0 92.4 7.6

WOODLAWN EB & WB (LEFT) 32 3 16.0 1.6

EB & WB (THRU) 67 4 35.1 2.1
NB (ALL) 35 3.8 18.3 2.0

SB (ALL) 42 4 22.0 2.1

176 14.8 - 190.8 92.2 7.8

'er

Source: Traffic Engineering Division

*All movements are traffic actuated. All percentages are based on maximum green time
available for 2ach movement.

..7-
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T< 3 1 Average Daily Traf fic vol/hs

Location Average Daily Traffic

Kellogg Avenud

West of Bluff 37,046

East-of Bluff 34,176

West of Oliver 27,731

East of Oliver 27,196

Wes- of Edgemoor 27,017

Ease of Edgemoor 26,000

West of Woodlawn 23,431

East of Woodlawn 26,727

Bluff

North· of Kellogg 2,199

Sout'h of Kellogg 3;747

Oliver

North of Kellogg 17,917

South of Kellogg , 17,503

Edgemoor

North of Kellogg 9,080

South of Kellogg 9,077

Woodlawn

>94

922:0

North of Kellogg l/,136 03

So,ith u f Kellogg 12,765

Source: _1978 Wichita Traffic Volume Flow Map.
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK C)*UNTY enor· 4 0 6 150 ,/h DATE 6/9/80

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNINGDEPARTMENT

Board of City Commissioners
TO through E. H. Denton, City Manager

FROM Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

SUBJECT MAPC RECOMMENDATIONS FOR EAST KELLOGG IMPROVEMENT

The City Manager has requested that the Planning Department review
the traffic situation on East Kellogg and develop alternative solutions.
Last winter the Planning Department had on its staff on loan a Federal
Highway Administration Trainee, a graduate engineer, Jim Bednar. Mr.
Bednar, supervised by Planning Department staffs provided the added

personnel and talent necessary to undertake an East Kellogg Study.

The instruction to staff was that all alternatives were to be
examined and their effectiveness assessed. The attached report,

Attachment A, is the result of that study. Page i and ii present

a summary of the study findings. Attachment B presents a cost

comparison of the various options.

While there is a need for a six-lane freeway, an extension of
the existing facility, the Planning Department Staff is of the opinion
that an urban freeway i a not realistic now or in the foreseeable
future. Funds at the federal and state levels are not now available

nor does it appear they will become available. Secondly, the social,

economic and environmental impact would be signif icant.

In view of this conclusion the Planning Staff recommended
the following:

1. That nothing be done to the Bluff-Kellogg intersection
at this time.

2. That a grade separation structure (urban interchange)

be programmed for the Kellogg-Oliver intersection
within the next five (5) years. When the Oliver
project is complete that the median be closed and
the signals removed at Bluff.

3. That Woodlawn be reconstructed to provide for
uie.:left turn bays as proposed by Traffic Engineering. 74

4. No action be taken at Edgemoor until traffic
conditions are reduced to Level of Service
"D" or "E".

5. As a long ratige solution for East Kellogg that
urban interchanges (as proposed at Oliver above)
be scheduled for Wood.Lawn and Edgemoor as funding
becomes available,

14.--3·*«. fc.·r..,ifu·.1*94:,.·: 2-- - -
;¥



..1.1.1,0-...fl"rete,

Board of City Commissioners -2- June 9, 1980

through E. H. Denton, City Manager

The Study was presented at a joint meeting (informal session)
of the Planning Commission and Traffic Commission on Friday, May 16,
1980. Each commission placed the item on their formal agendas the
following week.

The Planning Commission considered the matter on May 24, 1980.
The Commission recommended that:

a) as an interim solution, prohibit left turns during
peak hours.iat Oliver and Woodlawn.

b) the short term solutions as recommendid by Traffic 3
Engineering staff be implemented. In general these *
improvements include:

1. Add permissive left turn signalization.
2. Upgrade signal controller and detection system.
3. Study feasibility of interconnected signals.

c. as an intermediate solution the cost and feasibility
6'of an additional.one-half lane to each side of Kellogg

along with the removal of the median be determined so
as to ultimately provide for a six lane arterial
(See Option 4B in Attachment A). ·'.,at

d. as an intermediate solution the feasibility of widening .··,9:,1
and channelizing of Oliver and Woodlawn be investigated.

e. First and Second Street be opened to traffic by allowing , li
parking on one side only.

f. while there is a need for an urban freeway in the long
range and that funding for such a facility should be
pursued, it appears, however, that due to present and i
foreseeable funding conditions, an urban freeway may not
be feasible. It is recommended therefore, that the

feasibility of urban interchanges and how they could
be integrated into a future freeway facility (if a

freeway becomes a reality) be investigated.

Recommendations by the Traffic Commission are being forwarded
by the Traffic Engineering Division.

I '

€\11 (84!tul
Robdit A. Lakin

Director of Planning
Advance Plans Division

RAL:Ml.F:rh
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EAST KELLOGG AVENUE

(Roosevelt to Woodlawn)

A Study of Alteruatives

to

Increase Capacity

Prepared

by

Advance Plans Division

The Wichita-Sedgwick County

Metropolitan Area Planning Department
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Summary

At the present time Kellogg Avenue east of Roosevelt serves over 37,000
vehicles each day. This is an increase of almost 50 percent since 1970. It
is expected that traffic volumes will continue to increase as population
and economic adtivlty continue to grow not only in the Kellogg Corridor
but in the metropolitan area.

2,

Present traffic volumes on Kellogg exceed the design capacity at
several locations, in particular at Oliver and at Woodlawn. Volumes are
at capacity at Bluff and Edgemoor.

Since capacity has been reached and increases in traffic volumes are
expected, it becomes imperative that the traffic carrying capacity of Kellogg
be increased so that future congestion levels can be minimized.

This study examines six (6) optional actions that could lead to capacity
increases for Kellogg. The options range from "Do Nothing" to constructing
a six lane urban freeway. The cost range is from several thousand dollars
to over $20 million. The six options, their characteristics, cost and
ef fectiveness can be summarized as follows:

Lety*

Option One - Do Nothing - Leave system as it is; no cost involved;
no increase in capacity or level of service.

Option Two - Prohibit Left Turns at Intersections - either during the
morning and evening peak or at all times. The option presents opera-

tionai ana enforcement proolems. Lne Solution is low cost ana
could be implemented immediately,

Option Three - Construct Reversible Lane in Existing Median - This
solution could be cons tructed within the existing right-of-way. The
solution is relatively costly, $1.5 million, but would provide a

-i-
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75 percent increase in capacity over existing conditions.

The option could present operational, safety, and enforcement

problems.

Option Four - Add Two Lanes to Existing Facility - The solution will
4%94

require the acquisition of some right-of-way which will be costly.

Several homes and businesses would be acquired. The increase in

capacity ranges from 50 to 133 percent depending on lane configuration

and usage. The cost would range from $1.6 million to $1.9 million.

Option Five - Thru-Lane Grade Separations - A costly solution, approxi-

mately $15 million, that provides a long range solution to the capacity

problems on Kellogg. The increase in capacity is estimated at 200

percent over existing conditions. Option has merit in that it can

be staged as funds become available.

Option Six - Six Lane Freeway - Very costly, over $26 million solution.

Significant social, economic and environmental impacts to the community

in the Kellogg corridor. The Solution would provide long term solution,

increasing capacity by 400 percent.

-ii-
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Possible Alternatives

Pok.·
to Increase Capacity · C

on

Kellogg Avenue - Roosevelt to Woodlawn

Introduction - At the present time Kellogg from Washington to Roosevelt is a

six-lane urban freeway with full access control. At Roosevelt the facility

reduces to a 4-lane arterial with a median. Left turns from the arterial

are controlled in that the maneuver is allowed only at specific locations

where nurning bays are provided. The major limiting factors for the capacity

of Kellogg east of Bluff are the individual capacities of the major inter-

sections. These intersections are Kellofg at Bluff, Oliver, Edgemoor, and

Woodlawn. Other factors that reduce capacity on Kellogg include the local

intersecting streets and service drives.

1

The traffic volume on Kellogg west of Roosevelt is over 37,000 vehicles per

day which is an increase since 1970 of 12,00) vehicles/day. The recent

opeiling of the Canal Route will attract additional traffic onto Kellogg

thereby increasing the level of congestion on Kellogg east of Roosevelt. ard'
/*

Year 2)00 traffic forecasts indicate that traffic volumes on Kellogg

will continue to increase as economic growth in the Kellogg corridor =24

continues. The Year 2000 Transportation Plan adopted in 1966 projected ./4

a freeway design for Kellogg Avenue.

It thus becomes imperative that the traffic carrying capability of Kellogg

be increased so that further increases in the level of congestion can be

minimized. Since any type of improvement to increase capacity is costly, 1it is necessary to examine all options available. The scale of possible

options ranges from a six lane urban freeway to the "do nothing" alternative.
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Table 1 Average Daily Traffic Volumes

Location Average Daily Traffic

Kellogg Avenue

2#': 0
West of Bluff 37,046

East:- of Bluff 34,176

West of Oliver 27,731

East of Oliver 27,196

West of Edgemoor 27,017

Eas r. o f Edgemoor 26,000

West of Woodlawn 23,431

East of Woodlawn 26,727

Bluff

North of Kellogg 2,199

South of Kellogg 3,747

Oliver

North of Kellogg 17,917

South of Kellogg 17,503

Edgemoor

North of Kellogg 9,080

'<ZiN# South of Kellogg 9,077

Woodlawn

North of Kellogg 17,136

South of Kellogg 12,765

Source: _1978 Wichita Traffic Volume Flow Map.
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Each option has its associated costs both in real dollars and in social-
economic costs. Real dollars are the dollars spent by government to improve
the capacity of the facility while socio-economic costs are those costs in-
curred by motorists and people living or doing business in the corridor. Con-
gestion, lost time, and accidents are examples of social-economic costs.

This report examines (in a preliminary fashion) a range of options for improv-
ing tee capacity of kellogg from Roosevelt to Woodlawn. The options examined
are: 1) the "do nothing' option; 2) elimination of all left turns during the
peak L ariods; 3) a reversible median lane; 4) adding two more lanes; 5) an
expressway type facility with grade separations at major intersections; and
6) an urban freeway.

?th·

Average Daily Traffic Volumes - Traffic volumes on Kellogg from Roosevelt to
Woodlawn range from 37,046 to 23,431 vehicles per day. . Table 1 presents the
average daily traffic volumes on Kellogg and on the major cross streets.

Table 2 gives the results of turning movement counts taken during the peak
hour at each of the four intersections. Table 2 gives the number making the
maneuver and also the percentage based on the approach volume.

9.4 The highest left turn percentage from Kellogg occurs at Oliver westbound
in the evening when 14 percent of the westbound approaching vehicles turn left
from .ellogg. The highest percentage eastbound occurs at Woodlawn during the
a.m. peak period when 10 percent turn left.

Travel Times and Average Speeds - A travel time and intersection delay was
conducted in January, 1980 for the section of Kellogg from Hillside to Armour.
Several runs in each direction during the morning and evening peak periods

:0*4%7
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Table 2 Peak-Hour Turning Movements

APPROACH DIRECTION SB NB WB EB

1OVENENT L S R TOTAL L S R TOTAL L S R TOTAL L S R TOTAL

a.m. 26 37 61 124 243 38 10 291 0 1473 5 1478 1047
Bluff

6 1053
% 21 30 49 100 100 0 100

&
99.4 0.6 100

Kellogg P.m. 50 44 15 109 118 80 42 240 1239 24 1263
%

1678 23 1701
100 100 100 98.6 1.4 100

a.m. 79 382 73 534 235 285 49 569 70 1414 35 1414 81 1014 65 1160ffl?NOliver % 100 100 100 9 86 6
4

&

Kellogg P.m. 120 380 55 555 189 412 100 701 129 1101 50 1280 127 1238 94 1459
% 100 100 100 8 85 7 100

a.m. 57 417 57 550 220 299 42 561 65 1110 54 1229 36 847 57 940
Edgemoor % 100 100 100 100

1 Kellogg P ·m· 210 363 44 617 97 306 56 459 66 1048 59 1173 79 1389 91 1559
% 100 100 100 100

a.m. 79 304 79 505 158 263 55 470 90 985 50 1125 55 874 48 977
Woodlawn % 100 100 100 10 88 2 100

&

Kellogg P.m. 377 393 79 849 106 362 86 554 183 923 65 1171 90 1194 71 1355
% 100 100 100 100

Source: Wichita Traffic Engineering Dept. 1980

e

43 1

'23¥R?!Vf¤¥



m?22

-30- I ,'3. 0/ f J.E:4

*933>17 ,

itift

S

P. .'€'.>4:,P f:japirir.
'·P#IN ;I *19//4

m
were made with the average of all runs summarized in Table 3
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The survey indicated that travel speeds averaged from 20.7 mph to 26.8 mph.
If the delay time was eliminated from the traveltime calculations, the average
speeds would increase to 28.9 mph and 33.0 mph respectively. Delay is caused
by a red-signal indication and/or by other vehicles in the traffic stream. The
posted speed limit from Yale to east of Woodlawn is 35 mph. If znere were no

signals or other interference such as additional vehicles on the street, approxi-
mately 85 percent of the traffic would travel 35 mph. The difference in travel-
time between 35 mph and 20.7 mph is 3 minutes and 16 seconds for each vehicle
over the 2.72 miles from Hillside to Armour.

it does represent a 70 percent increase in travel time over traveltime at 35
Three minutes and 16 seconds in absolute terms is not very much time, although

mph. Motorists in Wichita perceive thls as a very significant amount of time
and as a result complain about the "traffic problem" on Kellogg.

'eli

Lwn .· .  ·

YE  I. 't

462-·

Existing Signal Timing - As will be discussed later, one option to increase
capacity on Kellogg is to provide more green signal time to Kellogg motorists.
To test this type of option the existing signal. timing schedule on east: Kellogg

71·/ · . must be known. Table 4 gives the existing signal timing for each of the four
.:':A6%.i

intersections.

*lede

The signals are fully traffic actuated at each of the intersections. The green

4and cycle time given is the maximum time available for each of the phases. On *
1 - some of the phases more green time could become available due to the overlap

features of the signal system. (This happens when thru traffic in one direction
is released ahead of the opposite direction thru traffic because the demand for
left turn traffic no longer exists from the opposite approach).

3..2.314*t
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Table 3 Travel Time and Delay Survey

(East Kellogg
2

Average At an Intersection

Average Average Stop Delay (Average) Average
Survey No. of Time Stop Delay Per Intersection Min Delay Max Delay Travel

Direction Time (1) Runs (min-sec) (sec) (sec) (sec) (sec) Speed (mph)

0
Eastbound 7:21 a.m. to 7 6-05 68 17 2 41 26.8

9:00 a.m.

1 West.bound 7:30 a.m. to 6 6-26 89 22 1 48 25.4
8:54 a.m.

8 , Eastbound 4:38 p.m. to 5 7-53 114 34 9 67 20.7

5:55 p.m.
Westbound 4:30 p.m. to 4 7-21 104 26 3 68 22.2

6:01 p.m.

Source: Traffic Engineering Division, 1980

notes: 1. Date of Survey: January 22 & 23, 1980
2. Distance: Hillside to Armour, 14,354 ft or 2.719 miles

..
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TABLE 4 SIGNAL TIMING

SIGNAL MAX CYCLES (SECONDS) CYCLE % %
LOCATION MOVEMENT* GREEN YELLOW TIME GREEN YELLOW

BLUFF EB & WB (THRU) 58 5 60.1 5.2
NB (ALL) 16 3 16.6 3.1
SB (ALL) 11 11.4 3.6

85 11.5 = 96.5 88.1 11.9

OLIVER EB & WB (LEFT) 29 3 15.0 1.6
EB & WB (THRU) 75 4 38.8 2.1

NB (ALL) 41 3.2 21.2

SB (ALL) 21 18.1

180 13.4 193.4 93.1 6.9

EDGEMOOR EB & WB (LEFT) 31 3 16.9 1.6
EB & WB (THRU) 70 4 33.0 2.2
NB & SB (LEFT) 32 3 17.4 1.6
NB & SB (THRU) 37 4 20.1 1.2

170 14 184.0 92.4 . 7.6 . 44 ...

4

WOODLAWN a & WB (LEFT) 32 3 16.0 1.6

EB & WB (THRU) 67 4 35.1 2.1
NB (ALL) 35 3.8 18.3 2.0

SB (ALL) 42 4 22.0 2.1
- I

. ne
2 :tet

176 + 14.8 = 190.8 92.2 7.8

7.7." Source: Traffic Engineering Division
*All movements are traffic actuated. All percentages are based on maximum green time
available for each movement.
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Comparison of Improvement Options

Table 5 gives the Level of Service "C" intersection capacities for
the various options to be discussed in detail in the next section of this
report. The "do nothing option is considered the base condition and used as

*229 the basis of comparison for all other options.

Depending on the option, increases of capacity of 17 to 400 percent are
possible. The capacity of Kellogg could be further increased by altering

the signal timing on signalized cross streets. For example, the capacity

of Kellogg at Oliver could be increased by an additional 21 percent if left
turns from Oliver were prohibited (at all times or during the peak-period).

In general, the greater the expenditure of funds the greater the capacity

increase. Later in this report the costs and resulting capacity increases

will be analyzed to determine the cost-effectiveness of each of the options.

i

%125%
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Table 5 EFFECT OF OPTIONS ON3«3549&,

INTERSECTION APPROACH CAPACITIES(·1)

(2) (3)Approach Capacity Percent IncreaseOption (Vehicles per hour) over Base Condition

5)0 Norhing" 900 Base Condition

Eliminate Left Turns 1,050 +17

Reversible Median Lane (2)
1,575 +75

Add two Thru Lanes 1,350 +50(6-lane arterial)

Six-Lanes--No Left Turns 1,575 +75

Six-Lanes--No Left Turns
Two Lanes Reversible 2,100 +133

Expressway with Grade
Separations (4-lane) 2,700 +200

Six-Lane Urban Freeway 4,500 +400

Notes: (1) Capacity at Level of Service

(2) In one direction at a Dime. Approach in opposite directiou
would have a capacity of 1,050 vph.

(3) The percent increase over the base condition will vary from
intersection to intersection due to different signal timing
and intersection lay-out.

·it'?Et·I:· ·,
...#* I

91,7.9

%*46
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Option 40. 1 - "Do Nothing'

One option that is always available is the option to do nothing to

improve the capacity of a facility. The "do nothing" option is not without

its associated costs. These costs are in the form of congestion, delays,

accidents, frustrations, etc.

The accident experience on Kellogg from Bluff to Woodlawn is not

staggering, but it is significant. In 1979, there were six accidents

at Bluff, 24 at Oliver, 24 at Edgemoor, and 29 accidents at Woodlawn.

There were also 11 accidents along that section of Kellogg that were.
ie

not associated with any of the four major intersections. Of the total

number of accidents, 40 resulted in injuries and 54 were non-injury. These

costs are incurred by the motoring public. One way these costs to

the motoring public can be reduced is by building a safer facility.

Description of Option Features

At the present time, the intersections o f Kellogg and Oliver:

Kellogg and Edgemoor, and Kellogg and Woodlawn permit left turns '¥,m

protected left turn bays. Separate signal indications are provided for

the left turn movement. Only on rare occasions during the peak period

left at each intersection approach is shown in Table 2.

Table 4 gives the maximum amount of green time allocated for each

movement at each intersection. It should be noted that the amount of

green time and the associated clearance (yellow) time for each left 15%'i

4<*53'
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turn movement is substantial, detracting from the total time available

for through traffic on Kellogg and/or the cross arterials.

Benefits and Problems Associated with the do-nothing" option

Under the do nothing" alternative no positive benefits would accrue to

themotoring public. Likewise, no funds would be expended by government.
agencies.

If no actions are taken and traffic volumes continue to grow as

forecasted, the level of congestion, delays, and the number of accidents

can only increase. It may be that a continuation of the present congestion

on Kellogg will have an adverse economic impact on business activity in
the Kellogg corridor.

It thus becomes clear that while the 'do nothing option costs the

motoring public and government nothing in direct dollars, there is a sub-

stanEial indireot social cost resulting from congestion, delays, accidents,
etc. These costs will be absorbed by the motoring public. Government may

incur costs from reduced sales tax collections and declining property

values resulting from declining business activity (resulting in reduced
sales tax collections) in the Kellogg corridor.

Capacity Increases Resulting from the do nothing" option

Since no improvements or changes in the mode of operation of the

signal sustem is proposed, no increases in capacity can be expected.

It is felt that the existing signal system is currently operating at
maximum efficiency.

Estimated Cost of do nothing" option

No costs will be incurred by the City of Wichita, the Kansas Depart-
ment of 'Transportation, or any other unit of government.

-11-
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Option No. 2 - Eliminate left turns at signalized intersections.

219

.c 1 (I

Description of Option

Under this option, left turns from Kellogg would not be permitted at

Oliver, Edgemoor or Woodlawn. Left turns from Kellogg are not permitted

onto bluff at this time. The left turn from Kellogg would be prohibited

so that more green signal titz.: could be assigned to Kellogg Avenue through

movements. Right turns would be permitted at the signaliz ed intersections

as is currently permitted. Left tutns would continue to be permitted at

those non-signalized locations where left turn bays are now available.
61

This option has two variations. One variation, as described above,

is to prohibit left turns at all signalized intersections 100 percent of

the time. A second variation would prohibit the left turn at signalized inter-

sections only during the peak traffic volume periods. This would be from

7:30 a.m. to 9:00 a.m. and from 4:00 p,m. to 6:00 p.m.

1%00.·I 4.12 .

- 3
44,2 1,

Benefits & Problems Associated with the Improvement.

Not allowing left turns during peak periods would cause problems for

motorists who now make left turns at those locations. They would have

several alternatives. One would be to select a different route and avoid

the intersection. This puts added volumes on other streets, including

possibly residential streets. Added traffic volumes on this type of

street are not desirable. Other alternatives the motorist has are to make

the trip at a different time or eliminate the trip completely. These may

not be realistic alternatives.

For motorists eastbound on Kellogg it would be possible to overcome

the left turn prohibition by proceeding thru the intersection

bitheD

94}%43
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and then making three successive right turns. For example, a motorist

eastbound on Kellogg wishing to go northbound on Oliver could use Glendale

and Eilerts and three right turns to eliminate the need for a left turn at
Oliver.

This type of maneuver is also possible for westbound motorists

Wishing to proceed southbound on Oliver or Woodlawn. The V.A. Hospital
at Ed.emoor makes this maneuver more difficult. A motorist would have E

to usa Bleckley and Waterman an extra distance of about 1.25 miles.

If the left turns are prohibited 100 percent of the time, the turning

bay should be closed with physical barriers to eliminate the possiblity

of motorists making an illegal turn thereby creating an accident potential

situation. If the left turns are prohibited only during the peak periods,

strict enforcement will be necessary. This may mean an officer stationed
at each signalized intersection.

Capacity Increases Resulting from the Improvement

Not permitting left turns from Kellogg during the peak period would ./
allow more green time for Kellogg thru traffic. This could increase the

thru capacity of the intersections approximately 17 percent if the Kellogg

left turn green and amber time were all assigned to Kellogg thru time (see
Table 5).

f

Estimated Cost of Improvement

Internal modifications to the controller at each intersection would
be required. The extent and cost of these modifications has not yet been N
determined, but preliminary estimates are that the cost would be less

than $1,000 per intersection. If the left turn lanes are to be physically ¤t

-13-
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closed an additional cost will be necessary. The cost would depend on
%3%

how permanent the closing is to be.
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Option No. 3 - Construct reversible lane in existing median and eliminate
all left turns from Kellogg between Bluff and Woodlawn during
peak periods.

Description of Option FeaturesL« 4
CytiT

This option replaces the existing median with a traffic lane. This is
accomplished without widening the overall width of the street so that no
additional right-of-way needs to be acquired.

T:,e middle lane would be a reversible lane. It would be designated with
overhead signal indications as westbound in the morning (say from 7:00 a.m.
to 9:30 a.m.) and eastbound in the afternoon (say from 4:00 p.m. to 6:30 p.m.).
No left turns would be permitted along Kellogg from Roosevelt to Woodlawn during
the peak periods. The middle, or fifth lane could be available for left turns
from Kellogg at all other times. The reversible lane could be treated two
different ways. One way, as described above, is to make the middle fifth
lane accessible from the outer lanes all along the route. In other words,
there would be no curbs or other raised delineatots to separate traffic lanes.
The second treatment would be to separate the fifth lane from the other lanes -
with a raised curb 6" - 12" high or a safety barrier wall (New Jersey type
barrier about 211 f t. high). The New Jersey type barrier would not allow the use
of the fifth lane for turning purposes at any time.

Benefits and Problems Associated with the Improvement

The improvement would add an additional lane in one direction during the
peak period and thereby increase the capacity in that direction by about 67
percent (See Table 5). The option presents many operational problems.
A great deal of confusion may develop concerning the correct use of the

-16-7,45,93
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reversible lane leading to a hazardous situation. Some of this confusion
could be partially overcome with heavy enforcement by traffic officers.

The impact of eliminating left turns at major intersections was dis-

cussed in the previous section. Under this option left turns would not be
permitted at any point during the peak periods. Left turns could be per-
mitted during the offpeak periods. By not permitting left turns .could cause
a great deal of circuitous travel by motorists in reaching their final
destination. This was discussed under option No. 1.

For this option to work, left turns and thru movements from all local

residential streets could not be permitted during the peak periods and

should not be permitted at any other time. To permit these maneuvers would
create a hazardous situation. A high level of enforcement would need to be
maintained for the system to operate as intended.

Some of these problems could be eliminated if the median reversible

lane were separated from the other lanes with a non-mountable barrier wall.
(New Jersey type barrier) . If these barrier walls were put in place, the
reversible lane would not be available as a turning lane at any time.

The barrier walls would also prevent possible head-on collisions with
vehicles in the opposing lanes.

The barrier curbs would present several problems. One, it may make

it difficult or almost impossible for pedestrians to cross Kellogg. While_
it is difficult now to cross Kellogg the barrier curbs would make it

impossible unless gaps were left in the curbs at pre-designated points.

Allowing pedestrians to cross Kellogg under this kind of circumstances

:3/4,

-C

would be dangerous. A costly pedestrian overpass could be constructed
if sufficient crossing demand could be identified.
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Estimated Cost of Improvement

Preliminary estimates of costs are between $1,260,000 and $1,650,000.
This cost is estimated as follows:

Construction costs $750,000 to $1,000,000

Non-mountable barrier curb 200,000 250,000

Overhead reversible lane 200,000 250,000
signal system

Improve signals at 110,000 110,000
Oliver, Edgemoor,
and Woodlawn*

Total $1,260,000 to $1,650,000

*It is assumed that the signal at Bluff would be eliminated.

€60,4'6'

1

N**31/

-18-

17*t



Op+,6,03 - Fleuers;64

2/W

01'uer

Ed 9€-mocr
Wood/awl•

Reuers,6/e

<  N€ w JerselV /7 aer„k, curbi
2lw

21W

2 566+ing \
Lon.1 L ...1

C r 0.13 S 4 4 +,6 4

-19-

35

1

PADMASTER

66·77 100 SHETS86·76 50 SHEEES Mud. 1. U.3 A

i

L



r
42.9 t.

08,444

Option bio. 4 - Widen Kellogg to Six Thru Lanes

Description of Option

This option would add one additional lane in each direction while

maintaining the same basic geometric configuration as now exists. Left

turns from the median lanes would be permitted at all locations where

currently feasible.

Adaitional right-of-way would have to be purchased in some locations.

Existing right-of-way varies from approximately 70 feet at Bluff to 125 feet

east of Woodlawn. If additional right-of-way is to be acquired, it should

be of sufficient width so a sidewalk could be provided at a safe distance

away from the curb.

Benefits and Problems Associated with the Improvement

The improvement would add one additional lane in each direction. The ?339

mode of operation (left turns, right turns, signal timing) would remain

unchanged. The additional lane would increase the capacity of each Kellogg

intersection approach by approximately 50 percent (See Table 5). The 50

percent increase in capacity would increase the one directional through

movement on Kellogg by approximately 450 vehicles per hour. This resulting

increase in capacity should result in decreased travel times, and reduced
4

congestion especially during the morning and afternoon peak traffic flow

periods.

Estimated Cost of Improvement

The improvement would be costly since some right-of-way would have

to be purchased. At this time a detailed survey of Kellogg from Roosevelt

to Woodlawn has not been undertaken to determine exact right-of-way require-

ments in terms of homes and businesses. In some cases, it may be necessary

to purcaase access rights in which case the entire property may have to be

-20-
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acquired. Some businesses could be adversely affected by the widening of
€44.

Kellogg. Construction costs would include the adjustment of utilities,

underground and overhead; removal of existing curbs, sidewalks, and drive-

ways; the grading and placement of new lanes, sidewalks and private drives.

Very preliminary estimates indicate that widening Kellogg to six lanes

and leaving the median for left turns would cost about $1.6 million.

Added Note: (Option 4b)

There is an alternate to Option 4 which provides for six thru lanes

but eliminates the median and the opportunities for left turns from
·?Auf

Kellogg.

In order to reduce the need for additional right-of-way it may be

/42*4=
feasible to add a half-lane or approximately 5.5 feet to each side of

46.1
the roadway, eliminate the median (about 12 feet wide) thus creating

a paved surface approximately 66 feat wide. This width could provide

for six (6)-11 foot lanes. These would be thru lanes since the median

has been removed, and it is not capable of providing a protected left

turn bay.

Under this option it would be possible to make the middle two lanes

A/9,

4, th

reversible thus providing four lanes in the direction of heavier flow %2 . 9 b

(westbound in the morning and eastbound in the evening). This would

provide approximately a 133 percent increase in capacity in the direction

of heavier flow (direction of the reversible lanes flow) and a 17 percent

increase in capacity in the opposing direction. The cost of the overhead

lane designation signal system and revising the signals at Oliver, Edge-

moor, and Woodlawn would be approximately $350,000.

-21-
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Left-Turns During Non-Peak Periods

If no median barrier is provided it would be possible for the facility

to operate as a 6-lane arterial without a median or exclusive left turn

bays. During the non-peak traffic flow periods, left turns could be

permitted from the street. The turns would be made from the thru lanes.

While this can produce a traffic hazard it may make the cro:tion of six

thru lanes, elimination of the median, and prohibition of left turns

during the peak periods more acceptable to area residents and businesses.

Estimated Cost of the Improvement

This alternative (4b) would cost less than the alternative which

maintains the median for left turns. Preliminary estimates indicate

that alternate 4b will cost approximately 81.2 million.
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Option No. 5 - Construct Thru-Lane Grade Separations at Oliver, Edgemoor

and Woodlawn.

Description of Option

This option proposed the construction of grade separation structures for

the thru lanes on Kellogg at Oliver, Edgemoor and Woodlawn. Structures would

be constructed to take the four thru lanes on Kellogg over Oliver, Edgemoor

i and Woodlawn. An overpass is not proposed at this time for Bluff because of

right-of-way limitations. (It is proposed that the median at Bluff be closed

and the signal removed). The geometrics of the proposed grade-separations
are shown in Fig. 1.

1 The proposal would permit traffic to exit or enter Kellogg at the three

intersections, allowing all turning movements at each intersection. No local

side streets or private access drives would have to be closed. None of the

breaks in the Kellogg median from which left turns can now be made would be

eliminated.

At this time it appears that the need for additional right-of-way along

Kellogg would be minimal. With careful design and alignment it should be

possible to construct the grade separations with only a few businesses and

residences needing to be acquired.

7. The intersections at Oliver, Edgemoor and Woodlawn could continue to

operate as they do now except signal timings would be changed. The operation

· would be more efficient since one signal phase (Kellogg thru) has been

eliminated, thereby giving more green time to intersection turning movements

and cross street thru time. As a part of any improvement program on Kellogg,

it would be recommended that improvements on cross streets also be carried out.

For example, Oliver and Woodlawn should be widened at Kellogg so a median with

left turn storage bays could be constructed. This may requird the acquisition

-24-
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of some properties.

Earlier it was stated that no overpass was proposed for Bluff because

of right-of-way limitations. This is a preliminary conclusion subject to

change after a more detailed investigation has been conducted. To deal

with the bottleneck at Bluff, it is recommended that the median be closed.

Bluff would remain open and right turns from Bluff onto Kellogg, and right

turns from Kellogg onto Bluf f would be permitted.

A variation in the design of the proposed intersection grade separation

61 would be the elimination of the exit and entrance ramps, eliminating an
intercnange of traffic between Kellogg and the cross streets of Oliver,

Edgemoor and/or Woodlawn.

fl

4.41
-*»263*i

1,¥1

7,1 0.2/ 3.

Benefits and Problems Associated with the Improvement

The grade separations would eliminate signals for Kellogg thru traffic,

allowing traffic to move.without the interruption of signals. Elimination

of these interruptions should improve the through capacity of Kellogg by

approximately 200 percent (See Table 5). This capacity increase is possible

when Kellogg thru traffic effectively has 100 percent green time as opposed

to the 38.8 percent, 38.0 percent, and 35.1 percent currently available at

Oliver, Edgemoor, and Woodlawn respectively.

The operating speeds on Kellogg should be approximately 35 - 40 mph.

(Speed limit 40 mph). Speeds over 40 miles per hour should not be permitted

due to side interference from local streets and access drives to adjacent

properties. The accident experience should improve since the stop and go

driving produced by the signals would be eliminated, although side street

and local drive traffic would be a source of accident potential. The stream imwmvi

19*yauri

Feal .
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Of continuous traffic would be a source of accident potential. The stream

of continuous traffic with no breaks provided by signals would make it more
difficult for that traffic to enter Kellogg.

The grade separation structures would be approximately 1,400 feet long

and 20 feet high (15 foot clearance plus 5 foot structure depth at the highest

point.) This type of structure would present a visual impact, but good

attractive design of the structural elements could minimize the visual impact,
and in Zact make it an attractive structure.

Some businesses near the intersection may object to the grade separation,

suggesting that the structure may reduce the visibility of their business,

thereby producing a negative visual impact. Some may claim that an elevated
section of roadway would reduce accessibility to their business even though

no movements or points of access that exist today need to be eliminated.

Esitimated Cost of the Improvement

Without a preliminary design it is difficult to estimate the cost of

the improvement; however, rough guesses are possible. Assuming $50 per

square foot, an overpass 1400 ft. long by 58 ft. wide would cost about

four million dollars. Another one to two million dollars for right-of-way
and additional work bring the total cost estimate to about five or six

million dollars for each intersection, or $15 to $18 million for the three

intersections -Oliver, Edgemoor and Woodlawn.

-26-
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Optiou No.6- Urban Freeway -6 lane - Roosevelt to Woodlawn

Description of Option -

At the current time, the six-lane Kellogg freeway transitions into

an arterial at Roosevelt. This option proposes that the freeway extend to
Woodiawn. It would be a facility with full control of access and interchanges
at the maj or cross arterials such as Oliver, Edgemoor and Woodlawn. The free-

way would have the same cross sectional design as the existing s ection between
Roosevelt and Washington.

Interchanges to provide for all movements would be provided at Oliver,
Edgemoor, and Woodlawn. An interchange at Bluff might be considered, but
since it is one-half mile from Hillside and Oliver, it may not be necessary.

Frontage roads may or may not be required depending on the design of
the facility. If all right-of-way for the freeway ia taken from the north
side of Kellogg, a frontage road to serve remaining businesses on the south
side of Kellogg then would be required.

Benefits and Problems Associated with the Improvement

A six-lane freeway would be a logical extension to the existing freeway
and would relieve the traffic problem on Kellogg from Roosevelt to Woodlawn.
A freeway would meet the long-range demand in that corridor , providing

reduced travel times and a reduced accident experience along Kellogg. A
facility of this type would help improve the east-west traffic capability
in the City of Wichia for some time to come.

A freeway on Kellogg would also serve to reduce the traffic volumes

on parallel streets. Traffic on other facilities such as Central, Douglas,
Lincoln, and Harry would be attracted to the freeway since the freeway

could provide a higher level of service than an arterial. This increased

-28-
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traffic demand for Kellogg would produce more adverse environmental impacts
"5*»t

along Kellogg in terms of increased noise levels and reduced air quality.

A six-lane freeway from Roosevelt to Woodlawn would be costly in

economic, social and environmental terms. The right-of-way needs would

require the purchase of many homes and businesses, the exact number of

which could not be determined until some preliminary design concepts
are developed.

Capacity Increases Resulting from the Improvement

A freeway in this corridor would provide the greatest increase in

capacity. As indicated in Table 5, the freeway capacity would be 4,500

vehicles per hour (in one direction only) or 400 percent over the base
condition.

Estimated Cost of Improvement

Without a rather detailed preliminary design, it is very difficult

to determine costs of a large project as presented here. The costs would

be very high due to the extensive right-of-way requirements and the

necessary interchanges. Numerous homes and businesses would have to

be accuired and relocated. With real estate prices inflating every year,

it is difficult to forecast what the costs might be when the proj ect is

finally initiated. Construction costs are also increasing each year, making

cost estimates very speculative.

Even with the great difficulty in estimating prices at this time, a very

crude estimate is warranted. An estimate of constructing 1.5 miles of

freeway from Roosevelt to Woodlawn would be approximately $26.0 million at

today's prices. In ten years at an inflation rate of 1 percent per month the
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costs become approximately $90 million. It is very doubtful that these

kinds of funds will be available from federal, state, county and/or local
sources.
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Conclusions

This report presents a preliminary review of possible options to

improve the traffic capacity of Kellogg from Roosevelt to Woodlawn. Of

the s ix options discussed, only two have real merit and should be given

additional consideration and study for possible implementation.

Option One - Do Nothing - can be done with no effort on anyone's part.

Not realistic since it does not face up to the existing problem and
future traffic increases.

Optioz. Two - Eliminate Left-Turns at Signalized Intersections during

the Peak Periods. Realistic option that could be implemented immediately

at a very low cost (less than $5,000). It would only be a short range

solution but would be effective until a long range solution is in
4 ' 1 9 036·

effect.

Option Three - Construct Reversible Lane iu Existing Median - This is a

relatively costly solution and it: will present operational and enforcement

problems. It may be confusing to the motorist and produce a hazardous
traffic situation.

76% lib .
Optioz, Four - Add Two Lanes to Existing Facility - This option is not

realistic due to the right-of-way acquisition requirements and associated

costs. The increase in capacity is not sufficient to offset the anticipated
t

cost.

Option Five - Thru-Lane Grade Separations - This is a realistic long range

solution for East Kellogg that warrants further study. While the direct

cost is substantial, the economic, social and environmental costs would

-31-
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minimal. The proposed improvement would produce a significant increase in

capacity. Significant benefits would occur to the motorists.

Option Six - Six-Lane Freeway - Not a realistic option due to cost.

While the capacity increase would be very significant, the direct and the

indirect costs would be greater than the community could tolerate.

It is concluded therefore that further study be given Options Two, Three,

and Five. This could most effectively be done by retaining a consultant

to develop preliminary designs of Option Five. This should be done in the
near future.

W.44?.
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, Cost Comparison of Options

Approach Capacity Estimated Cost per
Capacity Increase Cost of 1,000 Units
(Table 5 over Base Option of Relative

Option page 9) Condition
(1)

($000'S) (2)
Increase Cost

1 - Do Nothing 900 Basic Cond. 0 N.A. N.A.

2 ,- Eliminate Left Turns 1,050 150 4 27 1

3 - Reversible Median Lane 1,575 675 1,500 2,200 82

4a - Add Two Thru Lanes 1,350 450 1,600 3,600 133

4b - Six Lanes - No Left 1,575 675 1,200 1,800 68
Turns

4c - Six Lanes - No Left 2,100 1,200 1,550 1,300 48
Turns - Two Lanes
Reversible

5 - Expressway with 2,700 1,800 16,000 8,900 330
Grade Separations

6 - Six Lane Urban 4,500 3,600 26,000 7,200 267
Freeway

(1) Approach Capacity Increase

(2) $1,000 per 1,000 units
of added approach capacity

0
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION

MINUTES

MAY 22, 1980

The regular meeting of the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metro-
politan Area Planning Commission was held on Thursday, May 22,
1980, at 1:30 p.m., in the City Commission Meeting Room, First
Floor, City Hall, 455 North Main, Wichita, Kansas. The follow-
ing members were present: William J. Goebel, Chairman; David
Bayouth, James Gardner, II; Ewing C. Lofton; Steven J. Martens;
Michael Savina; and Bill Shook Clate arrivall. John Hennessy
and Elwood Jones were absent. One vacancy. Staff members
present were: Robert A. Lakin, Secretary; Jack H. Galbraith,
Assistant Secretary; Arthur D. Chamber, Junior Planner; and
Ruby M. Eubanks.

1. Approval of the minutes of April 10, 1980 and April 24,
1980.

MOTION: That the Planning Commission
approve the minutes of April 10, 1980
and April 24, 1980 as written and mailed.
Bayouth moved, Gardner seconded and it
carried unanimously. Shook was not
present. Hennessy and Jones were absent.
One vacancy.

SHOOK arrived.

SUBDIVISION COMMITTEE:

2. D-0946 - Riverlawn Christian Church grants a utility easement
regarry described as: Beginning 10 feet south and 80 feet west
of the NE Corner, Lot 1, Block A, Hallock Addition; thence
south along the west line of Meridian Avenue a distance of
379.94 feet; thence west parallel to the north line of said
Lot 1 a distance of 10 feet; thence north to a point 10 feet
south and 90 feet west of the NE Corner of said Lot 1; thence
east to the point of beginning. Generally located at the
southwest corner of Meridian and 42nd Street North.

MOTION: That the Planning Commission
recommend to the City Commission that
this dedication be accepted. Bayouth
moved, Gardner seconded and it carried
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unanimously. Hennessy and Jones were
absent. One vacancy.

3. D-0947 - Mary Kelly grants a utility easement legally described
as the west 4 feet of the east 148.25 feet of Lot 21, Gilder's
Court. Generally located east of Coolidge in an area south of
29th Street Nortil.

111 MOTION: That the Planning Commission
recommend to the City Commission that
this dedication be accepted. Bayouth
moved, Gardner seconded and it carried
unanimously. Hennessy and Jones were
absent. One vacancy.

4. D-0948 - Mary Kelly dedicates additional street right-of-way
for Coolidge legally described as the west 12 feet of Lot 21,
Gilders Court. Generally located on the east side of Coolidge
in an area south of 29th Street North.

MOTION: That the Planning Commission
recommend to the City Commission that
this dedication be accepted. Bayouth
moved, Gardner seconded and it carried

unanimously. Hennessy and Jones were
absent. One vacancy.

·33*44?
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5. D-0949 - Mary Kelly dedicates street right-of-way for Woodrow
legally described as the east 32 feet of Lot 21, Gilders Court.
Generally located between Coolidge and Porter in an area south
of 29th Street North.

MOTION: That the Planning Commission
recommend to the City Commission that
this dedication be approved. Bayouth
moved, Gardner seconded and it carried

unanimously. Hennessy and Jones were
absent. One vacancy.

4%90

6. V-1026 - First National Bank in Wichita requests the vacation
BY-building setbacks legally described as the east 5 feet of
the westerly 130-foot building setback and the west 40 feet
of the south 5 feet of the northerly 100-foot building setback
all as platted in First Place West. Generally located at the
southwest corner of Central and Robin Road.
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GARDNER asked if it was possible to provide for some kind
of informal working session at which members of the public would
be present to provide their commentary as more of a working
session than a "public hearing".

LAKIN said that it could be arranged.
8 1=

·3?t

E¢1

REVISED MOTION: That this item be deferred
and an informal working session be held in
the next six weeks so that an alternate form
of ordinance can be explored that would get
the same results at the owner's option, such
as using a C.U.P. or a special use permit, and
that copies of the proposed ordinance be
distributed so that the parties directly
discriminated against will have a chance to
review it prior to the working session. Savina

moved, Gardner seconded and it carried unani-
mously. Hennessy and Jones were absent. One
vacancy.

26. Presentation and discussion of East Kellogg Traffic
Improvement Report by MAPD staff and Traffic Engineer-
ing staff.

LAKIN stated that Friday some of the Planning Commissioners
were able to meet in a joint session with the Traffic Cciomission
as staff presented suggestions as to what could be done to improve
Kellogg east-west, particularly in the section from Roosevelt to .
Woodlawn. LAKIN gave a synopsis of studies completed on East
Kellogg. He said there was currently a project yet to be com-
pleted at east end of the overpass with construction of a K-15
interchange. He said that to his knowledge the State and Federal
government had not programmed any Kellogg improvements east of
Roosevelt. LAKIN said that they were able to put staff profes-
sional engineers on this study and look at it from an engineering
standpoint, and not just as a planning concept. He said that

3 J. alternatives studied could improve conditions on East Kellogg in
the short range, and also the long range. LAKIN pointed out the
six options as: 11 do nothing; 2) prohibit left turns; 3) median
reversible lane; 4) widen to six lanes; 5) expressway with grade
separation; and 6) urban freeway. LAKIN mentioned that a freeway
was beyond the capacity of the City to pursue. At the moment
there is no money in the State Highway program for construction
or for a study. He said that things change over time, but even
where the interstate system in the United States is completed,
the money that now comes in, the initial thrust of the legislative
bodies has been to move it to other areas such as mass transit and
to large city rail transit systems. He said that he was more
interested in making some degree of improvement than staying
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with an infeasible long range planning solution. He felt that - -3-04»... I

the grade separation bridges could be incorporated into freeway
design, but that if they are built they will fix the freeway
alignment. He said that it has been shown that there is no

significant capacity problem at Bluff, and suggested that nothing
be done with the Bluff intersection until something significant
is constructed at Oliver.

Q

15*
BAYOUTH pointed out that everything except option 1 closes

Bluff.

»
LAKIN said not necessarily. Option 5 would not close Bluff. 99;·7%f

LAKIN suggested that the Commission look toward 5, and try to  #/
program expressway bridge structures at Oliver, Edgemoor and letip'
Woodlawn.

PAUL GRAVES, Traffic Engineer, said that he believed that
there was a freeway in the future on Kellogg. He felt that

whatever they do on Kellogg between now and when the freeway
comes to pass should be done with the thinking that there would -
be a freeway.

GOEBEL asked if the Planning Commission agreed with the
Traffic Commission recommendation, were they to sit and nurse
this thing along exactly like it is for 15 or 20 years.

GRAVES said that Traffic Engineering did not have enough
people to study Kellogg from one City limit to the other to
develop plans for ultimate freeway operation. .

BILL McKINLEY, Traffic Engineering, said that the first
intersection that they looked at was Kellogg and Bluff, which I.'lim

is presently a signalized intersection that operates with Bluff
having separate phases north and southbound. The average stop =:I

delay for Kellogg traffic during the peak periods is 5 to 12
seconds. Improvements recommended for this intersection fall
into three categories; 1) immediate solution (installing
presence loops on Bluff with delay detection); 2) closing

--8,the Kellogg medial at Bluff and remove traffic signal; and i, A

3) conversion to freeway segment.

AcKINLEY said that the next intersection looked at was
Kellogg and Oliver. Improvements for this section would be
adding protective permissive left turn signalization on Kellogg
for left turn bays, a gap reducing controller. The intermediate -
solution would be to channelization Oliver at Kellogg. He said

that one proposal would be to shift the alignment of Oliver to
the east, thereby not buying any right of way on the west side,
but this would require right of way on the east side both north ./
and south of Kellogg. For the long range solution, they would
recommend an urban interchange and upgrading Kellogg to freeway
standards.
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The intersection at Kellogg and Edgemoor is presently
operating at Level of Service C which is an acceptable design
standard. McKINLEY said that the immediate solution for this
intersection would be to add protective permissive left turns
on all four approaches, upgrading the traffic controller and
detection system to be more traffic responsive, and the long
range solution would be the urban interchange and a Kellogg
freeway standard.

McKINLEY said that at the intersection of Kellogg and
Lexington, they would recommend as an immediate solution that
the school boundaries be adjusted so that the elementary bound-
aries divide on Kellogg and eliminate the need for children
crossing Kellogg; and if this can not be done, then a pedestrian
overpass should be constructed as a long range solution, when
Kellogg is constructed freeway standards.

The intersection at Kellogg and Woodlawn is presently
operating at Level of Service E with delays up to one minute
during the P.M. peak period. McKINLEY said that the immediate
solution would be to add protective permissive turns on Kellogg
and upgrade the traffic controller. The intermediate solution
would be to study the possibility of interconnecting the traffic
signals and adding left turn bays on Woodlawn to accommodate the
heavy left turn volumes from Woodlawn. He said that they would
recommend closing of the Kellogg frontage road on the south side
to eliminate the hazardous intersection a few feet south of the
signalized intersection of Kellogg and Woodlawn. The long range
solution would be to construct an urban interchange at Woodlawn 4=

and Kellogg and upgrade Kellogg to freeway standards.

BAYOUTH said that he would like to accept the Traffic
Commission's recommendation, and asked how soon could this be
funded.

./

f

LAKIN stated that the funding of the inunediate solutions <'could be handled through their CTraffic Engineering 's) opera-
tional budget.

GARDNER asked if these improvements were made a priority
and placed in the CIP, by when could they be implemented?

GRAVES felt the improvements could be accomplished in 1981.

MOTION: While the Planning Commission
recognizes the Traffic Commission' s
formal action that Kellogg should ulti-
mately be upgraded to full freeway status;
but that the Planning Commission recommends
that the City direct its attention to short
term solutions that alleviate the problem

I M
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of the more immediate nature. These solutions

include selective left turn prohibition during
peak traffic hours, and the upgrading of the
Bluff signals that anticipate Kellogg traffic

loading. The City should investigate the cost
and feasibility of Option 4B which is the
acquisition of an additional half lane each 1side to provide a six lane total; that they
continue to solicit full freeway funding, and
that they investigate the intersection up- · ·6%2419
grading that the Traffic Commission had
suggested. As an alternate to full freeway ' :24.:
funding being regarded as an intermediary
position. Gardner moved, Shook seconded. *4*'Rast

994

MARTENS asked if Commissioner Gardner would consider an

amendment to the motion that would include opening up First
and Second Street as part of a wide range option, and allow
parking on one side of the street.

GARDNER said that he would consider that amendment.

SAVINA commented that the Traffic Commission has designated
the Bluff intersection as "C" standard which is acceptable. He

said that the Bluff signal provides a gap between the traffic
from Bluff to Oliver and lets the Oliver traf5ic move in these

gaps, and if the Bluff signal was eliminated, there would be a
constant stream of traffic from Hillside to Oliver. He said

that he would like to see the motion amended to not eliminate

the Bluff signal.

&:k'

15
.?'4747
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GARDNER asked if Savina would be agreeable to altering the
signal trip mechanism to stop the traffic. SAVINA said that he

would be agreeable to that, but not to eliminate the signal as
long as it stays at Level of Service C. GARDNER said that he

would favor that amendment.

Weby

=A
BAYOUTH felt that the Planning Commission should recommend li

to the City Commission that Traffic Engineering be provided the
necessary resources to conduct a study for the improvement of

the Oliver, Edgemoor and Woodlawn intersections as soon as possible. 

GRAVES stated that the Traffic Commission, at their special
meeting a few weeks ago, was talking about 1st-2nd Street, and
would have an item on their agenda in September which was left
over from one of their prior year's meetings to consider a
recommendation to return 1st and 2nd Streets to two-way streets
with no parking, remove the traffic signals at 1st and Hillside
and Oliver, remove all stop signs. GRAVES said that if this was

done, then the atmosphere of a typical residential neighborhood
in Wichita would be created. GRAVES further stated that something
was said about prohibition of left turns at Kellogg, Oliver and

853·
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922 Edgemoor, and he wanted to respond that it would not work. The -

only way it would work would be with police manpower to stop the
left turns.

GARDNER said that he differed with the opinion and that
probably the predominate re,ponse from motorists would be to

with the cost factors involved and the results being as poten-

acknowledge the alteration if the signal and/or the turn
allowances. He said that :rom his experience of work in other

· metropolitan areas, he would suggest on an interim basis, and

tially high as they are, that they would be foolish not to at
least try it.

GOEBEL commented that he would hate for a future City ....
Commission :o be so composed that they would load the Traffic -M'

Commission with people from both sides of Kellogg and vote *E
it back to a residential street like they did 1st and 2nd i£**/
Streets. 16",b/18.

:48%
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GRAVES stated that Traffic Engineering makes to the
Planning and City Commissions their best recommendation, and
if they agree or disagree with those recommendations, the
Traffic Engineering Department had done their job. He said that
1st and 2nd Streets were residential status from Grove Street
east, and Traffic Engineering does not promote any change.
The streets now. carry the same traffic volume that they have
for several years, and traffic volumes have not increased.

SAVINA asked if left turn signalization was included in the
master plan on Oliver.

LAKIN stated that their intermediate construction proposal
had left turns.

GARDNER stated that the left turn prohibition, as far as he
was concerned, improves the traffic flow substantially, and felt
that the driving public would accommodate it; they certainly
accommodate the detours that are put up.

,¥F.

LOFTON said that he agreed with everything that had been
said, but would like to comment that they should continue the1 study by reviewing what other cities that have this problem
and see how they handled it. He was speaking of cities like
Denver and St. Louis, and felt that staff could get immediate
solutions by reviewing what other cities have done. He said

that he did not believe in inventing the wheel again when it
has already been invented.

BAYOUTH recommended a deferral of this item until their1

Ili more detailed designs could be prepared.

1* 47 .. C :I
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MOTION: That Commissioner Gardner adhere

to Mr. Graves fears, and change the motion
to allow left turn bays at the major inter-
sections or for signalization.

GARDNER explained that in accommodating the left turn pro-

hibitions he was making two suggestions. One was that Traffic

Engineering begin a selective left turn prohibition during peak
hours, even though he recognized that this might create some
problems, but that until they try it they would not have a firm
grasp of the impact. The second reason for accommodating left
turn signals at the intersections that are proposed for improve-
ment. This gives the ability in the future of fully accommodat-
ing left turns as well as two moving lanes of traffic through
the intersection, and the two are compatible.

B

VOTE ON THE ORIGINAL MOTION: It

carried unanimously. Hennessy and
Jones were absent. One vacancy.

The Chairman declared a five minute recess.

BAYOUTH was excused from the meeting.

27. DR 80-10 - Department of Redevelopment and Rehabilitation
requests review of the "Lincoln Neighborhood Plan".

LAKIN stated that he had made several comments to the

R&R staff about our concerns in the area of land use and zoning.
He had suggested to them some alternatives such as going back to
the neighborhood to see if they wanted to redo some of the plan,
or place it on the agenda and get some reaction from the Planning
Commission before they take these items back to the neighborhood.
LAKIN said that one of the areas he had concern in was the

redevelopment policy where development was limited to single
family residential, and the policy concerning conversions. He

said that he had no problem with strip zoning of Broadway and
Harry because it was self-evident, and he could understand their
opposition of strip zoning of other arterials like Main, Market
and St. Francis, and Lincoln.

MARTENS stated about two weeks ago they had a plan for a
northeast area, and now a plan for this area. He asked if it

was the intent to go through and plan each neighborhood.

LAKIN said that he would prefer a neighborhood or policy
plan or some detailing other than the broad brush type of land
use plan for the entire area.

r
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MARTENS said that when plans recommend strictly single
family housing in light of some of the vacant lots or lots
that need to be vacated and started over in an area that
is zoned for duplex and fourplex considering today's economic
times and the trend of housing, it totally baffles him that a
report like this could come out. He said that he was not

supportive of this plan because many of the findings were
incorrect and inaccurate and not in keeping with today's
economy.

GOEBEL agreed with Martens, either stop the neighborhood
plans or have them all at once.

GARDNER explained that various planning projects are funded
through the CDBG block grant monies, and in this instance, funds
are allocated for neighborhood planning within the Department of
Redevelopment and Rehabilitation.

In response to Commissioner Goebel, SHOOK stated that
Area "C" or the Southwest area was the first one to develop
one of these neighborhood plans, and he assured him that the
first plan did not get all that they were looking for. SHOOK

believed that there was a roll for the neighborhood to play
in attempting to set some sort of policy or guidelines in terms
of how they want to see their neighborhood in the future. They
have a sense of ownership in their neighborhood just as much as
the City at large. He felt that some of the hopes for what
would become of neighborhood planning would be helpful in the
processes that come to this Commission.

MARTENS said that he was not saying that neighborhoods
should not get together.

BILL WOMACK, Department of Redevelopment and Rehabilitation,
stated that in talking with most of the Task Force by phone, they
would be in agreement with the problem of single family housing
limitations under the residential land use recommendations. The

Task Force members do not anticipate getting a zone change from
multiple family to a more restrictive category, so they would be
in agreement with striking that item. Speaking to the vacant
parcels within the neighborhood, the Task Force still feels that
single family housing is a big part of the Lincoln neighborhood
and would like to preserve as much of it as possible. The Task

Force would like for the Commission to recommend that single
1 family infill be encouraged by making loans available, not by

zone changes. He said that at the present time there is no ·
existing vacant land available, however, there is a future need
for a park, preferably west of Broadway. According to the Parks,

Open Space and Recreation Plan prepared by the Planning Depart- 
ment, 12 additional acres of park was needed for the Lincoln
neighborhood in the future.

26'
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MARTENS commented that Womack had mentioned earlier loans
for single family housing, and asked if he intended this to be
Federally subsidized loans. WOMACK said yes.

WOMACK continued that the plan was mainly concerned with the
stripping of commercial of Market and Main and other one-way
streets in the area. They were not concerned with Harry and
Broadway. They realized this was strip commercial and would stay
strip commercial. WOMACK said that mainly what they were concerned
with on screening was the commercial located on such streets as
Harry to depths of 250 feet. The sides and rears of these com-
mercial outlets, they feel should be screened from residential
uses.

LOFTON was excused from the meeting.

1 GARDNER stated that he was having misgivings about adopting
something that calls for policies that elude to down zoning of31*3" uses. Although down zoning might not be accomplished technically,
adoption of the document can create a· precedent. He said that he

934 was disturbed about the approach to favoring single family over
other varieties of development which may be more energy efficient
and economically feasible in the area.

4*

WOMACK said that the Task Force would like to see more
commercial located along Broadway, and was not referring to a
zone change.

LAKIN commented on the reuse of Broadway and Harry. His

assessment of it was that in comparing the amount of commercial
existing along the streets with the normal demand that 2,000
dwelling units would create for neighborhood commercial uses,
there would appear to be four or five times the amount that
could be utilized by the neighborhood only. If they recognize
the possibility that Broadway and Harry would not be down zoned,
then it has to be recognized that the buildings must be kept
full and, therefore, many of the commercial uses serve an area
much larger than the local neighborhood.

MOTION: That the Lincoln Neighborhood Plan
be received and filed, and indicate for the
record that there are some misgivings about
some of the recommendations, and that the
recommendations would be taken under advise-

ment before implementing them as a policy.
Gardner moved, Shook seconded.

MARTENS commented that he shared Commissioner Gardner's

concern, but he would oppose the motion because he didn't think
it was strong enough.

4--AT
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GARDNER said that if Commissioner Martens wanted to propose
a countermotion he would withdraw his motion with the consent of
the second. SHOOK consented.

E->342*
[fi Jife·.*.4
L»3*IX.«:.
Ity'f-twa
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MOTION: That the Lincoln Neighborhood
Fran-be acknowledged as being received;
that the Commission issue a statement of

««11%
*:61*

being very much alarmed at the method in 4 awhich the report was prepared, specifically
the small number of task force members in
relation to the total population of the
neighborhood; that the Commission is deeply
alarmed and concerned that this report appears budiump
to be contradictory to a number of established ---2
zoning policies to the land use in the area;
that the Commission views this type of report
as an unnecessary step given the regulatory -
agencies that now exist, such as the Health --aDepartment, Central Inspection, Police and ...

6*%.*:. iFire Departments; and that the Commission is
very concerned that the plan for each
neighborhood is presented individually and
the Commission can not look at the total
picture when plans are presented in this
fashion. Martens moved, Savina seconded.

MARY WRIGHT, 1045 South Topeka, said that she felt kind of
shot down. She said that the purpose the task force had was to --9
improve their neighborhood, and she was deeply concerned. She ===22 r ...S:

said that the neighborhood contains their homes, and they were ..1"1merely trying to upgrade it in some way. She said the thing that yll'disturbs her and a lot of other people was that several old homes
have four families living there and they are fire hazards. She

nor the task force had any objections to someone building duplexes.
GARDNER remarked that Mrs. Wright should not be offended by

their response, that it was not intended to be offensive. He

said that her concerns about the quality of living and housing
for the neighborhood were very valid and probably if anything was
lacking at this point it would be an adequate explanation to her
as to how she could pursue achieving higher housing quality using
the existing agencies that Mr. Martens referred to that involve
themselves very specifically with those areas on multiple family
housing and townhousing where there are code violations, fire
hazards, health violations and things of this nature. Those

agencies can actively pursue and develop remedies to those
problems. He said that the Commission's concern was if they
adopt a policy that has not been aired within the neighborhood
that affects both owners and absentee owners, then they do people
an injustice assuming that they concur when in fact they do not.

49%
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MARTENS commented that he recognized the time Mrs. Wright
had spent on the plan, and it seemed that his comments were
directed at her, but that was not the intent. He said that this

was the second neighborhood plan that he had seen, and while he
believed in her effort and supports her efforts, but from what he -'
had seen, given the overall picture, he felt this was the wrong
approach.

VOTE ON THE MOTION: It carried with a

vote of 4 in favor (Martens, Savina,
Gardner, and Goebel), and 1 opposed
(Shookl . Hennessy, Jones, Bayouth and
Lofton were absent. one vacancy.

28. "Transition Plan" for Handicapped Transportation - MTA
Board requesting endorsement.

ELMER KARSTENSEN, MTA Director, acknowledged Commissioner
Gardner's services on the task force that resulted in the
development of this plan. KARSTENSEN stated that this was a

transition from an inaccessible bus fleet to a fleet that has
51 percent accessibility at the peak hour service. He said

that there were 26 buses available equiped with the wheelchair
lift and have four more arriving between now and June 17. They
will have to have some additional wheelchair lift buses to meet
the full accessiblity requirement at 50 percent at peak hour.
There is a possibility of future expansion of services, that
now looks very real, because of energy shortages. He said that

they do have a situation where they will have to expect more use
of those buses although they are not cost effective. KARSTENSEN

said that they were under an obligation from the Federal -
government which leaves him no option but to meet the 51 percent
accessibility during peak hours. -'

KARSTENSEN presented the three options. Option 1, would
comply with the 504 regulations by purchasing all buses with i

wheelchair lifts; Option 2, having at least 50 percent of the
buses, during peak service hours equipped with wheelchair lifts,
and Option 3, to bring themselves up to the level of Section 504.
He said that he agreed fully with the recommendation that they
adopt Option 3. He encouraged the Commission to endorse the
plan as prepared and recommend the adoption of Option 3.

2·t:it

44©t

GOEBEL questioned the statement in the newspaper that the
buses did not handle the handicapped as well as the mini-vans
that had been used. He asked for Karstensen's analysis of the
statement.

KARSTENSEN said that he has to make the buses pay as much
as possible for the City of Wichita, and to do that he operated
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on a fixed route. Time would not permit him to take the bus
and drive off of the route to pick passengers up at the Timbers.
He mentioned that they did have a problem of loading the
passengers on one of the lifts due to inexperience of the driver.

GOEBEL asked that during peak hours why can't they call
the mini-van buses.

KARSTENSEN said that they were meeting the demand and at
times were overloading their peak capacities now.

GARDNER said that Mr. Bayouth requested that he make special
note in the record of his intense feelings regarding the lack of
cost effectiveness in serving the handicapped public by attempting
to do it with major vehicles and the larger buses. He felt that
the STS services to be commended for the degree of service that it
provides, and felt it was substantially more cost ef fective and
efficient than the larger vehicles.

O

people rode the buses.
SAVINA asked if there was a record of how many handicapped

KARSTENSEN said the largest number they have had on any
given day was ten since they started to use the buses, then
they dropped to two per day. €·2

012/

MOTION: That the Planning Commission
5ii367-ie the Transition Plan and recom-
mend Option 3. Savina moved, Gardner
seconded and it carried unanimously.
Hennessy, Jones, Bayouth and Lofton
were absent. One vacancy.

=02-

The meeting adjourned at 5:55 p.m. €9¥S

Robert A. Lakin

Secretary

State of Kansas)

Sedgwick County)
SS

I, Robert A. Lakin, Secretary of the Wichita-Sedgwick County .=t

Metropolitan Area Planning Commission, do hereby certify that the
foregoing copy of the minutes of the meeting of the Wichita-Sedgwick ./'
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County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission, held on May 22,
1980, is a true and correct copy of the minutes officially approved
by such Commission.

Given under my hand and official seal this day of
1980.

Robert A. Lakin, Secretary
Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan
Area Planning Commission

(.SEAL)
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24. Case No. PP-96

Request: Ilnendment to the Pobble Creek "r.sidrntial C.U.P.
(now Village of Blue.stem)

Locations Between 2lst & 29th Streets North and between Rock
Road and Webb Road.

25. .-uthorization to advertise the "Re" Restricted Commercial
District for public hearing.

 Presentation & discussion of Fast Kellogg Traffic Improvement
V.j Report by HAPD staff & Traffic Engineering staff.

%:'.74

27. DR 2 0-10 - Denartment of Redevelopment and Rehabilitation
requests review of the 'Lincoln Neighborhood Plan".
(Memo and plan enclosed to Planning Commissioners).

28 "Transition Plan" for Handicapped Transportation - NTA board
.4 requesting endorsement - (Memo and plan attached to Planning

Commissioners).

29. Other Matters.

493/

Robert A. Lakin
attft Secretary
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May 7, 1980

Metropolitan Area Planning Commission

Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

East Kellogg 'raffic

g

I have previously reviewed with the MAPC at a work session, the
results of a study on East Kellogg in which we have suggested
alternate actions to improve capacity and flow. At that time
it was thought that a further explanation of the report would
be beneficial, and that it would be helpful to review it with
the Traffic Commission as part of the possible actions which
are oriented toward traffic management practices. I have
arranged for Friday, May 16, in the Board Room, to have a
joint work session with the Traffic Commission. Since it is the
Planning Commission extending the invitation with MAPD staff
presenting the report, I would expect that our Chairman would
preside. Since this is primarily information and not a public
hearing on the matter, I would assume most of the conversation
would be limited to the two Boards and the respective staffs.

As it is an informational meeting and no formal action can be
taken, it is my intention to have the matter on your formal agenda
for May 22. Mr. Graves indicated that he would have a similar
item on his agenda, and together with a Traffic Engineering
Division report for the Traffic Commission meeting of May 21.
It would be at these times that formal action might be considered.
I would assume at some point in time one or the other of the
Boards would want to hold a public hearing on the alternates
and/or any specific action program thought desirable.

Robert A. Lakin

Director of Planning
RAL:rme

Attachment - F . 0 /1, ' 7·7·9 , 2.--6 . /-.i
CC: Wichita Traffic Commission

E. H. Denton, City Manager
Ray Bruggeman, Director of Public Works
Dean Sellers, Acting City Engineer
Paul Graves, Traffic Engineer i » 3 i
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May 7, 1980

Wichita Traffic Commission

Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

East Kellogg Traffic

The Planning Department staff has prepared a report for considera-
tien of what we perceive to be traffic problems on a Bection ofEast Kellogg. In reviewing this informally with the PlanningCommission, it was felt that it would be helpful lf the report couldbe explained more fully to both the Traffic Commission and the Plan-ning Commission. Accordingly, the Planning Commission would liketo invite you to a "work session" on Friday, May 16, from 11:30 a.m.to 1:00 p.m., in the Board Room of City Hall. At that time we wouldpresent the various alternates in the attached report, and be
prepared to discuss the alternates with the membership of thecombined Boards.

No action is reque»ted or expected at a work session. We conductthese on an informal basis, and although the public may attend,the work ia confined primarily between the staff and the Boardmembers. It is anticipated by Mr. Graves that he will have thisitem and a similar report from his staff on your May 21 agenda.I will submit the same report to the Planning Commission formally
on May 22. At that time appropriate actions can be considered bythe respective Boards.

I am hopeful that you will be able to attend during this noon hoursession. We will be furnishing sandwiches and moft drinks. Thiswill allow people to eat during the presentation of the report andkeep to a minimum the amount of time that you will have to be awayfrom your other activities.

Robert A. Lakin
Director of PlanningRAL:rme

Attachment

ccs E. H. Denton, City Manager
Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
R. W. Bruggeman, Director of Public Works
Dean Sellers, Acting City Engineer
Paul Graves, Traffic Engineer
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THE METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION AND
GUEST, WICHITA TRAFFIC COMMISSION

T,

£4

BOARD ROOM

FIRST FLOOR, CITY HALL
455 NORTH MAIN

WICHITA, KANSAS

-99€24% May 16, 1980

INFORMAL AGENDA

11:30 a.m. to 1:00 p.m.

1. Presentation of a staff report on possible improvements
to increase capacity on Kellogg Avenue from Roosevelt
to Woodlawn.

'This will be an informal presentation to provide background
to the Commissions so that they can have a joint dialogue
concerning this subject. It is anticipated that the same
report will be on the respective agendas of each of the
Commissions on May 21 and 22.

NOTE: Sandwiches and soft drink .will be served during the
lunch hour.

Robert A. Lakin

Secretary
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0WICHITA - SEDGWICK £TY

METROPOLITAN AAEA PLANNING May 12
DEPARTMENT

CRY HAI - tENTH NOOR
435 NORTH MAIN STREET

WICHITA. KANSAS 67202

{316) 260·•561

Mr. Glen M. Koontz, Director of Engineering & Design
Mr. John McNeal, Director of Planning and Development

, 1980

f*

Mr. Glenn Anschutz, Engineer of Design
Mr. F. J. Reid, Engineer of Urban Highways

Mr. Fred Terry, Urban Highways Division
Kansas Department of Transportation
State Office Building

' Topeka, Ks. 66612

Gentlemen:

Enclosed is a revised draft of the East Kellogg Avenue Report.
By this mailing we are also informing you of a meeting we have scheduled
with the Planning Commission and Traffic Commission on May 16, 1980.

We will keep you informed as meetings with appointed and elected
city/county officials proceed. If you have any comments or suggestions,
please forward them to us.

Sincerely,

Monroe L. Funk, P.E.
Principal Planner
Advance Plans Division C

MLF:rh

Enclosures

cc: Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

444%
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TO: Willard L. Stockwell, Chief Planner, Advance Plans Division

FROM: Monroe L. Funk, Principal Planner. Advance Plans Division

SUBJECT: EAST KEUOGG

After having spent considerable time reviewing and analyzing

the Options for improving capacity on East Kellogg. I feel that

I am prepared to state my position and make a recommendation

for future action.

We have presented and evaluated six different options

with variations on one of the options (4a, 4b, 4c). Each

has its associated benefits, disadvantages and costs. Many

tradeoffs are possible between the options making the selection

of a single option very difficult. No one option stands out

head and shoulders above the rest.

It appears that two options deserve to be eliminated

immediately, option 1, "Do Nothing and Option 6, six-lane
41

urban freeway.

Option 1 is not feasible in the long run in the face

Of growing travel demands in the Kellogg corridor. We are

projecting a 67 percent increase in travel demands for the

urbanized area. Similar travel demand growth is expected

in the Kellogg corridor. This means additional traffic on

Kellogg. Doulgas, First Street, Second Street, Cent ral,

13th Street, Lincoln and Harry. To "do nothing" on Kellogg

means that congestion will increase on Kellogg and then spill

over on to the other parallel streets in the corridor. Our

bent opportunities to increase east-west capacity in the

Kellogg corridor is on Kellogg Avenue. To'do nothingh,ould
t

be short sighted and nit be in the public interest.

Option 6, a six-lane urban freeway, does not appear to be

»43»·. *.
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Willard L. Stockwell -2- May 19, 1980
EAST KELLOGG

realistic at this time because of the very high dollar, social

economic and environmental costs involved. I do not feel that
-R.

there is public support for a freeway even if the federal govern-
31

ment and state would come up with 100 percent of the funding.
aft*

It does not appear reasonable to assume that sufficient federal
. 1 Lenwa,1,

. or state funds will be available to build the freeway. Even .: i r OP.2·' 93*¥01//

t.''t·>Y€rk· 1/I
.4,44/=,> t

if we build a freeway up to Woodlawn we will still have a 1'290.2,

I .42 41'fify,f'. ·V·,424?
.

2 · problem from Woodlawn eastward that will be costly to solve. . .E'. .ro
··1+Al

.1,1 4.€.4.. ;14&
This leaves us with Options 2, 3, 4 and 5. Option 2 while

>44¢74·

cost effective provides only a minimum of additional capacity and can

therefore be considered only as a short term solution. There is

some concern that the public will not accept the elimination

of left turns from Kellogg. This may be true, but it appears

to be ·..., th a try. If elimination of left turns does not work,

then the try can be aborted with very little cost involved in

the experiment. If the experiment works, then we have a

basis for the reversible lane concept, since the reversible

'A; 93,

97»..

r J ino{

L.j;

lane options do not allow left turns from Kellogg while the

reversible lane is operating as a thru lane (in either

direction).

':74 The reversible lane option is cost effective for the

amount of additional capacity it can provide. The 75 percent

increase in capacity shown in Table 5, page 9 is in the direction

of the reversible lane flow. There .would be an increase of 17

percent in the opposite direction due only to the elimination

of left turns.

The reversible lane option has serious safety and operational

associated with it. Enforcement would have to be
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thorough and consistent. No left turns from the reversible - itped

lane could be permitted from Bluff to Woodlawn. This may be ip*iti.

difficult to prevent because of the many side streets and

business drives unless a barrier wall were constructed to **.B
1 0*- -.3%4*1

1.-1-91"
prevent left turns. The barrier type wall has problems .4:KeMP-Ae.

.56- *eassociated with it also. · i<145*
./90*m

3,¢1*aje

The reversible lane option would be experimental 44-
4$=f

»*
subject to the probability of failure. To even test the - 92

option will take a large expenditure of funds. After a - :9,'3895
--6:€€.*gau16

- '.90large expenditure of funds the option may fail after a

h*U<8&1-hk testing time period producing a considerable
96.402,- waste of funds. ..* .,

Under option two, elimination of left turns would

take place only at Oliver, Edgemoor and Woodlawn. All

existing left turn bays on to local side streets are to

remain. If the reversible lane option is implemented, all left

turns from Kellogg would be prohibited; at least during the time 4- f.:6< '·%2

that the median (middle) lane is operating as a thru lane.

Option 4 widens Kellogg to six lanes several different

ways. Any widening will require the acquisition of additional p
4 .....€,A?2

right-of-way which would be costly since entire businesses 33>421

49%4
may be effected. The option does not add significantly to

the capacity of Kellogg and is therefore not very cost effective.

Option 5, an expressway with grade separations, appeats

to be a feasible option from several viewpoints. The option

does provide significant long range increases in capacity.

While the cost for providing grade separations at three j

7"t.-:*.' 14:6:

..4.
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Willard L. Stockwell May 19, 1980
EAST KELLOGG

intersections is considerable the total proj ect can be staged.

With just a little help from the feds and the state, a trial

proj ect could be constructed at Oliver. A grade separation

at Oliver would be doable and within the financial capability

tw/ of the city and State with assistance from the feds.( op hon S 1
It is my opinion that the ideaAwarrants further investi- 21 6 v

gation. My recommendation would be to hire a consulting engineeriny
firm to determine exact right-of-way requirements, determine

feasibility of going under rather than over and prepare a.

etter cost estimate. This would then give us the necessary

information as to whether or not to proceed with the project.

Monroe L. Funk

Principal Planner
Advance Plans Division

MLF:rh

.i4924,:
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CD

minimal. The proposed improvement would produce a significant increase in

capacity. Significant benefits would occur to the motorists.

Option Six - Six-Lane Freeway - Not a realistic option due to cost.

While the capacity increase would be very significant, the direct and the

indirec t costs would be greater than the community could tolerate.

It is concluded therefore that further study be given Options Two, Three

and Five. This could most effectively be done by retaining a consultant

to develop preliminary designs o f Option Five. This should be done in the

near future.

-32-
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Cormnissioner Sue Crockett made a motion that the Wichita

Traffic Cornmission accept the Traffic Engineering staff's
recomendations for immediate changes on Kell ogg from Bl uff to
the east City limits with Kellogg being improved to freeway 1

U':ay° status at the earliest possible time. Seconded by Edmiston. £ A.

The vote in favor was unanimous.

L
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Wichita Traffic Commission Meeting - May 21, 1980

• Intermin Reports on East Kellogg from Hillside to Armour
MOTION:

Commissioner Sue Crockett made a motion that the Wichita Traffic
Commission accept the Traffic Engineering staffrs recommendations for
immediate changes on Kellogg from Bluff to the east City limits with
Kellogg being improved to freeway_statulat. the.earl iest possible time.
Seconded by Commissioner Robert Edmiston. The vote in favor of the
motion was unanimous.
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INTERIM REPORT ON EAST KELLOGG

FROM HILLSIDE TO ARMOUR

3282

TRAFFIC ENGINEERING DIVISION
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INTERIM REPORT - EAST KELLOGG TRAFFIC STUDY

FROM HILLSIDE TO ARMOUR

INTRODUCrION

*4

The purpose of this report is to analyze the traffic handling ability of

the Kellogg corridor between Hillside and Armour. Special emphasis was

given to the operation characteristics of the four signalized intersections

along this corridor. These four signalized intersections are Bluff,

Oliver, Edgemoor and Woodlawn.

This is an interim report, since the original charge of the Traffic

Engineering Division was to study Kellogg from the East city limits to

the West city limits at the request of the Traffic Commission. This

interim report is being brought forward at this time since the data is

now available on this segment and to correspond and supplement the

report completed by the Planning Department.

C,ff.

 4,6

*31.
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-SURVEY

4

hThe survey area was confined to Kellogg from Hillside to Armour. The

greatest emphasis in this report was given to four signalized inter-

sections as follows:
5ff* 4*,4.f '

Kellogg and Bluff

Kellogg and Oliver

Kellogg and Edgemoor

Kellogg and Woodlawn.

In order to ident ify po tential traffic problems, the following information

was gathered:

1) Peak turning movement counts during the AM and PM hours of

7:00 to 9:00 and 4.00 to 6.00 at the four signalized intersections.

2) Travel time runs in both the eastbound and westbound directions

during peak and of f-peak periods.

3) Obtaining the existing geometric configuration and lane widths

at the four signalized intersections.

4) Tabulating the existing signal time data that presently controls

the four intersections.

-2-
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93,2 DATA ANALYSIS

The data anlaysis was divided into two maj or areas; travel time runs for

the ent ire segment of Kellogg from Hillside to Armour, and an intersection-
213=

by-intersection review of the four key intersections.

Travel Time Studies

4931
OW
935

For this survey, the Test Vehicle method of assembling travel time

-
was used due to its flexibility and degree of accuracy. This

procedure involves a driver controlling his vehicle to float with

the traffic atream in a given lane, such as outside lane eastbound

through the entire run. This procedure requires a minimal amounta#"Watflf J ka
of equipment since only a test car, field data sheets and two stop

j-idskil':i
watches are needed to record the data. An example of the field

survey sheet is illustrated on Figure (1) of this report.

The travel time studies were conducted during both the AM and PM

peak as well as during off-peak periods. For this specific study

the peaks were 7:00 AM to 9:00 AM and 4:00 PM to 6:00 PM, while

off-peak runs were conducted be tween the hours of 2: 00 PM to 4: 00 PM
M....MAE#I

ill#&. j.0-
and 10:00 AM to 12:00 PM. In order to obtain results which were

..imt23-
sufficiently accurate to be useful, a minimum of six runs in each

direction was necessary. Since we were primarily concerned with

11
the four intersections of Bluff, Oliver, Edgemoor and Woodlawn, the

travel time runs commenced in advance of the Bluff intersection at

h- Hillside and cont inued eastwardly through the intersection of

12- Kellogg and Woodlawn to the intersection of Kellogg and Armour.
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0 FIGURE (1) 0

TRAVEL TIME RUNS

KELLOGG, FROM HILLSIDE TO ARMOUR

Direction - EB WB NB SB

Run Started at AM at

(time) PM (location)

Run Ended at AM at

(time) PM (location)

Location Time Seconds Stopped Cause

Arrnour

Woodlawn

Edgemoor

Oliver
h

Bluff

Hillside

Summary:

Total Trip Length Total Trip Time

Average Speed Running Time

Stopped Time

Symbols of Delay Cause: Traffic Si.gnal - S Parked Cars - PK

Stop Sign - SS Pedestrians - P

Left Turns - LT Bus Loading - BL
Right Turns - RT General Congestion - G

COMMENTS:

Date Recorder

*re
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The reverse of this was true with regard to westbound travel time runs.

Before each test run commenced, the recorder filled in the pertinent

data, such as starting time, location, which lane and direction the al#Ell

survey commenced in. The trip began from one end of the selected route 1-'

and went to the other end, with the recorder observing and recording the
=D

duration, location and cause of each stop. Also recorded was the time '1!*811mi;

when the test vehicle cleared the intersections of Bluff, Oliver. Edgemoor

and Woodlawn. The first travel time runs were conducted on Tuesday, -P...

-            '29"Imm

January 22, 1980, between 4:30 PM and 6:00 PM and on Wednesday, January 23, 1980,

between 7:20 AM and 9:00 AM. The results of these travel time runs are

recorded in the Appendix as Tables (1) through (4) .

Additibnal travel time runs were conducted on March 12, 1980 and May 8,

for off-peak periods. The results of these surveys are illustrated in

the Appendii Tables (5) through (8). Further peak hour travel time runs

.- were conducted on April 29 and April 30, with the results illustrated in

- Appendix Tables (9) through (12) . The summation of all the travel time

. runs are illustrated in Table (1) of this report. A close analysis of
- this table reveals that the greatest eastbound delay on Kellogg occured

at Kellogg and Woodlawn during the PM peak from 4:00 to 6:00, where the

average delay was 46 seconds. The greatest delay eastbound in the

I morning occurred at Kellogg and Oliver where the average delay during
the 7:00 to 9:00 rush was 27 seconds. Travel time runs over this two

and three quarter mile course varied from an average AM peak of 5

minutes and 50 seconds, to an average PM peak of 7 minutes and 32

seconds. The average off-peak travel time run was 5 minutes and 54

seconds. The summation of westbound Kellogg traffic from Armour to

1980,

i71,49 '
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TABLE (1)

SUMMARY OF TRA*EL TIME RUNS

Eastbound Kellogg From Hillside To Armour

AM Peak Hour PM Peak Itour Off ?eak Hour
7:00 - 9:00 AM 4:00 - 6:00 PM 2:00 PM- 10:00 AM-

4:00 PM 12:00 PM

01/23/80  04/30/80  Average 01/22/80  04/29/80  Average 03/12/80 05/08/80 Average

6 5 14 4 9 6 2 4
25 27 49 29 39 70

Bluff 4

Oliver 29
emoor

dlawn

Subtotal

Travel Time (Min.-Sec.)

Total Stop Delay (Sec.)
Average Running Speed

24 11 18 38 19 28 2 6 4
12 15 14 34 57 46 33 36 34

6:05 5:36 5:50 7:53 7:12 7:32 6:12 5:35 5:54
68 57 63 134 109 122 62 54 58
27 29 28 21 23 22 26 ?9 ?R

/0

Westbound Kellogg From Armour To Hillside

AM Peak Hour
7:00 - 9:00 AM

01/23/80  04/30/80  Average

PM Peak Hour Off Peak Hour
4:00 - 6:00 PM 2:00 PM- 10:00 AM-

4:00 PM 12:00 PM

01/22/80  04/29/80  Average 03/12/80 05/08/80 Average

..Alawn 33 29 31 34 37 35 33 52 43
Edgemoor 36 11 23 11 13 12 9 12 11

;r 16 29 23 63 67 65 30 20 254 7 6 12 12 12 5 7 6

Subtotal

V,4/ O./J O:13 /:L1 /:UD 6:19 6:06 6:13

Total Stop Delay (Sec.) 89 68 79 104 130 117 77 91 84

'.gl Ave/:„e Running Speed 25 27 26 22 23 23 26 27 27

:..44*.i/0444*44/

4 443*



/122*42

¥tric

0

4
Hillside revealed that the highest delay occurred at Kellogg and Oliver

4%

during the PM rush of 4:00 to 6:00, where the average delay was 65

seconds. The highest AM delay occurred at Kellogg and Woodlawn with an

average delay of 31 seconds between 7:00 AM and 9:00 AM. The average AM

travel time was 6 minutes and 15 seconds, and the average PM travel time
R--?y

was 7 minutes, 13 seconds. The average off-peak travel time was 6

minutes and 15 seconds. The travel time run in the AM was a minute to a

minute and a half quicker than those which occurred during the PM period.

When comparing eastbound and westbound travel time runs during various

periods of the day, there was less than 30 seconds difference between

the eastbound and westbound runs.

A capsule summary of the travel time survey indicates that only excessive

 delays occurred at Kellogg and Oliver and Kellogg and Woodlawn and the
delays eastbound and westbound at any particular time of tle day were ·

€3.
T.?4

about the same. The average travel time for this two and three quarter
·4?

mile run was approximately a minute to a minute and a half quicker

during the AM peak as compared to the PM peak, which resulted in the

average running speed of the AM being 28 miles per hour compared to 22

miles per hour for the PM peak.

-7-
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Signalized Intersection Review

Kellogg and Bluff

In order to analyze the existing conditions at Kellogg and

Bluff the following information was gathered:

o Peak AM turning movement counts be tween the hours of

7:00 AM and 9:00 AM.

o Peak PM turning movement counts between the hours of

4:00 PM and 6:00 PM.

o The existing actual timing of the controller at Kellogg
and Bluff.

o The geometrics of the intersection with regard to lane

width, parking conditions, etc.

From the two hour turning movement count for ·both the' AM and

PM periods, a further breakdown of this count was tabulated in

orde r to analyze the peak AM turning movement hour and the

peak PM turning movement hour. This information is revealed

in Figure (2). The greatest volume of traffic entering this

intersection occurs during the PM peak and the highest approach
34

is the west approach where 1701 cars approached the intersection

of Kellogg and Bluff. The highest approach during the AM peak

occurs on the east approach where 1478 vehicles approach the

intersection of Kellogg and Bluff. Approximately 55% of the

traffic on Kellogg is westbound in the morning and 55% is

eastbound in the evening. The volume of traffic on Bluff is

approximately 10% of that occurring on Kellogg.

-8-
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FIGURE (2)

 CITY OF WICHITA 
TRAFFIC ENGINEERING DIVISION

TRAFFIC VOLUME SUMMARY

|167 |
DATE February 5, 1980

TOTAL

124

STREET TIME 7:30 - 8:30 A. M.
43

61 3726 Kellogg

TOTAL

| 1,777 :1473 1478-

0

12.8301
TOTAL

0

1047 ' 1,083
105-

6-'-7

43 24  38 10
TOTAL

TOTAL

109

STREET

154450 104 Kellogg

TOTAL

24

'| 1,372 11239 1263 -
0

1-221-

I

TOTAL

DATE February 5, 1980 0

--1701-1673 6 1,770 +

23 --h
TIME 4:30 - 5:30 PM J

1118' 80 42
67|

70¥AL

240

Y

307
-9-

STREET Bluff

STREET

129997*72;XVI
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From the intersection geometrics, turning movement counts and

signal phasing, the level of surface of this intersection was

computed by a Critical Movement Analysis. Basically, the critical

movement summation method of capacity analysis applies a technique

which analyzes the critical volumes at an intersection. The critical

volumes are determined by adding the highest total of through

traffic plus the opposing left turn traffic in one direct ion on an

hourly, per lane basis, and then adding to this the highest total

of through, plus its opposing left in the opposite direction on an

hourly, per lanebasis.

1134*

The general rules of procedure for determining the critical movement

capacity analysis are as follows:

o For a divided highway with separate left turns and right turn

bays, the critical movement would be the through traffic and

the opposing left; therefore, the number one consideration

would be the through volume on each approach.

o The through volume on each approach are divided by the number

of lanes on that approach and the opposing left turns are

added to this number. From these totals the traffic movement

in the north-south direction, for ins tance, is compared to

determine which one of the opposing left plus through movement

volume is greater. The same greater through plus opposing

left turn volume for the east-west flow is also determined,

adding the greater through plus opposing left volumes for both

the north-south and east-west direction which results in a

critical movement value. (See example page I 1)

-10-
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fY I CAPACITY ANALYSIS BY CRITICAL MOVEMENT METHOD

KELLOGG AND EDGEMOOR (PM)

North South East West
Steps Approach Approach Approach Approach

(1) Approach Volume 407 362 1,107 1,480

(2) Divide by number of lanes 204 181 554 740

(3) Add Opposing Lefts &10 66

(4) Totals (2 and 3) 301 391 633 806

(5) Critical Movements

(Larger Value on Line 4)

North - South Direction 391

East - West Direction 806

(6) Intersection Total (Sum of 5) - 1,197 Level of Service "C"

KELLOGG AND EDGEMOOR (AM)

North South East West

Steps Approach Approach Approach Approach

(1) Approach Volumes 474 341 1,164 904

(2) Divide by number of lanes 237 172 582 452

(3) Add Opposing Lefts 220

(4) Totals (2 and 3) 457 248 618 517

(5) Critical Movements

(Larger Value on Line 4)

North - South Direction 457

East - West Direction 618

(6) Intersection Total (Sum,of 5) - 1,075 Level of Service "B"

-11-
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From previous analys is of other intersections where heavy

vehicle traffic has been encountered, it has been determined

under the critical movement analysis method that the following

level of services can be encountered when the vehicles per

hour are less than or equal to those shown in Table (2).

1
TABLE (2)

LEVEL OF SERVICE RANGE

FOR OPERATION AND DESIGN

Level Maximum Sum of Critical Volumes

of Two Three Four or

Service Phase Phase More Phases

A 1000 950 900

B 1200 1140 1080

C 1400 1340 1270

D 1600 1530 1460

E 1800 1720 1650

F not applicable

In comput ing the capacity analys is of this intersection by the

critical movement method, the intersection in presently operating

at level of service "C".

Another method used in the critical movement analysis for

determining level of service is the length of delay encountered

in an intersection. The following table illustrates the delay

which can be encountered based upon the level of service.

-12-
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TABLE (3)

DELAY AND LEVEL OF SERVICE

Level of Delay Range
Service (Seconds Per Vehicle)

A 0.0-16.0

B 16.1-22.0

C 22.1-28.0
D 28.1-35.0

E 35.1-40.0

F 40.1 or greater

Referring back to summary of travel time runs, Kellogg operates

at leve 1 of service "A" at the intersection of Kellogg and

Bluff based on amount of delay encountered per vehicle.

Kellogg and Oliver

A summary of the turning movement counts for the peak AM and

PM periods at Kellogg and Oliver is revealed in Figure (3).

As one would assume, the heaviest flow of traffic at Kellogg

and Oliver is 1514 westbound vehicles in the morning and 1454

eastbound vehicles in the evening.

g Heavy left tur13iblumes are recorded on Oliver for northbound

traffic wishing to go west on Kellogg in the AM with 235

vehicles recorded during the peak hour. Also a moderately

heavy left turn volume is recorded during the PM period on

Oliver, both in the north and south directions with 163 and

141 respectively. Again, the directional split at Kellogg and

-13-
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 1,722 F

12,8821

L TOTAL 81

1160 1014

W
W Oliver

FIGURE (3)

U CITY OF WICHITA
TRAFFIC ENGINEERING

TRAFFIC VOLUME

0
DIVISION 2

SUMMARY

9rl DATE February 25, 1980

+14·3,

456·.
&*9%

.»61
0 .2., *43*.0

TOTAL

534 2 · f ,(1 112:

TIME 7:15 - 8:15 AM

1%

73 382 79

1.-

401 STREET

Kelloge

TOTAL

35

..t»

4%5214* 11»..-64*i53*,t

65 4--h .-t
-31--

14141519 

1 70

» 2,661

/9 1,142

235285 49

517 TOTAL 111321
569 A

/

-

T TOTAL

563

2081 STREET45377141 569 Kellogg

 ' 1 129
|2,579|

DATE February 14, 1980 TOT*t
92,574

qUL-
-1454 1249 '  1,486 r

92 - ..1
TIME 4:30 - 5:30 PM 1

-7 P. 1

\ TOTAL
- 37

1/ 9171083 -r| 1,125 I

598 63 419 |<96
TOTAL

678

Y
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Oliver was approximately 55% westbound in the morning and 55%

eastbound in the evening. The capacity analysis of this

intersection by the critical movement analysis indicates that

this intersect ion is operating at level of service "E". When

comparing it with delay and level of service calculations, the

delays at this intersection in the PM indicate a level of

service operation of "E" or "F".

Kellogg and Edgemoor

The peak hour turning movement counts for the AM and PM are

revealed on Figure (4) . Again, as one would expect, the

heaviest flow of traffic at Kellogg and Edgemoor is 1229

westbound in the morning. In the evening the heavies t volume

is 1559 eastbound vehicles. The heaviest left turn occurs on

Edgemoor where 220 northbound vehicles turn to go west on

Kellogg during the AM peak. During the PM peak the heaviest

left turn occurs southbound on Edgemoor where 210 vehicles

wish to turn east onto Kellogg. Again the directional peak on

Kellogg is approximately 55% with 55% westbound in the morning

and 55% eastbound in the evening. The capacity analysis for

Kellogg and Edgemoor indicates that this intersection is

operating at level of service when computed by the critical

movement analysis method. The delays recorded during the

travel time runs indicate that this intersection operates

between level of service "A" and "C" for Kellogg traffic.
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FIGURE (4)

 CITY OF WICHITA W
4% V

TRAFFIC ENGINEERING DIVISION

KJ-024 TRAFFIC VOLUME SUMMARY

19391 DATE March 6, 1980

TOTAL

550 389

STREET TIME 7.00 - 8:00 A. M.
57417 76 Kellogg

TOTAL

54 1

12< 1110 1229( 1,387 
1 Jill

9 2,194|
TOTAL

C'i 965940 847
57 -h

22C299 42 Fo 4
539 TOTAL

561

TOTAL

617

Floo
444 STREET

44 363210 Kellogg

TOTAL

59

'| 1,189 -12£1173

66

rECI-
TOTAL

12,8281

DATE March 6, 1980 79

- 15591389 /41,655 r
4 J

TIME 4:30 - 5:30 PM

97 306 56 115201
6

TOTAL
I O
W 0 459
lu

1979
16-

STREET Edgemoor

1416*

4%56
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Kellogg and Woodlawn

The peak turning movement counts for Kellogg and Woodlawn

during the AM and PM peak are revealed in Figure (5) . Agai

the heavies t volume occurs on Kellogg with 1125 westbound

vehicles in the morning. The heaviest volume in the evening

occurs eastbound with 1355 vehicles approaching this intersection

from the west. The heaviest left turn occurs during the PM

peak with 377 vehicles southbound on Woodlawn wishing to turn

east on Kellogg. During the PM peak another heavy left turn

occurs on Kellogg westbound to go south on Woodlawn where 183

vehicles were counted.

The capacity analysis of the intersect ion of Kellogg and

Woodlawn indicates this intersection is operating at level of

servit,z-,Lwhen compared by the critical movement analysis.

I When comparing a level of service based upon the delays that

3 occur at this intersection, this interesection is operating ati

level of service "D" and "E".

RECOMMENDATIONS

As an ul timate goal to move east-west traffic through the city of

Wichita, we would recommend that all steps toward upgrading Kellogg

to freeway status be strongly supported. The need to have Kellogg

as a freeway from the east city limits to the west city litaits can

be easily justified when one looks at the volumes presently traveling

-17-
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FIGURE (5)

V CITY OF WICHITA 
TRAFFIC ENGINEERING DIVISION

KI-024 TRAFFIC VOLUME SUMMARY

DATE March 5,1980

TOTAL

505

STREET TIME 7:30 - 8:30 AM
79 304-122 368 Kellogg

TOTAL

50

1,222 I

'c- 90 4

12.1944
TOTAL

'-977 874 r 1,051

48 -1

158263 55
442 1364

TOTAL

476
W'O

l
T TOTAL

849

918 
517

STREET

7993377 Kellngg

TOTAL

65

' 1,108
1 1 923 lin -

»1;3:71
TO¥'-- 1

DATE March 4, 1980

1194 2 1,637
1355

71
tTIME 4:30 - 5:30 PM

106362 86

16471 TOTAL

554

Y

[1204
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on Kellogg and the lack of an east-west freeway through Wichita.

Since the freeway cannot become a reality in the near futures we

are recommending three levels of improvement for each of the intersect ions

which will be immediate solutions, intermediate solutions and long

range solutions. The following is an intersection-by-intersection

recommendation.

Kellogg andiBluf 1

This intersetion is presently operating at level of service

"C" with average stop delays of 5 to 12 seconds. Improvements

recommended for this intersection would fall into the following:

Immediate Solutions

o Immediate solutions would envision installing presence A

loops on Bluff with delay detection. This would

permit the green signal indication to remain on

Kellogg for a greater amount of time and allow right

turning vehicles from Bluff to enter the Kellogg

stream of traffic where gaps are available without

cycling the traffic signal.

Intermediate Solution

o The intermediate solution would envision closing of ll<13
the Kellogg medial at Bluff and removal of the

traffic signal, with the possible addition of a

pedestrian signal near the intersection of Kellogg

and Bluff.

-19-
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Long Range Solution

o Conversion to freeway segment on Kellogg thereby

closing direct access to Kellogg from the side

streets.

Kellogg and Oliver

This intersection is presently operating at level of service

"E" with peak hour delays during the PM running approximately

65 seconds. Improvement for this intersection fall into the

following categories:

#4:24&

Immediate Solutions

o Add protective permissive left turn signalization on

Kellogg for left turn bays.

o Improve traffic controller and detection system

through the use of a gap-reducing controller.

Intermediate Solutions

o Study the possibility of interconnecting traffic 0&44 Af L 41

 signals on Kellogg at Oliver, Edgemoor and Woodlawn.  2,4- c
o Add left turn bays on Oliver to accommodate heavy

left turn volumes.

o Add selective right turn bays.

Long Range Solution

o Construct an urban interchange and upgrade Kellogg

to freeway standards.

-20-
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Kellogg and Edgemoor

This intersection is presently operating at level of service "C"

with PM average delays running less than 30 seconds.

Immediate Solutions

o Add protective permissive left turns on all four approaches.,7)

o Upgrade traffic controller and detection system.

i#f
Intermediate Solutions

o Study the possibility of interconnecting traffic signals j·,py.

4%5Ati

on Kellogg at Woodlawn, Oliver and Edgemoor.

Long Range Solution

o Construct urban interchange and upgrade Kellogg to freeway

standards.

Kellogg and Lexington

This school pedestrian signal is presently causing some minor

congestion and delay to Kellogg traffic during its 20 mile per hour

f lashing ope ration when students are going to and from Fabrique

Elementary School. The solution to this prob lem lies either in the

immediate category or the distant future.

Immediate Solution

o Adj ust school boundaries so that the elementary boundaries

divide on Kellogg, eliminating the need for the school

pedestrian signal.

-21-
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Long Range Solution

o Construct a pedestrian_ovgpass_over.Jellogg, at the time

Kellogg becomes a freeway.

Kellogg and Woodlawn

This intersection is presently operating at level of service "E",

with delays up to one minute occurring during the peak hours.

Immediate Solutions

o Add protective permissive left turn signalization on

Kellogg for left turn bays.

o Improve traffic controller and detection system through

the use of a gap-reducing controller.

Intermediate Solutions

o Study the possibility of interconnecting traffic signals

on Kellogg at Woodlawn, Oliver and Edgemoor.

o Add lef t turn bays on Woodlawn to accommodate heavy left

turn volumes.

o Add selected right turn bays.
i

o Cons ider modifications to Kellogg frontage road on the

south side of Kellogg to reduce conf lict points associated

with this intersection being so close to the Kellogg and

Woodlawn intersection.

Long Range Solution

o Construct urban interchange and upgrade Kellogg to freeway

standards.

-22-
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APPENDIX TABLE NO. 1

TRAVEL TIME RUNS

KELLOGG, FROM HILLSIDE TO ARMOUR

Eastbound - Hills ide to A rmour
4:30 P. M. to 6:00 P. M.

Tuesday, January 22, 1980

Beginning or Ending Time/Stop Delay

Run Number 1 2 3 4 5 6 **

Lane Outside Inside Outside Inside Best Lane Best Lane Average

Armour 4:30:00 4:48:00 5:08:50 5:27:45 5:47:20 6:02:45
Woodlawn 0 44 89 32 13 23 33.5
Edg emoor 14 0 15 22 12 0 10.5
Oliver 25 88 0 193* 69 0 62.5
Bluff 8 12 6 14 22 24 12.4
Hills ide 4:36:50 4:55:25 5:16:40 5:37:10 5:54:40 6:08:05

*Red light at intersection from police car - about 30 seconds
**After 6:00 P. M.

SUMMARY

Travel Time (min. /sec. ) 6:50 7:25 7:50 9:25 7:20 5:20 7:21

Total Stop Delay (sec.) 144 110 261 116 47 104

Average Stop Delay/Inter. 12 36 27.5 65.25 29 12 26

Min. Delay @ An Inter. 0 0 0 14 12 0 3

Max. Delay @ An Inter. 25 88 89 193 69 24

68
A verage Running Speed 24mph 22mph 21 mph 17mph 23mph 3 1 mph 22 mph

+ Not included in Average since Police car blocked a lane
+4- Not included in Average since after 6:00 P. M.

L

L

C)
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APPENDIX TABLE NO. 2

TRAVEL TIME RUNS

KELLOGG, FROM ARMOUR TO HILLSIDE

Westbound - Armour to Hills ide

4:30 P. M. to 6:00 P. M.

Tuesday, January 22 1980

Beginning or Ending Time/Stop Delay

Run Numbe r 1 2 3 4 5

Lane Outside Outside Inside Inside Best Lane Average

Hills ide 4:38:00 4:56:20 5:18:00 5:38:10 5:55:30

Bluff 3 17 28 19 2 13.8

Oliver 63 146 27 8 0 48.8

Edgemoor 37 32 47 47 27 38

Woodlawn 40 78 50 0 0 34

Armour 4:46:10 5:07:25 5:26:00 5:45:10 6:00:40

SUMMARY

r travel Time (min. /sec. ) 8:10 11:05 8:00 7:00 5:10 7:53

»otal Stop Delay (sec. ) 143 273 152 74 29 134

Average Stop Delay/Inter. 36 68 38 19 7 34

Min. Delay @ An Inter. 3 17 27 0 0 9

Max. Delay @ An Inter. 63 146 50 47 27 67

A verage Running Speed 20mph 15mph 20mph 23mph 32 rnph 21 mph
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APPENDIX TABLENO. 3

TRAVEL TIME RUNS

KELLOGG, FROM HILLSIDE TO ARMOUR

Eastbound - Hillside to Armour

7:20 A. M. to 9:00 A. M.

Wednesday, January 23, 1980

Beginning or Ending Time/Stop Delay

-Run Number 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

43 .
Lane Outside Inside Outside Inside Outside Inside Best Lane, Average

Hills ide 7:21:00 7:36:45 7:52:45 8:09:55 8:25:25 8:40:45 8:54:35

Bluff 15 0 0 13 0 0 0,4
Oliver 17 71 17 18 42 35 0 29

Edgemoor 24 24 60 19 9 23* 0 32 24
Woodlawn 25 0 22 0 0 0 35 12
Armour 7:27:00 7:43:00 7:59:35 8:16:00 8:32:05 8:46:00 9:00:05

SUMMARY

Travel Time (min. /sec. ) 6:00 6:15 6:50 6:05 6:40 5:15 5:30 6:05

Total Stop Delay (sec. ) 81 95 99 50 51 35 67 68
Lverage Stop Delay/Inter. 20 24 25 13 13 9 17 17
Nitn. Delay @An Inter. 15 0 0 0 0 0 0 2
Max. Delay @ An Inter. 25 71 60 19 42 35 35 41

Average Running Speed 27mph 26mph 24mph 27mph 24mph 31 rnph 30mph 27nnph

*Kellogg between Lexington and Fabrique School Signal Delay

'di:%81. 1
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APPENDIX TABLE NO. 4

TRAVEL TIME RUNS
4 944···

KELLOGG, FROM HILLSIDE TO ARMOUR

Westbound - Armour to Hills ide

7:30 A. M. to 9:00 A. M.

Wednesday, January 23, 1980

hiBeginning or Ending Time/Stop Delay

L.,jun Number 1 2 3 4 5 6

Lane Ins ide Outs ide Inside Outs ide Inside Outside Average

Armour 7:30:00 7:44:16 8:01:30 8:17:40 8:34:10 8:47:10

Woodlawn 6 57 54 47 0 33 33

Edgemoor 52 59 42 39 8 14 36
Oliver 3 0 19 0 26 49 16 1

N
Bluff 0 0 6 18 2 0 4 ,

Hills ide 7:35:50 7:51:10 8:08:50 8:24:10 8:39:45 8:53:40

SUMMARY

Travel Time (min. /sec. ) 5:50 6:54 7:20 6:30 5:35 6:30 6:26

otal Stop Delay (sec.) 61 116 121 104 36 96 89
Average Stop Delay/Inter. 15 29 30 26 9 24 22
Min. Delay @An Inter. 0 0 6 0 0 0 1

Max. Delay @ An Inter. 52 59 54 47 26 49 48

Average Running Speed 28mph 24mph 23mph 25mph 30mph 25mph 2626mph

L
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APPENDIX TABLE NO. 5

TRAVEL TIME RUNS

KELLOGG, FROM HILLSIDE TO ARMOUR

Eastbound - Hillside to Armour
2:15 PM to 3:55 PM March 12, 1980

Beginning or Ending Time/Stop Delay

Run Number 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Outside Inside *Outside Inside Outside Inside Best

Hills ide 2:17:03 2:32:15 2:49:00 3:03:20 3:17:30 3:31:30 3:48:00Bluff 23 0 0 7 13 0 0
Oliver 5 6 45 39 0 9 39
Edge,noot 0 14 0 0 0 0 0
Woodlawn 55 16 9 0 65 48 41
A rmour 2:24:03 2:37:30 2:55:15 3:09:08 3:24:14 3:37:15 3:54:28

SUMMARY

Travel Time (min. /sec. ) 7:00 5:15 6:15 5:48 6:44 5:45 6:28
Total Stop Delay (sec. ) 83 36 54 ' 46 78 57 80
Average Stop Delay/Inter. 21 9 13.5 11.5 19.5 14 20
Min. Delay @An Inter. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0Max. Delay @ An Inter. 55 16 45 39 65 48 41

Average Running Speed 23.2mph 31 mph 26mph 28.Imph 24.2mph 25mph 25rnph

verage

6

20

2

33
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15.5
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44
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APPENDIX TABLE NO. 6

0

0

TRAVEL TIME RUNS

KELLOGG, FROM ARMOUR TO HILLSIDE

Westbound - Armour to Hillside

2:25 P. M. to 4:00 P. M. - March 12, 1980

Beginning or Ending Time/Stop Delay
*r

Run Number · 1 2 3 4 5

Lane - Outside Inside Outside Inside Outs lde Average

Armour 2:25:30 2:40:00 2:56:30 3:10:45 3:24:30

Woodlawn 49 75 0 40 0 33
Edgemoor 0 30 10 4 0 9
Oliver 14 65 41 10 20 30
Bluff 2 0 8 0 17 5
Hills ide 2:31:40 2:47:44 3:02:28 3:16:43 3:30:22

SUMMARY

Travel Tline (min. /sec. ) 6:10 7:44 5:58 5:52 5:52 6:19

Total Stop Dclay (sec. ) 65 170 59 54 37 77
Average Stop Delay/Inter. 16 42.5 15 13.5 9 19

Min. Delay @An Inter. 0 0 0 0 0 0
Max. Delay @ An Inter. 49 75 41 40 20 45

Average Running Speed 26.4mph 21.Omph 27.3mph 27.7mph 27.7mph 25.8mph

L
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Eastbound - Hillside to Armour

9:50 A. M. lo 11:20 A. M., May 8, 1980

Beginning or Ending Time/Stop Delay
Run Nuniber 1 2 3 4 5 6

CD L.le Out.side. Inside Outside Inside Outside Inside Average

Hillside 9:52 10:05 10:20 10:34 10:49 11:04Bluff 0 0 0 0 12 0 2.0Oliver 27 27 0 0 7 0 10.2
Edgenoor 19 0 17 0 0 0 6.0

Woodlawn 0 42 0 55 65 53 35.8
Ai·mour 9:58 10:11 10:26 10:39 10:56 11:10

SUMMARY

Travel Tlme (inin. /sec. ) 5:54.1 5:48.8 5:01.0 5:05.6 6:33.5 5:07.8 5:35.1

Total Stop Delay (sec. ) 46 69 17 55 84 53 54.0

Average Stop Delay/Inter. 11.5 17.2 4.2 13.7 21 13.2 13.5

Mln. Delay @An Inter. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

 Max. Delay @ An Inter. 27 42 17 55 65 53 43.2

Average Running Speed 27.6mph 28. Omph 32.4mph 31.9mph 24.8mph 31. 7 mph 29.2,nph

*145.-O

APPENDIX TABLE NO, 7

TRAVEL TIME RUNS

KELLOGG, FROM HILLSIDE TO ARMOUR
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APPENDIX TABLE NO. 8

TRAVEL TIME RUNS

KELLOGG, FROM ARMOUR TO HILLSIDE

Westbound - Armour to Hills ide

10:00 A. M. to 11:20 A. M., May 8, 1980

Beginning or Ending Time/Stop Delay(DR.un Number 1 2 3 4 5 6

Lane Outs ide Inside Outside Inside Outs ide Ins tde Average

Armour 9:59 10:12 10:26 10:40 10:57 11:11

Woodlawn 0 66 49 31 42 124 52.0

Edgemoor 13 5 17 24 12 0 11.8
Oliver 5 55 18 21 19 0 19.7
Bluff 0 18 0 25 0 0 7.2

Hillside 10:04 10:19 10:33 10:46 11:03 11:17

SUMMARY

Travel Time (min. /sec.) 5:03,6 6: 47.7 6:28.2 6:25.9 5: 34.6 6:16.4 6:06.1

-/Total Stop Delay (sec. ) 18 144 84 101 73 124 90.7

Average Stop Delay/Inter. 4.5 36 21 25 18.2 31 22.6

Mln. Delay @ An Inter. 0 5 0 21 0 0 4.3

Max. Delay @ An Inter. 13 66 49 31 42 124 54.2

Average Running Speed 32.2mph 23. 9mph 25. 1 mph 25. 3mph 29.2mph 25.9mph 26.7mph

L
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APPENDIX TABLE NO. 9

TRAVE L TIME RUNS

KELLOGG, FROM HILLSIDE TO ARMOUR

Eastbound - Hillslde to Armour

7:11 A. M. to 9:00 A. M.

Wednesday, April 30, 1980

Beginning or Ending Time/Stop Delays

Run

Number 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Lane Outside Inside Outside Inside Outside Inside Outside Inside Average

Hills ide 7:11:00 7:22:00 7:37:00 7:54:00 8:08:00 8:21:00 8:35:00 8:50:00

Bluff 0 24 20 0 0 0 0 8 6.5

Oliver 10 35 40 33 6 0 60 12 24.5

Edgemoor 0 7 42 0 34 0 4 0 10.9
Woodlawn 0 0 45 0 0 39 36 0 15

Armour 7:15:45 7:27:30 7:44:01 7:59:25 8:13:23 8:26:33 8:41:16 8:54:56

SUMMARY

Travel Time

(min. /sec. ) 4:45 5:30 7:01 5:25 5:23 5:33 6:16 4:56 6:04.7

Total Stop

Delay (sec.) 10 66 147 33 40 39 100 20 56.9

Avg. Stop
Delay/Int. 2.5 16.5 36.75 8.25 10 9.75 25 5 14.2

Min. Delay
@An Inter. 0 0 20 0 0 0 0 0 2.5

Max. Delay
@ An Inter. 10 35 45 33 34 39 60 12 33.5

Average
Running Speed 34.3mph 29.6mph 23.2mph 30. Omph 30.2mph 29.3mph 26. Omph 33. Omph 26.8mph

-31-
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APPENDIX TABLE NO. '10

TRAVEL TIME RUNS

KELLOGG, FROM HILLSIDE TO ARMOUR

Westbound - From Hills ide to Armour

7:11 A. M. to 9:00 A. M. Wednesday, April 30, 1980

Run Beginning or Ending Time/Stop Delays
Number 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

Lane Outside Inside Outside Inside Outside Inside Outs lde Inside Average
0

Hills ide 7:20:55 7:36:01 7:52:50 8:06:32 8:19:31 8:33:50 8:48:36 9:03:23 7.1

Bluff 12 17 0 0 6 15 7 0 28.8
Oliver 0 75 110 13 32 0 0 0 10.5

Edgemoor 0 0 45 17 0 0 22 0* 21.5

Woodlawn 0 2g 21 12 0 45 58 7

Armour 7:16:00 7:29:00 7:45:00 8:01:00 8:14:00 8:28:00 8:42:00 8:58:00 ,

*Stopped at Lexington School Signal - 28 seconds

SUMMARY

Travel Tlrne

(min. /sec. ) 4:55 7:01 7:50 5:32 5:31 5:50 6:36 5:23 6:05

()Total Stop
Delay (sec. ) 12 121 176 42 38 60 87 7 67.9

Avg. Stop

0.; Delay/Int. 3 30.25 44 10.5 9.5 15 21.75 1.75 17.0

3*. Min. Delay
@An Inter. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Max. Delay
@ An Inter. 12 75 110 17 32 45 58 7 44.5

Average
Running Speed 33.2mph 23.2mph 20.8mph 29.4mph 29.6mph 28. Omph 24.7mph 30.3mph 26.8mph

L



APPENDIX TABLE NO. 11

TRAVEL TIME RUNS

KELLOGG. FROM HILLSIDE TO ARMOUR

Westbound - Armour to Hills ide

4:00 P. M. to 6:00 P. M.

Tuesday, April 29, 1980

Beginning or Ending Time/Stop Delay

Run Number la 2a 3a 4a 5a 6a 7a Average

Outside Ins ide Outs ide Inside Outside Inside Outs ide

Hills ide

Bluff

Oliver

Edgemoor
Woodlawn

Armour

)*f:· 4:18:09 4:32:28 4:52:56 5:08:30 5:27:10 5:43:21 5:59:03

12.292 0 0 34 32 15 0 5

0 27 47 160 103 108 25 67.14

28 20 40 6 0 0 0 13.43
85 0 102 38 0 0 36 37.29

4:11:30 4:26:30 4:44:00 5:00:00 5:20:00

SUMMARY

Travel Time (min. / sec. ) 6:39 5:58 8:56 8:30 7:10 6:21 6:03 7:09

Total Stop Delay (sec.) 113 47 223 236 118 108 66 130

Average Stop Delay/Inter. 28.25 11.75 55.75 59 29.50 27 16.5 32.54

in. Delay @An Inter. 0 0 34 6 0 0 0 5.7
Max. Delay @ An Inter. 85 27 102 160 103 108 36 88.71

Average Running Speed 24.5mph 27.3mph 18.9mph· 19. lmph 22.7mph 25.6mph 26.9mph 22.8mph

r-
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APPENDIX TABLE NO. 12

TRAVEL TIME RUNS

KELLOGG, FROM HILLSIDE TO ARMOUR

Eastbound - Hills ide to A rmour
4:00 P. M. to 6:00 P. M.

Tuesday, April 29, 1980

Beginning or Ending Tine/Stop Delay

Run Number 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Average

iane Outside Inside Outside Inside Outs ide Inside Outside

Hills ide 4:03:30 4:19:30 4:33:30 4:54:00 5:13:00 5:30:00 5:44:00 4.14
Bluff 14 0 0 0 15 0 0 28.57
Oliver 0 30 39 52 17 62 0 18. 71
Edgemoor 24-43* 8 63 0 25 0 11 57.43
Woodlawn 0 26 102 21 80 110 63
Armour 4:10:18 4:25:40 4:42:15 5:00:10 5:21:10 5:37:55 5:50:32

SUMMARY

Travel Time (min. /sec. ) 6:48 6:10 8:45 6:10 8:10 7:55 6:32 7:22

Total Stop Delay (sec. ) 38 64 204 73 137 172 74 109

f..0verage Stop Delay/Inter. 9.5 16 51 18.25 34.25 43 18.5 27.21

L,>lin. Delay @An Inter. 0 0 0 0 15 0 0 2.14
Max. Delay @ An Inter. 24 30 102 52 80 110 63 65.86

Average Runnlng Speed 23.9 mph 26.4mph 18.6mph 26.4mph 19.9mph 20.6mph 24.9mph 22.1mph

*Kellogg and Lexington School Signal

&544
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The fol lowing are preliminary conclusions reached by the Traffic Engineering Division

after reviewing the results of capacity analysis and travel-time runs on East Kellogg

from Bluff to Oliver.

Kellogg & Bluff Intersection

This intersection is presently operating at level of service "C" with average stop

delays of 4 to 6 seconds. Improvements recommended for this intersection would

be in the immediate future and in the distant future.

Immediate Improtements:
11,1

Immediate improvements would envision installing presence loops on Bluff

with delay detection. This would permit the green light to remain on

Kellogg for a greater average of time and allow right turns from Bluff

onto Kellogg to enter gaps in the Kellogg traffic without cycling the

42- traffic signal.

31
Distant Future Improvements:

Distant future improvements would envision closing the Kellogg medial at
Bluff and removing the traffic light. The possible additional requirement

with this improvement would be the incorporation of a pedestrian signal

near the intersection of Kellogg and Bluff.

Kellogg 6 Oliver Intersection

The intersection is presently operating at level of service "E" with peak-hour delays

during the PM running approximately 65 seconds. Improvements for this intersection

fall into the following categories:

,%2 ,-1- Immediate Solutions:

, Add protected permissive left-turn signalization on Kellogg for left-

turn bays.

-          I Iinprove traffic controller and detection system through the use of gap-
reducing controller.

Intermediate Solutions:

'IMM"*€': 20 22.-
m™Fer: ·' .f '(fit:Nt 2 9. , Study the possibility of interconnecting traffic signals on Kellogg at

Oliver, Edgemoor and Woodlawn.

il :1
i Add left-turn bays on Oliver to accommodate heavy left-turn volumes.

0 Add selected right-turn bays.

Ll
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Distant Future Solution

o Construct Urban Interchange

Kellogg 4 Edgemoor Intersection

This intersection is presently operating at level of service "C" with PM average

delays running less than 20 seconds.

Immediate Solutfbns:

.am

3. • Add protected-permissive left-turns on all 4 approaches.

• Upgrade traffic controller and detection system.

r.i

Distant Future Solution:

I Construct Urban Interchange

97 1

Kellogg 4 Lexington Intersection
448 va.

This school pedestrian signal is presently causing some minor congestion and delays
s. 4-

to Kellogg traffic during its 20 m.p.h. flashing operation when students are going

to and from Fabrique Elementary School.

Immediate Solution:

Adjust school boundaries so that elementary boundaries divide on

Kellogg, eliminating the need for the traffic signal.

Kellogg & Woodlawn Intersection

This intersection is presently operating at'*level of service .Ell with delays up to

one minute occurring during the peak hours.
Immediate Solutions:

• Add protected-permissive left-turn signalization on Kellogg for lef
turn bays.

I Improve traffic controller anct detection system through the use of gap-

Jreducing controller. *4%
I 42

t-

F,
Ph

Intermediate Solutions:

. Study the possibility of interconnecting traffic signals on Kellogg at
Woodlawn, Oliver and Edi:emoor.

0 Add left-turn bays on Wood]Jun to accor.modi.to hoavy left-turn volumes.
o Add selected right-turn bays.

, Consider inodification to Kellogg frontage road on the south side of Oliver

to reduce conflict points associated with this intersection.being so close

..

r
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to the Kellogg and Woodlawn intersection.
iNA

Distant Future Solution:

• Construct Urban Interchange

34€3
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THE CITY OF WICHITA

OFFICE OF CITY TRAFFIC ENGINEER DATE January 31, 1980 RECEIVED 1
FEB 4 1980 

To Bill Stockwell, Chief Planner/Advance Plans METROPOLITAN PLANNIF
FROM Bill McKinley, Assistant Traffic Engineer ROUTE O

El

suBJECT East-West Traffic Study:
Roosevelt to Woodlawn

The Traffic Engineering Division has tentatively reviewed your rough draft of
the east-west traffic flow on Kellogg from Roosevel t to Woodlawn. We would
like to make some comments with regard to the rough draft.

We realize, first of all, that your objective is to move traffic east and west
through Wichita, as it is our objective also. We truly believe that any report
that goes out should be accurate in the facts that are presented. In some
cases the facts that we gave you were not clear enough for you to properly in-
terpret and some were actually in error. It is for this reason that we are
suggesting that we work together on this report and, in order to produce a
factual report that actually depicts what is happening on Kellogg from Roosevelt

In an attempt to help you better analyze this segment of Kellogg, we will conduct
peak-hour-turning movements, 7:00 a.m. to 9:00 a.m. and 4:00 p.m. to 6:00 p.m.,
at the key intersections. We will also conduct travel-time runs on Kellogg from
Hillside to Armour. As you are aware, we submitted to you some of the preliminary
work on travel-time runs for this segment at our meeting on January 28, 1980.
Possibly, we were misunderstanding part of your report, but as we read i t, it
looked like delays were 6 to 10 minutes at each key intersection along Kellogg,
when in reality our travel-time runs from approximately 7:30 a.m. to 9:00 a.m.
and 4:30 p.m. to 6:00 p.m. indicate only one run for the entire length exceeding
ten (10) minutes in duration. Also, we believe that we possibly led you to draw
the wrong conclusions about the capacity of a fully actuated intersection. After
we have obtained the latest traffic counts at the key intersections, we will com-
pute a range of capacity which could probably be expected at the intersections.
This capacity will consider the capacity at level of service "C", "D", and "E".
From a personal observation, all the intersections operated at level of service "C"
for Kellogg during the peak hour within the time observed. Only at one intersection
was a delay of 2 lights encountered and that occurred only at Kellogg and Oliver,
once eastbound and once westbound. One of these runs was influenced by a Police
Officer enforcing a traffic rebulation at that intersection.

We certainly are aware that our travel-time runs were taken during a relatively low
month, as far as traffic counts are concerned, but I think it should be pointed out
that these runs were conducted after the opening of the Canal Route; where your
previous run was conducted prior to the opening of the Canal Route. It is our ob-
servation that the Canal Route has continued to attract additional traffic onto
Kellogg.

With regard to your recommendations, we believe that several of the recommendations
are not practical. We don't mind your exploring all possible alternatives, but we

to Woodl



believe the final recommendations should be solutions which are practical. We
would like to work with you in regard to these final solutions, as we believe
we can increase the capacity of this corridor by recommending certain vital
alternatives.

Just a quick observation of the reversible lane with New Jersey barriers, as
it was envisioned to us, would not be a practical solution. As we understand
this proposal, the middle lane would have the New Jersey barriers on either
side, but this does not answer the problem of pedestrians crossing back and forth
across Kellogg, nor does it consider a breakdown of a vehicle in that lane. Also,
another alternative sounds good on paper, but in practicality would be disastrous,
and that is suggesting a complete removal of a left-turn bay and the prohibition
of left turns along Kellogg, aswell as left turns and cross traffic from the
side streets, Experience has indicated that there is not enforcement available
to make this become a reality.

We will supply you with all traffic survey information as it becomes available.

¢§,0114..)CA_\
ill AcKinley

Assistant Traffic-Engr.

BM:jt

cc: R. W. Bruggeman, Director of Public Works

r

Bill Stockwell, Chief Planner/Advance Plans
East-West Traffic Study
January 31, 1980
Page 2
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