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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION

POLICY STATEMENT NO. 20 SUBJECT: Instructions for Posting Signs
MAPC Approved: 7-14-83

BCC Approved: 8-02-83

MAPC Reapproved: 5-03-84
BCC Reapproved: 5-29-84
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At the time an application for rezoning property in the City of Wichita
is filed, the applicant or agent will be required to acknowledge that he
or she has read this sheet and understands how and where to post the
required sign(s) . It is the applicant's responsibility to insure that
the sign(s) remain on the application area for the specified time. The
sign(s) wilt be purchased by the applicant from the Planning Department
at the time the application is filed.

Location of Sign(s)

Generally, one double faced sign will be required on the primary street
frontage. The sign should be located so it can be read from the street
and is not hidden by other signs, cars, shrubs, etc. For those areas
that are odd shaped, more than 400 feet wide, have unique circumstances,
additional signs may be required. There are sketches showir.g general
examples of where signs should be placed on the back of this sheet.

How to Post Sign(s)

It is suggested that each sign be affixed to two 2"x2", stock wood stakes,
driven into the ground approximately one foot or to a substantial depth
to assure that it will remain upright. Steel posts or other similar
supports are also acceptable. The distance from the bottom of the sign
to the ground should not be less than 3 feet. The applicant is responsible
for insuring that the sign is not hidden and for replacing the sign(s) if
it is blown off, removed or otherwise damaged. Signs shall not be placed
on public street right-of-way. The signs should not be placed more than 10'
behind the property line adjacent to the street.

1

The Planning Department may vary any of the above guidelines where there
are special circumstances in order to insure that the sign will be visible
to the general public. The Planning Department will furnish the applicant
a sketch of the application area indicating where the signs should be
posted and any special circumstances that would result in the sign(s) being
posted in a substantially different manner than described above.

Posting Time

The applicant is responsible for placing the signs on the application
area on the Friday, 13 days prior to the MAPC hearing date. The sign(s)
shall remain until the MAPC has made a recommendation on the rezoning
request or the case is withdrawn. The applicant shall be responsible
for maintenance of the signs during this time period. The applicant
shall remove the signs within three days from the date of the MAPC

meeting.

The signs are disposable and not returnable to MAPD.
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Example of How to Post Sign
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The following sketches show general examples
of where signs should be placed.
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION

POLICY STATEMENT NO. 20 SUBJECT: Instructions for Posting Signs
MAPC Approved: 7-14-83

BCC Approved: 8-02-83

MAPC Reapproved: 5-03-84
BCC Reapproved: 5-29-84

At the time an application for rezoning property in the City of Wichita
is filed, the applicant or agent will be required to acknowledge that he
or she has read this sheet and understands how and where to post the
required sign{s). It is the applicant's responsibility to insure that
the sign (s) remain on the application area for the specified time. The
sign(s} will be purchased by the applicant from the Planning Department
at the time the application is filed.

Location of Sign(s)

Generally, one double faced sign will be required on the primary street
frontage. The sign should be located so it can be read from the street
and is not hidden by other signs, cars, shrubs, etc. For those areas
that are odd shaped, more than 400 feet wide. have unique circumstances,
additional signs may be required. There are sketches showing general
examples of where signs should be placed on the back of this sheet.

/0/hill.
How to Post Sign(s)

It is suggested that each sign be affixed to two 2'4<2", stock wood stakes,
driven into the ground approximately one foot or to a substantial depth
to assure that it will remain upright. Steel posts or other similar
supports are also acceptable. The distance from the bottom of the sign
to the ground should not be less than 3 feet. The applicant is responsible
for insuring that the sign is not hidden and for replacing the sign(s) if
it is blown off, removed or otherwise damaged. Signs shall not be placed
on public street right-of-way. The signs should not be placed more than 10'
behind the property line adjacent to the street.

The Planning Department may vary any of the above guidelines where there
are special circumstances in order to insure that the sign will be visible
to the general public. The Planning Department will furnish the applicant
a sketch of the application area indicating where the signs should be
posted and any special circumstances that would result in the sign(s) being
posted in a substantially different manner than described above.

*>34

Posting Time

The applicant is responsible for placing the signs on the application
area on the Friday, 13 days prior to the MAPC hearing date. The sign(s)
shall remain until the MAPC has made a recommendation on the rezoning
request or the case is withdrawn. The applicant shall be responsible
for mainte,tance of the signs during this time period. The applicant
shall remove the signs within three days from the date of the MAPC
meeting.

The signs are disposable and not returnable to MAPD.
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Example of How to Post Sign
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The following sketches show general examples
of where signs should be placed.
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION
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POLICY STATEMENT NO. 20 SUBJECT: Instructions for Posting Signs 
MAPC Approved: 7-14-83

BCC Approved: 8-02-83

MAPC Reapproved: 5-03-84 --

BCC Reapproved: 5-29-84  04
:

At the time an application for rezoning property in the City of Wichita
is filed, the applicant or agent will be required to acknowledge that he
or she has read this sheet and understands how and where to post the
required sign(s). It is the applicant's responsibility to insure that
the sign(s) remain on the application area for the specified time. The
sign(s} will be purchased by the applicant from the Planning Department
at the time the application is filed.

Location of Sign(s)

}Ili

Generally, one double faced sign will be required on the primary street
frontage. The sign should be located so it can be read from the street
and is not hidden by other signs, cars, shrubs, etc. For those areas
that are odd shaped, more than 400 feet wide, have unique circumstances,
additional signs may be required. There are sketches showing general
examples of where signs should be placed on the back of this sheet.

How to Post Sign (s)

It is suggested that each sign be affixed to two 2"xl", stock wood stakes,
driven into the ground approximately one foot or to a substantial depth
to assure that it will remain upright. Steel posts or other similar
supports are also acceptable. The distance from the bottom of the sign
to the ground should not be less than 3 feet. The applicant is responsible
for insuring that the sign is not hidden and for replacing the sign(s) if
it is blown off, removed or otherwise damaged. Signs shall not be placed
on public street right-of-way. The signs should not be placed more than 10'
behind the property line adjacent to the street.

posted and any special circumstances that would result in the sign(s) being

The Planning Department may vary any of the above guidelines where there
are special circumstances in order to insure that the sign will be visible
to the general public. The Planning Department will furnish the applicant
a sketch of the application area indicating where the signs should be

posted in a substantially different manner than described above.

Posting Time

b?:ts.

The applicant is responsible for placing the signs on the application
area on the Friday. 13 days prior to the MAPC hearing date. The sign(s)
shall remain until the MAPC has made a recommendation on the rezoning
request or the case is withdrawn. The applicant shall be responsible
for maintenance of the signs during this time period. The applicant
shall remove the signs within three days from the date of the MAPC

meeting.

The signs are disposable and not returnable to MAPD.
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Example of How to Post Sign
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The following sketches show general examples
of where signs should be placed.
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION

POLICY STATEMENT NO. 20 SUBJECT: Instructions for Posting Signs
MAPC Approved: 7-14-83

BCC Approved: 8-02-83

MAPC Reapproved: 5-03-84
BCC Reapproved: 5-29-84

At the time an application for rezoning property in the City of Wichita
is filed. the applicant or agent will be required to acknowledge that he
or she has read this sheet and understands how and where to post the
required sign(s). It is the applicant's responsibility to insure that
the sign(s) remain on the application area for the specified time. The
sign(s) will be purchased by the applicant from the Planning Department
at the time the application is filed.

Location of Sign (s)

Generally, one double faced sign will be required on the primary street
frontage. The sign should be located so it can be read from the street
and is not hidden by other signs, cars, shrubs. etc. For those areas
that are odd shaped, more than 400 feet wide, have unique circumstances,
additional signs may be required. There are sketches showing general
examples of where signs should be placed on the back of this sheet.

How to Post Sign(s)

It is suggested that each sign be affixed to two 21'x21' . stock wood stakes,
driven into the ground approximately one foot or to a substantial depth
to assure that it will remain upright. Steel posts or other similar
supports are also acceptable. The distance from the bottom of the sign
to the ground should not be less than 3 feet. The applicant is responsible
for insuring that the sign is not hidden and for replacing the sign(s) if
it is blown off, removed or otherwise damaged. Signs shall not be placed
on public street right-of-way. The signs should not be placed more than 10'
behind the property line adjacent to the street.

The Planning Department may vary any of the above guidelines where there
are special circumstances in order to insure that the sign will be visible
to the general public. The Planning Department will furnish the applicant
a sketch of the application area indicating where the signs should be
posted and any special circumstances that would result in the sign(s) being
posted in a substantially different manner than described above.

'i

jip

E.-, ..1
5. i

Posting Time , ··26%.LUADE-*30
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The applicant is responsible for placing the signs on the application 
area on the Friday, 13 days prior to the MAPC hearing date. The sign(s)
shall remain until the MAPC has made a recommendation on the rezoning
request or the case is withdrawn. The applicant shall be responsible
for maintenance of the signs during this time period. The applicant
shall remove the signs within three days from the date of the MAPC
meeting.

The signs are disposable and not returnable to MAPD.
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Example of How to Post Sign
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The following sketches show general examples
of where signs should be placed.
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION

POLICY STATEMENT NO. 20 SUBJECT: Instructions for Posting Signs
MAPC Approved: 7-14-83

BCC Approved: 8-02-83

MAPC Reapproved: 5-03-84
BCC Reapproved: 5-29-84

At the time an application for rezoning property in the City of Wichita
is filed, the applicant or agent will be required to acknowledge that he
or she has read this sheet and understands how and where to post the
required sign(s). It is the applicant's responsibility to insure that
the sign(s) remain on the application area for the specified time. The
sign(s) will be purchased by the applicant from the Planning Department
at the time the application is filed.

i

UPPi

Location of Sign(s)

Generally, one double faced sign will be required on the primary street
frontage. The sign should be located so it can be read from the street
and is not hidden by other signs, cars. shrubs, etc. For those areas
that are odd shaped. more than 400 feet wide. have unique circumstances,
additional signs may be required. There are sketches showing general ea
examples of where signs should be placed on the back of this sheet.

How to Post Sign(s)

I t is suggested that each sign be affixed to two 2"x2". stock wood stakes,
driven into the ground approximately one foot or to a substantial depth
to assure that it witt remain upright. Steel posts or other similar
supports are also acceptable. The distance from the bottom of the sign
to the ground should not be less than 3 feet. The applicant is responsible
for insuring that the sign is not hidd... and for replacing the sign(s) if
it is blown off, removed or otherwise damaged. Signs shall not be placed
on public street right-of-way. The signs should not be placed more than 10'
behind the property line adjacent to the street.

==E

The Planning Department may vary any of the above guidelines where there
are special circumstances in order to insure that the sign will be visible
to the general public. The Planning Department will furnish the applicant
a sketch of the application area indicating where the signs should be
posted and any special circumstances that would result in the sign(s) being
posted in a substantially different manner than described above.

Posting Time

ifi.41
04 1,1

The applicant is responsible for placing the signs on the application
area on the Friday, 13 days prior to the MAPC hearing date. The sign(s)
shall remain until the MAPC has made a recommendation on the rezoning
request or the case is withdrawn. The applicant shall be responsible
for maintenance of the signs during this time period. The applicant
shall remove the signs within three days f: m the date of the MAPC
meeting.

2*ir The signs are disposable and not returnable to MAPD.
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Example of How to Post Sign
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The following sketches show general examples
of where signs should be placed.
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COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA

COUNTY OF FAIRFAX
4100 CHAIN BRIDGE ROAD
FAIRFAX. VIRGINIA 22030

f

14%423..
-i·.4 Ni*.t>21
434*19...dri4·34'5>Ariff€&4/·th -

October 13, 1982

Arthur D. Chambers, AICP OCT 1 9 1982Metropolitan Area Planning Department
455 N. Main Street METROPOLITAN PLANNING
Wichita, Kansas 67202 ROUTE m 'g

0-.Dear Mr. Chambers:

This is in response to your letter of September 29, 1982
requesting information concerning our procedures for r' sting
properties involved in rezoning applications.

. r,

To put our procedures in context, let me note that, in
accordance with the attached Zoning Ordinance provisions, we perform
as a staff function the posting of properties which are the subject

, of public hearings. This involves approximately 140 rezoning and
, ' 160 special exception applications per year for hearings before both
' r the Board of Supervisors and the Planning Commission and
7· approximately 100 special permit and 200 variance applications per

year heard by the Board of Zoning Appeals. To accomplish this
iubstantial job, we have one staff person whose sole responsibility
is to prepare signs and install and remove them.

>F

In order to accommodate this variety of hearing bodies and types
of applications, we use one standard base board made of one-half
inch plywood, painted yellow and lettered in black as shown on the
attached sketch. Posterboard inserts are attached to the base board
showing the hearing body, application number, name of the applicant
and details of the application. The insert shown on the sketch is
for the Board of Supervisors hearing on a rezoning application. The

inserts are pre-printed with the format, then the specific
information is added using waterproof markers. A different color is
used for the insert prepared for Planning Commission, Board of
Supervisors, and Board of Zoning Appeals public hearings.

Cost and effectiveness are tricky words when applied to this
kind of an operation. Obviously, the cost is substantial: one
Planning Aide and one County vehicle fully committed are the main
elements. The cost of signs is a lesser factor, however, we lose
about 50 signs per year to vandalism and theft. Effectiveness is
harder to gauge; however, we receive a substantial number of calls
from citizens who have seen the signs. Posting of properties for
the purposes enumerated above has been a standard practice for

499
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many years and is fully expected by County citizens. While there
are other elements to our notification procedures, including mail
notification of adjacent property owners and newspaper advertising,43?6 posting is the most evident notification for the general public and
is often the only means by which people become aware of impending
hearings.

I hope that this information satisfies your needs; if not,
please do not hesitate to contact me for further discussion.

Sincerely yours,

04 G. *14
Philip G. Yates, AICP
Zoning Administrator

PGY/RDF:cd

Enclosures

a/s
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18·110 Required Notice for Public Hearings

-- No publ·c hearing as required by the provisions of this Ordinance shall be held unless
documenied evidence can be presented thal the following notice requirements have been wisfied.The subject of Ihe public hearing need not be adverlised in full, but may be advertised by ...# lili/,reference. Every such advertisement shall contain a reference to the place or place€within the

1.....r .7 '.......                              -County where copies of the subject of public hearing may be examined.
r...4

-'.91. Publica,ion: Public notice of any hearing held shall be published once a week for two (2)
successive weeks in a local newspaper having general circulation in the County. Such
notice shall be published not less than six (6) days nor more than twenty-one (21) days

-1 before the date of the hearing. and shall snecifv the time and olace'of the hearing and th,, nature of the matter More the heanng body. Such notice shall be the responsibility of1%af, the heanng body.
·2==44*

2. Written igotice to Appellant/Applicant:
A. with ul„: 10 n qpul fr- •• crd•r. t.quir......

detiliel er int,rprecetion -4/ b, tbe Zoaing
2=ini:tror I pravid.d for in r.rt J of tbi•
Articli. the Ark of the BZA •ball cither (I) •*ad H34
00 n¢b /ppul, or (b) (ms, •ucb wrist te be ••Med I
tb• apfll.r, b, r.:i.ter.d -il . hotic, of . hearial

perionall, os the appell"c. i• cithir ,"e " leait
m (10) 4,/ before chi ziu of nid h.,rios. 4 copy
05 •Deb notia /b, 11 bi •ent ,/ tb. Couot, Ation./. · 0

B

C

D

With respect to an application for a variance, the hearing body shall submit
r. rmen notice to the applicant by first. c}ass mail, such to be postmarked at
least twenty (2(. lays before the day of the hearing.

V.'ith respect to an application for amendment to th<Zoning Map, when the
proposed amendment involves a change in the zoning classification of twenty- : 2
five (25) parcels or less of land. the hearing body shall submit written· notice to -
the property owner(s) of each parcel involved, and'the applicant if different
from the property ownerfs), such to be postmarked at least twency (20) days
b. fore the day of the hearing. Such written notice shall be by certified mail,
rturn receipt requested, delivered to the last known address of such owner(s)
as shown on the current real estate tax assessment books.

With respect to an application for a special permit or a special exception, the
hearing body shall submit written notice to the applicant, and ownerfs) of the i
subject property if different from the applicant, by first class mail. such to be 3
postmarked at least twenty (20) days before the day of the hearing.

3. Posting

A'.

li Zomil /,imist••ter sh.11, a. 1,••t filt••i (15) days b,fore tb, date of the firit he,/14, poit on tb•
lind or building involved i. .0,.pplic.tion, or
app••l, •i pre,id•d ict in /,/ 3 et thia Uticle. i
notice of th, public hearirs. kid ootic/(i) shall be
r,uoved no l,ter thao sivin (7) day, attir the
sonclu,£00 0: the Mt haring ze glich the pertain.
tn - icit•ng, shall Iuch notice(•) r-•in f•/ •or•
th/• s,•40 (7) wiks !10, thi ht, et thi oriZinal
polting.

1.

80

B. Snid notice shall be posted at reasonable intervals along every street abutting
the subject property. or, if there is no abutting street, then along the exterior
boundary lines of the subject property and within a distance of 300 feet alongevery street providing access thereto.

C. Scid notice shall contain the date, location and time of the public hearing, the
nature of the proposed change, rhe property aiTected, such other information amiy be necessary to provide adequate identification of the application, and
additionally. where futher information on the application may be obtained.

-Ffil 4(.... · I



D. Said notice may be Dlaced on private property if such is
necessary to Drovide adequate postinv.

E. For the purpose of distinguishing between heanng bodies, sail houces snail be
printed on posters of differing colors and posted on yellow signboards in
accordance with the following schedule:

343

Color Hearing Body
67* :19·d'"34

notices are sent to not less than twenty-five (25) owners.
Such written notice shall state the date, time and place of the public hearing,the present and requented =Drang or the property, the location and size of the property,the nature and use Of the land proposed, and the name of the applicant. Such writtenc=:lce shall be sent by cert 1rled mall. return receipt requested, and postmarked

not less than fifteen {15) dayi Prior to the hearing, to the last kncwn address or
the owner(S) aa shown on the current real estate assessment book/. Notice asrequired by this Paragraph shall include notice to owners of property abulling and.Inedlately across the street which 11/3 -n an adjoining county or city. Provided,n=wever, that the requirements of this Paragraph shall not apply to an amendment
in.=/ 13 initiated by resolution of intention by the Planning Commlplon or the
Board and which involves a change in the loning clasilncallon of twenty-six (26)or core panels of land.

42:1

* 7

'f

.. .r
b ...

31241>.4,·
4€,411

&45:}69

&29.32*G

Yellow

orange

Green

Blue

r.r"ht!

/.33.89,2

4

Board of Supervisors
Planning Commission - Zoning Map

Amendment

Planning Commission - Site Approval for
public facility & utility under Sect.
15.1-456 of the Code of Virginia

Board of Zoning Appeals

F. Posting shall not be required when (a) the hearing
involves an asplication·for a comprehensive amend-
ment to the ZE,ning Map initlated by resolution of
intenticn by the Planning Cc-Lssion or Board, or
(b) the hearing invalves en application for an
amendment to the Zcning Map invclving twenty-six
(26) cr Kre pa:reels -f land initiated by resolution
ef intention by the Planning Conimission or Board,-                or (e) the hearing involves an application for ar'-IB
variance or special permit involving twenty-819
(25) or more parcels of land, or (d) the hearing
body- specifically walves or modifies such requlrs-
ment

Written Notice to Adjacent Property Owners:

A. With respect to an application for amendment to the Zoning Map, the
Planning Commission stafflor its designee shall send written n9!ice io all
owners of property abutting and immediately across the street frOm the subject
property. If such property owners total les, than twenty-five (25), then written
notice shall be given to other propeny owners in the immediate vicinity so that

7 r?·1

1 9

11* 1,0

60·:*§>ff q>i:,7/.1/'.Il.*.
*-

.....B#'· I -r .....44 ./ :

€2Of-- €Lpi,ip¥" 1,

18-7

-   £'-I..: 1



re

0%4

18-8

B. With respect to an application for a special exception, the applicant shall send
written notice to atl owners of property abutting and immediately across the
street from the subject property. If such propeny owners total less than twenty-
five (25), then written notice shall be given to other propeny owners. in the
immediate vicinity 50 that notices are sent to not less than twenty-five (25)
owners. Such written notice shall state the date, time, place and hubject matter
of the hearing, and the name of the applicant. Such written noiice shall be bent
by certified mail. return receipt requested, and postmarked not less than fifteen
(15) days prior to the hearing, to the last known address of the owner(s) as
shown on the current real estate assessment booki. Notice as required by this
Paragraph shall include notice to owners of properly abutting and immediately

7 .434 .*02' Lne streel wnicr, lies ir. an aoJOIntng Count) Or CN).

C. With respect to an appeal from an order, requirement, decision or i...rpret.i.0 -4. »
the Zo=n: Ad=inistrator .. Provided in Pirt 3 of chi, Articli, an application for a vanance

or spe¢41 pe-'F. the applicant shabiend wntten notice to all owners of
propeny abutting and immediately ac,ass the street from the subject property.
If such properly owners total less than ten (10), then written notice shall be
given to other property owners in the immediate vicinity so thal notices are
sent to not less than ten (10) owners. Such written notice shall state the date,
time, place and subject matter of the hearing. and the name of the applicant.
Such written notice shall be sent by certified mail, return receipt requested,
and postmarked not less than fifteen (15) days before the hearing, go the last
known address of the oWner(s) as shown on the current real estate assessment

4 books. Notide as required by this Paragraph shall include notice to owners of
44 property abutting and immediately across the street which lies in an adjoining

county or city.

5. Additional Notice: The hearing body may by resolution prescribe additional means and
forms of notices in connection with any matter falling within its jurisdiction.

1*ig-4



PUBLIC HEARING
FAIRFAX COUNTY
CALL-691-

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

70:

Board Room. Massey Bldg.
4100 Chain Bridge Road
Informed Cihlens are the
Cornerstone of Good Governmarit

Please do not disturb this sign.
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AFTER FIVE DAY5 RETURN To
COUNTY Or FAIRFAX

For Police, Fire

OFFICE OF COMPREHENSIVE PLANNING
ZONING ADMINISTRATION DIVISION

Re;cus Emergencies
+\.-. -,40 S.DOST/ it,3 #'Wh:.

THE MASSEY BUILDING

1 OCT! 58£ 17· r

4100 CHAIN BRIDGE ROAD
FAIRFAX. V,RGINIA 22030

Arthur D. Chambers, AICP
Metropolitan Area Planning Dept.
455 N. Main St.
Wichita, Kansas 67202
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CITY OF SAINT Louis
VINCENT C. SCHOEMEHL. JR., MayorCOMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT AGENCY

Landmark Louderman Building
317 IN. Eleventh Street • Saint Louis, Missouri 63101
Telephone 314-622·3400

RE©my'ED
OCT 7 19B2October 5, 1982

METROPOLITAN PLANNING
ROUTE O. CUk

Mr. Arthur D. Chambers, AICP
Senior Planner

Metropolitan Area Planning Department
City Hall - Tenth Floor
455 North Main Street
Wichita, Kansas 67202t

482$
Dear Mr. Chambers:

I think the best way to get the information you are seeking
would be to call Ed Dobbs at the offices of the St. Louis
Building Division. He should be very familiar with all
aspects of our sign procedures. He can be reached at314/622-3666.

Good luck in your study.

Sincerely,

Charles P. Kindleberger
Director of Planning

CPK:nf
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Mr. Arthur D. Chambers, AICP
Senior Planner

0W
Metropolitan Area Planning Department
City Hall - Tenth Floor
455 North Main Street

Wichita, Kansas 67202

CO Fs
O 0 3%:

\ f*ft<
///4/*ff€ 3

L

LOPMENT COMMISSION ' SAINT LOUIS, MISS...1 63,01
UILE)1NG



r-ZED
Oklahoma City r ,« WIZENg PARTI

06(3- UCommunity Development I  
0

Oklahoma City, Okla. 73102

JUL 1 -.2

o Sec. --
O Copies .June 23, 1982
O.£40

Human Resources Department
City Hall, Second Floor
455 North Main Street
Wichita, Kansas 67202

Dear Ms. Mast:

This is in response to your letter of June 11, 1982,
concerning notification of proposed rezoning changes to
area residents. Oklahoma city does not place signs on
property proposed for rezoning, however, enclosed please
find a copy of our regulations concerning public hearing
and notice requirements.

If you have any questions or comments related to this
information, please do not hesitate to contact our
department.

Sincerely,

K a #41 Collins, Planning Intern
tlf

enclosures

}Mariall/=.liw#.
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7200.6 rublle Hearing and Notice Requirements

-     7200.6 rublie Bearin* and Notice Requirementi. In drder to en- .
courage citizen participation and assure that all interested 21' ; 4
and affected partle• •hall be heard, notice of public 3, T , Ir
hearings regarding planning and zoning matter, ehall be

given al specified by thli Section. ./1
. 17=.041 -

A. District Boundary Changes, Planned Unit Developments, 1 %*4,44:UG-
 "*Il-/2.....'."iand Special Permits. Adoption or amendment of zoning

Elit  district boundarie•, including approval of Planned 7 2472*09 44»-Unit Development• and *pecific special 'permits, ihall
require the giving of notice ao follows:

(1) Planning Commillion Hearing.

Notice of Planning 9 +Itif@Nlil
Commission hearing shall be given at least 20 days
prior to such hearing by nailing written notice
to all owners of property within a three hundred
foot radiui of the exterior boundary of the lub-
ject property. Such notice by mail shall be given
by the Secretary of the Planning Commission.

W W

(2) City Council Bearing.

i

(a) Newspaper publication• At least 15 days notice
of the date. time and place of the City Coun-
cil hearing ehall be given by publication in
a mewspaper of general circulation within the
City.

1 (b) Notice by mall. Notice of City Council hear-
ing shall be given at least 20 day, prior to
luch hearing by Ialling written notice to all
owners of property within a 300 foot radius
of the extertor boundary of the lubject pro-

the Secretar, of the Planning Commlision.
perty. Such notice by mall shall be given by

(3) Notice to Property Owner when City originates Change
Request. In the event a change described above
originate• with the City on motion of the City
Council or on the recommendation of the Planning
Co..lision, notice by .ail i. the manner opecified
above shall be given to the owner of the subject

9 property for which the boundary change is proposed
a• luch owner,hip i, recorded in the Office of
County Clerk. All other notice ae required by thil
Section Ihall alio b• 81••n•

4

if·:

. -- 7 ---7. %--- · ...-2---7171WI/I.-A///A=--//-# £-A 41,k: %411 :i.*,/P;02*
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7200.6 Fublic Bearing and Notice Requirement.

/ 4©,0 ,

B. Change, in General Zoning Regulationi. Adoption or

amendment of non site Ipeclfic general Roning and plan-
ming regulationi, other than tho•e Ipecifically pro-
vided for in thi• Section shall require the giving of
notice ae follows:

(1) Planning Commission BearimR.

New•paper publication. At least 15 days notice of
the date, time and place of the Planning Commi•-
lion hearing ihall be given by publication in a
newspaper of general circulation within the City.

(2) City Council Bearing.

Newspaper publication. At le•st 15 days notice of
the City Council Rearing shall be given by publi-
cation in a newspaper of general circulation within
the City.

J

C. Plat and Subdivision Approval. Consideration by the
Planning Commiasion of plats and subdivision of land,
to include consideration by .> 4 Planning Commlision
it•elf of deeds conveling land described by metes /md
bounds and containing 5 acres or lego, shall require
the giving of notice a• follows:

(1) Newspaper publication. At least 15 d•18 notice of €
the date, time and place of the Planning Commil-
lion hearing shall be given by publication in a
newspaper of general circulation within the City.

(2) Notice by ..11. Notice of the date, time and place if
t of Planning Commlmelon hearing ehall be given at

least 20 days before luch hearing by certified
Ball with return receipt requested to the appli-
cant and by certified mall to all owners of land
limediatel, adjoinint the subject tract.

D. Changei In Subdivision Regulationi. At l.alt 15 d.,0

notice Of the date, time and place of the Planning L
449». .., Co•mt••ton hearing •hall be given in a mew,paper of 11%
,#6*el?:it:·1 • general circulation within the City for adoption or
*2*4! · amendment of general regulation, governing the /ubdi-

vimion of land. After adoption. all Iuch oubdivi,ion
?*€tAr regulation• shall be publt,hed a, provided by law for
Ve,>1' tl, .the publication of ordinance.

ly#; L.
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7200.6 Public Hearing and Notice Requirements
€

Compreheosive Plan• The adoption or amend,ent of the
Comprehensive Plan for the City, or for any part of
the City, ehall require at lialt 15 days notice of the
date, time and place of the Planning Commlision Hear-
ing in a newspaper of general circulation within the
City. An atte,ted copy of Iuch Comprehensive Plan or
parte thereof. shall be certified to the City Council.

F. Board of Adjustment. Notice of public hearing for •11
Board of Adjustment matterl shall be given by the Clerk
of the Board of Adjuitment as follows:

(1) New•p•per publication. At least 15 days notice of
the date. time and place of the Board of Adjust-

' •ent hearing Ihall be givtn in a newspaper of '
general circulation within the City.

(2) Notice by .all. Notice of Board of Adjustment
i ' hearing •hall be given at lealt 20 day, prior to

•uch hearing by mailing written notice to all
owner, of property within a 300 foot radius of the
oubject property.

G. Revocable Permiti. Con,ideration by the City Council
or revocable permit, approval shall require the living
of notice a• follows:

(1) New,paper publication. At lea,t fifteen (13) days
notice of the date, time and place of the City
Council hearing Ihall be given by publication in
a newspaper or general circulation vithin the City.

(2) Notice by Mail. Notice of City Council hearing
shall be given at least 20 day, prior to auch hear-
ing by mailing written notice to all owners of
property adjoining the public way or ealement which

4 1
11 the lubject of the revocable permit request. For

the purpose of thil Section. adjoining ihall ,•an
= 49*43.0- 'that property which abute the public way or ease-

ment in que,tion and le mo farther than 100 feet . 1 "&'al
fron the location of the *tructure or u.., .0 re-
fleeted in tb• plani eub•itted, vhich is the subject
02 the revocable permit.

(3) E.ergenet*•. Where in the opinion of the Director
there exlot, an emergency and danger ;0 the public
health and welfare of the community and nece[ •ita- 
ting the ls.u.ne• of a r•vocable per•it to •n•bl•

VII-31
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7200.6 Public Bearing and Notice Requirements

the applicant to connect to a City water line or
,anitary sewer line, a revocable permit may be

granted by the Director or hil designate. In luch
casio. the notice requirement, in subsection (1)
and (2) above may be waived. The Director shall
notify the Council by ,emorandum at the next Coun-
ell meeting of any action taken granting any revo-
cable permit ligued as an emergency hereunder.

B. Content of Notice by Mail by Newspaper Publication.

*1?Nat

(1) Whenever notice by mail 1, required by thi• Sec-
tion, much notice shall contain the following:

(a) A legal description of the lubject propert,
and allo a atreet addres, or approximate
location of the property.

(b) The present zoning and clailification of the
subject property and the type of approval,
rezoning, or Board of Adjustment relief sought
by the applicant.

(c) The date, time. and place of the public hearing.

1/&

£ ..2,

(2) Whenever notice by newspaper publication ts re-
quired by thil Section in connection with a paTti-
cular tract, such notice ihall contain all infor-
mation mpecified for notice by mall above. In other

instances when notice by new•paper publication is
required by thi, Section, luch notice shall include
the date, time and place of public hearing and
allo the lubject matter of such public hearing.

Compllation of Neighborhood Property Ownerm List. When

notice by mail to neighboring property owners im re-
quired by thi, Section. Ihe listing of luch neighboring
property owners ahall be Iubmitted by the applicant and
shall be compiled from the current year'• records of
the County Clerk or the current year'; tax records of
the county or counties in which subject property li
located; and further. auch required li,ting of neigh-
boring property owner, ehall be certified al true and
correct by th, applicant. Such lilting of neighbor-
ing property owner, shall include complete mailing ad-
dres•••. including zip codes, and Ihall include legal
demeription•.

/11-32
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TOPEKA-SHAWNEE COUNTY METROPOLITAN PLANNING COMMISSION

820 SE. QUINCY, SUITE 512 • 913/295·3969 0 TOPEKA. KANSAS 666!2

'UNN"%

June 18, 1982

Ms. Shirley Mast
City of Wichita
Human Resources Department
455 N. Main Street

Wichita, Kansas 67202

Dear bts. Mast:

The method of notifyiAg area residents of proposed zone changes is as follows:

the applicant obtains a vicinity map from this department showing the area
in which property owners must be notified of the proposed zoning change. The
radial area is 200 feet for property inside the cityand 1,000 feet outside
the city in unincorporated areas.

The applicant takes the vicinity map to an abstract company and has pre-
pared a certified list of property owners in the notification area. This
department then notifies the listed property owners of the proposed change
and the time and place of the Public Hearings.

Approximately 30 days before the Public Hearing we publish a legal notice
of the pending action. The notice includes a description of the case and a
vicirdty map and the time and location of the Public Hearing.

If we can be of further service, please advise.

Respectfully

*trOs'H. Scl*el, II, Director 3%

24..Ff
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SPECIAI. REQUEST

SP77/16 by Charles D. Davis requesting permission to extract stone, sand
and gravel from property located about one quarter mile northwest of
S.E. 2}th Street and Shawnee Heights Road.

yti I %4..1> ,

r, c



V»

1 1 '.it 1
TO P• ICK A-51 ! A W .N I C : C< ) 11 >4 · 11' M I·:'1·11 { } 1 •0 T . rA N l ' I . A N N I NG € 0 111, I M S 10 N

820 MIC. el;INCY. 86:11·1: 312 • 913/293-39{it, • '11)1'1·CKA, 1.ANS,10 60(,12

+ pu

Dear Property Owner:

Enclosed is a vicinity map indicating the a- ea proposed for special

permit #SP77/16 by Charles D. Davis
49>9'»

requesting permission to extract stone, sand and gravel from property

located about one quarter mile Northwest of S,E. 29:h St, and Shawnee Heights Rd.

As an adjacent property owner, you are invited to express your opinion

regarding this case at the public hearing held by the Topeka-Shawnee

County Metropolitan Planning Commission, City Commission Chambers,

September 16, 1977, at 1:30 PM as well as to the Board of

..+·3 -. -f>$4 - County Coinmissioners, Room 205, Courthouse. on Sentember 22. 1977.
at 11:00 AM , at which time this proposal will be

considered for final approval, dis approval or revis ion by the Governing

Body.

TOPEKA-SllAWNEE COUNTY

METROPOLITAN PIANNING COMMISSION
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THE COLUMBIAN TITLE AND TRUST COMPANY, hereby certifies thal
according to the records in the office of the Register of Deeds of
Shawnee County, Kansas the owner(s) as shown on phges 1 to 4 inclusive -1/

are true and correct.

Dated at Topeka, Kansas, June 13, 1977 at 7:00 A. M.

THE COLUMBIAN TITLE. AND TRUST COMPANY,Kansas

U /64__BY:

4.»f

I'ZE

Re: A tr. in N.90
ac. of SE& Sec.
7-12S-17

THE COLUMBIAN TITLE AND TRUST COMPANY
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Columbian

 175.75 feet; thence noeth parallel with the east line of said southeast one.  14
Title ind A tract of land in the North 90 acres of the Southeast Quarter of Section ' <'tih i

Truil Seven, Township ·rwelve south, Range Seventeen east of the sixth P.M. of - pl»=Scr ---Comi.An. Shawnee County, Kansas described as follows: Beginning at a point 811.5 i

feet south of the northeast corner of said southeast one-quarter; thence
south along the east line of said southeast one-quarter 55.02 feet; thence
west parallel with the north line of said southeast one-quarter 245.75 feet;thence north parallel with the cast line of said southeast one-quarter 445.02 |
feet; thence west parallel with the north line of said southeast one-quarter
quarter 361.50 feet; thence west parallel with the north line of said south-
east one-quarter to a point on the east ling of the west 47.1 acres of the
North 90 acres of said southeast one-quarter; thence north parallel with the
of the southeast one-quarter; thence east along the north line of said south- : :ie¢@au=:
east line of said southeast one-quarter 60 feet to a point on the north line

:24 Nam
east one-quarter to a point 361.5 feet west of the northeast corner of said

' r.19*=82southeast one-quarter; thence south parallel with the east line of said south-
east one-quarter 361.5 feet; thence east parallel with the north line of said

Bonded southeast orle-quarter 175.75 feet; thence south parallel with the east line of i 5*MiES
said southeast one-quarter 450 feet; thence east parallel with the north line of :

*mliE*400'/said southeat one-quarter 185.75 feet to the point of beginning. ALSO the west
47.1 acres of the north 90 acres of said southeast one-quarter. WD 1955-S69

U PROTEST AREA. Owner:· Charles Duane Davis.
1 2» 4

*

SECTION 7 - 12 - 17

·SOUTHEAST QUARTER

LEGAL: A tract of land in the North 90 acres of the Southeast Quarter, described
as follows: Beginning at a point on the East line of said Southeast quarter
which is 866.52 feet South of the Northeast corner of said Southeast quarter; .·323'b
thence West parallel with the North line of said Southeast Quarter, 245.75
feet; thence North parallel with the East line of said Southeast Quarter,
445.92 feet; theme West parallel with the North line of said Southeast .

:P-:Quarter 175.75 feet; thence North parallel with the East line of said South-
east Quarter. 361.5 feet; thence West parallel with the North line of said
Southeast Quarter to a point on the East line of the West 47.1 acres of theloil/f North 90 acres, said point being 60 feet South of the North line of said ,tem"FE?/a'.-

Kin,i Southeast Quarter; thence South along the East line of said West 47.1 acres -id_

to the South line of said North 90 acres; thence East along said South line
to the East line of said Southeast Quarter; thence North along the East line
of said Southeast Quarter to the point of beginning. Except the South 240

-ifeet of the East 182 feet of said North 90 acres and also except the South ·
215 fcat ot the East 185.75 feet of the North 1081.52 feet of said South- i 72:..
east Quarter. WD 1925-651. 241.-

4 OWNER: Keith Gay
2641 SE Shawnee Heights Road, Tecumseh, Ks. 1-1 '.1.

LEGAL: A tract of land in Southeast Quarter: Beginning at a point on the East
line of said quarter section and241.0 feet South of the Northeast corner of ' I.-0,8,.TA
said quarter section; thence South along the East line of said quarter lm/-' ate
Section 120.5 feet; thence West parallel to the North line of said quarter ' 81
section 178.25 ft.; thence North parallel to the East line of said quarter

, section 120.5 ft.; thence East parallel to the North line of said quarter
section 178.25 ft., to the place of beginning. WD 1635-264. 1

1/ OWNERS: Jerry William ArthurDonna L. Arthur

2531 SE Shawnee tteights Road, Tecumsch, Ks.

1·111: Col.UMBIAN '111·I.ti ANI) TRUST COMPANY im

J
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SPECTAL PERMIT Page 2,
M-2937

LEGAL: A tract of land in the Southeast quarter; beginning at the Northeast t

corner; Lhence South along the East line of said Quarter Section 120.50
feet; thence West parallel to the North line of said Quarter Section 178.25
feet; thence North parallel to the East line of said Quarter Section 120.5

111. feet to the North line of said Quarter Section; thence East along the North
Celumbi•n

T.. Ind line of said Quarter Section 178.25 feet to the point of beginning; and
Tru•, ALSO another tract of land in said Southeast Quarter; beginning at a point

Compiny on the North line of said Quarter Section 178.25 feet West of the Northeast
corner of said Quarter Section; thence South parallel to the East line of
said Quarter Section 120.5 feet; thence West parallel to the North line of
said quarter Section 183.25 feet; thence North parallel to the East line of
said quarter Section 120.5 feet to the North line of said Quarter Section:
thence East along the North line of said Quarter Section 183.25 feet to the
point of beginning. WD 1627-327

4 OWNERS: Jimie L. Bayless
Carol J. Bayless
Route #1, Tecumseh, Ks.

LEGAL: Part of the Southeast Quarter; beginning at a point on the East line of
said Quarter Section and 120.5 feet South of the Northeast corner of said

Bonded
Quarter Section; thence South along the East line of said Quarter Section i

120.5 feet; thence West parallel to the North line of said Quarter SectionAb.iractin

178.25 feet; thence North parallel to the East line of said Quarter Section
t

120.5 feet; thence East parallel to the North line of said Quarter Section
178.25 feet to the place of beginning.

A!§2 Beginning at a point 120.5 feet South and 178.25 feet West of the
Northeast corner of said Quarter Section; thence South parallel to the East
line of said Quarter Section 120.5 feet; thence West parallel to the North

*19/ line of said Quarter Section 183.25 feet; thence North parallel to the East
line of said Quarter Section 120.5 feet; thence East parallel to the North
line of said Quarter Section 163.25 feet to the place of beginning. WD 1729-

35

V OWNERS: John W. DeMand IV

71@ landy Sylvia DeMand, aka Sylvia Yvonne DeMand
2521 SE Shawnee Heights Road, Tecumsoh, Ks,

.7 4**f.
LEGAL: A tract of land in the Southeast Quarter; beginning at a point which is

511.50 feet South oe the Northeast corner of s= :outheast Quarter; thence
/81

South 150 fect; thence West parallel with the r, · line of said Southeast
Quarter 185.75 feet; thence North parallel wit. .he East line of said
Southeast Quarter, 150 feet; thence East paralle, with the North line of

ir*. Topch. said Southeast Quarter, 185.75 feet to the place of beginning. WD 1677-463
K.ni,1 i

OWNERS: James L. Herl

Barbara J. Herl

2551 SE Shawnee Heights Road, Tecumsch, Ks.

LEGAL: A tract of land in the Southeast Quarter; beginning at a point which is
361.50 feet South of the Northeast corner of said Southeast Quarter; thence
south 150.0 feet; thence west parallel with the north line of said South- t
east Quarter 185.75 feet; thence north parallel with the east line of said
Southeast Quarter 150.0 feet; thence east parallel with the north line of
eaid Southeast Quarter 185.75 feet to the point of beginning. WD 1617-195

1 1

/ OWNERS: Charles E. Gish, Jr.
Fern E. Gish i
2541 SE Shawnee Heights Raod, Tocumseh, Ks.

$

Tnli COLUMBIAN Til'l.L AN!) TRUS I· COMPANY

10,1.7 74·UROI



SPECTAL PERMIT Page 3.
M-2937

LEGAL: A tract of land in tlic Southeast quarter; beginning at a point which is
661.50 feet South of the Northeast corner of said Southeast Quarter; thence
Soutli 150.D feet; thence West parallel with the North line of said Southeast
Quarter, 185.75 foot; thence North parallel with the East line o[ said South.Title Ind east Quarter, 150.0 feet; thence East parallel with the North line of said·r..t Southeast Quarter, 185.75 foot to the point of beginning. WD 1539-473C•mp•,i,

V OWNERS: Richard A. Reinheimer
Ella Ann Reinheimer

2621 SE Shawnee Heights Road, Tecurseli, Ks.

LEGAL: A part of the Southeast Quarter; beginning at the Southeast ¢orner of
said Southeast Quarter; thence 80 Rods due West; thence 20 Rods due North,
thence running Northeasterly and intersecting the East line of said Section
7 at a point 70 Rods North of the Southeast corner of said Section 7, thence
due South 70 Rode to the place of beginning; 8122 the West 35 acres ofthe South 70 acres of the Southeast Quarter. Ot.T.) WI) 1605-552

OWNERS: Bert C. Simonton
Edith M. Simonton

B-ndtd 5825 SE 29th Street, Tecumseh, Ks.Ye(32371 Ah•t....

LEGAL: A tract of land containing 124 acres, more or less, described as follows:
Beginning at a point 70 rods North of the Southeast corner of the South-
east Quarter of Sec. 7, thence due West 80 Rods; thence South 50 Rods;thence Northeast to the place of beginning. QCD 1625-20

OWNERS: Patricia Ann Martin / L. H. McDowell
915 Naismith Place, Alice Menowell
Topeka, Ks.

5936 SE 29th Street, Tecumsch, Ks.

i*:
NORTHEAST QUARTER 7-12-17

iLEGAL: Beainning at the Southeast corner of the NEE; thence West 2641.40 feet tothe Southwest corner of said NEZ; thence North 1039.35 feet; thence East
1855.35 feet to a point which is 787 feet West of the East line of said

iSection; themee South 376.94 feet; thence East 787 feet to the East Lina
of said Section; thence South 662.41 feet to the point of beginning.

QCD 1855-948T•Pe"· 4 OWNERS: Betty L. SchraderKan"i

Loyd A. Schrader
RFD #4, Topeka, Ks.

NORTHWEST QUARTER & SOUTHWEST QUARTER 7- 12- 17
LEGAL: The South 1/2 of the Northwest fraction 1/4 of Section 7;

ALSO: the Southwest fractional 1/4 of Section 7, Except a tract of land
beginning at the southwest corner of said quarter section, thence East52 rods, thence N. -th 40 rods, thence West 52 rods, thence South 40 rods44% . to place of beginzing· CWD 1458-72

4 OWNERS: Martin-Marietta Corporation
Box 790

Cedar Rapid, Iowa.

Tl IIi COLUMBIAN 1·lili. AND TRUST COMPANY

to/·17.·auC
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MSAS, SIIAWNE[ COUNTY, ss:

. Mercer

, being first duly sworn.
says: That she is Legal Clerk

1KA CAPITAL-JOURNAL, a daily news-
i

W. 37th STREETed in the State of Kansas, and
n and of general circulation in
nty, Kansas, with a gentral paid9 .

on a monthly basis in StlAWREE
sas, and that said newspaper is
. religious or fraternal pub-

/1

per is a daily published at least
f0 ' ines a year; has been so pub-

1nously and uninterruptedly in
and state for a period of more

ears prior to the first publication
hoed Shoppng D,$1,id  ··G·· Cor,1--1 0,11•1 01 pfopeily 10£01,d et 101 w. 37ih S:i,•1. Wice; and has been admitted at the

of Topeka in said County as *10'·A'·.1.. .2 01 Sow,h., H,11, Subd,•i,io.Cil ' lopek Show nec Co..... 0$.5 matter.

tached notice is a true copy

was published in the regular and

e of said newspaper for 1 (one)

dlys, the first publication

ng made rs aforesaid on the 19th.
S.W. 43rd TERRACE

March , 198 2
N

uent publi cations being made on the SP82/at.•Ke•AilhErodinbehollofRuicIWole.Di,Ii,it #6.eqwes$90Showne,Cou,l, Sp ¢,gIU.
Pe.millo€-vi,€1.-tchri,i-p•irppito•roneq·,pmenlonp,optit,10,01•doloL.141 al.W.Wo,er.../*I.....&.,10110-Ates:
A.....Nor'H/!foll./,0/20.Fownihip;25..Rong/13[0/0I'll...Sh,-n,lCo-y. Kaw.Moirpoil,iwioilyde.inbedn. foilowi:
DesaWng. I. N.thte,1 i.- 01 ... Swi,0.......le ./.-,Inuoiler I io: S.¢Non 20, 198 . 198 11-c Wcoin,ide.... S./lineof io,dNoil il 100';thenic No,¢.O·,·1...* TOO'tole Ecillin, 01 -d Sohemtquonci, i.en€. Soul . -In,ide,1 -ah ioid .,1 line le I. poinl of., 198

. 198

-' 1984 , 198
t5.4. 29th STREET

ind sworn torbefore me this 23rd.
March . 198 2

0.-6<= j
¢16tary Puty

tin expires: February 10, 19S5
N'e$ 131.95 ,$4610/GERHE.I,, 46mples $

v the 00& Per* De••lopm•n, Co . Inc. 10 ,•vile Ille M- ifte plon 01 0 '·D & O·· Mult,pl
P

NOTARY PUBLIC
 STATE OF KAX./AS 4 29/S.........1./.0.1,9011, dii,i,bedo.10110-i:

01 10* . no•,h..,iquori.. 01 Se.hon  6, 10-h,p .. Ro.•ge 15. C,4 01 Top.ka. Sho-ne. i

1
wcord. 347.01 le., afo9* .0.,h 1,4 01,0,d wbi,i,w ,h ent, on A, 1774, gim. 35 .wii. 59
70<Indi. 357.08 4,1 foo *nion'he -11 'Mol 'cid i.bdivitlen, Ihim' - A: 313 *griei. 05-awNi. 29 --Ii. 492.00 4.1 0!eng -1.0. line. ihenc, on A: 358 +9-,02 minut... SO
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DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING e DEVELOPMENT
MUNICIPAL OF'FICE BUILDING, · ONE CIVIC Pr,A.Z».KANSAS CITY KANSAS e/101 371 · 2000

d1%11

June 18, 1982

Ms. Shirley Mast
Administrative Aide III

Human Resources Department
455 North Main Street

Wichita, KS 67202

Dear Ms. Mast:

434 

The City of Kansas City, Kansas, does not currently require the posting of signs
on property to be rezoned. We have considered this alternative and may yet turnA 4
to it. However, our investigation and experience do point out that assuring that
the signs are erected and maintained can be a rather costly and time consuming
process. On occasion vandalism may require that a particular rezoning be delayed.
As for other notification methods, we do formally notify relevant Community
Development citizd groups of proposed rezonings in their respective areas. We
have found this to be quite worthwhile.

Very truly yours,
f

Steve speib'
Zoning Administrator
Planning Department

SAS:bn

CITIZENS P'ARTIC{PATION OFFI
O SG -O
0 --0
0

JUN 23 1982

O Sec..
D Copies to
O File.

1
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American 1313 East 60th Street
Manning Chicago, Illinois 60637
Association Phone 312.947.2575

Planning
Advisory
Service

Robert A. Lakin August 24, 1982
Director of Planning

Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area Planning
Department
City Hall - 10th Floor
455 North Main Street

Wichita, Kansas 67202

Dear Mr. Lakin:

As you requested, please find enclosed a variety of zoning provisions
that require the posting of property for a proposed rezoning. Posting
requirements are fairly common, but always accompany other notice re-
quirements such as direct mail to adjoining properties and newspaper
notice. Very stringent posting requirements can be difficult to enforce
since such signs are often damaged by winds and storms.

I hope this material is useful and if I may be of further assistance on
this or other matters, feel free to contact me.

Sincerely,

/ Tom Smith

Research Associate

TS:gc

Enclosures: sample ordinances from: (to keep)
Savannah, Georgia
El Paso County, Colorado
Prince George's County, Maryland
Fairfax County, Virginia
Montgomery County, Maryland
St. Louis County, Missouri

AUG 2 7 1982
METROPOLITAN PLANNINC
ROUTE [3_..

aga
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WICHITA - SEDOWICK COUNTY
OCT 2 0 1982

METROPOLITAN PLANNING
ROUTE I _ 2.zf-

0.

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING
DEPARTMENT September 29, 1982

CITY HAU - TENTH FLOOR

455 NORTH MAIN STREET
WICHITA, KANSAS 6702

{3161 268·4561

Veda Nayak , AICP
Planning Policy Coordinator
County Office Building
Rockville, Maryland 20850

Dear Ms. Nayak:

we are currently reviewing the possibility of requiring
applicants requesting a rezoning to post a sign on the appli-
cation area stating that a rezoning request will be considered
by the Planning Commission. Planning Advisory Service has
supplied us with a copy of the applicable local ordinance or
sta e statutes requiring the posting of the application area.
In order for us to determine the cost and effectiveness of

posting property, we would appreciate receir ag any personal
views on this matter as well as information about cost, deposits
responsibility of posting signs, sign size, etc. If there is a
charge for any material please let me know before it is sent.

Thank you for your cooperation.

Sincerely,

//Atthur D. Chambers,AICP
Senior Planner

ADC:el

Mr. Nayak is no longer with the Council. I am sending you these two items
suggested by our Hearing Examiner's office. I'm sorry I can't help you
with personal views but I understand all your other questions will be
answered in the attached material.

Julie Morris

County Council Office
10/15/82

r 1
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Abn*mefy CounM GBernment
July 27, 1982

TO: Interested unsel
FROM: Philip J.rp,,AcitistratiVe Hearing Examiner
SUBJECT: Si gn Depos i t Fees hndfunds

Under the authority Invested in this office by County Council
Resolution 8-2005, the sign deposit fee for individual zoning signs is4.13% continued at $50.00 per sign but the refund amount is changed to $37.50 lit.
to conform with the sign refund policy of the 8oard of Appeals and the :iIi.

5 Department of Environmental Protection. In the future $37.50 shall be
refunded upon return of zoning signs,in good condition, to the Office
of the Hearing Examiner and within the time limitations and conditions
required by the provisions of the Zoning Ordinance. If the signs are
not mturned, this office intends to strictly enforce the sign deposi t

r· forfeiture provisions contained in the Zoning Ordinance, Section 59-H-
4.23(b).

:52331

PJT:mkt

./.1 1
.·€I. 6

*d.'it·

100 Mal»nci Avenue. Rockville. Maryland 20850,301/279·1341
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ORDINANCE NO. 9

Introduced: January 19, 1982
Adopted: July 27, 1982

COUNTY COUNCIL FOR MONTGOMERY COUNTY, MARYLAND
SITTING AS A DISTRICT COUNCIL FOR THAT PORTION

OF THE MARYLAND-WASHINGTON REGIONAL DISTRICT

WITHIN MONTGOMERY COUNTY, MARYLAND

By: District Council m

Filed as Zoning Text Amendment No. 82002

AN AMENDMENT to Article 59-H, title "Amendment Procedures," Division 59-H-4,

title "Publie Hearing," Section 59-H-4.23, tiUe "Posting of Property-

Local Map Amendments," for the purpose of elari'-4.:g and further

speeifying the requirements related to posting of the zoning sign on or

near property that is the subject of a local map amendment.

OPINION

Zoning Text Amendment No. 82002 was introduced on January 19, 1982, by

the District Council for the purpose of clarifying Section 59-H-4.23 of the Zoning

Ordinance, which regulates the posting of zoning signs. The amendment also

proposes to modify the Zoning Ordinance to add a definition for "public road." This

text amendment was introduced at the request of the Hearing Examiner's Offiee to

more clearly specify the requirements for posting zoning signs on properties which

are the subject of zoning applications.

1

7. ·1*

The Montgomery County Planning Board has reeommended to the Council

that Zoning Text Amendment No. 82002 be approved with certain minor

modifications.

The Council held a public hearing on March 2, 1982, to receive testimony

eoneerning the proposed text amendment. Subsequent to the public hearing this

matter was assigned to the Couneil Committee on Planning, Land Use, and

Transportation for a report and reeommendation.

The Committee met on July 15, 1982, and reviewed the proposed text

amendment with the Hearing Examiner and the Montgomery County Planning Board.

The Committee agrees that the text amendment provides a needed elarfieiation and

reorganization of existing pcsting requirements and that such revisions serve to

make this section of the Zoning Ordinance simpler and clearer to use. The

Committee also supports the reeommendation of the Montgomery County Planning

Board concerning the definition of public road. The Committee also felt that

additional clarification was needed to the posting requirements pertaining to 
property not abutting a public road. The posting requirements should be sufficiently M

clear in this regard to inform the public that the zoning sign in question relates to

property located at a place other than adjacent to the site. The Committee supports

the revision to Section (e) "posting of property not abutting a public road" as

suggested by the Hearing Examiner as suitable for meeting the Committee's

objectives in this matter.

,1
L

./4 0
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F
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1 connection with Zoning Text Amendment No. 82002, and the recommendations of
The County Council met on July 27, 1982, to review the material of reeord in

the Planning, Land Use, and Transportation Committee. It is the opinion of the
Council that Zoning Text Amendment No. 82002 should be approved as revised for
the reasons set forth by the Committee on Planning, Land Use and Transportation.

For these reasons and because to grant this application will assist in the
coordinated, comprehensive, adjusted and systematic development of the Maryland-
Washington regional District located in Montgomery County, Zoning Text
Amendment No. 82002 will be APPROVED as amended.

ORDINANCE

i. I

BE IT ORDAINED by the County Council for Montgomery County, Maryland, sitting
as a District Council for that portion of the Maryland-Washington Regional District
in Montgomery County, Maryland, that the Montgomery County Zoning Ordinance is
hereby amended as follows:

See. 1. Amend Section 59-H-4.23, title "Posting of Propertr-Local Map
Amendments," to read as follows:

(a) Posting of property generally. Within three days after acceptance for
filing of an application for a local map amendment the applicant shall
erect a sign, to be furnished by the -43#triet·€ottnei}-or-its·autherked
designee-- hearing examiner, on the land proposed to be reelassified.
The bottom of the sign shall be not less than two and one-half feet
from the ground. The sign shall be of metal, wood or masonite, shall
have a height and width of not less than two and three feet,
respeetively, and shall bear eonspieuously in lettering in black on a
yellow background not less than four inches in height, the words:

1

j,

ZONING

RECLASSIFICATION

APPLICATION

NO. ......... PENDING

TO . . ......

CALL 279-1434*

*.

- The text of footnotes omitted and not to be amended

The blanks shall be filled in by the assigned application number and the classification
or two alternative classifications sought, respectively. Any zoning sign or other
posting shall be continuously maintained by the applieant until a decision on the
application has been made by the District Council, and then shall be removed by the
applicant and retitrned to the county. It shall be unlawful for any person, except the
applicant or the District Council or an authorized agent of either, to remove or

7
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tamper with any such sign during the period it is required to be maintained under
this section. At the hearing, it shall be the duty of the applicant to establish by
affidavit that the requirement of this section has been satisfied and the zoning sign
or other posting has been continuously maintained up to the time of the hearing.

414mmilimital#

N Posting of property abutting a public road. IDE sueh- sign shall be erected
by the applicant within approximately ten feet of whatever boundary line of
such land abuts the me**eweled- nearest public road as defined herein.
and-if-ne-publk road abuto thereon, thcn facing in ouch manner ao may bc

seklililinfr A most-reada,«seerrt,f-the-m,blie,- For the purposes of posting in accord with
this seetion, a public road shall be defined as being a state or eounty road
dedicated and accepted for public use but not ineluding a deadend road
providing only immediate access to abutting property owners and not

Ne falammA generally used by the public at large.
fil i.j

Er f" .·, ·

91 Posting of property not abutting a public road. If the land does not abut a :
public road, or abuts an unpaved road,then, in addition to a sign placed on the
property faeing in such a manner as may be most readily seen by the public, a
sign shall be placed either within ·approximately-ten-feet-of-the right-of-way
of the nearest -most-traveled public road,depending on the approval of County
or State transportation officials, or within approximately 10 feet of the right-
of-way._ However, if the owner of the property abutting the nearest -Inest-

.@f@i@,

-treveled public road is unwilling to permit the posting of any such sign, and
the applicant files an affidavit stating sueh fact, then posting shall be. made
in such manner as the -Bistriet--Gouneit-er--40--et,therteed-·designee-hearing
examiner shall direet. The sign shall contain a statement that it is not
located on or near the subject property and is intended to call attention to
the fact that property having no road frontage is the subject of the
application. In addition, the Hearing Examiner shall require additional

posting when necessary to assure the interested plklie is made aware of the app-
lication.

15& Posting of property abutting two or more public roads. traddition·to-the-
afcromontionod pecting roquirementt ........... 4 p.i,-1 -f If the land propesed·

te-be-reelessified- is five acres or more and abuts more then one public road,
then a sign shall be posted within approximately ten feet of the boundary line
of each public road which abuts the property.

!91 Posting of property located in more than one block. If the land lies within*41
more than one block, as shown on a plat recorded in the land records of the
county, then a sign shall be ereeted by the applieant on the land in eaeh such

7,9 138*2341 block.

%032 iLl posting by special applicant. If the applicant is a person other than the
...iall#*&**.·.

owner, his attorney, agent or other representative, or a person who has

contracted with the owner for the purchase of the land, or a person otherwise
in privity with the owner and the owner is unwilling to permit posting on the
land, the applicant shall file an affidavit stating such facts and posting shall
be made in such manner as the Hearing Examiner shall direct.

19
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W Zoning sign deposit and refund. No sign shall be furnished to the applicant
unless the applicant has first delivered to the -district--eeulleit-er--029

e- Hearing Examiner a receipt from -00 the Director of
Pinanee showing payment to the County of a deposit -in·-an-emew»:t- 22
prescribed by the Dial,1.-l C.....11. R. -ull vil.„1 J-:B••-. fv.-8ttelt-sigfr
hearing examiner. 0., .l...., vf ll,,. 161, 1, ll- u,.i,1;.u..1, u.. 1.- .1.„flv.
provided; U.- skull L. . -pul,1 l. LI.. uvVT u..1 v.. ....1.. .f ll.v D.C.;-t
Cow.eik-er-·,6 uull,u. h..3 J-;61•W u L'w• U- wf 1- J-vw; 1 u., p.--IL.J L, b
t).. II:uu:,•8 IL-„1..=. If U.. uvt,1;.....l*a-persen-etherthairtheevinerr-his

miama;

attorney;-agenter-*ther-repracntative or a palon who has contracted with
the-owncr Jf th© purchanc of the land, or a pcroon otherwioc privy with the
ownerrend-the-applieent fil= an affidavit otating ouch fact and that tho
owner-ia··unwining·-e-permit the pooting d any ouch oign, then pooting ohall be
made-in ouch manner aa tho Diotrict Council or ito authorized dcoigncc oholl
direct. At th: hearing, it ohall k the duty of thc applicant to prove by
affida,it- U.ul I.. 1.,w full, v...pl;.J n;ll. U-0 ......5-Fl• u•J-has-eontintieusly
mtintained·the-sign-er-etheriesting-up-the-timee¢*he-hearine.

(b>- R.."-.al .f alan• A..3 ,u:1. 016•• w• p..U:.6 •Alull L. ....4..1.1.03 ul ull l.„„.. L,
th= applkas:l unlil a Jcu.,Ui, m l],0 applkull-:. 1.u.> L.-.i ..i.J. Ful,lh L, u...
Dal.-l Cvull, c...1 U.... 01,ali I.,t w„,v.vd [, U.... a.,91:,u..1-andrettrned-to-it
will"" ...e Jay, 0,0•.aflw. An, 0,5,• •.Wl..lu.,,:J .;ll,„. l. a.l, Ju,c uft., u
de.61.„ 1,ao l.,c ,„ad. put,11. u„ a :.u,Jub UP,li.ul;... .,1.Jl .,u,m..w.1, L.
1-„w...1. Il J.all 6 unla.ful fv. c.,3 L·'.Ov.., ...:Fl ll.v uvi,li.-u.•l v. li..
DLL.kl Cww.Jl w. ... aull,v,i„J «swily J :ill.w, l,. u...v.v v. lu,„v.. 0.;lh
al•, oud, 016„ Jud..5 11,. V,k,J it I. ..,u;. .J lw L. u.u;..lu;...J -.2.. -this
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fe> *efend,-en·sign-depeeit:--4,men·a-sign-he·be... f....1...Land·net-returned-by
L,y

the--6,?Heent·-or-his-etitherized-agent-„111,1.. l.-1.3 Ja„ uft- ll,. Dleld-l

J v.. th;o J.F.,ll. When a sign isUll.J lu a 1 .1 Un

returned L, ll.. uv,,11.u.l w. li .ac..l .ill.;.• l...6 Ju„ ufl.. li.- DLL.:t
O„-.J 1.- ....J. v.1,11. J..61

her the applicant shall be -entitted-tet·refent refunded a portion of the
deposit as preseribed by the DI-lll O.....Ul v.,6 -ll......J JUrd
hearing Examiner. Otherwise, no refund is authorized.

See. 2. This Ordinance shall become effective immediately upon adoption.

EXPLANATIONS: Underlining indicates text to be added.
Bashes indicate text to be deleted.

A True Copy.

ATTEST:
43

Anha P. Spata, d efo;ary
of the County Cou,0[ for
Montgomery County, Maryland
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MONTGOMERY COUNTY COUNCH. PRESORTED
100 Marykind At·enme
Rockville.Maryland ZOK<(1 FIRST-CLASS

Mr. Arthur D. Chambers
Metropolitan Area Planning Department
City Hall - Tenth Floor
455 North Main Street
Wichita, Kansas 67202
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CITY OF SAANNAH

cffice of the dly mcroger
pa bo< 10% sarnah, georgia 3402

October 5, 1982

Mr. Arthur D. Chambers, AICP
Senior Planner

Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area Planning Dept.
City Hall - Tenth Floor
455 North Main Street

Wichita, Kansas 67202

Dear Mr. Chambers:

We do require that property up for rezoning be posted
with notice of a public hearing on the requested rezoning.
The sign posted is for hearings before City Council rather
than MPC. The owner of the property in question is respons-
ible for posting the signs and pays a fee to cover the cost.

We believe the use of signs is far more cost effective
than a legal ad and is more certain to be seen by affected
adjoining property owners.

Sincerely,

Arthur A. Mendonsa

City Manager

AAM/cj

95©51YED
OCr 7 1982

METROPOLITAN PLANNING
ROUTE O=I'
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CITY OF SAAN\IAH

Ae oftle city ma·oger
pa bo< 10/7 saanah, geago 3402 063182 b

Mr. Arthur D. Chambers, AICP
Senior Planner

Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area Planning Dept.
City Hall - Tenth Floor
455 North Main Street

Wichita, Kansas 67202

L

47+NA:

L



r

NAT-

Rf,13;

·3...... ·';*44'k.otit·, >·p i.:I'
te 2 i ·4 ···. t , '26.-:9 'G. 4?.:i '' - :p <J L +Wi,M

5.2 14,=

JA<J A W AJ 44 , (ke 6-§.4- ZB- (n&«AA #3:- pill-
/·*.Pj.:*2-l-=.

ak,31% 38-173
38-173 a

·94*71

CF

Sec. 38-173. Procedure for Amendment (continued).

(d) Application for Map Amendment (continued).

(1) The community or area in which is lcoated the land proposed to be
reclassified and the street number, if any, or if none, the location with
respect to the nearby public roads in common use.

(2) A legal description of the land by lot, block, and subdivision desig-
nations, or if none, by metes and bounds.

(3) The present zoning classification and the classification proposed for
such land.

(4) The name and address of the owners of the land.
(5) The area of the land proposed to be reclassified stated in square feet

if less than on one (1) acre and in acres if one acre or more.
(6) The present and proposed land uses of the property petitioned for

rezoning and all adjoining properties if under the same ownership,

ilt-3

(e) Posting of Property.
..al/9

(1) ERECTION OF SIGNS. At least 15 days prior to scheduled date of public 'im -*Ill"
hearing of an application for a map amendment, the applicant shall erect a sign, 74#imf ..=

#%¥£ 9-to be furnished by the zoning administrator, on the land proposed to be reclassi- ·112.5* 1fied. Such sign shall be erected by the applicant within ten feet of whatever -2is.

boundary line of such land abuts the most traveled public road; and, if no public road abuts thereon, then such sign shall be erected to face in such a manner as
may be most readily seen by the public. The lower edge of the sign face shall
be of sufficient height so as to be read from the roadway. The sign furnished
by the zoning administrator shall be non-returnable, weather-resistant or equal,
shall have a minimum size of thirty by forty inches, shall show the application
number, the present zoning classification, the proposed zoning classification, - imthe scheduled date, time and place of public hearing and the telephone number to

:22*call for further information. If the land sought to be reclassified lies within  2/more than one block, as shown on a plat recorded in the land records of the County,  .-f.R=*7
additional signs shall be placed to give general area covered.

(2) PAYMENT FOR SIGN. No sign shall be furnished by the zoning adminis-
trator unless the applicant shall 282 the sum of $22.00 dollars to be applied to
the cost of such sign.

(3) REMOVAL OF SIGNS. Any such sign shall be maintained at all times by
the applicant until a decision on the application has been made public by the
governing authority and for a period of twenty days thereafter, and then shall
be removed by the applicant unless a reconsideration shall have been applied
for, in which event such sign shall remain until after the disposition of the
application for consideration has been made by the governing authority with
changes made on sign for date of reconsideration.

-Mt ':ra
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e. Within ten (10) working days of the hearing, the petitioner
shall be notified by the Land Use Department by letter
indicating the action taken by the Planning Commission and
the time and place of the Board of County Commissioner's
public hearing.

9. Action and Procedure of the Board of County Commissioners:

a. The Board of County Commissioners shall hold a hearing on
each petition at a regularly scheduled public meeting.

b. Public Notice:

1%(1) Posting - Plain notice, not less than two (2) square
feet in size of the date and place of hearing of all
petitions shall be posted in a conspicuous place on the
property site by the Land Use Department at least cwo (2)
weeks prior to the Board nf rownty Connissioners '
meeting. -:... 1.24.1.- ....11 contain che specific
subi,i. - -tor -* th? 9.2-ring, including the present zone,
if any, the proposed zone, or the special use contemplated.
The location and phone number of the public office
where additional information may be obtained shall
also be included on such notice. Such notices shall
be changed in the event that the time or place of such
hearings is changed.

(2) Zoning and Rezoning Petitions (only) - At least thirty
(30)days notice of the time and place of a public
hearing on zoning and rezoning petitions shall be given
by at least one publication in a newspaper of general
circulation in El Paso County.

..+0 4

(3) Adjoining Property Owners - The Land Use Department
shall notify all adjoining property owners of the date,
time and place of the public hearing on each petition.

(4) Agenda - The agenda of the Board of County Commissioners'
meetings shall be made available to the news media and the
public no later than three (3) days prior to the meeting.

c. Prior to any action, the Board shall review the plans,
reports, recommendations, and commenzs from the Land Use
Department, the Planning Commission, the petitioner or a
representative of the petitioner, and interested citizens.

d. Action of the Board of County Commissioners:

(1) Action

(i) The Board may approve, approve subject to certain
conditions, or disapprove the petition.

36
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69,2 I THE |MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION
1 11 1 14741 Governor Oden Bowie Drive

Upper Marlboro. Maryland. 20870

October 14, 1982

RE©IERy'ED
Arthur D. Chambers OCT 1 8 1982
Metropolitan Area Planning Department

METROPOLITAN PLANNINGCity Hall - Tenth Floor
455 North Main Street ROUTE O _ 4-7--
Wichita, Kansas 67202

Dear Mr. Chambers:

This is in response to your inquiry of September 29, 1982, regarding
our experience with the posting of signs for zoning applications.

Adht»/ We, rather than the applicant, have been posting such signs since
1965, and since 1978 have charged $25.00 for each sign. A recent review
of the costs indicate that we spent $12,878 ane . lected $15,115 in fees
during the 12 month period of 5/1/81 - 4/30/82. The major cost was for
staff time ($9,080), whereas the supplies and truck maintenance came zo
approximately $3,800.

Judging by the extensive public involvement in zoning decisions, we
believe that the posting of signs is the most effective means of informing
the public. The Zoning Ordinance specifies that such signs shall be located

G

on all property frontages at no more than 1,000' intervals and it is rare
that we receive a complaint that our signs are not visible.

In the case of subdivision applications, we supply the applicant with
a sign and it is his responsibility to post it and furnish us with a photo-
graph of the posted sign. There have been a few complaints of missing signs
or difficult-to-see signs.

Generally speaking, we think that it works better to post the signs
ourselves.

Jghn F. Downs, Jr.

Planning Director

JFD:bh

'ti29' beautiful, historic... ami progressive

'... e.9.
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MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL-7i PARK AND PLANNING
d -- COMMISSION

a

Mr. Arthur D. Chambers
Metropolitan Area Planning Department
City Hall - Tenth Floor
455 North Main Street
Wichita, Kansas 67202

„•-- beautiful, historic... and progressive.
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4.

ment by the persons preparing the technical staff report that
a new report is unnecessary or inappropriate. Requests for
such amendment shall be directed to the Planning Board at

least ten ( 10) days prior to the date of its action, or within
ten ( 10) days after the date of thz Planning Board action if

recommended by the Planning Board. Such amendment shall
not be permitted if more than ten ( 10) days have elapsed
since the date of the Planning Board's recommendation.

(d) Notification of any amendments made pursuant to
this Section will be furnished to any person, corporation, or
association having requested a copy of the technical staff re-
port in writing. (Adopted 7.18 67)

30.3 Public Hearing and Notice Thereof ( Amended 10/29/74)
f1 Within a reasonable time after receipt of application for
t 1 Zoning Map Amendment and the Prince George's County

Planning Board's recommendation thereon, the Chief Zoning
Hearing Examiner shall designate a date for public hearing
and shall notify the applicant and the Planning Board thereof.
Notice of the time and place of the hearing, a description of
the property, and the proposed zoning reelassification shall be

4 : published by the Clerk of the Council two (2) times in at
least the three (3) newspapers of record. The first notice
shall be published at least thirty (30), but not more than

-  sixty (60), days prior to the scheduled date of public hearing.
- - During the period after advertisement and prior to the hear-

ing, the application for Zoning Map Amendment and the map
»· i showing the area included within the proposed amendment

0 , and all other record evidence pertaining to the proposed
amendment shall be available for public examination in the

. Office of Zoning Hearing Examiner and in the Prince George's
-.

County Regional Office of the Commission (Planning Board).

30.31 Posting of Signs

30.311 Prior to Public Hearing

t Upon receipt of notice of hearing date on a proposal for
Zoning Map Amendment, the Commission shall post the sub-

1 . ject property with a sign or signs at least thirty (30) days
1 prior to the hearing date, which signs shall contain the fol-

i" ' *·f.°h·*9• trit : ·. 1 1 lowing information:
- 1--I .1

1 -. -:./--/5- 4/.3 286 Supp. # 3, 12-74
I /1
. I.
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§ 30.4 AMENDMENT PROCEDURE § 80.4

(a) Zoning Map Amendment application number.
(b) Present and proposed zoning classifications.

. (c) Total area of the property.

(d) Date, time and place of public hearing.
(e) Instructions for obtaining further information

4 regarding the application.

All such signs shall be posted in such a manner as to
be conspicuous and legible. There shall be one (1) sign near
each improved public road which abuts the property, and if
no improved publie road abuts thereon, then the sign shall be
placed so as to be most readily seen by the public.

. 1

In addition, there shall be one ( 1) sign posted for each E
one thousand (1,000) feet or part thereof, of frontage on any %
one road on which the property has frontage. If the land does 
not abut a public road then, in addition to the sign placed on 
the property, a sign shall be placed within the right-of-way of 
the nearest most traveled public road. This sign shall contain
the following information :

S,fa

(a) Zoning Map Amendment application number.
(b) Present and proposed zoning classifications. 4
( e) Name of owner of property.
(d) Date, time and place of public hearing.
(e) Instructions for obtaining further information f

regarding the application.
i

0 ·! (f) Statement that this sign is not on the subject 3

¥1 property and is intended to call attention to the fact that a
property having no road frontage is the subject of this appli-
cation. (Adopted 7 /18/67)

i

.1

9

7=- -I-- ..1

*1

The applicant shall be responsible for the reasonable
maintenance of all signs posted pertaining to his application.

30.4 District Council Action on Proposed Amendment (Amen-
ded 10/29/74)

30.41 Comprehensive Design Zone Approval
The District Council may approve, approve with modifi-

cation, or deny an application for a Comprehensive Design
Zone, including the basic plan. Approval of the application
and basic plan shall be an approval of the land use types, land
use relationships, and maximum and minimum land use quan-

287
I-wel

Supp. # 3,12-74
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1.
nature of the matter before the hearing body. Such notice shall be the responsibility of
the hearing body.

2. Written Notice to Appellant/Applicant:

A. With respect to an appeal from an order, requirement, decision or
interpretation made by the Zoning Administrator, the Clerk of the BZA shall
either (a) send to the appellant by registered mail a notice of a hearing on such
appeal. or (b) cause such notice to be served personally on the appellant, in
either case at least ten (10) days before the time of said hearing. A copy of
such notice shall be sent to the County Attorney.

B. With respect to an application for a variance, the hearing body shall submit
written notice to the applicant by first class mail, such to be postmarked at
least twenty (20) days before the day of the hearing.

C. With respect to an application for amendment to the Zoning Map, when the
proposed amendment involves a change in the zoning classification of twenty-
five (25) parcels or less of land the hearing body shall submit written notice to
the property owner(s) of each parcel involved, and the applicant if different
from the property owner(s), such to be postmarked at least twenty (20) days £ · €Ll?*

return receipt requested, delivered to the last known address of such owner(s)
before the day of the hearing. Such written notice shall be by certified mail,

as shown on the current real estate tax assessment books.

D.

3. Posting

A.

B.

C.

D.

E.

With respect to an application for a special permit or a special exception, the
hearing body shall submit written notice to the applicant, and owner(s) of the
subject property if different from the applicant, by first class mail, such to be
postmarked at least twenty (20) days before the Jay of the hearing.

The Zoning Administrator shall, at least fifteen (15) days before the date of
the hearing, post on the land or building involved in any application or appeal
a notice of the public hearing.

Said notice shall be posted at reasonable intervals along every street abutting
the subject property, or, if there is no abutting street, then along the exterior
boundary lines of the subject property and within a distance of 300 feet along
every street providing access thereto.

Said notice shall contain the date, location and time of the public hearing, the
nature of the proposed change, the property affected, such other information as
may be necessary to provide adequate identification of the application, and
additionally, whre futher information on the application may be obtained.

Said notice may be placed on private property if such is necessary to provide
adequate posting, and in any instance, all posted notices shall be removed no
later than seven (7) days after the conclusion of the hearing to which they
pertain.

For the purpose of distinguishing between hearing bodies. said notices shall be
printed on posters of differing colors and posted on yellow signboards in
accordance with the following schedule:

19

44«-:
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Color Hearing Body

Yellow Board of Supervisors
Orange Planning Commission - Zoning Map

Amendment
Green Planning Commission - Site Approval for

public facility & utility under Sect.
15.1-456 of the Code of Virginia

=%37-
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Blue Board of Zoning Appeals

Said notice shall be placed on all parcels of land involved in an application or
appeal, unless (a) the hearing involves an application for a comprehensive
amendment to the Zoning Map initiated by resolution of intention by the
Planning Commission or the Board, or (b) the hearing involves an application
for a variance or special permit involving twenty-five (25) or more parcels of
land, or (c) unless the hearing body may specifically waive or modify such
requirement.

4. Written Notice to Adjacent Property Owners:

4

1 393.1.7

B.

With respect to an application for amendment to the Zoning Map, the
Planning Commission staff or its designee shall send written notice to all
owners of property abutting and immediately across the street from the subject
property. If such property owners total less than twenty-five (25), then written
notice shall be given to other property owners in the immediate vicinity so that
notices are sent to not less than twenty-five (25) owners. Such written notice
shall state the date, time and place of the public hearing, the present and
requested zoning of the property, the location and size of the property, the
nature and use of the land proposed, and the name of the applicant. Such
written notice shall be sent by certified mail, return receipt requested, and
postmarked not less than fifteen (15) days prior to the hearing, to the last
known address of the owner(s) as shown on the current real estate assessment
books. Notice as required by this Paragraph shall include notice to owners of
property abutting and immediately across the street which lies in an adjoining
county M city.

AP,

44.« 4.

l.':133,/3.5,3>1,

5

With respect to an application for a special exception, the applicant shall send
written notice to all owners of property abutting and immediately across the
street from the subject property. If such property owners total less than twenty-
five (25), then written notice shall be given to other property owners in the
immediate vicinity so that notices are sent to not less than twenty-five (25)
owners. Such written notice shall state the date, time, place and subject matter
of the hearing, and the name of the applicant. Such written notice shall be sent
by certified mail, return receipt requested, and postmarked not less than fifteen
(15) days prior to the hearing, to the last known address of the owner(s) as
shown on the current real estate assessment books. Notice as required by this
Paragraph shall include notice to owners of property abutting and immediately
across the street which lies in an adjoining county or city.

K€i.J#72=

C With respect to an appeal from an order, requirement, decision or
interpretation made by the Zoning Administrator, an application for a vam.ice
or special permit, the applicant shall send written notice to all owners of
property abutting and immediately across the street from the subject property.
If such property owners total less than ten (10), then written notice shall be
given to other property owners in the immediate vicinity so tnat notices are
sent to not less than ten (10) owners. Such written notice shall state the date,
time, place and subject matter of the hearing, and the name of the applicant.
Such written notice shall be sent by certified mail, return receipt requested,
and postmarked not less than fifteen (15) days before the hearing, to the last
known address of the owner(s) as shown on the current real estate assessment
books. Notice as required by this Paragraph shall include notice to owners of
property abutting and immediately across the street which lies in an adjoining
county or city.

&-2
9¥9.,1
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Additional Notice: The hearing body may by resolution prescribe additional means and
forms of notices in connection with any matter falling within its jurisdiction.
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§ 59-201 ZONING § 59-201

.

A

i i

(21 All roads, streets, alleys, parks, governmental or other

public areas in public ownership or on public rights of way or
proposed therefor on a plan adopted by the commission, and all
streams and railroad rights of way within the area required to be
covered by the map, and the names thereof.

(bi A map or maps of the area prepared by a civil engineer,
surveyor or other competent person and certified by him to be
correct and in conformity with this subsection showing, if the
area lies in whole or in part within an area covered by a seetional
highway plan map adopted by the commission. a copy of such
map. The scale of the maps required under this subsection shall
be noted thereon and shall be an appropriate scale not less than
four hundred feet to the :neh. A north direction arrow shall

appear on such map. (Mont. Co. Code 1965. 4 111-11; Ord. No.
7-25. 4 3.i

.y. f el %

Sec. 59-201. Same - Posting of property.

cal Erection of sigh Within three days after acceptance for

filing of an application for a local map amendment the applicant
shall erect a sign, to be furnished by the department. on the land

proposed to be reclassified. Such sign shall be erected by the
applicant within ten feet of whatever boundary line of such land

abuts the most traveled public road, and if no public road abuts
thereon, then facing in such manner as may be most readily seen

by the public. If the land does not abut a public road then, in
addition to a sign placed on the property, a sign shall be placed

within ten feet of the right of way of the nearest most travelerl

public road. However, if the owner of the property abutting the

nearest most traveled public road is unwilling to permit the

posting of any such sign, and the applicant files an affidavit

stating such fact. then posting shall be made in such manner as 11
the department shall direct. In addition to the aforementioned
posting requirements, where a parcel of land proposed to be
reclassified is five acres or more and abuts more than one road,

then a sign shall be posted within ten feet of the boundary line of

each public road which abuts the property. The bottom of the sign

shall be not less than two and one-half feet from the ground. The

sign furnished by the department shall be of metal, wood or
masonite, shall have a height and width of not less than two and

347

Supp. # 8.10-75
I . -

1

j=.

b'4' r

El
=9

=.ele€

-

r

-:ita
·eWD·44,1.0.--.0// ./ ·

E ..' ?t,Qtle,62( 'I ./7·-·..·..is'. ·.,•·,1.· ,·,Y. r,o'.*11/L,teNf4Ff,3971!e.·3 7 -i · ,U!,/I 'I..  n-'...·l..ittiFIT·Uss. ,·t··. 4Pyg·· --'

'190

--1



%:

t.i § 59-201 MONTGOMERY COUNTY, MARYLAND § 59-201
0

three feet, respectively. and shall bear conspicuously in lettering
.ti;ilj i in black on a yellow background not less than four inches in

height, the words:

ZONING

RECLASSIFICATION

APPLICATION

No.........,...........PENDING

TO

Call 279-1434 *

*1

The blanks shall be filled in by the assigned application number
and the classification or two alternative classifications sought,
respectively. If the land sought to be reclassified lies within more
than one block, as shown on a plat recorded in the land records of
the county, then a sign shall be erected by the applicant on the
land in each such block. No sign shall be furnished by the
department to the applicant unless the applicant has first
delivered to the department a receipt of the director of finance
showing payment to the county of a deposit in an amount

%91.,I,1 prescribed by the county executive for such sign. On return of the
sign to the department by the applicant, as hereinafter provided,
there shall be repaid to the api)licant on order of the department a
portion of his deposit as prescribed by the county executive. If the
applicant is a person other than the owner, his attorney, agent or
other representa-

• Or such other telephone designation as may be prescribed by resolution of the
county council.
•• Insert „ne of the following or such other designation as may be provided

r

from time to time b>· resolution of theeount>· council forthezoneapplied for:

11, Single-family RE-2. RE-2C, RE-1. R-200,
R-130. R-90. R.60

122, Duplex R-40

13, Fourples R-4Plex

(41 Town houses R-T

(53 Apartments R-30, R-20. R-10. R-P

348
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§ 59-201 ZONBG § 59-201

,6, Offices C-P. C-0011

,7, Commercial C-1. C-2. C-I. C-T. C-3

481 industrial 1-1.1-2,1·3

19, Mix use development P-R-C. P·N. T-S. P-D

f 10, Central business district R-CBD. R-OCED. CBD-1. CBD-2.
CBD-3. CED-0.5, CBD-R

(11, Transit station development TS-R, TEM

112, Hotel-motel H-M

I 13) Mobile home development R-MH

(11, Rural Zone Rural

-if*.: 9

348.1
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4 59-202 ZONING § 59-202

tive or a person who has contracted with the owner for the
purchase of the land, or a person otherwise privy with the
owner, and the applicant files an affidavit stating such fact
and that the owner is unwilling to permit the posting of any
such sign, then posting shall be made in such manner as the
department shall direct. At the hearing, it shall be the duty

of the applicant to prove by affidavit that he has fully com-
plied with this paragraph and has continuously maintained
the sign or other posting up to the time of the hearing.

Ck/"*WA

*Aret?G·-,  ' 1,

' .?933€01*0 1 43
(b) Removal of sign. Any such sign or posting shall be

maintained at all times by the appiicant until a decision on the
application has been made public by the district council, and
then shall be removed by the applicant and, in the case of the
sign furnished by the department, returned to it within five
days thereafter. Any sign furnished by the department, not
returned to Lhe department within twenty days after a deci-
sion has been made public on a zoning application shall
summarily be removed by the director of the department. It
shall be unlawful for any person, except the applicant or the
director or an authorized agent of either, to remove or tamper

with any sign furnished by the department during the period
it is required to be maintained under this section.

(c) Refunds on sign deposit. When a sign has been fur-

nished by the department and not returned to the department
by the applicant or his authorized agent within twenty days
after the district council has rendered a decision in connection

with any zoning application, the applicant shall not be entitled
to a refund on his deposit. When a sign is returned to the
department by the applicant or his agent within twenty days
after the district council has made public a decision in connec-

tion with any zoning application he shall be entitled to a re-
fund as prescribed by the county executive. (Mont. Co. Code

1965, § 11145 ; Ord. No. 6-200 ; Ord. No. 6-225, § 1, Ord. No.
7-25, § 3.)

Sec. 59-202. Commission recommendation.

Within a reasonable time and not more than five days in

any case after acceptance for filing of any applic·,tion under
section 59-196, the department shall promptly transmi
copies thereof to the commission for its study and r

349
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It the deficiencies are not corrected within the 15 day period, the Department shall
return the petition to the petitioner and recommend to the County Council that the
filing fees be refunded.

Hearing Date-Notice-Posting of Signs: Upon filing with the Planning Director of a
petition to amend, supplement, or change the regulations, zoning district boundaries of
classification of property now or hereafter established, or upon initiation of a resolution of
intention by the Planning Commission or the County Council, the matter shall be studied by
the Planning Director and a written or oral report submitted to the Planning Commission
and a public hearing be set before the Planning Commission within 90 days. The Planning

r.K teG 't'

.t%63?¢ft

( 1) Cause public notice of hearing to be given as follows: Publication at least once in some
daily, tri-weekly, semi-weekly, or weekly newspaper of general circulation in St. Louis
County which shall have been admitted to the post office as second class matter and
shall have been published regularly and consecutively for a period of three years.
Publication shall commence not more than thirty nor less than fifteen days before the
hearing date. Every affidavit of proof of publication shall state that said publication
and the newspaper in which notice was published has met the requirements of the
foregoing provisions and those of Chapter 493, R.S. Mo. 1969, governing legal
publications, notice and advertisement. Notice shall contain, in addition to the legal
description of the parcel of land, the approximate street location or address when
possible, the name of the per'son seeking the zoning change, and the present zoning
district classi fication and the zoning district classification sought.

( 2) Cause a sign or signs, not less than twenty (20) inches by twenty-six (26) inches, to be
placed on each parcel of land on which an spplication for a zoning district change has
been filed with the Planning Commission. Said sign or signs shall be placed on such
land at least fifteen days prior to the public hearing to be held by the Planning
Commission, and shall be posted in a conspicuous place upon said land at a point
nearest to the right-of-way of any street or roadway abutting such land, and so as to be
clearly visible to the traveled portion of such street or roadway. The Planning Director
shall determine the number of additional signs to be placed that may be necessary to
carry out the intent of this ordinance. Any such sign shall bear thereon, in letters not
less than two and one-half inches in height and not less than three-eighths inch in
width, the following: "PUBLIC HEARING" and in letters not less than three-fourths
inch in height, and not less than one-fifth inch in width, the following: "ZONING
CHANGE OR SPECIAL PROCEDURE PERMIT" and in letters not less than one-half

inch in height and not less than one-tenth inch in width the following:
"APPLICATION FOR ZONING CHANGE AND/OR SPECIAL PROCEDURE
PERMIT FILED WITH THE ST. LOUIS COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION.
PUBLIC HEARING WILL BE HELD ON (insert date and time) IN THE COUNTY

GOVERNMENT CENTER, CLAYTON, MISSOURI, 63105". The Planning Director
may provide for such additional information to be placed on any such sign which
would serve to fully inform the public as to the nature of such a zoning change pending
before the Planning Commission.

4. Penalty for Removal or Defacement of Signs: Any person or persons, firm, association, or
corporation, who shall remove, mar, scratch, obliterate or in any manner deface, h ide from
view or tamper with any such sign or signs shall be deemed guilty of a violation of this
Ordinance and upon conviction shall be punished as provided for in Section 1 003.410 of
this ordinance.
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-              5. Notice Required: Amendments to the Zoning Ordinance that are of a general nature, not
pertaining to a specific property as in the case of a change in the boundaries of a zoning
district, shall require publication of notice at least once in some daily, tri-weekly,
semi-weekly, or weekly newspaper of general circulation in St. Louis County which shall
have been admitted to the post office as second class matter and shall have been published

'4.1,I regularly and consecutively for a period of three years. Publication shall commence not
more than thirty nor less than fifteen days before the hearing date. Every affidavit of proof
of publication shall state that said publication and the newspaper in which notice was
published has met the requirements of the foregoing provisions and those of Chapter 493
R.S. Mo. 1969. governing legal publications, notice and advertisement. Public notice for
such general amendments shall not require posting of any signs. It shall not be necessary to
publish notice or hold public hearings on amendments to this Chapter pertaining to

224%
46...•74«7 procedural matters and to the duties and powers of officials, officers, boards, comm issions,

..:42'20· and bureaus in carrying out the regulations of this Chapter.

6. The Planning Director's report shall be given to the Planning Commission prior to the
forwarding of a decision or recommendation by the Planning Commission to the County
Council.

· 7. Approval of Rezoning Portion of Property: The Planning Commission may recommend that
a petition for a change of zoning district classification be approved or denied for all or part
of the property described in the perition. The County Council may enact by ordinance such

4-1-
a partial granting of a petition for a change in zoning district classification.

8, Approval of Different Classi fication: The Planning Commission may recommend and the
County Council may enact by ordinance a zoning district classification other than that ,#21,1==

requested in the petition, provided that the recommendation or ordinance is for a district .

classification of the same use type as that requested by the petitioner. District classification, 0
of the same type as referred to in this section shall include "C-8" Planned Commercial 12= ..1
District in the "C" district classification and "M-3" Planned Industrial District in the "lk " .156*-'

MMENM.:t ,-9/1/li';
district classification when a petitioner proposes a particular use and presents plans at or
prior to the public hearing which are substantially similar to those required by the "08"
and "M-3" rezoning procedures respectively. ./4,15

lit 1.94

9. Withdrawal: Any request for withdrawal of a legally filed application for amendment or
supplement to the St. Louis County Zoning Ordinance may be denied, approved with

'4:'. /·:jit prejudice, or approved without prejudice by the Planning Commission. (O. No.
9306-Adopted 8/2/79)

9-4*04..
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City Plan Commission

t?*?Ff
City of Kansas City, Missouri 15th Floor, City Hall
Heart of America Kansas City. Missouri 64106 816274-1844

June 17, 1982

Ms. Shirley Mast

Human Resources Department
City Hall, Second Floor
455 North Main Street

Wichita, Kansas 67202

Dear Ms. Mast:

In response to your letter of 11 June 1982 the City of Kansas City,
Missouri relies on four routine procedures for notifying neighbor-
hoods and surrounding property owners of proposed zoning changes:

1. Advertising in a newspaper as required by law.

2. Notification by mail of all property owners within
185 feet of the subject property.

, 3. Posting of a sign on the premises which indicates that
4 r,• a rezoning is pending, when and where the hearing will52/ % be held and where to call for information.

4. City In Transition - summary of applications filed noting
the hearing date is mailed to those who requested to be
on the mailing list which includes neighborhood groups.

In addition, the city attempts to notify any existing neighborhood
organizations in the area.

Sincerely,

-Brnea E. Fowler,
Planner III

BEF:ml

Enclosures

L



CITY OF KANSAS CITY, MISSOURI
CITY PLAN COMMISSION

NOTICE OF HEARING

CASE NO.

AREA:

LOCATION:

APPLICANT:

REQUESTING:

PURPOSE:

A public hearing to consider the above noted request has been
scheduled before the City Plan Commission

at

on Tuesday,

The hearing will be held in the Council Chambers on the 26th Floor
of the City Hall at 414 East 12th Street, Kansas City, Missouri.

A summary report prepared by the staff will be posted on the bulletin
board outside the Council Chambers (26th Floor) on the day of the
hearing. Additional information including any plans, drawing and
reports submitted by the applicant are available for inspection before
the day of the hearing in the office of the Department of City
Development (816-274-1844).

The Commission desires·that all persons interested in the matter be
informed of the public hearing. It would be appreciated if you would
contact your neighbors in the event they did not receive a notice.
Even if you do not wish to testify on this matter, you and your neigh-
bors are invited to attend.

Respectfully yours,

CITY PLAN COMMISSION

f}3*74*

Richard E. Duncan,
Assistant Secretary

RED:ml

THIS IS A COURTESY NOTICE ONLY -- NOT REQUIRED BY LAW

The staff planner assigned to this case is

38
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REZONING PENDING

Each applicant for rezoning shall, not later than fifteen
(15) days prior to the date of the hearing scheduled be-
fore the City Plan Commission, place a sign upon the lot,
tract or parcel of land for which·the application was
filed. Said sign shall be furnished by the City to the ap-
plicant and the applica·nt shall firmly affix and attach
the sign to a wood or metal backing or frane and place the
sign as hereinafter set forth.

Said sign shall be maintained and kept in place by the ap-
plicant until the conclusion of the public hearing before
the City Plan Commission for such application, or until with-
drawal of the application, at which time the sign may be re-
moved by the applicant, but in any event, the sign shall be
removed by the applicant after final action on the applica-
tion. The applicant shall file an affidavit at the time Of
said public hearing before the City Plan Commission that the
sign was placed and maintained to said hearing date. No ap-
plication shall be heard by the City Plan Commission unless
such affidavit·has been filed.

The bottom of said sign shall be a minimum of two feet above
the ground line. Said sign shall be placed within five feet
of the street right-of-way line, in a central position on such
lot, tract or parcel of land and shall have no visual obstruc-
tions thereto. If the lot, tract or parcel of land has more
than one street abutting thereto, the sign shall face the
street with the greatest traffic flow. If the lot, tract, or
parcel of land is larger than five acres, a sign as required
by this ordinance shall be placed so as to face each of the
streets abutting thereto.

Approved by the City Plan Commission this 31st day of January
1978.

E. CRICHTON SINGLETON

CHAIRMAN, CITY PLAN COMMISSION



AFFIDAVIT

STATE OF

) SS
COUNTY OF

44?4

, being duly sworn upon

his oath, being of sound mind and legal age deposes and states:

That he is the (agent, owner, attorney) of the

lot, tract, or parcel of land for which the application was filed and

did not later than fifteen (15) days prior to the date of the hearing

scheduled before the Planning Commission, place a sign upon the lot,

tract or parcel of land in compliance with City Plan Commission By-Laws

As Amended January 31, 1978 and that said sign or signs were maintained

to the date of the public hearing.

1

Subscribed and sworn to before me this day of , 197

NBtary Public

My Commission Expires:
24.45
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A summary ot applications filed with the
City Development Department of Kansas City, Missouri

ation
A Board Of Zoning Adjustment

Reauest/Applicant

#4* L 7901-P About 0.93 acre on the To consider rezoning from District C-2
-1 E side of Prospect (local retail business) to M-1-p (Light

between 78th St. Industry Limited} so as to continue the
Terrace and 79th use for wood cutting and the storage of
Street logs on the site and approval of a pre-

liminary development plan. / Robert J. 4
Dennis L. Stevens

NEW CASE - June 15, 1982

2

3

4

5

8258-P About 21 acres at the
-1 southeast corner of

James A. Reed Road

and 87th Street

8846-P About 0.48 acre

(21,000 sq. ft.) at
811 W. 38th Street

PRE- The Sanctuary - About
LIMI- 3.25 acres at the NE
NARY corner of Bannister
PLAT Road and State Line

Road

8850-P About 17 acres approx-
imately 900 feet W of
Hillcrest Road on the
douth side of 103rd

Street

174 1

*1

To consider rezoning from District R-lb
(one family dwellings) to District R-4p
(low apartments, limited); and approve a
preliminary plan for the development of a
nursing home with 75,000 sq. ft., 30,000
sq. ft. of apartments and a convent
(12,000 sq. ft.). / Little Sisters :f the
Poor ,
NEW CASE , June 15, 1982

To consider rezoning from District R-2a
(two family dwellings) to District C-2-p r
(local retail business, limited) and
approve a preliminary plan to allow the
relocation of an existing carriage house 4* ·  j
·and reducing the number of 'units in a
large residential structure on the site. / 1 *2  : t.
U.S.B.A. Realty
NEW CASE - June 15, 1982

·ifijg ,<f 2.
To consider its subdivision into ten (10) ae;

lots in District R-la Cone family dwell-
ings). / John H. Moffitt
NEW CASE - June 15, 1982 ,

To consider rezoning from District R-la
(one family dwelling) to District R-5
(high apartments) to consider the reuse of
Baptiste Junior High School for office use
and related activities. / Consolidated
School District No. 1

NEW CASE - June 15, 1982

¥7A T

2 4/

F

@Mfp.f,lts-¢2
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 11*1% A.summary of applications filed with the
1- I City Development Department of Kansas City, Missouri

f»% 7

 *34 0 City Plan Commission A Board Of Zoning Adjustment
2949% No. Case Location Request/ADDIicant

0

287-S/ THE CROSSTOWN REDEVE-
Ordi- LOPMENT PROJECT -
nance About 14.6 acres

38826/ generally between
Baltimore Avenue and
Walnut Street (exclud
ing the blocks east
of Walnut Street),

..2 south of 12th Street
and north of the

MY- Crosstown Freeway

7. 5915-P About 2.74 acres at

-1 7801 Blue Ridge
Boulevard

, 8. 534-V Alley SE of SW Blvd,
NE of Roanoke

9. 544-V 34th Terrace between

Broadway and Washing-
ton

10. 542-V Portions of Broadway,
, 9th and Bank Streets

11. 8779-P About 55.6 acres at

the NE corner of

Pleasant Valley Road
and N. Brighton

12. 8780-P About 15.2 acres

generally between
117th Terrace, 119th
Street, Holiday Drive
and Newton Avei,ue

%4.

iNE -· . 29

I.'f·j(f j'.' i

519., :..90 2 YN
-I ·,:4_ 21Ue/!ES
435

1

1

j

To consider an amendment to the approved
Crosstown Redevelopment Project as pro-
vided for in Chapter 36.10 of the General
Ordinances of Kansas City, Missouri. /
Crosstown Redev. Corp.
NEW CASE - June 15, 1982

To consider rezoning from District C-1 4
(local retail business) to District M-lp
(light industry, limited) and approve a
preliminary plan for a 3,440 sq. ft.
building for rental equipment and storage,
and off-street parking. / Eugene B.
Chambers

NEW CASE - June 15, 1982

Alley vacation. / A.J. Shirk Roofing Co.
NEW CASE - June 15, 1982 .

Street vacation. / Panhandle Eastern
NEW CASE - June 15, 1982

Street vacation. / R. Bradley Hansen 4 ...AEK., .-I

Dwight Hartwick 4-**41:-
NEW CASE - June 15, 1982

To consider rezoning from District RA .2.1-ilt 38
(agriculturel to District R-4 Clow apart - 01489imiN, -9.91
ments). / Dr. C.E. Kavanaugh 21823 trs#ONTINUED CASE - June 15, 1982

= 121

To consider rezoning from District R-lb

(one family dwellings) to District R-4 44-(low apartments). / Dr. C.E. Kavanaugh
CONTINUED CASE - June 15, 1982 .;§3-,

Ilt//

14"4

bbit

'44,48)4f, J
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A summary of applications filed with the
City Development Department of Kansas City, Missouri

I City Plan Commission A Board Of Zoning Adjustment
No. Case Location Reauest/Anolicant

13. 8842-A 8229 Brookside Request for variance of front yard setback
requirements. / Aracelis Scarbrough
NEW CASE - June 22, 1982

14. 8847-A 5208 N. Bellefontaine Request for variance of yard setback
requirements. / Ernest Besette
NEW CASE - June 22, 1982

5. 8848-A 4016 Washington Request for a special use permit for a
customer/employee parking lot. / Ti Mi
Inc.

NEW CASE - June 22, 1982
16. 8584-A 10631 Wornall Road

school carnival. / Notre Dame De Sion,
rep. by Rosalie G. Doctor
NEW CASE - June 22, 1982

8849-A 622 Benton Blvd Request for variance of rear yard setback &
requirements and variance of parking
requirements. / James Privitt, rep. by
Terry Chapman
NEW CASE - June 22, 1982

8853-A 540 W 56th Street Request for variance of rear yard setback )'
requirements. / Gary Butz, rep. by
Jeff Alpert
NEW CASE - June 22, 1982

i./ 19. 8853-A 1000 N.E. Barry Road Request for a church. / Christ Church
Unity North, rep. Bud Greene Dlh

NEW CASE - June 22, 19.82

Request for a special use permit for a1

1 7

2 0 8854-A 1815 E. 63rd. Request for a sign in a residential
district./ Nazarene Publishing, rep. by
Tom Ely
NEW CASE - June 22, 1982

Z 1 8841-A 1507 W. 47th Street Request for variance of yard setback
requirements and variance of parking
requirements. / Act II, Inc., rep. by
Gloria Everhart

NEW CASE - June 22, 1982

.SAY '4:2614.eli®P
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A summary of applications filed with the
City Development Department of Kansas City, Missouri

O City Plan Commission A Board Of Zoning Adjustment .
No. Case Location Reauest/ADDIicant 55

22. 8796-A 801 Fuller Special use permit for a church. / Mr.
George F. Cross
CONTINUED CASE - June 22, 1982

23. 8729-A 528 Spruce Appeal from the decision of the Codes
Administrator that property is in violatior
of the Zoning Ordinance and not to issue
a certificate of legal nonconforming use. /
Robert C. Flagg
CONTINUED CASE - June 22, 1982

24. 8807-A 8238 N. Oak Trafficway Appeal from the decision of the Codes
Administrator that property is in vio-
lation of the Zoning Ordinance. / Ties
Unlimited, rep. by George Crego
CONTINUED CASE - June 22, 1982

8452-A 3729 Baltimore Appeal from the decision of the Codes
Administrator that property is in vio-
lation of the Zoning Ordinance and request
for variance of lot size requirements. /
Joseph Borich
REQUEST FOR REHEARING - June 22, 1982

26. 8781-A N.W. corner of 46th Request for a special use permit for a
and Washington, N.E. customer/employee parking lot. / Miller
corner of 46th and Nichols

Pennsylvania REQUEST FOR REHEARING - June 22, 1982

.,4.3
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j5.SiT

r935

L-



Cfj

incog indian nations council of governments
707 south houston · tulsa, oklahoma 74127 - (918) 584-7526 or (918) 587-3178 A.

CITIZENS PARTICIPATION emCE
June 17, 1982 O SG - El

Ms. Shirley Mast JUN 21 -2

Human Resources Department
1

City Hall, Second Floor D Sec.

455 North Main Street 0 Copies t... __
Wichita, Kansas 67202 o File

0/4

Dear Ms. Mast:

As per your letter dated June 11, 1982, asking for information
as to our public notice procedures, I have enclosed a copy of
Oklahoma State Statutes and Tulsa City and County Zoning
Ordinances.

In summary, fof a rezoning application, we require three forms
of public notice:

1. Publish in newspaper of general circulation (Tulsa Daily
Legal News).

2. Mail all property owners within 300 feet a public
notice.

3. Post a rezoning sign on the property.

If we can be of any further assistance to you, please contact
me at (918) 584-7526.

Sincerely, 1

Ricky L. Jones
Land Regulation Administrator

RLJ/kkm
Enclosures

a voluntary association of local governments serving creek, osage and tulsa counties

Uty

5.49
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SECTION 43-106. ADDITIONAL NOTICE REQUIRE-

MENTS FOR PROPOSED ZONING

CHANGES AND RECLASSIFICATIONS
= 1

A. In addition to the notice requirements of Sec-
lion 43-104, notice of a public hearing on any proposed
zoning change shall be given twenty (20) days prior to the
hearing by mailing written notice by the secretary of the
planning commission or by the municipal clerk, if there is
no planning commission, to all owners of property within o
three hundred (300) foot radius of the exterior boundary of
the subject property. The notice sholl contain:

4/3/8

1.$%42, C

I. Legal description o f the property and the street
address or approximate locat ion in the municipality;

2. Present zoning and classification of the pro-
perty and the classification sought by the applicant; and

3. Dote, time and place of the public hearing. 
In addition to written notice requirements, notice may also .
be given by post ing notice of such hearing on the affected
property at least twenty (20) days before the date of the
hearing.

B. -In coses of proposed zoning reclassificalions,
the governing body may require additional notice of the
public hearing by posting o sign on the property affected by
the proposed zoning reclassification. The sign and the
lettering thereon shall be of sufficient size so os to be
clearly visible and legible from the public street or stree.ts
toward which it faces. The notice shall contain:

Eff:

APPEAR. ON
10NING SIGN

f 2

3

4

The date, time and place of the public hearing;

By whom the public hearing will be conducted;

The desired zoning classification;

. The proposed use of the property; and

5. Other information as deemed necessary to pro-
le adequate and limely public notice.

%

y

73:-SA City &*& COUNTY 250,441 4 ORDWAAILES
1730.3 Notice Required

.»Eff.4

The Planning Commission shall give: Twenty (20) days notice of a public hearing on a proposed map
Imendment by publication in a newspaper of general circulation; twenty (20) days notice of a public
hearing by posting of the property sought to be rezoned; and twenty (20) days notice o f a public hearing
by mailing written notice to all owners of property within a three hundred (300) foot radius of the
exterior boundary of the property. The notice shall contain:

a. Date, time and place of public hearing.

b. Legal description of the property and the street address or approximate location of the property.

c. Present zoning district classification of the property and the proposed zoning district classi fication

4/

-7449
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LINCOLN CITY-LANCASTER COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT

555 SOUTH IOTH STREET 402/471-7491 • LINCOLN, NEBRASKA 68508-3992

CmE.S PARNT,AUC.4 OmvE
June 21, 1982

n

0

0

Shirley Mast JUN 24 1982
Human Resources Department

City Hall, Second Floor
0 SIC.

455 North Main Street
0 Copies to

Wichita, KS 67202 O File

Dear Shirley:

This is in response to your request for information about our notification method·
for zoning hearings.

'3%*f.>€Ar,
The City of Lincoln and Lancaster County and the twelve small municipalities
in Lancaster County have the same general notification methods required by
Nebraska law and reflected in zoning regulations as follows:

1. Signs posted in a conspicuous place on or near the property.

2. Publication in a daily paper of general circulation in the municipality/
county.

The number of days prior to the public hearing, the notification must be given
varies between 5 and 10 days among various municipalities and the county.

In addition to those notification methods required by law, we endeavor to give
whatever other notice may be appropriate for the situation. For example, if
the change of zone request is in the area of a recognization neighborhood or-
ganization, that organization is contacted by telephone.

END

One Lincoln City Councilperson has requested a change in our notification
methods that would include the notification by mail of all property owners
within 300 feet of proposed zone change. This method has not been approved
as of this writing.

Attached is a section from Lincoln's zoning ordinance and County's zoning re-
solution in regard to notification.

We hope you find this information helpful.

Sincerelyn

,--fiti

..Jim Felton
Planner I

JF/bjb

Enclosures
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27.81.040 Amendments. The city council may from time to time on its own

motion, or on petition, amend, supplement, or · otherwise modify this title. Any such

proposed amendment, supplement, or modification.shall first be submitted to the plan-

ning commission for its recommendations and report. Said report shall contain the

findings of the commission regarding the effect of the proposed amendment, supplement,

or modification upon adjacent property and upon the Comprehensive Plan of the City of

Lincoln. After the recommendations and report of the planning commission have been

filed, the city council shall, before enacting any proposed amendment, supplement, or

modification hold a public hearing in relation thereto, giving notice of the time and place

of such hearing as provided in section 27.81.050 hereafter.

In the event that the proposed amendment or change is denied by the city council,

no new request shall be made for the same or substantially similar amendment or change
within one year of said denial thereof. (Ord. 12571 §423;May 8,1979).

/ 27.81.050 Notice of public hearings. Public hearings required under chapters 271 7
27.63,27.75, and 27.81 of this title shall not be held until notice thereof has been given
in comphance with the following provisions:

(a) A notice shall be posted in a conspicuous place on or near the property upon

which action iS pending. The notice shall be posted upon or as near to the subject pre-

b HLoul

mises as possible so that it is easily visible from the street, and such notice shall be so  uodiah'fu'frogny person to removemutilate, destroy, or change the posted notice priorposted for at least eight (8) consecutive days before the date of such hearing. It shall le

27.574,0

(b) For public hearings required under chapters 27.81 only, at least eight (8) days
A

before the date of hearing, the city clerk shall have published in a daily newspaper having
a general circulation in the City of Lincoln a notice of the tune, place, and subJect matter
of the public hearing;

Ott CR zoning appeals as required in this title until the provisions of this section have been
(c) No public hearing shall be held by the planning commission or the board of

complied with and notice has been posted pursuant thereto;
(d) It shall not be necessary to give further notice of adjourned or continued public

hearing.

(e) Other notice, as may be deemed appropriate by the public body conducting the

hearing, may be given in advance of public hearings. Such notice is not mandatory orrequired as a condition precedent to any such public hearing.(0, J. 1257 1 94.4,Way 6,
4949¥ /31:9,·0.9 ,i•,9,

27.81.060 Enforcement. It shall be the duty of the superintendent for codes
administration of the City of Lincoln to enforce this title. Appeals from a decision of the
superintendent for codes administration may be made to the board of zoning appeals as

. p,ovided in chapter 27.75. (Ord. 12571 §425; May 8,1979).

27.81.070 Violation and penalty. The owner or agent of a building or premises in
or upon which a violation of any provision,of this title has been committed or shall exist,
or the lessie or tenant of an entire building or entire premises in or uFon which violation

· building or premises in or upon which such violation shall exist, shall be guilty of a

has been committed or shall exist, or the agent, architect, building contractor or any
other person who commits, takes part, or assists in any violation or who maintains any

misdemeanor and shall be punished by a fine not to exceed one hundred dollars
($100.00). Each and every day that such violation continues after notification may
constitute a separate offense.

· in case any building or structure is erected, constructed, reconstructed, altered,

. of this title, the appropriate authoritic of the City of Lincoln in addition to other
repaired, converted, or maintained or any buildihg, structure, or land is used in violation

remedies may institute injunction, mandamus, or other appropriate action or proceedini
to prevent such unlawful erection, construction, reconstruction, alteration, conversion,
maintenance, or use or to correct or abate-·such violation or to prevent the occupancy of
said building, structure, or land. (Ord. 12571 §426; May 8,1979).

27.81.080 Severability. If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, or phrase of
this title is for any reason held to be unconstitutional or invalid, such decision shall not r. A0

mm
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ARTICLE 22

GENERAL PMOVISIONS, LEGISUTH'E PROVISIONS, PENALTY
i

22.001. Interpretation, Purpose and Conflict. In interpreting and
ipplying tho provisone of this resolution, they shall be held to be the
*im requireMents Cor the pro„/tien of the public sa fety, health,

' convenience, Comfort, morals, prosterity and general welfare. It is not
intended by this resolution to interfere with or abrogate or annul any
ca"ments, convenants or other agree,ents bulween parties, except dat if
this zesojution imposes a greater restriction, this re,olution shall control.

22.003. Amendmenls. TIle County Board way from time to time on its own
Iution or on pelitioli. amwid, Supple·wi,t, change, =dify or repeal.by resolution
the boundaries of districts or regul.tions, or restrictions h/re jn established.

' Any prolused amen,in/nt, sup/1/ment, ch/nge, Ir,•dification or repeal shall first
be s•,bmilted to th# Uncoln-1/,icaster County Plannin9 CondAission for its
recmn##ndutions d rewrt, such relort to be =de wihin thirty {30) dal
thereafter. 6// report shall Contail, ihe finailigs of ihe Co/ni=ion
regarding the effect of thu proposed anandmenL, supplement, change, Idification t
or relwal un adjacent proputy and titon the compre·hinsive zoning plai, of
the County of Lancdster. After tile recon,Nndations and report of the Lincoln-
Lancaster County Plam,ing Co,imisuion hive been filed. the Courity Ward, shall,
before enacting any prolve mndment. supplement, change, modifictlon or
repell. hold a public hcuring in relation thereto. giving nocke of the time
•nd place of oilch hehring. In the event the proposed amendmelit or change in
Ceated by Lhe county board, no new request shill be Inade for the same or a
subbtantially nimilar al·endment or change within oue year of said dental thereof.

22.005. Natice of Hearing Hearing required under Articles 13. 19 and 22
of this resolution sh/1 not be held until notice thereof haa beer given in
cuopllance with the fit/Wing provisions:

a) A notice Ihall bo posted in a conspicuous place on or near the
property upon which action is pending. Such notice shall be not less
than twe,ity-four {24) iuches in height Ind thirty-six (36) inches in
width with a yellow background and black letters. not less th/n one and
on¢-half (1%1 inches I height. Such-poiled notice mhal 1 be so placed
upon such premises th it is easily visible from the street aild shallat

t be so posted ar least five (S) day before the date of such hearing.
It 'liall be unlawful for any person to remove. mutilate. desgroy or
change such /stud notice prior to Such hearing;

b) At least five (5) days befort; the date of he/ring the County
Board shall have published in a daily newspaper having 8 general circulation
in the City of Lincoln and uncider County. 8 notice of the tiM, place,
and subject mattar of such Imaring ;

c) It shall not be necessary to live further notice of adjourned
or continued meetings.

22.007. Unfircemelit. It shall be the duty of thi Superintendent of Code,
MitnistraL.on to enfore this rdiolution.

22.009. Violaion and Penalty. If any person shall violate any
provisions of this ,/solution, such person shall bo punished upon conviction
u provided by the statutes of tho State 01 Nebr,ski.

57
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTYMETROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION .
e.

POLICY STATEMENT NO. 20

te*VE

.Pt

¥:94*

SUBJECT: Instructions for Posting Signs
MAPC Approved: 7-14-83

BCC Approved: 8-02-83

MAPC Reapproved: 5-03-84
BCC Reapproved: 5-29-84

At the time an application for rezoning property in the City of Wichita
is filed, the applicant or agent will be required to acknowledge that he
or she has read this sheet and understands how and where to post the
required sign(s). It is the applicant's responsibility to insure that
the sign(s) remain on the application area for the specified time. The
sign(s) wit! be purchased by the applicant from the Planning Department
at the time the application is filed. let

Location of Sign {s)

Generally, one double faced sign will be required or, the primary street
frontage. The sign should be located so it can be read from the street
and is not hidden by other signs, cars, shrubs, etc. For those areas
that are odd shaped, more than 400 feet wide, have unique circumstances,
additional signs may be required. There are sketches showing general
examples of where signs should be placed on the back of this sheet.

*71
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How to Post Sign ( s)

1 t is suggested that each sign be affixed to two 21'x2", stock wood stakes,
driven into the ground approximately one foot or to a substantial depth
to assure that it will remain upright. Steel posts or other similar
supports are also acceptable. The distance from the bottom of the sign
to the ground should not be less than 3 feet. The applicant is responsible
for insuring that the sign is not hidden and for replacing the sign(s) if
it is blown off, removed or otherwise damaged. Signs shall not be placed
on public street right-of-way. The signs should not be placed more than 10'
behind the property line adjacent to the street.

993*Fati¥43'
924-Ki,*dIA'
**MY.

=eme·e

The Planning Department may vary any of the above guidelines where there -Il··f<:·Z :'N:=
are special circumstances in order to insure that the sign will be visible
to the general public. The Planning Department will furnish the applicant a 1 f.?39 m.

a sketch of the application area indicating where the signs should be
posted and any special circumstances that would result in the sign(s) being .. 1 q <im
posted in a substantially different manner than described above. - i. al

3.1

Posting Time

The applicant is responsible for placing the signs on the application
area on the Friday, 13 days prior to the MAPC hearing date. The sign(s)

shall remain until the MAPC has made a recommendation on the rezoning
request or the case is withdrawn. The applicant shall be responsible
for maintenance of the signs during this time period. The applicant
shall remove the signs within three days from the date of the MAPC
meeting.

The signs are disposable and not returnable to MAPD.

(over) J
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Example of How to Post Sign
K
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The following sketches show general examples
of where signs should be placed.
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POLICY STATEMENT NO. 20 SUBJECT: Instructions for Posting Signs

-                             MAPC Approved: 7-14-83

BCC Approved: 8-02-83

-                              MAPC Reapproved: 5-03-84
BCC Reapproved: 5-29-84

At the time an application for rezoning property in the City of Wichita
is filed, the applicant or agent will be required to acknowledge that he

$%*&%*Aty?t or she has read th is sheet and understands how and where to post the
required sign(s). It is the applicant's responsibility to insure that
the sign(s) remain on the application area for the specified time. The
sign(s) will be purchased by the applicant from the Planning Department
at the time the application is filed.

Ihir#27"Ii. '4
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Location of Sign (s)EY I . A .734
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION

Generally, one double faced sign will be required on the primary street -1,

frontage. The sign should be located so it can be read from the street
///

and is not hidden by other signs, cars, shrubs, etc. For those areas =B'*¤12''ild that are odd shaped, more than 400 feet wide, have unique circumstances,
additional signs may be required. There are sketches showing general
examples of where signs should be placed on the back of this sheet.

How to Post Sign (s)

It is suggested that each sign be affixed to two 2"x2", stock wood stakes,
driven into the ground approximately one foot or to a substantial depth
to assure that it will remain upright. Steel posts or other similar
supports are also acceptable. The distance from the bottom of the sign
to the ground should not be tess than 3 feet. The applicant is responsible
for insuring that the sign is not hidden and for replacing the sign(s) if
it is blown off. removed or otherwise damaged. Signs shall not be placed
on public street right-of-way. The signs should not be placed more than 10'
behind the property line adjacent to the street.

fhef:'
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The Planning Department may vary any of the above guidelines where there
are special circumstances in order to insure that the sign will be visible
to the general public. The Planning Department will furnish the applicant
a sketch of the application area indicating where the signs should be ..6 81

posted and any special circumstances that would result in the sign(s) being -/1/0&-4 ull,<54
t./,%/0142

posted in a substantially different manner than described above. -L-8=VE

Posting Time

The applicant is responsible for placing the signs on the application
area on the Friday, 13 days prior to the MAPC hearing date. The sign (s)
shall remain until the MAPC has made a recommendation on the rezoning
request 0,· the case is withdrawn. The applicant shall be responsible
for maintenance of the signs during this time period. The applicant
shall remove the signs within three days from the date of the MAPC
meeting.

..The signs are disposable and not returnable to MAPD.
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Example of How to Post Sign
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WICHITA-SEDGWICI<0)OUNTY ¢,GL. el DATE

MITROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DIPARTMINT May 21, 1984

Board of City Commissioners
To Thru E. H. Denton 322

1 0 10? /
FROM Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning e- A «-
SUBJECT

Policy Statement #20: Zoning Signs AF ejr 47/. 1
On May 3, 1984 the MAPC reconsidered Policy Statement Number 20 regard- 1617

-4.ing zoning signs. They were furnished the following information.

History:

In August, 1983, the City Commission adopted Policy Statement Number 20
that required a sign to be posted on property proposed for rezoning in
the City of Wichita. The policy was adopted with the provision that it
remain in effect until August 1, 1984.

Discussion:

During the first six months the policy was in effect, 55 City rezoning .45
requests were filed. A total of 129 signs were to be posted. Most of
the cases (51%) were required to post a double face sign. An additional
27% only posted one sign. The largest number of signs posted on one case
was ten.

Staff has not had any major problems with selling the signs or instructing
the applicant or agent about where and when to post the signs. Except for
two or three cases, the signs have been posted on time and in the right
location. Staff has indicated at MAPC meetings where they, or CPO members,
have noticed that signs were not posted. Based upon our conversation with
applicants and agents, there have been few problems in physically posting
the signs. We have not heard of any major problems with the signs being
vandalized or destroyed by the weather. In fact, one agent reuses signs for
different cases.

:74¢

There has been an increase in telephone calls since the sign policy was
adopted. While no formal log has been kept, staff estimates that they
receive an average of three additional calls per case. The more visible
locations and controversial cases generate the most cal!s. There are some
cases that do not generate any inquiries from area residents. The increase
in calls has not made a distinguishable impact on the staff's work load.

CPO staff has indicated that the sign policy has generally worked very well.
The CPO Councils have not had problems with the signs and are supportive of
the policy.



Board of City mmicsioners - Page 2

MAPC Action:

After a brief discussion the MAPC adopted the following motion:

That Policy Statement #20: Zoning Signs be readopted
without the "sunset" provision. Goebel moved, Peters
seconded and it carried with a vote of 5 in favor
(Goebel, Peters, Chisholm, Hansen and Wilson) and 1
opposed ( Bayouth). Crockett and Gardner were not
present. Banzer and Moore were absent.

Recommended Action:

That the City Commission concur with the MAPC's recommendation and
readopt Policy Statement #20: Zoning Signs without the "sunset" provision.

Robert A. Lakin

Director of Planning

RAL:ADC:sad

cc: Stan Scott, CPO Coordinator

Wichita Area Builders Association, 730 North Main Street,
454t· Wichita, Kansas 67203

Wichita Metropolitan Area Board of Realtors, Inc., 717 North
Emporia, Wichita, Kansas 67203

Wichita Chamber of Commerce, 350 West Douglas, Wichita, KS. 67202
Colleen Johnston, CPO
Howard Boys, CPO
Chuck Harris, CPO

t
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, -THE CITY OF WICHITA

OFFICE OF CITIZEN RIGHTS & SERVICES DATE May 23, 1984

TO E.H. Denton, City Manager

FROM Annie Montgomery, Citizen Rights and Services Director

SUBJECT Policy Statement #20:
Zoning Signs

During the May meetings, the CPO Neighborhood Councils reviewed the report on
policy statement #20 which requires that a sign be posted on property proposed
for rezoning and the recommendation that the policy be readopted without sunset'
provisions.

Listed below are the Council s comments and recommendations:

A - No recommendation

B - Voted 5-0 to endorse policy statement #20 being readopted without sunset"
provisions.

C - Voted 7-0 to endorse policy statement #20 being readopted without sunset"

provisions.

D - Voted 4-0 to endorse policy statement #20 being readopted without "sunset
provisions.

E - Voted 7-0 to endorse policy statement #20 being readopted without sunset

provisions and to also recommend when signs are not posted on property as
required, that there be a provision for delaying the public hearing and if
there are no existing enforcement provisions, that such provisions be
incorporated into the policy.

F - Voted 8-0 to endorse policy statement #20 being readopted without "sunset"
provisions.

G - Voted 5-0 to endorse policy statement #20 being readopted without "sunset
provisions. 49*fely

.
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E.H. Denton, City Man(r 0
Policy Statement #20
page 2

H - Voted 7-0 to endorse policy statement #20 being readopted without "sunset"

provisions.

1 - Voted 5-0 to endorse policy statement #20 being readopted without sunset

provisions.

J - Voted 6-0 to endorse policy statement #20 being readopted without "sunset"

provisions.

K - Voted 6-0 to endorse policy statement #20 being readopted without "sunset

provisions.

L - Voted 6-0 to endorse policy statement #20 being readopted without sunset

provisions.

M - Voted 6-0 to endorse policy statement #20 being readopted without "sunset'
provisions.

N - Voted 5-0 to endorse policy statement #20 being readopted without sunset

provisions.

O - Voted 7-0 to endorse policy statement #20 being readopted without "sunset"

provisions and to also recommend that the zoning sign policy be enforced and

used on all zoning related matters ( reference to Board of Zoning Appeals
cases).

In summary fourteen Coundils (B thru O) supported policy statement #20: zoning
signs being readopted without the sunset provision and the one remaining
Council (A), did not have an opportunity to make any formal comments.

Please advise the City Commission of the CPO Councils' comments and
recommendations when the matter ·is considered on May 29th.

1-»
/ /1-.

Annie K. Mont6omery U
CRS Director

AKM:SM:sm

cc: Robert Lakin, Director of Planninp
Jack Galbraith, Chief Planner 

L

Of?* ...

i-·



' i··4'4*24 'i:....

O 0
WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

493»

£*486' 'tt·

April 16, 1984

TO: METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION

FROM: Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

SUBJECT: Policy Statement #20: Zoning Signs

In August, 1983, the City Commission adopted Policy Statement
Number 20 that required a sign to be posted on property proposed for
rezoning in the City of Wichita. The policy was adopted with the provi-
sion that it remain in effect until August 1, 1984. The MAPC and City
Commission need to reconsider the policy and to decide whether it should
be continued or eliminated.

During the first six months the policy was in effect, 55 City
rezoning requests were filed. A total of 129 signs were to be posted.
Most of the cases (51%) were required to post a double face sign. An
additional 27% only posted one sign. The largest number of signs posted
on one case was ten.

Staff has not had any major problems with selling the signs
or instructing the applicant or agent about where and when to post the
signs. Except for two or three cases, the signs have been posted on
time and in the right location. Staff has indicated at MAPC meetings
where they, or CPO members, have noticed that signs were not posted.
Based upon our conversation with applicants and agents, there have
been few problems in physically posting the signs. We have not heard
of any major problems with the signs being vandalized or destroyed by
the weather. In fact, one agent reuses signs for different cases.

*,41
*lt]

E*31%

There has been an increase in telephone calls since the sign
policy was adopted. While no formal log has been kept, staff estimates
that they receive an average of two additional calls per case. The more
visible locations and controversial cases generate the most calls. There
are some cases that do not generate any inquiries from area residents.
The increase in calls has not made a distinguishable impact on the staff's
work load.

CPO staff has indicated that the sign policy has generally
worked very well. The CPO Councils have not had problems with the
signs and are supportive of the policy.

1*¥Ff.
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Based on the observations of my staff, current budgef and
workload, and continued support of CPO, I see no reason why the
policy should not be made permanent and the Sunset provision removed.

Recommended Action:

That Poticy Statement #20: Zoning Signs, be readopted without the 434*
sunset" provisions. 4,54

This will be on the MAPC Agenda for the meeting of May 3, 1984.

Robert A. Lakin

Director of Planning

RAL:ADC:blw

CC: Board of City Commissioners
Gene Denton, City Manager
Stan Scott, CPO Coordinator
Wichita Area Builders Association, 730 North Main Street,
Wichita, Kansas 67203
Wichita Metropolitan Area Board of Realtors, Inc., 717 North
Emporia, Wicl-/·.3, Kansas 67203
Wichita Chamber of Commerce, 350 West Douglas, Wichita, KS. 67202
Colleen Johnston, CPO

Howard Boys, CPO
Chuck Harris, CPO

4 ;
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

April 16, 1984

TO: METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION

FROM: Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

SUBJECT: Policy Statement #20: Zoning Signs

In August, 1983, the City Commission adopted Policy Statement
Number 20 that required a sign to be posted on property proposed for
rezoning in the City of Wichita. The policy was adopted with the provi-
sion that it remain in effect until August 1, 1984. The MAPC and City
Commission need to reconsider the policy and to decide whether it should
be continued or eliminated.

El*·

During the first six months the policy was in effect, 55 City
rezoning requests were filed. A total of 129 signs were to be posted.
Most of the cases (51%) were required to post a double face sign. An
additional 27% only posted one sign. The iargest number of signs posted
on one case was ten.

Staff has not had any major problems with selling the signs
or instructing the applicant or agent about where and when to post the
signs. Except for two or three cases, the signs have been posted on
time and in the right location. Staff has indicated at MAPC meetings
where they, or CPO members, have noticed that signs were not posted.
Based upon our conversation with applicants and agents, there have
been few problems in physically posting the signs. We have not heard
of any major problems with the signs being vandalized or destroyed by
the weather. In fact, one agent reuses signs for different cases.

There has been an increase in telephone calls since the sign
policy was adopted. While no formal log has been kept, staff estimates
that they receive an average of two additional calls per case. The more
visible locations and controversial cases generate the most calls. There
are some cases that do not generate any inqui ries from area residents. 0..

The increase in calls has not made a distinguishable impact on the staff's
work load.

CPO staff has indicated that the sign policy has generally
worked very well. The CPO Councils have not had problems with the
signs and are supportive of the policy.

R:-; , klic.., X .t '...i=,dtq0,465'·. -9¥.LF$*1 4402°93%12„96% -3439 -
3194*·f·.K/QOIC·='
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Based on the observations of my staff. current budget and
workload, and continued support of CPO, I see no reason why the
policy should not be made permanent and the Sunset provision removed.

Recommended Action:

That Policy Statement #20: Zoning Signs, be readopted without the
"sunset" provisions.

This will be on the MAPC Agenda for the meeting of May 3, 1984.

Robert A. Lakin

Director of Planning

RAL:ADC:btw

CC: Board of City Commissioners
Gene Denton, City Manager
Stan Scott, CPO Coordinator
Wichita Area Builders Association, 730 North Main Street,
Wichita, Kansas 67203
Wichita Metropolitan Area Board of Realtors, Inc., 717 North
Emporia, Wichita, Kansas 67203
Wichita Chamber of Commerce, 350 West Douglas, Wichita, KS. 67202
Colleen Johnston, CPO
Howard Boys, CPO
Chuck Harris, CPO
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Board of City Commissioners
Through E. H. Denton, City Manager

'"mrf;

0 0
July 15, 1983

Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

Policy Statement No. 20 Posting Signs on property in the €3%.
City of Wichita proposed for rezoning.

ikli

Attached for your information is a copy of the above referenced
policy statement. Your motion on June 14, 1983, requiring
the posting of signs, directed MAPC to adopt guidelines on
how, when and where to post signs, and send a copy of the
guidelines to you for your information. However, it would
be preferable for you to concur with the policy and add it
to the BCC body of zoning policy.

Please note the policy has a sunset provision. We will be
responsible for rescheduling this item before the MAPC in
sufficient time to review the policy before its expiration.

We intend to require signs to be posted on August 12, for the
MAPC meeting of August 25, 1983.

RECOMMENDATION

Concur with MAPC Policy No. 20 and include the policy in the
BCC body of zoning policy.

44

4%

31

kth

Robert A. Lakin

Director of Planning

RAL:ADC:el

Attachment 22

cc: Clemencia Prieto, CPO
Coleen Johnston, CPO

Howard Boys, CPO
Chuck Harris, CPO
Wichita Board of Realtors, 717 N. Emporia, Wichita 67214
Wichita Area Builders Associates, 730 N. Main, Wichita 67203
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 WLCHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY DATE

METPOPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT July 6, 1983

TO Metropolitan Area .Planning Commission

FROM Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

SUBJECT Policy Statement No. 20 - Policy for Posting Signs

Attached is a revised proposed policy statement that provides instructions
on how. when and where to post signs on property within the City of Wichita
proposed for rezoning. The attached copy contains most of the changes
suggested at the informal MAPC meeting on June 30, 1983. Mandatory words
and phrases have been deleted where possible, and now the policy provides
for guidelines. The attached policy authorizes MAPD to vary the guidelines
where there are special circumstances.

1 have instructed the purchasing department to solict bids on the 22" x28"
sign shown at the informal meeting as there did not appear to be any
disagreement regarding the wording, color or size.

After the p61icy is adopted, we will need to have the signs printed, revise
application forms to include an acknowledgement and inform potential appli-
cants that signs will be required as per the adooted policy. We hope to
have everything ready by July 20, which is one week prior to the closing
date for the August 25, 1983 MAPC meeting.

We would recommend that you approve the proposed policy and authorize staff
to purchase signs, revise application forms, and Rroceed to implement the
policy ,

Robert A. Lakin

RAL:ADC:sad

cc: Clemencia Prieto, CPO
Colleen Johnston, CPO
Chuck Harris, CPO
Howard Boys, CPO
Wichita Area Builders Association, 730 North Main, Wichita 67203
Wichita Board of Realtors, 717 North Emporia, Wichita 67214
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Revised Draft 7/6/83

WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION

POLICY STATEMENT NO. 20 SUBJECT: Policy for Posting Signs
EFFECTIVE DATE:

BCC Approved: 6-14-83
MAPC Approved:

At the time an application for rezoning property in the City of Wichita
is filed, the applicant or agent will be required to acknowledge that he
or she has read this sheet and understands how and where to post the
required sicin{s) . It is the applicant's responsibility to insure that
the sign(s) remain on the application area for the specified time. The

sign(s) will be purchased by the applicant from the Planning Department
at the time the application is filed.

Location of Sign(s)

Generally, one double faced sign will be required on the primary street
frontage. The sign should be located so it can be read from the street
and is not hidden by other signs, cars, shrubs, etc. For those areas
that are odd shaped, more than 400 feet wide, have unique circumstances,
additional signs may be required. There are sketches showing general
examples of where signs should be placed on the back of this sheet.

How to Post. Sign(s)

it is suggested that each sign be affixed to two 2"x2", stock wood stakes,
driven into the ground approximately one foot or to a substantial depth
to assure that it will remain upright. Steel posts or other similar
supports are aiso acceptable. The distance from the bottom of the sign
to the ground should not be less than 3 feet. The applicant is responsible
for insuring that the sign is not hidden and for replacing the sign(s) if
it is blown off, removed or otherwise damaged. Sjgns shall not be placed
on public street right-of-way. The signs should not be placed more than 10'
behind the property line adjacent to the street.

*6*),5
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The Planning Department may vary any of the above guidelines where there
are special circumstances in order to insure that the sign will be visible
to the general public. The Planning Department will furnish the applicant
a sketch of the application area indicating where the signs should be
posted and any special circumstances that would result in the sign(s) being
posted in a substantially different manner than described above.

Posting Time

The applicant is responsible for placing the signs on the application
area on the Friday, 13 days prior to the MAPC hearing date. The sign(s)
shall remain until the MAPC has made a recommendation on the rezoning
request or the case is withdrawn. The applicant shall be responsible
for maintenance of the signs during this time period. The applicant
shall remove the signs within three days from the date of the MAPC
meeting.

Sll

The signs are disposable and not returnable to MAPD.
Et

1

r. 1
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(over)

This policy shall be in effect until August 1, 1984.
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Illill,IN Wichita Metropolitan Area Board of REALTORS®
1 }41 717 N. Emporia

 14(1 Wichita, Kansas 67214 NotE

e

-. Telephone (316) 263-3167 PMS€h)+Ed At 14#*Aj
REALTOR® /),Aft, mEE+,NG o„ 6130!4

< June 30, 1983

d.:3»-P
David D. Bayouth
Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
455 N. Main Street

Wichita, KS 67202

RE: DR 82-18-Changes to Notification Procedures on Rezoning Request.

Dear Mr. Bayouth:

The Wichita Metropol itan Area Board of REALTORS®, Inc. is not in favor of
clogging up or bogging down the process of rezoning with a sign on the pro-
perty unless it is at the option of the owner of the property requesting
the change.

We believe rezoning should be approached in a positive manner. It is to
the advantage of the entire city and county to have the inflow of the industry

4454/: and business. The posting of signs for rezoning would, in our opinion be
notifying large numbers of disinterested persons who would appear and object - .4 49 4,'SC

with no other motive that to negate the rights the business enterprise has
to be in the community.

As long as the applicant for rezoning does not destroy the character of the
neighborhood, we continue to believe that notification should be made only
to those persons within the legally required limits of the applicants pro-
perty.

Sincerely,

4451
Michael A. Wayne
Executive Vice President

MAW/ww
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION

.»44

POLICY STATEMENT NO. 20 SUBJECT: Instructions for Posting Signs
EFFECTIVE DATE:

BCC Approved: 8-02-83

MAPC Approved: 7-14-83

E>-1

At the time an application for rezoning property in the City of Wichita
5 1lsj,hlerelchtsCere;2 Lebrest;Eilat:2'025(toeptostt ra
required sign(s). It is the applicant's responsibility to insure that .13':09).4?the sign(s) remain on the application area for the specified time. The       -
sign(s) will be purchased by the applicant from the Planning Department ...4,7
at the time the application is filed. il, -'

Location of Sign (s) '1
Generally, one double faced sign will be required on the primary street
frontage. The sign should be located so it can be read from the street
and is not hidden by other signs, cars, shrubs, etc. For those areas
that are odd shaped, more than 400 feet wide, have unique circumstances,
additional signs may be required. There are sketches showing general
examples of where signs should be placed on the back of this sheet.

How to Post Sign(s)

93?%72
4973?7· It is suggested that each sign be affixed to two 2"x2", stock wood stakes,

driven into the ground approximately one foot or to a substantial depth
to assure that it will remain upright. Steel posts or other similar
supports are also acceptable. The distance from the bottom of the sign
to the ground should not be less than 3 feet. The applicant is responsible
for insuring that the sign is not hidden and for replacing the sign(s) if
it is blown off, removed or otherwise damaged. Signs shall not be placed
on public street right-of-way. The signs should not be placed more than 10'
behind the property line adjacent to the street.

'*»11«

F -t•

14.f
t,-4

The Planning Department may vary any of the above guidelines where there
are special circumstances in order to insure that the sign will be visible '464
to the general public. The Planning Department will furnish the applicant 1--

3// 9 x -t 9,/

a sketch of the application area indicating where the signs should be
posted and any special circumstances that would result in the sign(s) being
posted in a substantially different manner than described above. **.f. .·.,"--

Posting Time 3-

The applicant is responsible for placing the signs on the application
area on the Friday, 13 days prior to the MAPC hearing date. The sign(s)
shall remain until the MAPC has made a recommendation on the rezoning
request or the case is withdrawn. The applicant shall be responsible
for maintenance of the signs during this time period. The applicant
shall remove the signs within three days from the date of the MAPC
meeting.

k¢.1

The signs are disposable and not returnable to MAPD.

4#gest
This policy shall be in effect until August 1, 1984.
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION

%14 r

POLICY STATEMENT NO. 20 SUBJECT: Instructions for Posting Signs
EFFECTIVE DATE:

BCC Approved: 8-02-83

MAPC Approved: 7-14-83

At the time an application for rezoning property in the City of Wichita
is filed, the applicant or agent will be required to acknowledge that he
or she has read this sheet and understands how and where to post the
required sign(s). It is the applicant's responsibility to insure that
the sign(s) remain on the application area for the specified time. The
sign(s) will be purchased by the applicant from the Planning Department
at the time the application is filed.

Location of Sign (s)

Generally, one double faced sign will be required on the primary street
frontage. The sign should be located so it can be read from the street
and is not hidden by other signs, cars, shrubs. etc. For those areas
that are odd shaped, more than 400 feet wide, have unique circumstances,
additional signs may be required. There are sketches showing general
examples of where signs should be placed on the back of this sheet.
How to Post Sign (s)

It is suggested that each sign be affixed to two 21'x2", stock wood stakes,
driven into the ground approximately one foot or to a substantial depth
to assure that it will remain upright. Steel posts or other similar
supports are also acceptable. The distance from the bottom of the sign
to the ground should not be less than 3 feet. The applicant is responsible
for insuring that the sign is not hidden and for replacing the sign(s) if
it is blown off, removed or otherwise damaged. Signs shall not be placed
on public street right-of-way. The signs should not be placed more than 10'
behind the property line adjacent to the street.

g>3 '

- 32.4

The Planning Department may vary any of the above guidelines where there
are special circumstances in order to insure that the sign will be visible
to the general public. The Planning Department will furnish the applicant
a sketch of the application area indicating where the signs should be
posted and any special circumstances that would result in the sign(s) being
posted in a substantially different manner than described above.

Posting Time

The applicant is responsible for placing the signs on the application
area on the Friday, 13 days prior to the MAPC hearing date. The sign(s)
shall remain until the MAPC has made a recommendation on the rezoning
request or the case is withdrawn. The applicant shall be responsible
for maintenance of the signs during this time period. The applicant
shall remove the signs within three days from the date of the MAPC
meeting.

The signs are disposable and not returnable to MAPD.

This policy shall be in effect until August 1, 1984.

(over)
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Example of How to Post Sign
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The following sketches show general examples
rt

of where signs should be placed.
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Board of County Commissioners

Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

Posting of Signs on Property Proposed for Zoning Changes

&22= 6%#942.-    -

The City's CPO (Citizens Participation Organization) lobbied for, and
was successful in obtaining a City Commission decision to require post-
ing of signs on property proposed for zoning changes. The thrust of the
argument is that even though we noti fy people by mail, that there is
even a greater interest in zoning changes than what might be reached
by mailing notices and newspaper advertising. In response to the City
Commission's direction we have prepared a draft policy which we will
be submitting to the Planning Commission at its meeting on July 14.
We have not proceeded to develop and make this policy effective outside
of the City.

lum

+ I

In line with trying to keep our regulations similar, we would be more
than willing to develop this for submission to the Planning Commission
and the County Commission if there is an interest to do so. 1 would
like to discuss this matter with you and will be calling you for a
time to talk about this. A draft of an earlier policy statement is
attached, as well as the minutes of the Planning Commission that
'·fere sent to the City Commission prior to the City Commission's adopt-
ing its policy. You will note the Planning Commission did not want
to do this, but was imposed by the governing body. You will also
note the staff did not support it, feeling that we do reach a reasonable
number of people, particularly those that we feel are more immediately
impacted by proposed changes. I am not recommending that we do this
on the County side just because the City is doing it, but I did not
want to ignore the possibility that both governing bodies might want
to do it irrespective of staff's previous recommendations and the
Planning Commission's judgment.

:/4*'
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Robert A. Lakin -te

Director of Planning
RAL:rme

Attachments
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National
Snap·a·Dart 0 0 Quicki-Letter® Ett

FOLD AT £ -) FOR WINDOW ENVELOPE

To Jack H. Galbraith, Chief Planner From Robert A. Lakin, Director :23

Subject DR 82-18 Date
7/1/83

Messagp_When we send transmittal copies of the zoning posting policv
to the City_ Commission, make sure that we include a copy of

the Michael Wayne Board of Realtors's letter to Bayouth.

Also when we send out the revised policy to the Planning

Commission_next meeking, include_a copy of thys_and note

that it was furnished to us at our informal session.

Lets discuss the changes that we can recommend to the Pl_anning

Commission as a result of our informal sess_ion. You might

have Art work up some suggestions on tliat-:--
Reply

a 47-223 SIGNFn

A.1,ic.A, Made,nUSA THIS COPY FOR PERSON ADDRESSED

L



WiCHITA-SEDGWICK C--'UNTY r-) PATE

MITROPOLITAN ARlA PLANNING DEPARYMINT June 22, 1983

To Metropolitan Area Planning Commission

FROM Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

SUBJECT DR 82-18 - Changes to Notification Procedures on Rezoning Requests
(Posting Signs for Zoning Changes)

On June 14, 1983, the City Commission considered the recommendations
made by the MAPC on May 19, 1983 in regard to notification procedures
on zoning. Their action was to concur in the recommendations regarding
notification time and the use of a revised notice. Their action on

signs was to require signs to be posted on property proposed to be rezoned.
The City Commission indicated that the MAPC should establish the guidelines . r
for posting and that we should move to immediate implementation of such a
posting policy. They also indicated that the use of signs should be
simple and inexpensive.

Our first thought that probabty the easiest and least expensive way to
handle the signs would be to have the applicant purchase the signs from
MAPD when the application was filed and make the applicant responsible
for posting the sign. As we talked to some printing firms, they
advised us that they would be willing to contract with the City for the
posting of all signs rather than the applicant having to post the sign.

While it would be easier for staff and most applicants or firm to post the
signs, it is likely that such a procedure would involve a higher cost to
the applicant.

A copy of a draft instruction sheet {to be used if MAPD sells the signs)
is attached. It lists guidelines for when to post, where to post and
how to attach the sign to the stakes. We intend to use a form to sketch
the application area and the location of the signs. There would be an
affidavit on the form stating that the applicant had read and understood
the instruction sheet.

tf a sign company posts the signs, the applicant would need to sign an
affidavit stating that they understand and agree to have a sign posted
on the application area. We would inform the sign company where signs
should be posted after we had determined which cases would be heard for
a particular MAPC meeting.

9*9
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discuss the draft guidelines. If there are no major revisions, 1 would
anticipate placing this matter on the formal agenda for the July 14, 1983
MAPC meeting. Then, assuming that signs can be delivered, or a contract
issued, signs would be required for those cases scheduled for the August . q:11, MAPC meeting.

KAOHOL
Robert A. Lakin

Director of Planning Ag:ea
RAL:ADC:s-d

cc: Clemencia Prieto, CPO
Colleen Johnston, CPO
Chuck Harris, CPO 4949%
Howard Boys, CPO ¥*?4%

Wichita Area Builders Association, 730 North Main, Wichita 67203
Wichita Board of Realtors, 717 North Emporia, Wichita

MAPC Memo 
6/22/83

Page 2

We have scheduled this for your informal MAPC meeting on June 30, 1983 to

4 . 9€,POPT:Gr>?1?%<lgj->*.Rj;·1r :,L».'n
5.-)fit
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION

POLICY STATEMENT NO. 20 SUBJECT: Policy for Posting Signs
EFFECTIVE DATE:
BCC Approved:
MAPC Approved:

At the time an application for rezoning property in the City of Wichita is
filed, the applicant or agent will be required to sign an affidavit saying
that he or she has read this sheet and understands how and where to post
the required signs. It is the applicant's responsibility to insure that
the sign(s) remain on the application area for the specified time. The
sign(s) will be purchased by the applicant from the Planning Department
at the time the application is filed.

Location of Signs

At the time the application is filed, the Planning Department will provide
the applicant a sketch of the application area showing where the sign(s)
should be placed. Generally, at least one sign will be required for each
street frontage. Where a street frontage is in excess of 400' additional
signs may be required. When the application areais odd shaped or there
are unique circumstances or where physical elements exist that would hide
the signs, additional signs may be required.

The following sketches show general examples of where signs should be placed.

70,19%

June 24, 1983
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Draft

Policy Statement. 20
6/24/83 0
Page 2

How to Post Signs

The signs are to be purchased from the Planning Department and are
22"x28" cardboard signs that should withstand the weather for 120
days. It is suggested that each sign shall be affixed to two 2"x2"
pieces of wood, driven into the ground a minimum of one foot. Steel
posts or other similar supports are also acceptable. The distance

49%
from the bottom of the sign to the ground should not be less than 3
feet. The applicant is responsible for insuring that the sign is not
hidden by weeds, poles, other signs, fences, etc., and for replacing
the sign(s) if it is blown off, removed or otherwise damaged. Signs
shall not be placed on public street right-of-way. The signs shall
be placed not more than 10' behind the property I ine adjacent to
the street unless speci fic written approval is provided by the MAPD.

Nf€'91 :o

Posting Time

The applicant is responsible for placing the signs on the application
area on the Friday, 13 days prior to the MAPC hearing date. The sign(s)
shall remain until the City Commission has approved or denied the 114
rezoning request or the case is withdrawn. The applicant shall be
responsible for maintenance of the signs during this time period. The
applicant shall remove the signs within three days from the date of the
final City Commission action on the case.

The signs are disposable and not returnable to MAPD.

tl
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(D June 1, 1983
PLANN,NG DEPARTMENT

The Board of City Commissioners Oopy . I

OFF)CE

i TO Through E. H. Denton, City Manager
FROM Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

SUBJECT DR 82-18 - Changes to Notification Procedures
on Rezoning Requests.

X,

On May 19, 1983 the MAPC Conjidered changes to existing notifi-
cation procedures that were proposed by the CPO Zone Change
Notification Committee. A copy of this memorandum to the
MAPC that outlined the background of this issue, the costs in-
volved, and my recommendations, is attached for your review.
Also, included with this memorandum are the attachments to my
memo to the MAI'C which included CPO Zone Change Notification
Committee proposals, two tables listing notification informa-
tion from other cities and a revised notice that includes a
map. Minutes of the MAPC meeting are also attached.

1,14 0.3 The action of the Planning Commission was to approve a motion,
- ,6y a 7 (Chisholm, Gardner, Bayouth, Lofton, Moore, Parsons

9 and Wilson) to 1 (Hansen) vote, that recommended:
1. That the notification schedule used by MAPD remain

«62 a the same;

4. That the revised notice that includes a map be approved;

: That posting property not be required and that no

and

further consideration be given to the use of signs.
4/,dfoTION:/* 2 /1 -

That the City Commission concur in the recommendations
W 1 G,j of the MAPC and direct staff to: continue coordinating

4,;Wf activities to reduce scheduling conflicts; use the
revised notice that includes a map; and to not use signs
as a means of notification.

or

2. Take whatever action the City Commission deems to be in
the best interests of the City.

d?-,,2 <Acfol-,
Robert A. Lal:in

Director of Planning
RALLADCEel

Attachments

ec:

Continued on Page 2 -al<lail"*44€i#.f'-03<•s .-s···- ·····.-w...../99.389-

-.3·10/31 .*24.62'634%'22442396'*4'«22:41
r :2, 4,> : A G.€1£'1944'· :4'· 25 '*LAFR':€:,*'1*...WK'.¥, 544'44.
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Page 2

BCC Thru E.H.Denton
June 1, 1983

CC: Clemencia Prieto
Colleen Johnston
Howard Boys
Chuck Harris

Wichita Association of Builders, 730 N. Main, Suite 1,
Wichita, 67203

Wichita Board of Realtors, 717 N. Emporia, 67214
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WICHITA,SEDGWICK CRyNTY  _ DATE

Uy 13, 1983
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

TO Metropolitan Area Planning Commission

FROM Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

SUBJECT DR 82-18 - Changes to Notification Procedures on Rezoning
requests.

BACKGROUND:

In June 1982, CPO staff sent a memo (see attachment A) to
me regarding proposed changes to notification procedures
for zone change requests. The CPO Zone Change Notification
Committee endorsed three specific proposals for discussion
with the MAPC. The proposals were: 1) Increase the notifi-
cation period from two to three weeks in order to provide
more review time and to eliminate occasional conflicts with

meeting schedules; 2) Modify the notice to area property
owners and the notice published in the paper; and 3) Placement
of signs on property proposed to be rezoned.

On July 15, 1982, the MAPC held an informal meeting to discuss
the CPO Committee's proposals. In addition to MAPC members

and MAPD staff, there were representatives from the CPO Com-
mittee and CPO staff present. Prior to discussion of the three

proposals, the State Statutes regarding notification were review-
ed as were the current notification procedures used by the City.
In regard to increasing the notification time, it was decided
to notify the CPO staff as soon as possible so that if there were
conflicts in meeting dates, notices could be mailed earlier.
During the past months there have only been a few schedule
conflicts and I believe that area residents were notified about

the zone case prior to the CPO meeting. To extend the notice time
increases processing time and cost to development, this has been
objected to previously by the MAPC. I feel that the current
method of notifying CPO staff has worked successfully.

MA.

4.2,1.
@fit.

Much of the discussion dealt with modifying the notice sent to 1

area residents. It was suggested that the mailed notice be
written in simpler language and a map added, Everyone agreed
that the addition of a map would be very helpful for the
people receiving the notice in identifying the property proposed
for rezoning. A revised notice (see attachment B), with a map,

was distributed to you prior to the April 21, 1983 informal session. 
Other than a few suggestions about minor changes, everyone who
has seen the revised notice feels that it will provide a better
notice. As I stated in my April 14, 1983 memo, we intend to
begin using the revised notice around the middle of June.

1

I " 4
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 There was also some discussion about including a map in the
legal advertisement published in the paper. Although I init-
ially supported that suggestion, it became apparent that adding
a map would become very costly. It was felt that the map
should be published in. the Wichita Eagle-Beacon. If a map was
published in the Eagle-Beacon, our costs would have increased
5.5 times to approximately $130 per case. Maps published in The
Daily Record would have·been less expensive but would not be seen
by the general public.

Another major item of discussion concerned the posting of property
proposed to be rezoned with a sign. I stated that the potential
problems with signs (vandalism, verification of posting, cost,
staff time, etc,) would outweigh the benefits of posting
(increased public awareness, identification of property, etc.).
Although there was no clear consensus on whether or not signs
should be used, a majority of the Planning Commissioners
present at the July 1982 informal meeting felt that signs
were not needed.

Ble©

5499&

It was suggested that other cities be surveyed about the use,
cost and effectiveness of posting property. During the latter
part of the summer we requested information from planning schools,
Planning Advisory Service, and several cities and counties that
post property. The information received is shown on attachment
C. Also included in attachment C is information CPO staff re-
ceived from a similar survey. Attachment D is the information

CPO Council "F" presented to the City Commission on April 26,
1983. Both surveys report favorably the u·se of signs with no sig-
nificant abuses occurring.

On April 21, 1983 a second informal MAPC meeting was held.
MAPD staff, CPO staff and CPO representatives were in attendance.
As was stated above, everyone thought that the revised notice
would provide a more meaningful notice. Much of the discussion
was about the advantages and disadvantages of posting property.
Two of the CPO representatives felt that signs were needed so
that people living in the area, but not within the notification
area, could be aware of pending rezoning cases. They felt that
the cost of the signs and the amount of staff time needed to
handle the signs would not be significant. While no consensus
was reached on the need for signs, it was decided to place the
CPO proposals on a formal MAPC agenda for recommendation to
the City Commission.

+224%,
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- COST:

One of the items discussed has been the cost of new notices and
the cost of signs. We have estimated that the new notices would
cost approximately $277 per year, versus $96 per year for the
existing notices. The cost was figured on an average of 35
notices per case with 150 City zoning, County zoning, Condi-
tional Uses and C.U.P.'s per year. The primary reason for the
increase is that the new notices will require xeroxing of both
sides, while the existing notice is run off on a ditto machine.
In addition, there will be additional staff time required to
prepare the map and to xerox the notices. I view this cost to
be relatively insignificant.

imp
te**D,12.

In 1982, my staff prepared a cost estimate of approximately
$2,400 for purchasing 100 signs. The signs were a "real estate"
type metal sign and included replaceable vinyl strips to show
the proposed zoning. It was anticipated that City Staff would
be responsible for placing the signs on the property and for
insuring that they stayed on the property.

i.*0441'941 ·b:,4.t

We also priced less permanent signs similar to CPO's suggestion.
An applicant- could be required to place a posterboard (coated
with a weather protector) sign on the property. The sign
would state that there is a proposed rezoning and give the
MAPD telephone numberto call for information. Cost of
purchasing 100 of thd"printed 22"X36" signs has been estimated
at $257. The applicant would then be required to either nail
the sign (or signs as determined by MAPD) to a structure or
put it on stakes in a front or side yard. The cost here is

relatively insignificant as long as the applicant is responsible
for posting. The costs occur if staff is to check for compliance
either initially or during the proceedings. There will also be

applicant cost in time (to post) and delay if any deferrals
occur due to lack of, improper or removed posting.
SUMMARY:

Judging from the discussions and meetings over the past year,
it seems that of the three CPO proposals the timing of notices and
posting of property are still unresolved. I believe the coordina-

tion between MAPD and GPO staffs appears to be satisfactorily
dealing with scheduling conflicts.

/4 27/4

The revised notice that incorporates a map has been well received
and we will begin using it in June.
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- No agreement, either formally or informally, has been reached
on the use of signs. CPO representatives strongly feel that
posting property would result in significant benefits by in-
creasing the public's Awareness of proposed rezonings. As I have
stated before, I do not feel that posting property will signifi-
cantly improve the quality or meaningfulness of our notice pro-cedures. This is based on my observation of public attendance
and interest in zoning cases heard by MAPC, If the MAPC and
BCC want posting, we will work with CPO and the Legal Department: to develop a policy and/or ordinance to implement it.
BCC ACTION:

CPO Council "F" made a formal presentation to the City Commis-
sion on April 26, 1983 regarding the posting of property proposed
to be rezoned. A copy of the material presented to the City
Commission was also distributed at the April 21 informal MAPC
meeting. Attachment D is a table summarizing the data Council "F"
collected. The action of the City Commission was to refer the
item to the MAPC for study and recommendation.
RECOMMENDATIONS:

This should be sent to the BCC with CPO Council "F"' s recommenda-
tion for a policy decision. I would recommend that the current
notification timing be continued and that MAPC work with CPO
staff to handle the occasional scheduling conflicts. I would
recommend approval of the new form of written notice.
Although I am not recommending "posting", if the Commission desires
to use this technique, I would recommend that we be asked (after
the BCC concur) to draft a written policy and/or ordinance change.Features of the policy would be:

- Posterboard signs.
- Number to be posted.
- Time for pasting.
- Posting responsibility to applicant.

Removal policy after hearing on case.
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RECOMMENDED ACTION:

The MAPC should make recommendations on each of the issues

1. Timing of notices
2. Form of written notices

3. Posting on site of notice

Robert A. Lakin

Director of Planning

RAL:ADC:el

Attachments

cc: Clemencia Prieto, CPO Aide
Colleen Johnston

Howard Boys
Chuck Harris

Builders Association

Board of Realtors

@j'
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Attachment A -..2

e

THE CITY OF WICIfITA

OFFICE OF CITIZEN PARTICIPATION DATE June 18, 1982

TO

FROM

1,0Mt

k.9,9€. . 4.

Robert Lakin, Director of Planning

Shirley Mast, Administrative Aide III

SUBJECT CPO Zone Change Notification

Committee Proposals

As yotu know, the CPO Zone Change Notification Committee has been meeting
during the last year, to discuss concerns regarding the notification
procedure on zone change request and possible alternative and/or
supplemental notification methods.

At the Committee's June 8th meeting, three proposals were endorsed for
presentation to the MAPC in informal session prior to being presented
for formal consideration.

}%*,F
398»

9#kij·

1) Increase the notification period from two to three weeks.
The Committee contended that this would allow residents

of the area and the CPO Councils more time to study the
proposed zone change(s), as well as eliminate the occasional
scheduling problems which occur with those CPO Councils that
meet on the first and third Thuraday of each month.

*3
49*4

1*22%*32 H

2) Modified notice to adjoining property owners that will use M
language understandable to the average reading citizen and
include a map of the area to be rezoned, plus publication
of the zone change notice in the Eagle-Beacon Newspaper in Q
the same format.

3) Placement of signs on property to be rezoned (responsibility
of the applicant). The City could lease the. signs, the
applicant would be required to pay a deposit (part of
application process). The sign(s) would remain on the pro-
party being rezoned during the 3 week notification period
or until the final disposition of the case (i.e. the matter
is disposed of by the City Commission). The sign(s) would
be visible from both directions of traffic and contain i
general information, "this property to be considered for
rezoning, call MAPD # for more information."

Please advise the Committee of a time when the proposals can be discussed
with the MAPC in informal session. Colnmittee representatives will be in
attendance of the scheduled meeting to discuss the proposals and resnond
to questions.

If you have questions, please contact me at 4516.

Shirley Mastf
Administrative Aide III

SM:dm

Noted W

Sarah Gilbert

CP Coordinator

 a-_...._7:_fack 73„Kth, Chief_Planner 1
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Attachment B

7>,cHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY 0
METROPOEtTAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION

CITY HALL, TENTH FLOOR, 455 NORTH MAIN STREET
WICHITA, KANSAS 67202-1688

V·yfl
NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

Case No. 2-0000

Location: Generally locatel at the southeast corner of 27th Street North
and Arkansas.

Address: Approximately 2760 Arkansas 3.324%

Request: To change the existing "A" Two-Family zoning to the "BB" Office
district on property legally described on the back of this notice. 1%&5;

A public hearing to consider the above noted request has been scheduled9%404%
before the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission (MAPC),

On Thursday, March 24, 1983.

The hearing will begin at 1:30 p.m. in the City of Wichita City Commission
Meeting Room, First Floor, City Hall, 455 Norh Main, Wichita, Kansas.

As an owner or occupant of property in the area, you have the
right to appear at the MAPC meeting either in person or by agent
or attorney, to support or oppose this request. If you have no
interest or objection to the requested change, you have no
obligation to appear at the public hearing.

The Citizen Participation Organization (CPO) neighborhood council will
consider this case for the purpose of making a formal recommendation to the
MAPC and City Commiss-ion. If you have an interest in this case, you are
encouraged to express your opinions at your CPO Council meeting. The date, 494*

time and location of the CPO meeting may be obtained by calling 268-4516. '2?Jitt<*Rf·

If you have any questions or wish additional information, please call
268-4421.

WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION

APPLICATION

AREA Cou
ST. .TWENTY SEVENTH

«»Mt,¢
4<xys'>

tli I
4%66

X>X996*W·
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EVERGREEN

TWENTY SIXTH

L
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LEGAL DESCRION OF THE AREA PROPOSED TO BE NCED
CASE NO. Z-Ot)00

Zone change from the "Al' Two-Family Dwelling District
to the "BB" Office District=

Lots 2, 4, 6, 8, 10, 12, on Arkansas, McTaggarts Addition
to' Wichita, Sedgwick County, Kansas. Generally located
at the southea.st corner of 27th Street North and Arkansas.

r

(FOR COMPLETE REGULATIONS AND EXCEPTIONS - SEE TEXT OF ORDINANCE)
1 =42722
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Any Use Permmed in More Reswt,ve Zones
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Posting Size of Deposit
City or County Required Sign or Cost

1 Lincoln, NE . Yes 18"X24" None

11 Lancaster County, NE Yes 24"X36" Unk

1 Tulsa, OK Maybe 9 Sq.Ft. $50

' Oklahoma City, OK No

Kansas City, MO Yes 17"x22" None

f St.Louis County, MO Yes 20"X26" None

: Denver, CO Yes 24"X36" None

2 El Paso County, CO Yes 2 Sq.Ft. Unk

if Dallas. TX No 24"X36" None

* Fairfax County, VA Yes 32"X48" None

 Montgomery County, MD Yes 24"X36" $50

J.*

5% Prince George County, MD Yes Unk $25
i,25

Savannah, GA Yes 30"X40" $2

6 Topeka/Shawnee County, KS No

1%.

A Kansas City, KS NO

3

'3¥4>99

Attachment C

Days Other Type of
Who Before Notice

Posts Hearing Mail Newspaper

City 8 X

Unk 5 X

Sign Co. 20 X X

X X

licant 15 X

:Ounty 15 X·

licant 10 X X

ounty 14 X X

licant 10 X X

ounty 15 X

licant 3 days after Unk

filing

ounty 30 X

licant 15 X

X X

X X

33
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SrUDY RESUL:rS

NarIFICATION

CrrY/POPULATION NEWSPAPER SIGNS I.EITERS DISTANCE

1. Albuquerque, New Mexico - 331,767 0 0 0 100 ft.

2, Alexandria, Louisiana - 51,565 0 0 100 ft.

3. Beckley, West Virginia - 19, 884 0

4. Birmingham, Alabama - 284,413 0 X 0 500 ft.

5. Boise, Idaho - 102,451 0 X 0 300 ft.

6. Flint, Michigan - 159,611 0 X 0 300 ft.

7. Fresno, California - 218,202 0 0 300 ft.

8. Jackson, Mississippi - 202,895 0 0 0 160 ft.

9. La Crosse, Wisconsin - 48,347 0 0 uP to 1,000 f
10. Little Rock, Arkansas - 158,461 0 0 0 200 ft.

f

11. Louisville, Kentudky - 298,451 0 0 0

12. Manphis, Tennessee - 646,356 0 0 500 ft.
i y

13. Minneapolis, Minnesota - 370,951 0 0 350 ft.

kiRk .

14. Orlando, Florida - 128,291 0 0 0 300 ft.

15. Peoria, Illinois - 124,1.60 0 0 0 200 ft.

16. Phoenix, Arizona - 789,704 0 0

17. Portland, Oregon - 366,383 0 0 0 400 ft.

18. Reno, Nevada - 100,786 0 X 0 300 ft.

19. San Antonio, Texas - 785,880 0 0 0 200 ft.

20. Santa Barbara, California - 74,414 0 0 0 450 ft.

21. Sarasota, Florida - 48,868 0 0 0 250 ft.

22. Shreeveport, Louisiana - 205,820 0 0 0 300 ft.

23, South Bend, Indiana - 109,727 0 0 X

24. Syracuse, New York - 170,105 0 X 0 400 ft.

25. Tacoma, Washington - 158,501 0 0 0 100 ft.

0 - yes 1
X - no Information from Survey made 2*%

Further explanation needed. by CPO C&neil "F'.

3
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EXCERPT FROM PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES OF MAY 19, 1983

9. Case No. DR 82-18 - CPO Zone Change Notification Committee
Proposals.

£

LAKIN apologized to the Commission and the Citizen Participation

presenting it to them. LAKIN stated that one of the three main issues
members that have been involved in this proposal for the delay in

-                                                                                                     raised by CPO is the notification lead time that is provided so CPO's
and others can have a chance to review the cases before they are put on
the Planning Commission agenda. That conflict essentially boils down to
the Planning Commission meeting every other week, while the CPO's meet
twice monthly. He said that the CPO's have asked for an increased amount

-1-IL of lead time in order to reduce the number of scheduling conflicts. He
said that staff has tried to work with CPO staff to try to overcome that
to the greatest degree possible. He said that he was not sure it has
been totally resolved, but he felt that the problem has been reduced over
the last year. LAK IN said that although the time can be increased it
also adds time in the development process. This Commission and the City

-               Commission have been rather firm on trying to do those things which could
reduce the development time, thereby the holding time, cost, etc., on

./' lit...1,//4/'' development projects.
9*1/ · 09/%·0.  -161.'c
2*22 ·· - 14·1'*T €

9%0*«2
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LAKIN said the second proposal dealt with changing the notices thai
are mailed out. He said that the notices have evolved over time. They
have been approved by previous legal counsel and meet all of the legal
tests, but in large part are not all that informative to people receiving
them. He said that staff has tried to rework those notices and are ready
to start using them in June. He said that they would like to use the
revised form for awhile to see what sort of response is received. LAK I N
said as near as he knows the CPO has been positive toward those changes,
and this Commission, in its last informal session seemed to be positive
on it.

LAKIN said the third issue was one of whether or not the application
areas should be posted physically with a sign prior to its public hearing.
He said that information given to the Planning Commission reflected
research that the staff had done by contacting other communities and by
contacting the American Planning Association Planning Advisory Service.
He said that some of the staff's concerns about defacement, vandalism,
signs being pulled off, etc., do not appear to be a problem in the cities
that staff surveyed. He said that when staff originally looked at
signage, the first thing that came to his mind was that they would have
to make sure that the signs were up and were solid so as not to be blown
over. LAKIN said that the Planning Commission had been given a cost
figure for what a metal "real estate" sign would cost. Staff time had
not been figured in the total cost. He said that he was not interested
in posting the signs and did not want the physical storage problem. He
did not want to have to go out to see if they are there three days after
they are put up. CPO members suggested putting up cardboard signs as
less expensive way to post property.

LAKIN stated that based on the years that he has spent in meetings
and public hearings, he would be amazed if signs resulted in more
people involved in the hearings than what they currently get through
the existing notification process. He said that people learn about
zoning changes in number of ways.

et. WILSON asked if it would be too much of a problem to change the
CPO schedule to every two weeks which would help resolve the scheduling
conflicts.

LAKIN said that he would like for the CPO representatives to
respond to that when they make their presentation. Staff has
discussed that as a possibility over the last Year.

?f
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WILSON commented that since it is the CPO that is proposing the
use of signs, why not have CPO post the signs, keep them up and be
responsible for them.

LAKIN felt that might be a possibility. He said he has not
discussed that with CPO staff. He felt the problem that they were
going to find was that CPO is going to lose a staff position. He
said that he was going to lose a staff position which would be in the
support area and frankly he would rather transfer the responsibility
to the applicant.

LOFTON said that he was inclined to agree with Lakin. He did not
know how much good signs would do, but he did have a little experience
with signs. He said if they didn't have a real good sign they would
be wasting their time. He mentioned the winds in Kansas, and said that
if they did not go to some type of metal sign they would not stay put.
He said if they were going to go to signs, he felt some type of pro-
cedure would need to be worked out as to how the signs would be placed.
LOFTON felt the applicant could pay for the sign and be responsible for
having someone that has had some experience put the signs up.

LAKIN felt that a metal sign could be used. If they used something
like a campaign sign that is intended to survive for a short period of
time, they would sell them at the counter when an applicant files a zone
case and add the cost onto the bill. He said he would give them a
diagram of that piece of land and say that a sign would have to be
posted every 300 feet, or whatever, and tell them to keep the signs off
of the property line. The person would sign an affidavit that he had
received the map, and it would be the applicant's responsibility to
post the property. He felt that if they had a rule that says it was the
applicant's responsibility to take care of the signs, most applicants
would make a reasonable effort to comply.

£44
.AM:

MOORE commented that there would not be a sign problem if it is
not voted in. He said that he would be totally opposed to the idea.

BAYOUTH stated that there were other alternatives. When the

Health Department quarantines something they put a sign on the building.
When a house is condemned, a sign is put on the building. BAYOUTH
proposed that the Planning Commission form another subcommittee and
let them be responsible for putting up the signs.

COLLEEN JOHNSTON, 4710 East 26th Street North, CPO Council Area

" 1 " representative, stated that the CPO had made three recommendations.
She said that they appreciated the effort of staff in making the letter
of notification that goes out to the property owners in the notification
area more readable. They support it very strongly. She said that they
would also like to continue their recommendations of increasing the
zoning notification period from 2 to 3 weeks. They realize there is a
problem in scheduling. She said her Council meets twice a month and

most CPO Councils, when an item comes up which needs +0 be taken care of,
will meet more often. So it was not a matter of needing to meet every
two weeks. She said that their bylaws required them to meet twice a month.

€%593'...
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JOHNSTON stated that the last recommendation they made, and it was
approved almost unanimously by all of the CPO Neighborhood Councils and
the Zoning Notification Committee, was that signs be used on properties
that were to be rezoned. Signs, according to the studies made by Plan-
ning staff and by the CPO Council, are not a major problem. She said
there were three cities in both studies that said they had minor problems
of vandalism. JOHNSTON said the fact was that for many zoning cases,
even though the zoning notification area has been increased in many
cases to 1.000 feet or more. more residents should be informed.

q

CHUCK HARRIS, CPO Council Area "F" representative, said that he
was one of the persons who did the extensive study to determine what
was fact and what was fiction, because they had heard a little of both

about signs. He said that a person who has ulterior motives in seeking
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approval of a development plan often can see the potential aggravation
if more people were notified and he would not want increasded notifica-
tion. He would want the least possible amount under the law. he said
that a lot of the people have the actual belief that it is their right
to do these things by virtue of their willingness to invest their money
to start a project. They do not feel that it is the right of the public
to know what they are doing. HARRIS said that was the reason why they
went to work on this. He mentioned that there were a lot of people in
their neighborhoods that have broached this very idea and said that they
were not being informed about what was about to happen to them until
after it had happened.

-Il-/1///#
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HARRIS said that was politics, and it will continue unless there
is somebody who takes issue with the current procedures and advocates
letting people have tools to work with to protect themselves. He did
not feel there had been much advocacy from this Planning Department
in that regard and even less from the Commission itself. He felt it
was time they started realizing that public officials have duties, by
law. to serve the public interest, should start thinking about how to
be able to serve the public better. Signs just happen to be one of
the things that they feel could be effective in informing the public.
He urged the Commission, before they vote, to look at their conscious.
He said that they were dealing with a lot more than the personal needs
of certain business interests, developers, promoters, bankers and
insurance people. They are involved now with something that involves
the welfare of the community. He felt the protection of the community
should be a consideration of this Council.

HOWARD BOYS, CPO Council Area "F" representative, stated that
he felt that the matters that had been proposed could be simplified
a little bit more. BOYS said that they see too many cases where
people come in that did not get a notice. He said that there have
been cases wherethe person who has the property also owns all the
property up and down the block within 200 feet. He is the only
person who gets an official notice. Signs would go beyond that, and
would give the Commission a clue as to how the neighbors perceive
a zone change. BOYS added in the early days of the CPO, they all felt
that they were taking a negative approach. Now a great improvement
has been added and he felt the CPO Council, by having people come in
and talk to them, get a better idea of proposed projects. He said in
having people come before them that they have found inconsistency
between what the applicant said he wanted to build and what the City
staff had given him permission to build. BOYS felt the sign business
was beneficial.

46%%?

LINDA PERKINS, 309 North Market, Chairperson of CPO Council Area
"L" and also a member of the Zoning Notification Committee, stated that
they would like three weeks notification time in order to give the
neighborhood a chance to discuss the issue with each other. She said
that they liked the reworded notice very well. She felt the signs
were important to people who live outside the 200 foot notification
area.

HANSEN commented that she would support a recommendation to the
City Commission that they try the signs for a period of time. She
asked Lakin if there was any cost figures relating to the signs.

LAKIN pointed out that in his memo of May 13, 1983, to the Com-
mission, cost estimates were mentioned.

HANSEN said the basic cost of the signs does not trouble her as
much as enforcement.

LAKIN said that if staff was required to put up the signs and
check weekly to see if the sign is there, that was going to take
additional money.
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BAYOUTH felt that this item should have been on the agenda before
the zoning cases were heard so that they could hear from both sides.

226- They only have one side and that was CPO's. He wanted to make it clear
that he still supports the present method of notification. He did not
feet that signs would make much difference and did not feel that people
six blocks away should have input on proposed rezoning.

44%
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LAK I N noted for the record that notification of this hearing was
sent to the Board of Realtors and to the Homebuilders Association.

He also noted that the question comes down to who legitimately has an
interest in rezoning requests. He felt that there were two approaches
to that. He said that the State statutes have defined where there is

an interest and they have defined it rather narrowly as those owners
with 200 foot. He said that the City Commission and Planning Commis-
sion have, in the past, said they think there are additional people who
legitimately have an interest and therefore they have gone from 200 to
1000 foot noti fication for certain size tracts. LAKIN said the real

issue before the Commission was were there other people who have a
legitimate interest who are not being notified.

28
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GARDNER felt that several things needed to be said. He said that
on an annual basis the Planning staff produces a calendar that contains
closing dates for both MAPC and Subdivision meetings. They have in
addition to those meetings, meetings that they conduct with other
Departments, in particular Engineering, to discuss the various elements
of the cases that come before the MAPC. GARDNER said that because the

State statute provides for the time period of notification, and because
a large number of people are involved in the processing of the paper-
work necessary to these cases, that the one group that was out of sync
at this point was the CPO. He felt that it was something that could be
rectified with an annual schedule change. He said that he understood
the desire to be in better coordination but he did not think a three

week noti fication period synchronizes everything as well as the
present schedule. He felt that staff could accommodate within the
existing time schedule a better arrangement for the CPO. This has been
a problem since he was on the CPO several years ago. GARDNER said
that the number of cases involved for that is a small problem compared
to the number of cases the Planning Commission hears on an annual basis.
He said that to his recollection, he was not sure they could afford the
expense to make the system perfect. He felt they were dealing with
a small number of cases that pose problems.

..r

GARDNER stated that most people when they get a zone change
notification do not really know what they have received from the
postman. He said that people probably engage in changing their
zoning less frequently than they engage in buying houses. So it is
something that is new and strange and they are not well educated in
terms of what the districts are, what the impact will be, or how it
affects them. He said one thing, however, is very obvious, they
are being notified that a change is being considered and disci·,sed.
GARDNER said. as a general rule that simple notification of a change
being considered, 1- --nough to alert them to the fact that something
is occurring that could jeopardize their neighborhood. He said that
people respond in one of two ways to the noti fication. They either
become very concerned and call to ascertain what the scope and magni-
tude of the change is. That puts them at a juncture where they make
one or more decisions. The second response is that they acknowledge
the notice but are not concerned enough to call. He said that he
would bet that the Planning staff does not receive a call for every
notice they send out. He guessed that at least some of the people
believe that they are not being significantly jeopardized enough to
call and exhibit concern.

*S,-I
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GARDNER said that those who do call respond in one or two ways.
They can say, "I don't believe it proposes a hazard to me or is some-
thing that is of iminent nature that would concern me. " GARDNER said
that that was a minority group in terms of the number of people who
show up at this hearing to say, "It isn't going to bother me and Pm
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for it", or "it isn't going to bother me, I'm neutral". GARDNER said
that the other response involves those people who are concerned, and
come down to the meeting. They generally are opposed to the rezoning.
He said that one would be absolutely amazed at the list of reasons upon
which they base their opposition. Some are factual, many are totally
hypothetical and a great number have a substantial emotional basis
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GARDNER said that most of the cases that come before this bench

seem to be handled with a unanimous vote where there is not a signifi-
cant amount of opposition from the neighborhood. He said he was not
saying that all of the recommendations that tend to be peaceful are
necessarily unanimous or reflect a common agreement, but it is the
distinct minority of cases that cause controversy. GARDNER submitted
that the notification system that they have today was sufficient to
impact and totally stall out anybody's zoning change proposal until
basic questions are answered and basic issues are dealt with. He felt
the process presently works. He felt it was a good process, and felt
that the Planning Commission was pretty conscientious. GARDNER said
that the Commission does hear the issues, and by and large, they search
deeply for resolution. They are not hesitate to talk to members of the
City Commission about problems when they do concern them.

.f
'2Ew;

GARDNER said that he would like to submit that while other com- Sain"NA apwami
....... I/.;.I

munities use signs, we have gotten along for several years without 301 -c@mmal
them being a necessity. GARDNER felt the process works. He said that 19•@-•1
they were talking about adding some additional regulation and technical-
ities to a process that already works pretty well. He did not feel
sufficient reason has been demonstrated in terms of positive impact to
justify the problems created by putting up signs.

GARDNER stated that he frankly felt that when people are forced
to post a property, they create a situation where they stand out and
are subject then to potential abuse by high emotion in the neighborhood.
He submitted that a sign on someone's front yard has the capacity and
the capability of being an aggravation to someone who says, "1 am so fed
up with that thing being up there and those people pursuing that, that
I am going to do something about it." GARDNER did not feel that the
Commission has really weighed that and although other communities have
indicated it not being a problem, he was not sure how applicants in
those cities view posting. He believed it to be a risk and he con-
sidered it a serious one. He felt that vandalism has become a heighten
element in this world and unfortunately that might be something that
would aggravate it. He felt that signs were not necessary.

GARDNER said that the new notice staff has proposed would very
adequately address the neighborhood. He said that if a scheduling
change is needed, it probably needs to come from the group who is
expressing the concerns.

MOORE commented that the CPO's are a watchdog group, and if they
are so concerned, that they can watch the newspaper for advertise-
ments. Then if they think that someone ten blocks out of the way needs
notification, let them do the notification. He said he still saw no

purpose m changing.

Wl LSON said he was not in favor of the signs because of the added
expense. He concurred with Commissioner Gardner. He felt the signs
might create more problems than benefits. l 1

LOFTON agreed. He did not think signs were necessary.
'?

..A

CHISHOLM said that the system was not perfect. He said that he
has looked at some of cities that have utilized the signs, and he still .r:
did not see that it would be much more beneficial. He said that he

objected to the fact that for some reason people constantly try to put
the Planning Commission and the CPO's in adversarial situations. He
said that he felt that they were working together to accomplish the J
desired end result. The demands on the CPO's and on this Commission
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are extensive. CHISHOLM said from his point of view he would be totally
-ti dependent on the staff as far as the timing of notices. He felt the

form has been adequately addressed and he was anxious to see it work.
44: d .,'.{. 04ts He said that he was opposed to signs.

HANSEN commented that the Planning Commission has the paper in
front of them that shows that almost every CPO Council in the community
feel that signs would be a help to them. She said that it seems to her
there must be some perception that people are not getting notified or
they would not have come to the Commission again and again saying "what
are you going to do about it". She said that she would like to see them
give signs a chance.

BAYOUTH asked if the CPO was trying to tell the Commission that
they were not getting a complete hearing before the Planning Commis-
sion.

tge@13

COLLEEN JOHNSTON said that she did not feel that any of the CPO's
were saying that they were not getting fair hearings before the Commis-
sion; except when they have been told informally that the decision had
already been made, and that their having an input was just an adjunct.
JOHNSTON said that she knew when she came today that the majority of
the Planning Commissioners were not going to accept signs. She said
that they all disagree on different things sometimes and in different
areas. She said that she did not feel that most of the CPO people who
come before the Commission, or who send people before the Commission,
feel that they get an un fair hearing.

BAYOUTH said that the procedural statement that he reads at each
Commission meeting states that if people feel that they have had an
unfair hearing they can submit it in writing to the City Commission.
He said he has this feeling that CPO believes that the Commission is
not giving the public what they want.

fFED

JOHNSTON said that if Bayouth was asking that as a question then,
no, the Commission is not giving the CPO's what they want. She said
the Commission rarely have 15 CPO's come before the Commission with a
unanimous vote. In this case they have all but three of the CPO's
unanimously supporting signs. Two of the other three have a concensus
vote in support of signs. So there obviously is a large majority of
the people who are elected to represent the neighborhoods of this city
who feel that notification is not getting out where it needs be.

GARDNER commented that he understood the feeling of the CPO's
that there should be additional notification. He felt it was possible
to so praise a proposition that when one goes forth to solicit support
for doing something better that it is almost impossible for people to
be opposed to that concept. He said he has the feeling that that is
what has happened on this issue. He said that he did not believe that
the general knowledge of the members of the CPO was so expensive that
they are aware of the length, duration or content of these meetings
and the extent of public involvment which does occur. He felt that if
they sat through several Year. of these meetings with the Commission
they would have a better feeling or at least fewer pangs of conscious
about whether the system was doing its job adequately.

BOYS said that Commissioner Gardrer indicated earlier that he saw
only the people coming here and that a lot of people got their notices
and decided it would be an improvement. He felt that perhaps Gardner
may have overlooked the fact that a lot of the people agree with the
rezoning so they don't see them. He said that there could be a lot of
people say that there is nothing that can be done about it and they
don't come. BOYS asked if it would be possible to, as soon as an
applicant indicates that he wants to change the zoning on a property,
he indicate to the CPO that this is taking place. He said that
perhaps even putting a sign up at that time would be helpful. Then
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where they take a negative attitude that everything that comes up for

maybe they could make some suggestions on how to improve it for the
benefit of the developer rather than putting the CPO in a position

a zoning change was no good. He asked if the Commission felt that
a year's trial of using signs would be acceptable to see if they work.
BOYS asked the Commission if they ever have someone call them ahead of
time and say "this is coming up, can I depend upon your vote. "

GARDNER responded that he received calls from people, ranging from
those who are thinking about zoning cases to people who are actively
involved in neighborhoods in opposition to zone cases. He said that
he was sensitive as to whether or not he was willing to give someone a
prior commitment on a case. He said that even though he may have feel-
ings and opinions based upon knowledge of the case, the neighborhood
and surroundings, that he felt that making commitments to people before
hand to some degree indicates a prejudice and whether or not he goes in
with an open mind. He said that is something that he feels strongly
about.

GARDNER said the aspect of trying something for a year leaves him -0
cold. He said there are a dozen operations around this city that they %
took on trying for a year and they cannot shake them. He said that he
did not know how they begin to curtail things bugetarily unless they
just learn to say no. GARDNER said he frankly sees this as one of those
areas where somebody ought to say "no".

GARDNER said he did not believe that the people who receive notices
are bashful about coming down and talking to the Commission. Whether or
not they have their full say together when they hit the CPO is not for
him to judge. But everybody and his brother is anxious to come down and
provide input on major parcels and proposals without hesitation. He said
he did not see them having a problem or difficulty there in needing to go
out and beat the bushes to get more people in.

CHISHOLM stated that it was not frequent but sometimes, where there
is a problem with one of the cases coming before the Commission that
long before he knows it exist he gets telephone cal Is from opponents
as well as proponents.

MOTION: That the Planning Commission
7*EEm-mend to the City Commission the
following: 14,1

:el=&41.  · 5
1. That the current notification schedule used by MAPD remain

the same. They also suggested that CPO may want to investi- ./.gate the possibility of holding meetings every two weeks
instead of twice a month.

2. Endorsed the use of a revised notice that includes
notifying area property owners.

a may for

3. That posting property not be required and that no further
consideration be given to the use of signs. &27

A: U=

Gardner moved, Chisholm seconded and it
carried with a vote of 7 in favor (Gardner,
Chisholm, Bayouth, Lofton, Moore, Parsons
and Wilson) and I opposed (Hansen). Goebel
was absent. One vacancy.
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TEE CITY OF WICHITA

OFFICE OF CITIZEN PARTICIPATION DATE May 17, 1983

To Robert Lakin, Director of Planning

FRoM ,Clemencia L' Prieto, Administrative Aide III

SUBJECT CPO Zone Change Notification
Recommendations

On Tuesdays May 10th, the CPO Zone Change Notification Committee met to 9

review its June 8th, 1982 proposals and the Notice of Public Hearing
redesigned by Planning staffs prior to the May 19th MAPC formal consideration.

The Committee was unanimous in 1) continuing its recommendation to increase
the notification period from two to three weeks; 2) supporting the "Notice
of Public Hearing" as redesigned by Pl anning Department staff, with the
addition of lot footage under the Legal Description, as it is presently
done; 3) recom.mending the use of signs on property to be rezoned.

The Committee is not recommending publication of the zone change notice
in the Eagle-Beacon newspaper.

39%<06 Attached for your information is a memo listing the actions and or comments
by CPO Councils on the Council "F" Zone Change Notification Study.

The Committee asked to go on record as recognizing the need for expanding
the notification area.

Please provide the Committee's recommendation to the MAPC prior to its
li44% May 19th meeting. If you have any questions, please call me at 268-4516.

I 29:.S

Clemencia L. Prieto
Administrative Aide III

CLP:dm

Attachments

MAY 1 71983
METROPOLITAN PLANN:NG
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TUE CITY OF IVICA.'A
. OFFICE OF Citizen Farticipation DATE April 18, 1983

€011¢44
TO CPO Council ' 9"

FROM Dean Kruithof, Adrinistrative Aide III

SUBJECT Council '9" Zone Change Notification
Study.

P »43 Listed are the actions and/or conrnents by other CPO Councils concerning the
Council "F" Zone Cliange Notification Study.

Area "A" - Voted 5-0 to support.

Area "B" - No vote was taken. The consensus of the Council was to support
the study.

Area "C" - Took no action on the study.

Area "D" - Voted 8-0 to support.

Area "E" - Voted 0-0 to support.

Area "G" r

- Voted 1-0 to support.

Area "11" - Voted 5-0 to support.

Area "I" - Voted 5-0 to support.

Area 'U" - Consensus of the Council was to take no action. Some members
indicated they did support sign notification and sane indicated
they were opposed to the use of signs.

Area "K" - Voted 5-0 to support.

Area "L" - No vote was taken. The consensus of the Council was to support
the study.

Area 'M' - Voted 6-0 to support.

Area "N" - Voted 8-0 to support.

Area "0 - No vote was taken, The consensus of the Council was to support
the study.

Dean Kruithof

* Administrative Aide III

DK:pk
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, CPO Chairperson

Galbraith, Chief Planner. Current Plans

DR 82-18 CPO Zone Change Notification Committee Proposals

On May 19, 1983, the MAPC considered the three proposals for changes to
the notification procedures submitted by your committee in 1982. Their
action was to recommend the following:

1. That the current notification schedule used by MAPD remain the
same. They also suggested that CPO may want to investigate the
possibility of holding meetings every two weeks instead of twice
a month.

2. Endorsed the use of a revised notice that includes a map for & -notifying area property owners.

3. That posting property not be required and that no further .em
consideration be given to the use of signs. mi

This matter will be forwarded to the Board of City Commissioners for
consideration at their regular meeting on June 14, 1983. This meeting to
be held in the City Commission Meeting Room, First Floor, City Hall, 455
North Main, Wichita, Kansas. We would remind you that Planning items are
considered after all other matters of business.

If you have any questions concerning this matter, please contact our office.

Sincerely yours,

Jack H. Galbraith
Chief Planner

JHG:ADC:sad

CC: Clemencia Prieto, CPO Aide
Howard Boys, CPO Chairperson
Chuck Harris, CPO Chairperson
Linda Perkins, CPO Chairperson
Wichita Area Builders Association, 730 North Main, Wichita 67203
Wichita Board of Realtors, 407 South Oliver, Wichita 67218

1

1
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May 23, 1983
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THE CITY OF WICHITA

OFFICE OF CITIZEN PARTICIPATION DATE May 17,1983

To Robert Lakin, Director of Planning

FROM Clemencia L. Prieto, Administrative Aide III

SUBJECT CPO Zone Change Notification
Recommendations

On Tuesday, May 10th, the CPO Zone Change Notification Committee met to
review its June 8th, 1982 proposals and the Notice of Public Hearing
redesigned by Planning staff, prior to the May 19th MAPC formal consideration. 43%
The Committee was unanimous in 1) continuing its recommendation to increase
the notification peri od from two to three weeks; 2) supporting the "Notice
of Public Hearing" as redesigned by Planning Department staff, with the
addition of lot footage under the Legal Description, as it is presently
done; 3) recommending the use of signs on property to be rezoned.

The Committee is not recommending publication of the zone change notice
in the Eagle-Beacon newspaper.

Attached for your information is a memo listing the actions and or comments
by CPO Councils on the Council "F" Zone Change Notification Study.

The Committee asked to go on record as recognizing the need for expanding
the notification area.

Please provide the Committee's recommendation to the MAPC prior to its
May 19th meeting. If you have any questions, please call me at 268-4516.

Awa>2£k
Clemencia L. Prieto

Administrative Aide III

CLP:dm

Attachments
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THE CITY 01·' VIC[IIA 0

OFFICE OF Citizen Participation DATE April 18, 1983 1

TO CPO Council "F"

FRoM Dean Kruithof, Administrative Ai.de III

SUBJECT Council "F" Zone Change Notificaticn
Study. 1

0% Listed are the actions and/or comments by other CPO Councj.ls concerning the
Council "F" Zone Change Notification Study.

Area "A" - Voted 5-0 to support.

Area "13" - No vote was taken. The consensus of the Council was to support
the study.

Area "C' - Took no action on the study.

Area "D" - Voted 8-0 to support.

Area "E" - Voted 6-0 to support.

Area "G" - Voted 5-0 to support.

Area "11" - Voted 5-0 to support.

Area "I" - Voted 5-0 to support.

Area ' U - Consensus of the Council was to take no action. Some members
indicated they did support sign notification and some indicated
they were opposed to the use of signs.

Area "IC' - Voted 5-0 to support.

Area 'U' - No vote was taken. The consensus of the Council was to support
the study.

Area 'M' - Voted 6-0 to support.

Area "N" - Voted 8-0 to support.

Area "0" - No vote was taken. The consensus of the Council was to support
the study.

Dean Kruithof
Administrative Aide III

DK:pk
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK r-1 UNTY , MATE

May 13, 1983
MITROPOLITAN ARIA PLANNING D|PAITR•miT

To Metropolitan Area Planning Commission

FROM Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

SUBJECT DR 82-18 - Changes to Notification Procedures on Rezoning
requests.

BACKGROUND:

In June 1982, CPO staff sent a memo (see attachment A) to
me regarding proposed changes to notification procedures
for zone change requests. The CPO Zone Change Notification

ameCommittee endorsed three specific proposals for discussion
-aste.

with the MAPC. The proposals were: 1) Increase the notifi-
cation period from two to three weeks in order to provide
more review time and to eliminate occasional conflicts with

meeting schedules; 2) Modify the notice to area property
owners and the notice published in the paper; and 3) Placement
of signs on property proposed to be rezoned.

On July 15, 1982, the MAPC held an informal meeting to discuss
the CPO Committee's proposals. In addition to MAPC members

and MAPD staff, there were representatives from the CPO Com-
mittee and CPO staff present. Prior to discussion of the three
proposals, the State Statutes regarding notification were review-
ed as were the current notification procedures used by the City.
In regard to increasing the notification time, it was decided
to notify the CPO staff as soon as possible so that if there were
conflicts in meeting dates, notices could be mailed earlier.
During the past months there have only been a few schedule
conflicts and I believe that area residents were notified about

the zone case prior to the CPO meeting. To extend the notice time
increases processing time and cost to development, this has been
objected to previously by the MAPC. I feel that the current

method of notifying CPO staff has worked successfully.

Much of the discussion dealt with modifying the notice sent to 340*
5,35 ,

area residents. It was suggested that the mailed notice be ge
written in simpler language and a map added. Everyone agreed
that the addition of a map would be very helpful for the
people receiving the notice in identifying the property proposed
for rezoning. A revised notice (see attachment B), with a map,
was distributed to you prior to the April 21, 1983 informal session.
Other than a few suggestions about minor changes, everyone who
has seen the revised notice feels that it will provide a better
notice. As I stated in my April 14, 1983 memo, we intend to
begin using the revised notice around the middle of June.

.:Lulk:U&*EG'fiCK:.44: 423·
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There was also some discussion about including a map in the
legal advertisement published in the paper. Although I init-
ially supported that suggestion, it became apparent that adding
a map would become very costly. It was felt tl.at the map
should be published in the Wichita Eagle-Beacon. If a map was
published in the Eagle-Beacon, our costs would have increased
5.5 times to approximately $130 per case. Maps published in The
Daily Record would have been less expensive but would not be seen
by the general public.

Another major item of discussion concerned the posting of property
proposed to be rezoned with a sign. I stated that the potential
problems with signs (vandalism, verification of posting, cost,
staff time, etc.) would outweigh the benefits of posting
(increased public awareness, identification of property, etc. ).
Although there was no clear consensus on whether or not signs
should be used, a majority of the Planning Commissioners
present at the July 1982 informal meeting felt that signs
were not needed.

It was suggested that other cities be surveyed about the use,
cost and effectiveness of posting property. During the latter
part of the summer we requested information from planning schools,
Planning Advisory Service, and several cities and counties that
post property. The information received is shown on attachment
C. Also included in attachment C is information CPO staff re-
ceived from a similar survey. Attajhment D is the information

CPO Council "F" presented to the City Commission on April 26,
1983. Both surveys report favorably the use of signs with no sig-
nificant abuses occurring.

On April 21, 1983 a second informal MAPC meeting was held.
MAPD staff, CPO staff and CPO representatives were in attendance.
As was stated above, everyone thought that the revised notice
would provide a more meaningful notice. Much of the discussion
was about the advantages and disadvantages of posting property.
Two of the CPO representatives felt that signs were needed so
that people living in the area, but not within the notification
area, could be aware of pending rezoning cases. They felt that
the cost of the signs and the amount of staff time needed to
handle the signs would not be significant. While no consensus
was reached on the need for signs, it was decided to place the
CPO proposals on a formal MAPC agenda for recommendation to
the City Commission.

2 052



COST:

One of the items discussed has been the cost of new notices and
the cost of signs. We have es timated that the new notices would :.N 
cost approximately $277 per year, versus $96 per year for the
existing notices. The cost was figured on an average of 35
notices per case with 150 City zoning, County zoning, Condi-
tional Uses and C.U.P.'s per year. The primary reason for the
increase is that the new notices will require xeroxing of both
sides, while the existing notice is run off on a ditto machine.
In addition, there will be additional staff time required to
prepare the map and to xerox the notices. I view this cost to
be relatively insignificant.

In 1982, my staff prepared a cost estimate of approximately 5
$2,400 for purchasing 100 signs. The signs were a "real estate"
type metal sign and included replaceable vinyl strips to show
the proposed zoning. It was anticipated that City Staff would
be responsible for placing the signs on the property and for 'p-
insuring that they stayed on the property.

We also priced less permanent signs similar to CPO's suggestion.
An applicant could be required to place a posterboard (coated
with a weather protector) sign on the property. The sign
would state that there is a proposed rezoning and give the
MAPD telephone number'to call for inf:-mation. Cost of
purchasing 100 of the= printed 22"X36'· signs has been estimated
at $257. The applicant would then be required to either nail
the sign (or signs as determined by MAPD) to a structure or
put it on stakes in a front or side yard. The cost here is
relatively insignificant as long as the applicant is responsible
for posting. The costs occur if staff is to check for compliance
either initially or during the proceedings. There will also be
applicant cost in time (to post) and delay if any deferrals
occur due to lack of, improper or removed posting.
SUMMARY:

Judging from the discussions and meetings over the past year,
it seems that of the three CPO proposals the timing of notices and
posting of property are still unresolved. I believe the coordina-
tion between MAPD and CPO staffs appears to be satisfactorily
dealing with scheduling conflicts.

The revised notice that incorporates a map has been well received
and ze will begin using it in June.

3
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No agreement, either formally or informally, has been reached
on the use of signs. CPO representatives strongly feel that
posting property would result in significant benefits by in-
creasing the public's awareness of proposed rezonings. As I have
stated before, I do not feel that posting property will signifi-
cantly improve the quality or meaningfulness of our notice pro-
cedures. This is based on my observation of public attendance
and interest in zoning cases heard by MAPC. If the MAPC and

BCC want posting, we will work with CPO and the Legal Department
to develop a policy and/or ordinance to implement it.
BCC ACTION:

CPO Council "F" made a formal presentation to the City Commis-
sion on April 26, 1983 regarding the posting of property proposed :444
to be rezoned. A copy of the material presented to the City
Commission was also distributed at the April 21 informal MAPC
meeting. Attachment D is a table summarizing the data Council "F '
collected. The action of the City Commission was to refer the
item to the MAPC for study and recommendation.
RECOMMENDATIONS:

This should be sent to the BCC with CPO Council "F"' s recommenda-
tion for a policy decision. I would recommend that the current
notification timing be continued and that MAPC work with CPO
staff to handle the occasional scheduling conflicts. I would
recommend approval of the new form of written notice.

Although I am not recommending "posting", if the Commission desires
to use this technique, I would recommend that we be asked (af ter
the BCC concur) to draft a written policy and/or ordinance change.
Features of the policy would be:

- Posterboard signs.
- Number to be posted.
- Time for posting.
- Posting responsibility to applicant.
- Removal policy after hearing on case.
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RECOMMENDED ACTION:

The MAPC should make recommendations on each of the issues

1. Timing of notices
2. Form of written notices

3. Posting on site of notice

Robert A. Lakin
Director of Planning

RAL:ADC:el

Attachments

cc: Clemencia Prieto, CPO Aide
Colleen Johnston

Howard Boys
Chuck Harris
Builders Association
Board of Realtors
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,1 Attachment A
THE CITY oF WICHITA

OFFICE OF CITIZEN PARTICIPATION DATE June 18, 1982

TO Robert Lakin, Director o f Planning

FROM Shirley Mast, Administrative Aide III

SUBJECT CPO Zone Change Notification
Committee Proposals

AS you know, the CPO Zone Change Notification Committee has been meeting
during the last year, to discuss concerns regarding the notification
procedure on zone change request and possible alternative and/or
supplemental notification methods.

At the Committee's June 8th meeting, three proposals were endorsed for
presentation to the MAPC in informal session prior to being presented
for formal consideration.

1) Increase the notification period from two to three weeks.
The €ommittee contended that this would allow residents

of the area and the CPO Councils more time to study the
proposed zone change (s), as well as eliminate the occasional
scheduling problems which occur with those CPO Councils that
meet on the first and third Thursday of each month.

2) Modified notice to adjoining property owners that will use
language understandable to the average reading citizen and
include a map of the area to be rezoned, plus publication
of the zone change notice in the Eagle-Beacon Newspaper in
the same format.

3) Placement of signs on property to be rezoned (responsibility
of the applicant). The City could lease the signs, the
applicant would be required to pay a deposit (part of
application process). The sign(s) would remain on the pro-
perty being rezoned during the 3 week notification period
or until the final disposition of the case (i.e. the matter
is disposed of by the City Commission). The sign(s) would
be visible from both directions of traffic and contain

general information, " this property to be considered for
rezoning, call MAPD # for more information."

Please advise the Committee of a time when the proposals can be discussed
with the MAPC in informal Sesaion, Commi ttee rerrosentatives will be in
attendance of the scheduled meeting to discuss the proposals and respond
to questions.

If you have questions, please contact me at 4516.

1 «7)1 k
Shirley Mastf
Administrative Aide III

SM:dm

Sarah Gilbert

CP Coordinator

4,4
cc: Jack Galbraith, Chief Planner

7·.·e·19' i
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Attachment B

WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION
r CITY HALL, TENTH FLOOR, 455 NORTH MAIN STREET

WICHITA, KANSAS 67202-1688

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
9%

Case No. 2-0000

Location: Generally located at the southeast corner of 27th Street North
and Arkansas.

Address: Approximately 2760 Arkansas

Request: To change the existing A" Two-Family zoning to the "BB" Office
district on property legally described on the back of this notice.

A public hearing to consider the above noted request has been scheduled
before the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission (MAPC,

On Thursday, March 24, 1983.

The hearing will begin at 1:30 p.m. in the City of Wichita City Commission
t

Meeting Room, First Floor, City Hall, 455 North Main, Wichita, Kansas.

As an owner or occupant of property in the area, you have the
right to appear at the MAPC meeting either in person or by agent
or attorney, to support or oppose this request. If you have no
interest or objection to the requested change, you have no
obligation to appear at the public hearing.

The Citizen Participation Organization (CPO) neighborhood council will
consider this case for the purpose of making a formal recommendation to the
MAPC and City Commission. If you have an interest in this case, you are
encouraged to express your opinions at your CPO Council meeting. The date,
time and location of the CPO meeting may be obtained by calling 268-4516.

If you have any questions or wish additional information, please call
268-4421.

WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION

APPLICATION

AREA | *DD· CO & ts© COV
ST.

. 1-WENTY SEVENTH

3

111 -

EVERGREEN
k-

46 45

48 :7

TWENTY SIXTH

SEE REVERSE SIDE

i
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LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF THE AREA PROPOSED TO BE CHANGED

CASE NO. Z-0000

Zone change from the "A" Two-Family Dwelling ,District
to the "BB" Office District

Lots 2, 4, 6, 8, 10, 12, on Arkansas, McTaggarts Addition

to Wichita, Sedgwick County, Kansas. Generally located
at the southeast corner of 27th Street North and Arkansas.

(FOR COMPLETE REGULATIONS AND EXCEPTIONS - SEE TEXT OF ORDINANCE)

Most Restrictive AA ONE FAMILY DWELLING One Family 0*.ngs. Parks. Schools. Golf Cour,es.
*#. Faiming. Truck Gardening. Churcbel

A TWO FAMILY DWELLING
Use P.Immed in ·AA·· Dismct and
Two Family /,lelling. Cate Homes / 8 Less)

RB FOUR FAMILY DWELLING

A-5
GENERAL AESIDENCE Any U. Permitled 'the ·A· Distric' and Mulliple
DISTAICT

GENERAL RESIDENCE Uses.imilted are identical wilh Ihose in
DISTRICT me ..5 0/lici

R.6

Any U. Perm.ted In More Rest. live Zones an
MULTIPLE FAMILY DWELLING •ullr. family Boaiding and Lodging

Houses Hoip,tals. Gfeenhouses. ofl Streel Paiking

BB OFFICE DISTRICT Any * Pe-Ited in Moie Aesti.ive Zones
and General ON,ces. Medical Laboratones :t.

OC OFFICE COMMERCIAL?05 =11=======in
the"R-5- 01*nci.

Any Use lilli. in Res,den,ial Ind OHice Zones
LC LIGHT COMMERCIAL and Purely Retail Bumness Operaled

Witfun a Building

U- Pmitled In All Pie©,dng Zones Ind
C COMMERCIAL Olhers nol Oflens,ve Because 01 Dust. Noise.

Odef . Smoke

All Ind... and Commeic,gl Uses .Cept Those
E LIGHT INDUSTRIAL /0,1011. ive ..une of Nolse. Del. Smolle,

Odor, and ENcept Those U- Flisl Permlned I
AA. A. RB. 8-5. R.5. B. and O DIstricls

Least Restrictive
*it 1/4 Any Use. Sorne Conddlonal Upon Specific

»tr(61 HEAVY INDUSTAIAL Approval 01 Clly Commiss- ENcept Those Uses
Fi™ Permitted in AA A Re. R.5. F.O. B. and G
01*Incti

3911

Any Use Permilted in More Rest/clive Zon- andSpecial Districts D CEN1 RAL BUSINESS DISTRICT Other, Not OHons.ve Decau- 01 Ousi. Noise
C}dor. Smoke 0, Fi,e Dange,

G MOBILE HOME '*le Hon' Pal When Con .,.. Wilh Tille
26 ollhe C# Code. Schools. ChUfch. Parks. Da.
Nuisenes. Home Occupations

Ur•%,ef,ties. Colleges. Seminaill and
dr

U UNIVERSITY olher inshlutions .ImarnIng and

Shoppo Center/Re,denlial
CUP COMMUNITY UNIT PLAN Pe,mili Tho,0 U. loups Ap/oved albile.4

Pen 01, Tolal Developmef,1 Plan
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Attachment D

SIUDY RESULTS 0

NCIIFICATION

CITY/POPULATION NEWSPAPER SIGNS IEITERS DISrANCE

1. Albuquerque, New Mexico - 331,767 0 0 0 100 ft.

2. Alexandria, Louisiana - 51,565 0 0 100 ft.

3. Beckley, West Virginia - 19,884 0

4. Birmingham, Alabama - 284,413 0 0 500 ft.

5. Boise, Idaho - 102,451 0 0 300 ft.

6. Flint, Michigan - 159,611 0 X 0 300 ft.

7. Fresno, California - 218,202 0 .0 300 ft.

8. Jackson, Mississippi - 202,895 0 0 0 160 ft.
1=14· 'le,a/4

9. La Crosse, Wisconsin - 48,347 0 0 up to 1,000 ft.

*1*fie 10. Little Rock, Arkansas - 158,461 0 0 0 200 ft.

11. Louisville, Kentup19 - 298,451 0 0 0
./.=. v; f

'4-&31'· tu'.

12. Memphis, Tennessee - 646,356 0 0 500 ft.

. 13. Minneapolis, Minnesota - 370,951 0 0 350 ft.

14. Orlando, Florida - 128,291 0 0 0 300 ft.

15. Peoria, Illinois - 124,160 0 0 0 200 ft.

16. Phoenix, Arizona - 789,704 0 0

17. Portland, Oregon - 366,383 0 0 0 400 ft.

18. Reno, Nevada - 100,756 0 X 0 300 ft. ifi
19. San Antonio, Texas - 785,880 0 0 0 200 ft.

20. Santa Barbara, California - 74,414 0 0 0 450 ft.

21. Sarasota, Florida - 48,868 0 0 0 250 ft.

22. Shreeveport, Louisiana - 205,820 0 0 0 300 ft.

23. South Bend, Indiana - 109,727 0 0 X

24. Syracuse, New York - 170,105 0 X 0 400 ft.

25. Tacoma, Washington - 158,501 0 0 0 100 ft.

0 - yes
X - no Information from Survey made
*Further explanation needed. by CPO £6uncil "F'.



--1-.5 -CULAC /VULLLy, 11,1, l/S UnK hz) County 30 X

Savannah, GA Yes 30"X40" $2 Applicant

Topeka/Shawnee County, KS No

Kansas City. kS No
A A

15 X

X X

4 ./

R .f

Attachment C

Days Other Type of
Posting Size of Deposit Who Before Notice

City or County Required Sign or Cost Posts Hearing Mail Newspaper

Lincoln, NE Yes 18"X24" None City 8 X

.gif Lancaster County, NE Yes 24"X36" Unk Unk 5 X

Tulsa, OK Maybe 9 Sq.Ft. $50 Sign Co. 20 X X

,, Oklahoma City, OK No
X X

*:-* Kansas City, MO Yes 17"X22" None Applicant 15 X

St.Louis County, MO Yes 20"X26" None County 15 X !4

Denver, CO Yes 24'9[36" None Applicant: 10 X X

El Paso County, CO Yes 2 Sq.Ft. Unk County 14 X X

 Dallas, TX
No 24"X36" None Applicant 10 X X

Fairfax County, VA Yes 32"X48" None County 15 X ft

Montgomery County, MD Yes 24"X36" $50 Applicant 3 days after Unk

filing



THE CITY OF WICHITA

OFFICE OF CITY MANAGER DATE April 27, 1983

TO
Robert A. Lai<in, Director of Planning

FROM Robert G. Finch, Deputy City Manager

suBJECT C PO " F" Recommendations for
Notice to the Public of
Proposed Zoning Changes

On April 26, 1983. Mr. Chuck Harris, CPO Area "F" Council member, appeared
before the City Commission in behalf of a survey conducted by CPO "F" of
zoning notice procedures used by other cities and to recommend that sign
notification be a requi red part of public notification process for zoning changesin Wichita.

Because the matter of changes to notification procedures on zoning requests ts
now being considered by the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission (MAPC), the
City Manager recommended that the matter be referred to the MAPC for study
and recommendation. This action was directed by the City Commission.
Please bring the Area "F" CPO proposal to the attention of the MAPC for itsformal action. A copy is enclosed.

Robert G. Finch

Deputy City Manager

RGF/pd
Attachment

APR 2 7 1983
METROPOLITAN PLANNING
ROUTF r-1

£
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ELDON W. MEYER

0514 BUNTING DRIVE

WICHITA. KANSAS 67216

April 20, 1983

'*204/74. TO: The Wichita Board of City Commissioners

FROM: Area "F" C.P. O.

SUBJECT: Request for time under the City Managers agenda for the
%.>4'14% B.C.C. Meeting Tuesday, April 26, 1983.

94 1. Agenda Item -- Report of the Area "F" C.P. O.
independent survey of 36 selected U.S. cities
on their method s of notifying the public of proposed
zoning changes.

Approximately 10 to 15 minutes will be neded.

Each Commissioner and the C ity Manager will have
been provided a copy of the survey and C. P. 0.
Area "F's" position paper.

Eldon Meyer
Chairperson Area F /

REFER.ENCE: ITEM */-21

AGENDA FOR: APR 2 6 1983



?>ition Paper of CPo Comcil '9'()
94

Ragarding Zoning Notification Procedures

)52*k®47

Background

In August, 1981, the CPO Councils began a study of the methods used by the City
to notify neighborhood residents of proposed zoning changes. The goal of the
CPO Zone Change Notification Committee was to determine possible changes in the
notification procedure which would increase citizen awareness of proposed
zoning changes.

Several steps to inprove notification were developed by the Comnittee and reviewed
by the Councils. These methods included an expansion of the area notified,
increasing the length of time of notification, placing anotice in the Wichita
Eagle-Beacon, and requiring the posting of signs on property under consideration
for zoning.

In Jamiary, 1982, the comittee met with Robert Lakin, Director of Planning, and
Jack Galbraith, Chief Planner-Current Plans, to review the proposals. From that
neeting the Coittee endorsed the newspaper notification and the increase in
notification length. In June, 1982, the Committee also endorsed the sign posting
requirement.

/ p·74*

Members of the Conmittee met with the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission in
July, 1982, to discuss the proposals previously endorsed. The MAPC asked its
staff to study the proposals. The Coomittee is currently awaiting a report from
the MAPC staff concerning alternative notification procedures.

Colmcil 'T" concern

CPO Council '7" tock an active part in the CPO Zone Changes Notification Committee.

74& 140494#7 ·Ie »· F».
1%&63/'ll"la&*+I*4
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It was the consensus of the Council that the proposal for posting signs did not
receive adequate consideration fran the MAPC and its staff during the January and
July meetings. In September, 1982, the Council undertook its own study, at nbers
expense, of the use of signs in various cities. The purpose of the study was to
determine the feasibility of the sign notification option.

Methodolog

Council '7" selected 36 cities at random nationwide for the study. The Mayor
of each city was sent a brief letter (attached) requesting information about
the raetho[is of notification used. The letter indicated that the Council was

taking the survey to determine how widespread the use of signs was in various
cities.

444*t

Of the 36 cities sent letters, 28 (78%) responded, Two cities (Harrisburg,
Permsylvania and Trenton, New Jersey) sent information unrelated to the survey
and one (Houston, Texas) had no zoning ordinance, that left 25 (69%) cities
sending usable responses.

fRP

Results

A table showing the responses is attached. A blank space in the table indicates
that the respondent did not provide information concerning the specific method of
notification. A blank should not be interpreted as a positive or negative response
an the notification method.

Of the 25 cities responding, all indicated that they use some type of notification.
Delivered Notices - Twenty-one (84%) cities indicated they sent notices
to adjoining property owners informing them of the proposed zone change.
Twenty (8070 cities indicated the minimum notification distance which
averaged 285.5 feet. l'welve (48%) indicated the notification length which
averaged 15 days.

1,6

6, :.4-&44

%-4 J© 216Ce
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Page 3 0

Newspaper Notices - Twenty-three (92%) indicated they printed the notice

in a general circulation newspaper. Nine (36%) indicated the notification

length which averaged 15 days.

Signs - Seventeen (68%) indicated the requirement that signs be posted on

the property being considered for a zone change. Eight indicated the

required posting length which averaged 12 days.

Of those who comented on the practical)ility of the use of signs, typical camments

were: "No difficulty with destruction , "Few difficulties-usually due to erroneous

real estate records", "No difficulties with signs", "Signs working well", "Signs

sometimes subject to weather damage (hurricanes) or vandalism", 'The posted notice

has been very effective-public complaints now minimal".

Conclusion

Council "F" has, as a result of this survey, unanimously concludes and recommends

that sign notification mist be a part of the pdlic notification process when

zoning changes are applied for.
.r

L
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Attachment #1

0
' RESULTS

NOTIFICATION
NEWSPAPER SIGNS LETTERS DISTANCE

0 0 0 100 ft.

0 0 100 ft.

0

0 X 0 500 ft.

0 X 0 300 ft.

0 X 0 300 ft.

0 0 300 ft.

0 0 0 160 ft.

0 0 up to 1,000 ft. .

0 0 0 200 ft.

0 0 0 bor.
0 0 500 ft.

0 0 350 ft.

0 0 0 300 ft.

0 0 0 200 ft.

0 0

0 0 0 400 ft.

0 X 0 300 ft.

0 0 0 200 ft.

0 0 0 450 ft.

0 0 0 250 ft.

0 0 0 300 ft.

0 0 X

4 - ./.9/

< 93-0.

i *1
/14%UD

1. Albuquerque, New Mexico - 331,767
/344

2. Alexandria, Louisiana - 51,565

3. Beckley, West Virginia - 19,884

4. Birmi*am, Alabama - 284,413

5. Boise, Idaho - 102,451

6. Flint, Michigan - 159,611

7. Fresno, California - 218,202

8. Jackson, Mississippi - 202,895

9. La Crosse, Wisconsin - 48,347

10. Little Rock, Arkansas - 158,461

11. buisville, Kentucky - 298,451

12. Memphis, Tennessee - 646,356

13. Minneapolis, Minnesota - 370,951

14. Orlando, Florida - 128,291

15. Peoria, Illinois - 124,160

16. Phoenix, Arizona - 789,704

17. Portland, Oregon - 366,383

18. Reno, Nevada - 100,756

19. San Antonio, Texas - 785,880

20. Santa Barbara, California - 74,414

21. Sarasota, Florida - 48,868

22. Shreeveport, Buisiana - 205,820

23. South Bend, Indiana - 109,727

24. Syracuse, New York - 170,105

25. Tacoma. Washington - 158.501

9 -yes
A - nO

*Further explanation n

0 X 0 400 ft.

0 0 0 100 ft.

Pa]P

4,··49·

.'/SU>.
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Attachment #20
CPO ZONE CHANGE NOTIFICATION COMMITTEE ENDORSEMENTS

At the Committee's June 8th meeting, three proposals were endorsed for presentation
to the MAPC in informal session prior to being presented for formal consideration.

1. Increase the notification period from two to three weeks. The
Committee contended that this would allow residents of the area

and the CPO Councils more time to study the proposed zone change(s),
as well as accomodate the occasional schedul ing problems which occur

h

with those CPO Councils that meet on the first and third Thursday
of each month.

2. Modified notice to adjoining property owners that will use
language understandable to the average reading citizen and
include a map of the area to be rezoned, plus publication of
the zone change notice in the Eagle-Beacon Newspaper in the
same format.

3. Placement of signs on property to be rezoned (responsibility
of the applicant). The City could lease the signs, the applicant
would be required to pay a deposit (part of application process). ?ft
The sign(s) would remain on the property being rezoned during
the 3-week notification period or until the final disposition
of the case (i.e. the matter is disposed of by the City Commission).
Ihe sign(s) would be visible from both directions of traffic
and contain ganeral information, this property to be consi dered
for rezoning, call MAPD # for more information.

3

94

L

tR·Sh,21



4%4
?*Sili

'«B o.

14*S
REPLY TO

.U 0
ELDON N. MEYER

05,4 rUNTING DRIVE

WICH«TA. KANSAS 67218

Attachment #3

:Oft

September 21, 1982

Dear Sirs:

Our city ts in the process of determining the most
cost-effective methods of notifying the public of
proposed zoning. changes.

We would appreciate knowing the procedures you use,
whether or not signage is used to advertise, what
difficulties, if any are incurred by use of signs, and
what other means of notification are used.

Thank you for the information.

Respbctfully yours,

206 4

Eldon W. Meyer
Chairperson, Citizens
Participation Organization
Area F.

90Ry . s t.

2 9
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK r-DUNTY DATE

April 14, 1983
MITROPOLITAN ARIA PLANNING DIPAR¥MINT

TO Metropolitan Area Planning Commissioners

FROM Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

su•JEcT DR 82-18 - Changes to Notification Procedures
on Rezoning Requests.

Last year the MAPC met informally with CPO representatives
to discuss possible changes to the procedures used to notify

dy@area residents of a public hearing on a rezoning request.
The proposed changes included increasing the notification time ('49*3
by a week, including a map on the notice to adjoining property 333,2 
owners and posting a sign on the site being rezoned. At the
informal meeting, there was a consensus that extending the
notification time would not be significantly more beneficial
than the present notification period.

We have redesigned th
owners, primarily to
is attached. It has

CPO Staff and others.

it is an improvement
notice. We intend to

sixty days.

e notice that is sent to adjoining property
include a map. A copy of the revised notice
been shown to several Planning Commissioners,

Everyone who has seen it has felt that
and will result in a more meaningful
start using the new notice within the next

The third item that was discussed last year was the possibility
of posting property being considered for a zoning change.
Although there was considerable discussion about the cost and
effectiveness of posting property, no consensus was reached.
We have contacted other cities and counties that post property,
for information regarding cost, size of sign, etc. A table
summarizing the information is attached for your review.

All of the people we talked to thought that posting property
was an effective means of notifying people about a proposed
rezoning. The type of signs used ranged from a simple paper
sign posted by the applicant, to metal signs posted by a sign
company. Many of the cities and counties used a cardboard

type sign stating that a rezoning was proposed and gave a
telephone number to call for information. In every city and
county except Dallas, there were either state or local require-
ments for posting.

11 previous discussions I have statrd that it did not seem
that posting property would result in a more meaningful or



Page Two

Metropolitan Area Planning Commissioners
April 14, 1983

effective notice. The problems that I see associated with
posting include cost of purchasing signs, maintenance, vandal-
ism, and ensuring that the property is posted. I still have
doubts that posting property would significantly increase the
effectiveness of our notice procedure. The proof is in the neigh-
borhood response we currently get at our public hearings. Before
it is decided to post property, I would recommend that we evaluate
our new notice for six months to see if additional types of notice
are needed. At that time, the Planning Commission or City
Commission may wish to post property on a trial basis. I can not
at this time recommend additional procedures for posting, either
by the applicant or ourselves.

I have advised the CPO Staff that the Planning Commission will
have an informal session on April 21, beginning at 11:30 a.m.
to discuss this matter. If any of the Commissioners have
questions prior to the meeting, please feel free to call.

Robert A. Lakin

Director of Planning

RAL:ADC:el

Attachments

cc: Shirley Mast, Interim CP Coordinator
Clemencia Prieto, Administrative Aide III

L

63*
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION

CITY HALL, TENTH FLOOR, 455 NORTH MAIN STREET
WICHITA, KANSAS 67202-1688

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

Case No. 2-0000

location: Generally located at the southeast corner of 27th Street North
and Arkawas.

Address: · Approximately 2760 Arkansas

Request: To change the existing "Al• Two-Family zoning to the "BB" Office
district on property legally described on the back of this notice.

A public hearing to consider the above noted request has been scheduled
before the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission (MAPC),

On Thursday, March 24, 1983.

The hearing will begin at 1'30 p.m. in the City of Wichita City Commission
-Af#P i. Meeting Room, First Floor, City Hall, 455 North Main, Wichita, Kansas.

As an owner af property in the area, you have the right to appear at the
MAPC meeting eithar in person or by agent or attorney, to support or oppose this
request. If you Have no interest or obj ection to the requested change, you have
no obligation to appear at the public hearing.

The Citizen Participation Organization (CPO) neighborhood council will
consider this case for the purpose of making a formal .recommendation to the

MAPC and City Commission. If you have an interest in this case, you are
encouraged to express your opinions at your CPO Council meeting. The date,

time and location, of the CPO meeting may be obtained by calling 268-4516.

If you have any questions or wish additional information, please call
268-4421.

WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY

METROPOLITAN AREAr. PLANNING COMMISSION

01

APPLICATION

AREA

ST.
. -TWENTY SEVENTH
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tli Z

EVERGREEN i
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LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF THE AREA PROPOSED TO BE CHANGED
"f.% I

CASE NO. Z-0000

Zone change from the "A" Two-Family Dwelling District
to the "BB" Office District

Lots 2, 4, 6, 8, 10, 12, on Arkansas, McTaggarts Addition
to Wichita, Sedgwick County, Kansas. Generally located
at the southeast corner of 27th Street North and Arkansas.

NU'F OF [*STFICT AM) USES FE»·«TrED

DelfICT (FOR COMPLETE REGULAIIONS AND EXCEPTIONS . SE TEXT OF ORDINANCE)

One Farn,4 0*ellings. Pks. Schools. Goll Courses.
Most Restrictive AA ONE FAMILY DWELLING Nu,ze.les. Farming. Tuch Gaiden,ng. Chu,ches

Unes Permined in ··M+' 0,51,ict and
i A TWO FAMILY OWEUING

T- Family helling. Care Homes {5 8 Less)

AB FOUA FAMILY DWELLING

R.S
GENERAL RESIDENCE Any * Pe.mitled / the ··A·· Di,Inct anci Mull,)18
DISTRI. Family Dwinings

GENERAL RESIDENCE Uses -,mitled are idenlical ¥Ath those in
R.6

DISTRICT Ihe ··R-5" Chstrict

Any Use Permlited in Mofc Resli,ctive Zone, and
MULTIPLE FAMILY OWEUING Multiple Family Owellings. loaiding Ind Lodging

Houses. Hospitals, Greenhouses. 011 Stree, Paiking

BB OFFICE DISTRICT Any Use Poimilted m More Roilficlive Zon.
* General Oltices. Medical Labo.atones

Ofnces, Limited Riall ind Ser¥,co lieS Operaled
OC OFFICE COMMERCIAL- W,thi a Builng. Ind Res,denial Uses,s Permnid in

the -A·.- District

An, Use Pennined In Res,dential and Ollice Zones
LC LIGHT COMMERCIAL Ind Purely Relail Bulness Opeiated

Witlun I Building

U.I rmilted In All Pieced.. Zones Ind
C COMMERCIAL Otheis'nol Ollens,ve Because 01 ... N-e.

0[lor or Smoke

All Indus/l and Commeic,al Uses .cepl Thete

E 1.IGHT INDUSTRIAL
61011 Ollens,ve Boca- of No,se. Ousl. Smoke,

Oders Ind Elilli Those Uses Fi,5I Pe.mitled I
AA. A. Al. R·S. R·6. B. and G D,st™:M

Least Restrictive Any Use, Somo Cond,bonal Upon Soecill
Approval ol City Comm,5sion Ecept Those Use,

F HEAVY INDUSTRIAL
F,rsl .Iled . AA. A. Re. R.5. A·I B. ant. 4

Any Use Pe,mil(ed in * = vo Zonos and 4
Special Districts . CLNU¢AL GUSIN+SS DIS11«01 OIN•is Nol OU-* e ettki•.! Fla,So

Odor. Smoke c, riII lange

1
Maile.... r••k ......

0 MOBILE HOME 28 01 - I :, Codi• · 4.001' . a pal...i
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Deposit Days before Other Type
City or County Size of Sign or Cost Who Posts Hearing of Notice

Lincoln, NE 18" X 24" None City 8 Newspaper

,4&1: Tulsa, OK 9 sq. ft. $50 Sign Co. 20 Mail & Newspaper

J Kansas City, MO 17" X 22" None Applicant 15 Mail

St.Louis County,MO 20" X 26" None County 15 Newspaper

,'.*<4<,, Denver, Co 24" x 36" None Applicant 10 Mail & Newspaper

L,ta El Paso County, CO 2 sq. ft. Unknown County 14 Mail & Newspaper *ti

073·:i} Dallas, TX 24" X 30" None Applicant 21 Newspaper

Montgomery County,MD 24" x 36" $50 Applicant 3 days after Unknown
filing

Fairfax County, VA 32" X 48" None County 10 Mail

24 Prince George, MD Unknown $25 City 30 Newspaper

*,tkil,<L
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WICHITA-SEDGWICKpUNTY DATE

April 12, 1983
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARYMINT

TO Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

FROM Arthur D. Chambers, Senior Planner

SUBJECT DR 82-18 - Notification Changes

Attached is a copy of a draft "notice to adjoining property
owners" that has been shown to several Planning Commissioners
and CPO Staff. They all believe that it is better than our
existing notice and should work very well. If we use the
revised notice, it will result in a higher cost because we
will have to xerox both sides of the notice. It should not

require too much more time to prepare the notice, however.
The following table gives a breakdown of the costs for the
new notice and the old notice. It does not include secretary's
time to run copies.

Number of notices Existing Notices Revised Notices

10 .45 .80

35 (average) . 64 (2¥ 1.85 3,70

50 .75 2.20

100 1.12 4.10

We have been averaging 100 City zone cases per year with an
average of 35 notices per case. Cost of the new notice,
based on the average, would run $185 per year versus $64 per
year if the ditto machine was used. The cost to the Department
would be even more if we use a map on County zoning, conditional
uses and C.U.P. I do not feel that adding a map to the
notices for conditional uses or C.U.P.'s would be all that

/Lu/useful. If a map was needed, we could insert an extra
sheet. If we add a map to City zone cases we probably
should add a map to County zone cases.

Also attached is a table listiig citie= and counties that
post property that is being rezoned. Generally, the planners
that I talked to, when compiling the information, felt that
signs were effective and beneficial. An interesting item is
that in Dallas posting is "voluntary", but the Planning Com-
mission has been deferring cases if the property was not
posted.

f 1
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Page Two
Robert A. Lakin
April 12, 1983

Of the ten agencies surveyed, six handle the posting themselves.
Three of the agencies receive additional money or a deposit for
the sign. Several of the agencies said that their rezoning
fees were high enough to cover the cost of the signs. The
signs are all about the same size and are generally posted two
or three weeks before the hearing.

After talking to several people, it seems that the best way to
post property would be to have signs made out of poster board
(coated with a weather protector) and given to the applicant to
post. Gary is obtaining some estimates on 100 non-returnable
signs. Basically, all they would do is state that there is a
proposed rezoning and give a telephone number. I believe Gary
estimated 100 "real estate" signs that would have more infor-
mation and would be reusable and would cost approximately
$1400.

Personally, I would recommend that we try posting property for
six months to see if anyone notices. After the six months an
evaluation should be done to see if most people like posting,
and then amend the zoning ordinance to require it. During
the six months I would not post property involved in County

4 ,< cases, and maybe never.

I have attached a draft memorandum to the MAPC for an informal
on April 21. Included in the memo is a possible schedule for
the sign issue to be considered by CPO, MAPC and the BCC on
a formal basis. If you have any questions or want to discuss
this matter, just let me know.

#fihur D. Chambers
Senior Planner

ADC:el

Attachments
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0D RAFT

%14 Metropolitan Area·Planning Commissioners
«1%6€ Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

€40
DR 82-18 - Changes to Notification Procedures

on Rezoning Requests.

Last year the MAPC met informally with CPO representatives

to discuss possible changes to the procedures used to notify

area residents of a public hearing on a rezoning request.

The proposed changes included increasing the notification time
64 24>·r

by a week, including a map on the notice to adjoining property

owners and posting a sign on the site being rezoned. At the

informal meeting, there was a consenus. that extending the

notification time would not be significantly more beneficial

than the present notification period.
; Vt +3

We have redesigned the notice that is sent to adjoining property

owners),·to include a map. A copy of the prUGsed notice is
attached. It has been shown to several Planning Commissioners,

CPO Staff and others. Everyone who has seen it has felt that

it is an improvement and will result in a more meaningful

notice. We intend to start using the new notice within the next

sixty days.

The third item that was discussed last year was the possibility

of posting property being considered for a zoning change.

Although there was considerable discussion about the cost and

effectiveness of posting property, no consensus was reached.

U

T
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We have contacted other cities and counties that post property,

for information regarding cost, size of sign, etc. A table

:5934· summarizing the information is attached for your review.

All of the people we talked to thought that posting property

was an effective means of notifying people about a proposed

rezoning. The type of signs used ranged from a simple paper

sign posted by the applicant, to metal SigIS posted by a sign
company. Meet of the cities and counties used a cardboard

type sign stating that a rezoning was proposed and gave a

telephone number to call for information. In every city and

county except Dallas, there were either state or local require-

ments for posting.

In previous discussions I have stated that it did not seem

that posting property would result in a more meaningful or

effective notice. The problems that I see associated with

posting include cost of purchasing signs, maintenance, vandal-

ism, and ensuring that the property is posted. I still have

doubts that posting property would significantly increase the

effectiveness of our notice procedure. Before it is decided

to post property, I would recommend that we evaluate our new

notice after six months to see if additional types of notice

St
4 are needed. At that time, the Planning Commission or City

Commission may wish to post propert-., on a trial basis.

2

St.%%

76 \·l
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0
I have advised the CPO Staff that the Planning Commission will

have an informal session on April 21, beginning at

to discuss this matter. If any of the Commissioners have
icay.,·-

questions prior to the meeting, please feel free to call,
4044

9»fs
1+ .t>PRER

Robert A. Lakin

Director of Planning
649:LE

RAL:ADC:el

Attachment

CC: Shirley Mast, Interim CP Coordinator

Clemencia Prieto, Administrative Aide III

Apt

ff *21
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Deposit Days before Other Type
City or County Size of Sign or Eost Who Posts Hearing of Notice /

Lincoln, NE 18" X 24" None City 8 Newspaper

Tulsa, OK 9 sq. ft. $50 Sign Co. 20 Mail & Newspaper

Kansas City, MO 17" X 22" None Applicant 15 Mail

:a:' St.Louis County,MO 20" X 26" None County 15 Newspaper

Denver, CO 24" X 36" None Applicant 10 Mail & Newspaper

FR: El Paso County, CO 2 sq. ft. Unknown County Mail & Newspaper14

929% Dallas. TX 24" X 30" None Applicant 21 Newspaper

'„ Montgomery County,MD 24" x 36" $50 Applicant 3 days after Unknown

'4€l. filing

Fairfax County, VA 32" x 48" None County 40 Mail

Prince George, MD Unknown $25 City Newspaper

*:Ar 1
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION

CITY HALL, TENTH FLOOR, 455 NORTH MAIN STREET

WICHITA, KANSAS 67202-1688

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

Case No. Z-0900

Location: Generally located at the southeast corner of 27th Street North

and Arkansas.

Address: Approximately 2760 Arkansas

Request: To change the existing "A" Two-Family zoning to the "BB" Office
district on property legally described on the back of this notice.

A public hearing to consider the above noted request has been scheduled
before the. Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission (MAPC),

On Thursday, March 24, 1983.

The hearing will begin at 1:30 p.m. in the City of Wichita City Commission

As an owner of property in the area, you have the right to appear at the
MAPC meeting either in person or by agent or attorney, to support or oppose this
request. If you have no interest or objection to the requested change, you have
no obligation to appear at the public hearing.

The Citizen Participation Organization (CPO) neighborhood council will

consider this case for the purpose of making a formal recommendation to the
HAPC and City Commission. If you have an interest in this case, you are
encouraged to express your opinions at your CPO Council meeting. ihe date,
time and location of the CPO meeting may be obtained by calling 268-4516.

If y,u have any questions or wish additional information, plase call268-4421.

WICHITA-SIDGWICK COUNTY

22&93, 1 1,<44

APPLICATION

AREA COtri
ST.
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Meeting Room, First Floor, City Hall, 455 North Main, Wichita, Kansas.

METR0P0LI1AN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION
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;LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF THE AREA PROPOSED TO BE CHANGED

CASE NO. Z-0000

Zone .-hange from the '' -" "'rin-Familv Dwelling District
to the "883" "f€ice District

Lots 2, 4, 6, 8, 10. 12, 0 Arkansas, McTaggarts Addition
to Wichita, Sedgwick County, Kansas. Generally located
at the southeast corner of 27th Street North and Arkansas.

t*4

r.:

IDA COMPLETE REGULATIONS AND EXCEPTIONS- SEE TEXT OF ORDINANCE
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WICHITA-SEDGWICKpUNTY . DATE' December 9, 1982

MITROPOLITAN ARIA PLANNING DIPARYMINT

Jack H. Galbraith, Chief Planner
TO Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

FROM Arthur D. Chambers, Senior Planner

SUBJECT DR 82-18 - Changes to notification procedures
on rezoning requests.

After the informal meeting on July 15, 1982 between the MAPC
and representatives of CPO, there were basically two issues
to be looked into: 1. Revising the notification form sent
to nearby property owners; and 2. Investigating the costs
and effectiveness of posting the property being rezoned with
signs. The other issue of increasing the notification time
from two to three weeks has been resolved between MAPD and
CPO staffs by CPO requesting early notice when they know that
a CPO meeting will be held prior to our notices being sent
out.

There were several comments made that the notices should be
written so the "average" person can understand them. I have

attached three different drafts of a possible revised notice.
They all contain basically the same information and a map.
In preparing the drafts I used the picture sheet map which
seems to be the least time consuming way to include a map.
The inclusion of the map will result in having to xerox the
notices instead of using the ditto machine.

Example #1 contains most of the information that is on the
current notice. Although the inclusion of the map helps, it
still seems like there is too much information and that nothing
has been gained. It is still difficult to pick out pertinent
information such as meeting date, address, etc.

Examples #2 and #3 seem to be the easiest to read and pick out
information. I would suggest that the meeting dates, times,
zoning districts, be all caps or possibly in the orator type.
One problem would be that we would have to run the legal on
the back and xerox the front. Either form could be revised

to put the legal on the front and some of the information,
such as CPO on the back. However, 2'or some cases the legal
will be so long that it will need to be put on a separate
sheet.

Eunice is compiling some cost figures on what it is costing
us now and what it would cost us to send out a revised form.
I feel that if the notice contains a map there would be little
benefit gained by publishing a map in the paper. Plus, it

-'
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Page Two
DR82-18

December 9, 1982

would significantly increase our advertising costs.

If these examples are satisfactory, I will prepare a memo
to CPO asking for their comments. After we receive their

comments, I will prepare a memo to the MAPC for their approval
of a revised notification form.

In regard to signs, I have information from thirteen Cities.
Of the thirteen Cities, three do not require posting of proper-
ty. I have attached a table with the information regarding
signs that I have received. According to Shirley Mast one of
the CPO Councils has obtained some information on signs and
posting of property. If, and when I can get that information,
I will add it to the table.

After reading the responses from the Cities and Counties, it
appears that they are generally satisfied with the use of signs.
The costs range from $2 per sign (non returnable), posted by
the applicant in Savannah, Georgia to Prince George's County
spending $9,080 on staff time and $3,800 on supplies and main-
tenance. They also collected $15,115 in fees during that year.
Fairfax County has one staff person whose sole responsibility
is to prepare, install and remove signs (for approximately
600 cases).

Personally, I feel that posting property would be beneficial,
but only if the costs can be kept within reason. Gary indica-
ted that the cost of 100 signs would be approximately $2,400.
If that money could be obtained from someplace other than our
budget (CDBG, CPO) the cost to the department would be minimal
if the applicant would be required to post the sign.

Before I proceed much farther on the sign issue, I would like
some direction, such as should I work up some cost estimates
on staff time, how the posting requirement would be adopted,
etc. Also, I would like to know if we should try to schedule
another informal with CPO or just try to resolve the issue
by memo

D. 44169
Afthur D. Chambers

Senior Planner

ADC:el

Attachments
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City or Posting Size of Deposit Who Days before Other type2-1-  County required sign or cost posts hearing of notice

Lincoln, NE Yes Unknown Unknown Unknown 8 Newspaper

Lancaster County, Yes 24"X36" Unknown Unknown 5 NewspaperNE

Tulsa, OK Maybe Sufficient Unknown Unknown 20
size Mail and newspaper

Kansas City, MO Yes Unknown Unknown Applicant 15 Mail

St.Louis County, Yes 20"x26" No County 15 NewspaperM0

Montgomery County, Yes 24"X36" $50/$137.50
MD

Applicant 3 days after Unknown
Returned filing

Fairfax County,VA Yes 32"X48" NO County 15 Mail

Prince George,MD Yes Unknown $25 City 30 Newspaper

El Paso County,CO Yes 2 Sq.Ft. Unknown County 14 Mail and newspaper
Savannah, GA Yes 30"x40" $2 Applicant 15 Newspaper

·4£'·t
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION

CITY HALL, TENTH FLOOR, 455 NORTH MAIN STREET
WICHITA, KANSAS 67202-1688

DRAFT

ZONING CHANGE NOTICE TO NEARBY PROPERTY OWNERS

This is a notice of a public hearing to be held to consider an application for
a zone change on property in your area. The MAPC will consider the application at
its meeting in the City Commission Meeting Room, City Hall, First Floors 455 North
Main, Wichita, Kansas, beginning at 1:30 p.m. on .

As an area property owner you have the right to appear at the MAPC meeting to
support or oppose the application. If you desire to be heard at the MAPC meeting,
you are invited to do so, either in person or by agent or by attorney. If you
have no interest or objection to the application, you have no obligation to appear
at the public hearing.

The Citizen Participation Organization (CPO) Neighborhood Council will consider
the application for the purpose of making a formal recommendation to the MAPC and
City Commission. If you have an interest in the application, you are encouraged
to attend the CPO Council meeting. The date, time and location of the CPO meeting

· may be obtained by calling 268-4516.

If you have questions about the application, contact the Metropolitan Area
Planning Department (MAPD) at 455 North Main, 10th Floor, Wichita, or call 268-4421.

1 CASE NO. 2-0000 .2 ¢ '1 1 . . .

99

Generally located on the west side of Waco, in an area between 13th and 14th Street.

Zone Change from the "B" Multiple-Family Dwelling District .
to the "BB" Office District

A.Blim

 Address: 1456, 58 & 80 on Rochester, and 1720, 22 & 24 on 14th STreet.
1 Legal Description: Lots 2-4-6 on Ave. D, now 14th St., Sherwood Addition. AND -1 --1

Zone Change from the "A" Two-Family Dwelling District, The "RB"
Four-Family Dwelling District, The "B" Multiple-Family Dwelling Disttict,

The "BB" Office District and the "LC" Light Commercial District
to the "LC" Light Commercial District

Address: 1520 N. Waco, 17, 1], 13, 16 & 18 on 14th Street and the Dillons parking
lot on Ave. A.

Legal Description: Lots 8-10-12-14-16-18 on Ave. D, now 14th St., E 1/2 Lot 11,
Lots 13-15-17 on Ave. A, Lots 8-10-12-14-16-18 on Ave.A, all in Sherwood's Addition,
and that part of Lot 1, North High School Addition, lying east of the west line of
Lot 8 on Ave. D. extended north (Sherwood's Addition).

1, 0 -

t.s>V.Applicatiop ,©0 I 2 6 -1 1 118 18 - : . t:.404
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. -1 Steps in processing a request for a zone change:

1. Notification of property owners in the area (this notice).
2, Neighborhood Citizen Participation Organization (CPO) meeting
3. Metropolitan Area Planning Commission (MAPC) meeting : .r

/1 ... 1. 6*1/, recommends to the Board of City Commissioners,
that the application be approved or denied. ,6 46

4. Board of City Commissioners {BCC)x meeting to oonow with MAPC
recommendation, defer, or refer back to MAPC. Upon return of
the case to the BCC, they may approve, deny, or modify the
requested change

3

The MAI'C meeting constitutes the "Public Hearing" on this matter, and
therefore, the City Commission has adopted the following policy with
regard to consideration of zoning change requests:

1"€'Py;N«.%:1

"All applications for change of zoning or amendments to the zoning
text shall be based on the written record of the Planning Commission,
including staff recommendations, which shall bc iorwarded to the City
Commission. The Commission may inquire of staff, proponents or
opponents for clarification of any matter before the Commission. Re-
guests for introduction of new evidence or facts shall be in writing and
filed with the City Clerk prior to the closing of the City Manager' s
Agenda (by 5:00 p.m., on the Wednesday preceding the scheduled Tuesday W
BCC hcaringl. In all cases where such requests are submitted, the Board
of City Commissioners may refer said case to the Planning Commission for
rehcaring. "
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION ExAmph No. 2
CITY ALL, TENTH FLOOR, 455 NORTH MAIN STREET

WICHITA, KANSAS 67202-1688 De.ArT

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

Case No. 2-0000

Location: Generally located

Address:

Request: To change the existing' zoning to the

district on property legally described on
the back of this notice.

A public hearing to consider the above noted request has been scheduled
before the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission (MAPC) .

at 1:30 p.m.
on Thursday,

The hearing will be held in the City of Wichita City Commission Meeting
Room, First Floor, City Hall, 455 North Main, Wichita, Kansas.

As a property owner, you have the right to appear at the MAPC meeting,
either in person or by agent or attorney, to support or oppose this request.
If you have no interest or objection to the requested change, you have no
obligation to appear at the public hearing.

The Citizen Participation Organization (CPO) neighborhood council will
consider this case for the purpose of making a formal recommendation to the
·MAPC and City Commission. If you have an interest in this case, you are
encouraged Zo express your opinions at your CPO Council meeting. The date,
time and location of the CPO meeting may be obtained by calling 268-4516.

If you have any questions or wish additional information, please call
268-4421.

WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION
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LEGAL DESCR/PTION OPT¥9 A-flen

CASE 110. 2·2276

Zone Change fr.on the AA" One Family Dwellinr :,istrict
to tne A' T•.70 Family 1 -elliar Listrict

of Lot 2, Jlock 2, Jorthwest VillageDeginning at the .14 cornerto Wichita, Sed,w:Lek County, Kansas; thence parallel with and
50.00 feet distant from the centerline of Tyler Road, being the4.„1<2 west line of the Stl Quarter of Section 9, T 27 0, It 1 14 of theGth P.M., bearing 1. C'00'00 E. a distance of 433.00 feet to a

south of the ST? corner of Lot 1, Block 1, '.forthwestpoint 64.02'
46 ,;412 Village 3rd Addition-· to Wichita, Sedguick County. Kansas: thence4 parallel with and 64 feet distant trom the south line of said Lot

3% 1 bearing S LE°40'55· E. a distance of 314.10 feet; thence bearins
S 1'19'05 11: a distance of 438.93 feet to a point on the nortn
line of said ' Northwest Village thence on the north line of said
ilorthwest Village· bearing N 60°40'55 17. a distance of 304.00

feet to the point of beginning.

N,U. C. DETT,CT .... pu,grrED
(FOR COMP'LETE REGULATIONS AND EXCEPIONS - SCE TEXT OF ORDINANCE)
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0 EKAMpic No.3
WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY DRArr

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION

CITY HALL, TEN'iH FLOOR, 455 NORTH MAIN STREET
WICHITA, KANSAS 67202-1688

CASE NO. 2-0000. Generally located

Dear Property Owner:

An application to change the current zoning of the property legally

described on the back of this notice to the district has been

scheduled for a public hearing before the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan

Area Planning Commission (MAPC). As an area property owner, you are invited to

express your opinion at the MAPC meeting to be held on , beginning

143% at 1:30 p.m. in the Wichita City Commission Meeting Room, First Floor, City Hall,

455 North Main, Wichita, Kansas.

The Citizen Participation Organization (CPO) neighborhood Council will consider
4%.€{*49 this case in the immediate future for the purpose of making a formal recommendation

to the MAPC and City Commission. If you have an interest in this case, you are
encouraged to express your opinion at your CPO Council meeting, The date, time .AN

and location of the CPO. meeting may be obtained by calling 268-4516. 3%4

If you have any questions or wish additional information please call 268-4421.

WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION

Address:
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LEGAL DESCKIPT ION

CASE HO. 2„2276

Zone Change f,om the - AA" One Family Dwellinr District
T•,·70 Family Viellinr Districtto the

Beginning at the .IW corner of Lot 2, Olock 2, ·Jorthwest Villace
to Wichita, Sedgwick County, Kansas; thence parallel with and
50.00 feet distant from the centerline of Tyler road, being the
west line of the SW Quarter of Section 9, T 27 S , It 1 H of the
Oth P.M., bearing .; C°00'00 E, a distance of 439.00 feet to a
point 64.02' south of the SW corner of Lot 1, Clock 1, '·jorthwest
Village 3rd Additior/ to Wichita, Sedguick County, ..ansas; thence
parallel with and 64 feet distant from the south line of said Lot
1 bearing S 85°40'55' E. a distance of 314.10 feet: thence bearing
S 1'19'05' Up a distance of 438.95 feet to a point on the north
line of said "dorthwest Village . thence on the north line of said
ilorthwest Village· bearing .: 60°40'55· IJ. a distance of 304.00

feet to the point of beginning.
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September 29, 1982

Charles P. Kindleberger
Director - Planning and Programs
Community Development Agency
317 North 11th Street

St. Louis, Missouri 63101

it,L
Dear Mr. Kindleberger:

We are currently reviewing the possibility of requiring
applicants requesting a rezoning to post a sign on the appli-

-6*19* X.cation area s tating that a rezoning request will be considered
by the Planning Commission. Planning Advisory Service has
supplied us with a copy of the applicable local ordinance. or
state statutes requiring the posting of the application area.
In order for us to determine the cost and effectiveness of
posting property, we would appreciate receiving any personal
views on this matter as well as information about cost, deposits
responsibility of posting signs, sign size, etc. If there is a
charge for any material please let me know before it is sent.

Thank you for your cooperation.

Sincerely,

Arthur D. Chambers,AICP
Senior Planner 4

ADC:el
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September 29, 1982

Philip G. Yates
Zoning Administrator
Fairfax County
10555 Main Street

Fairfax, Virginia 22030

Dear Mr. Yates:

We are currently reviewing the possibility of requiring
applicants requesting a rezoning to post a Sign on the appli-
cation area stating that a rezoning request will be considered
by the Planning Commission. Planning Advisory Service has
supplied us with a copy of the applicable local ordinance or
state statutes requiring the posting of the application area.
In order for us to determine the cost and effectiveness of

posting property, we would appreciate receiving any personal
views on this matter as well as information about cost, deposits
responsibility of posting signs, sign size, etc. If there is a
charge for any material please let me know before it is sent.

Thank you for your cooperation. ta..:2<fl,

sincerely,

Arthur D. Chambers,AICP
Senior Planner

ADC:el
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September 29, 1982

Veda Nayak
Planning Policy Coordinator
County Office Building
Rockville, Maryland 20850

Dear Ms. Nayak:

We are currently reviewing the possibility of requiring
applicants requesting a rezoning to post a sign on the appli-
cation area stating that a rezoning request will be considered
by the Planning Commission. Planning Advisory Service has
supplied us with a copy of the applicable local ordinance or
state statutes requiring the posting of the application area.
In order for us to determine the cost and effectiveness of
posting property, we would appreciate receiving any personal
views on this matter as well as information about cost, deposits
responsibility of posting signs, sign size, etc. If there is a
charge for any material please let me know before it is sent.

Thank you for your cooperation.

Sincerely,

Arthur D. Chambers,AICP
Senior Planner

ADC:el
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September 29, 1982 1

John F. Downs, Jr.

County Planning Director - Prince Georges County
14741 Governor Oden Bowie Drive
Upper Marlboro, Maryland 20870

Dear Mr. Downs:

We are currently reviewingthepossibility of requiring
applicants requesting a rezoning to post a sign on the appli-
cation area stating that a rezoning request will be considered
by the Planning Commission. Planning Advisory Service has
supplied us with a copy of the applicable local ordinance or

Abki state statutes requiring the posting of the application area.
In order for us to determine the cost and effectiveness of
posting property, we would appreciate receiving any personal
views on this matter as well as information about cost, deposits
responsibility of posting signs, sign size, etc. If there is a
charge for any material please let me know before it is sent.

Thank you for your cooperation.

Sincerely,

Arthur D. Chambers,AICP
Senior Planner

ADC:el
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September 29, 1982

f· ·.%/447/1 Ronald J. Simpson
Assistant Planning Director

94%%- El Paso County Land Use Department
27 East Vermijo
Colorado Springs, Colorado 80903

Dear Mr. Simpson:

We are currently reviewing the possibility of requiring
applicants requesting a rezoning to post a sign on the appli-
cation area stating that a rezoning request will be considered
by the Planning Commission. Planning Advisory Service has
supplied us with a copy of the applicable local ordinance or
state statutes requiring the posting of the application area.
In order for us to determine the cost and effectiveness of

./4.'· posting property, we would appreciate receiving any personal
views on this matter as well as information about cost, deposits

.;f

responsibility of posting signs, sign size, etc. If there is a
charge for any material please let me know before it is sent.

Thank you for your cooperation.

Sincerely,

.e Arthur D. Chambers,AICP
Senior Planner

ADC:el
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September 29, 1982

Arthur A. Mendosa

City Manager
P.O. Box 1027

Savannah, Georgia 31402

Dear Mr. Mendosa:

We are currently reviewing the possibility of requiring
applicants requesting a rezoning to post a sign on the appli-
cation area stating that a rezoning request will be considered
by the Planning Commission. Planning Advisory Service has
supplied us with a copy of the applicable local ordinance or
state statutes requiring the posting of the application area.
In order for us to determine the cost and effectiveness of

posting property, we would appreciate receiving any personal
views on this matter as well as information about cost, deposits
responsibility of posting signs, sign size, etc. If there is a
charge for any material please let me know before it is sent.

Thank you for your cooperation.

Sincerely

Arthur D. Chambers,AICP
Senior Planner

ADC:el
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August 16, 1982

Planning Advisory Service
American Planning Association
1313 East Sixtieth Street

Chicago, IL 60637

We are currently researching the use and effectiveness of
posting a sign on property that is the subject of a zone
change request. At this time the only states, that we are

-19% aware of, that require a property to be posted are Nebraska
and Missouri. Oklahoma permits posting of property, but
does not regaire it. We are interested in what types of
signs (i.e., size. information, location, etc.) are used
and how the placement and maintenance of the signs are
enforced. Any information you could provide would bet
appreciated.

Sincerely,

Robert A. Lakin

Director of Planning

RAL:ADC:vn
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August 16, 1982

J. Lee Rodgers, Jr., Chairman
Department Regional and City Planning
650 Parrington Oval
Norman, OK 73019

Dear Professor Rodgers:

We are currently researching the use and effectiveness of
posting a sign on property that in the subject of a zone
change request. At this time the only states, that we are
aware of, that require a property to be posted are Nebraska
and Missouri. Oklahoma permits posting of property but does
not require it. We would be interested in what types of
•igns (i.e., size, information. location, etc.) are used
and how the placement and maintenance of the signs are an-
forced. Any information you could provide would be appre-
ciated.

Sincerely,

*Aiawel

Arthur D. Chambern, AICP
Senior Planner
Current Plans Divi,Lan

ADC:vn
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RECE'yED
University of ORfafioma
DEPARTMENT OF

REGIONAL AND CITY PLANNING

650 Parrington Oval, Room 205
Norman, Oklahoma 73019

(405) 325-6591 August 31, 1982

SEP 2 1982

METROPOLITAN PLANNING
ROUTE D _2-CL--

0---

Mr. Art Chambers, Senior Planner
Wichita-Sedgwick County Planning Dept.
455 North Main Street, City Hall
Wichita, Kansas 67202

Rkff;
16%

Dear Art:

I do not have any written information on signs posted on
property, but have used signs as a method of notification with
several planning agencies in Oklahoma and the process was as
follows:

The city or county involved initially had signs prepared
at government expense out of permanent materials. Standardized

lettering from 2"- 3" high was used with blanks left so that
specific details of the proposal could be added. These addi-

tions were usually made on cardboard fastened to the face of
the wood or metal. The signs range from 3' x 3' to 4' x 6' in
size and were installed and removed by city staff. Three to

four signs were required on large tracts, i. e., more than 10
acres, and were located facing the street or sidewalk. Details

could not easily be read from the street but the notice of zon-
ing change in larger letters could be read by passing motorists
Where large corner lots were involved signs were placed on both
streets.

I , 9.
Efe, 9.t
*4/:

.Reet

The total cost of the posting was charged to the applicant
by making a rental charge on the permanent sign, plus having the
applicant bear the full cost of additional printing required for
the specific rezoning. This means that cost of this type of post-
ing will normally run $50 - $100 per sign, or more in some in-
stances. However, city rental of signs is far less expensive
to applicants than to require the applicant to furnish a sign for
each new zoning. We used signs with the Oklahoma County Planning
Commission when I served as their planning consultant in the
1950's.

<24*1517
2€W;14'.*'
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Page 2 Art Chambers

Both the City of Norman and the City of Ada currently
use signs posted on property. The City of Norman's signs are
red and white metal signs with 3" lettering that give the date
and nature of the hearing, and a phone number to call for addi-
tional information. They use a grease pencil to add specific
pertinent material. The charge for the sign is included in the
cost of the zoning hearing, which ranges from $50 - $200. The
City of Ada uses a sign printed on cardboard with additional
hand-written information written on the cardboard. This is
affixed to a permanent standard and placed on the site. Some

f41%?14 vandalism has occurred with cardboard signs, but they are rela-

4%4*AL
tively inexpensive and can be replaced at a small cost. Al-
though this method involves staff responsibility and is somewhat
troublesome, I think it is an excellent process of notification

442%3 f in large urban areas, but not in suburban and rural areas. This
procedure obviously will add some expense. I would suggest that
you write the Planning Advisory Service of APA and see if you
can obtain the names of towns or cites that may utilize this
posting method.

Our fall program is just getting under way. Planning
enrollment is off a bit, a reflection of greater competition
for planning jobs and a reduction of support of planning activ-
ities at the federal level. Employment opportunities here in
the Southwest seem to continue to be quite good, but I notice
more agencies are receiving larger numbers of applications from
East and West Coast planners than occurred two or three years
ago. The long term future for the planning profession looks
very bright, but I think we will be in for a period of short
term problems.

I hope this material will be helpful.

Sincerely,

Lee Rodgers,
LR:jh Chairman

6
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Universt*ty of 0{aftoma
Mr. Art Chambers, Senior Planner

DEPARTMENT OF Wichita-Sedgwick County Planning Dept.
REGIONAL AND CITY PLANNING 455 North Main Street, City Hall
Norman. Oklahoma 73019

Wichita, Kansas 67202
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THE CITY OF WICHITA

OFFICE OF CITIZEN PARTICIPATION DATE July 22, 1982

TO Art Chambers, Senior Planner

FROM Shirley Mast, Administrative Aide III

SUBJECT Information on Zone Change
Notification Methods used

in other Cities

As indicated during our telephone conversation, earlier this year, the
Citizen Participation Office contacted different cities regarding the type of
zone change notification methods they use (with emphasis on "signs").

Provided are copies of the material received from the cities that responded to
the request. I hope the information will be of some assistance.

Shirley Mas r
Administrative Aide III

Noted:,

Urou
Sarah Gilbert

CP Coordinator

Attachments

ce: Robert Lakin, Director of MAPD

L
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY

MErROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING CO}44ISSION

INFORMAL AGENDA

JULY 15. 1982

*14% -11:30 a.m.

t.

1. Discussion on CPO recommendations as to zoning notices.
(MAPC & CPO members)

2. Other Matters

Robert A. Lakin
Secretary

Lunch will be served to MAPC & CPO Committee Members.

26 - w  3 *titri4-jrfal,#Lit #52
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK UNTY DATEe
MITROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DiPARTMINT

February 18, 1982

TO Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

FROM Gary L. Pierce, Graphics Supervisor

SUBJECT Notice of Zone Changes

The cost breakdown on adding a location map to the legal publication
varies considerably from paper tO paper.

Using a 30 line legal description and a map that is square to two
columns of ,copy, we would have the following costs for each legal
published:

Derby Daily Reporter

Current publication cost $ 9.00
Adding the map $14.00

Total 333760

for a map and a two-column description 2.5 times as much

Daily Record

- Current publication $22.44

Adding the map $20.00
Total $42.44

2 times as much

Wichita Eagle-Beacon

Current publication $23.40
Adding the map $80.64

New publication rate for $50.40
legal Total $131.04

5.5 times as much

Eagle personnel say their rate goes to the display copy rate instead
of the legal publication rate when we add the map.

There would possibly be two hours graphic time to make up the map. We
would probably draw it up each time, but no big problem.

The signs proposed would be 24" x 36" with double support legs on each
end of the sign. These would be driven into the ground.

1

..f r·
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Page 2

February 18, 1982

The cost for 100 signs with stands and printing costs would be $23.52 each
or a total of $2,352.00. The identification changes to the zoning class-
ification would be made with adhesive backed vinyl and would cost $.72
each time the designation was changed.

The main problem with the signs are:

- Lack of staff time to maintain, past and remove
(physical ability to post the signs i.e., frozen ground would be
almost impossible to drive into the ground)

- Legal responsibility for the signs.

-Vandalism.

If there is an insistance on using the signs then have the cost come out
of CPO funds and have Sarah Gilberts group maintain the signs and check
them out to the applicants who would be responsible for placing the sign
on the site.

Gary L. Pierce, Graphics Supervisor

GLP:vn

cc: Jack H. Galbraith, Chief Planner, Current Plans Division, MAPD
Arthur D. Chambers, Senior Planner, Current Plans Division, MAPD

2**fA
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july 1, 1982

Metropolitan Area Planning Commission

Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning *7
%3

DR 82-18 - CPO Lone Change Notification committee Proposals 1M*all'
i

Over the last year, there has been a CPO Zone Change Notification F----1
Committee meeting and discussing ways in which they believe noti-
fication procedures for zoning should be changeu and/or improved.
Attached is correspondence that we have had with that group.
I have mentioned this briefly to your Chairman on one or more
occasions. I met with the Committee on at least one occasion to
discuss with them their proposals, pointing out those itants which 
I believe that I could support as Director of Planning, and tho•e
which I felt were inappropriate.

1

Notification procedures are now conducted in what we believe is
a statutorially correct fashion. Iii short, we notify by, 1)
publishing in the official paper of either the City or the
County. and 2) mailing notices to all property owners within the
statutory notification radius of 200 feet (or County up to 1,000
feet). In addition, for County cases we publish in the nearest
small city newspaper, and for City cases, we send written
notices to property owners based on a notification radius based
on the size of the property requesting a change. This can range

from the statutory 200 feet up to 1,000 fect. A sample of a

typical notice which we send is attached for your information.
You will notice it contains the time and place of the meeting, an

/1
9292-' gety

W.,t*F,3211 9€m..2
06*21

%24·

.C

.
:3»

identification of the case involved, a description of the type 3144·:
or types of zoning requested, and a general location, as well as 344*4> , ilia
the legal description. We also provide information ooncerning 23*3'i ·1„

CPO meetings and who to contact, as well as the policy on defarrals. ..a:•.=0.·G >5-

On the back of the notice is a short summary of the various -I/& 1 1 '113.-

zoning districts to acquaint those who are not familiar with ..4 ...
them al to the types of activities that might be involved. Hic ; ..:Al.

These are mailed out of our office approximately fourteen days ./NUAad../

in advance of the public hearing so that most people have
approximately one and one-half week' s actual notice. We found
that sending them out much earlier, that some of them were being
disregarded. A sljorter time is insufficient. A certified owner-

ship list provided by an abstract company and paid for by the Y.... 44€0&
i' 9.)*

property owner requesting che change is used as the basis of who
we mail notices to. Addresses are to be on the ownership list,
but we check City directories, cross-directories and telephone 4...
books for address for those names without addresses.

NE.

As to the CPO recommendations, I feel that the increase in
notification time length from 2 to 3 weeks is essentially

Mfil

t-4
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Metrot,olitan Area rlanning Commission
July 1. 1982

Page 2

*¥493
Pro

O 0

in opposition to the stateu City Cocurission and Planning Com-
mission policy to shorten the procedure as much as possible. --2

The basic problem and conflict is that the Planning Commis-
=i

sion meets every two weeks throughout the year, where CPO
Councils meet twice monthly. Sooner or later we run into the

two week yearly difference and the Council meetings are out of lit
synch with the Planning Commission schedule. I have suggested

as a counter-proposal that (PO go to an every other week meeting,
throughout the year.

.%4; fk ·'
2.4,2.2

As to modified notices, I would be pleased to examine and use
any language that is more understandable. I have also supported
the inclusion of a map to be put in the paper with the legal
notice. Generally, I believe the average citizen is unaware
or unable to locate property based on legal descriptions. The
use of maps would result in an increase in cost but may be worth
it for what I perceive to be a better notice.

As to the placement of signs on the property, I have generally
been opposed to this procedure. Part of the reason for using
signs on the property is to get the attention of renters as
well as owners (though absentee owners would not benefit by it).
I view the signs to be a problem because they tend to become
spite itew in a 'zoning war'. They are often defaced. If
they turn up missing, there is a question about the validity
of the proceedings and quality of notice, etc. There is also

the problem of maintaining a stock of vigns, managing the z.leck-
ing out of the signs, etc. There is no question in my mind that
signs would be more of a problem than they would be of a benefit.
I am sure, however, that this is one of the items that the CPO
group feels very strongly about and will want to speak to you
on this issue.

iii,4.

19'...·F:16%9

02/

Several of these issues are policy in nature and can be accom-
plished without ordinance changes or without necessarily requir-
ing a fornualized public hearing.

The CPO committee has requested that they be allowed to discuss
this with you in an informal session. I have adviged the CPO
staff that we will be available on July 15 at a Meeting begin- 8.:.1,-yeF'Im/1

Airl@ ning at 11:00 a. m. If any of the Commissioners have questions
rcier to the meeting on this subject, please feel free to call Fi#P·
either myself or Jack Galbraith.

Robert A. Lakin
RAL:rme Director of Planning
Attachment

CC: Shirley, Mast, lulministrative Aide III
saran Gilbert, LP Coorainator

: • ,11

r.·4'66221-1121 c n.7·*2- -453.1-4-Alr- ,31

 3,2 6.:3?«4:90
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 WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISS

CITY HALL, TENTH FLOOR, 455 NORTH MAIN STREET
WICHITA, KANSAS 67202

July 15. 1982

NOTICE TO ADJOINING PROPERTY OWNERS:

7..1 9 j.
32., h*%01 This is a notice of a request for a zoning change in your area and on property

&9:lk:k- legally described below. As an area property owner, you have the right to
appear before the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission (MAPC) meeting in·42://9-
support or in opposition to this request. If you have no interest or objection9%4.

$'.44§. to the requested change, you have no obligation to appear or comment. If you
. desire to appear at the MAPC meeting, you are invited to do so, either in person
or by agent or attorney.

'J:'e' 1

1.1./Ni. f, The MAPC will consider the following case at its meeting in the City Commission
..Meeting Rooms City Hall, First Floor, 455 North Main, Wichita, Kansas, beginning

.. · ·. at 1:30 9.06, 00 July-@D.-4982-'

.ft-t

Reg

CASE NO. Z-2448

Zone Change from the "AA" One-Family Dwelling District
to the "A" 'r,to-Family Dwelling District

Lots 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10 and 11, Block 11;
2, I . and Lots 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6 and 7, Block 12, all in WESTWOOD *=#19

HEIGHTS SECOND ADDITION. Generallv located on the north      .

and south sides of 19th Street ana :Northwest Parkway, between
Woodchuck and Nortnwest Parkway Court. 2 ?>j fg' . 1

-

244

 The following is a sequence of events in the processing of a request for zone change: , Notification of adjoining property owners (this notice); then
- · Neighborhood Citizen Participation Organization (CPO) meeting; then

. .Metropolitan Area Planning Comission (MAPC) meeting (scheduled above); and then
Board of City Commission (BCC) meeting to concur with MAPC action, defer,
refer back to MAPC. On return of the case to the BCC, they may approve or
deny or modify the change requested.

or

b=--*,l The Citizens Participation Organization (CPO) neighborhood council will consider
this case in the immediate future for the purpose of making a formal recommenda-
tion to the MAPC and BCC. If you have an interest in this case, you are encouraged ,
to express your opinions at your CPO Council meeting. The date, time and location , 1

of the CPO meeting may be obtained by calling 268-4516.

It should be noted that the MAPC meeting constitutes the "Public Hearing" on this i .· A

matter, and therefore the City Commission has adopted the following policy with
regard to consideration of zoning change requests:

t«.9 ..'
64% 0

10."All applications for change of zoning or amendments to the zoning text .--
shall be based on the written record of the Planning Commission, includ-·
ing staff recommendations, which shall be forwarded to the City Commis-

· • . · sion. The Commission may inquire of staffs proponents or opponents for
*8Aig·f -/ clarification of any matter before the Commission. Requests for intro- Da•

*ex duction of new evidence or facts shall be in writing and filed with the 
· City Clerk prior to the closing of th& City Manager's Agenda (by 5: 00 *00

1p.m., on the Wednesday preceding the scheduled Tuesday BCC hearing). In
all cases where such requests are submitted, the Board of City Commission-
ers may refer said case to the Planning Commission for rehearing."

f,7
Additional information concerning this case and official protest procedures may Deobtained from the Planning Department, 10th Floors City Hall, or by calling 268- 
4421. . E

#."

Robert A. Lakin

Secr-Liry



THE CITY OF WICHITA

OFFICE OF CITIZEN PARTICIPATION DATE June 18, 1982

-1

TO Robert Lakin, Director of Planning

FROM Shirley Mast, Administrative Aide III

SUBJECT CPO Zone Change Notification
Committee Proposals

As you know, the CPO Zone Change Notification Committee has been meeting
during the last year, to discuss concerns regarding the notification
procedure on zone change request and possible alternative and/or
supplemental notification methods.

At the Committee s June 8th meeting, three proposals were endorsed for
presentation to the MAPC in informal session prior to being presented
for formal consideration.

1) Increase the notification period from two to three weeks.
The committee contended that this would allow residents

of the area and the CPO Councils more time to study the
proposed zone change(s), as well as eliminate the occasional
scheduling problems which occur with those CPO Councils that
meet on the first and third Thursday of each month.

2) Modified notice to adjoining property owners that will use
language understandable to the average reading citizen and
include a map of the area to be rezoned, plus publication
of the zone change notice in the Eagle-Beacon Newspaper in
the same format.

3) Placement of signs on property to be rezoned (responsibility
of the applicant). The City could lease the signs, the
applicant would be required to pay a deposit (part of
application process). The sign(s) would remain on the pro-
perty being rezoned during the 3 week notification period
or until the final disposition of the case (i.e. the matter
is disposed of by the City Commission). The sign(s) would
be visible from both directions of traffic and contain

general information, "this property to be considered for
rezoning, call MAPD # for more information."

Please advise the Committee of a time when the proposals can be discussed
with the MAPC in informal sesiion. Committee representatives will be in
attendance of the scheduled meeting to discuss the proposals and respond
to questions.

JUN 2 1 1982

METROPOLITAN PLANNING
ROUTE U

0

X

1 "Ill



r

1

i

L

-"*„f#*,.·4.·:42:'*;'42**S¥,amew,c•:·e,·*>D,ma.1.#glb*Wiye*21/04#7&NE#.taiL#*AFAyjA&251$-6

n 0
Robert Lakin, Director of Planning
CPO Zone Change Notification Committee Proposals
June 18, 1982 - PAGE 2

If you have questions, please contact me at 4516.

Shirlev Mastf

SM:dm

Administrative Aide III

Sarah Gilbert

CP Coordinator

cc: Jack Galbraith, Chief Planner
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Shirley Mast, Administrative Aide III

Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

DR 82-18 - CPO Zone Change Notification Committee Proposals

=a::'/JA- I intend to put your request for discussion of CPO zone change
notification committee proposali on an informal agenda before
the Planning Commission at its meeting of July 15. We will com-
mence at either 11:00 a.m. or 11:30 a.m., and go through until
we break to go to our regular meeting at 1:30 p.m. The meetingi'·'lf;L.
will be held on the 10th Floor in our large Conference Room.
We will furnish lunches to your committee and your staff attend-
ing. Please advise me as to how many you will need. I will
furnish you a copy of the agenda and a copy of my transmittal
memo a• soon as they are ready.

40//
Robert A. Lakin

Director of Planning
RAL:rme

CC: Sarah Gilbert, CP Coordinator
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WICHITA-SEDGWICKCOUNTY DATE

February 18. 1982
METROPOLITAN ARIA PLANNING DIPATMINT

i Robert A. Lakia, Director of Planning
T¤

Gary L. Pierce, Graphics Supervisor
FROM

Notice of Zone Changes
SUBJECT

The cost broakdown on adding a location map to the legal publication
varies considerably from paper to paper.

Using a 30 line legal description and a map that is square to two
columns of copy, wi would have the following costs for each legal

54*91 published:

Derby Daily Reporter

Current publication cost $ 9.00

Adding the aap $14.00
Total 313700

for a map and a two-column description 2.5 times as much

Daily Record

Current publication $22.44

Adding the map $20.00

Tot •1 331-'U
2 times as muchU

Wichita Eagle-Beacon

Current publication $23.40

Adding the map $80.64

New publication rate for ;SO.40
legal Total $131.04

S.5 times as much

lingl• personnel say their rate goes to the display copy rate instead
of the legal publication rate when we add the map.

There would possibly bo two hours graphic time to make up the map. We
would probably draw it up each time, but no big problem.

The signs proposed would be 24" x 36" with double support logs on uch
end of th, sign. Thele would ue driven into the ground.

46
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Page 2
February 18, 1982

The cost for 100 signs with stands and printing costs would be $23.52 each
or a total of $2,352.00. The identification changes to the zoning class-
ification would be made with adhesive backed vinyl and would cost $.72
each time the designation was changed.

The main problem with the signs are:

- Lack of staff time to maintain, past and remove
(physical ability to post the signs i. e., frozen ground would be
almost impossible to drive into the ground)

%112.
- Legal responsibility for the signs.

- Vandalism.

FC&i.2%60
If there is an insistance on using the signs then have the cost come Out

of CPO funds and have Sarah Gilberts group maintain the signs and check
them out to the applicants who would be responsible for placing the sign
on the site.

Gary L. Pierce, Graphics Supervisor
g....

GLP:vn

cc: Jack H. Galbraith, Chief Planner, Current Plans Division, MAPD

Arthur D. Chambers, Senior Planner, Current Plans Division, MAPD

:4
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WiCHIT*-SEDGWICK (;4UNTY 0
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

January 22, 1982

70 Gary Pierce, Graphics Supervisor
FROM Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

SUBJECT Notice of Zoning Change

The CPO group has a special committee looking at improving
notice procedure for zoning cases. Among items being considered
is the posting of signs on the property proposed to be changed.
Another alternative is to change the form of our notice in the
newspaper, including a small map to provide location for the
property. I know until we formalize a final procedure, exact
cost will be difficult to determine, but I would like for you
to look at what it would cost us to get into the business for
each of these alternatives. Be sure to determine what the cost
of publication will be with the increased mapping. See if there

is any processing cost in order to run a map that would be added
to the normal line rate.

Work with Jack and Art utilizing essential the same format and
amount of material that are in our current newspaper notices and
look at producing a small map which would be published as a part
of an integral to that notice. Chambers has some material from
Hays (see attachment), and I also dummied up a map which could be
used based on the 200 sheets that we use for the front of our
zone cases. I really don't think we want a lot of busy lines on
a map, and especially I do not want a land use or what have you.
If we could just simply quickly trace an outline map of certain
areas, cross-hatch it in and use that, I think that would be
sufficient. I'm not interested in any larger map area than is
needed to be adequately identifiable by the reader. I think the

Hays' column inch and space seems to be adequate for nearly every-
thing that I know that we will be working with. I would think
that we need not worry terribly about scales. What I did was

take a 200 base map out of the files and xeroxed it on a reduction
basis until I got a map that I felt was a good size. Again , see
Art or Jack for the dummy copy I made.

Also develop a number for me for buildi.ig a sign which woult
clearly identify that the site in question is a subject of a

t.4. proposed change. One of the CPO members had a draft layout of
: a sign, but he was talking of a very small sign, almost a real

estate size. I am somewhat of the opinion that that is inadequate
in size and they had a lot of words on it, although it was pretty
well designed to carry the message. Sketch out something. Don't

spend much time on it as to a notification sign. Give me an idea
about size. Work with Jack on that. We might pick two or three

S

DATE
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Gary Pierce
January 22, 1982
Page 2

sizes, but I would think at least a 36 or 42·x 24 or 30 would
be an appropriate size. After you have that done, give me an
estimate of what it would cost to build such a sign and have it
available here. I assume we are going to have to have something
that is fairly durable. The cost of doing the painting or
stenciling or whatever is used to create one of those. Something
sufficient to withstand weather and wind. See also how its going

to get into the ground; whether it can be driven in or whether
there will have to be holes drilled for it to be put in. I would

prefer something that can be driven in the ground and then pulled
back out. Insofar as the zone case number, if that is determined
appropriate to put on the sign, the CPO person suggested that some-
thing like a bumper sticker, where you just tape that over the old
number and the new sign is then applicable to that site. I am not .
sure whether or not a zone change number is really needed or
whether if you have questions call "X" number. Talk with Jack and

see what you think you need for a number of signs to be built so
that we can get a handle on the total cost involved. I would

estimate that a minimum of two, maximum of four signs would
probably be needed for each case. The average would probably run
about three. Since we have ten cases a meeting, and the cases
should be posted at least a full meeting ahead, and will be slow
in getting some back in, I would think that we would need to cover
at least .three meetings worth of cases, if not four. If we have a

maximum of ten. plus one or two that are carry-overs, that is 12
times 3 signs, times 3 meetings, or something like 72 signs. The
bottom line is how much does it cost us. Give me any other thoughts

that you have either pro or con about using that as a notification
device.

Please give me a response back in about the next week.

9--
Robert A. Lakin

Director of Planning
RAL:rme

CC: Jack H. Galbraith, Chief Planner, Current Plans Division
/Art Chambers, Senior Planner

-1
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' 7-HE CITY OF WICHITA

DATE De**TXED 4OFFICE OF CITIZEN PARTICIPATION /O/ 54,

DEC 3 1981 // >< \\
TO Robert Lakin, Director of Planning

FROM Shirley Mast, Administrative Aide III

SUBJECT CPO Zone Change Notification
Committee Proposals

Thank you for your response of November 19th regarding the CPO Zone Change
Notification Committee Proposals.

The Committee met on November 30th and was advised that staff of MAPD asked
for further explanation on the mechanics of proposal #4 area notification
rather than distance , and for time to evaluate and discuss the proposals
either in informal or formal session with the MAPC prior to meeting with the
Zone Change Notification Committee.

The Committee iefined area notification (the property owners to be notified of
a zone change) as all property owners in all directions of all immediately
adjacent blocks". They said the intent of the proposal is to notify more
property owners that are actually affected by a zone change than those within
the established "distance ownership list for the City of Wichita",i.e.,up
to and including 1 acre, property owners within 200 feet are notified, over
1 acre to 6 acres, property owners within 350 feet are notified, etc.

The Zone Change Notification Committee agreed not to schedule another meeting
• until you have notified staff of the CP Office that MAPD staff will be available

to meet and discuss the proposals with the Committee.

For your reference, I have attached a copy of all the alternative notification
methods that were proposed by the Committee as well as the CPO Neighborhood
Councils responses to the proposals. Comments .rom MAPD staff were requested
on proposals numbers 1, 3, and 4.

If you have additional questions about this matter, or would like me and/or a
Committee representative to explain the proposals to the MAPC members in informal
session, please contact me at 4516.

Shirley 16st)
Administrative Aide III

SM:mw

cc: Jack Galbraith, Chief Planner, Current Plans -

Noted:

Sarah Gilbert

CP Coordinator

r
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CPO ZONE CHANGE NOTIFICATION COMMITTEE PROPOSALS

1. Increase the notification period from two to three weeks minimum.
-            This would allow residents of the area and the CPO Councils more

time to study the proposed zone change as well as eliminate the
occasional scheduling problems which occur with those CPO Councils

-          that meet on the first and third Thursdays of each month.
2. The CP Offices upon receipt of zone change notices, immediately

notify the area Chairperson. The Chairperson will then notify the
Other Council members. Council members will notify area residents

-          through the use of door hangers. The notice would contain a state-
ment to the effect °if you are renting property please forward noti-
'fication to your landlord".

E
4

3. Placement of signs on property to be rezoned (responsibility of
applicant). The City could lease the signs, the applicant would
be required to pay a deposit. The signs size would be dependent on
the property area.to be rezoned. The sign would be visible to both
directions of traffic. ,

i.st*,M

4. Area notification rather than distance notification. The Committee
defined area notification (the property owners to be notified of a

tililillillw'*2 zone change) as "all property owners in all directions of all
inmediately adjacent blocks". The intent of this proposal is to

, notify more property owners that are actually affected by a zone
change than those within the established "distance ownership 1 ist
for the City of Wichita", i.e., up to and including 1 acre, property

-             owners within 200 feet are notified, over 1 acre to 6 acres, property
0Wners within 350 feet are notified, etc.

merm
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/*30'.,9/.1. November 19, 1981

Shirley Mast, Administrative Aide III

Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

CPO Zone Change Notification Committee Proposals

It has just come to my attention that you have sent Jack Galbraith
several proposals involving zone change notification procedures.
In a policy area of this nature, I would appreciate at least being
copied in on ouch requests and would prefer that policy issues be
directed through me.

Because of the holidays and other meeting commitments, and the
need to evaluate the proposals, I would not think that it would
be fruitful to meet on the 30th. I would like, prior to meeting
with your committee, 1) have further explanation from you con-
earning what you envision to be the mechanics of item 4 (there
appears to be no decision rules) and to discuss some of these
policy issues with the MAPC either in informal or formal sessions.
As soon as I have this completed I will be happy to arrange a
meeting with your committee.

I 3

Robert A. Ia
Director of Planning

3/i?.4
RAL:rme

1

cc: Harold Peterson, Human Resources Director
Sarah Gilbert, CPO Coordinator
Jack H. Galbraith, Chief Planner, Current Plans Division

er
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THE CITY OF WICHITA

OFFICE OF CITIZEN PARTICIPATION DATE November 18, 1981

TO Jack Galbraith, Chief Planner

FROM Shirley Mast, Administrative Aide III

SUBJECT CPO Zone Change Notification
Committee Proposals

The CPO Zone Change Notification Committee met and discussed concerns regarding
the notification procedure on zone change request and possible alternatives
and/or supplemental notification methods. The alternative notification methods

that were proposed by the Committee are provided below. Also attached is a
copy of the CPO Neighborhood Councils responses to the Committee proposals.

1. Increase the notification period from two to three weeks
minimum. This would allow residents of the area and the

CPO Councils more time to study the proposed zone change

as well as eliminate the occasional scheduling problems
which occur with those CPO Councils that meet on the first

and third Thursdays of each month.

2. The CP Office, upon receipt of zone change notices,
immediately notify the area Chairperson. The Chairperson
will then notify the other Council members. Council members
will notify area residents through the use of door hangers.
The notice would contain a statement to the effect "if you
are renting property please forward notification to your
landlord".

3. Placement of signs on property to be rezoned (responsibility
of applicant). The City could lease the signs, the applicant
would be required to pay a deposit. The signs size would be

dependent on the property area to be rezoned. The sign would
be visible to both directions of traffic.

4. Area notification rather than distance notification.

(See attached diagram)

The Committee would like to hear your comments on proposals Numbers 1, 3, and 4,
and request that you attend their next Committee meeting on Monday, November 30th
at 7:00 p.m. in the Board Room, First Floor of City Hall.

If you have questions regarding th:2 matter, please contact me at 4516.

3/Liohia-
Shirley 4,st
Administrative Aide III

SM:dm,
Noted

Sarah Gilbert

CP Ccordinator

L

L



f

0*REA NOT I PICAT ION DI Alrgirt

2..

t

€69

Il I

F/6.1, 2€ 1,0,SH-ria L

14.,5

__- L \ UL_
r-1 znu-

*7*



*

Extend notification, Council notify area res Idents/ Sign Notification Area Notification
3 wks. minimum door hangers

A - endorsed dtd not endorse endorsed endorsed a broader notifi-
cation area

B - endorsed did not endorse endorsed-provided endorsed
easily seen, in-
cludes zone change

C - endorsed did not endorse endorsed endorsed

D - endorsed MAPC should be responsible for endorsed ask for ari

notifying area res idents directly

E - endorsed endorsed with deletion of Council endorsed endorsed

members notifying residents
through use of door hangers

F - endorsed took no action took no action did not en

"area" det,

G - endorsed endorsed endorsed endorsed

H - did not endorse did not endorsed requested more
information on

item

endorsed,

definition
limits sho

1 - endorsed did not endorse . endorsed endorsed a

cation are

J - endorsed did not endorse endorsed asked that

expanding
tance nori

K - endorsed took no action took no action supported, area definition
should be specific

L - endorsed did not endorse endorsed endorsed

M - endorsed did not endorse endorsed, cost endorsed

should be part
of fee, opposed
deposit

N - endorsed endorsed endorsed endorsed

0 - endorsed endorsed
endorsed, should endorsed
establish time

N,

Ba definition

dorse - favor if
ermined by MAPD

suggested that
of area and its

uld be clear

broader notifi-

a

MAPD look Into

the present dis- -
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