
].4*

St

'"9

FOR-84-2 - Departmental Review -
£North/South Alley in Block 2
Eprme andophillips Additioni .·,1 .

Arc
·41.2

4493%

1?1(1 :*26

4,1/

:

.>M€P



5-5460
Map No. DR - 84-2

Sec. 2O DATA SHEET

Twp.

Range Filed 3-16-84

APPLICATION REQUEST: North/South Alley in Block 2, Orme and
Phillips Addition

APPLICATION DATA:

1. Applicant: Citv of Wichita
Address 455 North Main

Phone

2. Agent:
Address Phone

3. General Location:

4. Proped Use:
AREA DATA:

1. Acres: ft. by ft.)
2. Adjoining Zoning: E S W N

3. Land Use: East

West North

4. Sketch Plan Land Use is for:

5. Present Land Use is for:

6. Area (is) (is not) platted.

PHOTO DATA:

Taken by Date Time
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OFFICE OF THE CITY MANAGEH April 30, 1984

CITY HALL - IHIRTEENTH FOOR

435 NORTH MAIN STREET
WICHITA. KANSAS 67202

134} 768·•131

Mr. John Marks

810 South Broadway
Wichita, KS 67211

Dear Mr. Marks:

On March 5, 1984, you were advised that the matter concerning the alley in
the 800 block of South B roadway was being reviewed by city staff and that
you woutd be advised when a determination was made.

The City of Wichita witt assume maintenance responsibility for the entire
alley. tt will be maintained in accordance with a schedule established by
the Department of Operations and Maintenance.

We hope this will resolve your concerns in a satisfactory manner.

Sincerely,

Sharon K. Hamrick

Executive Assistant

SKH/Rd
cc: I.Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

David Stowe, Di rector of Operations and Maintenance

RECEiyE©
MAY 1 1984

. METROPOLITAN PLANNING
ROUTE U _
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: WICHITA-SEDGWICr·¥OUNTY OATE

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT April 23, 1984

>•dack H. Galbraith, Chief Planner, Current Plans Division
TO C Gary Pierce, Graphics Supervisor

Mike Lindebak City Engineer

FROM
Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

SUGJECT Alley Grading - 800 South Broadway

Attached is a memo from Finch to Stowe on the above subject. As of
this date we should consider the alley City property. Galbraith,
make sure this memorandum and Finch's get attached to my correspondence
to Finch in our files on this subject. Mike, do the same for your
files. Pierce, make sure that the maps are clearly identified as
an alleyintis area. If you have any problems with what is the
precise area, see Galbraith.

6/Robert A'. Lakin

Director of Planning

RAL:rme

Attachment
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THE CITY OF WICHrrA

OFFICE OF CITY MANAGER

David Stowe, Directc

FROM Robert G. Finch,

9 ..:-s.:4 In reviewing the informatiori
.*.1 St. maintenance of the alley in

with the recommendation to
maintain it as such.

iiR44%,\ Unless you appeal the deci
closed and will advise the

RGF/hpd
cc: Robert A. Lakin, Direct

John Dekk,.-, Director

APR 2 C

METROPOLITAB
ROUTE m

hi L
8,4+11.

DATE April 19,1984

r of Operations and Maintenance

Deputy City Manager

SUBJECT Alley Grading --
800 South Broadway

i made available to this office in connection with
the 800 block of South Broadway, this office concurs
accept the entire alley as city responsibility and to

sion by April 30, 1984, we will consider the matter
complainant, John Marks, of our decision.

Robirt G. Finch

Deputy City Manager

r of Planning
of Law

PLANNING
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March 12, 1984 mi.

Robert Finch, Deputy City Manager

Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

Alley Grading - 800 South Broadway

1 have had my staff look into the status of the north-south alley
at 800 South Broadway. Attached is a memorandum from Nagley to
Galbraith outlining his findings. In summary it appears that there
has been no formal dedication of record for that particular section
of alley. It also appears, however, that we have done many things,
including placing utilities in the alley, acknowledging it as an
alley for tax purposes (no ownership cards), and providing alley
curb returns, all of which leads me to believe that we should accept
and acknowledge this piece of right-of·-way as an alley.

in brief discussions with Dekker it would look like there are some

alternatives. He may wish to further comment on these upon receipt
#4 of this memorandum. It would be my judgment that the alternatives

it as an alley, no better, no worse than others. Our rights to
available to the City are to, one, accept the alley by maintaining

this alley would be prescriptive in nature because it has been
used as an alley over time. The items indicated in Nagley's memo-
randum support public recognition and use as an alley.

Sit®

*9
49

=i>PP

Another alternative would be to reject any publ ic rights to the alley
by refusing to maintain it. I would assume we would also do this

: in writing to the persons who are raising the questions. In doing
: this, however, we need to disclaim our rights only to that as an
' alley, but maintain our prescriptive rights for the sewer and other
' public utilities in that area. As near as we can tell we have no

dedication for sewer easement either, so any rights that we have
need to be maintained as prescriptive in nature. This may seem
inconsistent to the property owners, as well as to our governing
body, that we claim prescriptive rights for sewer easement in the
alley but not for the alley right-of-way based on the facts that

·?1 exist. If we reject the alley it would appear that the property
owners then have the following alternatives.

4*WEET-3
4/'*:4·,t.* 364·r .2 0

„.:.,1.69944.·r:·4·,0 ,:,4 r.*

1

4;441

42481

1. Offer us a dedication at which time we can either

accept or reject through the governing body. , *M XBUMEi

N 2. They may appear on the public agenda and get the
governing body to reverse our decision of rejection
and ask them to accept the alley on a prescriptive
rights basis.-»1

faviallid##.1

I .L.4,-?4

4
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Robert Finch, Deputy City Manager
March 12, 1984
Page 2

3. The property owners can back off and simply maintainI. ' I I'*f'I' 
that they have individual prescriptive rights of

·il 1/3" access in and through the north part of the block.
,

In order to perfect their prescriptive rights,
clearly they need to go into District Court and
establish clear title under the Kansas statutes.

I f one or more of them should attempt to shut off
access to the other property owners, we are
encouraging litigation. I don't know of any
reason why that should occur however. If we

- - refuse to accept this as an alley and the
property owners are forced to establish their
prescriptive rights of access to the rear of
those properties. I can see the possibilities of
groups of property owners on the north shutting
the alley off at mid-block point. At that point
we may have other property owners in the south
part of that block being shut off from access
and thus again posing some potential litigation
issues either through their prescriptive rights

v through the north part of the block and/or action
against the City for failing to take and maintain
the alley.

f·ti,It :'64*
,·<7·.s:71'94'··. F 5*-&74

4444«94%4,M

46* 44
.*422*.4
14«2* 1

>Aift'(i:*f i 1

Irrespective of the legal issues that may exist with this alley, it
would seem to me that the facts are such that it looks like an alley
and should be considered an alley. My recommendation, unless there
is further discussion needed from a legal standpoint, is to accept
the area as an alley, maintain it as such, and mark the matter closed.

Robert A. Lakin
Director of Planning

1 41

r...... RAL:rme
Attachment

cc: David Stowe, Director of Operations and Maintenance
Mike Lindebak, City Engineer
John Dekker. Director of Law
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March 9, 1984 i1==,s·.20 'W

Jack H. Galbraith, Chief Planner

Forrest L. Nagley, Junior Planner

Status of the north-south alley in Block 2, Orme and
Phillips Addition.

%4
Attached is a map depicting the ownerships of the "School

public rights-of-way adjacent to and within the 800 Block
Reserve", the undedicated alley, the platted lots and the

of South Broadway, (Blk 2. Orme and Phillips Addition).
The "School Reserve" is located north of the vacated east-
west alley in this block and is outlined with the heavy
line. I have researched the past history of the existing
north-south alley in this City block and offer the follow-
ing findings:

1.) The undedicated alley right-of-way is a portion of
the "School Reserve" platted in 1876 within Orme and
Phillips Addition.

'22240
4: - 069

2.) As the "School Reserve" was not developed for school
purposes, it was sold to unknown individuals who sold
off the ownerships now making up the Reserve. During
these sales, the 20-foot strip of undedicated alley
right-of-way was not sold to the adjacent land pur-
chasers.

4

=§1*522
3.) Ownership of the undedicated alley right-of-way is

unknown, but it can be assumed that the individual(s)
who sold off the existing ownerships is still legal
owner of the 20-foot strip of ground.

r.341
491

4\914.

4.) The Quarter Section Maps in the County Clerk's office
indicate the 20-foot strip of the "School Reserve"
as alley right-of-way. No distinction is made between
the platted alley right-of-way to the south of the
Reserve and the undedicated alley right-of-way. The

County Clerk assigns no private ownership to the 20-
foot strip.

IME.t I + .,4<tud*·
1.44081%4

..i fit?*44
i 33ft@A.
..429&31

444#gkt
41-1-1>Re *nu .92' 3.9

5.) In 1959, the platted east-west alley in this block
was vacated. A review of the Subdivision Committee
minutes reflect that it was assumed that the north-
south alley existed all the way through the block.
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Jack H. Galbraith
Chief Planner
Page 2 - March 9, 1984

Yj

6.) In 1889, the City constructed a sanitary sewer line
in the platted north-south alley to the south of the
"School Reserve" and continued the sewer north through
the 20-foot wide strip of property as if it was a
dedicated alley. I can find no record of a separate
instrument which allowed the City to build the line
in the undedicated alley.

7.) A field check of the site indicates that in 1926, the
City constructed an alley approach from the undedicated
alley to Orme Street. The field check also verified
the existence of numerous public utilities in the 20-
foot strip (e. g., gas, electric, telephone and probably
cablevision).

CONCLUSION:

Even though the questioned 20-foot strip of proparty is not
*ffi·

a dedicated alley, it has functioned as one for nearly 100
years. It in in alignment with the dedicated alley to the
south and im of standard alley width. It contains numerous
public utilities, has an approach to the abutting public
street, and provides unobstructed access to the backs of
numerous ownerships. For all practical purposes, the 20-
foot strip of property is an alley and should be maintained M

as such.

4?

Forrest L. Nagley
Junior Planner

FIN:bh
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T}IE CITY OF WICIIITA

OFFICE OF CITY MANAGER DATE March 5, 1984

TO Robert A. Lakin. Wrer,nr of Planning

FROM Robert, G. Finch, Deputy City Manager

SUBJECT Alley Grading --
800 South Broadway

This office received a complaint call from John Marks, 810 South Broadway,
concerning the condition of the north-south alley iii the 800 block of
South Broadway (between Orme. and Indianapolis).

Initial research has revealed that the property in question was originally platted
with the north section designated as a "school reserve. " Since the original
platting (in 1876), the "school reserve" has apparently been sold to private
owners with the exception of a 20' section where the alley would be. There is
no indication from the records that the alley in the north section of the property
was ever dedicated to the city; therefore, 0&M does not maintain the north
section. It does appear. however, that the 20' section belongs to someone other
than the individual property owners.

In discussing the matter with Larry Henry of your staff, it was concluded that
perhaps further research should be done to determine who is the legal owner of
the 20' section. After that determination is made, we would like your
recommendation as to how to proceed.

We will advise Mr. Marks that the matter is under review at this time and that
he will be advised of our findings.

Your report and recommendation, please, by April E 1984.

Robert G. Finch
Deputy City Manager

RGF/hpd
Attachment*

cc: J#fike Lindebak, City Engineer (w/a)
David Stowe, Director of Operations and Maintenance (w/a)

Ma 5 EM
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TIIE CITY OF WICIIITA

OFFICE OF The Director of Operations & DATE January 10, 1983
Maintenance

TO Alvena Lyon, City Comndssioner Aide

FROM Gail Williams, Assistant to the Director of Operations & Maintenance

SUBJECT Alley Grading, 800
South Broadway

The attached plat is of Mr. Marks' block. Note that the official alley (and
City responsibility) ends at mid block.

It may seem like a minor point to refuse to maintain the extra half-block of
alley, but this situation exists numerous places, and would add up to many
hours and miles of maintenance each year.

Gene Rath, Street Services Directors is familiar with the situations having

discussed it with Mr. Marks several times. If you need additional background

information, contact him at 4559.

'*433

6153*k' Gail Williams

Assistant to the Director

Operations and Maintenance

GW/km

attachment

ce: Gene Rath, Street Services Director

4%438
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..
OFFICE OF THE CITY MANAGER

March 5, 1984
CITY HAN - THIRTEENTH nOOR

4
433 NORTH MAIN STREET

WICHITA. KANSAS 67202

(316) 268·4351

Mr. John Marks

810 South Broadway
Wichita, KS 67211

Dear Mr. Marks:

As a result of your call to this office complaining about the condition of the
alley in the 800 block of South Broadway, we have been reviewing the
situation in order to determine what the various options are with regard to
alley maintenance.

The area in question was platted in the 1800s; therefore, considerable
research is required to determine what has taken place over the years.

Please bear with us while we research the records and make the appropriate
determinations. We will advise you of our findings.

Sincerely,

Sharon K. Hamrick

Executive Assistant

SKH/p,1
cc: wRobert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

David Stowe, Director of Operations and Maintenance

<D,-4,3

MAR 6 1984

METROPOLITAN PLANNING
ROUTE El - --... --- -
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ORDINANCE No. 24-937

850

0 6(41)

-ORDINA*-NO-782§37

AN ORDINANCE VACATING THE WEST 140 FEET AND THE EAST

140 FEET OF THE EAST-WEST ALLEY, AS PLATTED IN BLOCK
2, ORME AND PHILLIPS ADDITION TO WICHITA, SEDGWICK

BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF SEDGWICK
COUNTY, KANSAS, AND REPEALING ORDINANCE NO . 11 -272
OF THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS.

COUNTY, KANSAS; AND RECOMMENDING THE VACATION THEREOF

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

SECTION ONE. That the west 140 f2et and the east 140 feet of the East-
West alley as platted in Block 2, Orme and Phillips Addition to Wichita, Sedgwick
County, Kansas, be and the same is hereby vacated.

SECTION TWO. That it is hereby recommended to the Board of County Commis-
sioners of Sedgwick·County, Kansas, that the above described alley be vacated by
said Board in the event a proper petition is filed under the provisions of Sect.ons
12-504, 12-505, and 12-506, GS 1949.

SECTION THREE. That Ordinance No. 11-272 of the City of Wichita, Kansas,
be and the same is hereby repealed.

SECTION FOUR. This Ordinance shall be in force and take effect from and
after its passage and publication once in the official city paper.

ADOPTED AT WICHITA, KANSAS, THIS 3rd DAY OF NOVEMBER, 1959.
44

Justus H. Fugate
Mayor

ATTEST:

C. H. Funk

City Clerk

(SEAL)

STATE OF KANSAS)
SEDGWICK COUNTY) SS
JITY OF WICHITA)

I, C. H. Funk, Clerk of the City of Wic?.ita, Kansas, hereby certify that tte

41'h
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page. 4 (Subdivisionmmittee Minutes
September 24, 1959

42··IA

Ad

5. Case No. V-0113 - J. A. Hendrickson requests vacation
of a portion of 9th Street located as follows: Thenorth 16.95 feet of 9th Street (portion lying north ofk sidewalk) and lying south of and adjacent to Lot 162
on Main Street, in Mungers Original Town Addition.
EICHER pointed out that right-of-way at this point is100 feet in width and that the above portion is not now beingused and apparently is not going to be used. It is related toa re-zoning application for area at the northeast corner of9th Street and Maln.

It was pointed out that the existing situation as to right-of-way width is similar to a request several weeks ago foram••••m vacation of a portion of Country. Club Place, which request was. denied by the Planning Commission but approved by the City Com-: mission.

There was no opposition voiced by any property·owner inthe area.

1

ACTION: It was the decision of the Subdivision
Committee to recbmmend to the Planning Commis-
sion that this request be approved, subject tothe following:

Applicant to bear the cost of such vacation withoutcost to the City or County,

0

4
El

I 6. Case No. V-0114 - Dale 0. and Dorothy B. Casteel request
vacation of east-west alley running from Broadway to Topekaand lying in Block 2, Orme and Phillips Addition.

...1
It was pointed out that prior vacation of this alley has2 been approvud by the City, but that the proceedings were not

carried through to completion by the County Commissioners, and 'that in order to clear the title proceedings before the City iCommission are being repeated and will be carried through to :completion by the County, I

il*t

4 4

.a-Ve€¥22::<1
.

il#.--

-J

9?•w.39/

1 Discussion 41:101Qaed --that there- is -a. aanita:cy_.ae,ven-in..22. nerrth-!tonth 2Tfky--•a 41·--a-gas-lin• whirth nnrth-Anith Allpybl_RAT+. 1-hp east.,w@21. alley above.-describel- It was felt that
these lines should be protected by easement, arid .it was agreed -such could be done by.amendment of the request .

t ACTION: It was the decision of the SubdivisionCommittee to recommend to the Planning Commis - S,> £•A·
· sion that the east-west alley .lying in Block 2, M,No.r 0 0, Orme and Phillips Addition be vacated from the

east 1lne of Broadway to the west line of the 2/Ut /#LI94· north-south alley in this blork, and from the VkA-r*4east line of,the north-south alley to the west
1lne of Topeka, subject to the following:
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 Page ·5 - Subdivision Committee Minutes
September 24, 1959

1. Applicant'to bear the cost of such vacation without
cost to the City or County.

7. Case No. V-0111 - Edgar L. McBee requests vacation of
Chapple Street extending from the east line of Wichita to
the west line of Water in McArthur Gardens Addition.

EICHER stated that the request is made to gain back a part
of ground that was sold. No one was present to speak either
for or in opposition to this request.

It was noted that the Interstate Route 235 crosses through
this area and that it would not be logical to vacate any public
right-of-way until it is definitely determined Just where the
highway location will be. It was noted also that it is in an
industrial area (Rock Island Industrial Addition platted to the
east) and that lt would not seem reasonable to vacate right-of-
way which might be needed in the future.

ACTION: It was the decision of the Subdivision
Committee to recommend to the Planning Commission
that this request be denied by reason of the fact
that it is impossible to determine at this time
what the impact of the vacation would have upon
the proposed Interstate Route·235'which goes
through adjacent to subject. lotation.

Meeting adjourned about 3:00 p.m.

W. W. Rutledge
Chairman

'
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PAGE 41
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4. V-Ol 14 - DALE 0. AND DohuTHY B. CAS11 Er. REQUEST VACATION OF
EAST-WEST ALLEY RUNNING FROM BROADWAY TO TOPEKA AND LYING
IN BLOCK 2, ORME AND PRILLIPS ADDITION.

|T WAS CONSIDERED NECESSARY TO RETAIN THAT PART OF THE ABOVE

ALLEY WHICH IS AN PYT/,19 in,1 AF -rwi MARTH-9011TH A! 1 E Y THROUGH THIS

BLOCK, TO ACCOMMODATE EXISTING UTILITIES.

MOTION: IT WAS l'OVED, SECONDED AND CARRIED
ION UNANIMOUSLY THAT THE PLANNING COMMISSION

RECOMMEND TO THE BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS

THAT THE EAST-WEST ALLEY LYING IN BLOCK 2,
ORME AND PHILLIPS ADDITION BE VACATEb FROM THE

EAST LINE OF BROADWAY TO THE WEST LINE OF THE

NORTH-SOUTH ALLEY IN THIS BLOCK, AND FROM THE
EAST LINE OF THE NORTH-SOUTH ALLEY TO THE WEST

LINE OF TOPEKA, SUBJECT TO- ALL PROCEEDINGS
BEING WITHOUT COST TO THE CITY OR COUNTY.

V :·1 ED
NO 5. V-0115 - MAY B. CALLAHAN, ET AL. BY JAMES R. BARR, ATTORNEY,

REQUEST VACATION OF |6 FOOT EASEMENT CENTERED ON THE REAR 44

LOT LINE OF LoTs 1,'3,4,5,6,7,8,9, 10, 11, 12, BLocK T,
CALLAHAN ADDITION, RUNNING FROM BYRON AVENUE ON THE NORTH TO

ED BELVIEW AVENUE ON THE SOUTH, AND AN EASEMENT 10 FEET WIDE
CENTERING ON THE LOT LINE RUNNING BETWEEN LOTS |0 AND 11 AND
LOTS I AND 3 IN SAID BLOCK T, AND RUNNING FROM TYLER ROAD ON
THE EAST TO THE EAST CORNER OF LOT 2, BLOCK T.

EDMONDS STATED THAT THIS REQUEST IS MADE.TO PERMIT CONSTRUCTION

92ENTS ,
OF A CHURCH IN THIS AREA, AND THAT THE CHURCH IS WILLING TO GRAN
OTHER EASEMENTS AT THE TIME OF CONSTRUCTION AS NEEDED.

270 N JAMES BARR, ATTORNEY, REPRESENTING THE APPLICANTS, SPOKE IN
SUPPORT OF THIS REQUEST.

|T WAS NOTED THAT ONE PROPERTY OWNER IN THE BLOCK HAS NOT

RI
SIGNED THE APPLICATION, BUT IT WAS POINTED OUT THAT THERE ARE
OTHER MEANS BY WHICH THIS LOT CAN BE SERVED SY UTILITITIES.

G MOTION: IT WAS MOVED, SECONDED AND CARRIED

·4 UNANIMOUSLY THAT THE PLANNING COMMISSION
£ RECOMMEND TO THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
Y THAT THIS REQUEST BE APPROVED, SUBJECT-TO THE

FOLLOWING:

SINT

NT

.Af.¢

1. RE-DEDICATION OF ANY EASEMENTS FOR UTILITIES

WHICH MIGHT BE REQUIRED BY THE ENGINEERING
DEPARTMENT OF EITHER THE CITY OR COUNTY. EF©

2. SHOULD THERE BE ANY EXISTING UTILITIES IN THE

PRESENT EASEMENTS WHICH ARE BEING VACATED, THEN

REMOVAL AND RE-ARRANGEMENT THEREOF SHALL BE AT
THE SOLE EXPENSE OF T·HE OWNER.

i
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WICHITA- SEDGWICK COUNTY DATE

March 9, 1984

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

TO Jack H. Galbraith, Chief Planner

FROM Forrest L. Nagley, Junior Planner

SUBJEJT Status of the north-south alley in Block 2, Orme and
Phillips Addition.

Attached is a map depicting the ownerships of the "School
Reserve", the undedicated alley, the platted lots and the
public rights-of-way adjacent to and within the 800 Block
of South Broadway, (Blk 2, Orme and Phillips Addition).
The "School Reserve" is located north of the vacated east-

west alley in this block and is outlined with the heavy
line. I have researched the past history of the existing
north-south alley in this City block and offer the follow-
ing findings:

1.) The undedicated alley right-of-way is a portion of
the "School Reserve" platted in 1876 within Orme and
Phillips Addition.

2.) As the "School Reserve" was not developed for school
purposes, it was sold to unknown individuals who sold
off the ownerships now making up the Reserve. During
these sales, the 20-foot strip of undedicated alley
right-of-way was not sold to the adjacent land pur-
chasers.

3.) Ownership of the undedicated alley right-of-way is
unknown, but it can be assumed that the individual(s)

who sold off the existing ownerships is still·legal
owner of the 20-foot strip of ground.

4.) The Quarter Section Maps in the County Clerk's office
indicate the 20-foot strip of the "School Reserve"
as alley right-of-way. No distinction is made between
the platted alley right-of-way to the south of the
Reserve and the undedicated alley right-of-way. The
County Clerk assigns no private ownership to the 20-
foot strip.

5.) In 1959, the platted east-west alley in this block
was vacated. A review of the Subdivision Committee

minutes reflect that it was assumed that the north-

south alley existed all the way through the block.

L

L

6
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Jack H. Galbraith

Chief Planner

Page 2 - March 9, 1984

6.) In 1889, the City constructed a sanitary sewer line
in the platted north-south alley to the south of the
"School Reserve" and continued the sewer north through
the 20-foot wide strip of property as if it was a
dedicated alley. I can find no record of a separate
instrument which allowed the City to build the line
in the undedicated alley.

7.) A field check of the site indicates that in 1926, the
City constructed an alley approach from the undedicated
alley to Orme Street. The field check also verified
the existence of numerous public utilities in the 20-
foot strip (e.g., gas, electric, telephone and probably
cablevision).

CONCLUSION:

Even though the questioned 20-foot strip of property is not
a dedicated alley, it has functioned as one for nearly 100
years. It is in alignment with the dedicated alley to the
south and is of standard alley width. It contains numerous
public utilities, has an approach to the abutting public
street, and provides unobstructed access to the backs of
numerous ownerships. For all practical purposes, the 20-
foot strip of property is an alley and should be maintained
as such.

Forrest L. Nagieyl
Junior Planner

FLN:bh
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THE CITY OF WICHITA

OFFICE OF CITY MANAGER DATE March 5, 1984

TO
Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

FROM Robert G. Finch, Deputy City Manager

SUBJECT Alley Grading --
800 South Broadway

This office received a complaint call from John Marks, 810 South Broadway,
concerning the condition of the north-south alley in the 800 block of
South Broadway (between Orme and Indianapolis).

Initial research has revealed that the property in question was originally platted
with the north section designated as a "school reserve." Since the original
platting (in 1876) , the "school reserve" has apparently been sold to private
owners with the exception of a 20' section where the alley would be. There is
no indication from the records that the alley in the north section of the property
was ever dedicated to the city; therefore, 0&M does not maintain the north
section. tt does appear, however, that the 20' section belongs to someone other
than the individual property owners.

In discussing the matter with Larry Henry of your staff, it was concluded that
perhaps further research should be done to determine who is the legal owner of
the 20' section. After that determination is made, we would like your
recommendation as to how to proceed.

We will advise Mr. Marks that the matter is under review at this time and that
he will be advised of our findings.

Your report and recommendation, please, by April 6, 1984.

Robert G. Finch

Deputy City Manager

RGF/hpd
Attachments

cc: Mike Lindebak, City Engineer (w/a)
David Stowe, Di rector of Operations and Maintenance (w/a)

MAR 6 1984

METROPOLITAN PLANNING
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THE CITY OF WICIIITA

OFFICE OF The Director of Operations & DATE January 10, 1983
Maintenance 4 9

TO Alvena Lyon, City Commissioner Aide

FROM Gail Williams, Assistant to the Director of Operations & Maintenance

SUBJECT Alley Grading, 800
South Broadway

The attached plat is of Mr. Marks' block. Note that the official alley (and
City responsibility) ends at mid block.

It may seem like a minor point to refuse to maintain the extra half-block of
alley, but this situation exists numerous places, and would add up to many
hours and miles of maintenance each year.

Gene Rath, Street Services Director, is familiar with the situation, having
discussed it with Mr. Marks several times. If you need additional background
information, contact him at 4559.

Gail Williams

Assistant to the Director

Operations and Maintenance

attachment

GW/km
i

cc: Gene Rath, Street Services Director
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