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December 4, 1985

Metropolitan Area Planning Department.

t-for-Zoni,:p--Presented-by-aLk Galbral wi, -CM-3 1t Plans.
i.+39

This\item was initially considered by the Beird of County
Commisslwters o ember 27, 1985 and was defel*ed one week.n Nov

chanSCZ-0555. Zort ge from "R-1" Subw.3'in Residential to the "C" \
Commercial Dist Generally losa'fed on the south side of 2lst 
Street North, 1 eet + eastYTyler. District #3.

The Planning Commissic-*< to make a recommendation due to two
moot votes. / \

ACTION: 1. Adopt f}ridings and deny tkappl ication; or
gpfrove the zone change subject tkplatting within l

2. Ado findings and approve €Mb.Application;

/one year; adopt a resolution establi®,ing the zone l
change and instruct the Planning Department to withhold

publication of the resolution until the plhkhas_Menrecorded with the Register of Deeds.

2. Approval of the Year 2000 Transportation Plan, Streets and Highway
Element. Presented by Fred Schwartz, Principal Planner, Current
Plans.

On August 22, 1985, the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
(MAPC) approved the Year 2000 Transportation Plan, Streets and
Highway Element, and acted to accept public comment on the same for
a minimum of 60 days.

On September 26, 1985, the Metropolitan Area Planning Department
(MAPD) presented this plan to the Board of County Commissioners
and recommended that the Board concur in the MAPC action to adopt
the plan after the 60 day comment period.

Upon consideration of the plan at its September 26, 1985 meeting,
the Board of County Commissioners indicated general agreement with
the plan, but directed staff to provide addi tional information and
then present the plan for approval immediately prior to final
adoption of the plan by the MAPC.

-            MAPD staff has gathered the information requested, and recommends
action line #1 for adoption.

1

2

3

ACTION: Recommend to the MAPC that the Year 2000 Transportaticn
Plan, Streets and Highways Element, be adopted as
presented with the following notations:
a. Kellogg, within the years 1986-2000, should be

upgraded to six-lane freeway standards between
Mid-Continent Road and Topeka, and two urban
interchanges at Oliver and at Woodlawn should be
constructed. All improvements to Kellogg should be
built to be compatible with six-lane standards.
Other improvements to Kellogg will be built when land
use and financial conditions allow.

b. The Northeast Expressway should connect with the
existing interstate system at I-235 and 29th Street , a.

and follow the alignment proposed in Alternate 1; or
Take such action as the Board deems acoropriate.
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SUPPLEMENTAL CORRIDOR STUDY
OF THE

NORTHEAST EXPRESSWAY

(Rock Road west to junction with 1-235 or K-254)

During the recent past, the Planning Department has evaluated three alternate
routes for a portion of the Northeast Expressway. The alignment from Rock
Road to Kellogg is considered fixed. The evaluation made was of the
alternatives for the roadway as it proceeds west and/or north from Rock Road.
(The three alternative routes are shown on the attached map. )

The examination included: updating the existi!.9 land use and transportltion
system, validating future land use projections, listing existing traffic volumes,
projecting future traffic volumes on the proposed alternate routes as well as the
surrounding arterials, and identifying general social/environmental factors.

The results of this evaluation are summarized below and in the attached chart.

Alternate 1

Alternate 1 is the shortest (10.3 miles), most direct route with projected traffic
volumes of up to 26,000 vehicles per day Cover twice that of Alternate 3). This
alternative would be the most convenient route for residents of the northeast
2:rea of the City as well as the entire community and would relieve tile greatest
amount of traffic on nearby arterials.

This route has the additional advantage of being able to connect with the
interstate system (at I-135) during the super-two" highway phase without
building a new interchange.

It is anticipated that no homes would have to be displaced. The animal shelter
on Hillside might have to be relocated as weli as possibly one or two small
industries when the -interchange is built. Exact answers on relocation will be

possible after the design study which will be initiated in early 1986. (See target
dates attached. )

The route passes through a small portion of undevelopecl park land but it
appears that any negative impacts could be minimized with proper design.

There are four or five landowners/residents near the intersection with Oliver
who have expressed their opposition to the proposed route.

Alternate 2

Alternate 2 is identical to Alternate 1 between Rock Road and Oliver, so it
shares the same concerns regarding the Park and the landowners near Oliver.
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The route is approximately one-half mile longer than Alternate 1 and connectsr-rA
with K-254 to the north. A new interchange would be required at that location.

Projected traffic volumes are less than Alternate 1 but better than Alternate 3.
Because of its northerly connection, it would not be as convenient for area
traffic as Alternate 1.

There are also possible problems with 7 or 8 residences near 37th and Oliver i.·. j,
denending on final design. No removal or relocation of structures ire
anticipated for this alternative.

Alternate 3

Alternate 3 is the longest route (11.2 miles, nearly one mile longer than
Alternate 1) and would be the least convenient for area residents. Projected
traffic volumes are the lowest of all thr·ee alternatives, carrying only 40% of the
volume of Alternate 1.

This route would connect with K-254 between 45th and 53rd Streets and proceed
east and north around the City of Bet Aire. A new interchange would be
required at K-254. Complete right-of-way plans are available for this route and
all public hearings have been held. The Federal Highway Administration has
approved the design plans for this alternate.

Bet Aire residents have protested this route because it passes through their city
limits. It is expected that this alternative would require no relocation of homes
or businesses.

CONCLUSION/RECOMMENDATION

All three alternatives have the unusual advantage of going through primarily
undeveloped land, thereby causing minimal disruption to residents and
businesses. Alternate 1 has the distinct advantage of being the shortest, most
direct route with the highest projected traffic volumes--about twice that of
Alternate 3. This alternate would provide the best traffic service to the
northeast area and the entire community. In addition, this is the only
alternative that allows a connection with the freeway system without constructing
an interchange in the short term (during super-two" phase).

Therefore, it is recommended that Alternate 1 be approved as the preferred
alignment for the north end of the Northeast Expressway and that it be shown
on the Transportation Plan as the route of the Northeast Expressway.

1
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NORIEAST EXPRESSWAY
SU:IMARY OF ALTERNAIWES

RAFFAC AND DEMON

LAND USE, SOC IAL AfID ENVI RONMENTAL
Projected Number of Raf-

Alternative Traffic Lcrgth of r«tor- road Connection t. Denign Future Land Removal /RelocationPoute, Votu-el Roadwal chances Crossings 1-135/K-254 Study Use of Structures
Social/En•tronient,114,826- 10.3 miles 10 2 Can co,inect To be Man'ty Animal Shelter * Pos/ble impact " 3 homes & 2 developing areas.**

25,983
to exist!. done. Industrial

* Possibly 1 or Z ' Pamies thru approx. 650 ft. of north edge of Chfshari Creeknterchange west of indutrie, #en Park (unde,aloped).at I-135 and
Oliver. rest- taterchinp is Possibie dlit/,bante to 1 mi. of hedgerow *70/9 Park.29th St.
dentl/1 & built.

(Should be able to avoid with proper design.)co'erct/1

east of

Oliver.
#2 13,004- 10.7 miles 10 2 Requires To be Mainly Non€ anticipated.  Possible impact an 10 homes 4 2 developtng 8reas.-

20.448
interchange don" 1.dustrial

' Passes thru approx. 650 ft. of north edge of Chisholm Creekat K-254. nest of
Park (undeveloped).

Oliver; res/- PoBsible disturbance to 1 m{. of hedgerin along Park.dential &
(Should be able to avoid with proper design.)cg..:lat

Poisible I sturbance to private pond on north end cf route.east of

oliver.

0
/3 7,631- 11.2 miles 11 2 Require Com- Residential None anttclpated. Posmible impact on 3 developfng re/dentiol .reas in

11,550
interchange pleted & agricul-

Wichita.**4 K-254. *
tural.

Pa,ses thru undeveloped tand in City of Bel Mieapproved

' Possible impact on ling-range develope/nt plans of churchby FHWA,
near Bel Al re.

* Year ZOCO *,0/890 annual daily traffic.
••Wlthin 5CO ft. of rlght-of-way

42¢ 1
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MAPD

NORTHEAST EXPRESSWAY

Target Dates

MAPC Adoption of Year 2000 Transportation Plan December 12, 1985

Design Study for N.E. Expressway initiated February-March 1986

Design Study Comptetion January 1987

ROW Acquisition 1986-1989

Super 2 :ane construction - in phases 1988-1992

Upgrade to freeway with interchanges 1993-2010

r
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Public Hearing Comments

A. At MAPC meeting August 22nd, 1985

Agency

Name or

Name Colnents Staff Response

1. Chamber of Commerce (Charles Belt) Strongly endorsed the Plan with the following comments - Staff agrees that Kellogg {s atop
- Kellogg have top priority priority for expenditure of funds
- Start process for downttwn Overpass now especially the Downtown Overpass.
- If possible, bring Kellogg up to 6-lane - ·Staff would recommend that the following

freeway standards from urban limit to urban policy statements be included in the Year
limit even if it takes longer than Year 2000 2000 Transportation Plan, Streets and

Interchange) Highway Element:

All major reconstruction or con-

suruction projects on Kellogg

(US 54) from Sycamore west to

Ridge/Mid Continent Rd be built

to 6-lane freeway standards.
' All major reconstruction or con-

struction between Hillside east

to Webb Rd be designed and built
to be adaptable to expansion to a
6-lane f ree„ay when financial and

socioeconomic conditions permit.
A flow chart for getting Kellogg

to a six-lane freeway is attached
which includes cost and possible

dates of construction. The Horizon

extends past the Year 2000.

Northeast Expressway should have more Staff agrees that the Northeast
southern alignment on the north end Expressway works best when con-
(Connect to 1-135 @ Hydraulic/29th St. nected directly to I-135 at or about
Interchange) Hydraulic/29th interchange.

- Start Purchasing right-of-way as soon as - Staff recommends that the alignment
possible and construct "Super 2" Lane road be designed and constructed as a

as quickly as possible. 'Super 2' roadway until such time as

traffic volumes require upgrading to full
4-lane freeway standards.

-1-
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1
A.

Agency
Name or

Comments
Staff Response

2. Wichita Airport Authority (Monroe Funk) Authority agrees with most of the Plan but has
following comments:

Section of Kellogg from Ridge Rd to Downtown - Staff agrees that Kellogg is a top
be built as a st#-lane freeway priority for expenditure of funds

especially the Downtown Overpass.
- All major reconstruction or construe-

tion projects on Kellogg (US 54) from
Sycamore west to Ridge/Mid Continent
Rd. be built to 6-lane freeway
standard. j

Wants to assure that construction of Northeast - The roadway as presently designed Blows
Expressway allows Jabara Airport to improve to a glide slope of approximately 48: or
a precision runway on the south end. 49:1 (50:1 is standard for precision run-

way) which staff believes would be
acceptable to FAA to issue a waiver and
allow a precision Instrument runway
rating.

 3. Ralph Lamsrath
Thinks that Kellogg should be generally upgraded Staff agrees that Kellogg is a top
to expressway and freeway standards priority·

'All major reconstruction or construe-
tion projects on Kellogg (US 54) fro
Sycamore west to Ridge/Mid Co,tinent
Rd. be built to 6-lane freeway
standards.

All major reconstruction or construe
tion between Hillside east to Webb
be designed and built to be
adaptable to expansion to a 6-lane
freeway when financial and socio-
economic conditions permit.
A flow chart for getting Kellogg
a six-lane freeway is attached
which includes cost and possible
dates of construction. The i
Horizon extends past the
Year 2000.

Thinks Northeast Expressway would serve better if Staff agrees that the Northeast
it were connected to the Freeway System on the Expressway works best when con-
North and further west on Kellogg to the south nected directly to I-135

at or about Hydraulic/29th inter-
change.

-2-
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Agency
Name or ·

1!2!m Comments Staff Response

4. Paul Graves Kellogg should be a six-lane freeway from east Staff agrees that Kellogg 1. a top
urban limit to west urban limit priority.

All major reconstruction or

construction projects on Kellogg

(US 54) from Sycamore west to
The Year 2000 Transportation

Plan, Streets and Highway

Element fully recognizes the

ability of good intersections

to improve traffic flow and

has therefore recommended 40

channelizations and 7 improved

signallzation projects.

u 5. Haysvme Planning (Charles Stopp) - liked the Plan as it applies to Haysville but - 71st Street. from Hydraulic to the

wanted to recommend the followtng Turnpike is outside the urban bound-
Add 71st to the Plan from Hydraulic to the ary and is not eligible for Federal
east urban limits Aid Urban designation.

- Changes in urban boundaries are

handled by the Coordinating Com-

mittee for Transportation and do

not have to be in the Plan element.

Add 79th from Meridian to Broadway to the Plan 79th Street from Hydraulic to the

Turnpike is outside the urban bound-

ary and is not eligible for Federal

Aid Urban Designation.

- Changes in urban boundaries are

handled by the Coordinating Com-

mittee for Transportation and to

not have to be in the Plan element.

Add Traffic signals at 63rd and Broadway and - Additionally, signalization pro-

55th and Seneca jects are not of a magnitude to

be included individually on a long

range Transportation Plan element.

6. Wichita Blkeway Cor'nittee (larry Ross) wanted a Bicycle Component added to Plan - Staff is asking for the adoption of

said Bikeway Committee was drafting such a the Streets and Highway Element of the

component Transportation Plan which would not

contain a bicycle element. The Guide

to Bikeway Development completed in
1980 is still the document used to

provide for the bicycle transportation

needs of the Wichita area.

-3-
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Agency

Nam, or
!!2!21 Comments Staff Response

- Any document produced by the Bikeway

Comittee would, of course, be welcomed

by MAPD for evaluation as to its

relevance to the Transportation Plan.

7. Marguerite Nicolay wants to know when t..e Flyover w111 be built at - At present, Staff would indicate that
Kellogg and Oliver the Kellogg @ Oliver Flyover is of high

priority but would follow the downtown

overpass and therefore would be
scheduled in the timeframe of

Design 1989-90

R-0-W 1990/91

Construction 1991/92

While this is very tentative, without

the review and concurrence of the

Wichita Board of City Commissioners,
it still reflects the best estimate

available of this project.
or

Design 1989

R-0-W 1991

Construction 1994

B. Written Comments subsequent to meeting

1. City of Valley Genter (Mac Manning) would like to see 85th St. expanded to show - Staff reexamined 85th Street volumes

4-lanes between Broadway to East City Limits both in present traffic and projected
traffic and finds no need for a 4-lane

improvement on 85th Street in the time-

frame examined.

Meridian should rerlect the existing 4-,ane - Staff will change the map to reflect
section between 69th and 77th Street the existing 4-lane condition on·

Meridian between 69th St. and 77th St.

Meridian between 69th and 55th should be - Staff believes traffic projections too

expanded to 4-lane to tie the Wichita low to justify recommended widening.
improvement (I-235 to 55th) to existing - Staff will continue to monitor and

4-lane section. evaluate growth and dispersion of

traffic in the future and will make

tecommendations for additions to and

deletions from the Plan element as

needed.

-4-
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Name Or

Agency

Name Comments Staff Response

2. Don Blast suggested numerous improvements to Kellogg - Staff agrees that Kellogg is a top
which made the road 6-lane freeway from priority.

1-235 to Downtown and 4-lane expressway/
freeway from Roosevelt to Greenwich Rd.

liked Mclean - 2nd St. "one way p. ·" - Staff states that the Mclean/2nrl St.
alternate

one-way pair solution continues to be
one of a number of oossible ways to
solve the congestion in that
corridor.

liked southern alignment of Northeast - Staff agrees that the Northeast
Expressway Expressway works best when con-

nected directly to I-135 at or0
about Hydraulic/29th interchange.

Rev. E. E. and - They like the 1-235/Maple St. Interchange - Staff believes the 1-235 and, Maple
Vera Kardatike

interchange is an important addition
to the Interstate System for the
Wichita area and will continue to

press for KDOT/FHWA financial partici-
pation in this project at the
earliest time.

 4. Margaret Miller Wichita should consider the bike as a - Staff is asking for the adoption
transportation vehicle and plan for them of the Streets and Highway Element

of the Transportation Plan which would
not contain a bicyDle element. The
Guide to Bikeway Development completed
in 1980 is still the document used

to provide for the bicycle transpor-
tation needs of the Wichita area.

:2 5. E. L. Klein would like to encourage the construction - Staff believes the 1-235 and Maple
of I-235 and Maple St. Interchange interchange is an important addition

to the interstate System for the
Wichita area and *ill continue to

press for KDOT/FHWA financial
participation in this project at the
earl iest time.

-5-
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Agency
Name or ' :

Nam C.rrments Staff Response

C. Other nonwritten comments subsequent to August 22nd public hearing

1. Wichita Board of Approve the plan as recorrmended by the MAPC: and Staff agrees
City Comissioners during the 60-day period between today's public

hearing and final adoption evaluate the proposals
to make Kellogg a six-lane freeway through the
entire urban area; and approve the plan as pre-
sented acknowledging the three alternate routes
routes for the Northeast Circtimfrential and

that the MAPC further indicate support for the
southern corridors with preference to a route
which would connect to I-135 at the 29th Street
Interchange.

2. Economic Development Approve the plan but prioritize projects on - Through our future land use plan and
an economic development potential basis the consideration of serving industrial

areas, an economic consideration has
£ ready been included. The ranking of
projects will be the responsibility of
the B.C.C. and the B.Co.C.

- Staff believes that both Kellogg and
the Northeast Expressway are projects
which stimulate economic development.

 3. Wichita Traffic Commission Approve the plan but reserve judgement on - Staff will return to the Traffic
the three northern allgnments of Northeast

t
Commission in the design phase of the

Expressway until design study is completed and Northeast Expressway.
a public hearing held.

 4.chita Area Board of Approve the Allan, and recommend the highest Staff believes that purchase of right-of 
Builders priority be given to Kellogg improvements. way to preserve the alignment and con- 1

Reserve judgement on the Northeast struction of a 2-lane road is of high
Expressway until Kellogg improve- priority.

ments are completed.

-6-
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BOARD OF SEDGWICK COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

PROCEEDINGS t

A. Call Meeting to Order at 9:00 a.m.

B. Invocation of the Christian Businessmen's Committee

C. Flag Salute

D. Roll Call 4

E. Approval of Minutes, Regular Meeting of September 11, 1985.

F. Certification as to the availability of funds - County Controller's
Office.

G. Proclamation declaring the week of September 29 - October 5, 1985 as
Emergency Medical Service week. Presented by Louanna Honeycutt,

.. omi><€*43;'· · - Public Affairs Officer.

40 ACTION: Adopt the proclamation and authorize the Chairman
to sign.

H. Approval of recomendations for the selection of firms for the design
and construction of the proposed Sedgwick County Adult Local Detention
Facility. Presented by Al Jarvis, Chairman, Corrections Facility
Advi sory Board.

119: fe?39.,
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MEETING OF THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

SPECIAL MEETING

SEPTEMBER 26, 1985

(Welcome to Channel 8 viewing audience and an overview of agenda items to
be consi dered)

Requests for quotation were opened on September 3, 1985 from 7 A/E
firms and 8 CM firms. Proposals were provided to each member of the
Project Review Committee (PRC).

The PRC members reviewed all proposils in depth, conducted reference
checks and interviewed four A/E and four CM firms. As a result of an
extensive review and evaluation process, the PRC recommends selection
of the following firms.

On July 31, 1985, the Board of County Commissioners approved proposals
for architectural/engineering (A/E) services and construction manage-
ment (CM) services. Proposals were provided to 19 interested A/E firms
and 12 CM firms. A pre-bid conference was held on August 15, 1985 to
respond to firms' questions.

1. Approval of an architectural/engineering firm for the proposed
Sedgwick County Adult Local Detention Facility.

Architectural and engineering services include work in conjunction
with the designer, cons-ruction manager and Count./ to prepare pro-
ject schedules, design drawings, engineering studies, project
costs, change orders and specifications as well as conducting site
visits during construction, reviewing contractors' jrawings and
samples, monitoring construction progress, etc.

ACTION: 1. Approve the recommendation of the Project Review
Committee; or

2. Disapprove the recommendation.

D . y
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Agenda - Page 2
September 26, 1985

2. Approval of a construction management firm for the proposed
Sedgwick County Adult Local Detention Facility.

Construction managen,ant services include work in conjunction with
the designer, architect/engineer and County to provide advice on
designs, consultant/contractor selections schedules, budgets and
project phasing as well as niaintaining a manager on site to monitor
construction progress, review design and other documents, prepare
estimates, assist in bidding and contracting, etc.

The primary purpose of a construction management firm is to save
the use of time and money in the scheduling and construction of a
facility by use of the services outlined above.

ACTION: 1. Approve the recommendation of the Project Review
Committee; or

2. Disapprove the recommendation.

UP,9 .

I. Approval of a request to set date for public hearing for proposed

revision to the Adopted 1985 Revenue Sharing Budget. Presented byRandy Allen, Budget Director. -4834#:

By previous action of the Board of County Commissioners, the 1985

Federal Revenue Sharing Budget of $1,594,166 was appropriated to 14
County departments for various capital projects. Due to the impending
jail design and Courthouse heating/ventilation/air conditioning
projects and their related costs, staff reviewed the status of each
approved 1985 Revenue Sharing project to determine if and where funds
could be identified for these major projects. As a result, residual
funds from completed projects as well as monies originally budgeted ,/1/IMWI.
for heavy equipment replacement at the Central Motor Pool were ./.i*97:":  4-

identified. i."*A ?2

Such re-prioritization of projects does not change the total 1985 . 2»3.

Revenue Sharing budget of $1,594,166, but does require a public
hearing since the proposed action affects more than 25% of the
entitlement funds as originally enacted.

ACTION: 1. Set the date of October 9, 1985 at 9:00 a.m.

for a public hearing to consider revisions to
the 1985 Revenue Sharing Budget, and authorize
the Budget and Management Department to publish
notice of such hearing; or

2. Take no action.

c. r .4

J. Bond resolutions regarding road improvements to various County roads
and providing for issuance of General Obligation bonds for these
projects. Presented by William Timmerman, Bond Counsel.

1. Resolution regarding certain County road improvements on 263rd
Street West (Viola Road) between U.S. 54 and 111th Street South,
Project #787-R thru CC, CIP #R-66, and providing for the issuance
of general obligation bonds in the amount of $1,600,000.

*70 '
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Agenda - Page 3
September 26, 1985

Capital Improvement Program project #R-66 from U.S. 54 to 11 lth
Street South is included in the Adopted 1986 Capital Budget for
$1,400,000 in general obligation bonds.

ACTION: 1. Adopt the resolution; or
2. Deny the resolution.

2. Resolution regarding certain County road improvements on Central
Street between Greenwich Road and the Butler County Line, Project
#618-34, 35, 36, CIP #R-75, and providing for the issuance of
general obligation bonds in the amount of $1,000,000.

7.3?*CO
ama-+

Capital In,provement Program Project #R-75 from Greenwich Road to
the Butler County Line is included in the Adopted 1986 lapital
Budget for $1,000,000 in general obligation bonds. This project
may qualify for federal funds in the form of an EDA grant. If so,
the funding requirement for general obligation bonds would be
reduced by any such funding received.

ACTION: 1. Adopt the resolution; or
2. Deny the resolution. 1,

671.0.3: 4

..4135'F
9994.
- 9539*?rl

3. Resolution regarding certain County road improvements on MacArthur
Road between Meridian and the Wichita Valley Center Floodway,
Project #628-23, 24, CIP #R-86, and providing for the issuance of
general obligation bonds in the amount of $800,000.

Capital Improvement Program project #R-86 from Meridian to the
Wichita Valley Center Floodway is included in the Adopted 1986
Capital Budget for $871,600 in general obligation bonds and
$428.400 in FAU funds.

h

..

ACTION: 1.

2.

Adopt the resolution;
Deny the resolution.

or

4. Resolution regarding certain County road improvements on 143rd
Street East between U.S. 54 and Harry Street, Project #839-Q, CIP
#R-117A, and providing for the issuance of General Obligation

E-¥€
bonds in the amount of $1,600,000.

I I. - 3 II. :.,Il
. I. £ .1*2.

41

Capital Improvement Program project #R-117A from U.S. 54 to Harry
Street is included in the Adopted 1986 Capital Budget for
$1,500,000 in General Obligation bonds.

ACTION: 1. Adopt the resolution; or

2. Deny the resolution.

59=

5. Resol ution regarding certain County road i,nprovements at an

intersection on 83rd Street South between Hillside and the Big Arkansas River, Project #29-639, CIP #I-13, and providing for the
issuance of General Obligation bonds in the amount of $180.000.

N
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BOARD OF SEDGWICK COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

PROCEEDINGS

Agenda - Page 4
September 26, 1985

ACTION: 1. Adopt the resolution; or
2. Deny the resolution.

Approval of the Year 2000 Transportation Pl an, Streets and Highway
Element.

Capital Ier 'ovement Program project #I-13 is included in the
-il=

Adopted 1986 Capital Budget for $180,000 in General Obligation
bonds. j

A**re- 00-<-
M Aft

On August 22, 1985, the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
approved the Year 2000 Transportation Plan, Streets and Highway
Element. During the intervening minimum of 60 days, the Plan will
be reviewed by all responsible agencies and governmental entities
for applicability to their needs.

Sedgwick County should review the Plan and make its recommendation

to the MAPC during the review period prior to official adoption of . the Plan as part of the Comprehensive Plan authorized by K.S.A. 12-
704.

ACTION: 1. Concur in the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
action and recommend adoption of the Year 2000
Transportation Plan, Streets and Highway Element
by the MAPC after the 60-day comment period; or

2. Take such action as the Board deems appropriate.

El¢t

L. Resolution accepting donations to the County Sheriff's Office from
certain anonymous donors. Presented by Earl Waltham, Sheriff's

Department.

4Pe*33
17322%:*,

4¢*t,

M. Approval of a request to teach a GFOA course. Presented by Forest Tim
Witsman, County Administrator.

./747#Vii 3-

00,1.1.Q .i ..1,-92 Al.-

This is a request by the County Administrator to serve as an instructor
at the Government Finance Offi cers Association (GFOA) seminar to be
held in Columbus, Ohio on October 27-30, 1985. Mr. Wi tsman will be

teaching Intermediate Budgeting and will receive no renumeration for
these services. GFOA will pay all expenses.

ACTION: 1. Approve the request; or
2. Disapprove the request.

K. Metropolitan Area Planning Department. Presented by Fred Schwartz,
Principal Planner, Current Plans.

I  .-Ill

CI
Certain anonymous donors wish to donate 115 felt hats, 51 straw hats
and associated attachments, and 20 portable 19-inch color television
sets.

ACTION: 1. Adopt the resolution; or
2. Deny the resolution.

.,9,
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BOARD OF SEDGWICK COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

PROCEEDINGS

Agenda - Page 5
September 26, 1985

N. Monthly Report on County Finances. Presented by Randy Allen, Budget
Director.

ACTION: Receive and File.

0. Bureau of Public Services. Present.3 by David Spears, Director.

1. Resolutions:

a. Resolution authorizing the establishment of a "No Passing"
zone on a portion of 95th Street South County Road #642-341.
District #2.

Section One: A "No Passing" zones shall be and is hereby
established for the east and westbound traffic on 95th Street
South (County Road #642-34) beginning at a point 500 feet
east of the intersection of 95th Street South and Greenwich
Road (County Road #642-835), east to a point 1,900 feet east
of the intersection of 95th Street South and Greenwich Road
(County Road #642-835).

Section Two: That any previous resolutions pertaining to
passing within this area be, and hereby are rescinded.

ACTION: 1. Adopt the resolution; or
2. Deny the resolution.

b. Resolution authorizing the establishment and enforcement of
speed limits on 95th Street South between 111th Street East
and 127th Street East (County Road #642-34). District #2.

55 MPH - From the intersection of 95th Street South and 127th
Street East (County Road #642-83/), west to a point 3,100
feet west of the intersection of 95th Street South and 127th
Street East. 1

45 MPH - From a point 3,100 feet west of the intersection of
95th Street South and 127th Street East (County Road #642-
837), west to the intersection of 95th Street South and 11 lth
Street East (County Road #642-835).

Section One: That the above listed speed limits be
established and enforced on 95th Street South (County Road
#642-34).

Section Two: That the portion of Resolution #48-1978, dated
March 8, 1978, pertaining to the speed zones at the above
mentioned locations be and hereby are rescinded.

Adic

ACTION: 1. Adopt the resolution; or
2. Deny the resolution.

J
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BOARD OF SEDGWICK COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

PROCEEDINGS

Agenda - Page 6
September 26, 1985

2. Approval:

a. Approval of Sedgwick County matching share using an 80/20
matching ratio for Sedgwick County Project 630-28-2750;
Bridge on 47th Street South over the Arkansas River between
Hydraulic and Hillside.

It is requested that David C. Spears, P.E., County Engineer,
be authorized to sign and send a letter of intent from the
Board of Commissioners that Sedgwick County is still partici-
pating in this projects and is anticipating a bid letting of
October 17, 1985. CIP #B-38. (1985 Construction) District
#2.

ACTION: 1. Approve the matching share; or
2. Disapprove the matching share.

P. Report of the Board of Bids and Contracts. Presented by Forest Tim
Witsman, County Administrator.

ACTION: 1. Approve the recommendations of the Board of Bids
and Contracts; or

2. Disapprove specific items.

Q. Approval of the Consent Agenda. Presented by Forest Tim Witsman,
County Administrator.

ACTION: 1. Approve the consent agenda as presented; or
2. Disapprove specific items.

R. Other
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COUNTY OF SEDGWICK

Controller

ROOM333

COUNTY COURTHOUSE, WICHITA. KANSAS 67203 TELEPHONE 205-759

TO; Board of County Commissioners
Of Sedgwick County, Kansas

FROM: Meeting of the Board of Bids
& Contracts, September 19, 1985

PRESENT: Lewis R. Rogers, II, Chairman, County Controller
David Spears, Director, Bureau of Public Services
Pat Kettler, Register of Deeds
Mike Pepoon, Legal
Lori Rogers, District Attorney's Office
Jean Wilkerson, Courts

Bob Rogers called the meeting to order. Mr. Bill Anderson Purchasing Director,
appeared before the Board and stated that all items the Purchasing Department deemed
nece/sary tu advertise for bids had been advertised and all items will be subject
to availability of funds.

(11 1985 OR 1986 TRUCK CHASSIS
FIRE DISTRICT SPECIAL EQUIPMENT

One 1985 or 1986 truck chassis:

Don Hattan Chevrolet No Reply

Quality Chevrolet Mo Reply
Joe Self Chevrolet No Reply

Davis Chevrolet No Reply

Mel Hainhelton Ford No Reply

Rusty Eck Ford No Reply

Steven Corporate $21,498.00 1986 Ford 90-150 Days 6 Exceptions
Sauder-Lygrisse $20,500.00 1986 GMC 60 Days

Copeland International No Reply

Plains Ford $19,537.42 1986 Ford 11/1/85 Took Exceptions

On the recommendation of Sedgwick County Fire Department, Mike Pepoon moved to table
this item one week for tabulation and review. Jean Wilkerson seconded the motion.
The vote was unanimous.

(2) CONSTRUCTION OF SALLYPORT AND HANDRAIL - YOUTH RESIDENCE HALL
FUNDING: REVENUE SHARING

Construction of SallyPort and handrail:

Lesco No Reply
Hahner, Foreman $14,000.00 80 Days

Dwayne No Reply
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BOARD OF BIDS, SEPTEMBER 19, i-985

On the recommendation of Larry Vardaman, Youth Residence Hall, Mike Pepoon moved
to table this item one week for tabulation and review. Jean Wilkerson seconded
the motion. The vote was unanimous.

(31 CARPET - DISTRICT ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
FUNDING: CENTRAL SERVICES

Remove and install approximately 435 Jquare yards of carpet and furniture rern'oval:
INSTALLATION REMOVAL TOTAL COMPLETION

North End General $6,452.65 $1,500.00 $7,952.65 None Stated

Star Lumber $4,763.25 $ 300.00 $5,063.25 None Stated

Wall Covering $5,533.20 $1,835.00 $7,368.20 11/4/85

Sherwin Williams $4,880.70 No Bid $4,880.70 10/4/85

Clawson Carpet $5,437.50 S 635.00 $6,072.50 None Stated

Schammerhorn $5,550.00 $1,675.00 $7,225.00 6 Days or 3
Separate Weekends

Harry Street Carpet $4,785.00 $ 435.00 $5,220.00 2-3 Days

On the recommendation of Central Services and the District Attorney's Office, Pat
Kettler moved to table this item one week for tabulation and review. Jean Wilkerson
seconded the motion. The motion was passed with Lori Rogers abstaining.

(4) SALE OF SURPLUS DATA EQUIPMENT

Sale of various surplus data equipment:

The bids are attached on Attachment 1. 3Erry Pettegrew movd to approve the bid

of Joe Baughman, as indicated, totaling $30.00 and the bid of Wichita State
University, as indicated, totaling $225.00, making a total bid of $255.00. Jean
Wilkerson seconded the motion. The vote was unanimous.

(5) EXTERIOR CLEANING OF WINDOWS - CENTRAL SERVICES
FUNDING: CENTRAL SERVICES

Exterior cleaning of windows four times a year-Sedgwick County Complex:

Independent Window $14,012.00

Magic Kleen Janitor No Reply

Midwest Window Cleaning No Reply

Patton Cleaning & Maint. No Reply

Sonshine Janitorial No Bid

Southwest Building No Reply

Wichita House & Window No Reply

Wilson Window Washing $ 8,856.00

Outside Maintenance $15,952.00

On the recommendation of Loyd Gilbreath, Building Supervisor, Jean Wilkerson moved
6 to approve the low bid of Wilson Window Washing at $8,856.00. Lori Rogers seconded

the motion. The vote was unanimous.

71.f.f..

1

D30.
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BOARD OF BIDS, SEPTEMBER 19, 1985

(6) CALCIUM CHLORIDE LIQUID - BUREAU OF PUBLIC SERVICES
FUNDING: BUREAU OF PUBLIC SERVICES

8,400 gallons liquid Calcium Chloride:

Carter Water $4,359.60 Immedia Le

Thompson Hayward No Bid

Pueblo Chemical No Reply

McKesson Chemical No Bid

Pennington No Reply

Reed Supply No Bid

On the recommendation of David Spears, Jean Wilkerson moved to approve the sole
bid of Carter Water at $4,359.60. Pat Kettler seconded the motion. The motion
was passed with David Spears abstaining.

(7) 1000 TONS ROCK SALT - BUREAU OF PUBLIC SERVICES
FUNDING: BUREAU OF PUBLIC SERVICES

1,000 tons Rock Salt:

Bingham Sand $10,870.00 Delivery as Required
Carey Salt $11,700.00 Delivery as Required
Law Trucking $11,300.00 When Ordered

Central Sand No Bid

Miles Sand $11,500.00 Delivery not Stated

On the recommendation of David Spears, Mike Pepoon moved to approve the low bid
of Bingham Sand at $10,870.00. Jean Wilkerson seconded the motion. The motion
was passed with David Spears abstaining.

(8) OFF-AGENDA ITEM: SMOKE DETECTORS AND FIRE HORNS - OLD COURTHOUSE
FUNDING: CENTRAL SERVICES

Mike pepoon moved to hear the off-agenda item. Jean Wilkerson seconded the motion.
The vote was unanimous.

d
Johnson Controls $6,690.00

On the recommendation of Loyd Gilbreath, Building Supervisor, Mike Pepoon moved
to approve the sole source bid of Johnson Controls at $6,690.00. Jean Wilkerson.
seconded the motion. The vote was unanimous.

There being no further business to come before the Board, the meeting was adjourned.

Respec,¥fully Mubmft/ted,
./1 //

Lewis R. Rogers Ju, Chairman

County Controller

Donna Dahl, Secretary

l
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WICHITA TRAFFIC COMMtSSION LUNCHEON
Wednesday, September 18, 1985

12:00 Noon

U-

An informal luncheon will be held in the Board Room on the First Floor of City
Hall. The Economic Development Commission President has been invited to
attend the luncheon to discuss proposed development on the West Bank.

%1

*lili

1

AGENDA
WICHITA TRAFFIrCO]VAISSION MEETING

Wednesday, September 18, 1905
1:30 P.M.           . 2..3

The Wichita Traffic Commission will hold their regularly scheduled meeting in
the City Commission Meeting Room, First Floor City Hal[, 455 North Main,
Wichita, Kansas.

* Roll Call

* Approval of the August 21, 1985 Meeting Minutes as mailed
1. THE ELECTION OF OFFICERS

The offices to be filled are:
Vice-President.

President, First Vice-President and Second

2. DESIGN OF THE PERMANENT DIVERTERS IN THE FAI RMOUNT NEIGHBORHOOD

Mr. Warren Oblinger of Planning Development Services will appear on your
agenda to present plans for permanent diverters at 16th and Vassar and
16th and Fairmount.

3. SECOND AND RUTAN

A representative of the neighborhood will present their request for
traffic control at the intersection of Second and Rutan.

4. REQUEST FOR INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS AND SIGNALIZATION OF
KELLOGG AND MAIZE ROAD

Mr. Ken Chambers of 10313 Esthner has requested to apRear on your Agenda
to discuss his €oncern about traffic control- at the- intefsection of Kellogg
and Maize Road. . Thig intersection was just recently annexed by the City of
Wichita, after being in a court appeal situation for the last several years.
This intersection is presently scheduled for KLINK funding, which becomes
available in July of 1986. It is anticipated that with these funds, we
would improve the intersection by providing right turn and left turn bays
on Kellogg and a fully actuated signal for all directions.

6,b.,1

L



r

e

5. KELLOGG DRIVE FROM EDGEMOOR TO ROCK ROAD

Ms. Sharon Ryan, President of CPO Area 1, has requested that the Traffic
Commission consider as a possible future agenda item Ms. Mirjorie
McQuiston's request. Her request is as follows :

For consideration at a future meeting. 1 would like to
suggest that there be no parking on the Kellogg frontage
road from E' igemoor to Rock Road. This would allow routing
of buses onto the access road instead of on Kellogg, easing
the flow of traffic on Kellogg, especially at rush hour.

i

96. STATUS OF THE CAPITAL tMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Mr. Mike Lindebak, Actirig Director of Planning and City Engineer, will present
the current status nf the 1985 Capital Improvement Program and an overall
review of the proposed 1986-1991 Capital Improvement Program.

7. ·»STREETS AND HIGHWAY ELEMENT OF THE YEAR 2000 TRANSPORTATION PLAN

A presentation by Mr. Bill Stockwell, Chief Planner-Advance Plans, on
Streets And Highway Element of the Year 2000 Transportation Plan for
comment and approval. To be given to MAPC at time of adoption.

L



WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY September 13, 1985
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

TO: Board of Sedgwick County Commissioners

FROM: Willard L. Stockwell, Chief Planner, Advance Plans Division

SUBJECT: Transportation Plan

On August 22nd, 1985, the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
(M.A.P.C.) approved the Year 2000 Transportation Plan, Streets and
Highway Element. During the intervening minimum of 60 days. the Plan
will be reviewed by all responsible agencies and go. crnmental entities for
applicability to cheir needs.

Sedgwick County should review the Plan and make its recommendation to
the M.A.P.C. during the review period prior to official adoption of the
Plan as part of the Comprehensive Plan authorized by K.S.A. 12-704.

The staff will make a presentation on the Plan, its basis, assumptions,
process and recommendations.

Action

1) Concur in the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission action and
recommend adoption of the Year 2000 Transportation Plan, Streets
and Highway Element by the M.A.P.C. after the 60 day comment
period.

2) Take such action as the Commission deems to be in the best interest
of the public.

Willard L. Stockwell
Chief Planner

Advance Plans Division

Approved by:

Mike Lindebak

Director of Planning ( Interim)

WLS:FSS:rh
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY Ser.amber 3, 1985

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

TO: Board of City Commissioners
through Robert G. Finch, Interim City Manager

FROM: Willard L. Stockwell, Chief Planner, Advance Plans Division

SUBJECT: Transportation Plan

On August 22nd, 1985, the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
(M.A.P.C. ) approved the Year 2000 Trar..portation Plan, Streets and
Highway Element. During the intervening minimum of 60 days, the Plan
will be reviewed by all responsible agencies and governmental entities for
applicability to their needs.

The City of Wichita, the largest affected governmental entity should
review the Plan and make its recommendation to the M.A.P.C. during the
review period prior to official adoption of the Plan as part of the
Comprehensive Ptan authorized by K.S.A. 12-704.

The staff will make a presentation on the Plan, its basis, assumptions,
process and recommendations.

Action

1) Concur in the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission action and
recommend adoption of the Year 2000 Transportation Plan, Streets
and Highway Element by the M.A.P.C. after the 60 day comment
period.

2) Take such action as the Commission deems to be in the best interest
of the public.

'Willard L. StbcWell
Chief Planner

Advance Plans Division

Approved by:

Mike E=ihdebSk

Director of Planning (Interim)

WLS:FSS:rh
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STATEMENT

CONCERNING TRANSPORTATION PLAN 2000
MAPC PUBLIC HEARING

August 22, 1985

On behalf of the Wichita Area Chamber of Commerce, I would like

to make the following comments pertaining to the Metropolitan

Area Planning Commission's "Transportation Plan 2000."

an adequate, well maintained transporcation system is absolutely

vital to the continued economic growth of our area. Overall, we
el

believe the MAPC study does a yoeman job in addressing the

future transportation needs of Wichita and Sedgwick County -- for

both the individual citizen and the business community. Having

said that, we respectfully make the following recommendations:

1. Kellogg (U.S. 54)

a. Be given top priority. ib

b. Begin immediately to acquire right-of-way and initiate

design for a downtown overpass. On a fast track basis,

construction could begin within 18-20 months.

c. Future revenues permitting, Kellogg should be upgraded
? Riff:

q to freeway standards ( 6 lanes with liiaited access) versus

the proposed expressway standards. Any improvements,

flyovers, etc., should be planned to accommodate that

future goal and not built to meet present day standards

only. Political, environmental and social constraints

will make achieving freeway status tough -- but not

impossible.

4%/3 -·

:

L

.64



e
2. Northeast Circumferential

a. Realign the northern portion of the circumferential to a

more southerly route. At least two options exist that

will make this feasible -- and the results will be a far

more usable highway.

b. Acquire necessary right-of-way in 1986 to insure long-

term needs for a northern loop are met.

c. Design and construct a super two highway (on a 4-lane

right-of-way) with interchange at grade, until growth

and vehicle traffic dictate adding an additional two

lanes. Begin phased construction within 2 years.

3. Coordinate construction projects, particularly joint city/

county projects, to insure the minimum adverse impact on

individuals and businesses. Additionally, on a case-by-case
p.: 9

basis, analyze projects for possible double shift construction

crews to help minimize construction bottlenecks and lengthy

street closings.

4. Resist the temptation to use sales tax revenues for "road

maintenance projects. Priorities within the normal CIP

should be adjusted as necessary to accommodate abnormal/

emergency type maintenance requirements.

5. Finally, we would ask you to develop a benchmark for previous

CIP highway, road and bridge expenditures. This would provide

a means by which future expenditures could be measured and

would help insure the general public that the commitment to

use of sales tax dollars, i.e. be used over and above normal

CIP spending, would be met. The 1986 spending level could be

used as the baseline, or perhaps a 2 to 3 year average.

f.
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION

INFORMAL AGENDA

AUGUST 22, 1985

11:00 A. M.

10th FLOOR

1. R.eview of Transportation Plan - Stockwell (Memo attached}.

2. Discussion on Zoning Cases Returned by the Board of City
Commission - Chairman Wilson.

*

7• 3. Discussion of Required Parking for Residential Uses - Galbraith
(Memo attached).

1 .'2·/tbil

4. Discussion of existing Zoning Policies - Planning Commission (Memo
and policies attached).

*475-

Michaet E. Lindebak
Secretary

A Lunch will be provided for Planning Commissioners and staff.
Others

who wish to have a lunch may by calling 268-4445 by Tuesday. August7
20, 1985 by 5:00 p.m.

Die
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td' WtCHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY
METROPOLI 1 AN AHEA PLANNING COMMISSION

AGENDA

AUGUST 22, 1985

The regular meeting of the Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area Planning Commission will be held on
Thursday, August 22 1985, in the City Commission Meeting
Room, First Floor, 'City Hall, 455 North Main, Wichita,
Kansas, beginning at 1:30 p.m.

The following items will be considered:

1. Approval of the minutes of July 25, 1985.

2. Presentations by Dona'd E. Gragg, Chairman of the Board
of County Commissioners.

+ Consideration of Subdivision Committee Recommendations
from their meeting of August 15, 1985. (Copies of their
recommendations furnished to the Planning Commission).

NOTE: 11 EMS 3/1 THRU 3/11 MAY BE TAKEN IN ONE
MOTION UNLESS THERE ARE QUESTIONS OR
COMMENTS.

3/1. V-1343 Everett Long requests the vacation of
FRiFiEZof-way for a drainage easement. Generally
located south of Pawnee in an area west of Leonine.

/2. V-1345 Ralph L. Harrison requests the vacation
opTatted building setback. Generally located east
of Broadway in an area south of 49th Street North.

/3. V-1346 Elwood Entz requests the vacation of i

piatia building setback. Generally located south
ot Lincoln in an area east ot Greenwich.

1

/4. S/D 85-53 Final Plat of Casco Addition, located
on the west side ot West Street in an area south of
May Street.

Engineer: Baughman Company, P.A.
Acreage: 16.01 Total Lots: 1

/5. S/D 85-60 Final Plat of S.B.M.S. Addition, ¥* 7 55

located north ot 101st Street North on the west
side of West Street.

Engineer: Baughman Company, P.A.
Acreage: 1 Total Lots: 1

n «f.

/6. S/D 85-16 Revised Final Plat of Golden Hills

Addition, located on the north side of Central in
an area east of 119th Street West.

Engineer: Professional Engineerina Consultants, P.A.
Acreage: 31 1 Total Lots: 103

J. , ' ) »462¢4 k
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/7. S/D 85-46 Final Plat of Timbrook 3rd Addition,

located south ot Shadybrook at Battin.

Engineer: Professional Engineering Consultants, P.A.
Acreage: 6.8 + Total Lots: 8 ·

/8. S/D 85-65 Final Plat of Crease Second Addition.
located west ot beneca in an area north of 63rd Street
South.

Engineer: Lowell D. High
Acreage: 4.37 Total Lots: 2

/9. S/D 85-59 Final Plat of Leonard A. Garnett
Addition, located east ot Seneca on the north side
37-3mt-Street South.

Engineer: Lowell D. High
Acreage: 0.85 TotaILots: 2

/10. D-1311 - Kernie W. Binyon, et al, dedicate alley
FliZof-way. Generally located between Pershing and
Dellrose in an area north of Central.

/11. D-1312 Robert H. Hutchinson, et al, dedicates
i-treet- right of way. Generally located on the west
side of Westlink in an area south ot Central.

4. PUBLIC HEARING - YEAR 2000 TRANSPORTATION PLAN FOR
WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY. (Memo furnished to the Planning
Commission.)

***THIS IS A TIME CERTAIN ITEM SCHEDULED FOR 3:30 P.M.***

ZONING:

RETURNED TO PLANNING COMMISSION:

5. Case No. Z-2704

Request: "AA" to "BB"

Location: At the southeast corner of Woodrow and Cornelison.

6. Case No. Z-2705

Request: "A" & "B" to "BB"

Location: On the south side of First Street between
Hillside and Rutan.

RETURNED TO PLANNING COMMISSION AND READVERTISED:

7a. Case No. Z-2701

Request: "AA" to "BB" & "LC"

Location: At the southwest corner of 13th Street North
and Rock Road.

.
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1
b. Case No. DP-144

Request: Fairfield Commercial C.U.P.

Location: At the southwest corner of 13th Street North and
Rock Road.

8a. Case No. Z-2711

Request: "AA" to "A" & "R-61'

Location: South of 13th Street North and west of Rock Road.

r:

b. Case No. DP-146

Request: Fairfield Residential C.U.P.

Location: South of 13th Street North and west of Rock Road.

DEFERRED CASE:

9. Case No. SCZ-0549

Request: "R-1" to "C"

Location: At the northwest corner of B roet'lway and 82nd
Street South.

NEW CASES:

10. Case No. SCZ-0551

Request: "R-1" to "BB"

Location: On the east side of Meridian between 57th and 60th
Streets North.

4

11. Case ;Jo. CU-287

Request: Conditional Use Permit to establish a mobile
yf phone radio tower.

Location: On the west side of West Street & mile north
of 101st Street North.

12. Case No. CU-288

Request: Conditional Use Permit to extract and remove
topsoil.

Location: On the south side of 45th Street North in an
area west of Hoover.

13. Case No. Z-2712

Request: "A" to "LC"

Location: At the north end of Lexington Drive, 252 feet
south of Kellogg.

f

i
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14. Case No. 2-2713

Request: "AA" to "B"

Location: At the southeast corner of Carriage Parkway
and Edgemoor.

15. Case No. Z-2714

Request: "A" to "B"

Location: At the northeast corner of Lincoln and
Marcilene.

16. Case No. DR 85-15

Request: Special Use Permit for a termination and
transmission equipment building on Turnpike
Right-of-way.

Location: 650 feet + east of Rock Road on the north side
R of the Kinsas Turnpike.

17. Reconsideration of the Request that the Director of Pupil
Transportation {U.S.D. 259) be appointed as a member of the
Utility Advisory Committee.

18. Other Matters.

Michael E. Lindebak

Secretary

., 9# 4 -
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1'7-j1 1 THE CITY OF VALLEY CENTER
116 S. PARK • VALLEY CENTER, KS 67147 0 316-755-1231

A Valley Of Progress, A Center Of Pride

August 20, 1985 RE©mvE©
AUG 2 1 1985

Mr. Willard L. Stockwell, Chief Planner
METROPOLITAN PLANNING 414*Wichita-Sedgwick County

Metropolitan Area Planning Department ROUTE O
Ci' y Hal 1 - Tenth Fl oor 0
455 North Main Street

Wichita. Kansas 67202-1688

Dear Mr. Stockwell:

The City of Val ley Center has revi ewed the proposed
Year 2000 Transporation Plan. Streets and Highway Element
and would submit the following comments.

We would urge the Commission to consider and evaluate
the possiblity of expanding the proposed improvement of
85th Street between the east city limits of Valley Center
and Broadway. from 2 lanes to 4 lanes. The basis for this
request is that this is a primary access to I-135 and the
Colosseum. This roadway is not only used by passenger
vehicles, but also large transport trucks from the Valley
Center Farmers Elevator, Barton Solvents. Amoco
Distribution Terminal and Mobile Crude Oil Pumping Station.

The other area of concern is the with proposed
improvement of Meridian between 69th Street North and 53th
Street North. The proposed plan contemplates the
improvement of this section of roadway to 2 lanes by
Sedgwick County. That portion of Meridian between 53th
Street and the 235 by-pass is to be upgraded by the City of
Wichita to a 4 lane roadway. Presently, Meridian between
69th and 77th Streets is 4 lanes. It seems only good
planning to have the entire section of Meridian between the
by-pass and 77th Street be 4 lanes.

Do to previous commitments neither Mayor Harris or I
will be able to attend the public hearing. We would
request that this correspondence be entered into the
official record.

Sincerely,

Mac D. Manning Jr.
Ci.ty Administrator
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Mr. Willard L. Stckwell, Cheif Planner
Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metroploitian Area Planning Department
City Hall - Tenth Floor
455 North Main Street

Wichita, Kansas 67202-1688
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City of Valley Center
116 S. Park

Valley Center, Kansas 67147

$26*WA

*pe· i

-:•·r

L-

4410



WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY August 1, 1985
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

TO: Board of Sedgwick County Commissioners

FROM: Willard L. Stockwell, Chief Planner, Advance Plans Division

SUBJECT: Transportation Plan

The Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission will
hold a public hearing on the adoption of the Year 2000 Transportation
Plan, Streets and Highway E!ement on August 22nd, 1985 in the City
Commission Chambers, 1st Floor, City Hall, 455 North Main, Wichita,
Kansas at 3:30 p.m.

We are glad to provide to you the Summary of the Year 2000
I ransportation Plan, Streets and Highway Element. Much of the data
contained you will have heard during our previous presentations to you
but the final recommendation and the cost will be new. As with any
summary much of the detail and numbers have been omitted and only the
highlights or significant figures are included.

We call your attention particularly to pages 7 and 8 and the 5 maps
attached for a quick review of the recommendations.

A full copy of the draft report is available at W-·SC Metropolitan Area
Planning Department and another copy is located at the office of
Sedgwick County Division of Public Works.

We hope that the Summary is adequate to answer all your questions but
if you would like further details you are encouraged to call me or Fred
S. Schwartz at 268-4391 and we'll try to help.

We, of course, would appreciate your attendance at the public hearing.

Willard L. Stockwell

Chief Planner

Advance Plans Division

WLS: 1-SS: rh

Enclosure

cc: F. Tim Witsman, County Administrator
Mike Lindebak, Interim Director of Planning
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY August 1,1985
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

TO: Board of City Commissioners
(Through Robert G. Finch, Interim City Manager)

FROM: Willard L. Stockwell, Chief Planner, Advance Plans Division

SUBJECT: Transportation Plan

The Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission will
hold a public hearing on the adoption of the Year 2000 Transportation
Plan, Streets and Highway Element on August 22nd, 1985 in your
Chambers at 3:30 p.m.

We are enclosing the Summary of the Year 2000 Transportation Plan,
Streets and Highway Element. This document attempts to broadly cover
the reasons, procedures and results of a study which was conducted
over a number of years as to the transportation needs of the
Wichita-Sedgwick County area. The Metropolitan Area Planning
Department has briefed some of the commissioners previously and stands
ready to brief, or update the old briefing for, all the present
Commissioners at their convenience prior to or after the public hearing.

We call your attention to pages 7 and 8 and the 5 maps attached for an
even more condensed summary.

A full copy of the Plan is available in the MAPD office and 1 or Fred S.
Schwartz would be happy to answer any questions you may have on it,
the Summary or any other concern on transportation you may have.

willard L. Stockwell

Chief Planner

Advance Plans Division

Approved by:

Mike Lindebak

Interim Director of Planning

WLS:FSS:rh

Enclosure
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521 Easl Muidock

the Daily Record ·,ch,la. Kansas 67214
316/263-5277

STATE OF KANSAS.

COUNTY OF SEDGWICK. SS:

lawfulage

being lirst duly sworn, deposes and says that
she Is Business Manager ol THE DAILY

RECORD, a newspaper printed and published

In the State 01 Kansas, and 01 general

circulation on a daily bails In Sedgwick County.

hansu, and thal said newspaper Is not a trade.

religious or Iraternal publication·

Said newspaper 13 published at least filly (50)

times a year. anG has been so publlahed

con'Inuously and uninterrupted In said County

and State for a period / more than five (5)

y..8 prior to the /Irst publication of the notice

attached. and has been admmed / the post
o.lce in Wichita in said County and State an

second class matter.

Take a notice, a true copy o which 18 hereto

attached. was published In the regular and
entire i/ue of said newspaper for 1
consecutive -__€87 as follows:

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN AND ALL PERSONS Tll Fllld Idopiklt d ll lllll Ii Illlll
INTERESTED. 1st

Pu- not-  h-IN 01- M thi WI,1,1- WI,It,8.Agi.ick Count, M,INAN A- alow
JUL 3 0 1985

2,·Id

3,6

Ellmint of th, Con¥,liliolvi Plin u th, Wichl- - documint orally and/or In writing.
81*,Ick County M.,opoll,- Ar-, which h-Ing will 4th

bihild In the City Commle,lon 8-d Room, 1/ Floor, ¥-200OT„,Ilinill- M,nor, on Ille In tho ollic- of
5th

furth,r not-· noon ild Irom 1 :00 p.m. to 5:00 p.m.. Mondle through 6tn
Sald polk h-Ing will be held puriwit to the Frldays

FI,IonI of K.SA. 1982, 12-704. at which tim, It li All WIon, Intenitil In lild m/t- wil be heard at
p,op- to .dopt Th. Illil Ild HI.1, Ellinlil 01 Ine public h-Ing concerning vlwi and wilhes. In the
Il, Y- -0 T,-1/il,Ili, Plin with all mapl, - the preml-, I by law provldid.
offlclil Tran,port/lon PIE eliment of the Compreher. Witn-Iny h- and -1 thla 25:h day of July, 1985.
Itv, Plm lor the Wtchit-Sedgwlck County Metropolitin Mlch- LIndeblk, 8-01•ry Business /anager
Ar- It liturth,r propoied to Oilete the ' ·Trinaportation Wichlt,-Sedgwkk County Metropoll-
Study for thi Wlchlta-Sedgwick County Metropolitin Are, Pt,nning Commi-lon
A- Volum, Il -d r,vI,Id mape W, 13 A, 11,0 1 383," I {SE AL)

Subscribed and sworn t...hefore me this

19

Notary Public

My Commision expires·

(SEAL)

Publication Fees:

.0

JOVITA L. MIES 1
NOTARY PUOLIC

STATE OP KANSAS

My Appt. Exp,

L
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-,Palit ' July 31, 1985

Dear Interested Citizen:

The Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
will hold a public hearing on the adoption of the Year 2000
Transportation Plan, Streets and Highway Element, on August 22nd, 1985
in the City Commission Chambers, 1 st Floor, City Hall, 455 North Main,
Wichita, Kansas at 3:30 p.m.

We are glad to provide to you the Summary of the Year 2000
Transportation Plan, Streets and Highway Element. This document
attempts to broadly cover the reasons, procedure and results of a study
which was conducted over a number of years as to the transportation
needs of the Wichita-Sedgwick County area. As with any summary much
of the detail and numbers have been omitted and only the highlights or
significant figures have been provided.

We believe that the Summary is adequate to understand where the
area's needs are and how we propose solving those needs, what the
costs are and how those costs can be met. We call your attention to tie
5 maps attached to the document and to pages 7 and 8 for an even more
condensed summary.

A full copy of the Plan is available for review at the
Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Department, 10th
Floor, City Hall, 455 North Main, Wichita, Kansas from 8:00 a.m. to 12
Noon and from 1 :00 p.m. to 5:00 p.m., Mondays through Fridays or by
appointment and other copies of the report are available at the following
locations:

1) Main Library, 223 South Main

44 2) Rockwell Branch Library, 5939 E. 9th

9 4
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3) Westlink Branch Library, 8515 Bekemeyer

4) Sedgwick County Division of Public Works, 1250 South Seneca

5) C.P.O. Oftices, 2nd Floor, 455 North Main, Wichita

We hope that the Summary report is adequate to answer all your
questions but if you would like further details, you may avail yourself of
the full document and/or call me or Fred S. Schwartz at 268-4391, and
we will try to help.

cAY

We cordially invite you to attend the public hearing. 4

4,1
Sincerely,

Willard L. Stockwell

Chief Planner
Advance Plans Division

WLS:FSS:rh

Enclosure
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CITIES, GROUPS OR INDIVIDUALS RECEIVED
THE YEAR 2000 TRANSPORTATION PLAN PRESENTATION

City Commissioners

Bob Brown 6/1/83
Tony Casado 6/2/83

X Margalee Wright . 6/3/83
X Albert Kirk 6/3/83

Robert Knight X
Sheldon Kamen X
Gary Bell X

County Commissioners

Torn Scott 6/8/83
X Jack Spratt 6/13/83

Don Gragg 6/13/83 i

Bud Hentzen ? (85)

MAPC

Fe David Bayouth 6/14/83
James Gardner, 11 7/6/83
Robert Chisholm 7/6/83

X Ewing Lofton 7/12/83

William Goebel ? (83)
Maxine Ilanson 36

9 ? (83)
X George Parson ? (83)

John Terry Moore 7 (83)
James Wilson ? (83)

David Crockett 10/11/d3
Elmer Peters 10/13/83

Jerfy Banzer X

Traffic Commissioners

Colleen Johnson 6/9/83
Sue Horn Estes 6/9/83
Maurice Coulson 6/24/83
David Farnsworth 0/24/83

X Jerold Feldman 6/27/83
John Ziegelmeyer 6/28/83

X Robert Edmiston 6/28/83

X William Walsh, Jr. 7/1/83
Michael Relihan 7/1/83

Robert Cady X
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Marvin Cox X
Skeets Winkler X

Economic Development Commissioners
Ernestine Henderson ? (83) 1
Joel Pollack ? (83)

Staff

County
David Spears 8/13/83

Tim Witsman ? (83)
Randy Allen ? (83)

£!1x
Bob Finch 5/'3/83

Mike Lindebak 1 (83)
Bill McKinley ? (83)
Bob Mielke, ? (83)

X Mary ,Klien Gr. (ed 10/28/83

cpo 4·

General Council 6/9/83

6/21/83
H 7/11/83
FLG 7/18/83
0&J 7/21/83 i

K 8/2/83
ear*At Id & N 8/3/83

B6C 8/16/83
L 10/17/83

DgE X

MTA 8/26/83

- Gary Gam
Harley Milesp
Car-G¥-AUen , Jkrry 111.0.-,

6/q /55
Chamber of Lommerce 11/30/83

Roads/Highway
Parking Committee

Derby

Ward R. Clements, City Manager 8/13/83

, Superintendent of Public Wor"s

Mulvane

Eward Elam, City Manager 8/13/83

, Street Superintendent
William Simmons, Police Chief

1

4,4
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Haysville

X Charles Vogt, City Manager 8/25/83

, Intern
Planning Commission (?) 83

Valley Center

2 Phil Nelson, City Administrator 9/14/83

Andale

Bel Aire

Planning Commission 10/ 0/83

Bentley

Cheney

Mac D. Manning, City Manager 10/4/83 i

Clearwater

Yvonne Coon, City Clerk 10/4/83

Colwich

Betty Hutmacher, Council Member 10/4/83

Mary Alice Carlile, City Clerk

Eastborough

(?) 83John Jadicke, Mayor
Garden Plain

Eugene Heimerman, Mayor 10/4/83

Goddard

Mac D. Manning, City Manager 10/4/83

Kechi

Walter Newton, Mayor 10/14/83

Maize

Jim Heinicke, City Administrator 10/4/83

f

4.Crl('
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Mt. Hope

j
Park City

Bruce McCandless, City Administrator 10/14/83

Viola

j
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C ) (First Published in the Wichita Eagle-Beacon July 30, 1985) (One
Time)

Notice of Public Hearing

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN AND ALL PERSONS INTERESTED:

Public notice is hereby given that the Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area Planning Commission will hold a public hearing on the
adoption of The Streets and Highway Element of the Year 2000
Transportation Plan as the otticial Transportation Plan Element of the
Comprehensive Plan for the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area,
which hearing will be held in the City Commission Board Room, 1 st
Floor, 455 North Main Street, Wichita, Kansas at 3:30 p.m. on
Thursday, August 22nd, 1985. Said public hearing may be continued
and recessed from time to time without further notice.

Said public hearing will be held pursuant to the provisions of
K.S.A, 1982, 12-704, at which time it is proposed to adopt The Streets
and Highway Element of the Year 2000 Transportation Plan with all
maps, as the oft,cial Transportation Plan element of the Comprehensive
Plan for the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area. It is further
proposed to delete the "Transportation Study for the Wichita-Sedgwick
County Metropolitan Area Volun c Il end revised ma» 5J, 13A, and
13B," as amended, from the Comprehensive Plan for the Wichita-Sedgwick
County Metropolitan Area.

The proposed adoption of The Streets and Highway Element of the
Year 2000 Transportation Plan for the Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area above described shall be discussed and considered by
the said Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
on August 22nd, 1985 at 3:30 p.m.and all interested parties may at that
time make comments upon said document orally and/or in writing.

W94>9 f I
Copies of The Streets and Highway Element of the Year 2000

Transportation Plan are on tile in the offices ot the Metropolitan Area
Planning Department, 10th Floor, City Hall, 455 North Main, Wichita,
Kansas and are available for review in said offices from 8:00 a.m. to

12:00 noon and from 1:00 p.m. to 5:00 p.m., Mondays through Fridays.

All persons interested in said matters will be heard at the public
hearing concerning their views and wishes, in the premises, as by law
provided.

Witness my hand and seal this 25th day of July, 1985

;  "I .. 4 04/M
-0, :I;.:4*.6.·4*

. V./,aw=

Michael Lindebak, Secretary
Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan
Area Planning Commission

(SEAL)
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY September 13, 1985
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

4

TO: Board of Sedgwick County Commissioners

FROM: Willard L. Stockwell, Chief Planner, Advance Plans Division

SUBJECT: Transportation Plan

On August 22nd, 1985, the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
(M.A.P.C.) approved the Year 2000 Transportation Plan, Streets and
Highway Element. During the intervening minimum of 60 days, the Plan
will be reviewed by all responsibl agencies and governmental entities for
applicability to their needs.

Sedgwick County should review the Plan and make its recommendation to
the M.A.P.C. during the review period prior to official adoption of the
Plan as part of the Comprehensive Plan authorized by K.S.A. 12-704.

The staff will make a presentation on the Plan, its basis, assumptions,
process and recommendations.

Action

1 } Concur in the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission action and
recommend adoption of the Year 2000 Transportation Plan, Streets
and Highway Element by the M.A.P.C. after the 60 day comment
period.

2) Take such action as the Commission deems to be in the best interest
of the public.

Willard L. Stockwell
Chief Planner

Advance Plans Division

Approved by:

Mike Lindebak

Director of Planning (Interim)

WLS:FSS:rh
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For the Wichita Transportation Plan 2000

Bir·ties should be taken into account in the Wichita Transportation Plan 2000.

Bicycling is a viable form of transportation; in addition it promotes health,

recreation and conservation--all worthy goals for Wichita to pursue.

Bicycling is one of the best forms of exercise and is available no many

people, with no special place or expensive equipment needed. The only thing

needed are paths, streets and roads where people feel safe and wanted. Bicycling

strengthens lungs, muscles and the heart while reducing blood pressure.

Bicycling is excellent recreation. Almost all ages can participate, either

alone, within the family, or in organized groups. Bicycling helps the rider

appreciate the outdoors with its trees, flowers and wildlife. Wichita has an

excellent bicycle club, the Oz Club, which promotes bicycling in ,nony ways and

needs to know that the city is behind it.

Bicycling promotes conservation. Bicycles are maneuverable and well suited

to the sh(>rt trips most people make around town. Bicycl-s cause no air pollution,

do almost no damage to streets and are virtually silent. A bicycle weighs only

1/100th as much as a car and takes up about 1/15th the space. Bicycles use up

small amounts of vital raw materials in their manufacture.

The City of Wichita, in its planning for the future, should plan far in

advance for the use of bicycles on the streets, roads, bridges and all public

Places. The City of Wichita should plan for safe on-street use of bicycles, for 343

bicycle paths, and should provide bicycle facilities such as lockable racks,

carriers on buses, etc.

t,in A pro-bicycle attitude on the ,iart of the City of Wichita would make for a

more favorable bicycle climate in Wichita. Businesses would be more likely to

provide more bicycle facilities, and individuals would feel safer on the streets

and roads. All of this would help make Wichita a more pleasant place to live.

from

Margaret J. Miller
6807 E. Bayley
Wichita KS 67207

686-2555 RECEIWED4
SEP 2 4 1985
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Wichita Transportation Plan 2000
Plan!,ing Department
City of Wichita
455 A. Main

Wichita KS 67202
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WIITA GROWTH CENTEFP.A. -
2717 Boulevard Plaza - Box 7094 - Wichita, Kansas 67207 - 684-2422

FRAN ARLENE BELDEN, M.ED,
Certified Counselor

OON THOMAS BLASI. PH.D.
Certified Psychologist;

EILEEN MARIE BLASI, M.ED.

Certified Teacher-Reading Specialist

September 9, 1985

Mr. Willard Stockwell

Metropolitan Area Planning Department SEP 1 3 1985
Wichita City Hall

METROPOLITAN PLANNING455 North Main
ROUTE mWichita, Kansas 67202

Dear Mr. Stockwell:

According to The Wichita Eagle Beacon, citizens of Wichita-Sedgwick County are to suggest
changes to the Year 2,000 1 ransportation Plan for Wichita-Sedgwick County. The followingare my recommended changes:

US-54/Kellogg1. Add lane on outside of existing highway from Sewille to Ridge Road to make six-lane high- way.

2. Build four-lane fly-over bridge over Tyler Road. Use outside lanes for turns on to .Il
Tyler Road. ;,Ae...

3. Add lane on outside of existing highway from Ridge Road to I-235 to make six-lane high- mIi.......1 way.
4. Remove stop lights, but leave left-turn lanes at Dugan.

Ii--5. Replace the ugly Oklahoma City turn off sign at 1-235 and US-54. -,-1//13. 2=mt 6. Add lane on outside of existing highway from West Street to K-42/Meridian to make six- lane highway.

2@Ng'...7. Add lane on outside of existing highway from Meridian to Seneca to make six-lane highway.
8. Add entry lane from Seneca to Arkansas River bridge between two existing eastbound lanes  ,· f'and Sycamore entry lane and over Sycamore exit lane.
9. Build three-lane westbound bridge over Arkansas River north of existing bridge.
10. Remove concrete medial strip on existing Arkansas River bridge and the east-of-the river·
westbound approach lanes to this bridge and convert it to a four-lane east-bound-only bridge.
11. Build a Seneca exit lane from new Arkansas River bridge to Seneca between two existingwestbound lanes and Sycamore exit.
12. Build a two-lane overpass from two inside lanes of eastbound Arkansas River bridge to,<iti two inside lanes of eastbound Topeka/railroad overpass. Add an elevated entry lane to this
overpass from Broadway. Add entry lane from Topeka to eastbound traffic overpass.
13. Build a two-lane overpass from two inside lanes of new westbound Arkansas River bridge
to two inside lanes of westbound Topeka/railroad overpass. Use outside lane of west-
bound Topeka/railroad overpass as exit lane to Topeka, Broadway and Market. Build an entry=lll.ililll lane from Main to outside lane of new westbound Arkansas River bridge.
14. Remove medial strip between Roosevelt and Governor. Add half of this medial strip to
westbound lanes and one half to eastbound lanes. Add one half lane to outside of westbound

1111*111193111H lanes and one half lane to outside of eastbound lanes to that there are three westbound lanes-- and three eastbound lanes between Roosevelt and Governeour.
16. Build four-lane fly-over bridge on four inside lanes at Oliver. Use outside lanes for 24,m turns on to Oliver.

i:':-r'.f.*31
m . -g>.

COUNSELING. EDUCATIONAL & PSYCHOLOGE J SERVICES FOR THE HEARING AND THE HEARING IMPAIRED

.Jl/3-+NE'p- 7,·9'4,7-5./.TVZ; 004 1

A ...J'9 «.1139

01 1. 00.-1
?41

Ll - . r

C{W



..2*&..-..·..62* --- ---I- -
f

ti

AN -:

Fici 02/

-1

t .

17. Build four-lane fly-over bridge on four inside lanes at Edgemoor. Use outside
lanes for turns on to Edgemoor.
18. Build four-lane fly-over bridge on four inside lanes at Woodlawn. Use outside lanes
for turns on to Woodlawn.
19. Remove stop lights but leave in left turn lanes at Armour.
20. Add outside eastbound lane between Longview and Heather and add outside westbound lane
between Heather and Armour to have six thru lanes of highway on both sides of Rock Road.
21. Build four-lane flyover bridge on four through lanes at Rock Road. Leave existing left
turn lanes in. Use outside lanes for right turns on to Rock Road.
22. Remove stop lights but leave left turn lanes at Heather.
23. Remove stop lights but have left turn lanes at Bonnie Brae/Mansfield.
24. Build four-lane flyove* bridge on four thru lanes at Webb Road.
25. Remove stop 1 ights but have left turn lanes at Greenwich Road.
26. Between 1-235 and Seville and between Roosevelt and Greenwich Road have 45 miles per
hour as the maximum speed.

These changes will allow US-54/Kellogg to meet the needs of Wichita's primary east-west high-
way. 1 recon,mend you do not make the 21st street changes and the Mclean changes unti 1 the
suggested US-54/Kellogg changes are completed. You even stated in your Plan that US-54/
Kellogg has the highest priority, but you did not carry it out in your Year 2000 Transporta-
tion Plan because your recommended improvements for US-54/Kellogg will be as inadequate in
1995 as the existing 05-54/Kellogg is inadequate in 1985. Let's fix US-54/Kellogg right
this time.

# MC LEAN BOULEVARD1 like the option of making Mclean a four-lane westbound arterial between Seneca and Meridian
16 and mak ·ing Second a four-lane eastbound arterial between Meridian and Seneca. This could
 involve making some one-way streets in the Meridian, central, Second and Mclean area; there-for it would not need the right-of-way purchases you suggest.

 In the September 11, 1985, edition of The Wichita Eagle a new route for K-96 between 29thNorth and 37th North is proposed. I liked that route better.

Sincerely,

93 - \610
Don Blasi

Copy to: Mayor Bob Brown
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-                                   RESOLUTION

i
Whereas. pursuant to statutory authority K.S.A. 12-716 et seq., a

Jt

Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission was
created: and

Whereas, pursuant to K.S.A. 12-704 et seq., the Wichita-Sedgwick
County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission is authorized to make and
amend a Comprehensive Plan for its area; and

of the United States Department of Transportation, having made and

Whereas, the Wichita-Sedgwick County Area Planning Commission in
cooperation with the Kansas Department of Transportation, the Federal
Highway Administration, and Urban Mass Transportation Administration

caused to be made careful and comprehensive transportation surveys and
studies of present conditions and future transportation needs in the 4.P .·fr##I

Metropolitan Area (Sedgwick County), the Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area Planning Commission now determines that the
"Transportation Study for the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area 1....
Volume I I and revised Maps 5J, 13A and 13B as amended" should be -
deleted as a portion of the Comprehensive Plan for the Wichita-Sedgwick
County Metropolitan Area and the Contents and proposals in The Streets             -
and Highway Element ot the Year 2000 Transportation Plan, and Maps IV 1,1
A & B, and IV C Recommended Plan, Urban and Rural portion

./.* -1respectively, should be approved and adopted as the Transportation Plan .tf.I'.-./

element of the Comprehensive Plan for the Wichita-Sedgwick County
4-

- .'I.*. Metropolitan Area; and E--

21222*itd

91 fd

Whereas, pursuant to provisions of K.S.A. 12-704 et seq., the
x Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission did give

notice by publication in the official city newspaper on July 30, 1985 of a
public hearing to be held on the deletion from the Comprehensive Plan of
the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area that portion of the Plan
identified as "Transportation Study for the Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area Volume I I and revised maps 5J, 13A and 13B" as
previously adopted and amended, and on the approval and adoption as
an element of the Comprehensive Plan for the Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area, the contents and proposals in The Streets and
Highway Element of the Year 2000 Transportation Plan and Maps [V A &
B and, IV C Recommended Plan, Urbar and Rural portion respectively,
dated May 1985; and

. 46'..b:

4

Whereas, the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning 7/
Commission on August 22nd, 1985 in the City Commission Board Room, 13
455 North Main, Wichita, Kansas did hold the public hearing, at which .·,4
hearing at least a majority of all members of the Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area Planning Commission were present; and 6&1

9¥

Whereas, a majority of said Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan
Area Planning Commission approves the deletion of "Transportation Study
tor the Wich!ta-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area, Volume 11 and I.™
revised maps 5J, 13A, and 138" as approved and amended; and did 212

further approve The Streets and Highway Element of the Year 2000

t.46
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Transportation Plan and Maps IV A & B and, IV C Recommended Plan,
Urban and Rural portion respectively, as the official transportationelement of the Comprehensive Plai, for the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area.

Now, therefore, be it resolved by the majority of all members of the
Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission. in
meeting duly assembled, that the Transportation Study for the
Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area, Volume 11 and revised maps
5J, 13A and 13B", as approved and amended, be deleted as an element
of the Comprehensive Plan for the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan
Area and that The Streets and Highway Element of the Year 2000
Transportation Plan and Maps IV A&8 and, IV C Recommended Plan,
Urban and Rural portion respectively, dated May 1985 be approved as
the official Transportation element of the Comprehensive Plan for the
Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area; and

Be it further resolved that in the event of a conflict between the

written content of The Streets and Highway Element of the Year 2000
Transportation Plan and Maps IV AGE and, IV C Recommended Plan,
Urban and Rural portion respectively, and the maps contained in said
same document, that the maps, as amended, shall control and take
precedence; and

e

214#1

Be it further resolved that notice of the Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area Planning Commission's action be given to alt interested
legislative and administrative groups and agencies in the form of a
certified copy of this resolution, and that said groups and agencies be
requested to submit to the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area
Planning Commission a statement of recommendation on such approval
within 60 days of the receipt of such resolution· and

Be it further resolved in the event that Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area Planning Commission adopts said proposal, following
receipt of the statements of recommendation that the Chairman and'
Secretary of the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission, record on the Comprehensive Plan of the Wichita-Sedgwick '
County Metropolitan Area as heretofore adopted, amended, extended and
added to, the action hereby taken and create an official file of all
elements now approved and adopted and for additions and amendments
thereto of the Comprehensive Plan for the Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area; and

-*.4 e.

Be it further resolved, in the event that the Wichita-Sedgwick
County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission adopts said proposal, that
an attested copy of this Resolution be certified to all legislative and
administrative agencies affected by the Plan.

Approved, by at least a majority of all of the members of the
Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission at
Wichita, Kansas this 22nd day of August, 1985.
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James C. Wilson, Chairman
Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan
Area Planning Commission

Michael Lindebak, Secretary
Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
(SEAL)

Approved as to form:

John Dekker

Director of Law
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WICHIIA - SEDGWICK COY

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING
DEPARTMENT

CITY HALL - TENTH FLOOR July 31, 1985
455 NOATH MAIN STREET

WICHITA. KANSAS 67202·1688

(316) 268.4561

Dear interested Citizen:

The Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission
will hold a public hearing on the adoption of the Y>ar 2000

.Mt

Transportation Plan, Streets and Highway Element, on August 22nd, 1985
in the City Commission Chambers, 1st Floor, City Hall, 455 North Main,
Wichita. Kansas at 3:30 p.m.

We are glad to provide to you the Summary of the Year 2000
Transportation Plan, Streets and Highway Element. This document
attempts to broadly cover the reasons, procedure and results of a study
which was conducted over a number of years as to the transportation
needs of the Wichita-Sedgwick County area. As with any summary much
of the detail and numbers have been omitted and only the highlights or
significant figures have been provided.

We betieve that the Summary is adequate to understand where the
area's needs are and how we propose solving those needs, what the
costs are and how those costs can be met. We call your attention to the
5 maps attached to the document and to pages 7 and 8 for an even more
condensed summary.

A full copy of the Plan is available for review at the
Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Department, 10th 4
Floor, City Hall, 455 North Main, Wichita, Kansas from 8:00 a.m. to 12
Noon and from 1 :00 p.m. to 5:00 p.m., Mondays through Fridays or by
appointment and other copies of the report are available at the following
locations:

1 ) Main Library, 223 South Main

2) Rockwell Branch Library, 5939 E. 9th

1
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3) Westlink Branch Library, 8515 Bekemeyer

4} Sedgwick County Division of Public Works, 1250 South Seneca

5) C.P.O. Offices, 2nd Floor, 455 North Main, Wichita

We hope that the Summary report is adequate to answer all your
questions but if you would like further details, you may avail yourself of
the full document and/or call me or Fred S. Schwartz at 268-4391, and
we will try to help.

We cordially invite you :o attend the· public hearing.

Sincerely,

Willard L. Stockwell

Chief Planner
Advance Plans Division

WLS:t-SS:rh
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42*69»t What will transportation in Sedgwick County be like in the Year
2000? Will travel be fast, smooth and efficient? Or will traffic jams and
potholes prevail? A lot depends on the transportation decisions that are
made between now and the Year 2000 as well as the amount of money
that is available.

The Year 2000 Transportation Plan has been developed as a guide
u - making these important investment decisions over the next two
decades. It has been prepared to help not only the public sector
expend funds wisely and efaciently but also to help optimize private
investment dollars in terms of locating businesses and homes based on
existing and future accessibility.

This new Plan supersedes the Transportation Plan for 1985 that was
adopted in 1966. Unlike the 1985 Plan, the Year 2000 Plan is based on
the realization that financial resources are not as plentiful as they once
were and will probably be even less plentifut over the next several
years. Therefore, the projects that are recommended must be practical,
affordable, doable and provide the greatest benefit to the community and
its citizens. This is the goal that the Year 2000 Plan attempts to meet.

The Year 2000 planning process and highlights of the Plan:
recommendations are summarized in the pages that follow. There are
also five separate maps, listed below, that provide additional in formation:

Year 2000 Freeway/Expressway System Map (Urban Portion)

Year 2000 Arterial System Map (Urban Portion)

Year 2000 Transportation System Map (Rural Portion)

Map of City of Wichita Projects, 1985-2000

Map of Sedgwick County Projects, 1985-2000

If more information is needed, you are encouraged to contact the
Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Department on the
tenth floor of City Hall. 455 N. Main, Wichita, Kansas 67202. The phone
number is 3I6-268-4391. Complete copies of the Year 2000 Transportation
Plan are available for review. And staff members will be glad to meet
with any and all interested individuals or groups. Your questions and
comments are encouraged.
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DEVELOPMENT OF THE YEAR 2000 TRANSPORTATION PLAN

The groundwork for the Year 2000 Transportation Plan began in the
early 1970's. Major travel surveys were undertaken to provide the data
base needed for making future travel projections. Shortly thereafter,
population and land use projections were made for the Year 2000. These
projections are documented in the "Population Growth in Sedgwick
County 1980-2000 Technical Report" and the three-volume "Land Use
Technical Report - Year 2000." Projections of how many people will be
residing in the area and where they will be living and working are
essential for assessing future travel needs. With this data base, the
actual transportation planning process began.

1 he planning process that was used in developing the Year 2000
Transportation Plan consists of three steps:

1. Assigning existing traffic to the existing transportation
network (to determine adequacy today);

2. Projecting future trafftc and assigning it to the existing
network (to determine congestion and bottlenecks if no
improvements are made); and

3. Assigning future traffic to proposed future transportation
systems (in an effort to find the best system that will provide
an adequate level of service at an affordable cost).

In order to accomplish these steps, a nationally recognized series of
computer programs, known as the Urban Transportation Planning System
Package {UTPS) was used. This computer package is very sensitive to
congestion, cost and traftic flow but as with any computer simulation. it
also requires interpretation and understanding of the area to allow
reasonable and responsible recommendations for handling the travel
demand predicted. The package, by itself, does not adequately handle
ex-urban or rural areas, and therefore, an appreciation for other
considerations such as sa fety, access and economic development is*,·Ah · 1

required for long-range travel needs in those areas. Therefore both
7 the UTPS and local knowledge were utilized in formulating the Year 2000

Transportation Plan.

Specifically, the UTPS was used to determine the following

-             1. Amount of travel - totai number of trips per day for the Year
- 2000, based on population and land use projections.

2. Trip distribution - where the trips would be occurring based
on the location and number of houses (originations) and the
location and size of offices, schools and shopping facilities
(destinations) as well as the distance between them.
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Vehicle of choice - automobile or bus. The Year 2000 Plan is

based on the assumption that most of the trips will be made by
automobile, with a small percentage being made by bus, as It
is today. The Year 2000 Plan does assume an increase in thenumber of persons per auto, from 1.32 persons per auto in 1981 to 1.66 persons per auto in the Year 2000. This increase
reflects several projected economic variables such as fuel cost
and availability.

*.I
4. Trip assignment - assigning each vehicle trip to the fastest

route.

:31

.33

The final product of the UTPS is a computer generated printout and
map showing future traffic demand for each roadway segment in the
study area. The existing transportation network is tested initially to
ascertain its ability to handle the future traffic. If, as is usually the
case, the existing system cannot adequately handle the projected travel
demand, a series of alternativehetworks are designed and tested until a
network can be found that adequately satisfies the demand.

:28 The term "adequately satisfies" is generally defined in terms of the
level of service provided, running on a scale of A (the very best) to F
(the very worst). Levels of service C and D are the most common
target levels of service with Level C being preferable and Level D
acceptable during peak hours. This combination of "C" service normally
with some "D" service at peak is the level of service which was selected
as the basis of "adequately satisfied" for the Wichita area in the Year
2000.

Once the computer modeling process was completed, the next step
was to analyze and evaluate the data. This was done by producing a
series of alternative solutions, ranging from a minimal investment plan to
a plan that would solve all problems without regard to financial or other
impacts.

©ar=

The analysis of the minimal investment plan indicated that severe
congestion problems would exist in the future if only low capital-cost

-- solutions were undertaken. Specifically, the analysis revealed a
continuing east-west accessibility problem. This is not surprising when
one considers the factors that set the east-west travel apart from the
north-south travel:

.. ': 4./42.

North-south traffic can move smoothly on two major freeways:
the Canal Route (I-135) and the By-Pass (I-235). There are
no such east-west freeways.

Heavy residential development has occurred on the far east
and west sides of town, with the central business district (a
major employment center) located in between.
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There are several physical barriers to east-west traffic,
including railroad crossings, the Big and Little Arkansas
River, and the Floodway.

There are major trip attractions on both the east and west
sides of town. including two regional shopping centers (Towne
East and Towne West) as well as the Mid-Continent Airport on
the west. 1..,4

All alternative solutions developed and examined for the Year 2000
attempted to solve the system-wide capacity problems with major emphasis
on the east-west movement. These alternatives are briefly discussed
below:

294.
f<-533
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Alternetive A Estimated Cost: $329,000,000

Alternative A attempted to maximize federal and state dollars
by increasing capacity on freeways and expressways within a
cost minimization constraint. Specific improvements included
an interchange at Kellogg and West Street, a Kellogg overpass
in the downtown area, flyover-type interchanges on Kellogg at
0!iver and at Woodlawn, construction of a two-lane
expressway/freeway in northeast Wichita (Northeast
Circumferential) and construction of an interchange at 1-235
and Maple Street. The result was that although such
improvements did relieve congestion on the freeways, there
were still serious capacity problems on portions of Kellogg and
on local arterials, notably McLean (Meridian to Seneca) and on
21st Street (Amidon to I-135) .

Alternative B Estimated Cost: $485,000,000

-*.,··

Alternative B was designed to solve all anticipated traffic
congestion problems in the area regardless of the cost of
implementation. It included significant improvements over
Alternative A. namely. upgrading West Kellogg to a four-lane
freeway from Ridge Road to 1-235, upgrading East Kellogg to a
six-lane freeway from the Arkansas River to Rock Road,
making the Northeast Circumferential a four-lane freeway
instead of two lanes, and widening congested arterials to six
lanes (including Mclean Boulevard from Meridian to Seneca and
21 st Street from Amidon to I -135.

Alternative K Estimated Cost: $519,000,000

E.t

1?•f

Alternative K was produced to depict the transportation
problems which would exist if the occupancy ratio for autos
does not increase over the 1985-2000 time period. (The
assumption for all of the other alternatives is that the
occupancy ratio will increase from 1.32 persons per auto to
1.66 persons per auto in the Year 2000.) Alternative K
therefore required further improvements over Alternative B,
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including upgrading West Kellogg to a four-lane freeway from
Tyler to Ridge Road and a six-lane freeway from Ridge to
1-235 as well as p. idening congested arterials to not only six
lanes but eight lanes as well (i.e., Mclean Boulevard from
Meridian to Seneca and 21st Street from Amidon to I-135.)

.Ff'j{·
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Many discussions were held with various groups of citizens,
administrators and. elected officials regarding the proposed al ternatives
discussed above. Based on their input, additional alternatives were
developed which were intended to combine ideas from the advisory
groups and to refine existing alternatives as to cost and service levels.
These alternatives are discussed as follows:

Alternative C Estimated Cost: $404,000,000

P€

t.{Er£
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Alternative C was devised as a midpoint between Alternative
A's more reachable costs and Alternative B's high level of
service. It included Alternative A's Kellogg solution and
substituted the fifth lane concept on some roadways where
six-lane arterial proposals had been used in Alternative B.
The oiher major change was that a four-lane elevated facility
would be provided in the 21 st Street Corridor to eliminate the
rail-auto conflict. Although the 21 st Street solution worked
well, Kellogg showed congestion and some of the fifth lane
solutions were not adequate to handle traffic on the major
arterials.

Alternative D Estimated Cost: $489,000.000

Alternative D was developed to overcome the capacity problems
in Alternative C. Alternative D used the more extensive

Kellogg improvements proposed in Alternative B. The result
was a cost slightly higher than Alternative 8 (primarily due to
the elevated facility in the 21st Street corridor) .

Alternative E Estimated Cost: $418,000,000

Alternative E was designed as a compromise between
Alternative C and D to determine if adequate levels of service
could be provided at costs lower than Alternative D.
Alternative E called for Alternative A's Kellogg solution, used
a combination of five and six lane arterial widenings and went
back to the six-lane widening on 21st Street in lieu of an
elevated facility.

All of these alternatives were developed, analyzed and evaluated on
the basis of level of service, cost and impact on air quality and fuel
usage. Alternative E rated as the best alternative within the given
financial constraints. The recommended plan, therefore, is based on
Alternative E but also provides for alternative solutions to 21st Street
and Mclean Boulevard.
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YEAR 2000 TRANSPORTATION PLAN RECOMMENDATIONS

The culmination of the data collection, forecasting and analysis is a
list and map of recommended projects needed to provide the
Wichita-Sedgwick County area with safe and efficient travel in the Year
2000.

:,

The Recommended Plan is comprised of 283 projects which will cost
approximately $432 million (1985 dollars) over the pirted 1985-2000.
Approximately three-fourths of this cost, or $325 million, is proposed
for City of Wichita improvements and about one-fourth, or $107 million,
is recommended for Sedgwick County projects.

m

404.1
9-242*i

1%31"

Among the City projects, almost one-ha' f is to be spent on freeways
and the remainder on arterials. The major City projects center on the
problem of smoother east-west travel {an existing problem), and
therefore, Kellogg improvements predominate, with an estimated cost of
$73 million or nearly one-fourth of the total estimated cost for all City
projects. The solution envisioned in the 1966-85 Transportation Plan
was to make Kellogg a freeway from the west urban area boundary to the
east urban boundary. This is still the desirable solution, but in the
present time period (1985-2000), when financial and socioeconomic
constraints prevail, it is likely that less expensive, intermediary-type
solutions will have to be implemented in order to provide safe and
efficient travel in the corridor. Therefore, the recommended Kellogg
improvements include the new interchange at West Street (already
scheduled for construction in 1985) and the proposed flyover-type
interchanges at Oliver and Woodlawn as well as a proposed viaduct
downtown (allowing for free-moving Kellogg traffic as well as full access
to and from the central business district).

'.
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Other major recommended projects include an interchange at 1-235
and Maple, construction of a new freeway in northeast Wichita ( Northeast
Circumferential), and capacity improvements on McLean Boulevard from
Meridian to Seneca and on 21st Street from Amidon to I-135.

En
6. 'f.1.0 =

-, I OUS.

The majority of problems associated with the County arterial road
system are not related to insufficient capacity as is the case in the
urban area. Most of the problems are associated with safety, roadway
condition and deteriorating bridges. In some cases, however, future
projections of traffic volume indicate that four-lane facilities will be
required. Such examples are: Harry between Greenwich and the
County Line, 47th Street between the Arkansas River and Oliver, Seneca
between 55th Street South and the Wichita-Valley Center Floodway, and
Rock Road between Donegal and 13th Street North. In addition,
recommendations include a Flew bridge at 103rd Street South between
Oliver and Woodlawn and reconstruction of a bridge to four lanes on
MacArthur between West Street and Hoover.
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Fellowing is a summary of all the Year 2000 Transportation Plan
Recomi. endations for Wichita-Sedgwick County along with a more detaited
description of the major projects.

SUMMARY OF THE YEAR 2000

TRANSPORTATION PLAN RECOMMENDATIONS

Project Description Estimated Cost*

FREEWAY/EXPRESSWAYS

Kellogg

At West Street ** Construction of an interchange $15,000,000

Arkansas River to Topeka Construction of a Downtown
Viaduct 38,000,000

At Oliver Construction of an

Interchange ("flyover") 10,000,000

At Woodlawn Construction of an

Interchange ("flyover") 10,000,000

$73,000,000

Northeast Circumferential Construction of a New Freeway 65,000,000

I-235 at Maple Street Construction of an Interchange 10,000,000

I-135 and I-235 Completion of Interchange 2,000,000

SUBTOTAL $150,000,000

(Continued on next page)

* These figures (in 1985 dollars) are for estimation purposes only. Actual costs coul d
vary significantly depending on when the project is constructed, the final design of
the project and the actual amount of right-of-way required.

** Scheduled for construction in 1985.
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SUMMARY OF

YEAR 2000 TRANSPORTATION PLAN

RECOMMENDATIONS (CONTINUED)

Project Description Estimated Cost*

ARTERIALS

East-West Arterials

Mclean Boulevard,
Meridian to Seneca Additional Lanes $ 6,000,000

21 Gt Street, Amfdon

to I-135 Additional Lanes 20,000,000

Other East-West Arterial s Road Widening (25 projects) 44,000,000

$70,000,000

North-South Arterials Road Widening (44 project:) 77,000,000

Intersections Channelization of

40 Intersections and

2
Improved Signalization

(7 projects) 28,000,000

SUBTOTAL $175,000,000

TOTAL ESTIMATED COST FOR CITY PROJECTS $325,000,000
:f

COUNTY PROJECTS

Roads Reconstruction, Resurfacing $81,000,000

and/or Widening (93 projects)
W.

Intersections Reconstruction and/or signaliza-
tien of 9 intersections 2,000,000

ft Bridges Reconstruction of 56 bridges 24,000,000
%

TOTAL ESTIMATED COST FOR COUNTY PROJECTS $107,000,000

TOTAL EST 1 MATED COST FOR CITY AND COINTY PROJECTS $432,000,000

*** See text for various options aval lable. The figure given in the chart i s the

estimated cost for the most expensive option.
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Major Plan Recommendations

Kellogg

The prime east-west road in the Wichita-Sedgwick County area is
Kellogg (U.S.54). This mixed expressway-freeway-arterial roadway
carries the largest traffic load in the area next to the Canal Route
(I-135) and a number of intersections on Kellogg have been in the top
ten accident locations historically. Kellogg is therefore given the

a - highest priority for improvement in the Wichita-Sedgwick County area
5 and this Plan reflects that priority.

, + Lejee

: West Kellogg - Some significant improvements to West Kellogg have
already iLeen made or will be made soon. These include the Airport
Interchange at Ridge Road (completed in 1982) a-:d major intersection
improvements at Dugan Road (completed in 1984). In 1985, an
urban-type interchange is scheduled for construction at West Street.
When the new interchange is open to traffic (1987), the existing traffic
signals at Tracy and Anna will be removed and all Kellogg traffic
destined for Towne West will use the West Street I nterchange.L
(Alternate access will be provided by the recommended 1-235/Maple
Street I nterchange). With the completion of the West Street
Interchange, it is proposed that Vine be closed, making a five-mile
stretch of stop- free traffic from Dugan Road to Downtown.

¢41

291

Central Kellogg - One of the most dangerous portions of roadway in
the Wichita area is the section of Kellogg from the Arkansas River to
Topeka. Three of the top ten accident locations in 1983 and 1984 are
found in that segment. In addition to the safety issue, significant
traffic congestion is encountered in this section of Kellogg.

The recommended solution to both the safety issue and the
congestion issue is a grade-separated freeway segment connecting the
present railroad viaduct and the elevated section of Kellogg west of the
Arkansas River. A continuous interchange is proposed at this location
which would segregate CBD-bound traffic from thru-traffic on Kellogg
and eliminate the four traffic lights on Kellogg.

643:

221*2

East-Kellogg - The section of Kellogg from Hillside east changes
from a high-speed freeway facility with total access control to an arterial
with a large number of side streets, commercial driveways and major
intersections. This transition is complicated by the fact that there is
virtually no room to provide relief from these traffic constraints without
severely affecting highly developed commercial and residential
neighborhoods.

An intermediary solution to this section's problems requires a novel
approach which provides additional capacity itself and lessens the impact
on the neighborhood and businesses. The proposal of a "flyover" at
Oliver and at Woodlawn meets both requirements and can be provided at
moderate cost. A flyover provides for the same type of movements that

L
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a normal interchange would provide but does so in a more confined
space, thereby requiring less right-of-way. With less space, however.
steeper grade may be required (on Kellogg and the ramps) and
landscaping may be limited.

After the opening of the Oliver flyover, the median at Bluff would
be closed (allowing right-turns only) which would provide for signal-free
traffic flow on Kellogg from 1-235 to Edgemoor.

Kellogg from east of Woodlawn to the east urban boundary would
continue to function as it does presently with improvements to the major
intersections and with consideration of removal of some mid-block traffic

signals if land use conditions allow.

Northeast Circumferential

F.6.'dr

j

The Northeast Circumferential, a road :vhich would serve the

expanding eastside of the urban area, has been planned in some form
since the 1920's. As the northeast part of Wichita has expanded over
the years, the location of the circumferential has been pushed eastwarc'
so that presently the alignment connects Kellogg between East 127th
Street and East 143rd Street to K-254 just north of 49th Street North.
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The adopted land use plan shows a considerable amount of both
residential and employment growth in the east and northeast section of
the Wichita-Sedgwick County area over the next few decades, which will
result in increased travel demand in that area. The Northeast

Circumferential can be built on an alignment which significantly minimizes
residential, commercial and environmental disruption and would therefore
be significantly less expensive to build. Major land holders in the
vicinity of the proposed alignment have cooperated in not developing in
the right-of-way and some of the land has not been developed because of
lack of sewer facilities. As long as these conditions hold, the road can
be constructed inexpensively; but if either changes, its cost would
escalate and the likelihood of constructing the roadway would
substantially decrease.

1

It is recommended that the Northeast Circumferential be a staged
construction project. The first stage would be purchasing all the
necessary right-of-way for a four-lane, divided, access-controlled
freeway. The second stage would be construction initially of only a

-. "super-two" facility (two-lane road with wide shouldered lanes and
access-controlled with at-grade intersections at main arterials). The
third stage would be upgrading to full freeway standards (four-lane) by
constructing a parallel road and grade-separating all intersections so
that the Northeast Circumferential would be accessible only at the
ir,.erchange locations. With this type of staged construction, the facility

lit. i .-i could be easily upgraded to a four-lane freeway when needed.
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Interstate 235/Maple Street Interchange

The only major addition to the Wichita-Sedgwick County Interstate
System which is recommended for the Year 2000 Plan is an interchange at
1-235 and Maple. This interchange would provide for greater access and
mobility for the growing western portion of Wichita and Sedgwick
County. By providing access at Maple Street and thereby direct access
to Towne West Square, this interchange would relieve some of the
pressure on already congested roadways, such as Kellogg and Central.
The project qualities for 90% Federal participation with the State
supplying the 10% match.

Mclean Boulevard

A serious congestion problem exists on McLean Boulevard between
Meridian and Seneca. This section of roadway carries both McLean
traffic and Central traffic. The problem is worsened during the peak
morning and afternoon rush hours, when motorists from the west side of
town are going to and from work. It is apparent that more capacity is
required for this corridor. There are a number of ways of providing
for that increased capacity need which include the following:

Widen Mclean to six lanes from Meridian to Seneca. This

option could be accomplished by primarily widening the
roadway towards the River on city-owned right-of-way. This
might require some reinforcement of the river bank. It is also
possible to widen away from the river side, but this would
require substantial purchase of right-of-way and many
residential relocations.
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Widen McLeart to five lanes from Merrdian to Seneca and use

the center lane as a reversible lane allowing three lanes in the
peak direction. This would require some redesign of
intersections to allow the reversible lane traffic to merge into
the flow at either end. It would also require the closing of

1

i
t

11

'FIA.I.Milillillipqv.Will'lill'll:/F"F&*a« ./':41,73:,im,imilimirisFig//1/lillil//Impmfrzf""1'll"Imfe'-

Til
4-:&1.-

7,miriuiarrT--7-3

- 2.,1 ./.Paf/041'
fla./*le

i .3-«*FEN ;
fl- Ill

6% ..

..tus....'Ill.../4

*@WFUGERFE-7-F----7--7---.--.i :c.C)'.tmffy

j

.  '-2...'.#; mi#f,

3=PU- ./.-

dAL-„-. dU.WIL ·

._.IJ.1.

07«4/.,f/g/.lA*/-*4/-



.

03': €·93"

r

most intersectIng streets along the roadway through the entire
section.
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Make McLean and 2nd Street a one-way pair. Second Street
would be connected to Central in some manner at the western

end. Allowing both streets to function as one-way streets
would enable the capacity problem to be handled without
extensive widening of either. This option would require some

right-of-way purchase wherever the connection of Central and
Second would take place. This is not an optimum situation for
a one way pair due to the separation between the paired
streets.
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Each of the above options could solve the corridor needs of McLean
and each has its advantages and drawbacks. It is recommended that any
solution to the McLean problem be compared to the do-nothing option and
that the final selection be sensitive to local goals and needs.
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21st Street
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On 21 st Street between Amidon and I-135, there exists a capacity
shortage which is exacerbated by the rail-auto conflict in the
Broadway/1-135 area. Possible solutions to the 21st Street problem are
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therefore of two types: those solutions which address capacity problems
only and those that relate to both capacity and rail -auto conflicts ( which

are more expensive and extensive). Some of these possible solutions are
discussed below:

Widen 21st Street to six-lanes. This option would require
substantial right-of-way acquisition for the entire section from
Amidon to -135. In certain sections it would require
substantial commercial and industrial relocations.

gUU'.NUI IL

gloo 9// 3$21
:r= 25 TH.

000000[m0500

1 00000000 2 0

9 4 00890 . doMMMHat
021 • =/10000 OOE[]0000[1  O 00000000

MOG<001 0 000000[7 [m][1[1 2100000000[1

Make 21st and 20th Streets a one-way pair from i -135 to west

of Arkansas Avenue. This option would provide the needed
capacity by utilizing 20th Street and 21st Street to move
traffic. It would require less right-of-way than widening 21st
Street to six- lanes, but again, it would not solve the railroad

crossing problem. It also presents a proErem of tying 21 st
and 20th Streets together at the west end (some point east of
the River).
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Build an e evated facili ty connecting 21 st Street to
25th Street This proposal envisions an elevated structure

running from I -135 just south of 21 st Street to some point west
of Broadway and 25th Street. The advantage of this option is
that right-of-way costs would be less and relocations would be

4

1'02 IST ST.*i

pi!-13[139nnn[Ll[1[10

1 3

*r.



464***¥

Im@Nt ·· . I

4

X19tb

reduced from the first option while providing for a northern,
railroad-free east-west route (the on ly one north of Kellogg).
Twenty-fifth Street is a wide four-lane facility which would
augment 21 st Street to provide the needed capacity in the
corridor. It would also provide a good connecting link
between I-235 and I-135. This option, however, is very
costly in terms of construction with approximately 3/4 of a mile
of elevated expressway.

LI' IlLIN¢ili!#1 R A 3 12 7nlog,lui*-4 U. j Apl ,UoymmuLOM--1._1-_94*442
1 /.liti A

"A 10

JE
0

4

19& a. luoula IL

'40#483 triguuJU.
¥411 ip'005 JUUJUUU.JUUUJUU

Build an elevated facility using 20th Street and leaving 21st
Street as an access road. This option would require some
right-of-way but would solve both capacity problems and
rai;road conflict. It would cost approximately the same as the
21st/25th Street facility without adverse distances to users. It
does. however, present a problem of tying the elevated facility
and 21 st Street together at the west end plus a problem of
how to provide access to and from Broadway and/or Arkansas.
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All of the above options solve some of the problems in this corridor
and some address and solve both. Each proposal has costs (capital,
social and economic) and each has benefits. The choice of any one
solution will nepd to take into account the City's goals and the finances

- available at the time of project initiation. rmi***
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FINANCING THE YEAR 2000 TRANSPORTATION PLAN

The result of the analysis of transportation needs for the
Wichita-Sedgwick County Area through the Year 2000 is that the
required improvements exceed the financial resources available to fund
them. The gap between need and resources varies by funding category
(federal, state and local), but in all cases there exists some financial
gap.

The Recommended Plan is estimated to cost $432 million. Of this,
approximately $196 million or 45% is eligible for federal and/or state
funding with $236 million or 55% left fe- local funding. Unfortunately,

..9A adequate sources on the local level are simply not available to meet the
required needs. Therefore, it is imperative that the community not only
continue to receive its share of available federal and state transportation
monies but also that -new sources of local funding be found. I f no new
funding sources become available, then many of the community's
transportation needs will go unmet.

There are a number of new local funding sources which could
narrow the gap between transportation needs and existing resources.
These include a local option sales tax, a wheel tax (user tax), a payroll
tax, local income tax and intangibles tax. Obviously, some of these tax
options would generate more funds than others ( local option sales tax
could produce the largest amount of funding); some have statutes that
would allow implementation (sales tax, wheel tax and intangibles tax) ;
others would require enabling legislation (payroll tax and local income
tax). These tax options are further discussed below:

Sedgwick County and $3.5 million to second and third-class

local option seles tax - It is estimated that a 1% county-wide
sales tax would generate approximately $36.5 million per year,
with $24.0 million being allocated to Wichita, $9.0 million to

cities. If half of the Wichita and Sedgwick County income was
allocated to transportation, then approximately $16.5 million
per year or $247.5 million over the next fifteen years
(1985-2000) would be availabte to fund the Recommended
Transportation Plan. This is more than sufficient to cover the

r estimated local share cost of $236 million.

wheel tax (user tax) - Based on existing Kansas State
Statutes, the wheel tax could be levied at either $5 or $1 0 per
vehicle per year. At the $10 rate, approximately $3.5 million
could be generated in Sedgwick County per year, or $52.5
million over the next fifteen years (1985-2000). This would
fal; short of providing the needed local funds for the
Recommended Transportation Plan projects.

' intangibles tax - Sy referendum, this tax has been removed
locally. Generally. it is not perceived to be a tax that would
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generate sufficient funds to significantly impact transportation
needs.

local income tax or payroll tax - Either tax could generate
sutticient tunds but would, equire new legislation.

There are no easy answers to solving all of the future
transportation needs and finding sufficient funds to finance them. The
Year 2000 Transportation Plan takes this into account. The projects that
are recommended witl provide the Wichita-Sedgwick County Area with an
adequate level of transportation at a price that is within the realm of
possibility. The Plan must be reviewed on a re41ar basis and amended
when necessary in order to respond to changing social, economic and
technological developments.

The Year 2000 Transportation Plan is intended to serve es a guide
and as such it is hoped that it will effectively assist both the public and
private sector in making important decisions about the future.
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