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RESOLUTION NO. & Z—Q{-'[

A RESOLUTION ADOPTING THE MIDTOWN NEIGHBORHOOD PLAN

WHEREAS, pursuant to the authority granted by the statutes of the State of
Kansas, in K.S.A. 12-747 et seq., the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan
Area Planning Commission developed a Comprehensive Plan, adopted by the
City of Wichita and Sedgwick County in 1993, and amended in 1996, 2000 and

2002; and

WHEREAS, the Comprehensive Plan may be amended, as needed, to ensure it
reflects timely and relevant information and the needs of the community; and

WHEREAS, the City of Wichita and Sedgwick County, in collaboration with the
Historic Midtown Citizens Association, The Midtown Plan Steering Committee,
and neighborhood stakeholders, did initiate the development of the Midtown
Neighborhood Plan to promote and preserve the historically residential character
of the neighborhood; and

WHEREAS, before the adoption of any Comprehensive Plan or amendment
thereto, the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission is
required by K.S.A. 12-747 to hold a public hearing; and

WHEREAS, the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission did give notice by publication in the official County Newspaper on
April 1, 2004, of a public hearing on said neighborhood plan; and

WHEREAS, the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission, on April 22, 2004, did hold a public hearing at which a quorum was
present, and did hear all comments and testimony relating to said neighborhood
plan, and approved a resolution adoption the Midtown Neighborhood Plan as an
amendment to the Wichita-Sedgwick County Comprehensive Plan;

NOW, BE IT THEREFORE RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY
COMMISSIONERS OF SEDGWICK COUNTY, KANSAS:

SECTION I. That after receiving a recommendation from the Wichita-
Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission, and after said
Planning Commission has given proper notice and held a public hearing as
provided by law, under the authority ranted in K.S.A. 12-747, the Sedgwick
County Board of County Commissioners hereby adopts the Midtown
Neighborhood Plan as a official amendment to the Wichita-Sedgwick County

Comprehensive Plan; and



SECTION ll. That upon taking effect, a notion of this amendment to the
Comprehensive Plan shall be entered in the official Comprehensive Plan records
in the offices of the Metropolitan Area Planning Department.

SECTION Iil. Notice of this action shall be transmitted to the Wichita City
Council, and to all other subdivisions in the planning area which request a copy
of the plan.

SECTION IV.This resolution shall become effective upon its passage and
publication on in the Official County Newspaper.

Commissioners present and voting were:

DAVE UNRUH

TIM R. NORTON

THOMAS G. WINTERS
CAROLYN McGINN ,,Q/
BEN SCIORTINO

DATED this ﬂay of wﬁ/

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
OF SEDGWICK COUNTY, KANSAS

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Wl A

ROBERT W. PARNACOTT,
Assistant County Counselor
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ORDINANCE NO. L“J - 179

AN ORDINANCE ADOPTING THE MIDTOWN NEIGHBORHOOD
PLAN AS AN AMENDMENT TO THE WICHITA-SEDGWICK
COUNTY COMPREHENSIVE PLAN. D R) 2002~ 0l

WHEREAS, pursuant to the authority granted by the statutes of the State of Kansas, in K.S.A. 12-
747 et seq., the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission developed a
Comprehensive Plan, adopted by the City of Wichita and Sedgwick County in 1993, and amended in 1996,
2000 and 2002; and

WHEREAS, the Comprehensive Plan may be amended, as needed, to ensure it reflects timely and
relevant information and the needs of the community; and '

WHEREAS, the City of Wichita, in collaboration with neighborhood stakeholders and the Historic
Midtown Neighborhood Association, did initiate the development of the Midtown Neighborhood Plan to
preserve and promote the historically residential character of the neighborhood; and

* WHEREAS, before the adoption of any Comprehensive Plan or amendment thereto, the Wichita-
Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission is required by K.S.A. 12-747 to hold a public
hearing; and .

WHEREAS, the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission did give
notice by publication in the official City and County newspaper on April 1, 2004, of a public hearing on
said neighborhood plan; and

WHEREAS, the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission on April 22,
2004, did hold a public hearing at which a quorum was present, and did hear all comments and testimony
relating to said neighborhood, and approved a resolution adopting the Midtown Neighborhood Plan as an
amendment to the Wichita-Sedgwick County Comprehensive Plan,

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

SECTION 1. The City of Wichita hereby adopts the Midtown Neighborhood Plan as an amendment to
the Wichita-Sedgwick County Comprehensive Plan; and

SECTION 2. . Notice of this action shall be transmitted to the Sedgwick County Board of County
Commissioners for its consideration, and to all other taxing subdivisions in the planning area which request a
copy of the plan.

SECTION 3.  This ordinance shall become effective and be in force from and after its adoption and
publication once in the official City newspaper.
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ADOPTED at Wichita, Kansas, this S — [§- O

Carlos Mayahs, Mayor

ATTEST:

Kargh Sublett, City Clerk

Approved as to form:

&L 5 Relendit Crre

Gary E. %béns’torf, Director owv‘;/
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Note to the Reader:
This document represents a vision and set of principles to guide revitalization of
Historic Midtown. Itis not intended to be a detailed operating plan.

Specific projects or initiatives are listed as examples; they do not represent funding commit-
ments or endorsement by City of Wichita or Sedgwick County, or any organization or agency. Fur-
thermore, enactment of the majority of this Plan's recommendations can only come after contin-
ued community and agency input and coordination through established public approval processes.
Any commitments of funding or other resources by sponsoring organizations are subject to a sepa-
rate and subsequent review and approval process by their respective governing bodies. Once adopted
by the City of Wichita's Metropolitan Area Planning Commission, the Sedgwick County Board of
Commissioners and the City of Wichita Council, this document will become an amendment to the
Comprehensive Plan for the area corresponding to the boundaries set forth herein. This statement
applies to the entire Midtown Neighborhood Plan Document.
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MIDTOWN NEIGHBORHOOD PLAN

THE MISSION

“To enhance the appearance, safety and
quality of life in Midtown to make it an
attractive and desirable place to live, work
and play for the benefit of all residents,

businesses, visitors and property owners.”
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MIDTOWN NEIGHBORHOOD PLAN

CHAPTER 1 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The purpose of this neighborhood plan is to develop a strategic plan for the
Historic Midtown Neighborhood that addresses key issues and concerns regard-
ing the conservation and revitalization of the area. The Planning Area that has
been identified is bounded by Murdock to the south, 18th Street N. to the north,
the Union Pacific (UP) BNSF Railway to the east and the Little Arkansas River
to the west.

This is an issue-oriented planning document that includes strategies to ad-
dress the objectives outlined therein. Components of the plan include a land
use concept that generally reflects current and desirable land uses, the redevel-
opment of the UP Railroad Corridor, redevelopment guidelines for developers,
and a linear park with a bike path and special landscaping for beautification,
safety and drainage management.

No zoning changes or design guidelines are being proposed as part of this
plan document, and no funds are currently committed for the implementation
of the land use concept. The redevelopment of the Railroad corridor into a lin-
ear park has been programmed in the Capital Improvement Plan for 2004-2013,
and the Kansas Department of Transportation (KDOT) has approved Federal
Transportation Enhancement funds for this project in 2003. Moreover, guide-
lines for the redevelopment of the neighborhood are reactive, and will apply
only when development projects are proposed.
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MIDTOWN NEIGHBORHOOD PLAN

CHAPTER 2 NEIGHBORHOOD HISTORY

Historic Midtown is so named because it is considered to be the first neigh-
borhood in Wichita. For the purpose of this plan, the project boundaries are
Murdock to the south, the UP/BNSF Rail Corridor to the East, 18th Street to the
north and the little Arkansas River to the west. The Riverside neighborhood
boundaries overlap with the boundaries of this plan. However, it was decided
that it was important to include portions of the Riverside community in the
plan to provide a unified vision for the entire area. Additionally, there is an
existing Center City plan to the south, as well as planning initiatives north of
18th St. Therefore, the plan boundaries follow these limits to the north and
south, and the Little Arkansas River and rail corridor to the west and east re-
spectively provide natural boundaries for the remainder of the plan area.

Historic Midtown is an established residential community with public gath-
ering places and thriving businesses in the heart of Wichita. Many of the large
Victorian houses and smaller frame bungalows in Historic Midtown have been
restored recently, showcasing growing neighborhood pride. These houses are
occupied by a variety of cultures and the designs and decorations speak to this
diversity and eclectic flavor. Viable Asian and Hispanic food markets sit next to
American-style commercial establishments and specialty shops in the distinctly
commercial streets.

Historic Midtown and the Founding of Wichita

It has been known throughout history as Midtown, and is the original town
site of Wichita during the 1870s settlement. Wichita was platted in 1865. Four
years later, there were no more than 12 buildings. Located on Waco, between
Murdock and 9th Street, these buildings belonged to Darius S. Munger, a sur-
veyor. On March 25, 1870, both Munger and William Griffenstein filed Plats in
El Dorado, Kansas, coinciding with the southern portion of the area known as
Midtown .

The Munger plat consisted of nearly a quarter section lying north of Central
Avenue and included the site at Waco and 9th. This plat laid out Wichita. Init,
Broadway was hamed "Texas Street" in honor of the Texas cattle trade. Market
Street was originally "Chisholm", in honor of Jesse Chisholm of Chisholm Trail
fame and Main Street was designated "Court Street" because Munger hoped
one day that a courthouse would be built on that street. This later came to pass
when the Sedgwick County Courthouse was built on Munger's Court Street.

Wichita Street still bears its original name, in honor of the Wichita Indians,
while Waco remains unchanged, commemorating the Waco Indians, a sub tribe
of the Wichita Indians. According to Munger's plans, Waco was to be the main
street of the town, until Bill Griffenstein ("Dutch Bill") also known as the "Fa-
ther of Wichita", moved quickly to take advantage of a discrepancy in Munger's
title, and renamed Court Street. Griffenstein believed that the name of Main
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Street would attract businessmen to build stores there, rather than on Waco
Street. As an incentive, he offered a free lot to anyone who would build on the
new Main Street. As a result, Waco businesses relocated to Main Street.

Wichita’s "Firsts"
Wichita's first school was located on the corner of 12th and Jackson. Founded

by William Finn, a surveyor who helped Bill Griffenstein ("Dutch Bill") survey
his property while Munger was in town doing the same.

Wichita's first jail, the Wyatt Earp Jail, was located on the northeast corner
of 12th and Main streets. It has been reconstructed as part of the Old Cow Town
Museum.

According to the National Register of Historic Places Nomination Form, the
Darius Sales Munger House is considered Wichita's first house, originally placed
at 901 Waco St., and relocated three times during its life span. Darius Munger,
Wichita founder, postmaster and hotelkeeper, built this house using cottonwood
logs in 1868. It functioned as a hotel, a justice hall, a community center and a
post office before it was relocated to its current location in the Cowtown Mu-
seum, where it sits today, on its original foundation of coarse rubble stone and
mortar that was prepared using a mixture of clam shells, buffalo hair, sand and
water. The City's first Episcopal service was held in the loft of this house.

Historic Homes

Characterized by scattered Victorian homes, Historic Midtown homes were
built on major estates and commanded several acres with large and ample gar-
dens. As the city grew northward, the need for additional city services drove
property tax rates to increase. This resulted in financial hardship for some
homeowners and resulted in the sale of the larger building lots to newcomers
who would build the large, square frame Edwardian homes associated with the
turn of the last century. As taxes continued to rise, so did building densities,
with both established and newer residents subdividing their lots and selling them
for additional home construction.

A third wave of construction produced the bungalows of the teens and twen-
ties. The remaining vacant lots were filled in to accommodate the housing short-
age associated with World Wars | and 1l. The influx of airplane plant workers
during World War Il brought additional changes in the existing housing stock
characterized by the subdivision of larger homes into apartments, rooms and
boarding homes. As a result, it is possible to see homes built in the mid-1880s
mixed in with houses built as late as the 1930 and beyond. Through neglect, the
area began to show signs of slum and blight by the 1960s.
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The housing stock in Historic Midtown is recuperating from these influ-
ences. The 1970s brought a rebirth of attention to these homes through area
organizations and renewed ownership pride, and has continued to this day.
Along with government and city-funded programs, developers and contractors
have resources at their disposal to enable Historic Midtown to become stronger
while preserving and conserving its character, as it moves through the 21st Cen-
tury.

Historic Homes and Buildings

The following structures are on the local and/or State historic registers.
Items in bold are also on the National Register of Historic Places:

e Aley House, 1505 North Fairview

e Amidon House, 1005 North Market

e Carlisle House, 1215 North Emporia

e L.W. Clapp House, 1847 Wellington Place
e Marc Clapp House, 1817 Wellington Place

e Comley House, 1137 North Broadway

e Harding House, 1231 North Waco

e Hypatia House, 1215 North Broadway

e Jenkins Cottage, 1704 North Fairview
 Noble House, 1230 North Waco

e North High School, 1437 North Rochester

e Minisa Bridge, 13th Street and Little Arkansas River
e Parks/Houston House, 1111 North Broadway

e Pratt/Campbell House, 1313 North Emporia

e Skinner-Lee House, 1344 North Topeka

e« Sternberg House, 1065 North Waco

e« Wey Mansion, 1750 North Park Place

Historic Districts

There are four historic districts in Midtown: a) the North Topeka Avenue -
10th Street District, b) the Topeka/Emporia District, ¢) the Bitting District and
d) the Park Place/Fairview District, described below.

e North Topeka Avenue - 10th Street Historic District: This districtison
the National Register of Historic Places and consists of 1065 N. Topeka, 1103 N.
Topeka and 1109 N. Topeka.

e Topeka/Emporia Historic District: The Topeka/Emporia Historic
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trict consists of the 1200-1300 blocks of North Topeka and Emporia avenues.

e The Bitting Historic District: The Bitting Historic District consists of
the homes on 1100 and 1200 blocks of Bitting Avenue.

e Park Place/Fairview Historic District: Created in 1978, the Park Place/
Fairview Historic District is located between the 1400 to 1700 blocks of North
Park Place and Fairview and the 1800 block of Wellington Place (WRHP).

The City of Wichita's Historic Preservation Office has been working to nomi-
nate the historic districts in Wichita for inclusion into the National Register of
Historic Places. On Saturday, November 8, 2003, the State Sites Review Board
evaluated the national register nominations for the Bitting, Park Place/Fairview,
and Topeka/Emporia historic districts. By unanimous vote all three Midtown
districts were approved for State Register listing and submission to the National
Park Service for inclusion on the National Register of Historic Places. Proper-
ties located within 500 feet of the boundaries of these districts now require de-
sign review by the Historic Preservation Office for any project requiring a build-
ing permit.

Neighborhood Preservation

Historic Midtown has a long and successful tradition of residents who ac-
tively work together to preserve the integrity and identity of the neighborhood.
Through an organization founded in 1972, the neighborhood has bought, re-
habbed and found responsible owners to maintain these homes well into the
future. The Historic Midtown Citizens' Association (formerly the Midtown
Citizen's Association) has also accomplished projects that have resulted in the
conservation of the neighborhood as the oldest neighborhood in Wichita. The
following are representative accomplishments:

e 1n 1976, heavy trucks (1.5 tons or heavier) were banned from circulating
down Main, Market, Topeka, Emporia and St. Francis, with the exception of St.
Francis from Murdock to 10th Street (to accommodate the needs of Via Christi
Hospital - St. Francis Campus).

e In 1976, a $50-million federally funded cross-town highway project is
stopped in its tracks. The highway had been slated to run from 1-35 along
Murdock, curve south at Waco, cross the Arkansas River at 2nd Street, head
south along Seneca and connect with Kellogg, with an interchange at Topeka
and Waco. Hundreds of dwellings were saved in the process.

e In 1973, the Urban Renewal Agency (URA) includes Midtown as part of
its Neighborhood Development Plan. The plan called for neighborhood parks
and capital improvements. As part of the land use plan, the URA relocated 3
non-conforming industrial businesses out of the neighborhood and the land they
were on was rezoned to residential.
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e In 1975, the Midtown Neighborhood was instrumental in the adoption
of the state's first preservation ordinance, followed by the creation of the His-
toric Landmark Preservation Committee. Through these actions, the city of
Wichita "declared that the protection, enhancement, preservation and use of
historic landmarks is a public necessity in the interest of the culture, education
and welfare of the people.” (Historic Midtown Citizens' Association, 25 Years:
1972-1997).

Additional sources used in the development of this chapter: Midtown Journal,
Midtown Citizens’ Association (MCA), First Edition; and Midtown Journal, April 1975,
also published by MCA. Special thanks to the Wichita Public Library, downtown branch
and HMCA.
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CHAPTER 3 MISSION & NEEDS ASSESSMENTS

The Mission

To enhance the appearance, safety and quality of life in Midtown to make
it an attractive and desirable place to live, work and play for the benefit of all
residents, businesses, visitors and property owners.

Needs-Assessments:

The mission was borne out of a needs analyses, also referred to as a PARK-
IT analysis of community needs with different groups of community residents
and property owners where they laid the groundwork for the goals and objec-
tives to come. During the PARK-IT analysis exercise sessions, participants were
asked to provide answers to the following four questions:

P What would you like to PRESERVE in your neighborhood?
A What would you like to ADD to the neighborhood?

R What would you like to REMOVE?

K What would you like to KEEP OUT of the neighborhood?

A planning facilitator recorded responses on four flip charts. Participants
were then given three stickers and were asked to rank these responses in terms
of which they considered to be the top priorities. The responses are ranked
according to the number of votes they received after the final tally. The top six
or seven responses are included in the results from the three PARK-IT analyses
that follow.
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CHAPTER 4 NEEDS ANALYSIS SUMMARY I

Horace Mann Elementary School

As part of the Wichita-Sedgwick County MAPD Community Planning Aware-
ness Initiative, staff asked Horace Mann Elementary School to visit the stu-
dents for a three-day PARK-IT analysis of the neighborhood. Nineteen class-
rooms agreed to participate. These classes ranged from 3rd to 5th grade, and
included Spanish-language dominant children. Roughly 50% of these students
live in the neighborhood, while others are bussed into the Foreign Language
Magnet School, which also incorporates Park and Irving elementary schools,
covering kindergarten through 2nd grades. The class outline and a copy of the
Quality of Life form the students filled out are in the Appendix.

A constraint in this method of data collection is that each team was respon-
sible for appointing a "reporter”, someone with good handwriting who could
record the comments of the team as awhole. As a result, some teams are stron-
ger than others at their recording ability or attention to detail. This means that
there is a possibility that a particular team might have mentioned an item, but
the item failed to be recorded on the "Quality of Life" form. Because this was
also an exercise in civic participation and community involvement, MAPD staff
did not make an effort to ensure that every single answer was recorded, but
instead, relied on the students' own efforts.

All answers corresponding to 3rd through 5th grade have been combined.
Only responses that were recorded by two or more teams are included.

Below is an article with the results of the PARK-IT analysis. Some of the
items mentioned, such as Marshall Middle School and Riverside Park, are lo-
cated immediately adjacent to the neighborhood, in the Center City neighbor-
hood to the south, or immediately west of the study area. However, these stu-
dents consider these sites to be part of the community. For the purposes of
analyzing what is important to the students, we decided to leave these answers
as they are rather than delete them from the list.

Over the course of three days, 472 students were organized into a total of 64
teams of between 4 and 6 children. Each team was given an aerial map of His-
toric Midtown, along with several colored markers and a "Quality of Life" form.
The questions were open-ended, encouraging students to think on their own
based on their own experiences and observations of the neighborhood. Anin-
formal tally was taken of the number of times an item was recorded on the
"Quiality of Life" form by the teams. This number is shown after the item, and is
indicative of general priority areas of concern.

The following article with the results of this PARK-IT analysis appeared in
Mi Gente Hoy, a Hispanic magazine. The article appeared in both Spanish and
English. More than 50 per cent of students at Horace Mann are Hispanic and
some do not speak English.
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The Neighborhood: The Students of Horace Mann Share their
Thoughts

What are some of the worries and wishes of children living and study-
ing in the neighborhood known as Historic Midtown? The City of Wichita
wanted to find out. That's why planning officials visited Horace Mann
Elementary School to ask third through fifth grade students about their
experiences and observations living and studying in the Midtown area,
which is located between Murdock to 18th St., and the train tracks to the
Arkansas River.

Through the Wichita-Sedgwick Metropolitan Area Planning Depart-
ment (MAPD), the City of Wichita presented a planning game to 19 class-
rooms during one hour of class. In this way, MAPD was able to talk to a
total of 472 students during a three-day period, after which they received
certificates of achievement from MAPD, with their names, ready to be
framed.

Sixty-four working groups were formed, from four to six students each.
Each team received an aerial map of the neighborhood, seen from above,
as well as different colored markers and a form called "Quality of Life,"
which asked eight questions about what they thought about the quality of
life in the neighborhood. The form also included a place for them to write
their observations, opinions and ideas.

These results will be used to develop an action plan for the improve-
ment of the neighborhood. Here are some of the questions and answers
that emerged from the planning game, organized by the number of teams
that mentioned each response. We are including responses that elicited
more than 10 votes:

1) What place is the most important to you? What do you want (to
preserve) in the neighborhood?

1. Via Christi Hospital : 40

. Horace Mann Elementary School : 33
. North High School : 32

. Schools - All: 19

. Dillon's : 18

. Parks - All : 18

. Homes - All: 13

. Irving School : 12

. North Riverside Park : 10

This is what some students added:

© 00 N O O » W DN

We want to take care of our hospital and school because education
and cures for illnesses are the most important and that our homes shelter
us... We want our homes to remain where they are. We want good food...
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We want to preserve the river, the schools and the houses because

these are very important to us because they have been a part of us for
such a long time.

2) Is there anything you want (to remove) from the neighborhood?
1. Train tracks, Trains and Safety around Trains : 22
2. Drugs - lllegal, Gangs, Drug Houses : 17
3. Factories : 14
4. Davis Liquor Store : 11

5. Guns and Violence : 10

3) Is there anything you do not ever want to see your neighborhood
(keep out)?

1. Landfill Sites and Dumps : 13
2. Liquor and Tobacco Stores : 11
3. All Gangs and Drugs : 10

4) Is there anything new you would like to see in your neighborhood
(add to)?

1. Shopping Mall : 13
2. Hospitals and Health Centers (north) : 10
3. New Schools : 10
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CHAPTER 5 NEEDS ANALYSIS SUMMARY II

El Mesias United Methodist Church

The Spanish-speaking community meeting took place at EI Mesias Meth-
odist Church at 1200 N. Waco, in the heart of the neighborhood. The meeting
started at 6:30 a.m. with a presentation of the plan process, introduction of
steering committee members present, the status of the Midtown Planning pro-
cess, and an informal PARK-IT analysis exercise and feedback on issues spe-
cific to the Latino community in the neighborhood. While the meeting was well
attended, it was felt that additional monthly meetings would help bring cohe-
siveness to the Hispanic community and unite them in providing solutions and
sharing information about City services and community issues.

PRESERVE:
« All of Historic Midtown as is, with improvements and reduced crime
 Low crime/vandalism/car thefts
e Large single-family homes
* Available affordable homes for families with children
* Architectural elements - assets
« Peaceful quality of the neighborhood
e Family connections
e Commitment to the neighborhood
ADD:
« Video arcade and entertainment for youth
e Convenience Stores - Everyday Staples
e More community meetings and recruitment of residents
« Specialty boutiques and neighborhood small businesses
e Lighting for improved security and perception of safety
« Neighborhood "Plaza" - for weekend strolling, community gatherings
« Seating/benches around the plaza, facing the center
e Fountain @ Greenway
 Gardens and flowers
« Financing to improve homes
» More flowers and trees
« Alleys - free of obstructions

« Civic involvement - neighbors ought to be responsible for clean streets
and alleys, not just city
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 Paving and demarcation of property boundaries in alleys
e Dead limb removal (dangerous)
« Education of city inspectors on issues that homeowners face

e Agency that works with the community to facilitate complying with legal
notices such as referrals to licensed contractors, financing, advocacy, and
education about ordinances, regulations, incentives, processes and proce-
dures.

< Economic benefit of neighborhood character
« Education about the role of the city and various departments

< More time to respond to code violations.

REMOVE:

 Loose & hungry dogs
* \Weeds
» Dishonest and unethical contractors

< Dishonest property owners who sell without full disclosure of code viola-
tions and conditions.

e Loud Music
< Adversarial and controlling city departments (OCI)
< Poor zoning which affects property tax levies

Note: Items that can be addressed immediately rather than through the plan

were referred to the District VI City Hall for follow-up action by appropriate city
departments. The District VI Neighborhood Assistant offered to coordinate speak-
ers from various departments to liaise with, and educate, the Spanish-speaking
community on a variety of interests.

KEEP OUT:

e More Liquor stores (too many)

e Apartment buildings
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CHAPTER 6 NEEDS ANALYSIS SUMMARY il

Midtown Community Resource Center
PARK-IT (May 9, 2002)

PRESERVE:

1. Sense of community, neighborhood involvement (12)

2. Parks, open space & riverbanks (11)

3. Single-family homes
(owner occupied & attractive, not just historic) (8)

4. Historic properties (6)

5. Planted areas & green spaces, including large trees and flowers (5)

ADD:

1. Appropriate zoning & enforcement (14)

2. Improved drainage, transportation, sidewalks & general
infrastructure (11)

3. Improved lighting (more street & alley lighting; historical light fixtures
in historic districts/areas; increased security lighting - wattage &/or
down lighting) (8)

4. Owner occupied homes (7)

Parks & fountains, green space, parks, park amenities, plants, paths,
security fencing (6)

6. Pride in neighborhood (3)

7. Historic Districts (3)

REMOVE:

1. Trash, junk cars, furniture on front yards & weeds (overgrowth, esp. in
alleys) (14)

2. Crime, including gang activity, prostitution, drugs and graffiti (14)

3. lrresponsible property owners, including absentee landlords & slum
lords (13)

4. Substandard & dilapidated buildings in disrepair
(code violations) (12)

KEEP OUT:

1. Halfway houses, correctional facilities & group homes (15)

2. Speeders (8)
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Graffiti *** (7)
Inappropriate commercial (5)
Un-maintained vacant lots (4)

Sex offenders (3)

o g~ Ww

The priorities have been ranked according to the number of stickers (votes)
they received (in brackets).
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CHAPTER 7 MIDTOWN IN THE YEAR 2020: A VISION

Subsequent to the PARK-IT sessions with various sectors of the commu-
nity, the Midtown Neighborhood Plan Steering Committee was ready to un-
dergo a visioning session. On May 23, 2003, the committee met to discuss the
results of the sessions. They then took the top priorities identified by all of the
community groups, in all four PARK-IT categories and proceeded to transpose
these issues into a vision for the neighborhood in 2020 (See Appendix 6).

For example, those items that ranked highest in the "preserve™ and "add"
category were turned into positive statements in the vision. Items that were
ranked highest in the "remove" and "keep out" categories were either left out of
the vision altogether, or positive statements which reflected proactive solutions
were incorporated, with the help of MAPD staff, into a vision reflecting these
community observations.

What follows is the descriptive vision for the neighborhood:

It is the year 2022. Historic Midtown, a neighborhood in the heart
of Wichita, is a diverse, multi-cultural and multi-generational, stable
community of families that work, play and live together to make a
welcoming neighborhood with a strong sense of community. Itis con-
nected to other neighborhoods through a network of activities, com-
patible structures and active organizations. Itis a community that puts
children and families first.

Historic Midtown is clean, well kept and regularly maintained. Resi-
dents and property owners are committed to the neighborhood and
have access to resources to preserve and maintain older and newer
structures. New infill resident