AGENDA-REGULAR MEETING
GODDARD PLANNING COMMISSION
118 NORTH MAIN
GODDARD, KANSAS
February 11, 2019
7:00 P.M.
A)

CALL TO ORDER

B)

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE AND INVOCATION

C)

APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA

D)

CITIZEN COMMENTS

E)

CONSENT AGENDA:
Items on the Consent Agenda are considered by staff to be routine business items.
Approval of the items may be made by a single motion, seconded, and a majority vote
with no separate discussion of any item listed. Should a member of the Governing
Body desire to discuss any item, the item will be removed from the Consent Agenda
and considered separately.
1. Approval of Minutes
a. Regular Meeting – January 14, 2019

F)

BOARD of ZONING APPEALS

G)

OLD BUSINESS
1. Zoning Amendment Medical Lodge

H)

NEW BUSINESS
1. Final Plat Medical Lodge
2. Final Site Plan Medical Lodge
3. Zoning Code Amendment

I)

CITY PLANNER REPORT
1. New Annexation
2. Bike/Ped Plan Review
3. WAMPO presentation

J)

COMMISSIONER COMMENTS

K)

ADJOURNMENT

The Next Regular Meeting of the Planning Commission is scheduled for March 11, 2019 at 7pm.

MINUTES-REGULAR MEETING
CITY OF GODDARD
PLANNING COMMISSION & BOARD of ZONING APPEALS
118 NORTH MAIN, GODDARD, KS
MONDAY, JANUARY 14, 2019
A. CALL TO ORDER: The City of Goddard Planning Commission/Board of Zoning Appeals met in a Regular
Session on Monday, January 14, 2018 at 7:00 p.m. Chairman VanAmburg called the meeting to order.
Commissioners Present

Commissioners Absent

Doug VanAmburg
Doug Hall
Shane Grafing
Jamie Coyne

Darrin Cline
Justin Parks

City staff present

Guest

Micah Scoggan, City Planner & Code Enforcement
Craig Crossette, Assistant to the City Administrator

Logan Mills CED Engineer (Consultant)
Jennifer McCabe Excel Development (Developer)

B. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE AND INVOCATION: Chairman Cline led the Commission in the Pledge of
Allegiance and Invocation.
C. APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA: Commissioner VanAmburg called to Accept the Agenda as presented.
Commissioner Hall moved to accept the Agenda as presented. Commissioner Coyne seconded the motion.
Motion carried 4-0.
D. CITIZEN COMMENTS: Commissioner VanAmburg opened the floor to citizen comments at 7:02pm
Justin Streelow voiced his concern about rainwater runoff and the washout from rainwater on farm land. This
was addressed in part by Logan Mills of CED who assured Mr Streelow that all proper drainage procedures
were being followed for this development as well as all developments as required by the Planning procedures
of the City of Goddard, KS. Vance Knoll voiced his opposition to multi-family development in the area
regarding diminishing home values as a consequence of the development.
E. APPROVAL OF MINUTES: Craig Crossette presented the meeting minutes from the meeting of
December 10, 2018. Commissioner Hall moved to approve the minutes as presented. Commissioner Grafing
seconded the motion. Motion carried 4-0.
F. BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS:
G. OLD BUSINESS:
H. NEW BUSINESS:
1. Zoning Amendment for the Medical Lodge project
Crossette introduced the subject. Crossette outlined the project briefly highlighting the Goddard Senior
Homes LLC, or Medical Lodge, development and its general location in relation to the surrounding cities
properties. Crossette explained that the developing group have submitted an application requesting a
change of zoning for property located east of Easy Street, approximately 750 feet south of Kellogg. This
property contains around 5 acres and is currently zoned a mix of R-1 residential and R-3 residential. The
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applicant requests the change of zoning to R-3 multi-family residential in order to permit the
development of 12 additional two-family residential units and one community building. Chairman
VanAmburg then opened the public hearing at 7:25pm during which a gentleman who did not mention
his name voiced his concern about traffic congestion in the area and what can be done to mitigate the
situation in that area. Most of the traffic concern was focused on Easy street as that street reaches a dead
end to the south by the new proposed development. People voiced their concern about speeding through
that area to which it was reiterated this would be for 55 and older senior living. Citizen comments
questioned the possibility of ingress and egress through the vacant lot owned by the city at Legal LOT 10
BLOCK A PRUITT ADD. EXEMPT 2199-1 into the development site or the possibility of ingress
egress through Kellogg corridor to the north. Regarding these questions it was further elaborated that for
such a transportation development to occur it would need to go through a platting process as the majority
of that tract of land has yet to be platted. Larry Lufte was curious about what is the current zoning and
what future developments would be done to the north of the property to which it was replied that future
development would need to go through the Planning process and is as yet undecided. McCabe further
emphasized that this development was in fact duplexes stepping down in density from the current
existing fourplexes and would once again serve elderly citizens. She further pointed out that the
community center listed in the site plan was for residents only and not city wide use.
Commissioner VanAmburg questioned the citizen directly about his desire to see only single-family
oriented development which the gentlemen responded it would require more transportation ingress into
that area.
Commissioner Hall moved to allow the rezoning of the Medical lodge properties. Commissioner
Grafting seconded the motion Motion carried 4-0
2. Medical Lodge Preliminary Plat
Crossette introduced the subject. He outlined the projects adherence to the City of Goddard’s
subdivision regulations, further showing how the preliminary plat was submitted to the appropriate
City staff and area utility companies for review. Crossette further highlighted proposed changes and
comments from technical staff reviews allowing time for each question and answer of the analysis to be
displayed for brief review by the Planning Commission. Those changes and comments were
communicated to the applicant and were incorporated in the copy of the preliminary plat. He went on
to state that Staff has reviewed the preliminary plat and found it in compliance with the City’s
subdivision regulations.
Commissioner VanAmburg opened the discussion to the public of which there were no comments.
Commissioner VanAmburg requested to move to a motion. Commissioner Hall motioned to approve the
preliminary plat contingent upon staff notes listed: Approval of the drainage and utility plans by the
City Engineer,
The provision of pedestrian right of way i.e. sidewalks,
And the execution of an agreement with the City to provide for the future transition of the project’s
interior drive to public right of way.
Commissioner Grafting seconded the motion. Motion carried 4-0
3. Medical Lodge Easement Vacation
Crossette introduced the subject. He introduced visual graphics illustrating the location of the
easement and necessity to remove the power pole in that location along with the existing line that runs
underground. Per the subdivision regulations which adopted the K.S.A regulations for easments
requiring the public be notified whose property lay within 200 feet of the easement property. Crosette
presented the Recommendation and the actions recommended for the City Council to be presented by
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the Planning Commission. Commissioner Hall moved to adopt the recommendations and actions
conditional upon the following:
Approve and recommend to the Governing Body approval of an Ordinance of Vacation of a Westar
utility easement located within the Easy Living Addition, Goddard, Sedgwick County, Kansas, as well as
within the area currently being platted as Easy Living II Addition, Goddard, Sedgwick County, Kansas,
affirming that no private rights will be injured or endangered by such vacation or exclusion, and that
the public will suffer no loss or inconvenience thereby, and that in justice to the petitioner or
petitioners the request ought to be granted. Commissioner Grafing seconded the motion. Motion
carried 4-0
4. Medical Lodge Preliminary Site Plan
Crossette introduced the subject. He introduced the preliminary site plan design as well as the analysis that
was conducted by city staff and technical staff helping to guide the decision-making process and review
of essential site plan criteria. Each page of analysis was allowed to be presented for a time to allow a
quick overview of the questions and answers submitted by staff and professionals. Crossette explained
the recommendations and the actions as follows to the Planning Commission, “Approve the Preliminary
Site Plan, pending acceptance of staff’s conditions and any other conditions imposed by the Planning
Commission” inquiring if the Planning Commission would like to adopt any more conditions
Commissioner Grafing
Inquired about screening with as landscaping as it may be required of which it was informed by Scoggan
that it was not necessary given that it was residential abutting more residential. This was outlined in the
Staff analysis (section 8) “STAFF COMMENTS: Existing landscaping on the perimeter of the project
may remain, otherwise no additional landscaping shall be required”
Commissioner VanAmburg called for a motion to adopt the Site Plan as presented. Commissioner Coyne so
motioned. Commissioner Grafing seconded. Motion carried 4-0

I. STAFF REPORTS: Crossette spoke briefly on the Bike/PED plan adoption and the introduction and
use of the Disc Golf course. He introduced Scoggan as the new City Planner & Code Enforcement
officer for the city at which time Scoggan was given a brief introduction and background history before
being allowed a few minutes of time to speak.
J. COMMISSIONER COMMENTS: None.

ADJOURNMENT: Commissioner Coyne moved to adjourn the meeting at 8:35 p.m. Commissioner Coyne
seconded the motion. Motion carried 4-0.
Meeting adjourned at 8:35 p.m.
Minutes Pending Approval at the February 11, 2019 Meeting.
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Item G.1
City of Goddard
Board of Zoning Appeals
Monday, February 11, 2019
7:00 PM
TO:
SUBJECT:

INITIATED BY:
PREPARED BY:
AGENDA:

Planning Commission/Board of Zoning Appeals
Review of a change of zoning request from “R-1” residential to “R-3”
residential for property located east of Easy Street and south of Kellogg
Avenue.
City Administrator
City Planner
Old Business

Background: This is a review of an application (Exhibit A) submitted by Goddard Senior Homes,
LLC (Medical Lodge) requesting a change of zoning for property located east of Easy Street,
approximately 750 feet south of Kellogg. This property contains approximately 5 acres and is
currently zoned a mix of “R-1” residential and “R-3” residential. The Applicant requests a change of
zoning to permit the development of an additional 12 two- family residential units and one
community building. The plan conforms with the requirements of the City with regard to the
appropriateness of medium-density residential development at this location.
The legal description of the property is as follows:
A TRACT OF LAND LOCATED IN THE NE/4 OF THE NW/4 OF SECTION 31, TOWNSHIP 27 SOUTH, RANGE
2 WEST OF THE 6TH PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, SEDGWICK COUNTY KANSAS, MORE PARTICULARLY
DESCRIBED AS COMMENCING AT THE NE CORNER OF SAID NE NW SECTION 31 THENCE S00 25'52"E
ALONG THE EAST 14 NW SECTION 31 THENCE S00 25'52"E ALONG THE EAST 14 SECTION 31 THENCE
S00°25'52"E ALONG THE EASTLINE THERE OF 646.74 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING, THENCE
S00°25'52"EALONG SAID EAST LINE 599.70 FEET, THENCE S89°04'20"W 184.89 FEET TO THESE CORNER
OF EASY LIVING ADDITION, A PLATTED ADDITION TO GODDARD , SEDGWICK COUNTY KANSAS,
THENCE N00°25'27"W ALONG THE BOUNDARY LINE OFSAID ADDITION 242.14 FEET, THENCE ALONG
THE BOUNDARY OF SAID ADDITION S89°04'20"W 310.00 FEET TO THE NW CORNER OF SAID EASY
LIVING ADDITION,THENCE N00°25'27"W ALONG THE EAST LINE OF NORTH EASY STREET 357.56FEET,
THENCE N89°04'20"E 494.80 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING. SAIDTRACT CONTAINING 5.09 ACRES.

Attached are supplemental materials: Exhibit (A)
There is no action required by the governing body. This is a review informing them that the City Council
approved the zoning change. This will tie into the new business items.
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Staff Comments : City Council unanimously approved the request for a change of zoning from R-1 to
R-3 for the Easy Living II Addition commonly referred to as the Medical lodge project. The same
questions of traffic congestion into Easy Street came up which mimicked the questions by residents of
increased vehicles traffic onto easy street. As it stands now consideration for more ingress into that
section of the Northwest corner of the city will need to be investigated for future development. As it
stands now this is an infill project which gives the city the impetus it needs to review traffic flow in that
area.
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Item H.1
City of Goddard
Goddard Planning Commission
Monday, February 11, 2019
7:00 PM
TO:
SUBJECT:
INITIATED BY:
PREPARED BY:
AGENDA:

Planning Commission
Final plat review for Easy living Addition II
City Administrator
City Planner
New Business

Background:
This is a review of the Final Plat for the Easy living II Addition. The Applicant requests a review of
the Final plat for approval. The Plat conforms with the requirements of the City with regard to the
criteria necessary for consideration of a Final Plat.
Analysis:
As per the City’s subdivision regulations, the final plat was submitted to the appropriate City staff and
area utility companies for review, along with the request that they forward proposed changes and
comments. Those changes and comments were communicated to the applicant and are incorporated
in your copy of the final plat. Staff has also reviewed the attached final plat and found it in
compliance with the City’s subdivision regulations.
Should there be any changes required by the City Engineer during the meeting those will be
addressed, and the Plat can be approved conditionally
The plat now comes before the Planning Commission for consideration. If the Commission is
satisfied that the requirements of all applicable subdivision regulations have been, or will be, met by
the developer, you may approve the plats, including any required changes.
Recommendation:
It is recommended that the Planning Commission approve the final plat contingent upon the City
Engineers final comments during the Planning Commission meeting
Actions:
The Planning Commission may:
•
Approve and recommend to the Governing Body approval of the Final Plat,
•
Approve and recommend to the Governing Body approval of the Final Plat contingent upon the
applicant making certain changes or meeting certain stipulations,
•
Deny and recommend to the Governing Body denial of the Preliminary/Final Development
Plan, or Table of case for future consideration.
Attached are supplemental material: Exhibit (A)
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Item H.2
City of Goddard
Goddard Planning Commission
Monday, February 11, 2019
7:00 PM
TO:
SUBJECT:
INITIATED BY:
PREPARED BY:
AGENDA:

Planning Commission
Final site plan review for Easy living Addition II
City Administrator
City Planner
New Business

Background:
This is a review of the Final Plat for the Easy living II Addition. The Applicant requests a review of
the Final plat for approval. The Plat conforms with the requirements of the City with regard to the
criteria necessary for consideration of a Final Plat.
Analysis:
As per the City’s subdivision regulations, the final plat was submitted to the appropriate City staff and
area utility companies for review, along with the request that they forward proposed changes and
comments. Those changes and comments were communicated to the applicant and are incorporated
in your copy of the final plat. Staff has also reviewed the attached final plat and found it in
compliance with the City’s subdivision regulations.
The site plan now comes before the Planning Commission for consideration. If the Commission is
satisfied that the requirements of all applicable subdivision regulations have been, or will be, met by
the developer, you may approve the final site plan, including any required changes.
The procedure for considering this item is as follows:
•
•
•
•
•
•

Introduction and staff presentation of report
Open public hearing: All who wish to speak on the matter may do so
Allow for Q & A for staff, applicant and public
Close public hearing
Discussion and deliberation among Planning Commissioners
Motion (including reasons for said motion), second, and vote

Recommendation:
It is recommended that the Planning Commission approve the final site plan
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Actions:
The Planning Commission may:
•
Approve the Final Development Plan,
•
Approve and the Final Development Plan contingent upon the applicant making certain changes
or meeting certain stipulations,
•
Deny the Final Development Plan, or Table of case for future consideration.
Attached are supplemental material: Exhibit (A)
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Item H.3
City of Goddard
Board of Zoning Appeals
Monday, February 11, 2019
7:00 PM
TO:
SUBJECT:
INITIATED BY:
PREPARED BY:
AGENDA:

Board of Zoning Appeals
Review of upcoming Zoning Amendment
City Administrator
City Planner
New Business

Background:
This is an introduction to the new upcoming zoning amendment that will be presented on March 11th
after notice of publication. This new zoning amendment will introduce the possibility of adopting a
more, less restrictive lot width size and lot square footage size into the R-1 and R-2 zoning
classification
Analysis:
The existing zoning code for Residential R-1 and Residential R-2, require certain bulk regulations,
such as minimum lot widths and minimum lot square footage, which can be at odds with current land
use practices utilized by other cities.
This places Goddard at a disadvantage for inviting more flexible development and sustaining longterm growth, core tenets of the Comprehensive plan.
Review of current Land use practices reveals and shifting pattern of smaller lot widths and smaller lot
square footage to allow for more lots to be plated within a subdivision
Recommendation:
It is recommended that the Planning Commission approve the new zoning amendments on March 11th
and encourage the City Council to do likewise.
Actions:
The Planning Commission may:
No action is required at this time. This is introductory and allows the Planning Commission to
consider the changes prior to the necessary vote on March 11th.

Attached are supplemental material: Exhibit (A)
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Planning Commission Memo
Date:

February 5, 2019

Re:

Proposed Amendments to the City of Goddard Zoning Regulations

The purpose of this memo is to provide suggested amendments to the City’s Zoning Regulations
to address the development standards of several residential zoning districts.

PRESENT REGULATIONS AND RESTRICTIONS
The City wishes to review its property development standards governing several residential zoning
districts due in part to recurring issues with proposed single-family residential projects not meeting
current requirements. Zoning Regulations set minimum standards structures must meet in order to
obtain building permits, namely minimum setbacks, lot widths and lot sizes. Periodically a City
should review its regulations to ensure they are adequately providing land use protections the
community expects, while also being flexible and sensitive to market conditions so the City is not at
a competitive disadvantage for potential development projects with area communities.

PROPOSED ZONING REGULATION AMENDMENTS
The City recommends the Zoning Regulations be amended to reduce certain development
standards within the “R- 1” Single-Family Residential District and “R- 2” Two-Family Residential
District. The amendments to the Zoning Regulations would be the following:

Article 4-101: “R- 1” Single-Family Residential District.
D. Lot Size Requirements.
1. Minimum lot area:
a. Dwellings permitted by Section 4-101A1:

8,000 (6,000) square feet

b. Single-family attached and two-family dwellings:
c. All other principle uses:

9,000 (7,000) square feet

10,000 (8,000) square feet

2. Minimum lot width:
a. Dwellings permitted by Section 4-101A1:

75 (60) feet

b. Single-family attached and two-family dwellings: 80 (70) feet
c. All other principle uses:

80 feet
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3. Minimum lot depth:

100 feet

E. Bulk Regulations.
1. Maximum structure height:

35 feet

2. Yard requirements:
a. Minimum front yard: 25 feet on all sides abutting a street, except that on corner lots

where the street right of way is at least 60 feet wide, one of the
yards may be reduced to 15 feet; provided, that a driveway to a
parking space must maintain a length of at least 20 feet from the
front lot line.
b. Minimum side yard:
(1) Dwellings permitted by Section 4-101A1:
(2) All other principle uses:

6 feet

10 feet

c. Minimum rear yard:

20 feet

3. Maximum lot coverage:

35%

Article 4-102: “R- 2” Two-Family Residential District.
D. Lot Size Requirements.
1. Minimum lot area:
a. Dwellings permitted by Section 4-101A1:

8,000 (6,000) square feet

b. Single-family attached and two-family dwellings: 9,000 (3,500) square feet
c. All other principle uses:

10,000 (8,000) square feet

2. Minimum lot width:
a. Dwellings permitted by Section 4-101A1:

75 (60) feet

b. Single-family attached and two-family dwellings: 80 (35) feet
c. All other principle uses:

80 feet

3. Minimum lot depth:

100 feet

E. Bulk Regulations.
1. Maximum structure height:

35 feet

2. Yard requirements:
a. Minimum front yard: 25 feet on all sides abutting a street, except that on corner lots

where the street right of way is at least 60 feet wide, one of the
yards may be reduced to 15 feet; provided, that a driveway to a
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parking space must maintain a length of at least 20 feet from the
front lot line.
b. Minimum side yard:
(1) Dwellings permitted by Section 4-101A1:
(2) All other principle uses:

6 feet

10 feet

c. Minimum rear yard:

20 feet

3. Maximum lot coverage:

35%

EFFECT ON ANNEXATION
The City’s Zoning Regulations permit the establishment of zoning classification upon annexation,
as do most communities’ codes. The specific reference is as follows:

Article 3-103(I) – Supplemental Requirements
Annexed Land. All land which may thereafter be annexed shall be automatically classified in
the most restrictive zoning district until such time as the property owner, Planning
Commission or Governing Body may file an application to consider a change in zoning
districts. Such changes may be considered during the process of annexation. While the
Planning Commission may hold their required public hearing on a rezoning amendment or a
special use prior to annexation, the zoning ordinance approving the amendment or special
use cannot be effectuated until the land is first officially annexed by a separate annexation
ordinance. While both ordinances may be published on the same day, the annexation
ordinance must be published first if they are published on separate days.
If the City wishes, any owner of land seeking annexation could request the City file an associated
zone change action running concurrent with the annexation request, provided it follows the same
process as any other zone change application. If not, then the subject property would become zoned
“R-1” upon publication of the annexation ordinance.

POTENTIAL TIMELINE
Text amendments require a similar notification process as a zone change application, specifically a
notice published in the newspaper a minimum of 20-days in advance of the public hearing held by the
Planning Commission. The Planning Commission would then consider the amendments and make a
20

recommendation and send the amendments onto the City Council for final adoption of the changes
via an ordinance. With this in mind, the City could potentially hold the official public hearing during
the March 11, 2019 Planning Commission meeting followed by City Council action the following
week. The new standards would become effective following the publication of the ordinance in the
newspaper.
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Item I.1
City of Goddard
Goddard Planning Commission
Monday, February 11, 2019
7:00 PM
TO:
SUBJECT:
INITIATED BY:
PREPARED BY:
AGENDA:

Planning Commission
Review of upcoming Annexation
City Administrator
City Planner
City Planner Report

Background
The engineering team MKEC has reached out on behalf of their developer to ask for annexation
into the City of Goddard, KS. Per K.S.A 12-520:
12-520. ”Conditions which permit annexation; ordinance; severability of ordinance where
annexation invalid; limitations. (a) Except as hereinafter provided, the governing body of any
city, by ordinance, may annex land to such city if any one or more of the following conditions
exist.”
(1) The land is platted, and some part of the land adjoins the city.
(2) The land is owned by or held in trust for the city or any agency thereof.
(3) The land adjoins the city and is owned by or held in trust for any governmental unit other
than another city except that no city may annex land owned by a county without the express
permission of the board of county commissioners of the county other than as provided in
subsection (f).
(4) The land lies within or mainly within the city and has a common perimeter with the city
boundary line of more than 50%.
(5) The land if annexed will make the city boundary line straight or harmonious and some part
thereof adjoins the city, except no land in excess of 21 acres shall be annexed for this purpose.
(6) The tract is so situated that 2/3 of any boundary line adjoins the city, except no tract in
excess of 21 acres shall be annexed under this condition.
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(7) The land adjoins the city and a written petition for or consent to annexation is filed with the
city by the owner. (This is the case)
(b) No portion of any unplatted tract of land devoted to agricultural use of 21 acres or more
shall be annexed by any city under the authority of this section without the written consent of the
owner thereof.
(c) No city may annex, pursuant to this section, any improvement district incorporated and
organized pursuant to K.S.A 19-2753 et seq., and amendments thereto, or any land within such
improvement district. The provisions of this subsection shall apply to such improvement districts
for which the petition for incorporation and organization was presented on or before January 1,
1987.
(d) Subject to the provisions of this section and subsection (e) of K.S.A. 12-520a, and
amendments thereto, a city may annex, pursuant to this section, any fire district or any land
within such fire district.
(e) Whenever any city annexes any land under the authority of paragraph 2 of subsection (a)
which does not adjoin the city, tracts of land adjoining the land so annexed shall not be deemed
to be adjoining the city for the purpose of annexation under the authority of this section until the
adjoining land or the land so annexed adjoins the remainder of the city by reason of the
annexation of the intervening territory.
(f) No city may annex the right-of-way of any highway under the authority of this section
unless at the time of the annexation the abutting property upon one or both sides thereof is
already within the city or is annexed to the city in the same proceeding. The board of county
commissioners may notify the city of the existence of any highway which has not become part of
the city by annexation and which has a common boundary with the city. The notification shall
include a legal description and a map identifying the location of the highway. The governing
body of the city shall certify by ordinance that the certification is correct and declare the
highway, or portion of the highway extending to the center line where another city boundary line
abuts the opposing side of the highway, annexed to the city as of the date of the publication of
the ordinance.
(g) The governing body of any city by one ordinance may annex one or more separate tracts or
lands each of which conforms to any one or more of the foregoing conditions. The invalidity of
the annexation of any tract or land in one ordinance shall not affect the validity of the remaining
tracts or lands which are annexed by the ordinance and which conform to any one or more of the
foregoing conditions.
(h) No city may utilize any provision of this section to annex a narrow corridor of land to gain
access to noncontiguous tracts of land. The corridor of land must have a tangible value and
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purpose other than for enhancing future annexations of land by the city.
Recommendation:
This is for awareness only. No action need be taken on the part of the Planning Commission
Actions:
No action need be taken at this time.

Attached are supplemental material: Exhibit (A)
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Item I.2
City of Goddard
Goddard Planning Commission
Monday, February 11, 2019
7:00 PM
TO:
SUBJECT:
INITIATED BY:
PREPARED BY:
AGENDA:

Planning Commission
Review of Bike/Ped plan presentation
City Administrator
City Planner
City Planner Report

Background
Marty Shukert of the transportation firm RDG presented their work at the Pathway church of
Goddard on February 5, 2019. RDG was the firm whose final bid was selected to create our new
Bike/Ped master plan. In the future we are hoping to adopt this plan as the official Bike/Ped plan
for the City of Goddard and use it as a guideline for development moving forward.
Recommendation:
This is for awareness only. No action need be taken on the part of the Planning Commission
Actions:
No action need be taken at this time.
Attached are supplemental material: Exhibit (A)
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Item I.3
City of Goddard
Goddard Planning Commission
Monday, February 11, 2019
7:00 PM
TO:
SUBJECT:
INITIATED BY:
PREPARED BY:
AGENDA:

Planning Commission
Wichita Area Municipal Planning Organization (WAMPO) Presentation
City Administrator
City Planner
City Planner Report

Background
Chris Upchurch of the Wichita Area Municipal Planning Organization (WAMPO) will deliver a
short presentation about the long-term goals for Sedgwick County involving transportation and
funding. This presentation will involve several questions that the Planning Commission should
consider during the presentation. They are as follows:
•

What do you think we need to consider?

•

What are the most important priorities for the next 20 years?

•

What should the region’s transportation system of the future look like?

•

Where is the region doing a good job?

•

Where do we need to improve?

•

Where should we cut back?

Recommendation:
It is recommended that the Planning Commission email or mail any comments to
271 W. 3rd Street, Ste. 208, Wichita, KS 67202
wampo@wichita. gov

Actions:
No action need be taken at this time.
Attached are supplemental material: WAMPO Information
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