
 

 

City of Arkansas City 

 

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING 
AGENDA 

 

Tuesday, November 09, 2021 at 5:30 PM ꟷ  400 W Madison Ave, Arkansas City, KS 
   

GoTo Meeting:  https://global.gotomeeting.com/join/908929589  

or call +1 (872) 240-3212 Access Code: 908 929 589 

Call to Order 

Roll Call 

Declaration 
At this time, Planning Commission members are asked to make a declaration of any conflict of interest or of any 
Ex parte or outside communication that might influence their ability to hear all sides on any item on the agenda 
so they might come to a fair decision. 

Public Comments 
Persons who wish to address the Planning Commission regarding items not on the agenda. Speakers will be 
limited to three (3) minutes. Any presentation is for information purposes only. No action will be taken. 

Consent Agenda 
1. Meeting Minutes, October 12, 2021 meeting. 

Board of Zoning Appeals 
2. Recess the Planning Commission and convene the Board of Zoning Appeals 

 
3. Hold a public hearing to consider the advisability of granting a variance to the minimum lot size and 

required side yard setback for a proposed lot split at 308 S 2nd Street. 
Motion: To approve/disapprove a variance t for a lot split that would result in a lot size of 4,712 square 
feet and a side yard of 4.3 feet at 308 S 2nd Street 
 

4. Adjourn the Board of Zoning Appeals Sine Die and reconvene the Planning Commission 
 

Comprehensive Plan 
5. Comprehensive Plan discussion on Land Use 

Other Items 

Adjournment 
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City of Arkansas City 

 

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING MINUTES  

Tuesday, October 12, 2021 at 5:30 PM ꟷ  400 W Madison Ave, Arkansas City, KS 
   

Call to Order 

Roll Call  

PRESENT: Mary Benton, Charles Jennings, Ian Kuhn, Lloyd Colston, Cody Richardson, Joni Curl 
ABSENT: Chair Andy Paton, Paisley Howerton, Karla Gallegos 
 

In the absence of the chair, Vice-chair Charles Jennings presided over the meeting. 

Staff present at roll call included Principal Planner Josh White, Wastewater Treatment Facility Supervisor Tommy 
Bowman, City Manager Randy Frazer, Public Information Officer Andrew Lawson, Management Assistant Mike 
Crandall and Environmental Services Superintendent Rod Philo. 

Also present at roll call was citizen Harrison Taylor. 

Public Comments 
Persons who wish to address the Planning Commission regarding items not on the agenda. Speakers will be 
limited to three (3) minutes. Any presentation is for information purposes only. No action will be taken. 

No comments from the public were received for items not on the agenda. 

Consent Agenda 
1. Meeting Minutes, September 14, 2021 meeting. 

Motion made by  Kuhn, Seconded by  Curl to approve the minutes as written. 
Voting Yea:  Benton,  Jennings,  Kuhn,  Colston,  Richardson,  Curl 
 

Comprehensive Plan 
2. Comprehensive Plan discussion on Infrastructure &  Transportation 

White discussed the street classification and street surfaces maps included in the packet.  He then 
noted that a 1/2 cent sales tax would generate roughly $1 million per year. White introduced Mike 
Crandall, who discussed the Capital Improvement Plan.  He discussed streets and stormwater projects 
including funding mechanisms for each.  The stormwater fund rate structure was discussed and 
Planning Commissioners indicated raising the commercial rates would be an acceptable method of 
increasing the funds.  Frazer explained a bit of the reasoning the City was looking at this.  Crandall then 
left the meeting.  White then introduced Rod Philo who discussed proposed upgrades to the 
wastewater treatment plant, wastewater collection, the water treatment facility and the water 
distribution system.  He noted the City is working on a water model that can help predict problems and 
manage growth to the water distribution system.  He later noted that the City also had a CCTV system 
that could provide video of wastewater collection system piping to discover issues with that 
system.  White noted there was a very ambitious goal to have the whole system videoed by 2015 but 
that has proven to be a larger task than anticipated.  Philo noted that staffing was a major concern 
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because the work is very specialized and requires a lot of training.  He said with full staffing and 
training, it would likely take 5-7 years to get the entire system videoed.   

Other Items 

White noted that Paton will not be able to attend meetings for some time and may eventually have to resign but 
staff will let the Mayor and City Commission decide how to handle the situation of his health.  He noted that 
Jennings would act as Chair in the interim and asked Planning Commissioners to consider reelecting Chair and 
Vice-Chair.  That can be handled in the future as long as Jennings is available.  He also noted that Gallegos had 
missed a number of meetings and would likely need to be replaced.  This will also be discussed with the Mayor 
soon.  He noted that reappointments will also occur after the first of the year.  The upcoming City elections 
could also have an effect on those.  He noted that next month we would likely move on to Land Use and Growth 
Management.  He also noted that there may be a short discussion on health if SCK Health is present at the 
meeting.  There will also be a Board of Zoning Appeals next month.  Lawson noted that a new representative to 
the Traffic Safety Committee would need to be appointed in Paton's absence.  Kuhn volunteered.   Kuhn asked 
for an update on the truck stop.  White noted that there were some complications associated with the 
archaeology exploration that will need to occur prior to further development.  The City will bring on a consultant 
to explore the site.    Curl made a motion to appoint Kuhn to represent the Planning Commission on the Traffic 
Safety Committee.  Benton seconded the motion.  Voice vote carried the motion.  The Transportation Plan is on 
the agenda at that next meeting.    Kuhn asked for an update on the on the site across from the ball field on 
South Summit Street.  White said that the site has not been developed and he will reach out to the owner to see 
what the status of that site was.  Curl asked about for an update on Wilson Park.  Lawson noted we didn't 
receive any funding for Wilson Park from the VJ Wilkins Foundation for this next round.  He noted that the 
Beautification and Tree Advisory Board will be discussing Wilson Park at their next meeting.  He hoped to use 
Arkalalah to get public input on parks and trails.   

Adjournment 

Motion made by  Colston, Seconded by  Richardson to adjourn the meeting 
Voting Yea:  Benton,  Jennings,  Kuhn,  Colston,  Richardson,  Curl 
Jennings declared the meeting adjourned at 6:53 pm. 

After adjournment Lawson and Philo led a tour for all present of the Water Treatment Facility with no action by 
Planning Commissioners. A quorum was not present on this tour. 
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Planning Commission Agenda Item 
 

Meeting Date: 11/9/21 

From: Josh White, Principal Planner 

Item: Recess Planning Commission and convene the BZA 

 

Purpose: Recess the Planning Commission and convene the Board of Zoning Appeals 
 

Background: 
At this time it is necessary to recess the Planning Commission and convene the Board of Zoning Appeals.  
Growth Area members should excuse themselves. 

 

Action: 

Make a motion to recess the Planning Commission and convene the Board of Zoning Appeals 
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Board of Zoning Appeals Agenda 
Item 
 

Meeting Date: 11/9/21 

From: Josh White, Principal Planner 

Item: 306/308 S 2nd St lot split size variance 

 

Purpose: Hold a public hearing to consider the advisability of granting a variance to the minimum lot 
size and required side yard setback for a proposed lot split at 308 S 2nd Street. 
Motion: To approve/disapprove a variance t for a lot split that would result in a lot size of 4,712 
square feet and a side yard of 4.3 feet at 308 S 2nd Street 
 

Background: 
Brandon Jellings has requested a variance to the minimum lot size regulations.  The subject property is located 
at 306/308 S 2nd Street.  The property is currently developed with two homes.  The area surrounding the 
property is residential and commercial.  Residential surrounds the property with the exception of a hair salon at 
the northeast corner.  There is a church to the southeast and the college campus is off to the northwest.  The 
applicants are planning a lot split that splits 308 S 2nd from 306.  This will result in a lot that does not meet the 
minimum size requirements for the district. Regulations allow for a minimum lot size of 5,600 square feet.  The 
proposal is for a lot that is only 4,712 square feet.  The proposed side yard will also be 4.3 feet which is less than 
the required 10 feet. The property is approximately 0.44 acres.  The distance from the sign to the nearest house 
is approximately 250 feet away from the sign.  

It is the recommendation of staff that a variance for a lot split that would result in a lot size of only 4,712 square 
feet be approved.   

 The strict application of the zoning regulations would cause the applicant to not be able sell the 
second house separately.   

 The granting of the variance will not be opposed to the general spirit and intent of the zoning 
regulations or Comprehensive Plan objectives. 

It is the recommendation of staff that a variance to allow a side yard of 4.3 feet be approved 

 The structure is pre-existing and will still be 9.2 feet from the existing garage and more than 10 
feet from the other home. 

 The granting of the variance will not be opposed to the general spirit and intent of the zoning 
regulations or Comprehensive Plan objectives. 

 The structures were all built previous to the current regulations regarding setbacks.   

Action: 

Hold a public hearing.  After the public hearing is closed, make a motion to approve/disapprove a variance to 
allow t for a lot split that would result in a lot size of 4,712 square feet and a side yard of 4.3 feet at 308 S 2nd 
Street 

Attachments: 

Staff report, area map, survey 
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                       STAFF REPORT  

                   City of Arkansas City Neighborhood Services Division  
                       Josh White, Principal Planner 
                       118 W Central Ave, Arkansas City, KS 67005  
                        Phone: 620-441-4420 Fax: 620-441-4403 Email: jwhite@arkansascityks.gov Website: www.arkcity.org                                                                                                              

CASE NUMBER 
BZA-2021-209 

 APPLICANT/PROPERTY OWNER 
Brandon Jellings 

PUBLIC HEARING DATE 
November 9, 2021 

 PROPERTY ADDRESS/LOCATION 
306/308 S 2nd Street 

BRIEF SUMMARY OF REQUEST 

Brandon Jellings has requested a variance to the minimum lot size 
regulations.  The subject property is located at 306/308 S 2nd Street.  The 
property is currently developed with two homes.  The area surrounding the 
property is residential and commercial.  Residential surrounds the property 
with the exception of a hair salon at the northeast corner.  There is a church to 
the southeast and the college campus is off to the northwest.  The applicants 
are planning a lot split that splits 308 S 2nd from 306.  This will result in a lot 
that does not meet the minimum size requirements for the district. Regulations 
allow for a minimum lot size of 5,600 square feet.  The proposal is for a lot that 
is only 4,712 square feet.  The proposed side yard will also be 4.3 feet which 
is less than the required 10 feet. The property is approximately 0.44 acres.  
Staff recommends approval of both variances 

   
Map data ©2021 Esri World Topographic map 

    
 
 

EXISTING ZONING 
R-3 High Density Residential 

District 

EXISTING LAND USE 
Single Family Residential 

SURROUNDING ZONING  
North-R-3 
South-R-3 

West-R-3/P 
East-R-3/P 

SITE IMPROVEMENTS 
Single Family Dwellings and 

accessory structures 

SIZE OF PROPERTY 
Existing: 162.5’X132’ 

Proposed: 35.7X132’ and 
126.8X132’ 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

 APPROVE  APPROVE WITH CONDITIONS  DENY 

DOES STRICT ADHERANCE TO THE REGULATIONS 
REPRESENT AN UNNECESSARY HARSHIP ON THE 
APPLICANT? 

The strict application of the zoning regulations would 
cause the applicant to not be able sell the second house 
separately.   

 

PROPERTY HISTORY 

The property has been developed with a single family home built in 1920. A 

second home was also built in 1920 according to county records. An addition 

was added in 2019 to the main home along with a pool shortly after.   The 

detached garage was built about 1930.  No other land use cases were found to 

be on file for this property.   

RELIEF SOUGHT: 

 A variance for a lot split that would result in a lot size of 4,712 square feet. 

 A variance to allow a side yard setback of 4.3 feet 
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Findings 
 In order to consider a request for a variance, the Board of Zoning Appeals must make written findings 
of facts that the following conditions apply to the property in question.   
 
1. Does the variance requested arise from a condition which is unique to the property in question 
and which is not ordinarily found in the same zone or district; and is not created by action of the 
property owner or applicant? 
 
Not technically.  However, the second home was built prior to any regulations on setbacks or minimum lot 
sizes.   
 
2. Will the granting of the variance adversely affect the rights of adjacent property owners? 
  
No, there are already similar sized lots created prior to the regulations in this neighborhood. 
 
3. Will the strict application of the provisions of the zoning regulations of which the variance is 
requested constitute unnecessary hardship upon the property owner represented in the application?  
 
The strict application of the zoning regulations would cause the applicant to not be able sell the second house 
separately.   
 
4. Will the variance desired adversely affect the public health, safety, morals, order, convenience, 
prosperity or general welfare? 
  
The variance desired will not affect the public health, safety morals, order, convenience, prosperity or general 
welfare.   
 
5. Will the granting of the variance be opposed to the general spirit and intent of the zoning 
regulations and Comprehensive Plan objectives? 
 
The granting of the variance will not be opposed to the general spirit and intent of the zoning regulations or 
Comprehensive Plan objectives.  Granting of variances to setbacks is a common occurrence when specific 
provisions create a hardship on the applicant.  Also, there are already similarly sized lots in the neighborhood. 
 
6.  The recommendations of professional staff; 
 
It is the recommendation of staff that a variance for a lot split that would result in a lot size of only 4,712 square 
feet be approved based on the following conclusions: 
 

 The strict application of the zoning regulations would cause the applicant to not be able sell the 
second house separately.   

 The granting of the variance will not be opposed to the general spirit and intent of the zoning 
regulations or Comprehensive Plan objectives. 

 
It is the recommendation of staff that a variance to allow a side yard of 4.3 feet be approved based on the 
following conclusions: 
 

 The structure is pre-existing and will still be 9.2 feet from the existing garage and more than 10 
feet from the other home. 

 

 The granting of the variance will not be opposed to the general spirit and intent of the zoning 
regulations or Comprehensive Plan objectives. 

 

 The structures were all built previous to the current regulations regarding setbacks.   
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306 S 2nd St . ,  Arkansas City,  Kansas

Beauty Shop
DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY:   East 33. 6 feet of Lots 1 and 2 ,   and
the East 33. 6 feet of the North 15. 3 feet of Lot 3 ,   Block 88,
Original Town,   Arkansas City,  Kansas.

South House
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City,  Kansas.
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Board of Zoning Appeals Agenda 
Item 
 

Meeting Date: 11/9/21 

From: Josh White, Principal Planner 

Item: Adjourn the BZA and reconvene the Planning Commission 

 

Purpose: Adjourn the Board of Zoning Appeals Sine Die and reconvene the Planning Commission 
 

Background: 

At this time it is necessary to adjourn the Board of Zoning Appeals Sine Die and reconvene the Planning 
Commission 

 

Action: 

Make a motion to adjourn the Board of Zoning Appeals Sine Die and reconvene the Planning Commission.  
Growth area members may return. 
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Planning Commission Agenda Item 
 

Meeting Date: 11/9/21 

From: Josh White, Principal Planner 

Item: Comprehensive Plan discussion on Land Use 

 

Purpose: Comprehensive Plan discussion on Land Use 

  

Background: 

While we may discuss some other topics during this time, the main topic will be Land Use.  Land Use takes a 
little from the other chapters and combines them together.  Land Use helps determine how the City will 
develop.  The Land use chapter will be used to update the future land use map, the zoning regulations, the 
zoning map, and subdivision regulations.  Over the past seven years, we have made multiple updates to the 
zoning and subdivision regulations and they will need to be updated again based on the results of this plan and 
my own practice working with those regulations.  That topic will not be addressed until after the Comprehensive 
Plan is adopted though.   I will plan to pull up the zoning and future land use maps on the screen at the meeting. 

 

Action: 

Hold discussion, no action required 

 

 

Attachments: 

2013 Comprehensive plan Chapter 8, 2013 Future Land Use map, August 3, 2021 Zoning map 
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Chapter Eight: 
Land Use/Growth Management 

 
 
8.1 Introduction 
8.2 Vision 
8.3 2003 Comprehensive Plan: Land Use Analysis 
8.4 Land Uses Under the City's Present Zoning Regulations 
8.5 Proposed 2014 Land Use Regulations 
8.6 2007 and 2013 Community Survey Responses and Comments 
8.7 Future Land Use Map  
8.8 Fringe Area Development:  The "Growth Area" 
8.9 Future Land Use Map for the Growth Area 
8.10 Goals and Actions 

 
 

8.1 INTRODUCTION 
 

A request often heard over the course of the preparation of a city's 
comprehensive plan is that development should occur in a way that will preserve 
the city's “character”.  A critical aspect of any city’s character is its pattern of land 
use – the types, location, mix and density of uses.  While past and present day 
development patterns put a face on “character”, future development patterns will 
either maintain or change that character.  Although not entirely within the power 
of citizens or their city government, development patterns are influenced by a 
community’s policies on land use, housing, economic development and other 
policies such as those contained within this Plan, as well as the community's land 
use laws. 
 
The pattern of land use, most notably the location of development, also 
significantly impacts the quality and cost of public facilities and services.  Level of 
demand, costs of infrastructure and cost-effectiveness of providing municipal 
services are all a function of patterns of land use – with great cost differences 
(often borne by the public) resulting from sprawl development as compared to 
development at higher-density, urban levels. 
 
This chapter attempts to summarize the goals necessary to achieve the 
development pattern desired by the City.  Those policies attempt to not only 
advance land use objectives, but also complement, integrate and promote the 
goals for Housing, Economic Development and Infrastructure as set out in other 
chapters of this Plan. 
 
This chapter also sets out the goals and policies the City should use as it reviews 
applications for development and rezonings, as it considers annexations and/or 
extraterritorial land use regulation, and as it adopts capital improvement plans 
and budgets. 
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8.2 VISION 
 
Arkansas City will experience growth and stability in part due to careful thought 
given to regulation of the location of different uses of land.  Those regulations will 
minimize conflicting uses and maximize efficiencies in public infrastructure 
serving those uses. 
 
The City's land use regulations will recognize and respect private property rights, 
provide landowners and developers with flexibility, and will avoid development 
requirements and costs that do not serve a valid interest of the community. 
 
The City will continue to plan not only for the future growth and development of 
land within its corporate limits, but also continue planning for its extraterritorial 
"growth area".  The growth area is generally that unincorporated area lying north 
and south from the City's limits along the US-77 corridor and west along and 
north of US-166, as detailed in this Chapter, where the nature, timing and 
intensity of land development have consequences for Arkansas City. 
 
The City will encourage new development to occur in proximity to existing or 
planned streets, water, electricity, sewer and other public infrastructure.  Its 
regulations will attempt to promote growth while simultaneously preserving the 
existing character of Arkansas City. 
 
 
8.3 2003 COMPREHENSIVE PLAN: LAND USE ANALYSIS 
 
The 2003 Comprehensive Plan devoted significant thought and space to a 
survey of then-existing land uses within the City and the three-mile study area 
covered by the plan.  Trends in land use change were noted and presented in 
sections labeled for four planning areas within the City and five in the three-mile 
study area. 
 
As noted elsewhere in this Plan, it is an objective to reiterate, or at least 
reference, those key findings and recommendations set forth in earlier 
comprehensive plans which hold relevance for the 2013 Comprehensive Plan.  
This has been the past practice of the City, and it is a commendable one for 
numerous reasons. 
 
Just as the 2003 Comprehensive Plan reached back and utilized information 
from as far back as the City's 1964 plan, the 2013 Comprehensive Plan carries 
forward the following excerpts of the "Key Findings" and "Recommendations", 
relating to land use, taken from the 2003 Comprehensive Plan: 
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Key Findings [Chapter Six, Land Use Analysis] 

 

 The historic area of Downtown remains the focal point of the physical fabric of the 

community.   

 

 Development along Highways 77 and 166 have led to a lineal ribbon of commercial 

land use corridors bisecting the community.   

 

 There is a lack of visual continuity and cohesion within the retail corridors, 

particularly on South Summit and along Madison Avenue.  

 

 The residential neighborhoods situated in the floodplains of the Arkansas and Walnut 

Rivers are expected to experience serious decline over the next 20 years without 

thoughtful intervention. 

 

 There are several industrial uses located south of Madison Avenue that are 

incompatible with surrounding residential uses.  The expansion of these industrial 

uses should be restricted. 

 

 At various locations in the community there are individual mobile homes situated in 

site-built residential neighborhoods.  The placement of non-residential designed 

mobile homes should be encouraged to locate in mobile home parks. 

 

 There are numerous older industrial sites located near the railroad right-of-way.  

These older industrial sites will present the City with long-term readaptive challenges. 

 

 The residential development east of the Walnut River provides a unique opportunity 

to keep rural housing in close proximity to the City. 

 

 The entranceways leading into Arkansas City need to present a better “first 

impression” of the community. 

 
Recommendations [Chapter Eight, Future Land Use & Transportation] 

 

 

 Arkansas City should focus on preserving the livability and historic character of the 

community.  It will be important to maintain the physical characteristics that make 

Arkansas City unique and desirable.   

 

 Development of commercial or industrial uses adjacent to Highway 166 east of the 

Walnut River should be discouraged.   

 

 The following future road improvements are recommended as part of the major street 

plan: 

 

 Extend Eighth Street north of Skyline Road to Cowley 10. 
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 Widen and add center turning lane on Summit St. from Kansas Ave. to Radio 

Lane. 

 

 Improve the Kansas Ave and Summit St. intersection controls. 

 

 The City should discourage further commercial rezonings on West Kansas Avenue. 

 

 The future land use plan for the area north of Linden Avenue seeks to preserve the 

existing residential character.  This area has not experienced the number of 

commercial conversions and the area should be preserved as residential.  

 

 Commercial buildings, whether conversion of existing residential structures or new 

commercial buildings, should be evaluated for potential problems created from 

lighting, noise, building setbacks, etc.  Requirements for landscape screening or 

fencing should also be included in the zoning regulations. 

 

 New medium or high density housing should be located in selected areas along major 

streets or adjacent to major activity areas to provide a transition of land uses to low-

density housing.   

 

 The City should be careful to not encourage additional retail development outside the 

existing retail corridors.  Land within the existing retail pattern is available to 

accommodate new retail development.  In general, the City should encourage 

redevelopment of existing commercial sites and not add to the inventory of 

commercial land. 

 

Planning Framework [Chapter Eight, Future Land Use & Transportation] 

 

 Plan the Urban Fringe of Arkansas City. 
Understanding how urban fringe development influences and impacts the regional 

community is important.  The housing developments in the townships rely on 

Arkansas City for employment, services, shopping, recreation and other activities.  

Local leadership should coordinate goals and action plans between Arkansas City, 

Cowley County, and the Townships to ensure public safety and wise use of fiscal and 

natural resources. 

 

 Preserve and Maintain the Character, Infrastructure and Services of the 

Community. 
Arkansas City should focus on the livability of the community.  A small town sense 

of place is what people leaving metropolitan areas desire.  It will be important to 

preserve and maintain the character that makes Arkansas City unique and desirable.  

The physical characteristics that create a sense of place include: 

 

 Neighborhoods with good housing, tree-lined streets, nearby parks and schools.   
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 Pedestrian-friendly Downtown shopping district with easy access.   

 

 Good road circulation, community parks, and cultural resources.    

 

 Preservation of buildings, places and environments that connect the present with 

the history of a community. 

 

Preserving the town character by maintaining and improving the physical 

characteristics, infrastructure and services should be a top priority.   

 

Implementing measures necessary to promote reinvestment into and improvement of 

what is already in place will not only enhance the quality of life for existing residents, 

but can lead to attracting new business and homeowners.   

 

 
8.4 LAND USES UNDER THE CITY’S PRESENT ZONING REGULATIONS 

 
The City’s current set of zoning regulations were adopted in 1964 with frequent 
amendments since then in response to changing needs and circumstances.  The 
most recent significant updating of the regulations was in 2008. 
 
The Zoning Regulations have 14 different land use districts, which are 
summarized below by categories of principal use, i.e., residential, commercial 
and industrial. 
 

Residential Districts 
 

Residential land use districts identify areas where a principal planned land use is 
residential.  Arkansas City has nine such districts, including two districts for 
agricultural uses: 
 
(1),(2) A and A-L.  These zoning classifications, Agricultural and Agricultural-

Light, allow agricultural, certain ag-related commercial uses, and low-
density residential uses.  Urban scale development is not anticipated for 
land so zoned, unless and until infrastructure is extended by the City.   
 

(3) R-1.  The Single-Family Residential District provides for low-density (.5 
acre minimum lot area) single family residential development.  Certain 
public uses, such as schools, churches, libraries and some agricultural 
uses are permitted. 

 
(4) R-2.  This Single-Family Residential District has the same permitted uses 

as the R-1 District, but development of residences can occur at higher 
density (6,000 sq. ft. minimum lot area). 
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(5) R-2Z.  The Single-Family Zero Lot Line Residential District is intended to 
accommodate single-family residences with interior side yards without 
minimum setback requirements.  Permitted uses are the same as for the 
R-1 District. 

 
(6) R-3.  The Two-Family Residential District allows both single-family and 

duplex development along with the nonresidential uses allowed in the R-1 
District. 

 
(7) R-4.  This Multiple-Family Residential District allows any R-1 use, plus 

duplexes, multi-family dwellings, boarding, rooming and lodging houses, 
apartment hotels, and fraternities and sororities.  Minimum lot areas range 
from 6,000 sq. ft. for a single-family residence or duplex up to 1,500 sq. ft. 
per dwelling unit for four-or-greater family units and 500 sq. ft. per dwelling 
unit in an apartment hotel. 

 
(8) MP.  The Mobile Home Park District provides for low-density mobile home 

parks.  Parks must be at least two acres in area, with pads for the mobile 
homes rented or leased, but not sold, to the occupants.  Some 
infrastructure requirements, e.g., recreational areas, laundry facilities, are 
set out.  This District also allows for mobile home subdivisions, where lots 
are owned by mobile home owners. 

 
(9) R-O. The Residence-Office District is essentially a residential-

commercial mixed use district, allowing any of the R-1:R-4 district uses 
along with broad categories of offices including medical, accounting, law, 
real estate, insurance and government. 

 
Commercial Districts 

 
The City’s current regulations have three zoning districts where the principal land 
uses are commercial.  An interesting feature of the commercial districts is that 
each allows for any of the residential uses allowed in the R-4 Residential District. 
 
(1) B-1.  The Neighborhood Business District is, as its name states, intended 

for commercial uses serving neighborhood residents.  It allows a range of 
retail and other commercial uses, but at a relatively low-density of 
development.   
 

(2) B-2.  The main commercial areas outside the downtown district, intended 
for basic retail sales and office uses, comprise the General Business 
District.  This classification allows large floor areas, with screening and off-
street parking requirements.  Some noncommercial uses are allowed as 
special uses. 
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(3) B-3.  The Central Business District has as its purpose the grouping of 
retail businesses and offices into the downtown area of Arkansas City.  
Development is permitted here at high density. 

 
Industrial Districts 

 
The current regulations provide three zoning districts for industrial uses: 
 
(1) I-1.  The Restricted Industrial District is intended for those uses which emit 

virtually no adverse impacts and are housed within structures. 
 

(2) I-2.  The Light Industrial District permits a large number of industrial and 
related uses which do not require intensive land coverage or create 
obnoxious odor, noise or dust. 
 

(3) I-3.  By comparison the Heavy Industrial District is intended for high 
intensity uses which may create obnoxious odor, noise or dust, the effects 
of which may be experienced off-site. 

 
 
8.5 PROPOSED 2014 LAND USE REGULATIONS 

 
GENERAL OBJECTIVES 

 
Set out below are the general objectives which the Planning Commission 
believes are promoted by the zoning regulations it expects to recommend for 
adoption by the City Commission following adoption of this Plan.     
 
Residential: 
 
1. Adopt regulations which promote residential infill development, carefully 

accommodate manufactured housing, and protect historic neighborhoods 
and houses. 

 
2. Adopt regulations which allow residential uses, with appropriate 

restrictions, in the central business district, but avoid the approach of the 
current zoning regulations which allow residential uses in virtually all 
zoning districts, including industrial. 

 
3. Ensure that zoning regulations do not unnecessarily drive up the cost of 

housing.   
 
4. Adopt proper design standards and aesthetic standards for manufactured 

housing, but avoid any unnecessary regulations which might discourage 
utilization of this important source of new housing stock. 
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5. Create a zoning classification designed for housing for senior citizens. 
 
6. Create a zoning classification designed to encourage construction of 

affordable housing. 
 
Industrial: 
 
1. Identify the appropriate amount of property which should be classified as 

industrial, and take proper steps to see it is located at the most 
appropriate areas. 

 
Commercial: 
 
1. Adopt regulations that adequately accommodate large-scale commercial 

developments. 
 
2. Adopt regulations which help maintain the downtown as the principal retail 

and office center, and promote commercial redevelopment downtown, 
while also protecting the historic features and character of structures in the 
downtown area. 

 
3. Create a mixed-use zoning classification where commercial development 

can occur alongside residential. 
 

DRAFT 2014 ZONING REGULATIONS 
 

GENERAL OBSERVATIONS 
COMPARING CURRENT TO PROPOSED ZONING REGULATIONS AS 

RECOMMENDED BY THE PLANNING COMMISSION FOR ADOPTION BY 
THE ARKANSAS CITY CITY COMMISSION: 

 
1. The current zoning districts should be reshaped, redefined and simplified 

wherever possible.   
 
2. The nine current residential districts (including the two agricultural 

districts) should be revamped to a simplified system of low-, medium- and 
high-density housing (R-1, R-2 and R-3).  Complementing those three 
districts will be districts designed specifically for manufactured homes and 
housing for seniors. 

 
3. The proposed 2014 regulations call for the addition of four new zoning 

districts: Mixed Use District, Manufactured Home Subdivision 
District, Countryside District, and Public District.  Five new overlay 
districts are also proposed: College District, Planned Unit 
Development District, Historic Conservation District, Elderly Housing 
District and Housing Opportunity District. 
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4. The new regulations would limit the Board of Zoning Appeals’ authority to 

only those powers recognized under state law, i.e., to grant variances and 
exceptions, and to hear appeals from decisions of the Zoning 
Administrator. The Planning Commission should make recommendations 
on applications for conditional use permits, which will replace the current 
system of special uses and special use permits. 

 
SPECIFIC ZONING PROPOSALS 

 
Following is a brief description of some of the more significant features of the 
zoning regulations, as expected to be recommended by the Planning 
Commission for adoption by the City Commission: 
 
Intent of Districts. 
 
An Article should be included of brief statements explaining the purpose or intent 
for each of the proposed zoning districts and overlay districts.  This Article will 
provide the public, and property owners, with an overview to the regulatory 
approach the City is taking. 
 
Agricultural District. 
 
A single Agricultural (A) District is proposed to take the place of the current A and 
A-L districts.  Permitted and conditional uses are fairly restricted, with only a few 
non-agricultural uses allowed.  The only residential use is single-family 
residential development, subject to a minimum acreage requirement.   
 
Residential Districts. 
 
This Article sets out most of the regulations pertaining to the proposed three 
residential districts: Low Density (R-1) Residential, Medium Density (R-2) 
Residential and High Density (R-3) Residential. The permitted residential use in 
Low-Density is single-family housing, but duplexes are also allowed as 
conditional uses.  Likewise in the Medium-Density District one- and two-family 
housing is permitted, with three-plus family housing allowed as a conditional use.  
High Density District regulations permit all types of housing, from single-family to 
apartment houses.  The proposed residential district regulations are intended to 
allow optional development opportunities for property owners in hopes of 
encouraging new development and redevelopment that will increase and improve 
the City’s housing stock, consistent with Plan goals. 
 
Countryside District (Residential). 
 
The proposed Countryside District is intended for use in largely undeveloped 
areas that would support “cluster development” that accommodates preservation 
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of environmentally significant or sensitive lands and setting aside of open space.  
This District is similar in purpose to the current A-L Light Agricultural District. 
 
Elderly Housing Overlay District (Residential). 
 
This proposed new overlay district, the Elderly Housing Overlay District, is 
intended to provide incentives to developers to construct detached single-family 
housing for senior citizens, thereby addressing a housing need identified in this 
Plan. 
 
Manufactured Home Park District.   
 
This District will replace current Chapter 18.68 and is intended to accommodate 
manufactured housing placed on rented spaces. 
 
Commercial Districts. 
 
The proposed commercial zoning districts are Office and Service Business 
District (C-1), Restricted Commercial District (C-2), General Commercial District 
(C-3) and Central Business District (C-4). 
 
The proposed C-1 Office and Service Business District would replace the R-O 
District, placing similar focus on commercial uses which are compatible to 
adjoining residential uses. 
 
The current B-1 Neighborhood Business, which allows specified categories of 
retail sales uses, at neighborhood service intensities, is replaced by the C-2 
Restricted Commercial District. 
 
Current B-2 General Business is similar to the proposed C-3 General 
Commercial.  Both are designed for retail sales and services located outside the 
central business district and of intensity greater than that suited for neighborhood 
shopping areas. 
 
The current B-3 is replaced by the C-4 Central Business District.  The uses, and 
development standards, would remain basically the same as they are currently. 
 
Manufactured Home Subdivision District. 
 
This Article provides for subdivisions designed for manufactured homes.  The 
Article also allows for site-built housing within the same district.  This district 
replaces the mobile home subdivision provisions currently in Chapter 18.68. 
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Public Use District. 
 
The City’s current regulations do not provide a zoning classification for public use 
land and buildings.  This Public (P) District would be applied to uses such as city 
hall, schools and fairgrounds.  This classification becomes an alternative to 
public uses being either permitted or conditional uses in residential, commercial 
and industrial districts. 
 
College Overlay District. 
 
The College Overlay District is a new overlay district for property within the R-3 
district.  Its purpose is to encourage and accommodate master development 
plans for the campus and any related properties comprising Cowley College.  
 
Planned Unit Development District. 
 
The Planned Unit Development (PUD) regulations are new for the City.  This 
overlay district is intended to give considerable flexibility to property owners, to 
encourage innovation with respect to type, design and layout of buildings. 
 
Housing Opportunity Overlay District. 
 
This proposed overlay district, Housing Opportunity (HO-O), can be applied to 
any R-1, R-2 or R-3 zoned property.  It allows for higher density development, 
intended to achieve lower development costs, and in turn lower-cost housing for 
homebuyers.  Other development incentives are provided to encourage 
construction of affordable housing, again responding to housing goals and 
objectives set out in this Plan. 
 
Mixed Use District. 
 
This proposed new district, Mixed Use (MU), will allow for a number of potential 
residential-commercial mixes, all subject to approved design standards.  This 
district is most suitable for current R-O zoning as well as other areas which have 
had both residential and low-intensity commercial uses side-by-side, for example 
properties now zoned B-1, even if uses are presently noncomforming.  In a 
nutshell, property zoned MU can be used for any land use permitted in the 
proposed R-1, R-2, C-1 or C-2 districts.  Conditional uses in those same four 
districts would also be conditional uses allowed in the MU district. 
 
Historic Conservation Overlay District. 
 
The objective of the Historic Conservation Overlay District (HC-O) is to 
encourage property owners of historic commercial buildings and homes in 
historic neighborhoods to request this special zoning designation and thereby 
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trigger certain development and design standards to guide new construction and 
redevelopment within the district.   
 
Board of Zoning Appeals. 
 
This Article sets out the powers and duties of the Board of Zoning Appeals.  The 
proposed provisions limit the BZA’s powers to those set out specifically under 
Kansas law – namely to hear appeals of administrative determinations and 
orders, and to consider granting variances and exceptions.  It replaces current 
Chapter 18.84. 
 
 
8.6 COMMUNITY SURVEY RESPONSES 
 
In early 2013 citizens of Arkansas City were surveyed on a number of issues 
relevant to the preparation of this Plan, and its goals.  One question directly 
related to the proposed Growth Area -- asking citizens whether the use and 
development of land nearby but outside the City was a matter of such interest to 
Arkansas City that it should be regulated by the City.  The response to that 
question, as well as a follow-up question, follows.  These responses reflect 
modest citizen support for City efforts to provide some degree, greater or lesser, 
of regulation over the use and development of land which lies outside the city 
limits. 
 
Property Outside the City Limits 

 
a. Should the City be concerned with land development, outside and 

adjacent to existing city limits? 
 

Yes - 46% No - 34% No Response - 20% Total Responses - 694 
 

b. If you answered yes to the question above, indicate the step(s) the City 
should take to regulate the use and development of land adjoining the 
City's present limits: 

 
 Yes No 

Annexation 55% 45% 

Make the property subject to city zoning without annexing it 60% 40% 

Encourage Cowley County to adopt zoning 81% 19% 

Make the property subject to City-adopted building codes 77% 23% 
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The 2013 survey also asked for agreement or disagreement with the following 
statements: 
 
 Strongly 

Disagree 
Disagree Neutral Agree 

Strongly 
Agree 

Total 
Responses 

The City needs to 
increase its planning 
efforts to encourage 
quality development. 

2% 7% 38% 41% 12% 685 

I support future 
expansion of the city 
limits if developers 
share in the cost of 
infrastructure 
improvements. 

8% 10% 28% 40% 13% 685 

 
The 2013 survey listed 12 examples of how new land development can affect the 
community, and asked which of those were the most important.  The following 
are the three most selected choices: 
 
 Total Responses 

Whether the existing public water and sewer service is adequate 
for the development. 

279 

Compliance with reasonable and well-drafted zoning and 
subdivision regulations. 

244 

Compliance with reasonable and well-drafted building codes. 210 

 
A number of survey respondents wrote comments reflecting their views on land 
use and development outside the City.  Some of those comments are found at 
Appendix B. 
 
 
8.7 FUTURE LAND USE MAP FOR ARKANSAS CITY 

 
The City’s Future Land Use Map (FLUM) is not a zoning map, nor is it a map of 
existing land uses.  Rather it reflects the best judgment of the Planning 
Commission and City Commission of the most appropriate use of land 
throughout the City.  The map is intended to show consistency with the goals and 
objectives of the Comprehensive Plan and is an important component of this 
Plan.  A separate future land use map appears later in this chapter for land in the 
fringe area ("Growth Area") surrounding the City. 
 
The Future Land Use Map’s official purpose is to guide the City in the 
consideration of zoning and rezoning applications.  Beyond that it serves as a 
visual representation of the future of the community. 
 
Following is an overview of the dominant land uses within the City as envisioned 
by the Future Land Use Map, broken down on a quarter basis, plus the 
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downtown.  This FLUM does not vary significantly from the FLUM in the 2002 
Comprehensive Plan: 
 
Northwest:  The City anticipates additional commercial development west of 
Summit and north of West Radio Lane.  As the commercial development is 
expected to occur alongside existing and new residential uses, Mixed-Use is 
appropriate here.  This development is expected due to new multi-family housing 
projects nearby, as well as continued single family home construction, and the 
location of the high school. 
 
There is a need for a wastewater facility, possibly a package plant, at some 
location east of North 8th Street and north of West Radio Lane.  This will help 
supply the infrastructure needed to support continued development in this area, 
which will remain predominantly residential. 
 
Northeast:  Residential uses will continue to dominate this area.  A major public 
use is the golf course which is anticipated to continue.  New commercial 
development may fill in east of Summit, both north and south of East Radio Lane.  
The FLUM shows several areas well-suited for commercial-residential Mixed Use 
zoning -- north of Kansas Avenue and east of the railroad tracks.  The office and 
other commercial uses now present are expected to continue. 
 
Southwest:  Changes in land use in this quadrant of the City may occur if the 
second stage to the US-77 Bypass is constructed, linking US-166 to US-77.  In 
that case the areas south of that Bypass could experience some Mixed Use 
development.  For the balance of the quadrant, the FLUM shows little change 
from the 2002 Plan's FLUM, with the exception of the reduction of industrial 
areas. 
 
Southeast:  Land uses, present and future, in this part of the City are influenced 
greatly by the floodplain and floodway fringe areas, which effectively limit usage 
to agriculture and open space.  The existing residential areas extending 
eastwards toward Parkerfield are expected to continue at a modest rate of 
growth. 
 

 
8.8 FRINGE AREA DEVELOPMENT:  THE "GROWTH AREA" 

 
The planning area for this Comprehensive Plan is not only the land within 
Arkansas City’s corporate limits, but also the extraterritorial area of 
unincorporated Cowley County noted on the attached Future Land Use Map as 
the “Growth Area”.  The need for the City’s planning for the growth and 
development of this land area outside its limits is clear and immediate.  As will be 
explained in the following paragraphs, how and when the Growth Area develops 
will directly affect how and when land within Arkansas City will develop and 
redevelop.  Should development in the Growth Area not be planned for, the 
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quality of life for citizens of Arkansas City will be impacted, as will the ability of 
the community to achieve many of the goals set out in this Plan. 
 
Why should what happens outside the City’s limits be any business of the City?  
A fair argument can be made that if land area is important to the City, then the 
City ought to avoid any possible controversy of extraterritorial regulation by 
annexing that land – once it is made part of the corporate entity of Arkansas City 
any questions about legal authority to regulate land use and development 
become moot.  However there are reasons, practical and political, why 
annexation is not always the preferred course of action for a city.  Sometimes the 
less consequential action of planning – but not making such property subject to 
other city laws or to city-levied taxes – is the better way to proceed for all parties. 
 
Often when people think of sprawl development they think of low-density 
residential development on the fringe of a city’s limits.  Such development often 
has lower up-front costs due to land values, differences between city and county 
land use regulations and development requirements. 
 
The low-density development which already typifies the Arkansas City Growth 
Area – and which can only be expected to continue along present lines – affects 
the entire community.  It increases infrastructure costs, stretches municipal 
services to or past their limits, increases transportation costs, removes open 
space and can remove valuable agricultural land from production prematurely.  A 
pattern of leapfrog development is costly and can diminish the quality of life of 
citizens on both sides of the city limits.  Further, the more development occurs in 
the Growth Area, and the further out that development is, the more likely it will 
diminish the character and identity of Arkansas City.  Such development may 
take away public resources much needed to restore and develop areas within the 
City, and create more public costs for county taxpayers – both within and outside 
Arkansas City – than it will generate in tax revenues or other economic value. 
 
There are other problems which can arise in areas next to a city’s limits, in cases 
where a city does not exercise authority over land use and development, or 
where a city and county are not fully cooperating in their land use planning and 
regulation.  For example: 
 

 Desired development does not occur because developers are leery of what 
the land development "rules" are, and are concerned about undesirable uses 
locating near their property. 

 

 Development occurs, but at an intensity not efficient for urban-scale growth.  
The city gets hemmed in by sprawl development that makes extension of 
municipal services and infrastructure inefficient or economically impossible.   

 

 Development occurs without proper thought as to future extension of city's 
infrastructure.  Streets, sewers, water lines etc., do not line up or are 
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otherwise incompatible.  Parks and open spaces are not provided for, neither 
are schools or other public uses.   

 

 Development occurs, but too much, too fast.  This may take the form of 
relocation of homes and businesses from locations within the “more 
regulated” city to the “less regulated” urban fringe area.   

 

 Development occurs, but is the wrong type of development at the wrong 
location (cement plant, salvage yard, landfills, shopping malls).   

 

 Loss of natural resources, environmentally-sensitive land, prime agricultural 
land, open space, etc., consumed by unplanned, sprawl development. 

 
In short: 
 

 Growth that is wanted does not materialize, or 
 

 Growth occurs, but it is of a character that creates adverse consequences for 
the community. 

 
Notwithstanding the possible consequences for a city from having adjacent 
unzoned land, it is not uncommon for disagreement and controversy to arise from 
action proposed by a city to exercise its state law grant of extraterritorial zoning 
authority -- authority which is discussed under the following heading. 
 
Such disagreement and controversy has accompanied the preparation of the 
2013 Plan.  The initial recommendations of the Planning Commission was for the 
City to exercise its planning, zoning and subdivision authority over an area 
running one mile either side of U.S. 77 for a distance of three miles north and 
south of the City's limits, and an area running two miles north along U.S. 166, 
three miles west of the City.  A few other areas to the east and northwest of the 
City were also proposed to be included.  While this recommendation did propose 
to extend zoning authority over an approximately 19 square mile area, it would 
also reduce the planning and subdivision authority the City has had since at least 
1996 by approximately 74% or 53 square miles. 
 
The City Commission requested the Planning Commission's reconsideration of 
the recommendations to extend City zoning authority and retract City planning 
and subdivision authority. 
 
The Planning Commission did so reconsider and recommended that the 
language set out in the 1996 Plan, recommending extraterritorial zoning, not be 
carried forward as part of this Plan, but instead that the City should: 
 
(1) Reduce its planning jurisdiction to the US-77 and US-166 corridors as 

described above; and 
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(2) Reduce its extraterritorial subdivision regulation to the boundaries of the 

Growth Area. 
 

EXTRA-TERRITORIAL JURISDICTION UNDER KANSAS LAW 
 

Comprehensive Planning - A city planning commission is authorized by state 
law to make a comprehensive plan for the development of not only that city but 
also any unincorporated territory lying outside of the city but within the same 
county in which that city is located.  K.S.A. 12-747(a).   The planning commission 
of any city that plans, zones or administers subdivision regulations 
extraterritorially must have at least two members who reside outside the city 
limits and within three miles of the city.  K.S.A. 12-744(a). 
 
Zoning Regulations.  In Kansas, a city may apply its zoning regulations to land 
located outside the city which is not currently subject to county zoning regulations 
and is within three miles of the city limits, and not more than one-half the 
distance to the nearest city.  To use this power a city must have a planning 
commission and its adopted comprehensive plan must "include" the 
extraterritorial area.  K.S.A. 12-715b; K.S.A. 12-754(a).  County zoning 
"displaces" city zoning -- the city's regulations terminate upon county zoning 
regulations taking effect in the extraterritorial area.  K.S.A. 12-715d.  
Extraterritorial zoning can also occur pursuant to an interlocal agreement 
between a county and city. 

 
Subdivision Regulations.  In situations, such as with Cowley County presently, 
where no county subdivision regulations are in effect outside a city's limits, a city 
may exercise its power under K.S.A. 12-749(a) to regulate the subdivision of land 
within three miles of its corporate limits, but not more than one-half the distance 
to another city having subdivision regulations.  A city and county could also 
provide for such extraterritorial regulation by the city by means of interlocal 
agreement.   
 
Building Codes.  While any county may adopt and enforce building codes for 
the unincorporated areas regardless of whether the county also engages in 
planning, zoning or subdivision regulation, a city may only enforce building codes 
outside its limits under the authority of K.S.A. 12-751 or pursuant to an interlocal 
agreement.  K.S.A. 12-751 allows such extraterritorial actions by cities "in 
conjunction with subdivision or zoning regulations." 

 
K.S.A. 12-751a adds a protest petition provision to the law allowing cities to 
enforce building codes extraterritorially.  K.S.A. 12-751a establishes a protest 
petition and election procedure to be conducted in the area outside and within 
three miles of the corporate limits of a city which adopts an ordinance providing 
for the enforcement of building codes in this unincorporated area.  A sufficient 
protest petition (20 percent of the qualified electors residing within the 
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extraterritorial area) must be filed within 90 days of the effective date of the 
ordinance.  If a majority vote in favor of rejecting the building code regulation, the 
city must modify its ordinance to exclude the area and the city may not adopt any 
ordinance extending building codes in this area for at least four years.  

 
INTERLOCAL AGREEMENTS 

 
The Kansas Interlocal Cooperation Act (K.S.A. 12-2901, et seq.) is a broad, 
liberal grant of authority that cities and counties can use to craft regulatory 
arrangements best-suited for local needs and conditions.  The Act has been used 
many times and in many places to provide for more effective, efficient regulation 
of development at the urban fringe.   
 

ARKANSAS CITY GROWTH AREA 
 
The "Growth Area" described in this chapter, and on the maps accompanying 
this chapter, is that land area outside the present limits of the City where 
development potential is greatest and such development is reasonably expected 
to impact Arkansas City -- either positively or negatively. 
 
The planning area of the 2003 (as well as earlier) Comprehensive Plan extended 
in all directions three miles from the city limits.  The fact that the 2003 Plan 
identified future land uses only for five areas within that three-mile radius 
indicates the City believed only a fraction of the three-mile area was likely to 
experience development.  The 2013 Plan recommends reducing the City's 
planning area to its north and west corridors.  This land area is the City's "Growth 
Area". 
 
The land area of the Growth Area is best shown by the accompanying map, but 
generally is a corridor one mile east and west of US-77 and extending three 
miles north of the City; a corridor one-half mile east and west of US-77 and 
extending three miles south of the City; and a corridor bordering US-166, two 
miles north of the highway and extending three miles west of the City.   
 

 
8.9 FUTURE LAND USE MAP FOR THE GROWTH AREA 

 
The City has determined the Arkansas City Growth Area to be that land area 
designated on the Future Land Use Map – Growth Area.  In general the City 
envisions the existing land uses to continue at their present sites – meaning non-
agricultural residential development will, and should, stay in close proximity to its 
present locations.  For the existing commercial and industrial uses, the map 
reflects where such uses are proposed to continue. 
 
The great majority of the land area comprising the Growth Area is envisioned to 
remain in agricultural use.  That preference reflects the determination by the City 
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that non-agricultural development is not to be encouraged in the absence of 
adequate public infrastructure.  Further, any investment of public funds by the 
City to accommodate development in the Growth Area should be approved only 
following a determination that such will not adversely affect development and 
redevelopment inside the City, or otherwise obstruct or detract from any of the 
Goals of this Plan. 
 
The following summarizes the Future Land Use Map (FLUM) for the Growth 
Area, by compass direction from Arkansas City: 
 
North:  The Growth Area FLUM is consistent with the future land uses 
designated in the City-adopted US-77 Corridor Management Plan, with minor 
revisions to reflect changes in and use since adoption of the US-77 Plan.  This 
north corridor of the Growth Area takes in a larger area than the US-77 Plan did, 
in part because the US-77 Plan had a more limited mission than does this Plan -- 
a mission that did not consider uses of land more than one-half mile from US-77. 
 
As shown on the FLUM, most of the land area distant from US-77 is projected to 
remain in agricultural use, with some limited low-density residential development 
as well. 
 
South:  The FLUM shows commercial uses extending south from the City along 
the west side of US-77.  Commercial uses are also expected to occur at the 
intersection of US-77 and 322nd Road, with some Mixed Uses (MU) to the east 
of that intersection, reflecting a continuation of the mixture of uses now in that 
area.  Otherwise the City envisions this south corridor to continue in agricultural 
use with some scattered and low-density residential use. 
 
West:  The principal interest in having this corridor, which extends to the west 
with US-166 as its southern border, is to protect the community's investment in, 
and need for, municipal water wells.  As the greatest portion of this corridor is in 
the floodplain the future uses for the entire area are projected as agricultural and 
scattered, low-density residential. 
 
 
 
 
. 
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8.10 GOALS AND ACTIONS 
 

Goal 
 

Approve a "Growth Area" Which Will Serve as the City's 
Extraterritorial Planning Area. 
 

Goal Continue to Apply the City's Subdivision Regulations Within the 
Growth Area. 
 

Goal Preserve the Character of Arkansas City While Providing 
Opportunities for Growth and Development that Benefit the 
Community. 
 

Goal Provide Adequate and Appropriate Area for Current and Future 
Residents for Opportunities for Quality Housing Consistent With 
the Housing Goals of this Comprehensive Plan 
 

Goal Provide Adequate Area for Convenient, Safe and Appropriately-
Scaled Commercial Development. 
 

Goal Provide Adequate and Appropriate Areas for Industrial Land Uses. 
 

Goal Use Land Use Regulations and Other Means to Promote 
Preservation of the City’s Historical and Cultural Heritage. 
 

Goal Keep the Plan and Land Use Regulations Up-to-Date in Order to 
Serve the Needs of Property Owners and the Community At-Large. 

 
 
GOAL APPROVE A "GROWTH AREA" WHICH WILL SERVE AS THE 

CITY'S EXTRATERRITORIAL PLANNING AREA. 
 
Action: 
 

 The City will continue to plan for its "Growth Area", as designated on the 
Growth Area Future Land Use Map which is part of this Plan. 
 

GOAL CONTINUE TO APPLY THE CITY'S SUBDIVISION 
REGULATIONS WITHIN THE GROWTH AREA. 

 
Action: 
 

 The City will continue to apply its subdivision regulations within the Growth 
Area, as it has done since at least 1996 in its Planning Area. 
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GOAL   PRESERVE THE CHARACTER OF ARKANSAS CITY WHILE 
PROVIDING OPPORTUNITIES FOR GROWTH AND 
DEVELOPMENT THAT BENEFIT THE COMMUNITY. 

 
Action: 
 

 As applications and proposals for new development are reviewed, the 
Planning Commission and City Commission should consider issues of 
community character, compatibility of use and the efficiencies and 
economics of the provision of municipal services. 

 

 Ensure that development adjacent to parks and other public open space is 
designed so as to facilitate public access to, and use of, such property 
while at the same time minimizing potential conflicts between park users 
and residents. 
 

 Encourage future patterns of land use and development which will result in 
infill development, which will have the positive effects of minimizing the 
need for extension of public infrastructure and making more efficient use 
of existing and planned public infrastructure. 

 

 Give priority to development of vacant or underutilized land within the City 
limits and lesser priority to development of land within the unincorporated 
fringe area.  Capital improvement plans and budgeting decisions are a 
principal aspect of such prioritization. 

 
 
GOAL   PROVIDE ADEQUATE AND APPROPRIATE AREA FOR 

CURRENT AND FUTURE RESIDENTS FOR OPPORTUNITIES 
FOR QUALITY HOUSING CONSISTENT WITH THE HOUSING 
GOALS OF THIS COMPREHENSIVE PLAN. 

 
Consistent with the housing-specific goals and actions of this Plan, the City’s 
Land Use goals and actions should promote good quality housing that meets the 
needs of current and future residents, with respect to cost, size and type.  Also, 
those citizens who invest in housing should be protected as much as possible 
from impacts from nearby development that reduces the value of their property.   
 
Action: 
 

 Incentives should be provided for the maintenance and preservation of 
existing housing stock. 

 

 Preserve historic neighborhood features and characteristics. 
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 Support the development of new, affordable housing, with an emphasis 
upon such housing constructed as infill development within the City.  
Specifically, adopt regulations which enable manufactured housing, 
including single-wide units, of sound quality to be placed on the narrow 
lots found in many older neighborhoods in the community.  Such 
manufactured housing should be accommodated as replacement housing 
for site-built homes as well as for manufactured housing which has 
exceeded its useful life or suffered damage. 

 

 Residential development should be planned and designed to protect 
natural features such as wetlands, streams and woods. 

 

 Residential development should be encouraged to locate adjacent to 
existing public infrastructure in order to achieve cost-efficiencies. 
 

 
GOAL   PROVIDE ADEQUATE AREA FOR CONVENIENT, SAFE AND 

APPROPRIATELY-SCALED COMMERCIAL DEVELOPMENT. 
 
Generally, commercial uses should be integrated with surrounding residential 
development in ways that buffer and serve those residential areas.  Commercial 
development should occur within or adjacent to existing commercial development 
or within areas zoned for mixed uses. 
 
Action: 
 

 Commercial development in the Downtown area should not be of such a 
design or scale as to harm the existing character of the Downtown. 
 

 Any commercial development parallel to US 77 should occur only when in 
compliance with KDOT requirements for access to US 77. 

 

 Reasonable landscaping requirements should be made applicable to 
commercial development. 

 

 The City should discourage commercial development at locations where 
there is no contiguous urban development. 

 

 Encourage commercial development to locate in the Downtown district 
and in the existing commercial area at the northern end of the City. 

 

 All reviews of requests for rezonings for commercial development should 
take into account potential adverse impacts upon the Downtown area 
and/or the northern commercial area. 
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 Commercial sign regulations should be sensitive to the objective of 
preserving the City’s character.   
 

 
GOAL   PROVIDE ADEQUATE AND APPROPRIATE AREAS FOR 

INDUSTRIAL LAND USES. 
 
The City needs sufficient land area for expansion of existing industries and 
location of new industries.  The current zoning map provides substantial acreage 
of industrial-zoned property, and a review and analysis of undeveloped industrial-
zoned land should be undertaken to identify land where rezoning should be 
encouraged.  Adequate infrastructure and utilities to support industrial uses are 
as critical as the land area itself.  Placement of industrial zoning classification 
must be sensitive to the external impacts of industrial uses. 
 
Action: 
 

 Ensure that industrial parks and other areas are designed to minimize the 
adverse impacts of industrial uses upon neighboring properties. 

 

 Industrial areas should have convenient access to highways and railroad 
facilities. 
. 

 
GOAL   USE LAND USE REGULATIONS AND OTHER MEANS TO 

PROMOTE PRESERVATION OF THE CITY’S HISTORICAL AND 
CULTURAL HERITAGE. 

 
By acting to preserve Arkansas City’s cultural and historical heritage and 
resources, the community’s “character” is preserved.  Efforts for preservation 
should be done in ways which simultaneously enhance the economy of the 
community. 
 
Action: 
 

 Work with public and private entities to identify and preserve historic 
buildings and sites of historical, cultural and aesthetic value. 

 

 Encourage preparation and dissemination of informational materials to 
educate both citizens and visitors of the City’s historic and cultural 
resources. 

 

 Identify and promote ways to partner with state, federal and private 
entities for funding and technical assistance in revitalizing historic 
buildings, neighborhoods and areas. 
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 Adopt land use regulations which encourage development and 
redevelopment within designated historic areas to maintain or enhance the 
historic character of those areas.  The City should continue its use of 
overlay zoning for historic areas of the community. 

 

 Encourage efforts by property owners to preserve and renovate buildings 
and facades of architectural and historic significance.   

 
 
GOAL   KEEP THE PLAN AND LAND USE REGULATIONS UP-TO-DATE 

IN ORDER TO SERVE THE NEEDS OF PROPERTY OWNERS 
AND THE COMMUNITY AT-LARGE. 

 
Action: 
 

 The Planning Commission and City Commission should schedule annual 
reviews of the Comprehensive Plan, future land use maps, land use 
regulations and the zoning map to identify the need for amendments and 
revisions that take into account changing conditions and needs of the 
community, new approaches that may successfully address those needs 
and conditions, and changes to state and federal law that require 
amendment to the City’s Plan and/or laws. 
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