
From: Bobbie Walthall
To: Jonathan Douglass
Subject: FW: Northeast Sector Plan
Date: Tuesday, December 14, 2010 11:23:07 AM

------------------------------------------- 
From: Daniel Poull[SMTP:DPJP8@YAHOO.COM] 
Sent: Tuesday, December 14, 2010 11:23:03 AM 
To: Aron Cromwell; Bobbie Walthall; Lance Johnson; Michael Dever; 
Mike Amyx; Rob Chestnut; Simran Sethi 
Subject: Re: Northeast Sector Plan 
Auto forwarded by a Rule

Dear Commissioners,
  Please add my name to those who endorse this letter. I appreciate your
consideration in this matter.
   Daniel Poull
   821 Ohio
   749-5578

--- On Mon, 12/13/10, P. Simran Sethi <simran@ku.edu> wrote:

From: P. Simran Sethi <simran@ku.edu>
Subject: Northeast Sector Plan
To: "Aron Cromwell" <aroncromwell@gmail.com>, "Bobbie Walthall"
<bjwalthall@ci.lawrence.ks.us>, "Lance Johnson"
<ljohnson@peridiangroup.com>, "Michael Dever"
<mdever@sunflower.com>, "Mike Amyx" <mikeamyx515@hotmail.com>,
"Rob Chestnut" <robchestnut@sunflower.com>
Cc: "Lieberman, Alice" <alicel@ku.edu>, "Matt Lehrman"
<malehrman@gmail.com>, "Sarah Smarsh" <ssmarsh@gmail.com>, "Jordan
Tucker" <azraelaeterna@hotmail.com>, "Tom McDonald" <t-
mcdonald@ku.edu>, "Margit Hall" <margit@prairiestarfarm.com>, "Rick
Martin" <rm@freestatebrewing.com>, "Lillian Siebert"
<lily.siebert@gmail.com>
Date: Monday, December 13, 2010, 5:05 PM

Mayor Amyx and esteemed Commissioners,

Last month's Kansas Drought Report (from the Kansas Water Office)
indicates, "The range of precipitation and warmer than normal temperatures
has expanded the area of abnormally dry and moderate drought conditions in
the latest Drought Monitor. The western third of the state is mostly in
moderate drought conditions and an area of abnormally dry conditions has
developed in the Southeastern division. The percentage of the state in
abnormally dry to moderate drought conditions has increased from 31.6 % at
the beginning of November to the current 47.3 % on November 30."

mailto:bjwalthall@lawrenceks.org
mailto:jdouglass@lawrenceks.org


We believe that this data further emphasizes the need to protect the Capability
Class I and II soils in our region. Cycles of drought and flooding are
intensifying. Our fertile, deep alluvial soils have a greater capacity to absorb
water and present a unique opportunity to develop a strong agricultural base
in Douglas County. Although industrial development offers viable short-term
opportunities, impervious surfaces placed over our Class I and II soils
intensifies flooding to adjacent properties and will adversely impact both
residential and agricultural neighbors.

Development in the area should reflect the most efficient use of resources
and reap the greatest benefit to our community. Agriculture can better
sustain periods of flooding that heavy industry devastated by floods cannot.
We urge you to consider this capacity as you review the Comprehensive Plan
Amendment, CPA-6-5-09, to Horizon 2020 (Chapter 14) and seek to adopt
an option that supports soil preservation and protection on contiguous tracts
of land.

Thank you for your attention,

Simran Sethi
Matt Lehrman, SmartStar Lawrence Program Analyst, Westar Energy
Alice Lieberman, Distinguished Professor of Social Welfare, KU
Tom McDonald, Associate Dean & Professor, School of Social Welfare, KU
Sarah Smarsh, Assistant Professor of English, Washburn University
Jordan Tucker, Graduate Student, KU
Rick Martin, Executive Chef, Free State Brewing Company
Richard Heckler
Lily Siebert, Education Outreach Assistant, The Community Mercantile 
Courtney Crouch, Produce Buyer, The Community Mercantile
Margit Hall, Owner and Farmer, Prairie Star Farms

-- 
Simran Sethi
Associate Professor, Journalism
University of Kansas
E-mail: simran@ku.edu
Twitter: @simransethi
Web: www.simransethi.com
FB: www.facebook.com/laprofaKU
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From: Bobbie Walthall
To: Jonathan Douglass
Subject: FW: Northeast Sector Plan
Date: Monday, December 13, 2010 5:05:32 PM

------------------------------------------- 
From: pssethi@gmail.com on behalf of P. Simran Sethi[SMTP:SIMRAN@KU.EDU] 
Sent: Monday, December 13, 2010 5:05:28 PM 
To: Aron Cromwell; Bobbie Walthall; Lance Johnson; Michael Dever; 
Mike Amyx; Rob Chestnut 
Cc: Lieberman, Alice; Matt Lehrman; Sarah Smarsh; Jordan Tucker; 
Tom McDonald; Margit Hall; Rick Martin; Lillian Siebert 
Subject: Northeast Sector Plan 
Auto forwarded by a Rule

Mayor Amyx and esteemed Commissioners,

Last month's Kansas Drought Report (from the Kansas Water Office) indicates, "The
range of precipitation and warmer than normal temperatures has expanded the area
of abnormally dry and moderate drought conditions in the latest Drought Monitor. The
western third of the state is mostly in moderate drought conditions and an area of
abnormally dry conditions has developed in the Southeastern division. The
percentage of the state in abnormally dry to moderate drought conditions has
increased from 31.6 % at the beginning of November to the current 47.3 % on
November 30."

We believe that this data further emphasizes the need to protect the Capability Class I
and II soils in our region. Cycles of drought and flooding are intensifying. Our fertile,
deep alluvial soils have a greater capacity to absorb water and present a unique
opportunity to develop a strong agricultural base in Douglas County. Although
industrial development offers viable short-term opportunities, impervious surfaces
placed over our Class I and II soils intensifies flooding to adjacent properties and will
adversely impact both residential and agricultural neighbors.

Development in the area should reflect the most efficient use of resources and reap
the greatest benefit to our community. Agriculture can better sustain periods of
flooding that heavy industry devastated by floods cannot. We urge you to consider
this capacity as you review the Comprehensive Plan Amendment, CPA-6-5-09, to
Horizon 2020 (Chapter 14) and seek to adopt an option that supports soil
preservation and protection on contiguous tracts of land.

Thank you for your attention,

Simran Sethi
Matt Lehrman, SmartStar Lawrence Program Analyst, Westar Energy
Alice Lieberman, Distinguished Professor of Social Welfare, KU
Tom McDonald, Associate Dean & Professor, School of Social Welfare, KU
Sarah Smarsh, Assistant Professor of English, Washburn University
Jordan Tucker, Graduate Student, KU

mailto:bjwalthall@lawrenceks.org
mailto:jdouglass@lawrenceks.org


Rick Martin, Executive Chef, Free State Brewing Company
Richard Heckler
Lily Siebert, Education Outreach Assistant, The Community Mercantile 
Courtney Crouch, Produce Buyer, The Community Mercantile
Margit Hall, Owner and Farmer, Prairie Star Farms

-- 
Simran Sethi
Associate Professor, Journalism
University of Kansas
E-mail: simran@ku.edu
Twitter: @simransethi
Web: www.simransethi.com
FB: www.facebook.com/laprofaKU

mailto:simran@ku.edu
http://www.simransethi.com/
http://www.facebook.com/laprofaku


 

CHESTNUT CHARLIE’S 
  

Charles NovoGradac 
Box 1166 

Lawrence, KS 66044 
785 841-8505 

www.chestnutcharlie.com 

 
 

City of Lawrence, Kansas 
City Commission and Staff 
City Hall, at 6 E. 6th Street 
Lawrence, KS 66044 
  

 Re:  Northeast Sector Plan 
  
Dear City Commissioners and Staff: 
  
The draft Northeast Sector Plan recommends one significant substantive change from the status quo.   That 
change is to provide industrial zoning to a large agricultural property located southwest of the airport. 
 
This includes the same property for which zoning change had been recently requested and for which a 
successful challenge petition, under Kansas statute, was lodged by neighboring property owners.  That zoning 
request was for a project popularly known as the “airport industrial park.”  We were among the neighborhood 
petitioners in that successful challenge petition.  We oppose this draft Northeast Sector Plan for the same 
reasons now. 
 
Who we are: 
 
We own and operate a nut tree orchard on US 24/59 (1840 E 1450 Road) within a few hundred yards of the 
subject property to be rezoned.  After 16 seasons in development, and after many challenges and a few 
setbacks, our organic produce is now distributed in national chain natural food stores throughout the Rocky 
Mountain region and elsewhere, where it is identified as “grown and hand-picked in Lawrence, Kansas.”  In 
2010 we had about 45 part-time local employees.  Our orchard is not government subsidized. 
 
Our trees require well drained soil to avoid a fatal root disease.  But we committed ourselves to our orchard 
project in 1995 after observing the 1993 flood (as a probable worst case example of flood risk).  We judged 
the soil to be good and the risk to be acceptable under then-current conditions. We also considered the 
prevailing zoning and consistent agricultural uses and traditions of the neighboring farmers. 
 
Changes in storm-water drainage and flood plain due to incremental development: 
 
Since we began in 1995, six new industrial lots have been rezoned and developed in our quarter-section on 
Capability 1 and 2 soil  (the Maple Grove Industrial Park).  At least three new commercial or industrial 
operations on similar ground have gone in across the highway (a concrete yard, a lumber yard, and a new 
warehouse) and another lot is vacant but being filled.  Another two businesses have built expanded facilities.  
In most of these cases, impermeable surfaces or compacted soil now cover previous farm land.  In some cases, 
such as the Maple Grove Industrial Park, fill has been required because of encroachment of the regulatory 



December 13, 2010 
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flood plain.  In addition, the Lawrence Municipal Airport, to our east, has undergone substantial enlargement 
in hard-surface improvements.   
 
Each of the noted developments drains into Maple Grove Creek.  This is the creek which runs to the North 2nd 
Street pump and is part of what concerns the residents of North Lawrence.  The solution proposed by the 
North Lawrence Drainage Study was to build up the roadbed of US 24/40 to retain floodwaters on the north 
side of the road, our side—a vision which would be very harmful to agricultural activities if actually carried 
out. 
 
When we started with our orchard we were well outside the regulatory (so-called 100-year) flood plain.  Last 
summer FEMA adopted revised flood plain maps.  In the ten years since their previous maps were adopted, 
the regulatory floodplain has advanced about 100 yards towards us.   Now, for the first time, part of our farm 
has been calculated by FEMA to lie within 100-year flood plain.  
 
What had changed?  We were told by officials that increased development in the drainage area is part of the 
considerations for this new calculation. 
 
And with further study of the topographic maps provided by your City Engineer, Mr. Bond, I have observed 
that if the flood plain elevation rose to the next increment higher (from 822 to 824), about two thirds of our 
property would be under water! 
 
Given that the lives and health of our trees depend upon well-drained soils, the continued incremental 
development of farm land around the Maple Creek drainage threatens our farm’s existence , our years of 
investment as well as all agricultural operations in the drainage area . 
 
The drainage and storm-water quality of Capability 1 soil is exponentially greater than Capability 2. 
 
A close study of the soil maps and descriptions for the North Lawrence area disclose that the Capability 1 
soils possess greater water transmitting quality as well as greater depth to water table than Capability 2 soils.  
This means that Capability 1 soils are capable of collecting and holding rain water without runoff to a far 
greater extent than Capability 2 soils. 
 
For instance, the soils which predominate our tree farm property is Map unit no. 7127, “Eudora-Kimo 
complex overwash, rarely flooded”—the component of this soil called Kimo is described below.  By 
comparison, Map unit no. 7176, “Rossville silt loam, very rarely flooded” is the soil which underlies the 
Airport and the proposed land to be rezoned (the airport industrial park).  
 
Mapping  
Unit 

Name Capability Drainage Class Capacity of most 
limiting layer to 
transmit water (Ksat) 

Depth to water 
table 

7127 Eudora-Kimo complex,  
Kimo component 

2 Somewhat poorly 
drained 

.06 to .20 in/hr 22-26 inches 

7176 Rossville silt loam 1 Well drained .60 to 2.00 in/hr More than 80 
inches 

 
This table, being data taken from the NRCS Cooperative Soil Survey, illustrates that the quality of capability 
1 soils for water transmission is ten times greater than the sample capability 2 soils.  And the depth of the 
capability 1 soil above water table is more than three times greater. 
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To be sure there are other and poor soils that are well-drained.  But the Rossville silt loam south and west of 
the airport, which the draft Northeast Sector Plan would propose rezoning for industry, are also among the 
best for agricultural uses and the best to protect the whole area from heavy rains and floods. 
 
The need for consistency in planning and the need to respect agricultural soils. 
 
We join with the Citizens for Responsible Planning in respecting the agricultural potential for the Kansas 
River bottoms north of Lawrence.  Respect for the Capability 1 and 2 soils when giving direction to new 
developments is a prudent and appropriate policy which the City and County have recently endorsed.  
 
Just as the national government spends billions on soil conservation and soil studies to guide us in land 
planning, it would be imprudent for local governments to throw away the best agricultural soils for any 
speculative purpose.   We believe, and are in the process of demonstrating, that exploiting the Capability 1 
and 2 soils for moderate and high-value produce or specialty crops can materially contribute to the local 
economy and employment. 
 
And we join with the North Lawrence neighborhood in their effort to reduce the storm water problems and the 
resulting loss of property value.  If the City of Lawrence is to respect the value of Capability 1 and 2 soils, it 
should respect Capability 1 soils all the more vigorously because that quality soil is our least expensive flood 
preventive structure.  
 
We fear that our farm project will not survive, and we would not recover our investment, if we become 
crowded by development that causes increased soil wetness.  Whenever anyone builds in the bottoms, 
especially in the regulated flood plain, they typically build on fill because of FEMA and flood insurance 
standards.  Consequently rains wash off their roofs and pavement and drain onto their neighbors.  
Neighboring farms will necessarily become the  default retention basins. 
 
We are already close to developed properties, some of which have been permitted, incrementally, by previous 
Commissions, as ad hoc exceptions to the master plan.  If the draft Northeast Sector Plan, with its designated 
new area of industrial zoning, was to be put into place, tell us by what tortured reasoning could the governing 
bodies of Lawrence and Douglas County plausibly deny rezoning to the next applicant?  And the next?  
Would it not be better to have a principled policy, based upon science, for flood reduction, watershed control 
and soil preservation, and to adhere to it faithfully? 
 
Suggestion: 
 
Please return the Northeast Sector Plan to the Planning Commission with instructions to amend the draft to 
restore the status quo, in particular the agricultural use designation, to the properties in the vicinity of the 
Airport which are not City-owned, and to articulate a meaningful standard for weighing high agricultural 
capability and storm-water control in the watershed of Maple Grove Creek as a positive value in land use and 
development goals.   
 
Respectfully submitted 
 
/s/ 
Charles NovoGradac 
 
/s/ 
Deborah A. Milks 
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Citizens for Responsible Planning 
December 10, 2010 

 
Dear Lawrence City Commission, 
 
Citizens for Responsible Planning has been actively engaged in the planning process for the 
Northeast Sector Plan. We appreciate the intensive efforts to build community input into this 
planning process. We believe there are some core strengths to this plan and wish to emphasize 
these fundamental policy guidelines. 
 
Historically the Northeast Sector has been shaped by the repeated flooding of this river valley. 
This movement of water has deposited some of the finest soils and created some of the best 
agricultural land in Kansas and concentrated this rich natural asset in the Northeast Sector. 
Horizon 2020, Chapter 7 Industrial and Employment Related Land Use states “The preservation 
of high-quality agricultural land, which has been recognized as a finite resource that is 
important to the regional economy, is of important value to the community.” This unique 
feature is illustrated in the following map. 

Northeast Sector 
outlined in blue. 
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Situated close to Lawrence, this sector naturally faces development pressure. Surprisingly, and 
for understandable good reasons, this area has experienced limited development. As the draft 
Northeast Sector Plan states in Section 3 – Recommendations (page 3-1): 
 

“Compared to other areas of the fringe area of Lawrence, this area is not anticipated to 
be significantly urbanized. 
 
Due to the unique challenges to development, including: 

 Costly stormwater infrastructure needs as urbanization occurs 

 Significant amounts of regulatory floodplain 

 Significant amounts of Class 1 and 2 soils 

 FAA Regulations and Lawrence Municipal Airport Protection Zones” 
 

Critical to future land use planning is flooding and stormwater management in the Northeast 
Sector. This is of paramount importance to the residents of North Lawrence and Grant 
Township, area businesses, transportation, and the airport. Wisely, Lawrence commissioned 
the North Lawrence Drainage Study in 2005. As stated in the draft Northeast Sector Plan (page 
2-16): 
 

“Tens of millions of dollars of cost were identified to accomplish the recommendations 
of the study for dealing with the existing stormwater issues and future ones that will be 
created with development.” 

 
In response to these development limitations, Horizon 2020 states that development shall not 
be permitted in “regulatory floodplains or other environmentally sensitive areas.” 
 
These flooding and stormwater limitations are intertwined with the unique soils of the 
Northeast Sector. As the draft Northeast Sector Plan (page 2-17) states “these soils are highly 
permeable and assist in stormwater management.” These unpaved soils act as a sponge 
absorbing water, mitigating stormwater damages, and recharging our valuable groundwater 
aquifers. These soils in their undeveloped state form our community’s greatest and most cost 
effective stormwater mitigation device.  
 
Citizens for Responsible Planning wishes to emphasize the implementation of the long-view 
recommendations in Section 3.3 (page 3-14): 

 Reduce the Lawrence Urban Growth Area to the area identified in Map 3-1 (page 3-13) 
to minimize stormwater mitigation costs, conserve prime farm land, preserve area 
farms, and protect the rural heritage surrounding Lawrence for both local residents and 
visitors. 

 Implement regulations that promote no adverse impact for floodplain management. 
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The early planning process for the Northeast Sector Plan involved broad and respectful 
community participation contributing to early drafts of this Sector Plan. The Lawrence Planning 
Commission approved a recently revised draft (the first of three options presented) Northeast 
Sector Plan by a contested 5-4 vote. We believe this last draft option does not adequately 
respond to the earlier community input and creates troubling contradictions between the 
recommendations to protect Class 1 and 2 soils and the concluding Map 3-1 Future Land Use 
(page 3-13). Please note the industrial section south and west of the airport and the following 
USDA/NRCS map of the same area which identifies this area as the heaviest contiguous 
concentration of Class 1 and 2 soils. The red shaded area is Class 1 soils and the yellow shaded 
area is Class 2 soils. 
 

 
 
We recommend that Industrial Section 3.2.1.4 (pages 3-10, 11) conform to the third draft of 
this plan and identify the above area as a “soil conserving agri-industry” category of land use. 
We believe this land use would conform to the stated goals within the plan and best represent 
the community planning process. 
 

Airport 
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In conclusion, Citizens for Responsible Planning has consistently recognized private property 
rights as a critical factor in land use determinations. Weighting these rights must be 
accomplished in an equitable manner. We believe the third draft of this Sector Plan best 
balances the private property rights of the diverse interests of both farmland owners and 
homeowners within our community. 
 
Thank you for your consideration of these recommendations. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Jerry Jost 
Barbara Clark 
Ted Boyle 
Chet Fitch 

Deborah A. Milks 
Charles K. NovoGradac 
Lane Williams 
Scott Allegrucci 
Michael Almon 
Deborah Altus 
David Baird 
Bruce Barlow 
Kris Barlow 
Kelly Barth 

Leo Beier 
Sheryl Beier 
Pat Benabe 
Sandy Beverly 
Marilyn Brune 
Judy Burch 
Jan Butin 
Kathryn Compton 
Cole Cottin 
Linda Cottin 
Courtney Crouch 
Janet Dehnert 
Joseph M. Douglas, MD 
Victoria B. Douglas 

Donna Eades 
Jill C. Elmers 

Hilda Enoch 
Jim Fischer 
Marcia Fisher 
Madeline Finch 
Deanna Fitch 

Bob Gent  
Margot Gray 
Crystal Hammerschmidt 
Susan Harper 
Bob Harper 
Kim Heck 
Lauretta Hendricks-Backus 
Doug Hitt 
Shirley Hitt 
Maryam Hjersted 
Lisa Grossman 
Hugh Janney 
Pat Kehde 
Joshua Kendall 
Kevin Kennedy 
David Lambertson 
Sacie Lambertson 
Eileen Larson 
Cheryl B. Lester 
Jim Lewis 
Bob Lominska 
Jake Lowen 
Janet Majure 
Carey Maynard-Moody  
Sally McGee 

Lori McMinn 
Dan McMinn 
Lowen Millspaugh 
Rick Mitchell 
Nancy O'Connor  
Ellen Paulsen 
Dan Phelps 
Kevin Prather 
Wayne Propst 
Daniel Poull 
Vanessa Sanburn 
Carol Schmitt 
Ronald Schneider 
P. Simran Sethi 
Margaret Shirk 
Frank Shopen 
Jim Smith 
Jerry Sipe 
Mary Ann Stewart 
Dan Parker-Timms 
Denise Parker-Timms 
Pat Petrovits 
Julie Trowbridge-Alford 
Sarah Trowbridge-Alford 
Jordan Wade 
Maurice R. Woolsoncroft 
Jim Yonally 
Nancy Yonally 
Rita York 

 
 
 
 









































CITIZENS FOR RESPONSIBLE PLANNING 

 

September 18, 2010 

Dear Commissioners Blaser, Harris, Finkeldei, Carter, Burger, Hird, Dominguez, 

Rasmussen, Singleton, and Liese,  

Citizens for Responsible Planning (CRP) remains in support of the 3rd Draft of the 

Northeast Sector Plan as presented at the Planning Commission meeting on July 

21, 2010.   This draft document skillfully and fairly represents public input from 

the beginning of the public document planning sessions that began in the Fall of 

2009. 

One of our primary concerns remains flooding and stormwater run‐off associated 

with development and urbanization in the Northeast Sector.  The "Option #1" 

alternative being presented clearly states, "The industrial category is expected to 

urbanize. "  This statement is in direct conflict with the desires expressed through 

the public process.  It will also increase the probability of catastrophic flooding 

within the area and the North Lawrence residential community.   Urbanization 

within the Northeast Sector will force implementation of the costly North 

Lawrence Drainage Study recommendations.  CRP would request that should any 

development proposal come forward it be reviewed through a cost‐benefit 

analysis whenever public dollars are being used for infrastructure extension.   

It is impossible to segregate the area's unique challenges to development.  As 

stated on Pg. 3‐1 under Recommendations these unique challenges include: 

  o  Costly stormwater infrastructure needs as urbanization occurs 

  o  Significant amounts of regulatory floodplain 

  o  Significant amounts of Class I and II soils 

  o  FAA Regulations and Lawrence Municipal Airport Protection Zones 



 

The current draft states on: Page 3‐13  3.3 Implementation , Item 6. "Consider 

implementing regulations that promote no adverse impact for floodplain 

management."   CRP supports this statement of an Implementation 

recommendation.  It is recognized that flooding is the number one natural 

disaster in the United States (FEMA).  To identify flood hazards, the risks they 

pose to people and property, and the regulatory boundaries of floodplains, the 

Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) develops flood hazard maps, 

officially known as Flood Insurance Rate Maps (FIRMs).   The Flood Hazard Area 

map shown on page 2‐18 should be updated to reflect the new LiDAR ‐ DFIRM 

County map dated August 5, 2010.  

 http://www.douglas‐county.com/depts/zc/docs/pdf/floodplainmap_080510.pdf  

The  map seen in the above link replaces the flood hazard map that dates back to 

November 7, 2001.  Drainage patterns have changed dramatically due to land use, 

surface erosion, and other natural forces.  As a result, the likelihood of riverine 

flooding in some areas has increased significantly.  Moreover, the technology 

used to estimate risk has been much improved.  Up‐to‐date maps will much more 

accurately represent the risk of flooding; they are an important tool in the effort 

to protect lives and properties in Douglas County.   This statement is taken from 

the National Initiative for Flood Map Modernization. 

This August 5, 2010 DFIRM Map indicates areas to be in the 1% chance floodplain 

or 100 year floodplain that are indicated on the Future Land Use Map Draft  Pg. 3‐

12 for both Industrial and Soil‐Conserving Agri‐Industry.  The new 100 year 

floodplain designations for these areas should require further detailed study prior 

to determining future land use possibilities within the Northeast Sector Plan.   

Thank you for considering CRP's comments and requests. 

As always, with great respect. 

Citizens for Responsible Planning Steering Committee 

      

















From: Barbara Clark, Maggie's Farm [mailto:maggiesfarm@sbcglobal.net]  
Sent: Wednesday, July 21, 2010 3:11 PM 
To: Chuck Blaser; Lisa Harris; Brad Finkeldei; Hugh Carter; Lara Adams Burger; Richard Hird; Charlie Dominguez; Stan 
Rasmussen; Kenzie Singleton; Bruce Liese 
Cc: Dan Warner; Scott McCullough; Sheila Stogsdill 
Subject: Fw: Possible "Best Practices" Examples 
 
Dear Commissioners, 

I am forwarding three very recent documents to you that may act as "best practices" guides.  I believe at the last 
meeting on May 24th when the Northeast Sector Plan was discussed there was a statement that there should be 
communities that are engaged in the same issues we are here in Douglas County.  I hope these will assist as we 
move forward. 
 
Two are from Pennsylvania and one from Washington State.   
 
The first link: http://www.tpl.org/content_documents/OkanoganValley_WhitePaper_LowRez.pdf 
 
Agricultural Land Preservation and Land Conservation in Okanogan County: Challenges, Opportunities, and 
Recommendations for Moving Forward, January 2010. 
 
This document addresses the need for "common ground" between divergent interests.  From my perspective the 
process the planning staff undertook and skillfully facilitated for the Northeast Sector Plan fits within the 
recommendations of this white paper.  While there are variances in the players involved in this county in 
Washington State, the critical natural resource at risk is high quality agricultural land.  This document, if for no 
other value, clearly shows that the discussions and difficulties Douglas County is facing are common to many 
other communities in our nation. 
 
The second link: http://www.shrewsburytownship.org/Codorus%20Comprehensive%20Plan%20DRAFT.pdf 
 
Codorus Township Comprehensive Plan Update Draft, March 2010 
 
This very recent Comprehensive Plan Draft has a strong focus on agricultural soils preservation, tools to 
achieve agricultural preservation, and valuation systems for implementation.  On page 11, a lengthy discussion 
of soils begins and the various land use capabilities appropriate to various soil types.  Page 38 begins a 
discussion of this county's preservation work. 
 
The third link: http://www.ycpc.org/County_Long_Range_Pages/comp_plan.html 
 
After opening this link, scroll down the page to the list of documents.  Click on the first document: York County 
Agricultural Land Protection Plan 
 
This planning document looks at agricultural land protection tools.  One of the most important being good long-
range comprehensive planning.  There are other zoning and incentive tools referenced in this planning 
document.  Soils play a very significant role in land use planning in this document and other township plans I've 
looked at from the York County Planning Department. 
 
Thank you all for taking the time to review these documents.  I know you are called upon by many groups to 
read volumes of text.  Your time and dedication to our community is greatly appreciated. 
 
Best, 
Barbara Clark        
Maggie's Farm 
www.maggiesfarm-ks.com 



CITIZENS FOR RESPONSIBLE PLANNING                 

 

 

July 21, 2010 

 

Dear Commissioners Blaser, Harris, Finkeldei, Carter, Burger, Hird, Dominguez, 

Rasmussen, Singleton, and Liese, 

 

Citizens for Responsible Planning (CRP) would like to express their gratitude for 

the diligence shown by the Planning Department Staff in their skillful and inclusive 

facilitation of the Northeast Sector Plan Draft development.  From the initial "kick‐

off" meeting in the Fall of 2009 public attendance and public input has been 

carefully recorded and used to direct language currently represented in the 3rd 

draft of this document.   

It is also our expressed opinion that the Q and A paper has been invaluable in 

clarifying and giving further elaboration on questions and concerns that were 

voiced at the May 24th Planning Commission meeting. 

CRP recommends the following new language additions (identified in black bold 

type) to the 3rd draft. 

  Pg. 3‐1 ‐ Due to the area's unique challenges to development, including: 

  CRP's two overarching concerns for the Northeast Sector Plan have 

  consistently been stormwater mitigation and the preservation of the 

  largest contiguous tract of Capability Class 1 and 2 soils in Douglas County.   

 

 



  Pg. 3‐1  ‐  The plan recognizes the interconnectedness of  these unique 

  elements and proposes only limited development in the planning area. 

  The addition of “the interconnectedness of” gives recognition of how these 

  deep, fertile soils are the best mitigation source for recurring stormwater 

  issues facing this area. These soil's natural absorptive sponge capabilities 

  offer both from a cost basis and highest and best land use perspective the 

  greatest mitigation option available.  These two concerns are best 

  addressed in tandem. 

  Pg. 3‐2 ‐ 3.1.1.1.g  Lawrence Urban Growth Area (UGA)                                    

  1.  Consider adjusting Lawrence's Urban Growth Area boundary by limiting 

  it to those areas of Grant Township feasible for the urban‐type 

  development through the analysis of the Sector Plan and the analysis of 

  future water and wastewater master plans.  

  CRP supports the Plan Growth Area as defined by the Future Land Use map 

  presented on pg. 3‐14 of this draft.   

In addition, we would like to use a transcribed reference from the May 24th 

Planning Commission meeting to further support CRP's thoughts on the limiting of 

the UGA.  

  "Commissioners, I guess there's one thing I'd like to leave you with while 

we go to work on these comments is ‐‐we've put this in the context of what are 

the planning efforts city/county wide.  The reason we start with our cartoon of 

annexation is that there's a reason that this area hasn't developed substantially 

over the decades and those reasons have to do with the costs of development 

and public infrastructure and the storm drainage and those sorts of things.  I think 

as planners we need to start thinking, or continue to think, about where are we 

going to put our limited resources in relation to development costs.  We have / 

you all have planned a substantial amount of industrial employment center 

activity along with other areas of high density residential and commercial nodes 

and the like ‐ Farmland Industries is one area, Farmers' Turnpike is another area, 

6th Street and SLT is an area.  There's room for all those things and areas of low 



growth / low development and so as we talk more about the utilities master plan 

and come back with this plan for your review and consideration I think we need to 

think of it in terms of the county as a region and not just ‐ It's easy to get into 

Grant Township and say, 'why aren't we pro‐development here?'  Why are we 

restrictive?' ...and those kind of things.  We're trying to let the history and the 

land talk to us on this one and say, "there are reasons for this today; what do we 

reasonably anticipate?'  We talk about expectations for the residents...is it fair to 

put out a plan for pro‐growth if we're not as a city going to put any infrastructure 

in that area.  We've got to talk about those things and come to some reasonable 

conclusions I think.  We'll get to work on your comments and come back with 

those things in mind as well." 

Scott McCullough, Lawrence/Metropolitan Planning Director ‐ May 24, 2010 

CRP agrees with Scott McCullough that good long‐range, comprehensive land‐use 

planning should consider the most effective allocation of limited public resources 

for the costly infrastructure necessary for industrial employment centers and high 

density residential areas. Our community already has identified these public 

investments for other areas. There are historically validated reasons why Grant 

Township has experienced limited development in significant part due to flooding 

and storm water drainage. Sustaining agricultural land uses within Grant 

Township complements best economic land use with storm water mitigation. We 

hope that you concur in your thoughts and actions. 

CRP has consistently pressed for incentive mechanisms to aid in farmland 

preservation.  Some "Best Practices" documents have been sent to you under 

separate cover.  At this time we would like to suggest some other references that 

may aid in finding appropriate tools for Douglas County to incorporate into their 

practices.  The first would be a link to the American Farmland Trust toolbox.   This 

link is:  http://www.farmlandinfo.org/documents/27761/fp_toolbox_02‐2008.pdf 

This fact sheet will give you a brief description of many of the planning and 

incentive tools available for farmland protection.   



A second link is to the American Planning Association's Policy Guide on 

Agricultural Land Preservation.  This link is: 

http://www.planning.org/policy/guides/adopted/agricultural.htm   

This is a frequently cited reference and in CRP's opinion reflects many of the 

planning guides set forth in the Northeast Sector Plan Draft. 

 

As always, CRP is aware of the many factors that come to bear on your decisions.  

Our continued efforts have been to present reasonable, authoritative data to 

assist in your deliberations. 

With great respect and appreciation for your tireless efforts on behalf of our 

community, 

 

Citizens for Responsible Planning Steering Committee   

Barbara Clark 

Jerry Jost 

Lane Williams 

Ellen Paulsen 

Lori McMinn 

Chet and Deanna Fitch 

   

 

 

 

cc: Dan Warner, Scott McCullough, Sheila Stogsdill               



From: Nuts2sell@aol.com [mailto:Nuts2sell@aol.com]  
Sent: Friday, July 23, 2010 12:01 AM 
To: Dan Warner 
Subject: Comment to Planning Commission, Northeast Sector Plan 
 
July 22, 2010 
  
Re: Draft Northeast Sector Plan 
  
Dear Planning Commissioners: 
  
Although we will be out-of-town for the next meeting on the Northeast Sector Plan, my wife and I wish to 
encourage your continued work on this and, in particular, your attention to storm drainage challenges and 
soils.   As most of you know, we have a tree farm in the area and have made comments in the past. 
  
In the past  few days we have driven North 3rd street and watched as at least 6 feet of clay fill has been 
trucked in and compacted for the pad and parking lot of the new Dollar Store. It is a impressive, but 
typical, fill for North Lawrence.  We have remarked how each development in the flood plain incrementally 
degrades the drainage for their neighbors who had previously built at the natural grade.  
  
In the ten years since the last FEMA floodplain map was adopted, degradation of the Maple Grove 
drainage has now resulted in a new FEMA map with a greatly increased 100-year floodplain area.  The 
new regulatory floodplain covers much more of our neighbors' lands and, for the first time, includes part of 
our orchard.  The map reflects the cumulative effect of development over the past decade.  Ironically, 
floodplain regulations encourage or require building on fill, which is invariably less permeable than the 
natural soil.  New development is built on ever higher fill.  Whoever is lower, whoever built before, is 
burdened with the runoff. 
  
In North Lawrence the better agricultural soils are sponges of storm water.  The higher Capability 1 soils 
are better sponges than the lower Capability 2 soils; loss of Capability 1 soils to development will impact 
area drainage more severely, although it is the lower soils that will flood more quickly. 
  
We are encouraged by the fact that the Northeast Sector Plan articulates that drainage and agricultural 
soils are important planning considerations for the City of Lawrence.   For us, as interested 
farmer landowners, drainage and prime soil preservation are paramount considerations for this particular 
area.  We encourage your continued efforts to incorporate a reasonable reference respecting the best 
agricultural soils into the Northeast Sector Plan. 
  
We appreciate your thoughtful efforts throughout this process.  
  
Charles NovoGradac 
Deborah Milks 

Chestnut Charlie's 

Organic Tree Crops 
P.O. Box 1166 
Lawrence, KS 66044 
www.chestnutcharlie.com 
nuts2sell@aol.com 
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Dan Warner

From: Scott McCullough
Sent: Wednesday, July 14, 2010 4:17 PM
To: 'Rasmussen, Stanley L NWK'
Cc: Dan Warner; Denny Ewert
Subject: RE: Northeast Sector Plan
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Scott McCullough, Director - smccullough@ci.lawrence.ks.us  
Planning and Development Services | www.lawrenceks.org  
City Hall, 6 E. 6th Street 
P.O. Box 708, Lawrence, KS 66044-0708 
office (785) 832-3154  |  fax (785) 832-3160 
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Dan Warner

From: Kelly Barth [ludditekel@earthlink.net]
Sent: Wednesday, May 26, 2010 3:47 PM
To: Dan Warner
Subject: Northeast Sector Plan
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Dan Warner

From: Barbara Clark, Maggie's Farm [maggiesfarm@sbcglobal.net]
Sent: Wednesday, May 26, 2010 8:59 PM
To: Stan Rasmussen; Lisa Harris; Chuck Blaser; Brad Finkeldei; Richard Hird; Jeff Chaney; 

Kenzie Singleton; Greg Moore; Charlie Dominguez; Hugh Carter
Cc: Scott McCullough; Dan Warner; Sheila Stogsdill
Subject: Fw: Land Capability Classes
Attachments: class 2.pdf; class 1 and 2.jpg; class 1 and 2.pdf; class 1.jpg; class 1.pdf; class 2.jpg

Dear Commissioners Moore, Finkeldei, Harris, Blaser, Rasmussen, Hird, Chaney, Singleton, Carter, and 
Dominguez, 
 
I'm forwarding information you requested at the Planning Commission meeting on Monday evening.   
 
My intention has always been to submit objective, current data from authoritative sources concerning the soils 
in Douglas County.  The majority of what I am forwarding to you in this document came from Cleveland Watts, 
State Agronomist with the USDA/NRCS out of the Salina offices.  Mr. Watts has always been extremely 
helpful and generous with his time in assisting me with the generation of maps designating location and acreage 
of Capability Class 1 and 2 Soils in Douglas County.  I am forwarding the actual communication received from 
Mr. Watts for your review. 
 
On Tuesday of this week I called Mr. Watts to once again ask for his assistance in generating a map that will 
show Capability Class 1 and 2 Soils within the State of Kansas.  I believe this was a question Commissioner 
Rasmussen posed.  Mr. Watts told me he would have this data for me within 30 days.  They are currently short 
staffed because of vacation schedules.  So, my hope is that this time frame will be agreeable.  I will forward this 
new information at the earliest possible date.   
 
Under separate email I will forward the maps that show Capability Class 1 and 2 Soils within the county that are 
urbanized.  This map and the corresponding acreage updates were created for me by DeAnn Presley, 
Associate Professor Environmental Soil Science/Soil and Water Management at Kansas State University - 
Agronomy Department.  Professor Presley utilized a combination of GIS layers with Web Soil Survey data to 
create these maps and data tables. 
 
Thank you for reviewing these documents.  I would be glad to answer any questions, or secure answers from 
Mr. Watts or Professor Presley for any clarification you may want. 
 
Respectfully, 
Barbara Clark 
Citizens for Responsible Planning  
   
Maggie's Farm 
www.maggiesfarm-ks.com 
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Mrs Clark 
 
Larry Sabata submitted to me the request that you had made to him in 
regards to developing land capability interpretation map for Douglas 
county for class 1 and 2 land. 
 
Attached is 6 maps related to this request.  I developed maps for 
capablity class 1 and 2 and also, with capability classes 1 and 2 
combined.  Each class is in a .jpeg and .pdf format. 
 
If this information is not what you need, please feel free to give me a 
call at 785-823-4558. 





24 33 1 5

3

5

4

9

4

2

9

32

87

8

1

9

8

9

2

2

9

8

8

9

7

2

9

7

4

6

1

5

9

1

5

4

1

7

3
2

8

1

4

9

6

8

5

4

8

1

7

6

9

1

6

8

1

8

4

3

7

4

8 9

3

5

9

3

4

9

2

1

8

1

5

5

5

7

9

8

8

2

6

7

7

6

25

9

2
2

3

1

4

3

8

3

3

25

5

7

4

4

1

3
2

5 4
4

1

3

5

6

7

6

6

7

6

6

2

6

7

6

7

7

6

11

11

11

11 11

1111
11

11

11

11

1111

11

11

1

15

28

16

22

15

21

13

29

36

2828

33 33

24

32

10

34

35

26

23

27

15

33

35

31

27

24

15

35

21

36

16

17

16
16

35

13

14

24

17

24

10

26

33

36 35

25

33

23

17

21

32

12

25

23

32

16

22

12

20

25

16

14

32

14

27

23

17

22

31

1714

23

14

20

28

10

22

12

19

28

21

2728

12

26

14

23

1012

36

21

16

10

16

12

13

14

35

21

28

22

12

21

24

12

26

20 21

34

36

33

10

34

17

18

25

15

32

22

13

32

34

29

20

18

29 30

30

22

28

25

34

34

31

20

20

14

34

15

17

10

33

28

34

29

16

34
35

28

32

33

29

14

29

24

17

18

30

24

33

14

13

34

25

32

20

1316

19

20

17

25

21

18

23

33

27

36

26

27

13

36

10

33

25

32

15

26

12

23 24

26

36

24

16

29

15

24

14

27

29

17

13

20

14

26

23

14

25

29

10

16

29

17

32

33

10

12

16

18

35

27

23

29

36

32

19

13

20

35

17

15

16

10

14

36

25

20

32

18

22

13

26

17

31

24

10

15

33

22

22

28

23

21

27

14

25

18
17

30

15

34

17

26

13

19

13

27

13

3534

15

36
35

22

12

10
12

15

16

15

35

21

13

26

35

19

18

36

10

28

12

18

12

25

13

31

34

27

18

31

12

26

30

21

18

32

31

19

30

19

18

31

31

30

36

30

19

27

19

31

18

30

31

30

31

31

19

30

19

18

18

3435

2930

99
28

6 5

25

35

27

Land Capability Class 1 and 2 in Douglas County, Kansas

1

2

T11S

T14S

T13S

T12S

T15S

R17E R18E
R20ER19E R21E





24 33 1 5

3

5

4

9

4

2

9

32

87

8

1

9

8

9

2

2

9

8

8

9

7

2

9

7

4

6

1

5

9

1

5

4

1

7

3
2

8

1

4

9

6

8

5

4

8

1

7

6

9

1

6

8

1

8

4

3

7

4

8 9

3

5

9

3

4

9

2

1

8

1

5

5

5

7

9

8

8

2

6

7

7

6

25

9

2
2

3

1

4

3

8

3

3

25

5

7

4

4

1

3
2

5 4
4

1

3

5

6

7

6

6

7

6

6

2

6

7

6

7

7

6

11

11

11

11 11

1111
11

11

11

11

1111

11

11

1

15

28

16

22

15

21

13

29

36

2828

33 33

24

32

10

34

35

26

23

27

15

33

35

31

27

24

15

35

21

36

16

17

16
16

35

13

14

24

17

24

10

26

33

36 35

25

33

23

17

21

32

12

25

23

32

16

22

12

20

25

16

14

32

14

27

23

17

22

31

1714

23

14

20

28

10

22

12

19

28

21

2728

12

26

14

23

1012

36

21

16

10

16

12

13

14

35

21

28

22

12

21

24

12

26

20 21

34

36

33

10

34

17

18

25

15

32

22

13

32

34

29

20

18

29 30

30

22

28

25

34

34

31

20

20

14

34

15

17

10

33

28

34

29

16

34
35

28

32

33

29

14

29

24

17

18

30

24

33

14

13

34

25

32

20

1316

19

20

17

25

21

18

23

33

27

36

26

27

13

36

10

33

25

32

15

26

12

23 24

26

36

24

16

29

15

24

14

27

29

17

13

20

14

26

23

14

25

29

10

16

29

17

32

33

10

12

16

18

35

27

23

29

36

32

19

13

20

35

17

15

16

10

14

36

25

20

32

18

22

13

26

17

31

24

10

15

33

22

22

28

23

21

27

14

25

18
17

30

15

34

17

26

13

19

13

27

13

3534

15

36
35

22

12

10
12

15

16

15

35

21

13

26

35

19

18

36

10

28

12

18

12

25

13

31

34

27

18

31

12

26

30

21

18

32

31

19

30

19

18

31

31

30

36

30

19

27

19

31

18

30

31

30

31

31

19

30

19

18

18

3435

2930

99
28

6 5

25

35

27

Land Capability Class 1 in Douglas County, Kansas

T11S

T14S

T13S

T12S

T15S

R17E R18E
R20ER19E R21E





24 33 1 5

3

5

4

9

4

2

9

32

87

8

1

9

8

9

2

2

9

8

8

9

7

2

9

7

4

6

1

5

9

1

5

4

1

7

3
2

8

1

4

9

6

8

5

4

8

1

7

6

9

1

6

8

1

8

4

3

7

4

8 9

3

5

9

3

4

9

2

1

8

1

5

5

5

7

9

8

8

2

6

7

7

6

25

9

2
2

3

1

4

3

8

3

3

25

5

7

4

4

1

3
2

5 4
4

1

3

5

6

7

6

6

7

6

6

2

6

7

6

7

7

6

11

11

11

11 11

1111
11

11

11

11

1111

11

11

1

15

28

16

22

15

21

13

29

36

2828

33 33

24

32

10

34

35

26

23

27

15

33

35

31

27

24

15

35

21

36

16

17

16
16

35

13

14

24

17

24

10

26

33

36 35

25

33

23

17

21

32

12

25

23

32

16

22

12

20

25

16

14

32

14

27

23

17

22

31

1714

23

14

20

28

10

22

12

19

28

21

2728

12

26

14

23

1012

36

21

16

10

16

12

13

14

35

21

28

22

12

21

24

12

26

20 21

34

36

33

10

34

17

18

25

15

32

22

13

32

34

29

20

18

29 30

30

22

28

25

34

34

31

20

20

14

34

15

17

10

33

28

34

29

16

34
35

28

32

33

29

14

29

24

17

18

30

24

33

14

13

34

25

32

20

1316

19

20

17

25

21

18

23

33

27

36

26

27

13

36

10

33

25

32

15

26

12

23 24

26

36

24

16

29

15

24

14

27

29

17

13

20

14

26

23

14

25

29

10

16

29

17

32

33

10

12

16

18

35

27

23

29

36

32

19

13

20

35

17

15

16

10

14

36

25

20

32

18

22

13

26

17

31

24

10

15

33

22

22

28

23

21

27

14

25

18
17

30

15

34

17

26

13

19

13

27

13

3534

15

36
35

22

12

10
12

15

16

15

35

21

13

26

35

19

18

36

10

28

12

18

12

25

13

31

34

27

18

31

12

26

30

21

18

32

31

19

30

19

18

31

31

30

36

30

19

27

19

31

18

30

31

30

31

31

19

30

19

18

18

3435

2930

99
28

6 5

25

35

27

Land Capability Class 2 in Douglas County, Kansas

T11S

T14S

T13S

T12S

T15S

R17E R18E
R20ER19E R21E



�

Dan Warner

From: Barbara Clark, Maggie's Farm [maggiesfarm@sbcglobal.net]
Sent: Wednesday, May 26, 2010 9:47 PM
To: Stan Rasmussen; Lisa Harris; Chuck Blaser; Hugh Carter; Greg Moore; Charlie Dominguez; 

Brad Finkeldei; Jeff Chaney; Kenzie Singleton; Richard Hird
Cc: Scott McCullough; Dan Warner; Sheila Stogsdill
Subject: Fw: Urbanized Capability Class 1 and 2 Soils Douglas County
Attachments: class_1_and_2_acres.xls; class_1_2_urban.jpg

Dear Commissioners, 
 
Attached are the documents created by DeAnn Presley, KSU Agronomy Department.  These files show the 
urbanized percentages and acres of Capability Class 1 and 2 Soils in Douglas County.  I also believe these 
documents are included in early public comments associated with the Northeast Sector Plan.  I might add this 
data is based on a 2005 dataset.  So, any urbanization of Capability Class 1 and 2 Soils after that date would not 
be reflected in these percentages or acres calculations.  
 
As always, I will be happy to answer any questions you may have or obtain further information for you.  
 
With many thanks. 
Barbara Clark  
 
I have included contact information for DeAnn Presley   

 

  

DeAnn Presley 

Extension Specialist/Assistant Professor 

Environmental Soil Science/Soil and Water Management

Kansas State University 

Agronomy Department 

2014 Throckmorton Hall 

Manhattan , KS   66506 

785-532-1218 (office) 

785-313-4193 (cell) 

deann@ksu.edu 

  

  





county total county size in acres total urban acres in county acres of class 1 % class 1 acres of developed class 1 % of class 1 that is developed acres of class 2 % class 2 acres of developed class 2 % of class 2 that is developed
Wyandotte 99700 1437 1.4 19972 20.0
Wabaunsee 511827 842 0.2 48457 9.5
Shawnee 355488 29518 8.3 57063 16.1
Riley 398400 15878 4.0 66084 16.6
Pott 551366 18305 3.3 119415 21.7
Johnson 307066 3148 1.0 41199 13.4
Jefferson 356429 2806 0.8 49349 13.8
Leavenworth 300300 3460 1.2 60112 20.0
Douglas 303808 21298 8370 2.8 2009 24.0 33053 10.9 12761 38.6
Geary 258611 13187 5.1 39329 15.2
Jackson 420953 2779 0.7 89739 21.3



�����������		
�

�

��
 ����� �������	� ��������	���������������
 ��	�����
 ���
 
 ���	����	��	�����������	����������������
 ��

���	�����
 ���������� ������� �	��	������	����	����	���������

�

��������	��������		��  � � � �	������ ���	��	!����
 ��	� " �������#�����!$ ��	������!%�� &�'�����

�

����������	�
�	�

������	����
	�

�	�

�������	����
��
��	���	�
�������
��	��������
��������������


	�

����� � ��
	�����
���
� �����
���� 	�
�
(�������)*+*��

�

���������
 ��	�����������	������������,��
 
 ���������,�-�	� ������.�����	���	����	������	�����
 �������

� ��	���������	�������	�����������������.�
���-������������	��-�����	������
 �	�������������	������

������������	�������	����	������	����	����	����������	��� �	����	�������
 
 ����	��������	����� ��	���������

$ �����	���������.������������	�������������.��.������	��������	�����$ ������	����	�	�
�	������	�������	�����

����������	��������������/����	���������	���������������������
 ��	
������������	����.����
������������� ��	��	�

	���������������������������	������������0���	������������������
 
 ���	��
 �����	������
 
 ���	�����������

��	�����

�

�������������������		��  � � � ��������� 0���	�!%���!&����!����� ��
 �!������	
 ��

�

1�	�����������	��������
����������� ��	��������	��	������	��������
 ��	����0��������	�������	�����
 ��	�� ���


������
����������	�
�	�

!���������
!�	��

�

������������������
 ��	��������	��������	�������������	��	����	�������" ������	���
 ��	��
 ���	��	�-�����

���������2��������
 ��������.����������������������3��	���� ��	�������������������	���	�	������	�
 ��	����

���	������������0�
 
 ��������������������	����'���������������	�.��	�������������������	�������������

����
 ��	����������������.��������������	������������������������������	��������
 ��	������	����	�� ������

��������.����������	����
 �	���4����0���	����������������	
 ��	��

�

����������-�	��������.��� ����	�����	� ������
 ��	���������� �������������	��	���������������	�������

.���
 ��������	������� �������������	���������������	�����	������ ��	�
 ���	�-���������-���������������

0���	�����
 �	�����	� ��	�3	���

�

5��	
�

5��-����0�����



����������	
���
�
�����������	������������������
����
����
���������	����������������������������

�����������������������
�	�����	�������������������������	��� ��������	����! ��" ����	������" ����������	�������

�	���" ����������#����	��������������	���$ �����	���������	����%���� �����	������! ���	���" ������������	��

���" ���	��	�	�����������
��	�����
�	�������������	���������	���������	���������" �������! ���	����	������

�����
��	�����
�	�����������	��������	���	���" �����" ����������%��������� ���" 	��&'��������(�	���" �����

)����	��
������������������������������������������	������

���������" ����������	���������	��� ��������	���	����	����	������
��	���������	������������#���������

�������	�����	�����������	���������
�������
�	�����	�������������*��	������������
	��+�,+��������������

��	����	��	����������	����	�� ���������������-�.���������������/	������������������������������������	�����

����	����+�,0�	���+�,,���#������������������" ����#�����#����������������������! ��������������������������

#	�������	�����������	�������������	���������	������������������������#�����	�����
�	��������	���
�	��������

���������" ����	���" ������#�������������1 �����" �������������������������������������
����
�������	�������

��	���	��#��
	�������	��2	�
��3��! 	����������������������������	��	�������	�������������������	
����������

	�������	�����������������������	����������	������������������	���	����	���" ��	���" ���3���������
����

������������������������������������������������	������������������	�����	��������	����	������" ��#���������	��

��������������������	����	����	�����������#���
�	������


�	�����	�������������	�����
��	��������	��������������������#�����	����������	���������������������������

������	����	����������	��,4 �������������
	������������������������" ���������	����������	��
�	������	��#������

���
�	#�������5������������
	������
	��&�&&���������	���,�6 �&�������	����������	��������*��	��������������

	�����
��	��	�������������	��������$ ���	��	�%�����������������7	��	��5�����	����������	������������������

��	��	���	�������	��	������" ��������������%��������	���������������������	�����	���+�#��	���������	���

�����	�������#�������������
�	���,����&��

1 ��������������	��7� �	���������������	����������������" ������#�	������
��/	������3��	���! 	����3��

�����������.�����
������" ������
�������
����
	����" ����#��#	�������
����������������" �����	������

�������������������������

��#�����������
�����
��	�����	��#������	�����������
�	�����	����������������������������	��	��#���������

�����
	%������������������������������������������	���������2��������	����" ���������#�����������
����	#����

������	������������������2�����	
����������	���
������	��80�000�	��������
�	������������������7	��	��5�����

�	�����#��" ����! 	��	��	��	���7	��	��
������/	����������+03��	���'03��	#�����9�000�	�����������	�����

" �������" ���������7	��	��5�����:	�����	���" ����
	�������������	�������	��#�	������7	" �:	�����

���	�������/��	�������" �	����������	���	���
	�����������#��
����	���	�����	��	���������	����	���

���	�������	�������#��	���

����	���������������������	�����	���������8,���������1 ��
�������������	��	����

,;<+�	����	��	������������������	�
�����	����������" ��������*�����	
��������,=���	��������,;<'�" ��

���������������������	���#��������#�����" ����	#����'0�	������$ ��������,=���	�������	���	����	��

�����	�������	������+00�	�����" �����" ����
	�����������������
�	�������������	�	���7	��	��
������$ ���


	�����" ����" �" 	�������	#����+�" ���������������.�������	���" ������3�������	��������
	����������" �	����	���

���������" ��" �������	������	�������������	��	���������	������
	���������" �����������	�����	������������	���

���	���������	��>��" ����	�����	����	����	����������	���	��������	��������	�������������	�������?�	�����" ������

	���7	��	��5�����:	������	�����	��(��" �������(�	���" �����
��������)������" �����	�����������	�������



�	�����������������#���	��������" ��������������
�	�����" ��������" ����/�����	#�������	�������������" ���

��������" 	���������	���������������	������������������������������������������������	���������	������������

	��	���	����������#����������������������	����������������	�������" ��������������	���
	����������������	���

�����	#�����������	���	��#�����" ������	����	������������	
�	���#������	�	�������������	��������������	��

	�������������������
�	�����	�������

.��
����������	������������
��������	����������������������������������������	���������������������	���

������	������	����:��#	�������	�
	%��������������������	�����	����������
������	��'�94 ������	������������

���������	�����@�������������������" ���	���	��	����	��	��������������������" ����	���������������	#���	���

������������	�	����������������
	����1 ��	������" ���������+0�������	��������	#����������������	����1 ����

" �������	����������	�
����,;='��" ����	��������
���
�������
�����������	��	���	������������" ��������

�����	����	������������	��	������	���" 	���
���������

����	������������
�	����:��	�������������	�������

��	
��������	�����	���������#�����������	���������	���������	������������������������	�����#�������
�������

����������������������" ����	������	�������������	��2	�
����! 	��������" �����������������	���������������

7	��	��5�����:	������

.���������	
������������������������	�������
�	�������	����:����������)�����	��
�������7	��	��" ��������

	#����90�
�����������������	�	������#���������	���������#�������������������	����������	�����������	���	���

��	����	������	�����#��	�����������������	������	��&4 ��$ �������	������������������	�����
��	��

��	�	�����������	��
�	�������������.�����������������
	�������#�������#��7	��	��.���������	�� �	������������

	���	�����������������)�����	��
���������������	����������	������=&�000�	�����" 	��,9'�#�����������	����

" ��������#�	���	���	����8,�#�����������	�������99�000�	����������������������
	��������
�7	��	��.��

 �	�������������#����������	��������#	����	���������������" 	������	#�������#�	������������������	��������
�	���

��	�������������������7	��	��5������	�������/	�������
��" �����������	��	�	��	�����������	����	�%������	���

���
����" ������	��	��	���" ��������������������
�,'=�000�	����A�����������
�	�������	����:����������

)�����	��
��������
�	���������	���	#���" ��������
�	�����	�������������������7	��	��5�����:	��������%����

" 	�������
��	��>�����������
�����������	������	�������������������������������
������������������������

	�����������
�	�����	�������

������������������
�������	��������������	#���	��������������������������
	������������������������������������

 �
�����
	���������������" �����	�����
�������	������" ������
�	�������������	��	�����������	����������

����>�����	�����	�������������������" ����������

���	������������#���������������������������	�������B �����


���	�����	��	����	
�����" ���	���������	��������	���" ������������	���������������	����	��	�	����	���

�	�����������	���������	����

.���������	
��������������	������������������������
�	��	����������	#�������������	����������	������	��	�

����������������" ��������	���	���������
�����
�������%��������	�����	��������	��
�	���:���������
�	���:�	��

�����#%�������������������������	�����	�����	
���$ ���������	�����������	������	�����
������������	#���

������	�����	����������=00�" 	���������������������	����	
��������������	�����	���������������������������

��	���	�����#��������	�������������������������	���
	���	�����	���������	
�����)����	��
��������	��

������#�������>�����������
	������

����



�

Dan Warner

From: Davis, Cynthia [tripoddog@ku.edu]
Sent: Tuesday, May 25, 2010 11:29 AM
To: Dan Warner
Subject: Good morning, RE: 936 N. 3rd Street
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���“open space.”  I strongly fear if such a plan is adopted,  
this would likely decrease the value of the land, because any buyer would know that to obtain  
a building permit on the land, they would have to get approval for something contrary to the plan.   
 
Thank you, 
Cynthia Puckett-Davis�
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Dan Warner

From: Lisa Grossman [lgrossman@earthlink.net]
Sent: Thursday, May 27, 2010 10:06 AM
To: Dan Warner
Subject: Northeast Sector plan comments
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Dan Warner

From: Samantha Snyder [snyder.samantha@rocketmail.com]
Sent: Friday, May 28, 2010 10:28 AM
To: Dan Warner
Subject: Northeast Sector Plan

Dear Mr. Warner, 
  
I am writing today as a member of Citizens for Responsible Planning regarding the Northeast sector plan.  I am 
highly concerned about the preservation of this space for agricultural needs.  It is clearly highly valuable 
agricultural land, and should be put to it's best use for our local food economy.   
  
Please support development of the aviation related industry at the Lawrence Municipal Airport PROPER and 
not over the incredibly valuable resource of Class 1 and 2 soils.   
  
Thank you, 
  
Samantha Snyder, 
Lawrence 
  
  
�
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Dan Warner

From: Steven Stemmerman [sstemmer@usd497.org]
Sent: Thursday, May 27, 2010 12:19 PM
To: Dan Warner
Subject: The Northeast Sector Plan Draft 

The Northeast Sector Plan Draft  
 
I  feel the concerns put forth by the Citizens for Responsible Planning are quite valid and deserving of much 
consideration. It's becoming ever more apparent the the loss of prime farm land near a municipality is a loss 
to that municipality. The owners of such land shouldn't be faced with the paving over of the land in which 
they've worked in order to provide for their retirement. Personally, I would support tax wise the city buying 
the land and leasing it out for food production, or other means that would preserve this resource. 
 
Steve Stemmerman 
315 Maiden Lane 
Lawrence, Kansas 
66044 
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Dan Warner

From: Steven Stemmerman [sstemmer@usd497.org]
Sent: Thursday, May 27, 2010 12:19 PM
To: Dan Warner
Subject: The Northeast Sector Plan Draft 

The Northeast Sector Plan Draft  
 
I  feel the concerns put forth by the Citizens for Responsible Planning are quite valid and deserving of much 
consideration. It's becoming ever more apparent the the loss of prime farm land near a municipality is a loss 
to that municipality. The owners of such land shouldn't be faced with the paving over of the land in which 
they've worked in order to provide for their retirement. Personally, I would support tax wise the city buying 
the land and leasing it out for food production, or other means that would preserve this resource. 
 
Steve Stemmerman 
315 Maiden Lane 
Lawrence, Kansas 
66044 
 
The primary concerns put forward by CRP for the past three years since our initial opposition to the Airport 
Industrial Park are: 
 
    *         Concerns associated with flooding if development takes place                without costly 
implementation of the North Lawrence                        Drainage Study recommendations.           
     
    *         Preservation of Capability Class 1 and 2 Soils for current and                future agricultural needs of 
our community. 
 
    *         Recognition that development of aviation related industry                    should be focused at the 
Lawrence Municipal Airport proper.                This should be the primary industry/economic development     
           focus for the Northeast Sector. 
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Dan Warner

From: Laurie Ward [ltward@sunflower.com]
Sent: Monday, May 24, 2010 5:33 PM
To: Dan Warner
Subject: NE Sector Plan
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