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RESOLUTION NO. BZA 32-63

WHEREAS, Philip F. Farha, P. 0. Box 2546, Wichita,
Kansas, has filed an application for a variance, as provided in
Section 2.12.590.2, Code of the City of Wichita, to allow off-
street parking to occupy all of the required side yard setback
area and one-half of the required front yard setback area, on
property legally described as follows:

The North 6.25 feet of Lot 158, all of Lots

160, 162, 164, 166. 168, 170, 172, 174, 176 and
178 on Market Street in Hyde & Ferrels Addition,
in the City of Wichita, Sedgwick County, Kansas.
Generallv located on the east side of Market
between 9th and 10th Streets; and '*fat

WHEREAS, proper notice as required by ordinance and by
the rules of the Board of Zoning Appeals has been given; and

WHEREAS, the Board o f Zoning Appeals did, in regular
meeting, consider said application on November 26, 1963; and

WHEREAS, the Board of Zoning Appeals has determined it
has jurisdiction to consider said request for a variance under the
provisions of Section 2.12.590.2, Code of the City of Wichita; and PIF

WHEREAS, the p roperty is zoned "B" Multiple Family, ./
which requires a front yard setback of 20 feet in which off-street F
parking is prohibited, and a side yard setback of 5 feet in which I.
off-street parking is prohibited in one-half of such side yard ··
setback a rea, without the variance requested; and 1

m

38'/1

a

1//2

WHEREAS. the Board of Zoning Appeals has found that the
request for variance arises from a condition which is unique and not
ordinarily found in the same zoning district inasmuch as attemps
were made to acquire additional property, but to no avail and
further, if additional property could be acquired, it would increase
the cost of the development to such an extent that it would be very
doubtful if a loan could be obtained to finance the project; and

further provided that the applicant is o ffering t/Provide more
parking spaces than is required by the Ordinance; and further,
the applicant is proposing to fulfill a need for this type of use
without harm to others and it was further determined by the Board
that the proposed use is close in proximity to the Central Business
District, thus making the cost of land high enough to demand a maximum
use of the property for the type of development; and

Efef#44%
¥42< ·. ..;
E*'1 .·' '
Fjoy.:...1 0.;

WHEREAS, the Board of Zoning Appeals has found that the
granting of the variance as approved, would not adversely affect
the rights of adj acent property emers inasmuch as a 6 foot high
masonry fence will be built along the side property lines and
returned along the front to help protect adjacent property owners
from encroachment from automobiles and glare from headlights; and

1)*»mil

17,3

f

WHEREAS, the Board of Zoning Appeals has found that the
strict application of the en forcement provisions of the Zoning
Ordinance will constitute unnecessary hardship upon the applicant
in that this project was initiated in the early part of 1962 when
the ordinance allowed off-street parking in all of the side yard
setback and in one-half of the front yard setback, and that plans
were prepared under these terms of the ordinance, and further, the
ordinance was amended in October, 1962, to allow parking to utilize
only one-half of the rdquired side yard setback and none of the

required front yard setback; and further, when a preliminary check of
&ftl
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the plans was requested by the Central Inspection Division in
October of 1963, it was determined that the applicant was proposing
to utilize parking space which was prohibited by the ordinance and
consequently, it was the determination of the Board that a reason-
able attempt had been made by the applicant to abide by the terms
of the ordinance as he thought they existed, and therefore, it
was determined that the applicant would be burdened with an undue
hardship if he was required to abide by the strict enforcement
provisions o f the ordinance, in view o f the f act that $15, 000 had
already been spent on architecture fees; and

WHEREAS, the Board of Zoning Appeals has found that the
variance, as approved. will not adversely affect the public health,
safety, morals, order, convenience, prosperity or general welfare;
and

WHEREAS, as shown above, each of the four conditions
required by Section 2.12.590.2, Code of the City of Wichita, to
be present before a variance can be granted, has been found to
exist.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Zoning
Appeals of the City ofWichita, Kansas, that the request for a
variance be approved to allow off-street parking to occupy all of
the required side yard setback a rea and one-half of the required
front Yard setback area. on property legally described as:

The North 6.25 feet of Lot 158, all of Lots
160. 162, 164, 166, 168, 170, 172, 174, 176 and
178 on Market Street in Hyde & Ferrels Addition.
in the City of Wichita, Sedgwick County, Kansas.
Generallv located on the east side of Market

between 9th and 10th Streets,

subject to the following conditions and requirements:

1

2

Off-street parking in the front yard setback area
shall be restricted to two spaces 10'x17' in the
east 10 feet of the required front yard setback
which abuts the side property line.

. A 6 foot high solid wall masonry fence shall be tff
constructed along the north and south property lines
to within a dis tance of 10 feet of th e west property 6.4„,19""'-

line, where the fence shall be returned along the
front for a distance of 12 feet. sy#%*%6==

*%33*-
3. Off-street parking shall be provided in accordance 121£34/11

- with Section 28.04.140 of the Zoning Ordinance. -£14/97

I./.94. Construction of the parking and associated parking
NE#BRB/$; shall be completed within, 36 months of the effective 4*Mlatip:

date of this approval. -1:
:I'Wk+14="

5. These conditions shall be applicable only to the use
proposed by the applicant in this case.

ADOPTED at Wichita, Kansas, this 26th day o f November, 1963.

61-&3 8=-.-                +
I

9*4424
Harold Bauer, Vice-Chairman ,

ATTEST: 1 ; ,-,1
4401 1 'C
.' i , : IRc;bert A. Lakin, Secretary 1.F , .t;x 922......./.-
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December 9. 1963

Mr. Philip F. Farhe
P. 0. Box 2546

Wichita. Kansas

Dear Mr. Farha;

Re: BZA 32-63 - Request for Variance 4%411
«.251·E

On December 2, 1963. we advised you that the Board of Zoning Appeals

had approved your request for a variance to allow off-street parking
to occupy all of the required side yard setback area and one-half of
the required front yard setback area. on property generally located

on the east side of Market between 9th and 10th Streets. subject to
certain conditions.

We also advised that the Board' s decision might be appealed to the

City Commission provided that such appeal was filed on or before

December 6, 1963. The City Clerk has advised that no appeal was

filed on or before the date indicated, and the decision of thi Board
of Zoning Appeal.8 is, therefore. final.

A copy of the resolution eetting forth the action of the Board is

attached for your information and files.

Very truly yours,

: 14...,

Robert A. Lakin

secretary

RAL: ber

Attachment

ccs Ray Frisby, Architect
416 South Market

Glen Lytle- Superintendent

of Central Inspection

V.



Board of Zoning Appeals December 3, 1963

Robert G. Finch, City Clerk

Robert A. Lakin, Secretary

BZA No. 32-63

Attaclid is a copy of BZA Resolution No. 32-63, covering
action taken by the Board of Zoning Appeals on the above
case.

This case was heard on November 26, 1963, and an appeal
may be filed in your office on or before December 6, 1963.
If an appeal is filed, please advise.

Robert A. Lakin

Secretary
f

RAL:ber

Attachment

f
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December 2, 1963

Ei

Mr. Philip F. Farha
P. 0. Box 2546

Wichita, Kansas

Dear Mr. Farha:

Re: BZA 32-63 - Request for Variance

Thie ii to advise you that at its regular meeting of November 26,
=m...1963. the Board of Zoning Appsals of the City of Wichita considered 

< your request for a variance to allow off-street parking to occupy
all of the required side yard setback area and one-half of the
required front yard setback area, on property legally described ass

The North 6.25 feot of Lot 158, all of Lots 160. 162.
164. 166. 168. 170. 172. 174. 176 and 178 on Market
Street in Hyde & Ferrels Addition. Generally located on
the east side of Market between 9th and leth Streets.

It was the decision of the Board of Zoning Appeals to approve this
application. subject to the following conditions and requirements:

Off-street parking in the front yard setback orea
shall be restricted to two spaces 10'*17' in the
east 10 feat of the required front yard setback
which abuts the side property line.

A 6 foot high solid wall magonry fence shall be
constructed along the north and south property lines
to within a distance of 10 feet of the west property
line. where the fence shall be returned along the
front for a distance of 12 feet.

1.

talk
2.

4.

i.:.99)5* 5.

· 44&
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Off-street parking ehall be provided in accordancE.
with Section 28.04.140 of the Zoning Ordinance.

&,0 -7

Construction of the parking and associated parking
shall be completed within 36 months of the effective
date of this approval.

1:90/2/*

These conditions shall be applicable only to the use 1 44*proposed by the applicant in this case. 13*64*
1 ,«//Abt·
14,4*84<
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Page 2 - Philip F. Farha
December 2, 1963

Section 2.12.610 of the Code of the City of Wichita provides that the
decision of the Board of Zoning Appeals shall be final unless it i.i
appealed to the Board of City Commissioners within ten days of the date
of the Board'a action. Accordingly. an appeal could be filed in this
case on or before December 6. 1963.

Subsequent to the expiration of the appeal period, you will be advised
whether or not an appeal has been filed. If no appeal has been filed
on or before December 6, 1963, the decision of the Board will be final
and the Superintendent of Central Inspection will be in a position to
iss· 2 t:De approgriate permit.

Very truly yours.

Robert A. Lakin

Secretary

RAL:JWP:ber

cc: Robert G. Finch

City Clerk

Glen Lytle, Superintendent

of Central Inspection

416 South Market

y, ArchitectRay Frisb 3265.44

-
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CR SE NO... 335&, -32-63

GENERAL LOCATION

Generally located on the east side of Market between Sth

and 1.Oth Streets.

I.ALTD US.

The property in question is currantly occu.pied by ft--p single

family homes. Whe existing land use to the n·orth ic .siner le :2:'lily

and a boarding house: east As a boarding house, d.uplex, six-)?1€z:,

and plumbing shops son·th is single Zonily anci k.oarding house ; and

west is single family, boarding how.ie ard a duplrix.

EXISTING ZOMING /1. t

The property in question is currently zonod "B W .Multiple

Family. The existing zoning ·10 -ths north is "B" Multipie Family;

'LC' r:east is .,ight Commercial; south and west f.0 "B:' Multiple Family.

REODEST

The reques·: is for a variance to allow of:>·stree: pr:z-ki.in.g ·to

I ./OcCUDV all -' -0-'he r.ecruired side 12'ard sei.back area ard one-half o·:3

the required front yard setback arce..

The variance is within the jurisdictian of the Board 02 Zoning

Appeals to grant provided al 1 ·Fo:- -, 02 the following =cndi·tions are

found to exist:

A. The variance desired arises from such condition which

is unique and not. ordinari?:r found in ·the same zor„ing
districtf

h

OF. ..6 '4*4
..r,f..U- ,

1
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Page 2 Seoretesytfs Repor -
Case iqUa/:ESA 32-63

B. The granting of the *·armit for the variance will not
adverselv affect the rights of adjacent property
owners ;

C. The strict application of ·the enforcement provisions of
the zoning ordinance would constitute an unnecessary
hardship upon the applicant represented in the appeal;

D. The variance desired is not against the public interest

The applicant has subminted e plot plan and statement= of

ilistification. w.hlch are included as P.·ttachment:s #1 and #2 to this

rencrt.

BOMMENTS, BY THE SECRETARY

The applicant has requested that he be allowed to utilize all

of the mc:uired side yard setback and 1/2 of the required front yard.

4?f
setback for off-,street parking for a proposed garden t>pe avartment

project. The Dressnt ordinance allows off·-street parking to occu.py

cne-half of the reQuired 0-de yard setback bna does not allow

parking to ut:.lise any part o:. any required frent yard setback in
49&*fk-

a dwelling district. The required front yard so·tback in ·the '93

di.gtrict is 20 feet and the required side vard setback is 5 feet.

The applicant states infosmally that he will utilize the rear .

iO feet 02 the recriTed front yard setback to ouch extent as to

provide two narkir>cr. 5.Dices Cone on the south and one on the north) .

UNIO¥TENESS

Tile applicant suggests that the property iii question is close

to the Central Business District and although many of :he homes in

the adjoining area are quite old and in bad uepair, the cost of the

land is high enou€·91 ·to demand a ma:trimum. us= of the land for ·aha

barairak- 27 03 c.:

ui#*aiGU=
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Page 3 - Secretary' s Report
Case No. BZA 32-63

The S_cretary in the past has advised the Board that in his

opinion uniqueness should be so construed as to m.earl ·:hai: ·chere is

something unusual or unique about the property that sets it apart

from other properties in the same neighborhood or zone, ed. e unusual

plattin-, unusual ground characteristics e irregular and unrmal owner-

ship pattern, etc. The applicant has offered no evidence aE to how

the property in question can be considered unf que other tlian ·he fae-t

that the cost of the land is high.

The applicant has stated that the high cost of land near :11 i

core area is unique because it necessitates maximum utilization 01

the property available to the developer in order to make the ventur··

profitable. The Sacretary is of the opinion thai: this type of crite i

may be acceptable for Ble justification of uniqueness when ishere is

sufficient evidence offered in imppor·t of ·tha statemen·te However,

in this particular case the applicant ha: offered no evidence that

the cost of the property is high enough to justify maximum utilization.

Of the land.

Types of evidence which might.be acceptable to the Board is cost

02 the property in relation to cost of other mroperty in close

proximity to the core area c evidence that the acquisition of additiona).

property for parking would make the ven·ture unprofitable and any

other information which might justia: tile con·telli:ion of unicipeness
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Page 4 - Secretary°s Repost
Case No. BZA 32-63

ADJACE;NT PROPERTY

The Secretary concurs with the applicant in that the granting

of the permit for the variance will not adversely affect adjacent

property owners in view of the fact that a masonry fence appro:-i-

mately 6 feet high will be buil·t along the side property lines and.

returned along the front to protect adjacent property owners fm m

encroachment from automobiles and glare from headlights, etc.

The applicant is of the opinion that hardship exists in view

of the fact that the owner has been studying this project for a year

and a half and when he selected this rroperty the Code allowed one-
%

half of the required front yard setback and all of the required side

yard setback in the "B" district Zo be utilized for parking. He

also suggests that the plans were made on this assumptione unaware

of the new amendment to the Zoning Ordinance (prohibiting parking in
%%%5··32.

front yard setbacks and one-half - the side yard setback; whichOX

was adopted on October 50 1962, until a preliminary check of ·the plans

wao requested by the Central Inspection Division,

The applicant also states that a commitment for a loan has

been made for the project, complete working drawings and speciti-

ccitions have beon prepared and the owner has invested a considerable

amount of money for proper'cv plans development and Fremotion.

Consequently- it is the applicant's opinion that the strict

i.-Er,e-



Page 5 - Secretary 0

s Report
Caae No. BZA 32-63

application of the enforcement provisions of the Zoning Ordinance
would constitute an unnecessary hardship and possibly force
abandonment of the project.

The Secretary is of the opinion that again the statements made

by the applicant may in fact be true ; however, he han not furnished
any evidence for justification of the statements madu above.

The Secretary is of the opinion that types of evidence which
should be presented to the Board are as follows:

Did the am-licant or his agant make a reasonable

attempt to check whether or not the ordinance had
been amended?

How much money and time have been spent on plan->,

promotion, developmente property, etc.? What will be
the cost of revising the plans?

.flpfurther. the Board should consider whether one year from

the time the ordinance has been amended is a reasonable or un-

reasonable time for general cognizance of the' fac'- that the ordi-
nance has been changed

The Secretary agrees with =he applicant in that a variance of

2% feet for the side yard and the variance to allow two spaces in
the rear 10 feet of the front yard setback abutting should not

adversely affect the public intereot in view of the fact that a
29·rel·t · masonry fence will be created along side lot lines. The applican't

462«
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Page 6 - Secretary's Report
Case No. BZA 32-63

has also pointed out th.it if a variance of 24 feet is (Cranted forfYi

the side yard setback that they will be able to utiliz< only one

foot of the 2% feet since the masonzy wall will occupy the other

16 feet .

ADDITIONALCOMMEAITS...a?C THE SECRETARY

As suggested abover it is the opinion of the Secret:ar., that

there is not enough available evidence to justify the requinments of

uniqueness and hardship; therefore, it is recommended ·that ·bils

application be denied.

If, howevere the applicant, in his presentation before the

Board, can aubmit additional evidence for the justification of un'. Tue-

ness and hardship which is :CCUotable to the Board, it is recommend d

the application be approved, subject to the following condiciens intl
:ttk

requirements:

1. Off-street parking in the front yard setback area liti< 4

249' 1shall be restricted to two spaces 10*x17' in the

rear 10 fee'c of the required front yard setback

(209 which abuts the side property line.

2. A 6 foot high solid wall masonry fence shall be

constructed along the north and south property lines

to within a dis tance of 10 feet of the west property

line where the fence shall be returned along the

front for a distance of 17 feet.

L

k
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Page 7 - Secretary's Report

Case No. BZA 32-63

3. Off-street parking shall be provided in accordance

with Section 28.04.140 of the Zoning Ordinance. 2*f

4. Construction of the parking and associated parking

shall be completed within 36 months of the effective

date of this approval.

Attachments

1.y #1 - Plot Plan

02 - Statement of justification
#3 - Variance vote sheet

f.*19.-

fir
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November 5. 1963

Board of Zoning Appeals
City of Wichita, Kansas

Gentlemen:

We respectfully request a variance under Section 2.12.590.2mr--*

of the Code of the City of Wichita to allow use of the
entire side yard and one-half of thefront j ard setbacks
for parking for a proposed garden type apartment project at
1030 N. Market as shown on the accompanying plot plan. The
specific section of the zoning ordinance from which variance
is requested is Section 28.04.140.1.1 of OCinance 26-765
published October 5, 1962, which prohibits use of any portion *
of the r equired front yard setback and one-hal f o f the
required side yard setbacks for off-s'crest parking.
A

C

*1

The property in question is close to the central business
district and although many of the neighboring homes are
quite old and some in bad repair the cost of the land is

high enough to demand maximum use of the land in a deve-
lopment of this nature.

,Sikr

B. The granting of the permit for the variance will not affect
the rights of adjacent property owners in any way as a masonzy
fence approximately 6 ' 0" high will be built at the side pro-
perty lines and returned along the front to protect adjacent00:bike.?

property owners from encroachment by automobiles and screen
any glare from headlights, etc.

42

The owner has been studying this project for a year and a half
and when he selected this property the Code allowed one-half p
the required front yard and all of the required side yard set g
back in B zones to be used for parking, and the plans were

%made on this assumption, unaware of the change adopted October
Sth of lasi year until a preliminary check of the plans was
requested of the Central Inspection Department.

23

A commitment for a loan has been approved for the projecte
complete working drawings and specifications have been prepared
and the owner has invested a considerable amount of money for pro-
perty. plans, development and promotion. Strict application of the
enforcement provisions of this zoning ordinance would obviously con-
stitute a real hardship upon tile owner and quite possibly forcetz - abandonment of this project which i2 completed would be a great im-
provement to the neighborhood and a real asset to the whole community.

I u pr ) I , ,

/ 1. le 9 .

/42 V I I
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ImE 2&52"9%0 Attachment 42
Page 1 .*r.*.

*4240 *
I (9 1-0.4=--

.., . 4 .7:19*4.¢y ,

M

a..Vt L ' 45*



D. The variance desired is not against the public interest.
The owner is really asking permission to use the 1° 0" of
his property between the r equired setback and his rein-

·744 forced masonry fence plus 10° x 170 at each franc corner.
This land would be useless for any other use. Concerning
the front yard usage, this street now has an exceptionally
wide parking (29 0 6") and the propirty is situated in the
center of the block. 240° from 9th Street and 250' from
10th Street 30 sight line of traffic in or entering the
street would not be affected.

Respectfully submitted,

S/ Philip F. Farha

PFU/pg

Attachment 42
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BZA 32-63 - NOTICES MAILED NOVEMBER 7. 1963 for meeting on November 26

Philip F. Farha Fred R. Michael

P. 0. Box 2546 1061 North Market

Miles Richardson Nellie May Reece
Leona B. Richardson Virgil A. Reece
1010 North Market 1063 North Market

Willis L. Laxley Paula Mike Farha, Toni Kay Farha,
Katheryn Laxley B. D. Eddie Farha, Marti Lou Farha,
1018 North Market Clayton Farha

557 North Armour

Phillip F. Farha
Gloria E. Farha Leslie Leonard DeHave

4601 East Douglas Lois Lorene Houston A 16'0 6
428 Porter

Lewis M. Reagan
Gabriella 0. Reagan Floyd G. McClurg
1056 North Market Mary Louise Mcelurg

1653 Jeanette

Dollie Loebsack *92.26 ./
1062 North Market Floyd E. Houston p,t

Lois Houston 0,%0
John Katras 428 Porter

tolf1064 North Market

G. Fred Williams
Cecelia Conner 745 Porter

1025 North Market

Helen Loewen

J. A. Hendrickson 1325 McLean Boulevard NW

204 North Market

Joe Welch

Charles Richard White Sarah H. Welch

1037 North Market 232 Morningside

Lillie Archer

Lola Jean Belisle

1068 North Market

1600*f
1057 North Market

W. 0. Jackson

Anna C. Jackson

1059 North Market

L
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BOARD 02 .ZONING._812]?EOLS.

Room 402 City Building Annex
104 South Main

Wichita,Kansas

November 7, 1963

449
Amve..RL BZA .32.-65L

2

An application has been filed by Philip F. Farha. P. O, Box

25460 Wichitao Kansas (4601 East Douglas. Wichita, Kansas)o request-

ing a pariance. as provided in Section 2.12.590.2. code of the City
'04, f

of Wichita. to allcw use of the entire side yard and one-half of the

front yard setbacks for parking for a proposed garden type apartment

projecte on property zoned "B"Multiple Family, and legally described
as:

North 6.25 feet of Lot 1580 all of Lots 1600 162,
1640 166. 168. 170, 1720 1740 176 and 178 on
Market Street in Eyde & Ferrels Addition to the
City of Wichita, Sedgwick Countyo Kansas. GenerAUX
located-04.-i:he eask side of Market. bet:w.ae.Lath..arxl

This application, has been assigned Case No. BZA 32-63, and will

be considered by the Board of Zoning Appeals on 23&Raday.-liavembet_25.

4951_at.2_]lm. in Room 401 City Building Annex, 104 South hain,
Wichita, Kansas. at which time you may appear o if you so desiree

either in person or by agent or attorney.

;t·'8- Robert A. Lakin

Secretary

I

P

4384%
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November 5, 1963

Board of Zoning Appeals
City of Wichita, Kansas
Gentlemen:

We respectfully request a variance under Section 2.12.590.2
of the Code of the City of Wichita to allow use of the
entire side yard and one-half of the front yard set backs
for parking for a proposed garden-type apartment project at
1030 N. Market as shown on the accompanying plot plan. Thespecific section of the zoning ordinance from which varianceis requested is Section 2804.140-1.1 of ordinance 26765
published Oct, ber 5, 1962 which prohibits use of any portionof the required front yard set back and one-half of the
required side yard set backs for off-street parking.
A. The property in question is close to the central businessdistrict and although many of the neighboring homes are quiteold and some in bad repair the cost of the land is high
enough to demand maximum use of the land in a development ofthis nature.

B. The granting of the permit for the variance vill not
affect the rights of adjacent property owners in any way asa masonry fence approximately 6'-0" high will be built at
the side property lines and returned along the front toprotect adjacent property owners from encroachment by
automobiles and screen any glare from headlights etc.
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C. The owner has been studying this project for a year anda half and when he selected this property the Code allowedone-half the required front yard and all of the required sideyard set back in B zones to be used for parking, and the
plans were made on this assumption, unaware of the changeadopted October 5th. of last year until a preliminary checkof the plans was requested of the Central Inspection Department.
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A commitment for a loan has been approved for the project,
complete working drawings and specifications have been pre-pared and the owner has invested a considerable amount ofmoney for property, plans, development and promotion.Strict application of the enforcement provisions of this
zoning ordinance would obviously constitute a real hardshipupon the owner and quite possibly force abandonment of thisproject which if completed would be a great improvement tothe neighborhood and a real asset to the whole community.
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D. The variance desired is not against the public interest.
The owner is really asking permission to use the 1'-0" of
his property between the required set back and his reinforced
masonry fence plus 10' x 17' at each front corner. This
land would be useless for any other use. Concerning the
front yard usage, this street now has an exceptionally wide
parking (29'-6") and the property is situated in the center
of the block, 240' from 9th. street and 250' from 10th.
street so sight line of traffic in or entering the street
would not be affected.

Respectfully Submitted,

PHILIP F. FARHA
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BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS CASE NO.

CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS FILED

APPLICATION FOR VARIANCE

1• NAME OF APPLHANT?#ILIp F, PARHA
MAILING ADDREes 1?0·Bok 1 4-V6 ,0 IA:o, 67. DOUC/<43 PHONE'Y U Lfily
NAME op AUTHORIZED AGENT PA ,

MAILING ADDRESS
'.,4*33 PHONE 1/ A-
4443*94

RELATIONSHIP OF APPLICANT TO PROPERTY le THAT OF 6 W N €4
(OWNER, TENANT, LE88EE, OTHER)

||. THE VARIANCE REQUESTED 18

:*

FOR PROPERTY LOCATED AT

AND LEGALLY DESCRIBED Ag42:/7,/0 6.19' 4 lot 158 anda//04 44 /40, tz,
}64. IU•,ILS,i-,0,,72*r'4,116 and ,·76 0.· Marliet, 44,j, God Ferrell%
Add,4,©A *6 W.ch•+4-,144,1$41

IN THE CITY oF WICHITAI AND WHICH 18 PRESENTLY ZONED__ t
(GIVE METES AND BOUNDS DEBCRIPTIoN BELOW If APPROPRt ATE):

lili THE APPLICANT HEREIN, OR 'Hle AUTHORI.ZED AGENT, ACKNOWLEDGEB!

A. THAT HE HAB RECEIVED AN INSTRUCTION SHEET -ONCERNING

THE FILING AND HEARING OF THIS MATTER;

8. THAT HE HAS 8 EEN ADVIBEDOF THE FEE REQUIREMENTS
ESTABLISHED BY S'EOTION 2.12.580 OF THE CODE OF THE,

CITY OF WICHITA (ORDINANCE NO. 24-606); AND THAT THE
APPROPRIATE FEE 18 HEREWITH TENDERED;

O. THAT HE HAS BEEN ADVISED OF HIS RIGHT TO APPEAL oF
THE DECISION OF THE BOARD TO THE CITY COMMISSION

WITHIN TEN (10) DAYS OF THAT DECISION;

0. THAT ALL DOCUMENTS ARE ATTACHED HERETO Ae NOTED IN
PARAGRAPHB 3 AND 4 oF THE INSTRUCTIONS.

®%41 140

AUTHORIZED AGENT

RECEIVED IN OFFICE OF Sg]RETARY, BOARD OF ZONI
APPEALS, //92 0

TOGETHER WITH APPROPRIATE FEE OF 50.00.

;01@NED

T21-402



STATEMENT OF RECORD OWNERSHIP

STATE OF KANSAS

SEDGWICK COUNTY

The undersigned duly bonded and qualified abstracter

within and for the County and State aforesaid, does hereby certify:

That we have examined the records in the office of

the Register of Deeds of Sedgwick County, Kansas, with reference to the
ownership of the following property in Sedgwick County, Kansas, viz:

All property wi thin 200 feet of the North
6.25 feet of Lot 158, All of Lots 160, 162
164, 166, 168, 170, 172, 174 and 176 and
178 on Market Street in Hyde & Ferrells Add
to the City of W;chita.

And from such examination find that the record owners

thereof are as set opposite the description of the property below, viz:

44'rs*
LOTS STREET ADDI TI ON OWNER

150 & S 3, Market Hyde & Ferrells Add. Miles Richardson

152 Leona B. Richardson
IR N. NART:e T

N 22' 152
All 154, 156 Willis L. Laxley
& s 3/4 158 Katheryn Laxley

11\

N 6 1/42 158 *jk#.*
All 160 162 " Pnillo F. Farha

164, 166, 168 Gloria E. Farha

170, 172, 174,
176, & 178 11€41

180 & 182 11 Gladys M. Thaye r addmp- =m&=i;

184 & 186 Lewis M. Reagan 28™St
Gabriella 0. Reagan

188 & 190 Dollie Loebsack

192 2: 194 John Katras

149' 151, 153 Alfred L. Woodill

s· s 14' 155

N ll' 155 &
157,159, 161 Cecelia Conner

3,15 N. (ApereT& 163
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LOTS STREET ADDITION OWNER

165, 167 & Market Hyde & Ferrellis Add. J.A. Hendrickson169

171, 173, 175 Charles Richard White

177 & 179 Lillie Archer

181 & 183 7L Lola Jean Bellsle
185 U. 187 W.0. Jackson

Anna C. Jackson
42%

189 & 191 Fred R. Michael
L ./,U·«37

193 Nellie May Reece
Virgil A. Reece

149 & 151 BROADWAY Phillin F. Farha

4 153, 155, 157 Paula Mile Farha
159, 161 Toni Kay Farha

B. D. Eddie Farha
Marti Lou Farha

*·f C lay ton Farha
a1' bi/••4163, 165, 167

Leslie leonard DeHaven
Lois Lorene Houston

169, 171, 173 '9 j Floyd G. McClurg
-Mary Louise McClurg

175 & 177 Floyd E. Houston
Lois Houston

1179 8- 181 G. Fred Williams
..92 5 P 4 v 1

183 & S 18'

185
Carl H. Kunsemullar

zella c. Kunsemullargjlf'-
N 7' 185 all
187 & 189 Teachers Ins. 1 Annunity .4

Associa tion.

144 & s. 146 Market Mungers O.T. ,4 /110.91- Helen Loewen
146 & Fractional Miles Richardson
Lot Adj. Leona B. Richardson

143, 145 & Frac. Lyda E. Barnes'/·,0<.td.'a•wi <':*.,-
lot adj. Bessie Lou Duggan 72,04.ddAA# /0.
143. 145 8· S Broadway " Joe Welch
10' of Trae. Sar ah H. ·elch

1 22' of Fract. " Phillip Farha

Dated at Wichita, Kansas this 4th day ofNov. 1963 81. 7:00 A.M.
FIDELITY TITL- COMPALDE_INC.

No. 57095 V.P
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PAYMENT NOTICE ---
cur d Wichita j

PAY AT TREASURER'S OFFICE - FIRST FLOOR
--Did'R & 11.1.v- Mic'.____-__ 11)09, imp____2*um Fees- - H,e. M.1.- Hse. M..4.-

L{ese.- Mech,- 011 Well- M, Cms_
Plan,- 146'u.- 116'51 Cuit,--Swll•lin»- Sewe,- Sign- Strlewdk-

Ceminini,1-

'

Date_.-__--_--
B, I

-1

DESCRIPTION
1 AMot)141

Name_-

Addic.-

/31.

/

20)4 5--60

r

-1
Lu··- 47·",-· 7,

L
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THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS
BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS

104 SOUTH MAIN

WICHITA 2, KANSAS

ZIP CODE 67202

Ill+17706/L-_...__._,4

30 3 W 9 7 NO SUCH STREET
NUMBER

g NOV 12 1963 LlLeslie Leonard DeHaven 1 4 METRO:'0! ETAN 427*00-1 RETURN <:=-- Lois Lorene Houston

To
122

ess·428 Porter
Fi WRITER

PLANNING
f Nbl / Wichita, Kansas

fi*Mi THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS
BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS

104 SOUTH MAIN

127 /*IUS.POSTAGN:WICHITA 2. KANSAS

ZIP CODE 67202

NO SUCH
STREET

NUMBER

12 40,

1 *adls•428 Porter*Al& ' WRITER t,NS' Wichita, Kansas
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