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WHEREAS, Philip F. Farha, P. O, 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.

e
between 9th and 10th Streets: and

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

WHEREAS, the Board of 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

WHEREAS, the property is zoned "B" Multiple Family,
which requires a front yard setback of 20 feet in which off-street
parking is prohibited, and a side yard setback of 5 feet in which
off-street parking is prohibited in one-half of such side yard
setback area, without the variance requested; and

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 offering typrovide 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

WHEREAS, the Board of Zoning Appeals has found that the
granting of the variance as approved, would not adversely affect
the rights of adjacent 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

WHEREAS, the Board of Zoning Appeals has found that the
strict application of the enforcement 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 required side yard setback and none of the
required front yard setback; and further, when a preliminary check of




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 of the ordinance, in view of the fact 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 area 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.
.3

between 9th and 10th Streets,

subject to the following conditions and requirements:

1. 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
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.

Off-street parking shall be provided in accordance
with Section 28.04.140 of the Zoning Ordinance.

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

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

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

_M@;

Harold Bauer, Vice—=Chairman
ATTEST:

iy AL

"Robert A. Lakin, Secretary




December 9, 1963

Mr, Philip F. Farhe
P. O, Box 2546
Wichita, Xansas

Dear Mr, Farha:
Re: BZA 32-63 - Request for Variance

On Decembor 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 ysrd setback area, on property generally located
on the east side of Market betwsen 9th and 10th Streets, subject to
certain conditions.

We also advised that the Boprd's decision might be appealed to the
City Compnission provided that such appeal was filed on or before
December 6, 1963. The City Clerk has advisad that no appeal was
filed on or before the date indicated, and the decision of the Board
of Zoning Appeals is, therefore, final.

A copy of the resolution setting forth the action of the Board is
attached for your information and files,

Very truly yours,

RALsbex
Attachment

ecs Ray Frisby, hrchitect
416 South Market

Glen Lytle, Buperintendent
of Central Inspection
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Board of Zoning Appeals December 3, 1963

Robert G, Finch, City Clerk

Robert A, Lakin, Secretary
BZA No, 32-63

Attacked 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

RAL:ber

Attachment




Mr. Philip FP. Parha
P. O, Box 2546
Wichita, Xangas

Deaxr Mr, Farhas
Re: BEA 32-63 - Reguest for Variance

This is to advise you that at its regular meeting of Novembexr 26,
1963, the Board of Zoning Appeals of the City of Wichita considered
your request for a variance to allow off-streat parking to occupy
all of the required side yard setback area and one-half of the
required front yard setback area, on property iegally described ass

The North 6.25 feet of Lot 158, all of Lota 160, 162,
lé4, 166, 168, 170, 172, 174, 176 and 178 on Market
Street in Hyds & Ferrels nfdditjom, Generally located on
the east side of Market batwesn 9th and 10th Streets,

it was the decision of the Board of Zoning Appeals to approve this
application, subject to the following conditions and requirementss

1. Off-street parking in the front yard setback area
shall bes restricted to two speces 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
constructed along the north and south property iines
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,

Off-street parking shall be provided in accordance
with Seotion 28,04,140 of the Zoning Ozdinance.

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

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




Page 2 = Philip P. Farha
December 2, 1963

Bection 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 is
appealed to the Board of City Commissioners within ten days of the date
of the Board's 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
ise~ 2 the approyriate permit.

RAL 1JWF shex

ccs Robert G, Finch
City Clerk

Glen Lytle, Bupexintendent
of Central Inspection

Ray Frisby, Architect
416 Bouth Market




LS5 _NO. BEA 37763

GENERAL TQCATTON

Generally located on the east side of Harket between Sth
and 1l0th Streets.

The property in question is currently cccupied
family homes, The existing land use to the north is aingle
and a boarding house; east is a bozrding house,
and plumbing shops south is single £ v and hoa
west i5 single family, boarding house and &
BHISTING ZONTRG

The property in question is currently zoned "BY
Pamily, The existing zoning to the north is "B" Mult
east is YLC" Light Commercial; south and west is "B Multiple

REQUEST

The request is for a variance to allow off~ptreet parking

occupy all of the reguired side yard sethack area and one-half o
the required front yard setback

The variance is within the
Appeals to grant provided all four of
found to exist:

A. The variance desired

iz unigue and nob oxc
district;

=]

£
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B. 'The granting of the g t for the wvariance will not
adversely affect the ats of adjacent property
owners;

The strict application of the enforcement provisions of
the zoning oxdinance would constitute an unnecessary
haxdship vpon the applicant represented in the appeal;

D. The variance desired is not against the public interest,

The applicanit has submitted z plot plan and statement of
juetification, which are included as Attachmeni:z #1 and £2 to this
repert.

COMMENTS AY. THE, SECRETARY

The applicant has requested that he be allowed to utilize all
of the recuired side yaxd sethack and 1/2 of the reguired front yard
setback for off-street parking for a proposed garden type apartment
projeci:, The present p:cdina‘nc-e allows off-street parking to occupy
one~half of the reguired side yard setback but does not allow
parking o utilize any part of any required front yvard sethack in
a dwelling district. The reguired front yard setback in the "BY
district is 20 feet and the reguived side yaxd setback is 5 feet,

The applicant states informally that he will utilize the rear

10 feet of the x= red front yard sethack to such extent as to

provide gwo parkive spaces (one on the south and one on the norih),

INIQUENESS
The applicant suggests that the property in guestion is close
to the Central Business Dis and although many of the homes in
d repair, the cosit of the

the land for
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The S-cretary in the past has advised the Board thak in his
opinion wnigueness should be so construed as to mean that theze is
something unusual or unique about the property that sets it apart
from other properties in the same neighborhood or zene, e.y¥., unusual
platéin~, unusuval ground characteristics, irregular and unveual cuner-—
ship pattern, ete. The applicant has offered no evidence ac to how
the property in question can be considered unique other than -he fack
that the cost of the land is high,

The applicant has stated that the high cost of land near thy
core area is unigue becawe it necessitates maximum wiilization ol
the property available to the developer in oxder to make the ventui:
profitable. The S=cretary is of | opinion thai: this type of criterla
may be accepiable for_i:he justification of unigueness when there is
sufficient evidence offered in supporé of the statement, However,

in this particular case the applicant has offerad no evidence that

! ;
the coat of the propexty is high encugh to justify maximum utilization

of the land.

Pypes of ewvidence which might bz acceptable to the Boaxd is cost
of the property in relation to cost of other propexty b close
proximity to the core area, cvidence that the acguisition of additional
property for parking would make the venture unprofiteble and any
other informaticn which might justify the contention of wuv

on the basis of high land cost and proximity Lo the core a
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Page 4 - Secretary's Report
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ARJACENT_PROPERTY

The Sccretary concurs with the applicant in that the granting
of the permit for the variance will not adversely affect adjacent
Property ownexs in view of the fact that a masonry fence approxi=
mately 6 feet high will be built along the side property lines and
returned along the front to protect adjacent property owners from
encroachment from automobiles and glare from headlights, ete.
HARDSEIP

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 properiy the Code allowed ona—
half of the reguired front yard setback and all of the reéuired side
yard setback in the "B" district o be utilized for parking. He
also suggests that the plans were made on this assumption, unaware
of the new amendment to the Zening Ordinance {prohibiting warking in
front yard setbacks and one-half of the side yard- setback} which
was adopted on October 5, 1952, until a preliminary check of the plans

wag 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 specifi-
cations have been prepared and the owner has invesied a considezable
amount of money for property, plans, development and promotion,

Consequently. it is the applicant’s opinion that the strict
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application of the enforcement provisions of the Zoning Ordinance
would constitute an unnecessary hazdship and possibly force
abandonment of the project.

The Secretary is of the epinion that again the ptatements made
by the applicant may in fact be true; however, he has not furnishzd
any evidence for justification of the statements mada above,

The Secretary is of !:h.e opinion that types of evldence which
should be presented to the Board ave as follows:

= Did the applicant or his agsml:. make a reasonable

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

How much money and time have heen spent on plans,
promotion, development, Property, ete.? What will be

the cost of revising the plans?

Porther, the Boaré should consider whether one year f£rom

the time the ordinance has been amended is & reascnable or un=
reasconable time for gensral cognizance of the’ fact that the ordi-
nance hae been changed,
EUBLIC _INTEREST

The Secretary agrees with the applicant in that a variance of
2% feet for the side yard and the variance to allow two epaces in
the rear 10 feet of the front yaxd setback abuiting should not
adversely affect the public interest in view of the fact that a

masonry fence will be erccted along side lot lines. The applicant
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has also pointed out that if a variance of 2% feet is (ranted for
the side vard setback that they will be able to utiliz only one

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

As suggested above, it is the opinion of the Secretar' that
there is not enough available evidence to justify the requircments of
uniéuemsa and hardship; therefore, it is recommended -that &ils
application be denied,

If, howevexr, the applicant, in his presentation before the
Board, can submit additional evidence for the justification of un'ue-
neas and hardship which is (cceptable to the Board, it is recommend d
the application bz approved, subject o the following conditicns and

requirementss:

1., oOff-street parking in the front yard setback area

ghall be restricted to two spaces 10°'x17° in the
reax 10 feet of the reguired front yard setback
{20*}) which abuts the side properity line,

A 6 foot high solid wall masonzy fence shall he
eonatzucteé along the north and south propsrty lines
to within a dﬁstance of 10 feet of the west property
line where the fence shall be returned along the

front for a distance of 17 feet.
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3. Off~street parking shall be provided in accordance M
with Section 28,08,140 of the Zoning Ordinance, §4””
Construction of the parking and associated parking

shall be completed within 36 months of the effective

date of this apémval.

5, Poun fy, 0, ?’)47.-./—.1071

Attachments

#1 = Plot Plan
#2 — Statement of justification
#3 = Variance vote sheet




®

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 thefront yard 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 O:.linance 26-765
published October 5, 1962, which prohibits use of any portion
of the required front yard setback and oné~half of the
required side yard setbacks for off=street parking,

A. The property in questien is elose to the central business
district and although many of the neighboring homes are

lopment of this nature,

The granting of the permit for the variance will not affect

the rights of adjacent pProperty owners in any way as a masonry
fence approximately 6° 0° high will be built at the side pro-
perty lines and returned along the front to proteci: adjacent
Property owners from encroachment by zutomobiles and screen
any glare from headlights, etc,

The owner has heen studying this project for a year and a half
and when he selected this property the Code allowed one-half
the required front yard and all of the reguived side yard set
back in B zones to be uged for parking, and the plans were
made on this assumption, unaware of the change adopted October
5th of last year until a preliminary check of the plans was
requested of the Central Inspection Department,

A commitment for a loan has been approved for the project,

complete working drawings and specifications have been prepared

and the owner has invested a considerable amount of money for pro=-
perty, plans, developmeni and promotion, Strict application of the
enforcement provisions of this zoning ordinance would obviously con-
stitute a real hardship upon the owner and quite possibly force
abandonment of this project which if completed would be z great im~
provement to the neighborhcod and a reati asset to the whole community,

Attachment #2
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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 setback and his rein=-
forced masonry fence plus 10° x 17' at each frouc 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. i

Respectfully submitied,

8/ Philip P, Parha

Attachment %2
Page 2

==




Variances desired ariges fro
which i# unigue and which 1
found 1n the sxme zoning disks

anting aof the pe

not adveraely affact the ric

property owners or redidents

strcict application

provieiong of the 2
conatiftute uhnecess haxrdsi
the property ownes pan ted

YWar 1an
puablic
VENLETCL

781 Appiove




Philip F. Farha
P. 0. Box 2546

Miles Richardson
Leona B. Richardson
1010 North Market

Willis L. Laxley
Katheryn Laxley
1018 North Market

Phillip F. Farha
Gloria E,. Farha
4601 East Douglas

Lewis M. Reagan
Gabriella O. Reagan
1056 North Market

Dollie Loebsack
1062 North Market

John Katras
1064 North Market

Cecelia Conner
1025 North Market

J. A. Hendrickson
204 North Market

Charles Richard White
1037 North Market

Lillie Archer
1068 North Market

Lola Jean Belisle
1057 North Market

W. 0. Jackson
Anna C, Jackson
1059 North Market

eti.

Fred R. Michael
1061 North Market

Nellie May Reece
Virgil A. Reece
1063 North Market

Paula Mike Farha, Toni Kay Farha,
B. D. Eddie Farha, Marti Lou Farha,

Clayton Farha
557 North Armour

Leslie Leonard DeHave K M%D?’ 4

Lois Lorene Houston“7W
428 Porter W
Floyd G. McClurg

Mary Louise McClurg
1653 Jeanette

Floyd E. Houston -pl.xu'-ﬂ g
Lois Houston C
A A

428 porter Q- w,:,i

G. Fred Williams
745 Porter

Helen Loewen
1325 McLean Boulevard NW

Joe Welch

Sarah H. Welch
232 Morningside

afjwd I Wwoord i
/oo %ng Queriis

Fro Gonglas % Colif

Wﬁ%‘gﬂw




BODRD OF ZONING APPEALS
Room 402 City Building Annex
104 south Main
Wichita,Kansas

Hovember 7, 1963

SRILEE 2O ARJOJINING RROPRERTY SHNER.S
Ease No. PZA 32-63
An application has been f£iled by Philip F, Farha, P, 0, Box
2546, Wichita, Kansas (4601 East Douglas, Wichita, Kansas), request-
ing a yvariance, as provided in Seetion 2,12,590,2, Code of the City

of Wichita, to allow use of the entire side yard and one~half of the

front yard setbacks for parking for a Proposed garden type apartment

project, on property zoned *B" Multiple Pamily, and legally described
as:
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 to the

City of Zas, Geperally

This application has been assigned Case No. BZA 32=63, and will
be considered by the Board of Zoning Appeals on ZIueaday, November 26,
J963, a8 2 ©.m, in Room 401 City Building Annex, 104 South Lain,
Wichita, Kansas, at which time you may appear, if vou so desire,
either in person or by agent or attorney,

Robext A, Zakin
Secretary




November 5, 1963

Board of Zoning Appeals
City of Wichita, Kansas

Gentlemens

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. The
specific section of the zoning ordinance from which variance
1s requested is Section 2804.140-1,1 of ordinance 26765
published October 5, 1962 which prohibits nse of any portion
of the required front yard set back and one-half of the
required side yard set backs for off-street parking.

The property in question is e

rict and althou
old and some in bad repair the cost of the land is
enough to demand maximum use of the land in a development of
this nature.

B. The granting of the permit for the variance will not

affect the rights of adjacent property owners in any way as
&

a masonry fence approximately ~0" high will be built at
the side property lines and returned along the front to
protect adjacent property owners from encroachment Ly
automobiles and screen any glare from headlights etc.

C. The owner has been stud
a half and when he selected

plans were made on this assumpt
adopted October 5th. of last year until a preliminary check
of the plans was requested of the Central Inspection Department.

approved for the project,
ve been pre-

& conslderable amount of
money for property, plans, development and promotion.
Striet application of the enforcement provisions of this
zoning ordinance would obviously constitute a real hardship
upon the owner and quite possibly force abandorment of this
project which if completed would be a great improvement to
the neighborhood and a real asset to the whole community.




D. The variance desired 1s not against the public interest.
The owner 1s 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 cormer. 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




BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS CASE NO.
CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS FILED

APPLICATION FOR VARIANCE
I+ NaMe orF AppLicantPhip F. FARHA

MatLine Aooress PO-Box 25°Y6 [ wip & huGEAS PHonef VLT

NAME oF AuTHor1zED Aent_ i/ A .
MAILING ADDRESS N. B prone_ ¥ A

‘RELATIONBHIP OF APPLICANT TO PROPERTY I8 THAT OF IV ER,
(OWNER; TENANT, LEBBEE, 0THER)

THE vARIANOE RequesTed 18 _2./2.5%0.2

FOR PROPERTY LooATen AT__ (020 V. M AR KE /

AND LEGALLY DEBCRIBED As? 25 ‘af fof 158 amdal of fofs 1é0, K2,
164, /‘6,/65,170,172,274, 75/444/73 arr Market, e God Ferrel/s

iT1er? _+o e it <

IN THE CITY OF WICHITA} AND WHICH 18 PRESENTLY znuan_a_ﬂ__.
(Qi1ve METES AND BOUNDS OEscRIPTION BELOW IF APPROPRIATE) S

THE APPLICANT HEREIN, OR H1B AUTHORIZED AQGENT, ACKNOWLEDGEB!

As THAT HE HAS REGEIVED AN INSTRUCTION SHEET CONCERHING
THE FILING AND HEARING OF THI8 MATTER}

B« THAT HE HAS BEEN ADVISBED OF THE FEE REQU IREMENTB
EBTABL IBHED BY SECTION 2.12,580 oF THE CODE OF THE.
CiTy oF WicHITA (ORDINANCE No. 24-606)3 AND THAT THE
APPROPHIATE FEE |8 HEREWITH TENDERED}

THAT HE HA® BEEN ADVISED OF HIS RIGHT TO APPEAL OF
THE DECIBION OF THE BoARD To THE CiTY CoMMissioN
WITHIN TEN (10) DAYs OF THAT DECIBION}

THAT ALL DOCUMENTS ARE ATTACHED HERETO A8 NOTED IN
PARAGRAPHB 3 AND 4 OF THE INBTRUGTIONB.

%W‘QTJ &N

AUTHORIZED AQGENT

¢t RECEIVED IN OFFICE OF RETARY, BOARD OF ZoNING
gwnu. liRe (A - BET) % = ’ -9_25.

TOQETHER WITH APPROPRIATE FEE OF *50.60.

¥ O
I1GNED ;

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 within 200 feet of the North
6,25 feet of Lot 158, All of Lots 160, 162
16l, 166, 168, 170, 172, 174 and 176 and
178 on Market Street in Hyde & Ferrels Add
to the Citty of Wichita.

And from such examination find that the record owners
thereof are as set opposite the description of the property below, viz:

LOTS STREET ADDI TION OWNER

150 & S 3! Market Hyde & Ferrell's Add. Miles Richardson

152 Leona B. Richardson
e N MecKer

N 22! 152

A1l 15k, 156 " 47 Willis L, Laxley

& S 3/4 158 1%_1117‘5- Katheryn Laxley

N6 1/ 158

A1l 160, 162 H Pnillp F. Farha
161, 16@), 168 Gloria E. Farhs
170, 172, 171“ dlo? £. . Dragl?s
176, & 178

e
180 & 182 Gladys M. Thayera4hﬂ“””

18l & 186 Lewlis M, Reagan
Gabriella O, Reagan
joxe N MRESCT

138 & 190 Dollie Loebsack

O N AIRBET

Les v iy

151 ;1163 Alfred L, Woodill
alahg’u,_: 155 oo oy CLu.U.
N 11! 155 & &?w@n?zﬁw 34&,&‘,
157, 159, 161 Cecelid Conner
& 163 Jo2 5 N IBFLCRET




LOTS STREET ADDITION OWNER
125, 167 & Marke t Hyde & Ferrell's Add. J.A. Hendrickson
169

ToEAN-MA B Rel

1715 A73, 175 1l C/%ar%egﬂl?ichard White

177 & 179 " Lillie Archer

DR N A\TARK &

181 & 183 mﬁm Lola Jeen Belisle
185 * 187 W.0. Jackson
Anna C, Jackson

JOS? N V
189 & 191 Fred R. Michael

[
193 Nellie May Reece
Virgil A Reece

FOCT A AA

ll.;.‘) & 151 BROADWAY Phillip F., Farha
“eol B Ooenias, E

153, 1%5, 15y N Paula Milke Farha
159, 161 ; Toni Kay Farha

B.D. Eddie Farha
Marti Lou Farha

E57 v AAMoY A
163, 165, Leslie leonard DeHaven

Lois Lorene douston
Fos For

Fidelity
Ticts Clay ton Farha
m
ine.

169, 171, Floya G. McClurg

n
]Uﬁz‘ﬂ)’ “Mary Louise McClurg

175 & 177 %ﬂ' L Floyd E. Houston

Lois Hous ton s
§29 Pek

179 & 181 C. Fred Williems

o .
103 & 5 10! Carl H, Kunsemullar W
1

Zella C. Kunsemullar

N 7' 185 all Teachers Ins. & Annuhity,d
187 & 189 abssncia tion. ~“o &w

il & st 1h6 Market Mungers 0,T. 33%1%1!&, Helen Loewen.
| 7
146 & Fractional" ] (ot Miles Richardson
Lot Adj. ,119033%“,,5.,',, Richardson
1h3, 145 & Frac." Lyda E. Barnes?dadd/zdd)
lot adj. Bessie Lou Duggan neoad,

ih3, 145 & 8 Broadway Joe Welch 2 5«9-771&%
10" of Frac, i Serah H, Weleh 4,34

N 22" of Fract, " n Phillip Far'ha.
i Wy /95
Dated at Wichita, Kansas this lith dey of

Nov, 1963 =t 7:00 A.M,
FIDELITY TITL: COMPA NC.
/
6” £ /a’ /! ?

Ne. 57095




PAYMENT NOTICE
Clyy of Wichlta

PAY AT YREASURER'S OFFICE — FIRST FLOOR

-y |
d'g & Blev ————— Blegs————— Blev. Inap. g
Fxom Hees——— — Fhe. TR, Moving. 0
l.lrwA_T__ Mech.——— Ol woll ——— Pav, Citts——
Pl —eoo— ib'g————— Pty Cette——
Ganitation. Bewer. Signt—— Gidewalk——

Strret——————— Trallere———

PRI el B OUTRy [T s

z

Due e e

Vi

i e

Commenis g i ——

|

——
2 ditie L

D\ur__/'__,__'___———“

20M 580




THE Ci1TY OF WICHITA, KANSAS
BCARD OF ZONING AFPEALS
104 SOUTH MAIN
WICHITA 2, KANSAS
ZIP CODE 87202

W}Df\
303W %1 NO SUCH STk

Leslie Leonard DeHaven
RETURN £ P Lois Lorene Houston
i 1o Cleflt Addyogg428 Porter
| WRITER 1951 Wichita, Kansas

o

THE CiTY OF WICHITA, KANSAS
BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS
104 SOUTH MAIN
WICHITA 2, KANSAS
ZIP CODE 67202

NO SUCH iiiveer

] ( Floyd E. Houston
HEP‘;RN . Lois Houston

WRITER

ol St R i s Sl

i
i
!
i




