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September 14, 1965laint George Orthodox Church, Inc.
210 south Walnut
Wichita. Kan*•0

0'intlamens

2Re: BZA 32-65 - Reque,t for Variance
5

We have comploted the preparation of the Resolution adopted by theBeard of Zoning Appials in connection with the above-numbered cae•,
/3which wal heard by the Board on August 24, 1965. which Resolutionham boon signed by th• Chuirman and secretary.

Al indicated in our letter of August 26, 1965. wl are enclosing acopy of thia Re,olution for your information and files. A copy hagallo boon provid•d the contral Inapection Diviiion, and you may nowobtain the appropriat• permit with respect to thi, application fromthi Cintral Inipection Division.
7 5 2219:

12 you have any questions concerning this case, pleame lit u, lm-.
Very truly youra.

Jack H. Galbraith
secretary

'>·izz#2

00: Reets•1Jochema
P. 0. Box 2134

0100 Lytli. Suparintandent
of Central In,piction

Robart Finch
City Cle k

L
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September 14, 1965
Saint George Orthodox Church. Inc.
210 South Walnut

Wichita, Kin,as

Ointlemin:

Rei BZA 32-65 - Requeit for Variance

W• have completed the preparation of the Re,olution adopted by the
Board of zoning Appeals in connection with the above-numbered ca,•,
which wal heard by the Board on August 24, 1965. which Resolution .3-16%6»;

has boon signed by the Chairman and secretary.

Ae indicated in our letter of Auguat 26, 1965, wi are encloging a
copy of this Re,olution for your information and files. A copy has
•180 blen providid the Central Inapiction Divi,lon, and you may now
obtain the appropriat• pormit with reopict to thia application from
the Cantral Inapection Division.

U you have any queations concerning this came. pleame lot us know.

Very truly youri,

Jack H. Galbraith

secretary

00, Re•t:•1Jochom,

P. 0. Box 2134

01- Lytle, Superintondent
of Central Inipiction

Robert Finch

City Clerk

466 1

A

*>-«



Wi
=28

0 0 0
4,

RESOLUTION NO. BZA 32-65

Eis
%44*

A

WHEREAS, SAINT GEORGE ORTHODOX CHURCH, INC.. 210 South

it. Walnut, Wichita, Kansas, by Roetzel Jochems, Attorney, P. 0. Box
2134. Wichita, Kansas. requests a Variance of the 15-foot rear yard

Gf .4-
setback to 9 feet, pursuant to Section 2.12.590.2, Code of the City =,7 ..190==n

4- of Wichita, so that a portion of the required setback area may be 4. I -·

%,3.....
utilized in the expansion of a building, on property zoned "B"
Multiple family, and legally described as:

-*5..ij©

Lots 2, 4, 6, 8, 10 and the vacated alley to the
north of said Lot 10, on Walnut Street in West
Wichita, in the City of Wichita, Sedgwick County,
Kansas, aenerally located on the east side of
walnut Street between Burton and Texas: and

WHEREAS, proper notice as required by ordinance and by
the rules of the Board of Zoning Appeals has been given; and '0

WHEREAS, the Board of Zoning Appeals did, in regular -141·44%
meeting, consider said application on August 24, 1965; and *211*lging.Ijhc *:e'dd:jr'.1.1

1*42

tieF

*i

WHEREAS, the Board of Zoning Appeals determined that it had
proper jurisdiction to consider said request for variance under pro-
visions of Section 2,12,590.2, Code of the City of Wichita, Kansas; and

WHEREAS, the Board of Zoning Appeals has found that the vari-
ance requested arises from such condition which is unique and not
ordinarily found in the same zoning district, and is not created by an M////# t..2 72/*35+*1*

action or actions of the property owner or the applicant, inasmuch as #Aip"<. 0er -4>/'
the property bordering the east side of the north-south alley is ,ef kNO' - : ,)f,t'*RM
zoned "C" Commercial and no rear yard setback is required and. further.
the applicants have contended that the preliminary development plan was
approved by the Central Inspection Division, which preliminary deve- 16 -i:% 4.0 '. f. t:lf 1..»* 4
lopment plan did not show a rear yard setback requirement. Consequently.
detailed architectural plans were prepared on this b asis and a consi- .- ' f :*
derable amount of money was expended in preparing such plans, based :1<# . 7 );30*> 

upon the preliminary approval of the development plan; and ./Al ' .·".Fy
41

»294=:tWHEREAS, the Board of Zoning Appeals has found that the I////*fi ' f·;3322:34/15/I. +
granting of the variance, as approved, would not adversely affect
adjacent property owners or residents inasmuch as no one appeared and
voiced opposition to the request of the applicant; and .../'#f · ..:i¢fJ21

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 property owner represented
inasmuch as the applicants have contended that they will be burdened with
an unnecessary hardship if the variance is not granted in that the
church has expended considerable money in wi . King drawings and architec-
tural fees, based upon the approval of the preliminary development plan
by the City; and

WHEREAS, the Board of Zoning Appeals has found that the vari-

ance desired will not adversely affect the public health, safety, morals,
order, convenience. prosperity or general welfare; and

WHEREAS, the Board of Zoning Appeals has determined that the
variance desired will not be opposed to the general spirit and intent of
Title 28, Code of the City of Wichita, inasmuch as it is the intention

W.,/.9,-

of the church to eventually acquire the adjacent property to the east andSk./1 to have the north-south alley vacated, which will enable them to have
full utilization of the entire south half of the block. and which would

enable them to build up to the edge of the north-south utility easement,
which would very likely be to the edge of the area now included in the

alley.

.yartWINg?I.I."-Ill-
· > · 07·t'.·tpy»A...4 f.-b r...,
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WHEREAS, each of the five 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 of Wichita, that the request for a variance of
the rear yard setback requirement from 15 feet to 9 feet, on property
legally described as follows:

Lots 2,4, 6, 8, 10 and the vacated alley to the
north of said Lot 10. on Walnut street in West
Wichita, in the City of Wichita, Sedgwick County,
Kansas, generally 1 neated on the east qi de of
Walnut Street between Burton and Texas,

be approved.

DATED AT WICHITA, KANSAS this 24th day of August. 1965.

Harold Bauer, Chairman

Jack#. Galbraith, Secretary

*5*23.
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Augumt 26. 1965

laint George Oirthodo* Church. In.
210 South Walnut

Varlance

Ihis 1, toodvia• you that at ite regular -,ting of August 24. 1*GS.
Your requist for a variance of th. rmar yard tback requir-int
trom 15 2-t to 9 2-t. 06 property located generally on th• •ast
lid' 02 Walat Stillt b.twiln In.. and Bu:ton.

It was the action of the Board to app,ovi your request.

Siation 2.12.610 02 th• Code of thi City 02 Wichita pcovid- that
thi d-Uion of thi loard of Zoning Appeal, ahall be final unli,
At ts ap,•iled to the Di•trict Court of sidgwick County to deter-
mine the re,=onablen-, 02 any such ordix or ditormination.

ff i

A r-olution •Efictuating thi action of the Board will bi mailed
m- 02 th• loardot Zoning Appells.

gy=9

Il you have an, q-,tio:w about this mattor, pl-I lat us know.
Vory sincirely youri.

3€%¢1Jae* H. Galbraith

*gE€
ce: Reet-1 Jocham'

1- 2134

02 Contral Inpeation

L,



SECRETARN °S REPORT

CASE NO. BFA 32-65

APPLICANT: Saint George Orthodox Churche Inc-. 210 South Walnut

AGENT: Roetzel Jochems, Box 2134

REQUEST: A variance pursuant to Section 2.12.590.2, Code of the

City of Wichitar to reduce the rear yard se·tback of 15 feet to

9 feet.

ARATERAL LOCATION: East side of Walnut be·tween Texas and Burton

ZONING: Zoning on subject property and 20 the south and west is "B" e
To the north and east is "C"

LAND USE: Existing on subj ect property - vacant v To the north is
J:Sti¢t·

the church; to the west is park area and south and east is
residential

aUBIaDICPIQI

The Board has jurisdiction to consider ·che variance request under

the provisions outlined under Section 2.12.590. Code of the City of 419£» '.

f44 Wichita. The Board may grant the variance request when all five of

, the following conditions can be found to exise.

a' That the variance requested arises from such candi-

tion which is unique te the property in question

and which is not ordinarily found in the same zone
or district; and'is not created by an action or
actions o. wie property owner or ·the applicant;

b) Thai: the graining of the permit for the variance
will not adversely affect the rights of adjacent-

proparty owners or residents:

c) That the strict application of the provisions of
Title 28 of which variance j.s requested will con-

stituke unnecessary hardship upon the property
owner represented in the applicat ion;

d) That the variance desired will not adversely affect
the public health. safety, moral'- . Order , convenience;

prosperity, or general welfare; and

4:72*
624%56 e) That granting the variance desired will not be opposed

to the general spirit and intent of Title 28 (Zoning
Ordinance' .

49%4

2 1 1
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Page 2 - Secretary's Report
Case No. BZE 32-65

IEEE: The new Kansas legisla:ion relating to the Board
of Zoning Appeals provides that all five of tile fore-
going conditions mus-t be found to exist before a
variance may be granted. The ma jor changes were made
in items a . and e. above.

*.f,31

GEMERAL COMMENT

In this specific instance: the applicants are proposing to cc.™
struct a new church building at the northeast corner of Walnut and
Burton Streets. The existing church facility is located at the
southeast Corner Of Walnut and Texas.

,*Ar=.4,-·

*42

.It was stated by the architec·: for the applicant that at the
·time the pre liminarv plans were submitted to the central Inspection

5 Office. they were approved, showing approximately a 9-foot setback
from the center line of the alley, whereas 15 feet is reauired e
However, in checking this matter with the Central Insnection Officer
it was determined ·that when the preliminary plans were submit·ted,
it was the in-tent of the applicants to vacate the north-south alley
(east of the church) r and to acquira some additional property to the
east of the alley,· which would be utilized for off-street parking. l/Ltta*%4*2jZ(#1P1i/M
If the church had proceeded to do what they had indicated they would .i'*aFJiAreWiiiiiI-
dod ·the preliminary plans would have been in full compliance with -the
ordinance, providing the property 20 the east had been acquired.
However, the church has not prbaeeded to vacate the north-south allay. ,4 ,2%6(*,4' .',Ij,WillVIso a 15-foot rear yard setback from the center line of the. alley is .=LM Ar-}72·2426·'*1*Ft¥

required.

r?NIOUENESS

2%"ihy The applicant contends that this case is somewhat unique inas-
much as the "C" Ccmmercial zoning bordering the east side of the
north-south alley does not require a 15·-foot se·tback„ (bIo rear yard
setback is required in the "C" Commercial District J The Secretary
is of the opinion that ·:he rea.son submit·ted by the applican-2 is not
sufficient justification for uniqueness inasmuch as throughout the
City, commercial zones have been encouraged to back into residential
zones, rather than front into them.

Pwk jet

The applicant must show chat the varlance reques·:ed arises from
such condition which is unique ·to th<3 property and which is not
ordinarily found in the same zone or district e and was not created by
action of the property owner or applicant. In this case, there appears
to be nothing which is physically uniqua about the properth It
would appear that if any uniqueness does exist, it was created by an
action on the park of the applicant.met

390.3
4•*/Ir-349&13,

I L 1,5*21

EFUZE*
1447
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» Page 3 - Se,cre·zary T Report

Case Noo BZA 32-65

Specifically, ·the architect for the applicants should have
7 1

been aware of the rear yard setback requirement in the '93" MultipleFamily District at the time the. preliminary plans were drawn. The
.=649# 4.1.E
/**3·909 <Y-/.,

City should not be obligated to provide relief for property owners
.**1+C.'Li.14,0 'Ca

in cases where the enforcement provisions of the ord irlance 21:re mir
el,72. '14 + 7 24/'Im

read or, as in this case o the architect was evidently not, aware of the F •· e.<

rear yard setback requirement. On the other hande the applicants have 1contended that the preliminary plans for ·the proposed addition 20 thechurch were approved by ·the Cenitral Inspection Office showing a 9'"foat *.setback from the carter line of the alley, If the contention of theapplicant is correct . 12 could bs debated that this situation aroseout of an action by the City rather than tha property cwner.                -'1# -,jjd,A.-

' a. UP

97 rel
·Af:

Imll ADJACENT- EZOPEEZI
yi:2 -., i:il t:3

It is the opinion 02 the Secretary that the adjacent propGartycwners to the sas: will not be adversely affected 12 the variance is
granted .

I

1ZABDEEZE

The applicants ha·ve contended that ·they would be burdened with an unnecessary hardship if the variance is nci: granted . in ·that -thechurch has expended a considerable sum of money for working drawingsand architect fees o based upon the approval of ·:he pre].iminary dave··-
lopment plan by ·the City.

t·=4 ./ »L•».- .i ./£' 4 .50 .2...f.:Ir  . le,6,

Againe it should be pointed out thai- approval of the preliminarv
plan was given on :he basis that ·the north-south alley· would bevacated by the church, and the church would acquire the ad jacen: to the east. Consequentlyu the hardship involved is sM].f- -imposed and could best be allevia·ted by the church carrying throughwith their original plans to vacate the alley and acquire additional

22UL'LC„INWEREST.

e€Qi. J .:. 'F:k.4.-1.i /:. 3?Joi.

.*06·.1.41*641=

.

liz 4..t

It is the opinion of the Secretary that the granting 0£ the
variance will in no way adversely affect tha public interest.
fl#-2,2..=,Spaa.:An-IhIZE2 #im

It is the opinion of the Secretary that -Zhe grantiag of thewiriance would not be in keeping with the spirit and intent of the
fi.

Ordinance, inasmuch as the Ordinance, as it relates to variancase was ...
r.8

to provide relief for those persons who, if required to comply with )%=i.

the strict application of the enforcement provisions of the Ordinancas
..r'./£/

would be burdened with an unnecessary hardship. Again.. a hardship M./8 3-

may exist in this instance : however, the Ordinance clearly states
.--8 . te,
' %**i
mi Alt
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Page 4 - Secretaryps Report r

Case Noo BEA 32-65

that it cannot arise from a situation which was created bv the
property owner°s own actiono However, if it can be deterained
that the variance request was necessitated by an action on ehe
part of the City, (by approval of the Dreliminary develonment
plan with the rear yard setback violation) then Dossiblv a hard-
ship could be found to exist

0

Based upon the foregoing comments, it is the recommendation
of the Secretary that all five conditions necessary to the grant,ng
of a variance cannot be found to exist and, therefore, it is
recommended thai: the variance request be denied o

Attachment #1 - Statement of Justification
submitted by the applican·t

4
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SECRETARY'S REPORT

CASE NO_ BZA 32-65

AERLICANY: Saint George Orthodox Church, Inc., 210 South Walnut
421.

AGENT: Roetzel Jochems, Box 2134

REQUEST: A variance pursuant to Section 2.12.590.2, Code of the
City of Wichita, to reduce the rear yard setback of 15 feet to
9 feet,

GENERAL T.OCATTM: East side of Walnut between Texas and Burton

ZONING: Zoning on subject property and to the south and west is "B".
To the north and east is "C"

LAND_USE: Existing on subject property - vacant. To the north is
the church; to the west is park area, and south and east is
residential.

The Board has jurisdiction to consider the variance request under
the provisions outlined under Section 2.12.590. Code of the City of
Wichita. The Board may grant the variance request when all five of 4,2</4

the following conditions can be found to exist:

a) That the variance requested arises from such condi-
tion which is unique to the property in question 2 .·.·&43 ·

and which is not ordinarily found in the same zone
or district; and is not created by an action or
actions of al,L _ 'iyowner or the applicant;

b) That the granting of the permit for the variance
will not adversely affect the rights of adjacent
property owners or residents;

c) That the strict application of the provisions of
Title 28 of which variance is requested will con-
stitute unnecessary hardship upon the property
owner represented in the application;

d) That the variance desired will not adversely affect
the public health, safety, morals, order, convenience,
prosperity, or general welfare; and

e) That granting the variance desired will not be opposed
to the general spirit and in€ent of Title 28 (Zoning
Ordinance)

L
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Page 2 - Secretary' s R(.port
Case No. BZA 32-65

NOTE: The new Kansas legislation relating to the Board
of Zoning Appeals provides that all five of the fore-
going conditions must be found to exist before a
variance may be granted. The major changes were made
in items a. and e. above.

LUOW/JU/L.1+JIZUREZ

In this specific instance, the applic ints are proposing to con-
struct a new church building at the northeast corner of Walnut and
Burton Streets. The existing church facility is located at the
southeast corner of Walnut and Texas.

It was stated by the architect for the applicant that at the
time the preliminary plans were submitted to the Central Inspection
Office, they were approved, showing approximately a 9-foot setback
from the center line of the alley, whereas 15 feet is required.
However, in checking this matter with the Central Inspection Office,
it was determined that when the preliminary plans were submitted,
it was the intent of the applicants to vacate the north-south alley
(east of the church), and to acquire some additional property to the
east of the alley, which would be utilized for off-street parking.
If the church had proceeded to do what they had indicated they would
do, the preliminary plans would have been in full compliance with the
ordinance, providing the property to the east had been acquired,
However, the church has not proceeded to vacate the north-south alley,
so a 15-foot rear·yard setback from the center line of the alley is
required.

ImQJ,Imma

The applicant contends that this case is somewhat unique inas-
much as the "C" Commercial zoning bordering the east side of the
north-south alley does not require a 15-foot setback. (No rear yard
setback is required in the 1, C. Commercial District.} The Secretary
is of the opinion that the reason submitted by the applicant is not
sufficient justification for uniqueness inasmuch as throughout the
City, commercial zones have been encouraged to back into residential
zones, rather than front into them.

The applicant must show that the variance requested arises from
such condition which is unique to the property and which is not
ordinarily found in the same zone or district, and was not created by
action of the property owner or applicant. In this case, there appears
to be nothing which is physically anique about the property. It
would appear that if any uniqueness does exist, it was created by an
action on the part of the applicant.

.pl./.. L-
i0011

>4,£'
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Page 3 - secretary's Report Came No. BZA 32-65

IG

Specifically. the architect for the applicants should have
& 08»61 -'been aware of the rear yard setback requirement in the "B" Multiple

Family District at the time the preliminary plans were drawn, The
City should not be obligated to provide relief for property owners
in cases where the enforcement provisions of the ord inance are mis-
read or. as in this case. the architect was evidently not aware of the
rear yard setback requirement. On the other hand. the applicants have
contended that the preliminary plans for the proposed addition to the
church were approved by the Central Inspection Office showing a 9-foot
setback from the center line of the alley. If the contention of the
applicant is correct, it could be debated that this situation arose
out of an action by the City rather than the property owner.
81118IZ-„22¤222

It is the opinion of the Secretary that the adjacent property
owners to the east will not be adversely affected if the variance is
granted,

HABUGHLE

The applicants have contended that they would be burdened with
an unnecessary hardship if the variance is not granted. in that the
church has expended a considerable sum of money for working drawings
and architect fees, based upon the approval of the preliminary dave-
lopment plan by the City.

Again, it should be pointed out that approval of the preliminary
plan was given on the basis that the north-south alley would be
vacated by the church, and the church would acquire the adjacent
property to the east. Consequently, the hardship involved is self-
imposed and could best be alleviated by the church carrying through
with their original plans to vacate the alley and acquire additional
property.

PURLIC INT*BEEZ

9.1.442?*42

''.

It is the opinion of the Secretary that the granting of the i
variance will in no way adversely affect the public interest.

i

It is the opinion of the Secretary that the granting of thi variance would not be in keeping with the spirit and intent of the
ordinance. inasmuch as the Ordinance, as it relates to variances, was
to provide relief for those persons who, if required to comply with
the strict application of the enforcement provisions of the Ordinance,
would be burdened with an unnecessary hardship. Again. a hardship
may exist in this instance, however, the Ordinance clearly states

Egjj '.-. ..4?14 '16:7, 3 .»»6=.4
p .- .s,-4*AWA#*YACU :

.*+A.443.36,
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Page 4 - Socretary's Report

Case No. BZA 32-65

that it cannot arise from a situation which was created by the
property owner's own action. However, if it can be determined
that the variance request was necessitated by an action on the
part of the City, (by approval of the preliminary development
plan with the rear yard setback violation) then possibly a hard-

121·2*jitship could be found to exist.

Based upon the foregoing comments, it is the recommendation
of the Secretary that all five conditions necessary to the granting
of a variance cannot be found to exist and, therefore, it is
recommended that the variance request be denied.

Attachment #1 - Statement of Justification
submitted by the applicant

94335%
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Room 402 City Building Anneic
104 South Main

Wichitao Kansas

August 6, 1965

8-0-212-11 1,9 An:TOINING PROPERTY ON El ERS

Case No. BZA 32-65

, 'ARY An application has been :Ziled by Saint Woorge Orthodox Church, Inc: ,
4.4

210 South Walnut, Wichitar Kansase by Roetzel Jochems, Attorney. Box

21340 Wichita, Kansaso Pursuant TO Sle'dion 2.12-590. Code of thit City of

Wichitar requesting a .variance of the rear yard ie.*ack raqukement of

15 feet to a rear yard Betback requirement of 9 feet e on property

zoned "B" and legally described as follows:

:;9.9%£ Lots 2p , 6, 8, 10 and the vacated alley to the
nortn of said Lot 3.0 on Walnut Str ist .in Wes:
Wichita o in the City or Wichitan Sedgwick Coun·cy,

Glnera lly located on -1-be Gast- s:Ads of.:da.1!:mt. Stlc.eat

This applicatien has been ass;ignad Case hoo BEA 32 65„ and will

be considered by rae Board of Zoning Apneals at i·cs meeting on Tja-a.giey,

Auguali.2,4,4...1265-8%146# in Room 401. C.i.ry Building Annex. 104 South

Maine Wichitae Kansase at which time you may appear p if you so desirep
A

either in person or by agent or attorneye

Jack H. Galbraith

secretary

JEG:bar

4.

-4:4*12& · 17
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noaRI1_£NLA*Na.ARREMa 30Room 402 City Building Annex
104 South Main

Wichita, Kansas

August 6, 1965

N O g T r R g:,g A D JOIN ING PROPERTY OWNERS

Case No. BZA 32-65
1%45'.. I:...

An application has been filed by Saint George Orthodox Church, Inc.,

210 South Walnut, Wichita, Kansas, by Roetzel Jochems, Attorney. Box

2134. Wichita, KANSAS, PURSUANT TO S .Ction 2.12.590. Code of the City of

Wichita, requesting a Yariance of the rear yard set ack requirement of

15 feet to a rear yard setback requirement of 9 feet, on property

zoned "B" and legally described as follows:

Lots 2, 4, 6, 8. 10 and the vacated alley to the
north of said Lot 10, on Walnut Street in West
Wichita, in the City of Wichita, sedgwick County,
Kansas.

fl•nerally inrated on the east Aide of Walnut Street

This application has been assigned Case No. BZA 32-65, and will
Af*

be considered by the Board of Zoning Appeals at its meeting on inlandau.

anrm.+ 7,1. 1969. at 7 n. m. in Room 401 City Building Annex, 104 South

Main, Wichita, Kansas, at which time you may appear, if you so desire,
492 .

either in person or by agent or attorney.

Jack H. Galbraith
Secretary

JHG:bar

09-2

**4tl +
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BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS ,CASE NO.

6. .4*1 CITY OF WICHITA KANSAS FILED

1

II

Name of Applicant 02,1-„ #eu,Le v„,uuu, Church, Inc .

Mailing Address 210 Southalnut, Wichita Phone AM 7-8122

Name, of Authorized Agentioetzel Jochems

Mailing Address Boic 2134, Wichita, Kansas 67201 Phone AM 2-8444

Relationship of applicant to property is that of owner.

(owner, tenant, lessee, other)

The variance requested is a dispensation from the 15' Apt- hArk f,·.m
the center of the alley which runs in a north-south direction at the
rear (east) end of the proposed building. so as to permit construction
with a set back of nine feet two inches (9'2") from the center of the
alley.

for property located on Walnut Street between Burton Street at the :

south and Texas Avenue at the north

and legally described as: Lots 2. 4. 6, 8. 10 and the vacated alley 0*
to the north of said Lot 10. on Walnut Street in West Wirhirm - - -

in the City of Wichita; and which is presently zoned tf

(Give mates and bounds description below if appropriate),

III. The applicant herein, or his authorized agent, acknowledges:

a. That he has received an instruction sheet concerning the

33

filing and hearing of this matter;
2,42

b. That he has been advised of the fee requirements established
by Section 2.12.580 of the Code of the City of Wichita
(Ordinance No. 24-606);'and that the appropriate fee is here-
with tendered;

c. That he has been advised of his right to appeal of the deci- 10., . M
j : * ?223* wp..·w.

sion of the Board to the City Commission within ten (10) ' : -> 1 se@*?194Ay,

days of that decision;

d. That all documents are attached hereto as noted in paragraphs
3 and 4 of the instructions. 1

1 SAINT GEORGE ORTHODOX
CHURCH, INC.

Applicant

By/.r-
VAuthq,)iz* Agent1

OFFICE MR ONLY: Received irk office of Secretary, Board of Zoning Appeals,
9,80 '(gg> - P.m.), U#i.....t 45- , 19.66 , together with

appropriate fee of $50.00. '

I 9/I« 1-,Aw g«
T9-402 Signed

39. Af

r 41 J

. 9
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STATEMENT JUSTIFYING VARIANCE REQUESTED

Applicant submits that the variance requested meets all 7 · 27, .,LIE..4.1
44the conditions required by the jurisdiction section of the

ordinance in that

(a) Contiguous zoning does not require the 15' set

back;

(b) No neighborhood rights are being adversely

affected;

(c) Strict application of the set back requiranent

would work unnecessary hardship upon the applicant because of

great expenditures already made in working drawings and architect

fees, all with the knowledge and concurrence of the Building

Department of the City of Wichita; and

(d) The variance has no relation to public health,

safety, morals, etc.

it



t,?M

rae -

*:44. .ifff

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

All propertv within 200 feet of
Lots 2, 4, 6, 9, and 10 and the
Vacateded Alley Adjoining lot 10
on V.:alnut Street in West Wichita.

0%*% R. 4
4494

ig#44*
*i#:49'

And from such examination find that the record owners

thereof are as set opposite the description of the property below, viz:
Lots Streets Addition Owner

2 '· 6 8 Walunt West Wichita St. Gear·ge Orthodox Church
10 & Vac Alley

Inc.

A fu obert S. Sloan
1,3, 5, & S Handle y
26 ft Lot 7

N 22* ft Lot 7 " )2)St. George Orthodox Church
Inc.

All Lot 9

City of WichitaLots 10, 12, 14 , Texas
16, 18, 20 St. George Orthodox Churc-1

Inc.22, 24, 26, 26, 30
I

32, 34, 36, 38, 40 "
Flinnie Stevens

3$

/9-be

.,43!, 4,



22,24 412

'Ak,ty.

Lots Addi t ion Owne r

2,4,6,8 Stanton's Add Test Side Baptist Church

North 125 fat;
11 Thomas Merle Dobbin

of Res. B&C

Lots 17 & 19 Thursey Hunters A d.  F.H. Kellogg
·De un L AS

Lots 21, 22, & 25 4 Fred M. Farmer

Tr in SM'* 20-27 -lE John F. Stafford

Eeg 58 ft W NW cor Lot 25 ChristinaV. Stafford

Thursey Hunt ers Add, W 50 f t
S 125 fit, E 50 ft, N 125 ft
to Eeg.

Tr in SW* 20-27-lE, fle 185 ft  Opal Owens
N of SW cor Lot 1 Thursey Hunters 9/2.MA,/47
Add, N 150 ft, W 55 ft S 150 E
55 f t to R ec.

Dated at Uichita, Kansas ·his
6©DS& 5th day of Aurust 1965

FIDELITY TITLE COL!PANY IN)
Ll

fl
V.F.69920

't



.7341

FORM 223·021 PAYMENT NOTICE
City of Wichita

PSY AT mEASURER' S OFFICE - FIRST FLOOR
Bldg & glev, Elec. El ev. In 1!p.

Hae. Mvr. Hse. Moving Licie. Mach.

ott Well P... 011:8 ap Plb, Cert.

Sani tation Sewer B!,ui8 Sidewalk

Street Trailer

DESCRIPTION AMOUNT

N=ne

Address
j

£i

D·pe Due Date

Coments

Date

669

L

-1


