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WHEREARS, Kenneth V. and Mary J. Brown, 3802 East
Central, Wichita, Kansas, by J. Edward Taylor, Attorney, 3333
East Central, Wichita, Kansas, pursuant to Section 2,12,.590,
Code of the City of Wichita, Kansas, have requested a variance
to permit the employment of additional personnel in the office
presently existing in the dwelling in connection with a home
occupation, on property legally described as follows:

Lots 37 and 39, Block H, Prospect Hill Addition,
in the City of Wichita, Sedgwick County, Kansas.
e the ide t

between Roogevelt and Bluff; 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 24, 1964; and

WHEREAS, the Board of Zoning Appeals has found that the
request for variance arises from a condition which is found to be
unique and not ordinarily found in the same zoning district inas-
much as it is recognized that this particular area along Central
will most likely be redeveloped for median density residential and low
intensity office type uses and, further, his request is somewhat
unique inasmuch as the Planning Commission and the governing body
cannot approve zoning subject to any conditions, whereas the Board
of Zoning Appeals can impose such conditions as it deems necessary
to help protect the adjacent properties and the city at large; 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 owners inasmuch as adequate controls
will be exercised to help protect the adjacent properties; and

WHEREAS, the Board of Zoning Appeals has found that the
strict application of the enforcement provisions of the zoning ordi-
nance will constitute unnecessary hardship upon the applicant be-
causeat the present time a lot of the applicant's work must be
farmed out or turned down because he is not allowed to hire an
additional employee; 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 of Wichita, that the variance requested bes ap-
proved and the Superintendent of Central Inspection be authorized to
issue the appropriate permit subject to the following conditions:

1. The applicant, Mr. Kenneth V. Brown, shall be allowed
to hire one full time employee and one part time
employee outside of his own immediate family.




There shall be no outward change in the single family
home which will in any way increase the space now
devoted to the architecture business. However, the
applicant may be granted permits for the expansion of
his single family home as long as the proposed expan-
sion conforms in all respects to the Code of the City
of Wichita, and as long as the proposed expansion is
not used to increase the area now devoted to the
architecture business.

The applicant shall submit a plot plan to the Traffic
Engineer, which plan shall show an off-street parking
layout providing for three off-street parking spaces.
This parking plan shall be approved by the Traffic
Engineer prior to the time that an occupancy permit is
issued.

ADOPTED AT WICHITA, KANSAS, this 24th day of November,

Harold Bauer, Chairman

m\,.x Bt ol

Jack ﬂ Galbraith, Secretary
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Mr, J. Edward Toylor, Jr., Attorney
3333 Bast Central
Wichita, Kansas

Dear Mr. Taylor:
Re: Case No., BZA 50-64

On November 25, 1964, we advised you that the Board of Zoning Ap~
peals had approved subject application for a variance to permit
enmployment of outside personnel in a home occupation located generally
on the north side of Central in an area between Roosevelt and Bluff,
such approval being subject to several conditions,

We also advised that the Board's decision might be appsaled tc the

City commission provided that such appeal was filed on or before
Decenmber 4, 1964, The City Clerk has advised that no appeal was
£iled on or before that date, 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,

Jack H., Galbraith
Secretary

JHG sJWH sber

Attachment

cc: Kenneth V, Brown, 3802 East Central
Glen Lytle, Superintendent of Central Inspection
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Room 402 City Building Annex
104 South Main
Wichita,Kansas

Hovembexr 5, 1964

891 5LE L0 ADJQINING R2ROPERIX ONNERS

Case Mo, BZR 50-54
An application has been filed by Renneth V. and Mary J, Brown,

3802 East Central, Wichita,Kansas, by J. Edward Taylor, Jr,, Attorney,
3333 East Central, Wichita, Kansas, pursuant to Section 2,112,520, Code
of the City of Wichita, requesting a Variance o permit the employment
of additional personnel in the office presenily e::iakingﬂin”eh dwelling
in connection with a home occupattion, on properiy zone
m;biatzict, and legally described as follows:

Lots 37 and 39, Block H, Prospect Hiil Addizion,

in the City of Wichita, Sedgwick County, Kansas,
Gaix 2 p_the ne de of Cenixa

oD

This application has been assigned Case Ho, BZA 50~64, and

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

Room 401 City Building Annex,
104 south Main, Wichita, Kansas, at which time you may appear, i€ you

so desive, eithex in person or by agent or attorney,

Jack H. Galbraith
Secretary




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

November 5, 1964

oIl CE I0 ARJUOINING RROPERZIX QOWNRERS

Case No, BZA 50-~64
An application has been filed by Kenneth V, and Mary J, Brown,

3802 East Central, Wichita,Kansas, by J. Edward Taylor, Jr,, Attorney,
3333 East Central, Wichita, K.ansas, pursuant to Section 2,122,590, Code
of the city of Wichita, requesting a Variance to peimit the employment
of additional personnel in the office presently existing in the dwelling
in connection with a home occupation, on property zone "AA" One Family
Dwelling District, and legally described as follows:

Lots 37 and 39, Block H, Prospect Hill Addition,

in the City of wichita, Sedgwick County, Kansas,

This application has been assigned case No, BZA 50-64, and
will be considered by the Board of Zoning Appeals at its meeting on
Room 401 city Building Annex,

%y Wichita, Kansas, at which time you may appear, if you

so desire, either in person or by agent or attorney,

Jack H, Galbraith
Secretary
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CASE _NO. BZA 50-64
ARRLICANT: Kenneth V., and Marxry J. Brown, 3802 East Central
AGENT: J, Edward Taylor, 3233 E.st Central
REOQUEST: Vuriance pursuant zo Section 2,12,590 of the Code of the
City of Wichita, to permit the employment of additional pergonnel
in the office presently existing in the dwelling in conrnection

with a home occupation on property zoned "A" Two family dwelling.

O: cGenerally located at the northeast covner of
Central and Roosevelt.

IAND USE: Property in question - “A"
North - "A® :
Bast =~ "pv
South - "aa®
West - A"

o = e o A RORRE 0

ZONING: Property in question ~ Single fam
North =~ Single family
Bast =~ Single family
South ~ Single family
West =~ 8Single family

e

b, 2, BN

The Board of Zoning Appeals has jurisdiction to consider the
variance request under the provisions as outlined under Section
2.12.590 of the Code of the City of wichita, The Board may grant
the variance reguest when all four of the following conditions are
found to exisi

1. That the variance desired arises f£rom such condition
which is unigue and which is not oxdinarily found in
the same zoning district,

That the granting of the permit for the variance will
not adversely affect the rights of adjacent property
owners or raesidents.

That the strict application of the enforcement provisions
of the zoning ordinance 1 constitute unnecessary hard~
ship upon the property owner represented in the appeal.

That the variance desired will not advers ly affect the pub-
lic health, safety, morals, oxder, convenience, prosperity
or general welfare,
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Page 2 - Secretary's Report
Case No. BZA 50~64

A statement of justification and plot plan are included as
Attachments #1 and #2 to this report,

HISTORY :

The applicant had originally applied for a change ia zoning
from "A" Two family to “BB" Office District zoning., Bowever, the
Planning Conmission recomcended to the City Commission thai the
zone change be denied. The applicant then withdrew the mone change
from further consideration and #iled en application for the variance
herein requested.

The applicants' primary reason for wanting the change in zoning
was 80 that he could hire an additional employee for his architec-
ture business which he ig presently conducting in his home under the
home occupaticn clause of the ordinance., As the Board is well aware,
the home occupation clause of the ordinance does not permit the
employment of anyone outside of the immediate family occupying the
premises,

Approximately a year ago the Board granted a similar request at
the northeast cornex of Fountdn and Centxal, vhere a dentist was
proposing €0 construct a ney home and had aslked pexmission to hire
outgide employment. Tho Board granted this particular request
inasmuch as it was the reccmmendation of the Secretary that the

reques. be approved since the gtaff had made a study of Central from
Hillside to Oliver, which study indicated that this particular area
should eventually be redevelopad £or median density residential and
office uses. However, it was also pointed out that thin area should
not ke rezoned until such time ag the new zoning oxdinance had been
adopted inasmuch as the new ordinance would contain adequate provisions
and controls for guality office uses,

UNIQUENESS

The Secretary is of the opinion that this request is somewhat
unigue inasmuch as it is recognised that this particular arca along
Central will most likely be redevalopad for median density residential
and low intensity office type uses. This request ia also somewhat
unique inasmuch as the Planning Commission and the governing body
cannot approve szoning subject ©o any conditions, whereas the Board
of Zoning Appsals can impose such conditions as it deems necessary
to help protect the adjacent properties and the community at large,

ADJACENT PROPERTY

It is the opinion of the Secretary that if adegquate controls
are exercised, the granting of the variance will have no ‘adverse
affects on the adjacent property owners. :
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Page 3 ~ Secretary's Report
Case No, BZA 50-64

EARDSHIPE

The attorney for the applicant has indicated that there will
be no outwaxd change in the appearance of the single family home as
it now exists, From viewing the property, it is readily apparent that
there is very little room for off~strect parking., However, if the
applicant is allowed to hire one additional employee, the applicant
could park his car in the garage and the employee could park his car
in front of the garage, which could allaviate the off-gtreet parking
problem, :

It is the gecretary’s opinion that the appl’. ant would be burdened
with an unnecessary hardship if ¢ha variance is not granted, because
at the present time a lot of the applicant's work must be farmed out
or turned down because he is not a2llowed 0 hire an additional employee,

BUBLIC, INTEREST

It is the opinion of the Secretary that the granting of the vari-
ance should in no way adversely affect the public interest,

RECOMMENDATION

Baged upon the foregoing review of this case, it is the recom-
mendation of the Secretary that all four conditions nRecessary to
the granting of a variance can be found to exist, Therefore, it is
recommended that the variance be granted, subjeet to the following
conditions:

1. The applicart, Mr. Kenneth V, Brown, shall be allowed to
hire one full time employce outside of his own immediate
family,

There shall be no outward change in the single £z2mily home
which will in any way increase the space now devoted to the
architecture business, However, the applicant may be granted
permits £or the expansion of his single family home as long
as the proposad expansion conforms in all respects to the
Code of the city of Wichita, and as long g the proposed ex-
pansion is not used to increase the azea now devoted to the
azchitecture business,

Attachments #)l ~ Statement of Justification
#2 ~ Plot Plan




Mz, J, Bdward Taylor, Jr., Attorney
3333 Bast Central
Wichita, Kansas

Dear Mr, Taylor:
Re: Case No, BEA 50~64

This is to advise you that at its regular meeting of November 24,
1964, the Board of Zoning Appeals of the City of Wichita, considered
your request fur a variance to permit employment of outaside per—
soansl in connection with the home occupation existing in the dwelling
located genexally on the north side of Central in an area betwesn
Roogevelt and Bluff,

It was the action of the Board of Zoning Appeals to approve your
roquast, subject to the following conditions:

1. The applicant, }r, Kennath V, Brown, shall be allowed to

hire one full time employee and one part time employee
outside of his own immediate family,

2, There ghall be no outward change in the single family home
vhich will in any way increase the space now devoted to the
architecture business, However, the applicant may be
granted parmits for the expansion of his single family home
as long as the proposed expansion conforms in all respects
to the Code of the City of wichita, and as long as the pro-
posed expansion is not used to increase the area now devoted
to the architecture business,

3. The applicant shall submit a2 plot plan to the Traffic Engineer,
vhich plan shall show an off-strest parking layout providing
for three off-streat parking spaces, This parking plan shall
be spproved by the Traffic Engineer prior to the tims that an
occupancy permit is issuad,




W Tl brest

H, Galbraith

truly yours,

Sa

il

JHG WJUN thex
Kennoth f.
3802 Bast Central
Robert G, Finch
city Clerk
Glen Lytle, Suparintendent
af Central Inspection




APBLICANT: Kenneth V, and Mary J, Brown, 3802 East Central
AGENT: J. Edward Taylor, 3333 East Central

REQUEST: Variance pursuant to Section 2,112,590 of the Cede of the
city of Wichita, to permit the employment of additional personnel
in the office presently existing in the dwelling in connection
with a home occupation on property zoned "A" Two family dwelling,

: Generally located at the northeast corner of
Central and Roosevelt,

LAND USE: Property in qguestion - "A"
North - "A"
East - "aA"
South - "AA"
West - "A"

ZONING: Property in guestion - Single family
North - Single family
East - Single family
south - Single family
West - Single family

JURISDICTION

The Board of Zoning Appeals has jurisdiction to consider the
variance request under the provisions as outlined under Section
2,12,590 of the code of the City of Wichita., The Board may grant
the variance request when all four of the following conditions are
found to exist:

1. That the variance desired arises from such condition
which is unique and which is-not ordinarily founi in
the same zoning district.

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

That the strict application of the enforcement provisions
of the zoning ordinance will constitute unnecessary hard-
ship upon the property owner represented in the appeal.

That the variance desired will not adversely affect the pub-
lic health, safety, morals, order, convenience, prosperity
or general welfare,




Page 2 - Secretary's Report
Case No, BZA 50-64

A statement of justification and plot plan are included as
Attachments #1 and #2 to this report.

HISTORY :

The applicant had originally applied for a change in zoning
from "A" Two family to "BB" Office District zoning, However, the
Planning Commission recommended to the City Commission that the
zone change be denied, The applicant then withdrew the zone change
from further consideration and filed an application for the wvariance
herein requested,

The applicants' primary reason for wanting the change in zoning
was so that he could hire an additional employee for his architec-
ture business which he is presently conducting in his home under the
home occupation clause of the ordinance, As the Board is well aware,
the home occupation clause of the ordinance does not permit the
employment of anyone outside of the immediate family occupying the
premises,

Approximately a year ago the Board granted a similar request at
the northeast corner of Fountdn and Central, where a dentist was
proposing tc construct a new home and had asked permission to hire
outside employment, The Board granted this particular request
inasmuch as it was the recommendation of the Secretary that the
request be approved since the staff had made a study of Central from
Hillside to Oliver, which study indicated that this particular area
should eventually be redeveloped for median density residential and
office uses, -However, it was also pointed out that this area should
not be rezoned until such time as the new zoning ordinance had been
adopted inasmuch as the new ordinance would contain adequate provisions
and controls for quality office uses,

UNIQUENESS

The Secretary is of the opinion that this request is somewhat
unique inasmuch as it is recognized that this particular area along
Central will most likely be redeveloped for median density residential
and low intensity office type uses, This request is also somewhat
unique inasmuch as the Planning Commission and the governing body
cannot approve zoning subject to any conditions, whereas the Board
of Zoning Appeals can impose such conditions as it deems necessary
to help protect the adjacent properties and the community at large,

ADJACENT PROPERTY

It is the opinion of the Secretary that if adequate controls
are exercised, the granting of the variance will have no adverse
affects on the adjacent property owners.




Page 3 - Secretary's Report
Case No, BZA 50-64

The attorney for the applicant has indicat##f that there will
be no outward change in the appearance of the single family home as
it now exists, From viewing the property, it is readily apparent that
there is very little room for off-street parking, However, if the
applicant is allowed to hire one additional employee, the applicant
could park his car in the garage and the employee could park his car
in front of the garage, which could alleviate the off-street parking
problem,

It is m Secretary's opinion that the applicant would be burdened
with an unnécessary hardship if the variance is not granted, because
at the present time a lot of the applicant®s work must be farmed out
or turned down because he is not allowed to hire an additional employee,

RUBLIC INTEREST

It is the opinion of the Secretary that the granting of the vari-
ance should in no way adversely affect the public interest,

RECOMMENDATION

Based upon the foregeing review of this case, it is the recom-
mendation of the Secretary that all four  conditions necessary to
the granting of a variance can be found to exist, Therefore, it is
recommended that the variance be granted, subject to the following
conditions:

1, The applicant, Mr, Kenneth Vv, Brown, shall be allowed to

hire one full time employee outside of his own".mmediate
family, z

2, There shall be no outward change in the single family home
which will in any way increase the space now devoted to the
architecture business, However, the applicant may be granted
permits for the expansion of his single family home as long
as the proposed expansion conforms in all respects to the
Code of the city of Wichita, and as long as the proposed ex-
pansion is not used to increase the area now devoted to the
architecture business,

Attachments #1 -~ Statement of Justification
#2 - Plot Plan
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CASE NO, | DO~
FILED /2 7%

7

BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS

CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS

Name of Applicant  KENNETH V, AND MARY J, BROWN

Mailing Address___ 3802 Fast Central l// _Phone Mi2-0798

Hame of Authorized Agen

Mailing Address, 3333 Fast Central Phone Muz.3193

Relationship of applicant to property is that of __owners
(owner, tenant, lessee, other) ;

The variance requested is
employ additional personnel in the office presently in the existing

house in connection with his home occu%tlon as an Architect. No
structural exterior changes are presently comtemplated.

and legally described as:__iot 37 and 39, Block H. Prospect Hill ST
Addition to the City of Wichita
hoon

in the City of Wichita; and which is presently zoned _ﬂ"_A"___.

(Give metes and bounds description below if appropriate):

The applicant herein, or his authorized agent, acknowledges:

a. Tﬁat he has received an irstruction sheet concerning the
filing and hearing of this matter;

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; :

That he has been advised of his right to appeal of the deci-
sion of the Board to the City Commission within ten (10)
days of that decision;

That all documents are attached hereto as noted in paragraphs

3 and 4 of the instructions.
KENNETH V. BROWN AND MARY J, BROWN

Applicant
J. EDWARD TAYLOR J

Received in office of Secretary, Board of Zoning Appeals,
- p.m.), . . 19 , together with

T21-402




STATEMENT

The applicants occupy the premises described in this appli-
cation as their residence and the applicant, Kenneth V. Brown, A,l.A,,
is engaged in the profession of an Architect and as an Archi tect has
his office in his home, but at various times has the need to employ
additional personnel which is contra to the zoning ordinances of the
City of Wichita, Kansas,

1. This request for a variance is made because Mr. Brown
has long desired the operation in his residence of his archi tec tural
office in line with his investigation at the time he graduated of
the operations of other resident Architects, particularly Harrison
Armstrong of St. Louis, Missouri, and Architects operating in resi=-
dential areas in other cities.

2, There will be no adverse effects upon the rights of
adjacent property owners because there will be no exterior struct-
ural changes and no necessity for any parking changes. It is a low
traffic occupation and will create no parking problems.

3. By the nature of his work as an Architect and the ne-
cessity for hiring an additional employee, either as a full time
Architect or Draftsman, it creates an unnecessary hardship on the
applicant because at present the work must be farmed out or turned
down because of inability to hire help at his present location,

4. The variance will not adversely effect the health,
safety, morals, order, convenience, prosperity or general welfare
because there will be no outward change in the land useage and it
will remain in its same high residential character as set forth in
the report of the staff of the Metropolitan Planning Commission in
connection with planning case No. Z-0577 wherein the applicant
originally requested a change to BB zoning but withdrew the appli-
cation after its denial by the Planning Commission because of the
request by many of the neighbors to seek the desired relief by ob-
taining a variance through the Board of Zoning Appeals.




STATEMENT OF RECORD OWNERSEIP
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:

Property lying within s radius of 200 1%

ofs Lots 37 & 39, Blosk X, Prospsct Hill

Addition to Wichita, Egses.

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

Lot Blonk Addition Dwner
37 (8 6o1) ¥ Prospeat Hill Haubsr Dee ,\\P
o Address Avaeilabls 0
29 (8 80') P " n ok ot e Bo e
&l {3 eng) » » " n ] ]

k3 (380t) P L rooh /
?—S " ]

(E4) G ‘Torions Wilson
12C¢ N. Pinecrest

2? e § " " w "
29 (W azg) s * " . ’ /

29 (B2.5' X 2¥i 0 . : - Garnert R & Crlia ;ﬁ'tan}."{igﬂfx
505 ¥, Eiilside A

I AR 234) G . 5 i A " Wiy
% " ® 1 w ; e 5

I e (N A G
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| Lot Blk Addition : wner -y
29 (8 112"245') a Prospect Hill vRobart E. & Gloris L, Ten ....k, _.':‘
| - ; 3Th2 B, en"rll Aﬂ. o
| 31 (31007 'W16,8%) G " o " "

E# 3 Emurada,

33 & 35 ('3 901) a i " i 5
26 (i) X " V' Gladys P Wil m*?

28 (wk) a L s "
28 (Eh) e ) 4 J Otte J. % Edith E. Backer,
' 3733 Edgemont Plsce f
}[\ G L L M ] L L L] . »
32 (N 751) a " “Prenk E. & Margeret Patten, 5/
-Ho Address-avellable .
A (® T75Y) a L j‘\}% o dl, s S " A \ry..(.;/d/ac;
36 (¥ 75') g ¢ " " w
32 (8 601) [} . " ‘Richerd G. & Margusrite x.ynk,
515 N. Roossvelt e
% (8 6°') G i n L o “ W ™
» (8 60!) 0 " " "l n » " ®
37 | " - 5 Espneth V. & Msry J. Browm, u
| 3502 E. Csntral

39 E " L] L3 " L3

41 B " . Leglie & Edith Sulliven, ux/

"3\.'!. E. Central

L3 B " " "
38 (K 75%) B n B . UBErcld T. & Avis L. Pagen, ux
522 N. ERoossvelt '/
yo (¥ 751) B * X s - "
‘l“a (‘ 75[) .4 ] ] W " L}
% !' TS[) 1 " o L] 3 L L
38 (8 60') B . " “Rovert 0. & Elaine M, Cyphe
X ? 516 N. Roosevels
ko (8 60°) E . " # u # " s
k2 (m607) K B ) PN 2
% (& ée[} H L] L L] ]
| 1 Centrsl Ave. Wiokersham ‘George To k& Mary K. Mum e
: 31825 E, Centrsl
| = . " 4  Hagel Ssharts
I 3900 RB. Central
i 2 1 ] " " %

L3 " " " "




1
! 5 ) T .
o - —
2 *
} {3 Lot Blk  Street Addition Owner
1 1
b (® 181) Central Wickershem . A. J. & lejoﬂ:/ llivillt,
| | 3 S 750l Hale Ave.
. | 5 " " e " " "
6 (W 10%) L " ) = ® "
15 (W8+) Edgemont Plage " # The Salvation Army /
136 ¥, Beporis Ave, -
16 " “ L] ] n "
17 G *® " " " " "
18 n " " VAugust J. & Luctlle Marjorts /
901 Edgemsmt Place MAtreci, ux
19 e " xoN " "
0. . L ‘Wilbur M. & Resalind L, Mhream, uy
: i ! 3827 Edgemont Plase
21 " ® " a L "o L L]
1 Central Ssmuel's Znd, An.an ¥rank & Barbara L, Ky ®i
3903 BE. Central Avs.
2 ] " L n L] L] " L
3 L L. L] " L. " ] L
1 o Quentin W11l Top ‘Prank L. & Regina E. Novapbone,ux
3821 B. Contral Ave. v
3 : ] " " " H " w - =
5 ] " " ] ] 1] " n
1 : L L} " " " L] L] L
9(.*) L] ] L ] " ® ] L] 7'.‘1
9 (sh) B ¥ n ~'Charles Les & Mary Ann Stedehn,ux
! . : 2232 3. Pershing &w.
2 &k Roosovelt P 5 Ghd}[a Bs, Bnmtar‘r 4¢f
» ST A : ﬁ"" la-
L Luoy_Col 152' o
e R el S e N :m

l s e (Lirs s-m-)««;ﬁaﬁ

hig.l H. Rmuv
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# 1
Dated at Wichita, Kanazss this 26th
day of May, 196k at 7:00 &, M,
FIDELITY TITLE COMPANY, IFC.
By o :
586, @4/
{
i
i Tracer # 60755
‘.:t';
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Ronm 402 cuy Builaing Annex
104 scuth Main
Wichita,Kansas

Hovember 5, 1964

HQZIEE 2L ARLILZIIINE BBLORERILY OJMJLERS

Case Mo, BZR 50-64
An application has been filed by Kenneth V. and Mary J, Brown,
3802 East Central, Wichita,Kansas, by J. Bdward Taylor, Jr,, Attorney,
3333 Bast Central, Wichita, Kansas, pursuant to Section 2,12,590, Code
of the City of Wichita, requesting a Variance to permit the employmant
of additional personnel in the office presently existing in the dwelling
in connection with a home occupation, on property zone “AA" One Family

Dwelling Distzict, and legally described as follows:

Lots 37 and 39, Block H, Prospect Hill Addition,
in the city of wicluta, sedgwick cmmty, Kansasﬁ

This application has becn assigned Case Mo, BZA 50~64, and
will be considered by the Board of Zoning Appeals at its meeting on
Room 401 city Building Annhex,
104 South Main, Wichita, Kansas, at which time you may appeayr, if you

80 desire, either in person or by agent or attornay.

Jack H. Galbraith
Secretary

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

T

Frank E, & Margaret Patten

Wichita, Kansas




PAYMENT NOTICE
City of Wichit

THE CiTY OF WICHITA, KANSAS
BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS
104 SOUTH MAIN
WICHITA. KANSAS
1P CODE 67202

Kenneth V, and Mary J. Brown

Wichita, Kansas  NO SUCH ADDRESS EAST /%1418




