WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY

DATE: June 19, 1985
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT TR

TDO: The "Files"
FROM: Margaret McDona_ld__:_Lahey, Preservation Planner

SUBJECT:  Proposed East Douglas Avenue Historic Landmark District .
(H 85-1)

During the processing of the above captioned case, and after notices of
public hearing were forwarded by certified mail to all property owners W't[’}m
the proposed historic district boundaries, as well as all adjacent and abutting
property owners, two property owners came forward and requested that their
properties be included in proposed boundaries of the historic district. .-

Staff advised them that the boundaries had been recommended by pres-
ervation consultants, and, had been carefully selected according to specific -
criteria established by the National Register of Historic Places. The consul---
tants, Preservation Associates, Inc., before being retained were informed. . .
that the purpose of the district proposal was for the establishment of a -
local historic district which would meet the requirements for nomination and -
consideration for certification as a Registered Historic District {pursuant to
the 1981 Economic Recovery Tax Act). 'In order to qualify for the 25% .In-
vestment Tax Credit for rehabilitation of certified historic structures, build-.
ings must either be individually listed in the National Register or located
~within a Registered Historic District if they are certified as contributing o
the significance of the district. Registered Historic Districts include National

- Register historic districts or State or locally designated districts if the dis- =

~trict itself is certified by the Department of Interior as substantially -
meeting the requirements for National Register historic districts. Therefore,
- the boundaries of the proposed East Douglas district were carefully selected .
- to meet the same criteria used for National Register historic districts, 'The_:-
City's preservation staff concurred with the boundaries proposed by the
consultants. D _ T

- The two buildings requesting inclusion in the district were 520 East
‘William and 201 South St. Francis. 520 East William was not included in t_he.

- boundaries for two major reasons. It has a non-contributing facade and it is
periphereal to the physical and geographic concentration of structures which
comprise the district. 201 South St. Franics was not included it the district
-because, although its architecture is appropriate to the district, it is located
peripherally. The owner of 520 East William was advised, that if future
inclusion in the district was desired, a request could be made to the City to
have the district boundaries amended to include the structure. A request for
boundary amendment would follow the same procedures and requirements as
initially required for the original district nomination, i.e., legal motification of
public hearing to affected property owners, publication of notice of public
hearing, a hearing before the Historic Landmark Preservation Committee and
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the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission, official action by the Board of -
City Commissioners and publication of an ordinance amending the boundaries.
The property owner was also advised that just cause for inclusion of the

- building must be shown. For example, it may be necessary to demonstrate how
much of the original building material remains beneath the aluminum facade. -
Also, logic would dictate that the State Historic Preservation Department and

It is likely a new application would have to be made to have the district o
certified, as amended. The owner of the other property, 201 South St. -
~Francis, was advised that their building would qualify for individual listing -
\in the National Register and that perhaps this would be the best course for -
them to pursue., - A o : i : e

Margaret McDonald Lahey
Preservation Planner -

MML:blw




WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY DATE: . July 31, 19850
- METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

TO: John Dekker, City Attorney and Director of Law

FROM: Michael E. Lindebak, Acting Director of Planning

SUBJECT: Request for Cert:flcation of the East Dougias Avenue HIStO!"lC
: Landmark Dlstrlct ' AR

Attached for your review is proposed correspondence to the Board of C:ty_ Eee

Commissioners (BCC) concerning the above-captioned subject (Attach-
~ment A}, - Also attached is 36 CFR 67. 9 which re!ates to this request
{Attachment B). _ L :

We are submitting this for your review and requestmg your concurkénce
With your concurrence, we ant:cnpate schedulmg this ltem on the agenda _
“for August 20, 1985, R RTINS

Michae! E. Lindebak -
Actmg D:r‘ector of Plannmg i

. MEL/MML/lw

.A_tta_c_hr_nents




. ATTACHMENT

WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY DATE: July 30, 1985

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

TO: "The Board of City Commissioners
(through Robert G. Finch, City Manager [Interim]}

FROM: Margaret McDonald Lahey, Preservation Planner

SUBJECT: Request for Certification gf the East Douglas Avenue Historxc
Landmark Dlstrlct A,

Background

On June 25 and July 2, 1985, the Board of City Commissioners teok action
3-0 (Bell, Brown and Knight in the affirmative, Casado and Kamen
abstaining due to conflict of interest) to place on first and second
reading, respectively, the ordinance designating the proposed East Douglas
Avenue Historic District as a locally designated historic landmark. The
ordinance was published in the Daily Record on July 5, 1985, thus
officially creating the East . Doug!as Avenue Historic sttmct as a Iocal
historic landmark. T

In order for contributing buildings in such a local historic district to be
eligible for the 25 percent Investment Tax Credits {ITC) for rehabilitation
costs, the district must be a "Registered Historic District", i.e., certified
by the Secretary of the Interior as substantially meeting National Register
criteria pursuant to 36 CFR Part 67.9. Such certification will not change
the way the district is administered locally nor will it have any regulatory
affect. It simply allows qualified buildings in the district to be eligible for
the 25 percent ITC for rehabilitation costs. A copy of this memorandum
has been forwarded to the Law Department with a request for their review
and concurrence, : ol

Recommendation

It is recommended that the BCC approve the City of Wichita's request for
the certification of the East Douglas Avenue Historic Landmark District as
a "Registered Historic District" pursuant to 36 CFR 67.9 and author;ze the
Mayor, as the authorized representatlve to sign the request. SR

ACTION: 1) Approve the City of Wichita's request for certification of
the East Douglas Avenue Historic Landmark D_is_tric_t

pursuant to 36 CFR 67.9, and, I
2) Authorize the Mayor to sign the appllcatlon for dlstrtct
certlﬂcat:on ' SRR

. Margaret McDonald Lahey
. ' Preservation Planner = - - -
APPROVED: _ DR

Michael E, Lindebak :
Acting Director of Planning

MML /1w
o ec; John __De_k_k__e__r' Clty Attorney and Director of Law o
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Subsection 67.1¢: Throughout this
section "Chief Appeals Officer” was
inserted in place of "Associate Director”
and “Director.” The "Chief Appeals
Officer” hus been duly designated as the
recipient of all correspondence
concerning appeals of denials of
rehabilitation certificates.

Subsection 67.10{b}: Language has
been added describing the conditions
under which the Chief Appeals Officer
will conzducl Administrative Reviews for
buildings thut have been denied &
prefiminary determination of
significance or have obtained a
preliminary delermination of
significance but where rehabilitation
work has been found not to meet the
Stundards.

Subsection 67.10(c): Language has
been added stating that the Chief
Appeals Officer may withhold a
 decision until a ruling is issued by the

Internal Revenue Service pursuant to
subsection 67.6{L}1).

Subseciion 67.11(d): The last sentence
of this subsection has been revised to
state that “gualified State™ status may

"be revoked at any tine with 30 days
notice if it is determined by the
Secretary that the State is not meeting
the guldetines for qualified status.

Subsection 67.11]¢}: This subsection
has been revised to state that all
certification requests will generally be

- processed within 15 doys by the
Secretary. although these time frames
are not binding on the Secretary,

Subsection 67.11{0): The requirement
that qualificd Stales provide local
governments an opportunity to comment,
on cerlification requests has been
deleted.

Subsection 67.11{g): The sccond
sentence was deleted and languoge was
added to bring this subsection into
conformance wilh subsection 67.1(c).
which describes the levels of State
participation.

Subsection 67.12(a}: This subsection
was revised to slate that the fee
schedule will apply to requests for
certification of rehabilitution received
by the Stete official or NPS regional
office after the effective date of this
rulemaking. The fee schedule was
deleted from this subsection and
inseried in subsection 67.12{c).

Subsection 67.12{b}: This subseciion
was revised to muke clear that
application processing will commence
befure fees are received, bul that final
action mus! await receipt of the proper
remittance.

Subsection 67.12(c): This subsection
was revised to include the fee schedule

- and to maoke clear that fees for review of

completed rehabilitation work will be
based on the costs attribnted solely to

the rehabilitation of a histeric building
as {urnished in the Histeric Preservation
Certification Application Request for
Certification of Completed Work. The
subsection was [urther revised to
indicate explicitly that no fee will be
charged for rehabilitations under
$20,000.

Subsection 67.12(d): This subsection
was added to clarify instructions for
computing the size of the fee: (1} in the
case of a property thut includes more
than one certified historic structyre
where the structures are fynctionully
related hislorically and (27
mulliple building projects. The
maximum size of the total fee for most
multi-building projects has been jimiled
to $2,500.

Additional Considerations

These regulations are needed in arder
to provide guidance to the public as well
as to government employees responsible
for the implementation of Section 2124
of the Tax Reform Act of 1876, as
amended by Section 701(f) of the
Revenue Act of 1978, and Sectien 6 of
the Tax Treatment Extension Act of
1980; Section 315 of the Revenue Act of
1978; and Scction 212 of the Economic
Recovery Tax Act of 1981, Evaluation of
the effectivencss of the regutations alter
issuance will be based upon comments
received from offices within the
Department of the Interior, the Internal
Revenue Service and Treosury

Department, other government agencies.,

and the public. -
Compliance With Other Laws

The Department of the Interior has
determined that this documentisnot a
major rule under E.0. 12291, These
revisions do not result in an impact on
the economy of $100 million or any of
the other effects listed in the Executive
Order. The Department certifies that this
document will not have a significant
economic effect on a substantial number
of small entities under the Regulatory
Flexibility Act {5 U.5.C. 601 et seq.). The
information colleclion requirements
contained in the application and in this
part have been approved by the Office
of Management and Budget under 44
U.5.C. 3507 and assigned clearance
number 1024-0009,

Environmental Impact Statement

This rulemaking is developed under
the authority of Section 101{a}{1} of the
National Historic Preservation Act of
1966 U.S.C. 470a-1(a) (170 ed.), as
amended; Section 2124 of the Tax
Reform Act of 1978, 90 Stat. 1519;
Sections 701{{) and 315 of the Revenue
Act of 1878, 92 Stal. 2828; Section 6 of
the Tax Treatment Extension Act of -

in the case of-

1540, 94 Stat, 3204; and Sections 212 and
214 of the Economic Recovery Tax Ac!
of 1981, 95 Stat, 172. Such procedures
have no potential for significant
environmental impact and are
categorically excluded from the
requirement for compliance with the
National Environmental Policy Act.
Therefore, it is hereby determined that
this rulemaking does not constitute a
major federal action significanily
aflecling the quality of the human
environment and thatl no detailed
statement pursuant {o Section 102{2)(c}
of the Nationa!l Environmental Pohc‘y
Actof 1969 (42 US.C. 4332{&]( })
required.

Drafting Information

The originators of these procedures
are H. Ward Jandl, Preservation
Assislance Division; Carel D. Shujl,
Interagency Resources Division: and
Lars A. Hanslin, Office of the Solicitor.

List of Subjects in 36 CFR Part 67

Administrative practice and
procedure, Hisloric presendhsn
Income taxes.

Dated: January 8, 1584,
G. Ruy Arnett,

Assistant Secretary for Fish aad Wildlife and
Porks.

In consideration of the foregoing
comments, 36 CFR 87 is rewsed as .
follows:

PART 67—HISTORIC PRESERVATION
CERTIFICATIONS PURSUANT TO THE
TAX REFORM ACT OF 1976, THE
REVENUE ACT OF 1978, THE TAX
TREATMENT EXTENSION ACT OF
1980, AND THE ECONGMIC
RECOVERY TAX ACT OF 1981 -

Sec. . I ’

67.1 The Tax Reform Act of 1976, the

Revenue Act of 1978, the Tax Treatment

Extension Act of 1680, and the Economic

Recovery Tax Act of 1981,

67.2 Definitions, ;

67.3 Introduction to certifications of
significance and rehabilitation and
information collection.

674 Ceriilications of historic significance.

67.5 Standards for evaluating significance -

- wilhin registered historic districts.

67.6 Certifications of rehabilitation.

67.7 Standards for rehabilitation.

67.86 Certifications of statutes.

67.8 Cenifications of State or locai hxs%onc
districts. .

67.10 Appeals.

67,11 Expedited review sysiem for qualified
States,

67.12 Fees for processing rehabifitation
certificalion requests,

Authority: Sec, 101(a){1), National Historic

Freservation Act of 1966 U.8.C. 470n-1{&}{170

ed.), as amended; sec. 2124, Tax Reform Act
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LF 1976, 90 Siat. 1519; secs. F01{I) and 315,
Revenue Act of 1978, 92 Stet. 2828; sec. 6. Tax
Treatment Extension Act of 1980, 94 Stat.
20k and secs. 212 and 214, Feonomic
Regovery Tux Act ol 1851, 95 S1at. 172,

§67.1 The Tax Reform Act of 1976, the
Revenue Act of 1978, the Tax Treatment
Extension Act of 1880, and the Economic
Feacovery Tax Act of 1981,

fa) The Tax Reform Act of 1976, 90

5:at. 1519, the Revenue Act of 1978, 92

Siat. 2828, the Tax Treatment Extension

Actof 1480, 94 Stat. 3204, and the

Fooromic Recovery Tax Act of 1081, 93

tal 172, require the Secretary to make
certifications of kistoric district statutes
and of Stute and local districts,
certilications of significance, and
certifications of rehabilitation in
connection with certain tux incentives
involving historic preservation, These
certification responsibilities have been
delezuted 10 the Nalional Park Service

("NPS"); the dollowing five regional

oiffices issue cerlifications for the Stales

listed below them:

Alisska Regiona! Office, Nations! Park
Service, 2325 Gambelf Street, Room 107,
Anchoruge, Alaska 99500

Alashy

Mid-Atlantic Regional Oilice, National Park
Service. 143 South Third Strect,
Philude!phia. Pennsylvania 19106;

Connecticut New Jersey

Lhlaware Noew Yark
ratriet of Columbia Ohio
Enthiana Punasy vanie
Al Rhude Isfund

Vernons
Virginia
West Virginia

Marvland

Massachusefls

Michigan

New Flampshire

Rochy Mountuin Regional Qffice, National
Park Service, 655 Parfet Street, £.0. Dox
23587, Denver, Culorado §0225:

Cuoivrado New Moxico

liiirois North Dakota
luma Oklshoma

| SCHENT S Bouth Dukuts
Minnesuta Texas
Missnori Ltah
Muntun Wisconsin
Nibraska Wyoming

Southeast Rentonal Office, Nutional Park
Survice, 75 Spring Streel, $W., Atlanta,
CGeorgia 30303

Alabame Mississippi
Arkinsas North Carclina
Flosida Puerlo Rico
Leorgia Sputh Carolina
Ruentueky Tennessee

Lauisiana Virgin Islands

Wastern Regional Office, National Park
Service. 450 Golden Gate Avenue, San
Francisco, Calilornia 84102

Arizana Novada

Catiiornia Oregon

Elinwaii Washington
REEHTY

{b] The Washington office of the
Nationul Purk Service establishes
program direction and considers appeals
of certification denials. The procedures
for obtuining certifications arc set forth

below. It is the responsibility of cwners
wishing certilications to provide
sufficient documentation to the
Secretary to make certification
decisions. These procedures, upoen their
effective date, are applicable to future
and pending certification requests,
except as otherwise noted herein.

{c) Most States participale in the
review of requests for certification,
‘through recommendations to the
Seccrelary. although this participation is
voluntary and by law all certification
decisions are made byf the Secrctary.,
Three levels of parlicipation are
availygble to all States:

{1} Regular Participation. States
wishing to participate in the review
process are given n 30-day opportunity
to comment en all certification requests
upon receipt of a complele, adequately
documenled application. In these

“situations, requests for certification and

approvals of proposed rehabilitation
work are sent first to the appropriate
State official, State commenls are
carefully considered by the Sceretary
before a certification decision is made,
Certificalivn requests channeled through
“regulur participation” States are
normally processed within 30 days by
the Secretary.

{2) Expedited Review Participation.
Stales wishing to participate in the
review of Purt 1 and Part 2 certification
requests, and which meet qualilications
in sec. 67.11, ure «lso given a 30-day
opportunity to comment on these
requests. Like the “regular participation”
explained above, certification requests
are first senl to the appropriate State
official. Because qualified States assume
grealer responsibility for making
certification recommendsations,
certification requests channeled through
“expedited review" States are normally
processed within 15 days by the
Secretary. The recommendations of
qualified Stales are generally followed,
but by law, all certification decisions
are made by the Secretary, based upon
his review of the application and related
information, Expedited review does not
apply to the review of State or local
statutes or districts.

{2} No Participation. A State may
choose not to participate in the review
and comment of certification requests,
Stales not wishing te parlicipate in the
commenting process are requested to
notify the Secretary in writing of this
fact. Owners requesting certification
from these States may send their
applications directly to the appropriate
NPS office listed above. In all other
situations certification requests gre sent
first to the appropriate State official.

(d} The Internal Revenue Service is
responsible for all procedures, legal
delerminations and rules and
regulations concerning the tax
consequences of the historic
preservation provisions described
above. Any certifications made by the
Secretary pursvant to this part shali not
be considered as binding upon the
Internal Revenue Service or the
Secretary of the Treasury with respect
to lax consequences under the Internal
Revenue Code. For example,
certiflications made by the Secretary do
not conslilute determinations that a
structure is of the type subject to the
&llowance for depreciation under
Section 167 of the Code. . -~ -

§67.2 Definitions.

As used in these regulations:

"Certified Historic Structure” means a
building {and its structura! components)
which is of a characler subject to the
allowance for depreciation provided in
Section 167 of the Internal Revenue
Code of 1954 which is either {a)
individually listed in the National
Register; or (b) located in a registered
historic dislrict and certified by the
Secretary as being of historic
significance to the district. Portions of
lurger buildings, such as single
condominium apartment units, are not
independently considered certified
historic structures, Rewhouses, even
with abutting or party walls, are
considercd as separate buildings.

For purposes of the charitable
contrituition provisions only, a certified
historic structure need not be
depreciable to qualify, may be a
struciure other than a building and may
#lso be a remnani of a building such as
a fagade, if that is all that remains, and
may include the land grea on which it is
located. For purposes of the demolition
expense provisions and the 15 percent
end 20 percent tax investment credits
under the Economic Recovery Tax Act
of 1981, any building located in a
registered historic dislrict is considered
& certified historic structure: exemplion
from this provision can generally occur
only if the Secretary has determined,
prior to the demolition or rehabilitation
of the building. that it is not of historic
significance to the district. .

“Certified Rehabilitation” means any
rehabilitation of a certified historic
structure which the Secretary has
certified to the Secretary of the Treasury
as being consistent with the historic
character of such structure and, where
applicable, with the district in which
such siructure is located. :

“Duly Authorized Representative”

-

- means a Slate or locality's Chief Elected




9314

Federal Register [ Val. 49, No. 49 / Monday, March 12, 1984 [ Rules and Regulations

Official or his or her representative who
is authorized to apply for certification of
Stalc/local statules and historic
districts.

“Historic District” means a
geographically definable area, urban or
rural, that pussesses a significant
concentration, Hinkage or continuity of
sites, buildings, structures or objects
united by past everts or arsthetinally by
plan or physical development. A district
may also comyprise individual elements
separated geographicaily but linked by
associalion ar history,

"Inspection” means a visit by an
authorized representative of the ‘
Secretary 1o & certiflied historic structure
for the purposes of reviewing and
. evaluating the significance of the
structure and the ongoing or completed
rehabilitalion work.

“National Register of Historic Places”
means the Mational Register of districts,
sites, buildings, structures, and objects
significant in American history,
archifecture, archeolugy, enginecring,
and culture that the Secretary is
sutharized to expand and maintain
pursuznt to Section 161(a}{1} of the
Natiotul Historic Preservation Actof
1648, as amended.

“Naticna! Register Program” means
the survey. planning, and regisiration
progiom tat is administered by the
Secretury pursasnd {o 161{a)(1) of the
Naticnal Historie Preservation Act of
14466, as amended. The procedures of the
Naticenal Register program appear in 36
CFR part 60, ef s0g.

"Qwnier” means & person, patinership,
corparation, or sublic agency helding a
fee-simple interest in a building or any
other person er entily recognized by the
Internal Revenue Code for purpeses of
the applicable tax benclits.

“Qualified Stute” means a Stale
which has agresd to participate in the
certification prograni and which the
Scecretary has detarmined to meet.
estabiished professional and review
standards.

“Registered 1listoric District” means
any distrizt lis.ed in the National
Ragister or any district {a) whichis
designated under a State or local statute
which hus beer certified by the
Secretary as conlaining criteria which
will substantially achieve the purpose of
presorving and rchabilitating buildings
of significance to the district; and, [b)
which is certified by the Secretary as
meeting substantiolly ali of the
requiremenis for the listing of districts in
the Nalional Register.

“Rehabilitation” means the process of
returning a building or buildings o a
slate of utility, through repair or
allerution, which makes possible an
efficient conlemporary use while

preserving those portions and features
of the building(s). which are significant.
to its histaric, architectural and.cultural
values.

“Secretary” means the Secretary of
the Interiar or the designee authorized to
carry out his responsibilitics,

“Standards for Rehabilitation” mean
the Secretary's "Standards {or
Rehabilitation” set forth in § 67.7 hereof.

“State or Local Statute” means a law

of a State or local government

designating, or providing & method for
the designation of, a Historic distvict or
districts. {

“State official" meangan official’
within each State, designated by the
Governor or by State statute; to.act as
iiaison for purposes of reviewing and
commenting upon historic preservation:
certification applications. In mos! cases
thiz will be the State Historic
Preservation Officer (SHOPY). In.the
event ihe Governoror a siate stutute
has not desigraied. such an official, the
term "State official” shall vefer to the
Governor.

§67.3 Introduction to certiflications of
significance and rehabiiitation and
information collection.

{a) Who may apply:

{1} Ordinarily, only the fee simple
owner of the building in question may
apply for the certification described in
§§ 67.4 und 67.6 hereof. If an application
for an evaluation of significance or
rehabiiitation project is made by
someone other than the fee simple
owner, hewever, the application mustbe
accompanied by & written stalement
from the fee simple owner indicating
thathe or she is aware of the
application and has no objection to-the
request fur certification.

{2) Upon requesi of a State official the
Secretnry may determine whether or not
a parlicular building located within a
registered historic district quelifies as &
certified historic structure. The
Secretary shall do so, however, only
after nolifying the fee simple owner of
record of the request, informing such
owner of.the possible tax consequences
of such a-decision, and permitiing the
property-owner & 30 day time period to
submit written comments to the
Secretary prior {o decision.. Such tima
period for comment may be waived by
the fec simple owner.

(3} The Secrefary may undertake the
certifications described in §§ 67.4 and
£7.8 on his own initiative after notifying
the fee simple owner and the
appropriate State official and atlowing a
comment period as specified in
§ 67.3(a)(2).

{4} Owners of buildings which appear

. to mect National Register criteria bug

are not yet listed in the Nationeal
Register or which are located within:
potentiz! historic districts may request
preliminary determinations fromrthe
Becretary as to-whether such buildings
may qualily as.certified historic
structures when and if the huildings or
the potential historic districis in which
they are located are listed in the
National Register. Preliminary
determinations. may also be requested
for buildings outside: the period or erea
of significance of registered histaric:
districts.as.specified in § 87.5{c)..
Procedures for obtaining these:
determinatians shall be the same as.
those described in §.67.4. Such -
determinations arz preliminary orly and
are not binding upon the Secreiary..
Preliminary determinations will ba:made
final as pfthe date of the listing of the
individual building or district,in the:
National Register. For buildings outside.
the period or area of significance of a
registered historic district; preliminary
determinations will be made fingl,
except as provided below, when the
district documentation on file with NPS
is formaily amendezd. If during review.of
& Reguest for Cerlification of
Rehabilitation, it is delermined that the
building does not-coatribute to the
significance of the district because of
changes made after the preliminary
determination was made, certified
historic structure designation will be
denjed.

{3} Gwners of huildings not yet
desionated certificd hisloric structures
may obiain determinations from the
Secretary on whether or not
rehebilitalion proposals meet the
Secretary of the Interior's “Stundards
for Rehabililation.” Such determinaiions
will be made only when the owner has.
requested a preliminary determination
of the significance of the building as
described in paragraph {8){(4) of this
section and such.determination hag
been acted upon by the NP8, Final
certifications of rehabilitation will be
iasued only to owners of certified
historic structures, Prozedures for
obtaining these determinailons shall be.
the same as those described in § 67.6.

(b) How to apply:

(1] Requests forcertifications of
historic significance and/or of 1
rehabilitation shall be made on
“Historic Preservalion Certification
Applications” {approved OMB form No,
1024-0009). The information collection
requireiments contained in the
application and in this part have been
approved by the Office of Mansgement
and Budget under 44 U.8.C, 3507 and
assigned clzarance number 1024-6009.
Part 1 of the application shail be used i
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requesting a certification of historic
significance or non-significance and
preliminery determinations, while Part 2
shall be used in requesting an
evaluation of & proposed rehabilitation
project or a certification of a completed
rehebilitation project. Information
conatained in the applisation is required
to obtain a benefit.

{2} Application forms are available
frum Nutionul Park Service regional
offices or the appropriate State olficial.

{3} Requests for certifications,

preliminary determinations, and -

approvals of propesed rehabilitation
projects shall be senl to the apprapriate
Slate official in participating States.
Requests in nonparticipating States
should be sent to the appropriate NPS
regional office. .
{4) Generally review of cerlification
requests shall be concluded within 80
days of receipt of a complete,
adequately documented application, as
defined in 8% 67.4 and 67.6 (10 days at
the State fevel and 30 days at the
Federal level). Where certification
- requests come from.qualified States,
review shall be concluded within 45
days (30 duvs al the State level and 15
days at the Federal level: see § 67.11 for
procedures regarding qualified States),
Where a State has chosen not to
participate in the review process, review
by the NPS shall be concluded within 60
days of receipt of a complete,
adequately documented application.
Where adeguate documentation is not
piovided, the owner will be notified of
the wdditional infermation needed to
undertike or complete review, The lime
periods in this part are based on the
receipt of a coniplete application: they
will be adhered to as closely as possible
and are defined as calendar days. They
are not. however, considered to be
mandatory. and the failure to complete
review within the designated periods
does not waive or aller any certification
requiroment. :
3] Siate comments received within
the time period will be cunsidered by
the Secrelary in the review process.
Reviews of complete certification
requests leking longer then 30 davs at
the State level may be brought to the
attontion of the Secretary. The Secretary
in turn will consull with the appropriate
Stute to ensure that a review is
completed in a timely manner. If
necessary the Secrmeary TAY PrOcess a
certificalion reguest without the
recommendations of the State. The
- recenunendations of qualilied States are
genvrally Tolowed, but by law, all
<ertification decisions are made by the
Sevretary based on his review of the
application and related information,

{6} Although certifications of
significance and rehabilitation are
discussed separately below, owners are
encouraged to submit Part 1 of the
“Historic Preservation Certification
Application” prior to, or with, Part 2.
Part 2 of the application will not be
processed until an adequately
documented Part 1 is on file and acted
upon: unless the buildipg is alveady a
eertified historic structure. Reviews of

- rehabilitation projects will also not be

undertaken if the owner has objected to
the listing of the building in the National
Register. { -

§67.4 Certlfications of historle
signiticance.

{a) Requests for certificalions of
historic significance should be made by
the owner (o determing—

(1) That a building withir a registered
historic district is of historic significance
to such district: or

(2) That a building located within a

registered historic district is not of

histerin significance to such district; gr

(3} That a building not yel on the
National Register appears to meet
National Register criteria; or

{4} Thata building located within a
poicntial historic district appears to
contribute to the significance of such
district.

{b} I the building is individually listed
in the National Register it automatically
is considered a certified historic
struclure, except as provided below.

(1} To determine whether or nota
building is individually listed or is part
of a district in the National Register, the
owner may consult the listing of
Nalionul Regisler properties in Lhe
“Federal Register” {found in most large
libruries), of contact the appropriate
SHPO for current information.

{2) 1f the building is individually listed
in the National Register and the owner
believes it has lost the characteristics
which caused it to be nominated and
therefore wishes it delisted, the owner
should refer to the delisting procedures
oullined in 38 CI'R Part 60

{3} Many individual listings in
National Regisler include more than one
building, In such cases, the Sceretary
will utilize the Standards for Evaluating
Significance within Registered Historic
Districts for the purpose of determining
which of the buildings included within
the lisling are of histeric significance to
the property. An individual listing
contuining more than ene building
where the buildings are judged by the
Secretary to have been functionally
related to serve an overall purpose, such

‘as a mill complex or an industrial plant,

will be treated as & single certificd

historic structure, when rehabilitated as

part of an overall project, For questions
concerning demolition of separate
structures as part of an overall
rehabilitation project, see § 67.6.

(4) If it is proposed that a building
individually listed in the National
Register be moved as a part of a request
for certification of rehabilitation, the
owner must follow the procedures
outlined in 36 CFR 60. When a building
is moved, every effort should be made to
reestablish its hisioric orientation,
immediate selting, and general
environment.

(c} I the building is located within the
boundaries of a registered historic
district and the owner wishes the
Secretary to cerlify as to whether the
buitding contributes or does not
contribute to the historic significance of
the district or if the owner is requesting
a preliminary determination jn
accordance with subsection 67.3(a){4),
the owner must complete Part 1 of the
“Hisloric Preservation Certification
Application” according to instructions
accompanying the application. Such
ducumentation includes but is not -
limited to:

- {1) Name and mailing address of
owner;

{2} Name and address of building:

(3) Name of historic district;

(4) Current photographs of building;
photographs of the building pricr to
alteration if rehabilitation has been
compleied; photograph(s) showing the
building along with adjacent buildings -
and strugtures on the street; and
photographs of interior features and/or’
spaces adequale to document
significance;

{5} Brief description of appearance
including alterations, distinctive
features and spaces, and date(s) of
construction; ¢

{6} Brief stutement bf significance
summarizing how the building reflects
the values that give the district its
distinctive histerical and visual
character, and explaining any
significance ettached to the building
itself (i.e, unusual building techniques,
important events that tock place there,
elc.) :

{7) Sketch map clearly delineating
building's location within the district;
and

{8) Signature of fee simple owner
reguesting or concurring in a request for
evulualion.

(d} Applications for preliminary
determinations for individual listing -
must show how the building individually
meets the Nalionul Register Criteria for
Evaluation. An application for a building
focaled in a potential historic district
must document how the dislrict meets
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the criteria and how the building
cuntributes to the significance of that
district. An gpplication for  preliminary
determination for a building in.a
registered historic district which is
outside the period or area of
significance in the distsct
documentation on file with the NPS

must document and justify the expanded

significance of the district and how the
building coniributes to.the significance
of the district or document the
individua! significance of the buitding.
Applications must contain substantially
the same level of documentation as
Nationa! Register neminalions, as
specified in 38 CTR Part 60 and “How to
Compleie Nativnal Register Forms."™
Applications must also include wriiten
gssurence frum the Stute that the district
nomination is being revised to expand
its significance ur, for certified districts,
wrillen assurance from the duly
authorized representative that the
district documentation is being revised
to expand its significance, Owners
should understand that confirmation of
inten! to nominate by a State dors net
constitute listing in the National
Register. nor does it constitute a
certificution of siunificance as required’
by law for Fede val tox incentives,
Owners should further understand that
they are proceeding at their own risk. In
the event that: {1) the buitding or district
is not listed in the National Register for
procedural, substantive or olher
reasous, (2} district documentation is not
formally amended, or {3) the
significance of the building hos been loat
as a result of alterutions. final
certifications will not be issved. The
SHPO for National Register districts and
the duly authorized representative for
certified districts must submit
ducumentation and have it approved by
the NI'S to amend the National Register
nomination or certified district before
the preliminary cuhhcmmn can become
fl]d[

{e] For purpeses of the 15 and 20
percent tax credits under the Economic
Recovery Tax Act ol 1981, buildings
within registered histeric districts are
presumed to contribute to the
significance of such districts unless
certified as non-significant by the
Secretary, Owners of non-historic
Luitdings within registered historic
districts, therelore, must obtain
certification of non-significance in order
to qualify for either the 15 percent
{buildings 36-39 years old) or the 20
percent buildings 40 years er slder)
investment lax credil. I an awner
beyins or completes demolition or
substantial alteration {within the

megning of Section 167(n] of the Internal

Revenue Code) of a.building in a
registered historic district without
knowledge of requirements fon
cerlification of non-significunce, he.or
she may request certification that the:
building was not of histeric significunce:
to the district priorto substantial
alteration or demelition:in the same
mannerayg stated in {c)i. The-owner
should Be aware, however; of the
raquirements under section
701{f)}(2)(Bi{iii} and 701{R(3){bY of the
RevenueAct of 1978 and' section 212(b)
of the:Econumic Revovepy Tax Actof
1981 that the taxpayer must certify to

the Secretary of the:Treasury thal, at the:

beginning of such demolitiun or
substantial alteration, he or she in good
faith was.not aware:of the certificalion
requirement hy the Secrotary of the
Interior.

(I} If an owner wishes to ebtain
certification of a building which has
been moved (or is-proposed to be
moved) into a registered historic district
or which s wilhin a registered historic.
district and which has been moved ' [or
will be moved) elsewhere in the district,
he must complete Part 1 of the Historis
Preservation Cerlification Application
and should subniit additional
documentalion which demonstrates:

(1} The effect of the move on the
building's appearance (and proposcd.
demotition, proposed changes in
foundations, etc.);

{2) The new setting and general
environment of the proposed site;

(3) The effect of the-move on the
distinctive historical and visual
characterof the district;

{4} The method to be used for moving
the building.

Photographs showing the proposed
locativn must be sent wills the
documentation, When a.building is
meved, every effort should be made lo
reestablish its hislorigorientativn,
immedicte getling dnd general
environment.

{z) Buildings within registered hisforic
digtricts will be evaluated to determine
if they contribute to the significunce of
the district by spplication of the
Secretary's “Standards for Evaluating
Significance within Regilstered Historic.
Districts™ as set foriky in § 687.5.

{h) Once the significance of a building
located within a registered historic
district or a potential historic district.
has been determined bythe Sccretary,,
written netiflication wili be sent ta the
owner and the State oflicial in.the form
of a certification of s;gmfmanc; or hon-
mgmﬁcame

§67.5 Standardsfor evaluating
significance.within regisiered historic
districts.

{a) Buildings.lozated within re‘giliercd
historic-distrints ave raviewed by the:
Secretary to determine if they contribute.
to the significance of the district by.
appiying the-fellowing-“Stundards. for
Evaluating Signiflicance within
Registered Historic. Districts.”

{1} A building contributing:10 the:
historic significance of & district ia One.
which by location, design; setting,
materials; workmanship. feeling-and-
association adds to:the district's. sense:
of time and place and historical
development.. -

{2) A building not cuntrzbmmg tothe
historie significance of a district is ene
which does not add to the district's
sense of time and place and histaricals
development; or one where theJocation,.
design, setting, materials, warkmanship;
freling and associalionhave been so

. altered or have so deteriorated that the

overall integrity of the building:has been:
irretrievably last.

{3} Ordinarily buildings that have.
been built within the past 50 years shall:
not be considered to contribute to the
significance of a districl.unless a strong
justification:concerning their historical
er architectural meritis given or the:
historical attributes of the district are
considered to.be:less than 50 years eld,

(b) A condemnation order may be:
presented as evidence of physical
deterioration of a-building but will not.of
itself be considered suflicient.evidence
to warrant certilication el non-
significance for luss of intezriiy. In
certain cases it may be necessary, for the
owner to submit.a structural engineer’s
report tohelp subslantiate physical-

‘deterioration and/or structural damage..

{c} Certilications:of significance and
non-significance must be consistent with:
documentalion on official {ile for
registered historic districts and
individually listed propertics. In the
event thata certification requestils
received:for a building which isioutside:
a district's established period orarea of
significance, & praluninary
determination of signifisunce will anly
be issued if the request includes.
auequu!e docmnentationto support the-
revision and-if there.is written
assurance from the.State that the distric,
nomination in question.is being revised
to expand ils signilicance or for certifien
districts, wrilten assurance from the:
duly authorized representative that the
district documentation.is being revised
to expand the significance. Final
certifications willbe issued when the
district documentation ig officially
amended unless the significance of the

.
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building has been lost as a result of
allerations. For procedures on amending
stings to the National Register, consult
the appropriate SHPO or INPS regicnal
uilice,

{!) Where rehabilitation credits are
sousht, certifications of significance wil}
be mude on the appearajice and
condition of the building before
rehebililation was begun,

{¢)in cases where & nonhisteric
surbice material obscures o facade so
thiit it is impossible 1o discern whether
the building contributes to the
s.gnificance of the historic district, it
may be necessary for the owner to
remove a portion of the surfuce material
prior to requesting certification so that s
determination of significanice can be
e,

(] Additional guidance on
wertifications of historie significance is
available from State officials and NPS
regional offices.

SE7.6 Certifications of rehabilitation,

{a} Owners wanling rehabilitution
projucts for certified historic structures
to be certified by the Secretary as being
Consistent with the historie character of
the structure, and, where applicable, the
district in which the structure is locatoed,
thus qualifying as “certified
rebubilitations,” shall comply wiih the
procedures listed below, A fee, as
described in § 67,12, for reviewing all
preposed, engoing or completed
rehibilitation work is charged by the
-Secretury. Final action wil not be taken
on &ny application until the appropriate
remitlance is recejved.

{1} To initiate review of a
rehabilitation project for certification
PUrposes. an owner must complete Part
2 of the Histaric Preservalion
Certification Application according to
instructions accompanying the
application. These instructions explain
in detajl the documentation required for
certification of a rehabilitation project,
The application may describe a
proposed rehabititation project, a
prejectin progress, or a completed
project. In all cases, documentation,
including photographs adequate fg
document the appearance of the
building(s) prior to rehabilitation, both
or the exterior and on the interior, must
actompany the application as well as
the social securi v or taxpaver
identification number(s) of the owner(s).
Cther documentation may be required

¥ reviewing officials 1o evaluate
certain rehabilitation prejects. Plans for
eny attached or adjacent new
construction also muyst accampany the
application. Where such documentation
is not provided, review and evaluation
May nol be completed. Owners are

-

encouraged to submit Part 2 of the
appiication prier to undertaking any
rehabilitation work, Owners who
undertake rehabititation projects
without prior approval from the
Secretary do so at their gwn risk.

- (2) If requesting certification ofa
completed rehabililation project, the
owner shall also provide the project
completion date and a signed statement
indicating that, in the sWwner's opinion,

‘the completed rehabilitution project

meels the Secretary's “Standaids for
Rehabilitation" and is consisient with
the work described infPart 2 of the
Histeric Preservation Certification
Application. Also required in requesting
certilication of a completed

Tehabilitation project are: costy”

allributed to the rehubilitation and
photographs adequate to document Lhe
completed rehabilitation, A
determination that the completed
rehabilitation of a building not yet
designated a certified historis structure
meets the Secretary's "Standards for
Rehabilitation” does not conslitute g
certification of rehabilitation,

(b) A rehabilitation project for
certification purposes encompasses alf
work on the significant interipr and
exterior features of the certified historic
structure(s) and its setting and
environment, as determined by the
Secretary, and, related demolition,
construction or rehabilitation work
which may affect the historic qualities,
integrity or setting of the certified
historic structure(s). More specific
considerations in this regard are as
follows: -

{1} All elements of the rehabilitation
project must meet the Secretary’s ten
“Standards for Rehabilitation" (§67.7);
portions of the rehabilitation project nol
in conformance with the Standards may
not be exempted, In general, an cwner
undertaking a rehabilitation project will
not be held responsible for
rehabilitation work undertaken by

‘previous owners or third partigs,

However, if the Secretary considers or
has reason to consider that a project
subniilted for certification does not
include the entire rehabilitation project
undertaken by the owner, or beneficjal
owrer, the Secretary may choose to
deny a rehabilitation certification or to
withheld a decision on such a
certification until such t:me as the
internal Revenue Service, through a
private letter ruling, hag determined,
pursuant to these regulations and
applicable pravisions of the Internal
Revenue Code and income tax
regulations, the proper scope of the
rehabilitation project to be reviewed by
the Secretary. Factors to be taken into
account by the Secretary and the

M’"——_—-———M___,_M—m—-—______,__.

Internal Revenue Service in this regard
include, but are not limited to, the facts
and circumstances of eack application
and (i) whether previous demolition,
construction or rehabilitation work
irrespective of Gwnership or control at
the time was in fact undertaken as part
of the rehabilitation project for which
certificaiton ig sought, and (ii} whether
property cenveyances, reconfigurations,
ostensible ownership transfers or other
transactions were transaclions which
purportedly limit the scope of a
rehabilitation project for the purpose of
review by the Secretary without
substantially altering beneficial
ownership or controf of the property.
The fact that a building may stilf qualify
4s & certified historie siructure after
having undergone inappropriate
rehabilitation, construction or
demolition work does not preciude the
Secretary or the Internal Revenye
Service from determining that such
inappropriate work is part of the
rehabilitation project to be reviewed by
the Sceretary. .

(2) Conformance to the Standards will
be determined by evaluating the
building as it existed prior to the
commencement of the rehabilitation
project, regardless of when the building
becones or became g certified historic
structure,

{3) For rehabilitation projects
involving more than one certified
historic structure where the structures
are judged by the Secretary to have
been functionally related historically to
serve an overall purpose, such as a mill
complex or an industrial plant,
rehabilitation certification will be issued
on the merits of the overall project
rather than on individual components,

(4} In situations involving
rehabilitation of a certified histesic
structure in a historic district, the
Secretary will review the rehabilitation
project both as it affects the certified
historic structure and jts district and
make a certification decision -
accordingly, .

{5} In the event that an owmner of a
portion of a certified historic structure
Toquests certification for a rehabilitation
project related only to that portion, but
there is or was a larger related
rehabilitation project(s) occurring with
Tespect to the certified historip structure,
the Secretary's decision on the
Tfequested certification will be based on
review of the overall rehabilitation
project(s) for the certified historic .
structure,

{c) Upon receipt of the complete
application describing the rehabilitation
project, the Secretary shall determing if
the project is consistent with the -
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“Standards {or Rebabilitation.” if the.
project does not neet the “Standards for
Rehabilitation,” the owner shall be
advised of that fact in writing and,
where possible. will be advised of
necsssary revisions to meet such
standards. For additional procedures
regarding rehabilitation prejects
deiermined not fo meet the “Standards
for Rehabilitation,” see § 67.6(f).

(d} Once a proposed or ongoing
project has been approved, substantive-
changes in the work as describad in the
application shall be promptly brovght to
the attention of the Secreiary by writlen
statement, with a cony to the
appropriate State official, to enzure
continued conformance to the
Standards; such changes should be
made using a Historic Preservation
Certification Application Continvation
Sheet, The Secretury will notify the
owner and the State official in writing
whether the revised project continues to
‘meet the Standardg. Oral approvals of
revisions ure not autherized or valid,

(¢} Completed projacts may be
inspected by an authorized
representative of the Secretary to
determine if the work meets the
“Stundards for Rehabilitation.” The
Secretary reserves the right to make
inspections at zny {ime up to {ive years
after completion of the rehabilitation
and to revoke a certification, after giving
the ewner 3¢ days to coinpient on the
maiter. if it is determinad that the.
rehabilitation project was not
undertaken az presented by the owner
in his or her application end supporting
documentation. or the owner, upun
oblaining certilication, undertock
unapproved further alterations as part.of

“the rehabilitalicn project inconsistent

with the Secretary's “Standards {or
Rehabilitation.” The tax consequences
of a revocuticn of cerlification will be.

~determined by the Secretary of the

Treasury.

(f) In the event thal.a proposed,.
engoing, or completed rehabilitation
project does not mee! the "Slanderds for
Rehshilitation,” an explanalory lalies
will be sen! 1o the owner with a.copy lo
the Stale officizl, A rehabiiiiated.
building net in conformance with the
“Slandards for Rehabilitation” and
which is determined to have lost those
qualities which caused it to be
nominated to the National Register, will.
be removed from the National Register.
in gccord with Department of tha
Interior regulations 36 CFR-Part 60..
Simitarly, if a building has lost those
qualities which caused it to be
designated a certified historic stoucture,
it will.be certified as non-contributing

{see §§ 67.4 and 67.5). In either case, the

_ purpose.

delisting or certification.of non-
gignificance is considered effective as of
the date of issue and is not.considered
to be retroactive, In these situations, the
Internal Revenue Service will be:
notified of the substantial.alteration,
The tax conscquences of a denial of
certification will be determined by the
Secretary of the Treasury.

§67.7 Standards for rehabilltation..

{a) The following “Standurds for
Rehabilitation,"” a section of the
Secretary's “'Standard for Historic
Preservation Projects” (see 36 CER Part
68), are the guidelines uskd to determing
if a rehabilitation project of a certified
historic structure gualifies as a certified
rehabilitation. The Standards shall be:
applied taking into consideraiion the
economic and technical feasibility of

“each project; in the final analysis,

however, to be certified, the
rehabilitation project must be consistent
with-the historic character of the
structure{s} and, where applicable, the
district in which it is located.

(1) Every reasonable eflott shall Le
tmade to pravide a compatible use fora -
property which requires minimal
alteration of the building, structure, or
site and its environment, or to use u
property for its originally intended

(2) The distinguishing original
gualities or character of a building,
structure, or site and its environment
shall nol be destroyed. The removal or
alteration of any historic material or
distinctive architecturul features should
be avoided when pussible.

{3). All buildings, siructures. and sifes
shall be recognized as products of thein
own time. Alterations.that have no
historical basia. and which.seek to.creale
an earlier appearance shall ba
discouraged.

(4) Changes which.may have taken.
place in the caurse of time are evidence
of the history and development.of a
building,.sizucture; or site and its.
environmenl. Thesa changss may have:
acquired sisniflicance intheic awn.right,.
and this significance. shall.birrecognized
and respected,

(5) Distinctive stylistic features o
examples af skilled crafismanship which
characterize a:building, structure, orsite
shall be treated with sensitivity.

(8) Dateriorated archilecture. features.
shall be repaired rather than replaced,
whearever possible. In.the evant.
replacement.is nocesaary, thenew
material should match.the matesial,
being replaced. in.composition: design
color,texture, and other visual.qualities.
Repair grreplacement. ol missing:
architectural features.shouldbe based.
on accurate duplications.of features,

subistantinled by historic. physical,.or
nictorial evidence rather then on
cenjectural designs or the availability of
different architectural elements from
other bulidings or structures,

(7} The surface cleaning of structures
shall be undertzken with the gentlest
means posgible. Sandblasting and other -
cleaning methods that will damage the
historic building materials shail not be

- undertaken.

{8} Every reasonable effort shall be
maude to protect and preserve
archeological resources affecied by, or
adjacent to any project,

{9} Contemporary design for
alterations and addilions to existing
properties shall not be discouraged
when such alierations and additions do
not destroy significant histerical,
architectural, or cultural material, and
such design is compatible with the size;,
scale, color, malerial, and character of
the property, neighborhood or -
environment,

{10} Wherever possible, new
gdditions oralterations to structures
shall be done in such a manner that if
such additions or alterations were to be
removed in the future,.the essential form
and integrity of the structure would be
unimpaired.. C

(b} Certain treatments, if improperly
applied, or certain materials by their
physical preperties, may cause or
accelerate physical.deterioration of
historic. buildings, Inappropriate
physical trestments.include, but.are not
limited to: improper repointing.
techniques and:improper extesion
masonry cleaning:methods;and the-
introduction. of ingulationintmeavity:

_walls of historicwooedframe buildings:

where dumuge tohistoric fabric wounlgh
result, In almost allsituetiony use:of’
these_mﬂtnm’aiszan&treuémeni&:wiil.
resultin:cerlificativmdanial Stmiladly,.
exterivr additisns: thut duplicate the:
form, material, style-and detailingof the
structure lorthe-exient Bat they:
compromise: ihehistoric churactercfithe
siructure will resulbis certification.
denial. Forapecificinformation.on:
appropriele andinappropriste
rehabilitating trastments. owners shiouid
consull the:"Preservetion Briefs) seripw
pulblished Ly the Nafional.Eark: Service..
Additional:yuidelines and.other .
{echnical information:te:heip propenty:
owners formulate plans-forthe
rehabilitation; preservation, and
continued use:ofhistoricproperties:
consistent with the'inlentofithe:
Seeretary's-‘Standerds for
Rehabilitation!! sre available from:the
appropriate SHi?O:on NPS regionel
eifice.. B
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(e} in certain limited cases, it may be
necessary to dismantle and rebuild
purtions of a certified historic structure
Mo stahilize and repuir weskened
structural members and systems. In such
cases. the Sverelary will consider such
extreme interventions as partof a
certilied rebabilitation if (1) the
necessity for dismantling is justified in
supporting decumentation; {2)
spnificient architeciural features und
averail design are retained; and (3)
adequate historic muterials are retained
tu maintain the architectura! and
historic integrity of the overall structure,
Substential alterations undertaken
between jute 30, 1876, and December 31,
1981, may be subject to the provisions of
section 167(0) of the Internal Revenue
Code. The Economic Recovery Tax Act
of 1981 requires thai 75 percent or moro
uof the existing external walls remain ss
external walls in the rehabilitation
process to gualify for the investment tax
credit,

{d) Prior approval of & project by
Federal, State and local agencies and
organizations does not ensure
certification by the Secrctury for Federal
tax purposcs. The Seeretary’s Standards
tuhe precedence over other regulations
und cedes in delermining whether the
rehabilitation project is consistent with
the Yistoric character of the building
and/or the district in which it is localed.

§67.8 Certification of statutes,

{u) Stale or locad statutes which will
be certified by the Secretary. For the
purpose of this regulation, a $tate or
local statute is o faw of the State or
local government designating, or
praviding a method for the designation

of, & historic district or districts. This
" includes any by-laws or ordinances that
contiin information necessary for the
certification of the statute. A slaiate
must contdin criteria which will
substantialiy achieve the purpose of
preserving and rehabilitating buildings
of histeric sivnificance to the district. To
be certified by the Secretary, the statute
generelly must provide for a duly
designaged review body, such as a
review hoard or commission, with
power to review proposed allerations to
structures of historic sianificance within
the boundaries of the district or districts
designated under the statute except
those owned by the State,

{b} When the cerlification of State
statules will have an impact on districts
m specific localities, the Secretary
- encourages Stale governments to notify
and consult with appropriate locel
officials prior to submitting s request for
certiflication of the statute.

{c] State enabling legislation which
authorizes local guvernivents to

designate, or provides local
governments with a method to
designate, a historic district or districts
will not be certified unless accompanied
by local statutes that implement the
purpose of the State law. Adequate
State statutes which designate specific
historic districts and do not reguire
specific implementing local statutes wil
be certified. If the State enabling

legislation contains provisions which do

not meet the intent of the law, local
statules designated under the authority
of the enabling lcgislazion wiil not be
cerlified. When State tnabling
legislation exists, it must be certified
before any local statutes enscted under
its authority can be certified.

(d) Who may apply. Reguests for
certification of State of local statutes
may be made only by the Chief Flected
Official of the government which
enacled the statute or his or hee duly
authorized representative. The applicant
shall certify in writing that he or she is
authurized by the appropriate State of
local governing body to apply for
certification,

(e} Stutute certification process,
Requests for certification of State of

local statetes shall be made as follows:

{1} The request shall be mude in
writing from the duly authorized
representative certifying that he or she
is authorized to apply for certification.
The request should include the nunie or
title of a person to contact for further
information and his or her address and
telephene number. The authorized
representative is responsible for
providing historic district documentation
for review and certification prior to the
first centilication of significance in 4
district unless another responsible

-person is indicated including his or her

address and telephone number, The
reques! shall aiso include a copy of the
statute(s) for which certification is
requested, including any bylaws or
ordinances that contain information
necessary for the certification of the
statute, Local governments shall also
submit a copy of the State enabling
legislation, if any, authorizing the
desighation of historic districts.

{2) The address to which reguests
should be sent may be oblained by
conlacting the appropriate NPS regional
office or Slate official. These requests
shall be sent to the appropriate State
official in participating States. Requests
from owners in nen-participating States
should be sent to the appropriate NPS
regional office,

{3} The Secretary shall review the
statulel(s) and assess whether the
statutefs) and any bylaws or vrdinances
that contain information necessary for
the certification of the statute conlain

Criteria which will substantially achieve
the purposes of preserving and

~ rehabilitating buitding of historic

signilicance to the district(s) based upon
the standards set out above in § 67.8(a),
The State shall be given a 30-day
opportunity to comment upon the
request. State commen!s received within
this time period will be considered by
the Secretary in the review process. if
the statute(s) contain such provisions
and if this and other provisions in the
statute will substantially achieve the
purpose of preserving and rehabilitating
buildings of histaric significance to the
district, the Secretary will certifyv the
stutute{s).

(9} The Secrelary shall provide
written notification within 60 days to the
duly authorized representative and the
Slate official when certification of the
statute is given or denied. If certification
is denied. the notification wili provide
an explanation of the reason(s) for such
denial,

{{) Amendment or Repeal of
slaiutels). State or local governments, as
appropriate, must notify the Secretary in
the event that certified statutes are
repealed, whereupon the certification of
the statute {and any districts designated
thereander} will be withdrawn by the
Sceretary. If a certified statute is
amended, the duly authorized
representative shall submit the
amendment(s) 1o the Secretary, with a
cupy to the Stale, for review in
accordance with procedures outlined
above. Wrilten notification of the
Sccretury’s decision as to whether the
amended statule continues to meet these
criteria will be sent to the duly
authorized representative and the State
official within 60 days of receipt.

2} The Secretary may withdraw
certification of & statute {and any
districts designaled thereunder) on his
own initiative if it is repealed or
amended to be inconsistent with
certification requirements after
providing the duly autherized
representative and the State official 30
days in which to comment prior to the
withdrawal of certification, '

§67.9 Certitications of State or local
nistoric districts.

fa} The purticular State or local
historic district must also be certified by .
the Secretary as subslantially meeling
Nalionul Register criteria, thereby
qualilying it as a “registered histori
district,” before the Secretury will
process requests for certification of
individual buildings within a district or
districts established under a cerlified
slutute. : e
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(b; The provisions describad herein
will not apply to buildings within a State
or local district until the district has
been certified. even if the siatute
creating the district has been certified
Ly the Secretary.

[t} The Secretary conziders the duly
authorized representative requesting
certification of a statute to be the
official responsible for submitting
district documentation for certification.
H another person is to assuma
responsibility for the district -
docementation, the letter requesling
slatute certification shall indicate that
verson’s name, address and telephone
number. The Secretary considers the
authorizing slatement of the duly
authorized representative to indicate

that the jurisdiction invalved wishes not’

only that the statute in question be
certifiad but also wishes all historic
districts designaicd by the stutute to be
ceriified unlese otherwise indicated.

{d} The address to which requests
shiould be sent may e obtained by
vontacting the apprepriate NPS regional
office or State official. These requests
shall be sent to the appropriate State
official in participating Elates. Requests
from duly authorized ropresentatives in
non-parlicipating States should be sent
3 the appropriate NPS regionad office.
‘TLhe State shall be given 4 30 day
opportunity to conment upon on
adeguately documented reguest, State
comments received within this time
period will be considered by the
Secretary in the review process. Each
reguest should include the fohumng
documentation:

{1) A concise description of the
general physical or historical qualities
which make this a district; an
esplanation for the choice of boundaries
fur the district; descriptions of typical
archilectural styles and types of
Luildings in the district.

12) A concise statment of why the
diztrict hus significance and why it
substantially meets Mational Register
criteria for listing {see 36 CFR 60); the
relevant crileria should be idenlified (A,
B. C or ).

{3} A deflinition of what types of
buildings do not contribute to the
signiflicance of the disirict as well as an
estimate of the percentage of buildings
within the district that do not contribute
to its significance.

(4] A map showing all district
buildings with, if possible, identification
of contributing and non-contribuling
buitdings: the map should clearly show
the district's boundaries.

{5} Photographs of typical areas in the
district as well as major types of
guntributing and non-contribuling

P

buildings {all photos should be keyed i
the map).

(e} Disteicts designated by certified
State or local statutes shall be evaluated
using the Nutional Register criteria {36
CFR 60} within 60 days of the receipt of
the required documentation. Written
nolification of the Secretary's decision
will be sent to the duly authorized
representative or to the person

. designated as responsible for the district

documentation.

(f} Certification of statutss and
districts does not constitute certificalion
of significance of individual buildings
wzthm the disirict or of rehabilitation
projects by the Secretary.

(g) Districts certified by the Secretary
as substantially meeting the
requirements for listing will be
determinad eligible for lisling in the
National Regml{.r at the time of
certification and will be published as
such in the Federal Register.

1h) Documentation on additional
districts designated under a State or
local statute that has been certified by
the Secretary should be submitled to the
Secretary {or certification following the
same procedure and including the same
information outlined in the section .
above.

{i} Siute or local governments, as
appropriate, shall notify the Seeretary if
a certified district designation is
amended (including boundary changes}
or repealed. Ha certified district
designation is amended, the duly
authorized representative shall submit
documentation describing the change(s)
and, if the district has been increased in
size, information on the new areas as
outlined in § 67.9. A revised statement
of significance [or the district as a whoie
shall also be included to reflect any
changes in overall significance es a
resu]i of the addmen or deletion of
areas. Review procedures shall follow
those outlined in § 67.9 (d) and (e). The
Secretary will withdraw certification of
repezled or inappropriately amended
certified district designations, thereby

disqualifying them as regisiered nistoric -

districts.

(i} The Secretary may withdraw
certification of & district on his own
initiative if it ceases to meet the
National Register Criteria for Evaluation
afler providing the duly authorized
representative and the State official 30
days in which tp commaent prior to
withdrawal of certification.

{k} The Secretary urges State and
local review boards or commissions to
become familiar with the standards used
by the Secretery of the Interior for
certifying the rehabilitation of historic
buildings and to consider their adoption
for ioc_a% design review.

§ 67.10 Appeals.

{a} An appeal by the cwner or duly
authorized representative as appropriate
may be made from any of the
certifications or denials of certification
made pursuant to this part or any
decisions made pursuant to § 67.6(2):
Such appeals must be in writing and
received by the Chief Apneals Officer,
Cultural Resources, National Park
Service, U.S. Department of the Interior,
Washington, D.C. 26240, within 30 days

-of receipt of the decision which is the

subject of the appeal. The appellant may
request an opportunity for a meeting to
discuss the appeal, The State cfficial
will be notified that an appeal is
pending. The Chief Appeals Officer will
review such appesals and the written
record of the decision in question, and
shall notify the appellant of his decisien
within 30 days of ils receipthif
circumslances permit.

_{b} The denial of a preliminary
detersnination of sigoificance for an
individual building may not be appealed
by the owner because the denial itself
does not exhaust the adininistrative
remedy that is available. The owner
instead must seek recourse by
underlaking the usual nominalion
process {36 CFR Part 60). Similarly, the
denial of preliminary ceriification for a
rehabilitation project for a building that
is not a certificd historic structure may
not be appealed. The owner must seek a
final certification of significance ag the
niext step, rather than apnealing the
denial of rehabilitation certification.
Adininistrutive reviews in these
circumstances may be paiformed at the
discretion of the Chief Appeals QOfficer.
The decision to undertake sn
administrative review will be madecna .
case-by-case basis, depending on
particular facts and gircumstances and
the Chief Apseals Cificer's schedule, the
expected date for nomination, and the
nature of the rehahilitation project
{proposed, cngoing or completed).
Administrutive reviews of rehabilitation
projects will not be undertaken if the
owner has objected fo the listing of the
building in the National Register,

(¢} In such appeals or administrative
reviews: {1} The Chief Appeals Gllicer
shall consider: (i} alleged errors in
professional judgment; (i) alleged
prejudicial procedural ervors; end (iii)
any additional information provided. (2)

The Chief Appeals Officer's decision

may: {i) reverse the appealed decision:
{i}) effirm the appealed decision, {iti)
resubmit the matter (o the appropriate
Regicnal Birsctor for further
consideration: or {iv) where appropriate,
withhold a decision until issvance of &
ruling from the Internal Revenue Service
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pursuant to Section 67.6(b)(1). The Chief
Appeals Officer is authorized to issue
the certifications discussed in this part
only if he considers that the requested
certification meets the applicable
stututary standard upon application of
the guidelings set forth herein or
prejudicial procedural error legally
compels issuunce of the reguest
certification.

{d) The decision of the Chief Appeals
Officer shall be the final administrative
decision on the appeel. No person shall
be considered to have exhausted his or
her administrative remedies with
respect to the certifications or decisions
described in this part until the Chief
Appeals Olficer has issued a final

- administrative decision pursuant to this

se(.mm

§ 67.11 Expedited review system for
quatified States.

{a} Expedited review of certification
requests is an ebjective of the Secretary.
Qualified States wishing to participale
in the review and processing of Part 1
and Pant 2 certification requests can
areatly assist in expediting the process,
The procedures detailed below will
eliminate duplication of cffort and

enable qualilicd Siates to assume

greater responsibility for making
certification recommendations. The
prucedures will enable the Secretary to
make certification decisions in 15 days,
shortering the total review lime for
applications from 60 to 45 days. This
system does not apply to the review of
State or focal statutes or districts.

{bl States wishing to ebitain “qualified
State"” status will be evaluated by the
Secretary prior to receiving such status
to ensure that:

{1} Fach certificalion request, for
eviluations of significance and
rehabilitation, is reviewed by
professionally qualified stall in
socordance with procedures set forth
herein.

{2} The State is able to document thal
it hits reviewed, and is reviewing,
certification requests and has made, and
is muking centification recommendations
consistent with established standards,
within the specilied 30-day time frame,
#nd other guidefines established by the
Scuretary.

Cuidelines for evaluating whether or
nat a State is qualified shall be

txtablished by the Secretary.

{c) A request for “qualified State”
status may be made in writing 2t any
time by the State official to the
appropriate National Park Service
regional office. The Sscretary shall
evuluale each request and notify the
State in writing of his determination.

{d} The performance of a qualified
State in administering the certification
program shall be reviewed on an
ongoing basis, "Qualified” status.
however, may be revoked st any time.
with 30 days notice, if it is determined
by the Secretary that zlle State is not
meeting the guidelines Yor qualified
State status.

{e)} All certification requests from
qualified States will generally be
processed within 15 days by the
Secretary. These lime frames, however,
are nol binding upon the Secretary,

{f} Qualified States are encouraged to
provide local governments certificd in
accordance with the National Historic
Preservation Act and Department of the
Interior guidelines an oppertunity to
participate in the certification pregram,
within: the time periods established in
§67.3.

{g} Stutes not wishing “qualificd
State” status may continue to comment
on any or all certification requests
within their jurisdiction, as described in
§ 67.1{c}.

certification requests,

{#) Fees are charged for reviewing
rehabilitation certilication requests in
accordunce with the schedule below.
The {ee schedule described in this part
shall apply to ali requests for
certification of rehabilitation received
by the State official or the NPS rogional
office after the effective date of this
regulation.

{b} Payment shall not be mady until
requested by the NPS Regicnal Office
according to instructions accompany ing
the I{zstonc Preservation Certification
Application. All checks shall be rmade
payable to: NATIONAL PARK
SERVICE. Final action will not be tuken
on an application until the appropriate
remittance is received, Fees are
noarefundable

{c] The fee for review of proposed or
ongoing rehabilitation projects for
projects over 520,000 is $250, The fces
for review of comgleted rehabilitation
projects are based on the dollar amount

of the costs atiributed solely to the
rehabilitation of the certified historic
structure provided by the owner in the
Historic Preservation Certification
Application, Request for Certification of
Completed Waork, as foliows:

Fea Size of rehabilitation -

£500 $20.000 10 £99,959.
800 . .} $100,000 to $499.999
$1,500 . .j £500,000 1o 5389 899
52,500 ... .f $1,060.000 or more.

if review of a proposed or ongoing
rehabilitation project had beerz
undertaken by the Secretary prior to
submission of @ Request for Certification
of Completed Work, the initial fee of
5250 will be deducted from these fees.
No fee will be charged for
rehabilitations under $20,000. .

{) In general, each rehabilitalion of a
separote certified hisloric structure will
be considered a separate project for
purposes of computing the size of the
fee.

{1} In the case of a rehabilitation
project which includes more than one
certified historic structure where the
structures are judged by the Secretary to
have been funciionally related
historically to serve an overall purpose,

W the fee for preliminary review is $250
§67.12 Fees{orprocessing rehablh!auon

and the fee for final review is computed
on the basis of the total rehabilitation
costs, '

(2} In the case of multiple building
projects which are under the same
ownership: are located in the same
historic district; are adjacent or
contiguous; are of the same architectural
type {e.g., rewhouses, loft buildings,

“ete.), and are submitied {or review at the

same time, the maximurm total fee is
§2,500. In this situation, the fee for
preliminary review is $250 per building
to a maximum of $2,500 and the fee for
final review is computed on the basis of
the total rehabilitution costs of the
enlire multiple building project to &
maximum of $2,500. I the 52,500
maximuwn fee was paid at the time of
review of the proposed or ongoing
rehabilitution project, ne further {ee will
be charged for a Request for
Certification of Completed Work

{FR Doc. Bi-5452 Filed 3-11-85 B lS ]
BILLING CODE 4310-70-M
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY DATE: February 6, 1985

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT
TO: George Anderton, Purchasing Manager
FROM: Robert A, Lakin, Director of Planning

SUBJECT: ' Request for Ce_r_t_ified Ownership List

Would vyou ;ﬁlease drder a cértified abstract ownership list of names and
mailing addresses for the area within the boundaries delineated on the
attached map, - : R

This list will be used by the Metropolitan Area Planning Department - to
notify property owners of a public hearing to be held concerning the
designation of an historic landmark district in the area of East Douglas
Avenue generally between Topeka and Washington Avenues. The area
delineated on the attached map includes all properties proposed .-to be
within the district as well as all abutting properties. e

Attached -is- a base map with the boundaries delineated for vou to _-forw_a_rd*
to the abstract company. If you or the selected abstract company ‘have
any questions, or if we may provide any assistance, please contact either
Eunice Walter, Assistant to the Director of my staff, at 268-4445 or
Margaret McDonald Lahey, Preservation Planner, also of my staff, at

268-4421,

Robert A. Lakin s
S _ Director of Planning BT
RAL/MML/Iw LIRS :
Attachment e ' '
cc: Mike Reichenberger, Acting Federal Aid Coordinator
Don Anderson, Dir‘ector of Housing and Economic Director
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“August 6, 1985

OFFICE CF THE MAYOR
CITY HALL - FIR3T FLOOR
455 NOATH MAIN STREET
WICHITA, KANSAS 67202
(316) 2684301

Joseph Snell

State Historic Preservation Officer
120 West Tenth e
Topeka, Kansas 65612

Dear Mr. Snell:

As the duly authorized representative of thé City of Wichita, in accordance
with 36 CFR 67.9, we respectfully request that you process our application
for the certification of the localty designated East Douglas Avenue Historic

- Landmark District.

The documentation required pursuant to 36 CFR 67.9(1)~(5) is enclosed in
duplicate. If further information is required, please advise Margaret
McDonald Lahey of the Metropolitan Area Planning Department at (316)

. 268-4421,

Sincerely,

Robert C . Brown
Mayor

cc: David Burk, President, Historic Landmark Preservation Committee
Robert G. Finch, City Manager (Interim) ' FRORE
The Honorable Board of City Commissioners




860(Publizhed In Tha Daily Record, July 5, 1885)1t
! e OROCINANCE NO, 39-250

AN ORDINANCE DESIGNATING AS A HISTORIC
LANDMARK CERTAIN LANDS LOCATED IN THE
CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS, UNDER THE AUTHOR-
ITY GRANTED BY SECTION 28.04,195, THE CCDE QF
THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS,

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE GOVERNING BOGY OF
THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS.

SECTION 1, That having received & recommendation
from the Planning Commission, and proper notice having
been given and hearing held as proviced by law and
under authority and subjest ta the provisions of Section
26.04.195, The Code of the City of Wichita, Kansas, ihe
fands legally described hereby are designated as a
historic landmark, to-wit: -

CASE NO. H851

Established of the "' H"' Historic Landmark DPesignation
on the following described property:

EAST DOUGLAS AVENUE HISTORIC LANDMARK
DISTRICT located within the foliowing describad
boundary, commencing at the Northwest corner of Lot 33,
Douglas Aveniue, N.A. English’s Addition to the City of
Wichita; thence east along the south fing of Douglas
Avenue as platted in said addition to the Northwest
eurner of Lot 41, Douglas Avenue of said adthtion; thence
sauth along ihe west tine of saig Lot 41 and sad line
extended to the scuth line ot the alley agjacent to and
#oulh of said Lot 41; thencu east along sa:0 south bne and
#ald line extended to tha Naorthwest corner of Lot 3
Emporla Avenue in said addition; thence south along the
wost line of Lots 1 and 3 Emporia Avenue in said agdition
te the south line of said Lot 3; therce east along sad

- outh line to the east line of 5aid Lot 3; thence nerth aiong

the east line of Lots 3 and 1 Emporia Avenue on said
adaition to the Northoast corner of said Lot 1; thence east
to the Northwest corner of Lot 2 S5t Francis Avenue i1a
sald eddition; thenca continuing east along the notth line

- of said Lol 2 to the west lina of St, Francis Avenue; thence

-

south along said wesat lins 19 the north line of Witliam
Street; thence ans! along said north line to the Sauthwest
corner of Lot 12 Santa Fe Avenue in said acdition: thenca
south to the Morthwest corner of Lot 14, Santa Fe Avenue
In 2aig acdition; thence south along the wost line of even
numbared Lots 14 thru 38, Sanla Fe Avenue in

‘#aid addition to the Southwest corner of

83id Lot 38; thence past along the

south line of said Lot 34 to tre Sovthesst corner of said
Lot 38; thance south along the oast lire of even numbered
Lots 40 thru 50, Santa Fg Avenue in sai¢ addition lo the
Southsast corner of said Lot 50, thence east {p-the
Southwest corner of Lot 1, Unign Station Addition to
Wichita, Kansas; thance east alang the south line of saig
Lot 1 1o the southeast corner of sawg lot; thence northerty
&long the cast lina of said Lot 110 a paint 140 feet south of
the north line of said Lot 1, which pomnt is aiso 140 loot
south of the north line of Lot 3, Union Station Additign;
thence east parailel to and 140 1. south of said north tine
o the west line of Rock Igland Avenue; thence north
along said west line to the north line of tha ziley adjacent
to and south of Lot 2, Mead Avenue, East Wichila
Addition: thence west along the north line of said alley to
the Southeast corner of Lot t, Mead Avenue of said
addition, thence westarly to the Soulhiesst corner of Lot
14, Sanla Fe Avenue, 4. 1. Mead Addition; thenge west
afong the south tien of amd Lot 14 1o the Southwes! corner
of said Lot 14; thence southwesterly to the Southeast
corner of Lot 1, 5t Francis Avenue, 1N said addition;
thence north aleng the east line of Lols 1, 3.5, 7, anc 5,
Francis Avenue 1 ssid zudition {6 the north line of the
south haif of said Lot 9; thence west along said north tine
to the eastline of $:. Franos Avenug; thencs south along
said east line to Scuthwest corner of Lot 1. 8t. Francis
Avenuc in Said aadition; thenge weat to the Soultivest
Corner of Lot 2, St. Francis Avenue 4 s3i16 &dcition;
thence west aleng the south hine of sxid Lot 2 and the
south line of Lot 1, Empania Avenue in saig accition )
the east ime of Emporia; therce west 1o the Southeast

corner of Lot 2, Emporia Avenua in sad aqcon, thense -

wasl along 1he south fine of said Lot 2 and the south iine
of Lot % Tepeka Avenus in sang aagition to a pent, sag
point beng the intarsection of tha soutn hine of st Lot 1
and the west line of Let 30, Douglas Avenue 1n said
addition  extangey ROCLN;  thence  seuth aiong s
BN wost linp ang seid'west hne to the nocth hine of
Douglas Asenue; thenoe LN IS the pond of beginning.
Gencraiiy Sied east of Topora Avenue and west of
Rock s ane Avenve from pranai? tiocs nerth of Douplas
AVEnue era souh of Lnghsh, : :

.

SECTION 2. That upon the taking effect of the
Ordinance, the above historic designation shali be
cutlined and shown on the “Olificial Zoning Map” .
previousiy adoepted by reference,

SECTION 3. That this Crdinance shall take effect and
ba in force frem and after its adoption and publication in
the ofliciat City paper, :

ADOPTED AT WICHITA, KANSAS, July 2, 1285,
R.C. BROWN, Mayor - . )
ATTEST:{SEAL) DONALD C. GISICK, City Clerk ~

V7 Lzation of%3%ff?-
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WICHLTA KLULOLILE Ul fidivivay & seave
- Inventbry Nomination Form
“ A ¥ . N {/ =

Print all entrics - complete applicable sections

1. NAME

historic

aand/or common EAST DOUGLAS AVENUE HISTORIC LANDMARK DISTRICT

2. LOCATIOX ’ ‘ , ‘ | .

street and number SEE CONTINUATION SHEET AND ATTACHED MAP

eity, town WICHITA county  SEDGWICK ' state . KANSAS

3.° CLASSIFICATION -

Cafegory Status _
X district X occupied government
building(s) unoccupied industrial
structure - t-work in progress military
site Accessible ., museunm
-___object - : yes: restricted ' park - .-
Ownershlp : X yes: unrestricted private residence'
< public no o Dulti~family
private Present Use - religlous
X both .. . apgriculture scientific .
Public Acquisition _X commercial transportation
in process educat onal ‘ - other:
being considered " entertainment
4, OWNER OF PROPERTY o o SR
name MULTIPLE PRIVATE OWNERSHIP AND PUBLIC OWNERSHIP
street and number N/A | phone
) L
city, town WICHITA county SEDGWICK state  KANSAS ' zip
5. LOCATION OF LEGAL DESCRIPTION
tourthouse, registér of dceds, etec., REGISTER OF DEEDS
street and number : SEDGWICK COUNTY COURTHOUSE
:ity, town WICHITA state  KANSAS

Ve REPRESENTATION IN EXISTING SURVEYS

dtle WICHITA'S INVENTORY OF HERITAGE Has this property becn determined eligible? Yes N
RESOURCTS X

ate 1985 . : federal- state - county X _X loeal

cpository for survey records OTFICE O' PRESERVATION PLAYNTP, METROPCLITAN AREA PLARNING
DEPARTMENT, CITY HALL, 10TH FL, 455 N. MAIN (67202)

Trvs pow o MICHETA .. stace  EKmSAS
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DESCRIPTION - \
Cond el ' ' : " Check One , Check One
excellent - deteriorated X unaltered _X_original site
"X good > ruins : . altered - oved
fair . " ;__vpncxposed : -, R

Pescribe the present and original (if known) physical appearance:

Generally the dlstrlct consists of low rise brick structures ranglng from two to six

" ptories in height. The majority of buildings have commercial vernacular styling of

the late 19th and early 20th century. Decorative elements are usually stylized
neoclassical motifs. The earliest buildings show influence of the second Enpire
style (Carey Hotel) and commercial variations of the Queen Anne style and Italianate
styles (620 East Douglas, 509 East Douglas, 505 East Douglas, 504 East Douglas, and

‘501 East Douglas). The later buildings tend to be simpler commercial vernacular

structures. Key 20th century buildings among the group are those which show rich
ornamentation in terra cotta with neoclassical styling as represented in the Beaux
Arts school. These bulldings included the two dNead build ings (419 'and 506 East
Douglas) and Union Station, built in 1914 and resembling, in a much smaller, simpler
scale, Grand Central Station in New York City. The latest contributing buildings in
the proposed district are those dating from the late 1920's displaying influcnce of
the art deco period in contrasting colors and geo metric decorative motlfs, (Frallck
Building at 604 East Douglas and 126 North St. Fraacis). T

The district .appears spacious and uncluttered partially because of the low profile

of the buildings and because of the grcat width of Douglas Avenue with approximately
115 feet between building facades. " Another key element of the district is the

“rallroad, to which the distriect in part owes its decvelopment. The railroad which

crosses the district, north to south on elevated tracks, helped establish the East

‘Douglas district as a commercial center. The railroad also spawned the several

hotels located within the proposed district, as well as the group of warehouses
between the railroad and Commerce Street, R

The 46 buildings and structures forming the district are in generally good condi-

tion. Many are, however, vacant or under-utilized as the area was bypassed by

modern urban high-rise development further west on Douglas and on Market omd Main
Streets. The decline of passenger and freight rail usage resulted in a decline in
the prosperity of the East Douglas area from which it is now only beginning to
recover through the efforts of a fcw investors who have successfully rehabllltated

some of the structures,

The qualities that make this district distinct from the surrouhding area are its
unity of scale, materials usage and age. The eodges of the district are easily

“marked by the beginning of concentrations of noncontributing features, either

buildings or open space such as parking lots. Within the proposed district itself,
there are only two noncentributing buildings: 524-530 Fast Douglas and 122-124
North St. Francis which date from after the established period of significance.
These two bulldings are, however, consistent with their neighbors in overall scale,

size, use and materials,

One important feature of the district wvhich helps to strengthen its historical
significance is the remaining original wooden paving blocks In the alley running
between Emporia and St. Francis, south of Douglas., The paving which may predate
any of the buildings in the district consists of rectangular wooden blocks set on
end in the ground to provide a brick-like surface for the alley. This i$_thc only

known area in the city where this material is visible.

1 (oneld con page :7)



EVALUATION OF CRITE{ % SIGHIFICANCE FOR DESIGN rofe.

Criteria'for Evaluation

‘The following criteria are to be considered in determining the eligibility of a proj

for historic landmark designation under Ordinance 33-790, City of Wichita (Section
2,12,101%, Code of the City of Wichita). Check one or more categories of applicable
eriteria, - N SRR B o TR

X a, Character, interest or value as part of the development, heritage, or cult

characteristics of the City of Wichita, State or United States, -

b. Location as the site of a significant historic event.

X ¢, Identification with a person or persons who significantly contributed to t|
culture and development of the City, RN -

X d. Exemplification of'the‘gultural, economic, sociai or historical heritage of
City. S | Co A

X e, Portrayal of the environment of a éroup of people in an era of history

chépacterized by a distinctive architectural style.,
f. EImbodiment of distinguishing characteristics of an architectvral type or
: " specimen. . L ' . R
"g+ IYdentification as the work of an afchitcct or master builder_whose individq
work has influenced the development of the City, EERTEA
) A . . .. N ‘
h. Embodiment of elements of architectural design, detail, materials or’crafts:
manship which represent a significant architectural innovation,
. i. Relationship to other distinctive buildings, sites or areas which are eligil

for preservation according to a plan based on historiec, cultural or archi-
tectural morif. o i :

X __ 3. VUnique location of singular physical characteristics representing an .
established and familiar visual feature of a neighborhood, community or the
City. R : R

k. Archacological value in that it has produced or can be cxpected to produce d
affccting theories of historic or prechistorie, interest. TR '

X 1. Value as an aspect of comnunity sentiment or public pride,
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8:  EVALUATION OF CRITERIA AND SIGNIFICANCE FOR DESIGNAYION (Continued)

B, Significance
Explain how the property meets the criteria checked above.

This district is held together by an an architectural and historical unity representin
important perieds in Vichita's history: the 1880's and the first three decades of the
century. An iImportaant aspect of the district is that it remains substantially as 1
earlier in the 20th century. The intrusive eclements to the distriet are minimal, ¢
nonexistent, and consist mostly of non~historic open space in the form of parking lots
city park. It is, in fact the only remaining commercial concentration from Wichita's

history.

Nearly all of the buildings within the boundaries of the district date from the two perio
Significance given: The 1880's and the early 20th century. Actually, there area only

buildings in the district from the earlier period, but two of them are key or outsta
structures and are already individually listed in the National Register of Historic Pi
These buildings are the Hotel Carey (Eaton lotel) on the southwest corner of Douglas
Emporia, built in 1887 and the Rock Island Depot at the southwest correr of Mead Stree
Douglas, also built in 1887, Tie character of the district is commercial with a small

of warchouses located adjacent to the railroad. : .

The buildings seen today in the proposed East Douglas historic district are actually
second generation of architecture to be there. O1ld photographs show that in the 1870':
particularly the 1880's the arca was substantially buile ‘up with small frame struct:
Gradually, they were replaced with larger, more substantial brick buildings refle«
Wichita's growth and prosperity largely breught -about by the railroads and the indus!
dependent upon them, : ' :

While Wichita experienced a great boom cycle in the 1880's, there was an equally great pe
of prosperity in the first two decades of the 20th century. It was during this later pe
that nearly all of the buildings in the district were constructed. In the 1930's new
struction diminished as might be expected from general economic conditions of that dec
Therefore, 1930 is the approximate ending date for the period of significance of the distr
One exception which is definitely considered “contributing” to the importance of the dist
is the art deco facade applied to the Harple Theatre (building #34) which brfbably dates
the 1930's., ’

The greatest historical significance of the East Douglas proposed district is that it is
largest remaining concentration of early commercial architecture in Wichita. VWhile the
itself was incorporated in 1870, there 1s 1little remaining construction from that e
Bettlement period. Several of those ecarliest buildings known to remain have been relocate
The 0ld Cowtown Muscum, During the 1860's the beginnings of Wichita were established
north of Douglas Avenue, along the Arkansas River, principally along Waco Avenue between
and 9th Streets. The person most responsible for this early scttlement location was Da
Sales Munger, ' ‘ o '

Another early developer of Wichita was William R. Greiffenstein who acquired a substant
amount of land between the present location of Douglas Avenue and Central, four blocks to
north, Munger and Greiffenstein made an agreement to combine their plats to form a six
townsite, However, there developed a competition between the north and south sectiens wi

prevalled for many ycars to come, -
‘ {Cont'd on page 1
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name/title MARGARET MCDONALD LAHEY, PRESERVATION PLANNER

organization HISTORIC LANDMARK PRESERVATION COMMITTEE date 4/4/85

street & nugber 455 NORTH MAIN, 10TH FLOOR K telephone (316) 268-442)

city or town WICHITA , R ‘ . state KANSAS

gsend to: - Preservation Planner
" Hetropolitan Area Planning Department
City Hall, 10th Floor e
455 North Main
Wichita, Kansas 67202-1688
(316) 268-4421

- 10, MAJOR BIBLIOGRAPHICAL REFERENCES

Bentley, Orscmus H., ed. THE HISTORY OF SEDCWICK CO., KANSAS.
Chicago: C.F. Cooper & Co., 1910 '

Long, R.M. "Dick". WICHITA CENTURY. 1870<1970.
Wichita: The Wichita Historical Muscum Assn., Inc. 1969,

Miner, H. Craig. WICHITA: THE EARLY YEARS 1865-1880.
Lincoln: University of Nebraska Press. 1982

PEERLESS PRINCESS OF THE PLAINS. Wichita: Two Rivers
Publishing Co. 1976, s

11. ADDITIONAL COMMENTS:

Survey Methods

Using information supplied by the City of Wichita's preservation planner, the survey area
examined and the proposed boundaries located. Two surveyors completed an exterior arc
tectural study of each building wichin the area, The bulldings were rated according to th
architectural integrity and age relative to the period of significance cstablished for
district. The buildings were then classified as key (outstanding), contributing, or n
contributing, Photographs were taken to show all buildings in the district and their
lationship to cne another. Other photographs were taken to depict the district's streetsca
and boundaries, ' o ' FERE

To compliment the architeetural analysis, basic historic rescarch was undertaken to esrabl:
the historical associations of the East Douglas area aud ‘to confirm how and when it develop:
Historical research documentation included previously compiled material en file with the C
£ Wichita, city directories and Sanborn Insurance waps. SE
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(Continuation sheet) Page 6 -

No. 2 Location

The proposed East Douglas Avenue Historic District extends along Douglas from near the mid
of the 400 block east through the 800 block to Rock Island Street. Also included is one h
of the east side of North St. Francis' first block north of Douglas and part of the east s
of the first block of South Emporia, William Street between Commerce and the railroad
Commerce Street, south of William to include 212-220 Commerce Street. The recommended d
trict boundaries follows: .

Establishment of the "H" Historic Landmark Designation is recommended on the following d
eribed property: - . _

EAST DOUGLAS AVENUE HISTORIC LANDMARK DISTRICT located within -the following described bo
dary, commencing at the Northwest corner of Lot 33, Douglas Avenue, N.A. English's Addition
-the City of Wichita; thence east along the south line of Douglas Avenue as platted in s
addition to the Northwest cormer of Lot 41, Douglas Avenue of said addition; thence son
along the west line of said Lot 4] and said line extended to the south line of the al.
adjacent to and south of said Lot 41; thence east along said south line and said line exten
to the Northwest corner of Lot 1 Emporia Avenue in said addition: thence south along the we
line of lots 1 and 3 Emporia Avenue in said addition to the south line of said lot 3; ther
east along said south line to the east line of said Lot 33 thenrce north along the east line
Lots 3 and | Emporia Avenue on said addition to the Northeast corner of said Lot 1; ther
east to the Northwest corner of Lot 2 St. Francis Avenue in said addition; thence continui
east along the north line of said Lot 2 to the west line of St. Francis Avenue; thence sot
- along sald west line to the north line of William Street; thence east along said north line
the Southwest corner of Lot 12 Santa Fe Avenue in said addition; thence south to the Northwe
corner of Lot 14, Santa Fe Avenue in said addition; thence south along the west line of ev
numbered Lots 14 thru 38, Santa Fe Avenue in said addition to the Southwest corner of sz
Lot 38; thence east along the south line of said Lot 38 to the Southeast corner of said I
38; thence south along the east line of even numbered Lots 40 thru 50, Santa Fe Avenue in sz
addition to the Southeast corner of said Let 50; thence east to the Southwest corner of Lot
Union Station Addition to Wichita, Kansas; thence east along the south line of said Lot 1 a
said line extended tc the west line of Rock Island Addition to Wichita, Kansas; thence nor
along saild west line and the west line of Rock Island 2nd Addition to Wichita, Kansas to t
Southwest corner of Lot 3, Union Station Addition to Wichita, Kansas; thence nortir along t
west line of said Lot 3 to a point 140 ft. south of the north line of said Lot 3; thence ez
parallel to and 140 ft. south of said north line to the west line of Rock Island Avenu
thence north along said west line to the north line of the alley adjacent to and south of L
2, Mead Avenue, East Wichita Addition; thence west along the north line of said alley to t
Southeast corner of Lot 1, Mead Avenue of said addition; thence westerly to the Scuthea
corner of Lot 14, Santa Fe Avenue, J. R. Mead Addition; thence west along the south line
said Lot 14 to the Southwest corner of said Lot 1l4; thence southwesterly to the Southea
corner of Lot 1, St. Francils Avenue, in said addition; thence north along the east line
Lots 1, 3, 5, 7, and 9 St. Francis Avenue in said addition to the north line of the south ha
of said Lot 9; thence west along said north line to the east line of St. Francis Avenu
'thence south along said east line to Southwest corner of Lot I, St. Francis Avenue in sa
" addition; thence west to the Southeast corner of Lot 2, St. Francds Avenue in saild additio
thence west along the south line of said Lot 2 and the south line of Let 1, Emporia Avenue
said addition to the east line of Emporia; thence west to the Southeast corner of Lot
Emporia Avenue in said addition; thence west along the south line of said Lot 2 and the sou
line of Lot 1 Topeka Avenue in said addition to a point, said point being the Intersection .
the south line of said Lot 1 and the west line of Lot 30, Douglas Avenue in said additi
extended north; thence south along said extended west line and said west line to the nor
line of Douglas Avenue; therce south to the point of beginning, CGenerally located east
Topeka Avenue and west of Rock Island Avenue from one-half block north of Douglas Avem:
and south of English. : : - - 5

+
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No. 7 Description.

Buildings and structures contributing to the character of the district *

l. James R Mead Building
412-414 Ease 'Douglas _1
- Built 1914 :
3 stories, 3 bays, brick & terra cotta

Classical Revival
Key Building

2. 430 East Douglas
Built Ca. 1910
2 stories, 2 bays, stuccoed masonry
Early 20th century commerc1al vernacular
Contributing L

3.  Bronson Building .
504 East Douglas - L .
Built 1903 ) ' .,
-2 stories, 2 bays, brick with extensive
corbeled trim : :
Commerical vernacular
Contributing T

4. Mead Building
506 East Douglas
Built Ca. 1915
2 storles, 3 bays, glazed brick & terra cotta

Early 20th century Classical Revival
Contributing :

3, Stites Building
- 518-520 Fast bouglas
Built Ca. 1900 IR
2 stories, 6 bays, brick ‘commerical vcxnacular €
Contributlng TR

6. 530 East Douglas
Built Ca, 1950
3 stories, 10 bays, masonry
Mid 20th century cownerc1al vernacular
Noncontributing -

7. 600-602 East Douglas
Built Ca, 1887
2 stories, 3 bays, brick
Late 19th century commcrcial vernacular
ConLrlbuting :

L]

* With the exception of two noncontribdting structures which are so notcd,__:_
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8. Fralick Buildlng '
604 East Douglas

Built Ca. 1925 ' ]
2 stories, 3 bays, brick, early 20th century
commercial vernacular with Art Deco features

Contributing

.9, 608 East Douglas B »
' Built Ca. 1915 - o 3
1 story, 3 bays, brick
* Early 20th century commerclal vernacular

Contributing

10. Renfro Hotel
Built Ca. 1890
612 East Douglas .
3 stories, & bays, brick with cast or cut-
stone window heads ' . ..
Late 19th century commercial vernacular

Key Building

11, 618 East Douglas
U Bullt Ca. 1900
'3 stories, 3 bays, brick with projecting cast
stone parapet
Late 19th century commercial vernacular

Contributing

12, 620 East Douglas
Built 1902 :
3 stories, 2 bays, brick with corbeled trim

Early 20th century commercial vernacular
Contributing :

13, 622 Fast Douglas
Built Ca. 1905
. 2 stories, 3 bays, brick with segmentally
arched window heads
Early 20th century commcr01al vernacular

Contributing

14, 624-626 East Douglas
e Built Ca. 1900
2 stories, 2 bays, brick with corbeled trim

Late 19th century commcrcxal vernacular
Contributlng
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Ko, 7 Descrlption

15.-

16,

17.

18.

19,

20,

21,

22,

630 East Douglas

Built 1922 . )
3 stories, e bays, reinforced concrete

- Early 20th century comrercial vernacular (with

English Gothic 1nfluence)

| Contributing

- 700 East Douglas o .
- Built Ca. 1920 :
. 2 stories, 1 bay, precast concrete
‘Early 20th century commerc1al vernacular

Contributing

704 East Douglas

Built Ca., 1920

5 stories, 3 bays, reinforced concrete

Early 20th century commerc1al vernacular -
Contributing D .

800-804 East Douglas

Built Ca. 1900 o '

2 stories, 4 bays, brick with corbeled brick
and stone trim

Late 19th century commcrcial vernacular

Contributing o

806 East Douglas

Built Ca. 1900

2 stories, 4 bays, brick with corbelcd brick
and stone trim

20th century commerc1a1 vernacular

Contributing :

808 East Douglas

Built Ca, 1900

2 stories, 2 bays, brick with corbeled trim
Early 20th century commercial vernacular
Contrlbuting

Patrick Hotel

811-813 East Douglas

Built Ca, 1915

2 stories, 6 bays, brick

Early 20th century corwarc1al vernacular

Contrlbuting

Grand Hotel
801-803 East Douglas
Built Ca. 1915 -

- 2 stories, 5 bays, brick

Early 20th century conmcrcial vernacular
Contributing
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Ko, 7 Descripcion

23, . Rock Island Depot .
711 East Douglas - =~ - g
Built 1887 o o
2 stories, 5 bays, 2 one-story wings, birck
Queen Anne with Richardsonian influence -
Key Bullding (Ind1v1dually listed in the National Register of -

Bistoric Places

- 24,  Rock Island Depot - Baggage House
: Behind 711 East Douglas
Built 1887 '
1 story, 5 bays, brick
Utilitarian with Queen Anne features
Contributing

25,  Union Station - -
701 East Douglas - 3

Built 1914 o : ~
2 storlcs, 3 bays, long extension to rear, cast or cut stone

Beaux Arts - neoe13551cal
Key Building B

26, Carey Hotel
917-527 FEast Douglas
Built 1887 (west two bays added in 1907)
6 stories, 7x10 bays, brick
Second Empire ' ' Co
Key Building (Indiv1dually listed in the Naticnal Register of - -
Historic Places) , i

27. Wichita Hotel
515 East Douglas ' -
Built Ca. 1910 (1905) ' L
3 stories, 4 bays, brick ' C
Neoclassical Revival @ °
Contributing .

28.  Kirkwood Building

- 509 East Douglas
Built 1902 :
2 stories, 2 bays, brick with cast iron trim
Early 20th century conmcrc1al
Contributing :

2%, 507 Fast Douglas
Bullt Ca. 1910 (1907)
2 stories, 4 bays, brick
Early 20th century commerical bernacular
Contributing -
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No. 7 Description

30. 505 East Douglas
Built.Ca, 1902 -
2 stories, 2 bays, brick with corbcled trim : »

Early 20th century commerical ,
Contributlng s

31, lawrence Block . E o
501~503 East Douglas - ..
Built 1906 o : '
3 stories, 5xl4 bays, brick with case iron trim
Early 20th century ccnnerc1al with neoclassical revival mctifs._.é

Key Building

32, 419-421 East Douglas
Built Ca. 1901 {(facade modified, ca. '1925)
3 stories, 9x10 bays, brick with corbeled trim
Early 20th century commercial vernacular
Contributing :

33.  E. M. Dodd Building
' £17 East Douglas

Built Ca. 1914
3 stories, 4 bays, brick with applied Art Deco facade

Early 20th century Commercial vernacular
Contributing .

34, Lexington Hotel
112-114 South Emporia -
Built Ca. 1614 ) ' ) '
2 storles, 5 bays, brick with white glazed brick facade

Early 20th century commerical vernacular
Contributing :

35. 114 North St. Francls
Built Ca. 1910
2 stories, 6 bays, brick with cast iren storefront
Early 20th century conmerc1al vernacular
Contrlbutlng

36. 122 North St. Francis
Built Ca. 1940
2 stories, 7 bays, brick
Mid 20th century commerc1al vernacular
Noncontllbuting o :

37. 126 North St. Francis
Built Ca. 1925 :
3 stories, 3 bays, brick with corbclcd geometric trim
Early 20th century comme1c1al vernacular
Contributlng -
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38.

.39,

40,

41.

42,

43,

44,

45,

46.

- 130 North St. Francms
‘Buile Ca, 1310

3 stories, 6 bays, brick with corbeled trim

- Early 20th century commerc1al vernacular

Contributing

134 North St. Francis
Built Ca. 1910 ' .

2 stories, 3 bays, brick with segmentally arched window heads__

Early 20th century commercial vcrnacular
Contributlng ;

chhita Wholesale Grocery Company
619-629 East William @

Built 1894 '

4 storics, 10x5 bays, brick

Turn of the centuny warchouse style

Key bullding (Indlv1dually listed in the Natlonal Reglster RS

of Historic Places)

212 Commerce Street

Built Ca, 1930
2 storices, 3 bays, steel truss with masonry curtain walls

Utilitarian warchouse .-
Contributing -

214 Commerce Street

Built Ca. 1910

2 stories, 4 bays, brick

Early 20th century commercial vernacular
Contributing :

216-218 Commerce Street

Built Ca. 1910 |

2 stories, 4 bays, brick

Early 20th century commercial vernacular
Contributing

220 Commerce Street

Built Ca. 1910

1 story, 3 bays, brick

Farly 20th century commercial vernacular
Contributing

617 Fast William

Built Ca. 1920

2 stories, 2 bays, brick

Early 20th century commc1c1al vernacular
Contribut:ng L .

Douglas Avenue Rai]road Viaduct

‘Built 1914

Poured concrete

C Comtxdburdag
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No. 8 Evaluation of Criteria and Significance for Designation
B, Significance (cont'd)

Another important figure in the early history of Wichita and thus the history of the
East Douglas arca was James R. Mead whose name is commemorated on two buildings and
@ street within the district. Mead first visited the future site of Wichita in 1863
vhen it was a camp established by the federal government for the displaced Wichita
. Indians., Mead was a trader who had great knowledge of the plains and as well had
marketing connections in eastern cities, He became a prosperous merchant and
leading force in the early development’ of Wichita. . He owned substantial property
along Douglas Avenue and along with his friend, . William Greiffenstein helped to
. promote East Douglas as the main commercial thoroughfare of Wichita, ~ . .-

“In the 1880's when the East Douglas area began to develop as it appears today,
Greiffenstein was Mayor and Mead a substantial businessman and developer, The two
had been friends since the 1860's and together were a guiding political-economic
unit of the city. Both men were wealthy and could offer incentives to promote
commercial development in the south section of Wichita, aleng Douglas Avenue. This
they did in the 1870's by giving away commercial lots, promoting, by financial
support, a bridge across the Arkansas River on West Douglas, and by establishing

" Douglas Avenue, as a result of the bridge, as a cattle route, thus consoiidating
Wichita's position as a cattle center. When the rail center was established on
East Douglas in the 1880's the commercial prominence of Douglas Avenue was
guaranteed, ERERR SRR,

- The development within the proposed East Douglas Avenue historic district reflccts
the overall development of the city during the 20 years before and after the turn of
the century. Wichita's population 1in 1880 was 4,911; by 1890 it was 23,853,
establishing the 1880's as a boom peried for Wichita. During this time Wichita saw.
the installation of telephones, a municipal water system and electric lights, By
contrast, the 1890's was a time of depfcssion when businesses closed and populaticn .
declined. The Women's Christian Temperance Union (WCTU), a strong force in Kansas
led by Carrie Nation, during this decade caused the closing of numercus saloons and
bars. Pendulum-like, Wichita saw another great boom period between 1900-1910 when -
the population grew from 24,671 to 52,540, During this decade the political and
cconomic structure of the town began to change. William Greiffenstein died in 1899
and James R, Mead died in 1910. Two other important early developers, N.A. English
and Marsh M, Murdock died in 1892 and 1908, respectively. SR

Economic changes were brought about by new industries which began to take hold
in the early 20th century, principally wheat and oil. Prosperity, thus continued
into the 1920's with the population of 1920 at 72,217 continuing the growth trend.
Another important new development in the city's economy was the beginning of the
alrcraft industry in 1919 with the Wichita Alrplance Cerporation and a few years
later, the Travel Air Coxporation in 1925 whosce leaders were Walter Eeech, Lloyd
Stearman and Clyde V. Cessna, names familiar in the history of aircraft production.

Wichita continued to grow  through the 1920's and by 1930 had a population of
111,110,  The city remains an Important aircraft, oil, grain, and cattle center
today, T . : SRR

The wups and downs of Wichita's development arve reflected in the construction
architectural grouth of the East Deuglas District. This area was the heart of the
clty during the 1830-1930 years and it remains today much as it was by 1930. -
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860(Publishod In 2 ¥ily Record, July 5, 1985)1t
QRUINANCE NO, 38.260
AN ORDINANCE DESIGNATING AS A HISTORIC

AANDMARK CERTAIN LANDS LOCATED IN THE

CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS, UNDEHR THE AUTHOR-
ITY GRANTED BY SECTION 28.04.105, THE CODE OF
THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS.

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF
THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS,

SECTICN 1. That having received a recommendation
from the Plaaning Commission, and proper nctice having
been pivern and hearing held as provided by law and
under authority and subjest to the provisions of Section
28.04.185, The Code of the Cily of Wichita, Kansas, the
lands legally described hareby are designated as a
historic landmark, to-wit:

CASE NO. H851

Established of the *'H'"" Historic Landmark Designation
on the following cescribed property:

EAST DOUGLAS AVENUE HISTORIC LANDMARK
DISTRICT located within the follawing  described
boundary, cormnmencing at the Northwest corner of Lot 33,
Douglas Avenue, N.A. English's Adgition 1o the City of
Wichilz; thonce east along the south tine of Douglas
Avenus as platted in said addition to the Northwest
¢orner ¢f Lot 41, Douglas Avenue of said addilion; thence
south olong the west line of said Lot 41 anc said line
exiended to tho south lina ot the alley acjacent to and

- 80uth of said Lot 41; thence east along sais soulh hine and

said lne extended to the Northwest corner ol Lot 1
Emporia Avanue in said a¢dition: thence south aigng the
wast line of Lots 1 and 3 Emporia Avenue in sa:d addion
to tha south line of said Lot 3; thence eas! aiong said

~ south line to the east line of said Lot 3; thence north along

the eas! line of Lots 3 and 1 Emporia Avenue on said
acgitlon to the Northoeast corner of 3aic Lot 1; thence east
to-the Northwest corner of Lot 2 S1. Fraacis Avenus in
sald addition; thence continuing east glong he north line
of aaid Lot 2 to the west line of §t, Francis Avenue; thence
south along sald west Hine to the narih hine of William
Street; thence sast along said north line to the Southwas!
gorner of Lot 12 Santa Fe Avenue in said addition: thence
south 1 1ho Northwest corner of Lot 14, Santa Fe Avenug
in said adgition; thence south aiong the wesl line of even
numberod Lots 14 thru 38, Sania Fo Avenue in

‘sald addition 1o the Southwest carner of -~

said Lot 38; thence east along the

‘ . 5outh line of said Lot 38 1o the Soulheast corner of said

Lot 38; thence south along the cast itne ot even Rumbered
Lots 40 thru 50, Santa Fe Avenua in 2aid addition to the
Sputheast corner of said Lot 50; thence east to the
Scuthwest corner of Lot 1, Union Station Addition 1o
Wichita, Kansas; thence east along the south hne of said
Lot 1 to the southeast corner of sard iot; thence northeely
dlong the £ast line of said Lot 1 to a point 140 leel south of
the noetn line of said Lot 1, which point is also 140 foet

south of the north line of Lot 3, Unien Station Adgition; .

ihence cast parallel (0 and 140 11, south of said north line
to the west line of Kock Isfang Avenue; thence norih
&long said west ine 1o the nortn tine of the zlley adjacent
to and south of Lot 2, Mead Avenue, East Wichita
Addition; thence west along the north Tine of said alley to
the Southeast corner of Lot ¥, Mead Avenua of said
addition, thence westerly to the Southeast corner of Lot
14, Santa Fe Avenue, 4.R. Mead Aduition; thence west
along the south lien of s21d Lot 14 Lo the Southwest corner
of said Lot 14; thence sputhwesterly o the Scoutheast
corner of Lot 1, St. Francis Avenue, in sad addition;
thence north along the east ling of Lots 1, 3,57, and 85t
Francis Avenue in said zadition o the north ting of the
south half of said Lot 9; thence west along caid narth line
ta the cast line of S1. Francis Avenue; thence soulh along
said east line {o Southwes! corner of Lot 1, St. Frandis
Avenue in said agddition; thence west {0 the Southwast

Carner of Lot 2, St Francis Avenue in s3id addition;
thence west along the souin ling of said Lot 2 and the
South line of Lot 1, Emporia Avenue in said adgition to

Ahe east bne of Emporia; thence wesi 1o the Scutheast
corner of Lot 2, Emporia Avenua i said adcion,; thence -

west along ithe south line of said Lot 2 and the south line
of Lot 1 Topeka Avenue in said aodition to a point, said
point Leing the intersection of the soulh ling uf saig Lot
and the west dine of Lot 30, Dougias Avenue in said
addition exiended north; thence South along  said
extendec wast ling and 85:d west ine to the north line of
Douglas Avenue; thence »auth 1o the pont of beginning,

Generslly icaies east of Topora Averue arnd west of

Rock Isiang Avenus irom one-half biock north of Douglas
Avenue ang south of English, DU .

SECTION 2. That upon the iaking effect of the
Crdinance, the abave historic designation shall be
outbned and shown om the '*Oflical Zoning Map™
pravicusiy adopted by referenca.

SECTION 3. That this Ordinance shall take effect and
be in force from and alter its adeplion and publicalion in
the official City paper.

ADOPTED AT WiIGCHITA, KANSAS, July 2, 1985.
R.C. BROWN, Mayor - . ..
ATTEST:(SEAL) DONALD C, GISICK, City Clerk ..~

o _.




it s

iEHETﬁ\ - SEDHICH L[jtle | o

November 7, 1985

_METROPOLITAN ARFA PLANNING
. DEPARTMENT .

CITY HALL — TENTH FLOOR
455 NORTH MAIN STREET
WICHITA, KANSAS B7202-1688
{316} 268-4561

Martha Hagedorn '
Historic Preservation Department
Kansas State Historical Soc:ety
120 West Tenth
Topeka, Kansas 66612

Dear Martha:

Enclosed is the information that you requested concerning the East Dougias
Avenue Historic Landmark District. Please add these descriptions to
photographs that you have in your possession. | have also mcluded iwo

additional rendered maps {w1th legend) of the district for submsttai

PHOTO L
7 600 E. Douglas NE Direction
8 €00-604 E. Douglas - N Direction
12 700-704 E. Douglas N Direction
13 704 E. Douglas + Vacant land 'NE Direction
14 800-808 E. Douglas N  Direction
18 801-813 E. Douglas S Direction
19 701~-729 E. Douglas S Direction -
21 715 E. Douglas, Union Station SW Direction -
24 600 Blk E. Pouglas, Vacant Land S Direction
26 500 Blk E. Douglas, Eaton Hotel SW Direction

- 28 501-509 E. Douglas ' S Direction
30 417-425 E. Douglas SW Direction
31 B17-425 E. Douglas SE Direction
32 100 Block S. Emporia NE Direction
33 114-119 S, Emporia E Direction
34 114-134 N, St. Francis NE Direction
36 100-134 N, St, Francis SE Direction
4o NW Direction -

600 Block E. Douglias & Eaton Hotel

————




5 Valye Centre.Bldg. 530 E, Dougias (part:a”y obscured by
' L Street trees) i

6 Value Centre Blag, 530 E, Douglas (Nw Cornep of_;Doug!as
RS and S, Francis} T

w0 122-1224 ., . Francis, !dentiﬁed as
S Service Beauty Supp!y Co R o

36 SR L 122~120; . St Frangig

TTS/ 1w

Enclog Ures
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September 26, 1985 SEP 27 1985
METROPOLITAN p1 s i

ROUTE [
Terry Smythe . EE
c/o Metropolitan Planning Commission " - e
City Hall - Tenth Floor
455 North Main Street
Wichita, KS 67202

RE: Local Certification for the East Douglas Avenue
Historic Landmark District

Dear Terry:

There are several minor ommissions which must be alleviated before the
application can be approved by our office.

1. The non-contributing buildings are not marked on either of the two
maps or on the relevant photographs. Toddrsn sl

2. Photographs 7, 8, 12, 13, 14, 18, 19, 21, 24, 26, 28, 3G, 31, 32,
33, 34, and 36 are not identified. g fiien Lo

- 3.  Photograph 40 is unclearly identified.

I will come to Wichita in early October to work these problems out and
will call you to set up an appointment.

Sincerely,

Martha Hagedorn
Architectural Historian
Historic Preservation Department

caf

SOSEPH W. SNELL, Executive Dirgctor

ACBERT W. RICHMOND, Assistant Executive Director
RUTH A, SHERRER, Associate Executive Diractor
PORTIA ALLBERT, Library Director

EUGENE U DECKER, State Archivist

MARK A. HUNT, Museum Nrector

THOMAS A. WITTY, State Archeologist

PATRICIA A. MICHAELS, Curator of Manuscripts

MAXINE BENSON, Director of Publications

RICHARD B PANKRATZ, Director, Historic Preservation Dept
THOMAS P. BARR, Historic Properties Supervisor

LARRY JOCHIMS, Research Historian

NYLE H. MILLER, Executive Director Emeritys

EDGAR LANGSDORF, Executive Director Emeritus



o ¥

120 West Tenth « Topeka, Kansas 66612 » 913/296-3251

September 26, 1985

Mayor Robert C. Brown
City Hall - First Floor
455 North Main Street
Wichita, KS 67202

Dear Mayor Brown:

Thank you for submitting the East Douglas Avenue Historic Landmerk
District local certification application to our office for review and
comment. It is a very thorough and informative piece of work. My staff
has identified several minor technical aspects of the application that
need attention before the application can be sent to the National Park
Service for final review., Martha Hagedorn, the Architectural Historian
on my staff, will schedule a site visit to Wichita with Terry Smythe for
October. Co I

Sincerely,

Joseph W. Snell
State Historice Preservatiqn Officer

. o) .
R Y Y-
Cetidace p

Richard Pankratz, Directér
Historic Preservation Departmapt

caf

pc:  Terry Smythe

% SNELL Ertutve Drecior S ‘ PATRICIA A. MICHAELLS. Curater of Manuscripts
¢ AICMOND Assistant Executve Director R MAXINE BENSON, Director of Publications

4 SRERAER Assocate Exzcutwe Dreglor
Tih ALLBERT. Liorary Diregtor

ELGENE O DECKER, State Archins!

WARK A RUNT Moseam Dreclor

THOMAS A& WHTTY. State Archeoiogst

RICHARD . PANKRATZ. Durector. Hislare Presarvaton Dept. .
THOMAS P, BARR. Histonge Properies Supemisor R
LARAY JOCUHIMS. Research Historian

NYLE H. MILLER, Executive Director Emeritus PR
EDGAR LANGSDOAF, Executive Director Ementus - -

&674-P
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Mayor Robert C. Brown
City Hall - First Floor
455 North Main Street
Wichita, KS 67202

Dear Mayor Brown:

Thank you for submitting the East Douglas Avenue Historic Landmark
District local certification application to our office for review and
comment. It is a very thorough and informative piece of work. My staff
has identified several minor technical aspects of the application that
need attention before the application can be sent to the National Park
Service for final review. Martha Hagedorn, the Architectural Historian

on my staff, will schedule a site visit to Wichita with Terry Smythe for
October. '

Sincerely,

Joseph W. Snell
State Historic Preservation Officer

/Q

Richard Pankratz, Direcg;r

Historic Preservation Department

caf

pe: Terry Smythe

JOSEPH W. SNELL, Executive Director

"ROBERT W, RICHMOND, Assistant Executive Director
RUTH A. SHERRER, Associate Exscutive Direclor
PORTIA ALLBERT, Library Director

EUGENE D. DECKER, State Archivist

MARK A HUNT, Museurn Director

THOMAS A. WITTY, State Archeoiogist

PATRICIA A MICHAELIS, Curator of Manusaripts

MAXINE BENSON, Diractor of Publications

RICHARD 0. PANKBATZ, Director, Historic Preservation Dept.
THOMAS F. BARR, Historic Properties Supervisor

LARRY JOCHIMS, Research Historian

NYLE H. MILLER, Executive Director Emeritus

EDGAR LANGSDORF, Executive Director Emeritus

674-F



WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY =~ . DATE: - June ‘_95:‘985 -
'METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Te: The "Fites"

- FROM: . Margaret McDonaEd Lahey, Preservation Planner

SUBJECT: -P_roposed East Do_;;g_las Avenue Historic Landmark District

-During the processing of the above captioned case, and after notices of
~public hearing were forwarded by certified mail to all property owners within
the proposed historic district boundaries, as well as all adjacent and abutting
~property owners, two property owners came forward and requested that their
propertles be included in proposed boundaries of the hnstorlc district. :

“Staff adwsed them that the boundaries had been recommended by pres—.-' '

 ervation consultants, and, had been carefully selected according to specific -

‘criteria established by the National Register of Historic Places, The consul~ »
tants, Preservation Associates, .Inc., before being retained, were informed ..

~that the purpose of the of the district proposal was for the establishment of _a o

- local historic district which would meet the requirements for nomination and
. consideration for certification as a Registered Historic District (pursuant to -
the 1981 Economic Recovery Tax Act). In order to qualify for the 25% In-

. vestment Tax Credit for rehabilitation of certified historic structures, burldwl-'

ings must either be individually listed on the National Register or Iocated
within a Registered Historic Distrlct if they are certified as contributing to
the significance of the district. Registered Historic Districts include Natlonal_

. -Register historic districts or State or locally designated districts if the dls-—.._:f-.'.:-"
trict itself is certified by the Department of the Interior as substantially =i o0

meeting the requirements for National Register historic districts. Therefore,

the boundaries of the district were carefully selected to meet the same criteria
used for National Register historic districts.  The City's preservatlon staff :
concurred w:th the boundarles proposed by the consultants.

“The two buuldmgs requestmg mclus:on in the district are 520 East U
~William and 201 South St. Francis. 520 East William was not included in the
boundaries for two major reasons. It has a non-contributing facade and it is
- periphereal to the physical and geographic concentration of structures which .-
~comprise the district. = 201 South St. Franics was not included in the district
because, although its architecture is appropriate to the district, it is located = -
peripherally., ~The owner of 520 East William was advised, that if future -
inclusion in the district was desired, a request could be made to the City to
have the district boundaries amended to include the structure. ' A request for
-boundary amendment would follow the same procedures and requirements as
initially required for the original district nomination, i.e., legal notification of
public hearing to affected property owners, publication of notice of public
hearing, a hearing before the Historic Landmark Preservation Committee and -
_-.the Metropolltan Area Plannmg Commlss:on and 0ff|c:|a! action by the Board of :




Memo to the "Files"
Page Two
June 19, 1985 -

- City Commissioners and publication of an ordinance amending the boundaries.
The owner was also advised that just cause for inclusion of the building must
—be shown, For example, it may be necessary to demonstrate how much of the
original building material remains underneath the aluminum facade. Also, =
logic would dictate that the State Historic Preservation Department and the -
Department of Interior be in concurrence with the boundary amendment pro- -
posed, to insure the district certification would not endanger the Reg:stered
Historic District status of the currently proposed local historic district. = The
- owner of 201 South St. Francis was advised that their building would quahfy
_for individual listing in the National Register and that perhaps this would be
the best course for them to pursue. : _ :

- Margaret McDonald Lahey
~Preservation Planner .\

MML:blw
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MEMO TO FILES/MML

‘Requestor's ID:
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CWHAT WILL HiSTORIC DISTRICT DESICNATION MEAN TO ME
AS A PROPERTY OWNERT? - '

WHAT IS AN HISTORIC LANDMARK DISTRICT?

An historic tandmark district is a8 geographically definable area which
has a concentration of buildings of historical or architectural importance
to the community. An historic landmark district is created through
formal action by the Wichita Board of City Commissioners (BCC). The
BCC is given the authority to designate historic landmark dlstrlcts by
Clty Code (Sections 12, 20 10‘15 2.20,1025}.

WHAT IS THE PURPOSE OF HISTORIC LANDMARK DISTRICT -
DESIGNATION? B

The purpose of landmark designation is to protect and enhance historic
landmarks which reflect important elements of Wichita's social,
economic and architectural history; to safeguard the City's heritage as
embodied in such landmarks; promote the use of landmarks for the
prosperity, education, and welfare of the City; and to foster civic
pride in the past. Also, landmark designation is undertaken to stabi-
lize and improve property values; promote tourism; provide incidental
support and stimulus to busmess and industry, and to strengthen the
economy of the City. L

HOW WILL HISTORIC LANDMARK DESIGNATION BENEFIT ME AS A
PROPERTY OWNER?

The designation of an historic landmark district in your area would
provide several benefits. It would provide protection by helping to
direct change and new developments within the district in a manner
which will allow the special historical and architectural character of the
area to be maintained. Also, when a local historic landmark district
receives federal certification for tax purposes, historic buildings within
the district become eligible for a special 25% investment Tax Credit
(ITC) for rehabilitation. Once local landmark district designation is
obtained for this district, federal tax certification wiil be requested:
Certification wiil make historic buildings in the district eligible for
rehabilitation tax credits. Another advantage extended to buildings in
historic districts includes a provision in the building code of the city
which permits less stringent requirements than for full code comphance
for historic buildings. : :

Additionally, historic district designation "defines" an area and piovides
it with a special identity and a history all it's own, This can help
attract residents, visitors and customers to the area. S



W!LL HISTORIC DISTRICT DESICNATION REQUIRE ANY SPECIAL .
PROCEDURES OR REGULATIONS?

Yes., |If exterior work which requires a building permit is proposed to
be undertsken on a building in an historic district, the appilicant must
first apoly for and receive a Certificate of Appropr:ateness through a
formal review procedure before the Historic Landmark Preservation
Committee and the Board of Wichita City Commissicners. "

WHAT IS THE PURPOSE OF THE "CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATE-
NESS" REVIEW? - SRR

The purpose of such a review is to protect and preserve those features
of a property which are of historical and architectural significance to it
and the surrounding area while still allowing the repair and alterations
necessary to make efficient and contemporary use possibie, : :

WHAT IS THE PROCEDURE FOR APPLYING FOR A CERTIF!CATE OF
APPROPRIATENESS AND HOW LONG DOES IT TAKE?

A potential applicant is encouraged to contact the City's preservation
staff at the earliest possible time to. discuss the proposed alterations
and the review procedure. Working together from the start helps

-eliminate confusion and unnecessary delay. The applicant will submit

an application on forms provided, decribing the proposed modification
and accompanied by the necessary documentation. After the application
is received, a decision will be made as to whether the project consti-
tutes a major or minor project. Minor projects are reviewed and ap-
proved by City preservation staff and the Design Review Subcommittee
(DRS) of the HLPC., Major projects are reviewed by the full HLPC and
approved by the BCC. Minor projects can be handled more guickly
than major projects, usually in a matter of two or three days. WMajor
projects may take a total of forty-five days to review, although it will
not usually take that long. All projects are reviewed to determine if.
they meet the standards and guidelines adopted by the Committee for
this purpose. These gu1delines are published and available to the
public at no charge. o

After the Certificate of Appropriateness is approved, the Central In-
spection Division may issue the building permit. If a Certificate of
Appropriateness request is denied, the applicant may appeal to the next
higher authority. The order of the appeal procedure is as follows:
(1) preservation staff, {2} the Design Review Subcommittee, (3) the
HLPC, (4) and the BCC. There is no charge for the Certificate of
Appropriateness review. S

WHAT ARE MINOR AND MAJOR PROJECTS?

Major projects usually involve the proposed modification of individually
designated historic landmark buildings, like the Eaton Hotel for exam-

~ple.  Minor projects usually involve buildings which are not individually

designated historic landmarks but are located within historic districts,



Exceptions to this, are projects which involve construction of a new
building within a landmark district, a general change in the use of a
property, or the demolition of a structure. These are genearally han-
dled as major projects. S

WHAT IF | HAVE A BUILDING IN THE DISTRICT | WANT TO

'DEMOLISH?

Historic landmark district designation cannot prevent the demolition of a
structure, only delay it., The purpose of the delay is to allow time for
other alternatives to demolition to be sought. The delay period could
range from thirty days to up to two hundred forty days depending on
the circumstances of the case. The delay period is to be determined by
the BCC at a public hearing. At the end of the delay period, the
demolition permit can be issued. o

-

WHAT IF | HAVE A VACANT LOT IN THE DISTRICT AND WANT TO
BUILD ON IT?

New construction is allowed in a historic district. When the applicant
obtains a certificate of appropriateness for the project. A new building
does not have to be an historical reproduction, In fact, use of contem-
porary designs are encouraged if the new building is compatible with
the character and mood of the neighborhood and the work is compatible
in materials, size, scale, ~color and texture with surrounding bu1ldmgs

WILL PROPERTY OWNERS AND TENANTS HAVE ANY INPUT INTO THE
CERTIFICATE A OF APPROPRIATENESS PROCESS WITHIN THE -
DISTRICT? SRR

Yes, the HLPC has proposed that 2 district task force be established
which will be comprised of two owner/occupants of the buildings in the
district, two HLPC members, and one design professional who is not an
owner/occupant in the district nor a member of the HLPC. The district
task force will review requests for Certificate of Appropriateness and
make their recommendations to the HLPC. The task force's district
members will serve as contacts for other owners and tenants in the
district and will work cilosely with others in the district and the HLPC
to develop any special guidelines that might be needed to tailor the
present guidelines to best fit the special needs of the area, »

If you have any questions or would like further information, please contact
Margaret McDonald Lahey of the Metropolitan Area Planning Department at
268-4421. .



WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY DATE: May 21, 1985

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT
TO: The Metropolitan Area Planning Commissioners
FROM: Margaret McDonald Lahey, Preservation Planner

SUBIJECT: Proposed East Douglas Avenue Historic Landmark District
(H85-1) - -

On May 206, 1985, the Historic Landmark Preservation Committee (HLPC)
considered the proposed East Douglas Avenue Historic Landmark District
(Attachment A) for designation as an historic landmark district and uﬂam-
mously recommended that the district be designated as proposed.

This case is scheduled to go before the Metropolitan Area Planning Com-
mission (MAPC]} for public hearing on May 30, 1985. Notice of the HLP(C's
meeting and the MAPC's hearing was forwarded on May 8, 1985 to property
owners within the district as well as all owners of property adjacent to or
abutting the proposed district., An informational sheet on the meaning of
historic district designation was forwarded with those notices (Attachment
B). The following backgmuﬁd of this case is being provided for. your
information. _

BACKGROUND

On Aprit 19, 1983, the City Commission approved the use of Urban Renew-
al A-5 and R-21 closeocut funds to go to projects identified by the Qld
Town Association for rehabilitation work in the East Douglas project area.

The first priority of the Old Town Association was to have a development
plan completed so that specific revitalization projects coulid be coordinated
in accordance with an overall comprehensive plan. In October of 1983 the
nationally known consulting firm of Zuchelli, Hunter and Assocsates Anc.
(ZHA} was retained by the City to develop such a plan. D

ZHA's Final Report contains an Action Plan. The first portion of the
Action Plan discusses those actions which can be taken by the public
sector for the public's cwn benefit and which will directly improve condi~
tions in the Old Town area for existing businesses, property owners and
residents. The first recommendation contained under Public Action for
Public Benefit is the designation of the Old Town area as an historic

district. It states "ZHA cannot overemphasize the value and importance of
designation as an historic district," and goes on to cite the 1981 Tax Act's
25 percent credit on all development funds used to rehabilitate contributmg
buildings in historic districts. (Attachment C)
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On January 3, 1984, the BCC received and filed the Final Report on the
Old Town Development Plan and referred the plan to the Eceonomic
Development Commission (EDC} with instructions to review the proposed
priorities suggested in the plan and to forward their recommendations to
the BCC. The EDC submitted their recommendations to the BCC, with the
first recommendation being to approve the Old Town Association's request
that the City assist in pursuing historic designation and to approve the
reallocation of A-5 closeocut funds in an amount not to exceed $5,000 to-
ward hiring a consultant to undertake the necessary prerequisite inventory
and survey of the area. Subsequently, the BCC took action to direct city
staff to assist Old Town in efforts to pursue historic district designation
and reallocate A-5 closeout funds in an amount not to exceed $5,000 to
undertake an inventory and survey of that area pursuant to conmderatlon
of historic district designation. .

Since the Oid Town Association was first organized in 1983, city staff
including the Downtown Development Coordinator of the Housing and
Economic Development Department and Metropolitan Area Planning Depart-
ment staff have been working closely with the Association. One of the
main items worked on with the Old Town Association, at their request, has
been potential historic district designation and its ramifications. The
potential boundaries of an historic district were identified in the 0ld Town
East Douglas area and, a special informational meeting was called on Feb-
ruary 22, 1984, to discuss whether or not property owners wanted to
request historic district designation. Notices were forwarded to all the
property owners within the identified potential historic district area,
inviting them to attend that informational meeting. None of the pmperty
owners attending the meeting voiced opposition to the proposal.

In the summer of 1984, consuitants were hired to undertake the necessary
inventory and survey of the area. It was satisfactorily completed early
last fall. The inventory and survey sets out the suggested boundaries for
a local district which would be eligible for certification for federal tax
purposes. Another meeting was held with the Old Town Association on
November 14, 1984 and the results of the survey were presented to the
members. At that meeting, the Gid Town Association took action to offi-
cially request historic district designation. Correspondence to that affect
was received by the City of Wichita on December 13, 1984, (Attachment D)

Prior to the current activities described above, the City's Urban Renewal
Agency, in 1979, attempted to create the Mead Conservation District, a
much larger historic district in the same general area that is being pro-
posed today. At that time, there was significant opposition to the propos-
al. However, the case that will be coming before you in the near future
differs significantly from the attempt in 1979, First and foremost, the
current request has come from the Old Town Association, the organization
which has as its purpose, representation of property owners and tenants
in that area in order to promote economic revitalization. They view histor-
ic district designation as a tool to help implement many of the changes
needed to revitalize their area.



Beoard of City Commissioners 3 May 21, 1985

Efforts have been made to help ensure that this district designation has
the support of the majority of the affected property. However, there may
be a few property owners who will oppose this designation and request to
have their properties removed from the boundaries of the historic district.
On the other hand, there are property owners who may request to have
the boundaries changed so that their property would be included in the
district.  Changing the currently proposed boundaries may jecparize the
greatest benefit provided by designation of a certifiable local historic
district - eligibility for the 25 percent Investment Tax Credit. In order
for a local district to be eligible for the tax credits, it must be Ycerti-
fied". What this means is that the National Park Service must certify that
the local historic district substantially meets the standards and criteria of
a National Register District. A major requirement of those standards is
that the boundaries of the historic district reflect the actual physical,
visual and geographical boundaries of the area's historic and architectural
continuity. For that reason, it is very important that the district bounda-
ries be designated as proposed. Too great a deviation from the proposed
boundaries could jeopardize the City's chances to have the district certi-
fied and, thus, eliminate the major benefit provided to property owners
by historic distrct designation. R

At the May 20, 1985 meeting of the Historic Landmark Preservation Commit-
tee, no one appeared in opposition to the proposed distict. After the
Committee reviewed the nomination form (Attachment E) and answered the
questions of the members of the public present, James M. Guy made a
motion to recommend that the Board of City Commissioners approve the
designation of the FEast Douglas Avenue Historic Landmark Dtstﬂct as
proposed for the foliowing reasons:

1) as proposed, it would most likely qualify for certification: =
and o : L

2} district designation was requested by the Old Town Asso- - o
ciation; and e

3} there appears to be no substantial opposition.
The motion was seconded by Jackie Brant and unanimously approved by

the eight committee members present,

RECOMMENDATION:

It is recommended that the MAPC approve the historic designation request
and recommend that the Board of Wichita City Commissioners establish the
proposed East Douglas Avenue Historic Landmark District

/M &PVQ(J}:@ et {uff’h/ e /ﬁf/{z»

Margaret McDonald Lahey &7
Freservation Planner

APPROVED:

AT //%%

Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

E

R
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Exceptions to this, are projects which involve construction of a new
building within a landmark district, a general change in the use of a
property, or the demolition of a structure. These are generally han-
died as major projects. -

WHAT IF | HAVE A BUILDING IN THE DISTRICT | WANT TO
DEMOLISH? - S

Historic landmark district designation cannot prevent the demolition of a
structure, only delay it. The purpose of the delay is to allow time for
other alternatives to demolition to be sought. The delay period could
range from thirty days to up to two hundred forty days depending on
the circumstances of the case. The delay period is to be determined by
the BCC at a public hearing. At the end of the delay period, the
demolition permit can be issued. L

*

WHAT IF 1 HAVE A VACANT LOT IN THE DISTRICT AND WANT TO
BUILD ON IT?

New construction is allowed in a historic district. When the applicant
obtains a certificate of appropriateness for the project. A new building
does not have to be an historical reproduction. In fact, use of contem-
porary designs are encouraged if the new building is compatible with
the character and mood of the neighborhood and the work is compatible
in materials, size, scale, color and texture with surrounding buildings.

WILL PROPERTY OWNERS AND TENANTS HAVE ANY INPUT INTOC THE

" CERTIFICATE OF AF’PROPRIATENESS PROCESS WITHIN THE

DISTRICT?

Yes, the HLPC has proposed that a district task force be established
which will be comprised of two owner/occupants of the buildings in the
district, two HLPC members, and one design professional who is not an
owner/occupant in the district nor a member of the HLPC. The district
task force will review requests for Certificate of Appropriateness and
make their recommendations to the HLPC. The task force's district
members will serve as contacts for other owners and tenants in the
district and will work closely with others in the district and the HLPC
to develop any special guidelines that might be needed to taiior the.
present guidelines to best fit the special needs of the area. .

If you have any questions or would like further information, please contact
Margaret McDonald Lahey of the Metropolitan Area Planning Department at.
268-4421,
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IV. Action Plan

ZHA has prepared a redevelopment plan for the 0ld Town
area of Wichita. This plan has been prepared in a fashion which
is sensitive to local market conditions and the surrounding
physical environment. In addition, in the last section, ZHA
has presented a matrix of creative state-of-the-art funding
strategies which can be applied to both public and private sec-
tors of a redevelopment effort. However, in order to ensure
that this plan is implemented and that it becomes more than an
ambitious study, there are many different actions which the
city, the 0ld Town Merchants Association and those pecple inter-—
ested in redeveloping fthe 0ld Town area can take.

This section of our development plan discusses a series of
separate and distinct iniatives which can be taken as positive
steps toward redeveloping the Cld Town area. This section 1is
subdivided into two distinct portions. The first portion dis-

cusses those actions which can be taken by the public sector
for the public's own benefit and directly improve conditions
in the 014 Town area for existing businesses, property owners
and residents. Although these efforts will generally require
some type of public endorsement and public action, there is
ample room and considerable responsibility upon groups like the
Old Town Merchants Association and other concerned individuals
to foster, suggest and plan the details of these specific
efforts. In addition, ZHA is available for consultation to
assist in the execution of these ideas. Our work in other
cities has given us practical experience in taking concrete
actions to gender the appropriate climate for redevelopmeﬁt.

A. PUBLIC ACTION FOR DIRECT PUBLIC BENEFIT

& Designation of the 014 Town Area as an Historic
Districi-—~There has already been a significant amount
of work and research documenting the legitimate his-~
toric character of the 01d Town area. It is ZHA's
opinion that the 01d Town area has an excellent chance
of being formerly designated as either a local or a
national historic district. The exact boundaries of
such a proposed district would be defined after a
more careful analysis, but it is clear that the con-
tinuity of late 19th and early 20th century commercial
puildings on Douglas Avenue and several of the perpen-
dicular streets describes an important period of time
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in Wichita's development. The existing buildings pre-
sent a continuity of commercial urban fabric that
is worth preserving and restoring.

ZHA cannot over—-emphasize the value and importance .of
designation as an historic district. The 1981 Tax

Act allows a 25 percent credit (not deduction) on all
of the development funds used to rehabilitate an
historic building or a building that contributes to
the significance of an historic district. " This essen-
tially offers the investor/developer a 25 percent
discount on the eligible costs of redevelopment (most
redevelopment costs are fully eligible). Common sense
would also suggest that this tax act legislation will
not remain forever. Although Congress has not yet
posted any expiration date on this legislation, in

our times of escalating national deficits it is more
than likely that this legislation will be 1dent1f1ed
as a target for elimination at some point in the '

future.

. E;’:xf’ - &z‘ .

Therefore, we recommend that the city and the 01d
Town Merchants Association work together towards des-—
ignation as an historic district. This process
involves several steps and will regquire a formal
study by a qualified architectural historian. There
are tradeoffs associated with local versus national
designation to be investigated. Those tradeoffs
also need further investigation to decide which
designation is in the best interest of the 0ld Town
area. (The differences lie prlmarlly with those
-individuals or groups that will review and certify
‘plans for tax credit. Both types of districts are
eligible for federal tax credits.)

&-H by -".-'7§
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624 E. Douglas
Wichita, Kansas 67202
316-267-5327

Ms. Margaret McPonald Lahey
City of Wichita

Planning - 10th Floor

455 N, Main .
Wichita, Kansas 67202 '

Dear Margaret:

Pursuant to the 0ld Town Association meeting of November 14,
1884, I have been asked to officially request you proceed
with the historic district designation. The Association
supports the proposed boundaries of the proposed dlstrlct
and encourage the designation of same.

Please advise if you have any question.

DEN/sb

cc:  Lynda Tousley

fEME@

DEC1 41934

METROPOLITAN PLﬁNNlNG
ROUTE [ oo
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- Inventory Nomination Form ' k

Print all entries < complete applicable sections
1. NAME

historic

and/or common EAST DOUGLAS AVENUE HISTORIC LANDMARK DISTRICT

2. LOCATION

‘street and number SEE CONTINUATICN SHEET AND ATTACHED MAP

city, town WICHITA county SEDGWICK : state KANSAS

-3,  CLASSIFVICATION

Category Status

_X district _X occupied ___government
building(s) ___unoccupied ___industrial
structure ___work in progress o military

___slte Accessible ___museunm

____object yes: restricted park

Ownership _ X yes: unrestricted private residence . -

- public ___mo _ multi-family

' private . Present Use ___religious

_X both ___agriculture ___scientific

Public Acquisition _X commercial ___tramsportation . .

____in process ___educational ___other: B

____being considered ___entertainment

4. OWNER OF PROPERTY

name MULTIPLE PRIVATE OWNERSHIP AND PUBLIC OWNERGHIP
street and number N/A phone
clty, town WICHITA county SEDGWICK state KANSAS zip

5. LOCATION OF LEGAL DESCRIPTION

courthouse, register of deeds, etc., REGISTER OF DEEDS

street and number SEDGWICK COUNTY COURTHOUSE

city, tewn WICHITA state KANSAS

6. REPRESENTATION IN EXISTING SURVEYS

title WICHITA'S INVENTORY OF HERITAGE Has this property been determined eligible? Yes No
RESQURCES X

date 1985 ' federal state county X local

depository for survey recorxds OFFICE OF PRESERVATION PLANNER, METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING
- DEPARTMENT, CITY HALL, 10TH FL, 455 K. MAIN (67202)

city, town  WICHITA o state  KANSAS




7+ DESCRIPTION

Condition Check One Check One
excellent deteriorated - X unaltered X original site
X good rulns altered moved
fair unexposed ~ date

Describe the present and originmal (if known) physical appearance:

Generally the district consists of low rise brick structures ranging from twe to six
stories in height. The majority of buildings have commercial vernacular styling of
the late 19th and early 20th century. Decorative elements. are usually stylized
neoclassical motifs. The earliest buildings show influence of the second Empire
style (Carey Hotel) and commercial variations of the Queen Anne style and Italianate
styles (620 East Douglas, 509 East Douglas, 505 East Douglas, 504 East Douglas, and
501 East Douglas). The later buildings tend to be simpler commercial vernacular
structures. Key 20th century buildings among the group are those which show rich
ornamentation in terra cotta with neoclassical styling as represented in the Beaux
Arts school. These buildings included the two Mead build ings (419 and 506 East
Douglas) and Union Station, built in 1914 and resembling, in a much smaller, simpler
scale, Grand Central Station in New York City. The latest contributing buildings in
the proposed district are those dating from the late 1920's displaying influence of
the art deco period in contrasting colors and geo metric decorative motlfs, (Frallck
Building at 604 East Douglas and 126 North St. Francis),

The district appears spacious and uncluttered, partially because of the low profile
of the buildings and because of the great width of Douglas Avenue with approximately
115 feet hetween building facades,. Another key element of the district is the
railroad, to which the district in part owes its development. The railroad which
crosses the district, north to south on elevated tracks, helped establish the East
Douglas district as a commercial center. The railroad also spawned the several
hotels located within the proposed district, as well as the group of warehouses
between the railroad and Commerce Street., S

The 46 buildings and structures forming the district are in generally good cond1~
tion. Many are, however, vacant or under-utilized as the area was bypassed by
modern urban high-rise development further west on Douglas and on Markst and Main
" Streets, The decline of passenger and freight rail usage resulted in a decline in
the prosperity of the East Douglas area from which it is now only beginning to
recover through the efforts of a few investors who have successfully vehabilitated
some of the structures, P

The qualities that make this district distinct from the surrounding avea are its
unity of scale, materials usage and age. The edges of the district are easily
marked by the beginning of concentrations of noncontributing features, either
buildings or open space such as parking lots., Within the propesed district itself,
there are only two noncontributing buildings: 524-530 East Douglas and 122-124
North St. Trancis which date from after the established period of significance.
These two buildings are, however, con51stent with their neighbors in overall scale,
size, ugse and materials.

One important feature of the district which helps to strengthen its hbistorical
significance is the remaining original wooden paving blocks In the alley running
between Emporia and St. Francis, south of Douglas. The paving which may predate
any of the buildings in the district consists of rectangular wooden blocks set on
end in the ground to provide a brick-like surface for the alley. This is the only
known area in the city where this material is visible. '

' (Cont'd on page 7}



EVALUATICN OF CRITERJIA AND SIGNIFICANCE FOR DESIGRATION

Criteria for Evaluation

The following criteria are to be considered in determining the eligibility of a property
for historic landmark designation under Ordinance 33-790, City of Wichita (Section -
2.12.1019, Code of the City of Wichita). Check one or more categories of applicable
criteria. SRR

X a. Character, interest or value as part of the development, heritage, or cultural
characteristics of the City of Wichita, State or United States,

b. Location as the site of a significant historic event,

X ¢, Identification with a person or persons who significantly contrlbuted to the
culture and development of the City. :

I

X d. Exemplification of the cultural, economic, so“ial or historical herltage of th
City.
X e. Portrayal of the environment of a group of people in an era of hlstory

characterized by a dlstinctive architectural style,

f. Embodiment of distinguishing characteristics of an architectural type or
specimen, . .

g. Identification as the work of an architect or master builder whose 1nd1vidual
work has influenced the development cf the City. : :

h. Fnbodiment of elements of architectural design, detail, materiils or crafts~
manship which represent a significant architectural innmovation.

1. Relationship to other distinctive buildings, sites or areas which are eligible
for preservation accordlng to a plan based on historic, cultural or archln ‘
tectural motif,

Unique location of singular physical characteristics representing an
established and familiar visual feature of a neighborhood, communlty or the

City.

¥
l

k., &rchaeclogical value in that it has produced or can be expected to produce dat
affecting theories of historic or prehisteric interest.

X 1. Value as an aspect of community sentiment or publie pride.
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8. EVALUATION OF CRITERIA AND SIGNIFICANCE FCR DESIGNATION (Continued)

B. Significarnce
Explain how the property meets the criteria checked above.

This district is held together by an an architectural and historical unity representing tw
important periods in Wichita's history: the 1880's and the first three decades of the 20t
century. An important aspect of the district is that it remains substantially as it we
earlier in the 20th century. The intrusive elements to the distriect are minimal, almos
nonexistent, and consist mostly of non~histaric open space in the form of parking lots and
city park. It is, in fact the only remaining commercial concentration from Wichita's earl
history. - ) s :

Nearly all of the buildings within the boundarles of the district date from the two periods c
significance given: The 1880's.and the early 20th century. Actually, there area only a fe
buildings in the district from the earlier period, but two of them are key or outstandinp
structures and are already Individually listed in the National Register of Historic Places
These buildings are the Hotel Carey (Eaton Hotel) on the southwest corner of Douglas an
Emporia, built in 1887 and the Rock Island Depot at the southwest corner of Mead Street an
Douglas, also built in 1887. Thé character of the dlstrict is commercial w1th a small grou
of warehouses located adjacent to the raillroad. ' :

The buildings seen today in the proposed FEast Douglas historic district are actually th
second generation of architecture to be there, 0ld photographs show that in the 1870's an
particularly the 1880's the area was substantially built up with small frame structures
Gradually, . they were vreplaced with larger, more substantial brick buildings reflectin
Wichita's growth and prosperity largely brought about by the railrcads and the industrie
dependent upon them. S

While Wichita experienced a great boom cycle in the 1880's, there was an equally great perio
of prosperity in the first two decades of the 20th century. It was during this later perio
that nearly all of the buildings in the district were constructed. In the 1930's new con
struction diminished as night be expected from general economlc conditions of that decade
Therefore, 1930 is the approximate ending date for the period of significance of the districrt
One exception which is definitely considered "contributing" to the importance of the distric
is the art deco facade applied to the Marple Theatre {(building #34) which probably dates fro

the 1930's.

The greatest historical significance of the East Douglas proposed district is that it is th
largest remaining concentration of early commercial architecture in Wichita. While the cit
itself was dincorporated in 1870, there is little remaining censtruction from that earl
settlement period, Several of those earliest buildings known to remain have been relocated 1
The 0ld Cowtown Museum, During the 1860's the beginnings of Wichita were established wel
north of Douglas Avenue, along the Arkansas River, principally along Waco Avenue between 8t
and 9th Streets, The person most responsible for this early settlement location was Dariu
Sales Munger, s ” : N

Another early developer of Wichita was Willlam R, Greiffenstein who acquired a substantia
amount of land between the present location of Douglas Avenue and Central, four blocks to th
north. Munger and Grelffenstein made an agreement to combine their plats to form a singl
townsite. However, there developed a competition between the north and south sectiens whic

prevalled for many years to come.
(Cont'd on page 13)
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9. FORM PREPARED BY ‘

name/title MARGARET MCDONALD LAHEY, PRESERVATION PLANNER

organization  HISTORIC LANDMARK PRESERVATION COMMITTEE date 4/4/85

street & number 455 NORTH MAIN, 10TH FLOOR " telephone (316) 268-4421
clty or town WICHITA ‘ | state KANSAS |

send to: VPreservation Planner
Metropolitan Area Planning Department
City Hall, 10th Floor
455 North Main
Wichita, Kansas 67202-1688
(316) 268-4421

10, MAJOR BIBLIOGRAPHICAL REFERENCES

Bentley, Orsemus H., ed., THE HISTORY OF SEDGWICK CO., EKANSAS, .
Chicago: C.F, Cooper & Co., 1910

long, R.M. "nick", WICHITA CENTURY. 1870-1970.
Wichita: 'The Wichita Historical Museum Assn., Inc, 1969,

Miner, H. Craig. WICHITA: THE EARLY YEARS 1865~1880.
Lincoln: University of Nebraska Press. 1982

PEERLESS PRIRCESS OF THE PLAINS. Wichita: Two Rivers
Publishing Co. 1976, - :

11. ADDITIONAL COMMENTS:

Survey Methods

Using information supplied by the City of Wichita's preservation planner, the survey area wa
examined and the proposed boundaries located., Two surveyors completed an exterior archi
tectural study of each building within the area. The buildings were rated according to thel
architectural integrity and age relative to the period of significance estabiished for th
district., The buildings were then classified as key (outstanding), contributing, or nen
contributing., Photographs were taken to show all buildings in the district and their re
lationship to one another. Other photographs were taken to depict the district's streetscape
and boundaries. SR : N

To compliment the architeectural analysis, basic historic research was undertaken to establis
the historical associations of the East Douglas area and to confirm how and when it developed
Historical research documentation included previcusly compiled material on file Wlth the Cit
of Wiechita, city directories and Sanborn Insurance maps. : :
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(Continuation sheet) Pagé 6

No. 2 Location

The proposed East Douglas Avenue Historic District extends along Douglas from near the middl
of the 400 block east through the 800 block to Rock Island Street. Also included is one hal
of the east side of North St. Francis' first block north of Douglas and part of the east sid
of the first block of South Emporia, William Street between Commerce and the railroad an
Commerce Street, south of William to include 212-220 Commerce Street. The recommended dis
trict boundaries follows: S

Establishment of the "H" Historic Landmark Designation is recommended on the following des
cribed property: R '

EAST DOUGLAS AVENUE BISTORIC LANDMARK DISTRICT located within the following described boun
dary, commencing at the Northwest corner of Lot 33, Douglas Avenue, N.A, English's Addition t
the City of Wichita; thence east along the south line of Douglas Avenue as platted in sal
addition to the Northwest corner of Lot 4l, Douglas Avenue of said addition; thence sout
along the west line of said Lot 41 and said line extended to the scuth line of the alle
adjacent to and south of said Lot 41; thence east along said south line and said line extende
to the Northwest corner of Lot 1 Emporia Avenue in said additien; thence south along the wes
line of Lots 1 and 3 Emporia Avenue in sald addition to the scuth line of said Lot 3; thenc
east along said south line to the east line of said Lot 3; thence north along the east line o
Lots 3 and 1 Emporia Avenue on sald addition to the Northeast cornmer of said Lot 1l; thenc
east to the Northwest corner of Lot 2 St. Francis Avenue in said additionj thence continuin
east along the north line of said Lot 2 to the wést line of St. Francis Avenue; thence sout
along said west line to the north line of William Street; thence east along said north line t
the Southwest corner of Lot 12 Santa Fe Avenue in said addition; thence south to the Northwes
corner of Lot 14, Santa Fe Avenue in said addition; thence south along the west line of eve
numbered Lots 14 thru 38, Santa Fe Avenue in said addition to the Southwest corner of sai
Lot 38; thence east along the south line of said Lot 38 to the Scutheast corner of said Lo
38; thence south along the east line of even numbered Lots 40 thru 50, Sants Fe Avenue in sai
"addition to the Southeast corner of said Lot 50; thence east to the Southwest corner of Lot 1
Union Station Addition to Wichita, Kansas; thence east along the scuth line of said Let 1 an
said line extended to the west line of Rock Island Addition to Wichita, Kansas; thence nort
along said west line and the west line of Rock Island Znd Addition to Wichita, Kansas to th
Southwest corner of Lot 3, Union Station Addition to Wichita, Kansas; thence north along th
west line of said Lot 3 to a point 140 ft. south of the north line of said Lot 3; tlence eas
parallel to and 140 ft. south of said north line to the west line of Rock Island Avenue
thence north along said west line to the north line of the alley adjacent to and south of Lo
2, Mead Avenue, FEast Wichita Addition; thence west along the north line of said alley to th
Southeast corner of Lot 1, Mead Avenue of saild addition; thence westerly to the Southeas
corner of Lot 14, Santa Fe Avenue, J. R. Mead Addition; thence west along the south line o
said Lot 14 to the Southwest corner of said Lot 14; thence southwesterly to the Southeas
corner of Lot 1, St. Francis Avenue, in said addition; thence north along the east line o©
Lots 1, 3, 5, 7, and 9 St. Trancis Avenue in said addition to the morth line of the south hal
of sald Lot 9; thence west along said north line to the east line of St. Francis Avenue
thence south along said east line to Scuthwest corner of Lot 1, St. Francis Avenue in sail
addition; thence west to the Southeast cormer of Lot 2, St. Francis Avenue in said addition
thence west along the south line of said Lot 2 and the south line of Lot 1, Emporia Avenue i
said addition to the east line of Fmporia; thence west to the Southeast corner c¢f Lot 2
Emporia Avenue in sald addition; thence west along the south line of said Lot 2 and the sout
line of Lot 1 Topeka Avenue in said addition to a peint, said point being the intersection o
the south line of said Lot 1 and the west line of Lot 30, Douglas Avenue in said additioc
extended north; thence scuth along said extended west line and said west line to the nort
line of Douglas Avenue; thence south to the point of begimning. Generally located east o
Topeka Avenue and west of Rock Island Avenue from one~half block mnorth of Douglas Avenu

and north of English,



(Continuation sheet) Page 7

No, 7  Description
Buildings and structures contributing to the character of the district.®

1. James R, Mead Buillding
412-414 East Douglas
Built 1914
3 stories, 3 bays, brick & terra cotta
Classical Revival '
Key Building

2. 430 East Douglas
Built Ca. 1910
2 stories, 2 bays, stuccoed masonry
Early 20th century commercial vernacular
Contributing

3. Bronson Building
504 East Douglas
Built 1903
2 stories, 2 bays, brick with extensive
corbeled trim
Commerical vernacular
Contributing

4, ~Mead Building
506 East Douglas
Built Ca. 1915
2 storiles, 3 bays, glazed brick & terra cotta
Early 20th century Classical Revival
Contributing

5.  Stites Building
518-520 East Douglas
Built Ca, 1900
2 stories, 6 bays, brick, commerical vernacular
Contributing '

6. 530 East Douglas
Built Ca. 1950
3 stories, 10 bays, masonry
Mid 20th century commercial vernacular
Neoncontributing o

7. 600602 East Douglas
Built Ca. 1887
2 stories, 3 bays, brick
Late 19th century commercial vernacular
Contributing

% With the exception of two noncontributing structures which are so noted.



(Continuation sheet) Page 8

No. 7 Description

8I

9‘

10.

11.

12,

13,

14.

Fralick Building

604 East Douglas

Built Ca. 1925

2 stories, 3 bays, brick, early 20th century
commercial vernacular with Art Deco features

Contributing :

608 East Douglas

Built Ca. 1915

1 story, 3 bays, brick

Early 20th century commercial vernacular
Contributing

Renfro Hotel

Built Ca. 1890

612 East Douglas

3 stories, 4 bays, brick with cast or cut .
stone window heads

Late 19th century commercial vernacular .

Key Building

618 East Douglas

Built Ca. 1900

3 stories, 3 bays, brick with projecting cast
stone parapet

Late 1%th century commerclal vernacular

Contributing o

620 East Douglas
Buile 1902
3 stories, 2 bays, brick w1th corbeled trim

Early 20th century commercial vernacular
Contributing

622 East Douglas

Built Ca. 1G05

2 stories, 3 bays, brick with segmentally
arched window heads

Early 20th century commercial vernacular

Contributing

624~626 East Douglas

Built Ca. 1500

2 stories, 2 bays, brick with corbeled trim
Late 19th century commercial vernacular
Contributing '




(Continuation sheet) Page 9

No. 7 Description

15.

16.

17.

18.

19-

20.

21.

22.

630 Eest Douglas

Built 1922 :

3 stories, e bays, relnforced concrete

Early 20th century commercial vernacular {with
English Gothic 1nfluence)

Contributing .

700 East Douglas

Built Ca. 1920

2 stories, 1 bay, precast concrete

Early 20th century commercial vermacular
Contributing :

704 East Douglas

Buile Ca, 1920

5 stories, 3 bays, reinforced concrete
Early 20th century, commerc1a1 vernacular
Contributlng

800~804 East Douglas

Built Ca. 1900

2 stories, 4 bays, brick with corbeled brick
and stone trim

Late 19th century commercial vernacular

Contributing : .

806 East Douglas

Built Ca, 1900

2 stories, 4 bays, brick with corbeled brick
and stone trim

20th century commer01al vernacular

Contributing '

808 East Douglas

Built Ca, 1900

2 stories, 2 bays, brick with corbeled trim
Early 20th century commercial vernacular
Contributing

Patrick Hotel

811-813 East Douglas

Built Ca. 1915

2 stories, & bays, brick

Early 20th century commerc1a1 vernacular
Contributing

Grand Hotel

801-803 East Douglas

Built Ca. 1915

2 stories, 5 bays, brick

Early 20th century commarc1al vernacular
Contributing -



{(Continuation sheet) Page 10

No., 7  Description

23.

24.

25,

26.

27.

28.

29,

Rock Island Depot

711 East Douglas

Built 1887

2 stories, 5 bays, 2 one-story wings, birck
Queen Anne with Richardsonian influence

Key Building (Ind1v1dually listed in the National Register of

Historic Places

.

Rock Island Depot - Baggage House
Behind 711 East Douglas

Built 1887

1 story, 5 bays, brick

Utilitarian with Queen Anne features.
Contributing

“Union Station

701 East Douglas

Built 1814

2 stories, 3 bays, long extension to rear, cast or cut stone
Beaux Arts - neoclassxcal

Key Building -

Carey Hotel

517-527 East Douglas

Built 1887 (west two bays added in 1907)

6 stories, 7x10 bays, brick

Second Empire

Key Building (Indlvidually listed in the National Register of
Historic Places) :

Wichita Hotel

515 East Douglas

Built Ca. 1910 (1605)

3 stories, 4 bays, brick
Neoclassical Revival
Contributing

Kirkwood Building

509 East Douglas

Built 1902

2 stories, 2 bays, brick with cast diron trim
Early 20th century commercial

Contributing

507 East Douglas

Built Ca. 1910 (1807)

2 stories, 4 bays, brick

Early 20th century commerical bernacular
Contributing .
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No. 7 Description

30.

31,

32,

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

505 East Douglas

Built Ca. 1502

2 stories, 2 bays, brick with corbeled trim
Early 20th century commerical

Contributing

Lawrence Block

501~503 East Douglas

Built 1906

3 stories, 5xl4 bays, brick with case iron trim

Early 20th century commercmal with neoclassical revival motifs.
Key Building :

419-421 East Douglas

Bullt Ca. 1901 (facade modified, ca. 1925)

3 stories, 9x10 bays, brick with corbeled trim
Early 20th century commerc1al vernacular
Contributing :

E, M, Dodd Building

417 East Douglas

Built Ca. 1914

3 stories, 4 bays, brick with applied Art Deco facade
Early 20th century ccmmerc1al vernacular
Contributing :

Lexington Hotel
112~114 South Emporia
Built Ca. 1914

.2 stories, 5 bays, brick with white glazed brick facade

Early 20th century commerlcal vernacular
Contributing :

114 ¥orth St. Francis

Built Ca. 1910

2 stories, 6 bays, brick with cast diron storefront
Early 20th century commercial vernacular
Contributing :

122 North St., Francis

Built Ca. 1940

2 stories, 7 bays, brick

Mid 20th century commercmal vernacular
Noncontributing

126 North St. Francis

Built Ca. 1925

3 stories, 3 bays, brick with corbeled geometric trim
Early 20th century commercial vernacular

Coutributing
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No. 7 Description

38.

39.

40.

41,

42,

43,

44,

45.

46.

130 North St. Francis
Built Ca. 1910

- 3 gtories, 6 bays, brick with corbeled trim

Early 20th century commercial vernacular
Contributing

134 North St. Francis

Built Ca. 1910

2 stories, 3 bays, brick with segmentally: arched window heads
Early 20th century commercial vernacular

Contributing

Wichita Wholesale Grocery Company

619-629 East William

Built 1894

4 stories, 10x5 bays, brick

Turn of the century warehouse style

Key building (Individually listed in the National Reglster
of Historic Places) :

212 Commerce Street

Built Ca. 1930

2 stories, 3 bays, steel truss with masonry curtain walls
Utilitarian warehouse

Contributing o

214 Commerce Street

Built Ca. 1910

2 stories, 4 bays, brick

Farly 20th century commercial vernacular
Contributing o

216-218 Commerce Street

Built Ca. 1910

2 stories, 4 bays, brick

Early 20th century commercial vernacular
Contributing

220 Commerce Street

Built Ca. 1910

1 story, 3 bays, brick

Early 20th century commercial vernacular
Contributing

617 Fast William

Built Ca., 1920

2 stories, 2 bays, brick

Early 20th century commercial vernacular
Contributing '

Douglas Avenue Railroad Vladuct
Built 1%14
Poured concrete

Contributing



{Continuation sheet) Page 13

No. 8 Evaluation of Criteria and Significance for Designation
B. Significance (cont'd)

Another important figure in the early history of Wichita and thus the history of the
East Douglas area was James R. Mead whose name is commemorated on two bulldings and-
a street within the district. Mead first visited the future site of Wichita in 1863
when it was a camp established by the federal government for the displaced Wichita
Indians, Mead was a trader who had great knowledge of the plains and as well had
marketing connections in eastern cities. He became a progsperous merchant and
leading force in the early development of Wichita. He owned substantial property
along Douglas Avenue and along with his friend, William Grelffensteln helped to
promote East Douglas as the main commercial thoroughfare of Wichita, .

In the 1880°s when the East Douglas area began to develep as it appears today,
Greiffenstein was Mayor and Mead a substantial businessman and developer., The two
had been friends since the 1860's and together were a guiding political-economic
unit of the city. Both men were wealthy and could offer incentives to promote
commercial development in the south section of Wichita, aleng Douglas Avenue. This
they did in the 1870's by giving away commercial lots, promoting, by financial
support, a bridge across the Arkansas River on West Douglas, and by establishing
Douglas Avenue, as a result of the bridge, as a cattle route, thus consolidating
Wichita's position as a cattle center. When the rail center was established on
East Douglas in the 1880's the c¢ommercial prominence of Douglas Avenue was
guaranteed, S o

The development within the proposed East Douglas Avenue historic district reflects
the overall development of the city during the 20 years before and after the turn of
the century. Wichita's population in 1880 was 4,91ll; by 1890 it was 23,853,
establishing the 1880's as a boom period for Wichita. During this time Wichita saw
the installation of telephones, a municipal water system and electric lights. By
contrast, the 1890's was a time of depression when businesses closed and population
declined. The Women's Christian Temperance Union (WCTU), a strong force in Kansas
led by Carrie Nation, during this decade caused the closing of numerous saloons and
bars. Pendulum~like, Wichita saw another great boom period between 1900-1910 when
the population grew from 24,671 to 52,540, During this decade the political and
economic structure of the town began to change. William Greiffenstein died in 1899
and James R. Mead died in 1910. Two other important early developers, N.A. Engllsh
and Marsh M, Murdock died in 1892 and 1908, respectively.

FEconomic changes were brought about by new industries which began to take hold
in the early 20th century, principally wheat and oil. Prosperity, thus continued
into the 1920's with the population of 1920 at 72,217 continuing the growth trend,
“Another {mportant new development in the city's economy was the beginning of the
aircraft dindustry in 1919 with the Wichita Airplane Corporation and a few years
later, the Travel Air Corporation in 1925 whose leaders were Walter Beech, Lloyd
Stearman and Clyde V. Cessna, nameg familiar in the history of aircraft preduction.

Wichita continued to grow  through the 1920's and by 1930 had a population of
111,110, The city remains an iImportant aircraft, oil, grain, and cattle center
today. o ' N

The ups and downs of Wichita's development are reflected in the construction
architectural growth of the East Douglas District, This area was the heart of the
city during the 1880-1930 years and it remains today wuch as it was by 1930, -
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PROPOSED EAST DOUGLAS AVENUE HISTORIC LANDMARK DISTRICT

Recommended Motion

Find that the request is not inconsistent with adopted plans and
recommend to the Board of City Commissioners that the East Doug-
las Avenue Historic Landmark District be designated as proposed in
the revised legal description which excludes all property east of
Union Station Addition, Lot 1 and south of Union Station Addition,
Lot 3. ' .



WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY DATE: May 24, 1985

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT
TO: To the Fiie
FROM: Margaret McDonald Lahey, Preservation Planner

SUBJECT: Proposed East Douglas Avenue Historic Landmark District

It was noted on May 9, 1985, that the general location descr‘:ption m the
Notice of Public Hearmg is mcorrect as noted {Attachment A)

Also the same mistake appeared on the Official notice published in the
Daily Record (Attachment Bj. The notices were sent out on May 8, 1985
with return receipt requested. After discovering the mistake, consultation
was held with Glen Lytle, in charge of Current Plans during Jack
Galbraith's absence, and Robert Young. |t was decided that since the map
was correct and the lega! description was accurate that there was no need
to send out another mail out with the corrected copy.

A statement will be made for the record at the Historic Landmark Preser-
vation Committee meeting on May 20 and at the public hearing before the
Metropolitan Area Planning Commission identifying and correcting the
mistake. ' S

Margaret McDonald Lahey
Preservation Planner

MML/ Iw



WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY - DATE: May 21, 1985

METROPCLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT
TO: The Metropolitan -A_r_ea Planning Commissioners
FRO_M_: Margaret McDonald Lahey, Preservaﬁon Planner -

~SUBJECT: - Proposed East_Douglas Avenue  Historic Landmark 'Dist_ri.ct
{HB5-1) S ' : R

On May 20, 1985, the Historic Landmark Preservation Committee (HLPC)

" considered the proposed East Douglas Avenue Historic Landmark District

(Attachment A) for designation as an historic landmark district and unani-
mously recommended that the district be designated as proposed. R
“This case is scheduled to go before the Metropolitan Area Planning Com-
mission (MAPC) for public hearing on May 30, 1985. Notice of the HLPC's
meeting and the MAPC's hearing was forwarded on May 8, 1985 to property
“owners within the district as well as all owners of property adjacent to or
~abutting the propesed district, ~ An informational sheet on the meaning of
historic district designation was forwarded with those notices (Attachment -
B). - The following background of this case is being provided for your -
informatign. S T el e

"~ BACKGROUND

~On April 1'9, 1983, the City Commission approved the use of Urban Renew-
~al A= and R-21 closeout funds to go to projects identified by the Old .
- Town Association. for rehabilitation work in the East Douglas project area. ..

The first priority of the Old Town Association was to have a devalopment
~plan completed so that specific revitalization projects could be coordinated
in accordance with an overall comprehensive plan.  In October of 1883 the
nationally known consulting firm of Zuchelli, Hunter and Associates, Inc.
{ZHA)} was retained by the City to deveiop such a plan. Lo

ZHA's Final Report contains .'én Action Plan.,  The first porticn of the
Action Plan discusses those actions which can be taken by the public
sector for the publics own benefit and which will directly improve coendi-

tions in the Oid Town area for existing businesses, property owners and

_residents. The first recommendation contained under Public Action for -
public Benefit is the designation of the Old Town area as an historic -
JiSirict. Ti states "ZHA cannot overemphasize the value and importance of
designation as en historic district,” and goees on 10 cite the 1581 Tax Act's
‘25 percent credit on all development funds used to rehabilitate contributing
buiidings in historic districts, - (Attachment C) R S




Board df City_Commiésipners | 2 : R o May 21, 1985

On January 3, 1984, the BCC received and filed the Final Report on the
0ld Town Development Plan and referred the plan to the Economic
Development Commission (EDC) with instructions to review the proposed

priorities suggested in the plan and to forward their recommendations .to

the BCC. The EDC submitted their recommendations to the BCC, with the
first recommendation being to approve the Old Town Association's request
that the City -assist in pursuing historic designation and to approve the -
reallocation of A-5 closeout funds in an amount not to exceed $5,000 to-
ward hiring a consultant to undertake the necessary prerequisite inventory

- and survey of the area. Subsequently, the BCC took action to direct city

‘staff to assist Old Town in efforts to pursue historic district designation
and reallocate A-5 closeout funds in an amount not to exceed $5,000 to
undertake an inventory and survey of that area pursuant to consideration
~of historic district designation, - B - i

Since ‘the Old Town Association was first organized in 1983, city staff
including the Downtown Development Coordinator. of —the Housing and
Economic Development Department and Metropolitan Area Planning Depart-
ment staff have been working closely with the Association. - One of the
main items worked on with the Old Town Association, at their request, has

been potential historic district designation and its ramifications, = The . =

potential boundaries of an historic district were identified in the Old Town

- East Douglas area and, a special informational meeting was called on Feb-

cruary 22, 1984, to discuss whether or ‘not property owners wanted to
request historic district designation. — Notices were forwarded to all the
“property owners within the identified = potential historic district ‘area,
Cinviting them to attend that informational meeting. None of the property
owners attending the meeting voiced opposition to the proposal. B e

In the summer of 1984, consultants were hired to undertake the nece$sa'ry

Cinventory and survey of the area. .. It was satisfactorily completed . early
last fall. ~The inventory and survey sets out the suggested boundaries for ..

‘a local district which would be eligible for certification for federal tax
purposes. - Another meeting was held with the Old Town Association on
November 14, 1984 and the results of the survey were presented to the
members. At that meeting, the Old Town Association took action to offi-
‘cially request historic district designation. - Correspondence .to that affect
‘was received by the City of Wichita on December 13, 1984, (Attachment D)

Prior to the current activities described above, the City's Urban Renél..va'i'
“Agency, ‘in 1979, attempted -fo create the Mead Conservation District, ‘a
“much larger historic district in the same general area that is being pro-..

- posed today. At that time, there was significant opposition to the propos-

al. However, the case that will be coming before you in the near future
differs significantly from the attempt in 1979. = First and foremost, the
current request has come from the Old Town Association, the organization
which has as its purpose, representation of property owners and tenants -
~in that area in order to promote economic revitalization. They view histor-
ic district designation as .a tool to help implement many of the changes
needed to revitalize their area, ' _ : . A




Board of City C'ommissioners__:;.';:f:":' 3 o May 21, 1985

s

Efforts have been made to help ensure that this district designation has
~ the support of the majority of the affected property. However, there may
be a few property owners who will oppose this designation and request to
‘have their properties removed from the boundaries of the historic district.
On the other hand, there are property owners who may reguest to have
" the boundaries changed so that their property would be included ‘in ‘the
district. - Changing the currently proposed boundaries may jeoparize the -
greatest benefit provided by designation .of a certifiable Jlocal historic -
district - eligibility for the 25 percent Investment Tax Credit, In . order

for a local district to be eligible for ‘the tax credits, it must be certi-. ">

“fied", What this means is that the National Park Service must certify that
the local historic district substantially meets the standards and criteria of
a National Register District. .~ A major requirement of those standards is
that the boundaries of the -historic district reflect the actual physical,
‘visual and geographical boundaries of the area's historic and architectural
continuity. For that reason, it is very important that the district bounda-
ries be designated as proposed. ~ Too great a deviation from the proposed
‘boundaries could jeopardize the City's chances to have the district certi-.
_fied and, thus, eliminate the major benefit provided to property = owners.
by historic distrct designation. -~ . - R ' ST

At the May 20, 1985 meeting of the Historic Landmark Preservation Commit-
‘tee, no one appeared in opposition to the proposed distict. After the
Committee reviewed the nomination form (Attachment E) and answered the
questions of the members of ‘the public present, James M. Guy made a
motion to recommend that the Board of City Commissioners approve the .
designation -of the ‘East Douglas Avenue Historic -Landmark District .as
proposed for the following reasons: . . - e P : U

1) ‘as proposed, it .wo_tjl_d_' most likely qualify for certification; e

- 2) district designatioh was requested by the Old Town Asso- o S
©3) _{here_appea_rs to be _h_b substantial opposition.
The motion was seconded by Jackie Brant and unanimously appro&éd_.by

“the eight committee members present.

" RECOMMENDATION:

St s recommended that the MAPC approve the historic désignation féquest -
and recommend that the Board of Wichita City Commissioners establish the
- proposed East Douglas Avenue Historic Landmark District. ' R

: P . 2 - /} E . ]
T .
%jﬂ/}ﬂf@ P ‘-4/6/‘.:?« ;:?&-/{}/7(_:‘(

[

Mai‘gbfr‘ét McDonald Lahey

oo Preservation Planner o

APPROVED: .

.. /\3 o r‘:.}‘//? "'/._"/i’ ,; "';-_.-;‘f‘l‘:'»{.—,«: T
‘Robert A. lLakin, Director of Planning
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ATTACHMENT B

WHAT WILL HISTORIC DISTRICT DESIGNATICN MEAN TO ME -
AS A PROPERTY OWNER? >

WHAT IS AN HISTORIC LANDMARK DISTRICT?

An historic landmark district is a geographically definable area which
has a concentration of buildings of historical or architectural importance
to the community. An historic fandmark district is created through
formal action by the Wichita Board of City Commissioners (BCC)}. The
BCC is given the authority to designate historic Iandmark dlstmcts by
City Code (Sections 12.20.1015- 2.20.1025), :

WHAT 15 THE PURPOSE OF HISTORIC LANDMARK D!STR!CT
DESICNATION?

The purpose of landmark designation is to protect and enhance historic
landmarks which reflect important elements of Wichita's social,
economic and architectural history; to safeguard the City's heritage as
embodied in such landmarks; promote the use of landmarks for the
prosperity, education, and welfare of the City; and to foster civic
pride in the past. Also, landmark designation is undertaken to stabi-
lize and improve property values; promote tourism; provide incidental
support and stimulus to business and industry, and to strengthen the
economy of the Caty. : . Coh

HOW WILL HISTORIC LANDMARK DES]GNATION BENEFIT ME AS A _
PROPERTY OWNER? '

The designation of an historic landmark district in your area ..-wou!d

. provide several benefits. It would provide protection by helping to
direct change and new developments within the district in a manner
which will allow the special historical and architectural character of the
area to be maintained. ‘Also, when a local historic landmark district
receives federal certification for tax purposes, historic buildings within
the district become eligible for a special 25% Investment Tax Credit
{(1ITC) for rehabilitation. Once local landmark district designation is
obtained for this district, federal tax certification will be requested.
Certification will make historic buildings in the district eligible for
rehabilitation tax credits. :Another advantage extended to buildings in
historic districts includes a provision in the building code of the city
which permits less stringent requirements than for full code compllance
for historic buildings.

Additionally, historic district designation "defines" an area and provides

it with a special identity and a history all it's own. This can heip
attract residents, visitors and customers to the area. S



Exceptions to this, are projects which involve construction of a new
building within a landmark district, a general change in the use of a
properiy, or the demolition of a structure. These are generally han-
dled as major projects. B

Q. WHAT IF | HAVE A BUILDING IN THE DISTRICT | WANT TO
DEMOLISH? R

A. Historic landmark district designation cannot prevent the demolition of a
structure, only delay it. The purpose of the delay is to allow time for
other alternatives to demolition to be sought. The delay period could
range from thirty days to up to two hundred forty days depending on
the circumstances of the case. The .delay period is to be determined by
the BCC at a public hearing. At the end of the delay period, the
demolition permit can be issued. o

Q. WHAT IF | HAVE A VACANT LOT IN THE DISTRICT AND WANT TO
BUILD ON IT? o P

A. New construction is allowed in a historic district. When the applicant
obtains a certificate of appropriateness for the project. A new building
does not have to be an historical reproduction. In fact, use of contem-
porary designs are encouraged if the new building is compatible with
the character and mood of the neighborhood and the work is compatible
in materials, size, scale, color and texture with surrounding buildings.

Q. WILL PROPERTY OWNERS AND TENANTS HAVE ANY INPUT INTO THE
CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS PROCESS WITHIN THE -
DISTRICT? o RS

A. Yes, the HLPC has proposed that a district task force be established
which will be comprised of two owner/occupants of the buildings in the
district, two HLPC members, and one design professional who is not an
owner/occupant in the district nor a member of the HLPC, The district
task force will review requests for Certificate of Appropriateness and
make their recommendations to the HLPC. The task force's district
members will serve as contacts for other owners and tenants in the
district and will work closely with others in the district and the HLPC
to develop any special guidelines that might be needed to tailor the
present guidelines to best fit the special needs of the area,

If you have any questions or would like further information, please contact
Margaret McDonald Lahey of the Metropolitan Area Planning Department at
268-4421, o -
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iV. Action Plan

ZHA has prepared a redevelopment plan for the 0ld Town
area of Wichita. This plan has been prepared in a fashion which
is sensitive to local market conditions and the surrounding
physical environment. In addition, in the last section, ZHA
has presented a matrix of creative state-of-the-art funding
strategies which can be applied to both public and private sec-
tors of a redevelopment effort. However, in order to ensure
that this plan is implemented and that it beccomes more than an
ambitious study, there are many different actions which the
city, the 0ld Town Merchants Association and those people inter-—
ested in redeveloping 'the 0l1d Town area can take. .

This section of our development plan discusses a series of

separate and distinct iniatives which can be taken as positive

steps toward redeveloping the 0ld Town area. This section is
subdivided into two distinct portions. The first portion dis-

cusses those actions which can be taken by the public sector

for the public's own benefit and directly improve conditions

in the 0ld Town arca for existing businesses, property owners
and residents. Although these efforts will generally require
some type of public endorsement and public action, there is
ample room and considerable responsibility upon groups like the
O0ld Town Merchants Association and other concerned individuals

. to foster, suggest and plan the details of these specific

efforts. 1In addition, ZHA is available for consultation to
assist in the execution of these ideas. Our work in other
cities has given us practical experience in taking concretpe
actions to gender the appropriate climate for redevelopment. . -

A. PUBLIC ACTION FOR DIRECT PUBLIC BENEFIT

® Designation of the 014 Town Area as an Historic
District--There has already been a significant amount
of work and research documenting the legitimate his-
toric character of the 01d Town area. It 1s ZHA's
opinion that the Old Town area has an excellent chance
of being formerly designated as either a local or a
national historic district. The exact boundaries of
such a proposed district would be defined after a
more careful analysis, but it is clear that the con-
tinuity of late 19th and early 20th century commercial
puildings on Douglas Avenue and several of the perpen-
dicular streets_describes an important period of time

. ATTACHMENT (
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in Wichita's development. The existing buildings pre-
gsent a continuity of commercial urban fabric that
is worth preserving and restoring.

ZHA cannot over-emphasize the value and importance of
designation as an historic district. The 1981 Tax

Act allows a 25 percent credit (not deduction) on all
of the development funds used to rehabilitate an
historic building or a building that contributes to
the significance of an historic district. "This essen-
tially offers the investor/developer a 25 percent
discount on the eligible costs of redevelopment {(most
redevelopment costs are fully eligible). Common sense
would also suggest that this tax act legislation will
not remain forever. Although Congress has not yet
posted any expiration date on this legislation, in

our times of escalating national deficits it is more
than likely that this legislation will be identified
as a target for elimination at some point in the

future.

Therefore, we recommend that the city and the 014
Town Merchants Association work together towards des-
ignation as an historic district. This process
involves several steps and will require a formal
study by a qualified architectural historian. There
are tradeoffs associated with local versus national
designation to be investigated. Those tradeoffs

also need further investigation to decide which
designation is in the best interest of the 0ld Town
area., (The differences lie primarily with those

.individuals or groups that will review and certify

plans for tax credit. Both types of districts are
eligible for federal tax credits.)
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024 E. Douglas
“Wichita, Kansas 67202
316-267-5327
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Decemﬁer 13, 84

Ms. Margaret McDonald Lahey
City of Wichita

Planning - 10th Floor -

455 N. Main .
Wichita, Kansas 67202

Dear Margaret:

Pursuant to the 0ld Town Association meeting of November 14,
1984, I have been asked to officially request you proceed
.with the historic district designation. The Association
supports the proposed boundaries of the proposed d;strlct R
and encourage the designation of same. o

Please advise if you have any question.

o il oo
viJ E. Norris ¢ '
DEN/sb

cc: Lynda Tousley

("':"’» i

f"\l f-“‘Y{ m
JECESVED
DEC1 41084

METROPOLITAN PLANNING
ROUTE [ oo o



WICHITA REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES - 2 S ATTACHMENT

»Inventéry Nomination Form (”g o R fwx
Print all entries - complete applicable sections
1. NAME
historic
and/or common EAST DOUGLAS AVERUE HISTORIC LANDMARK DISTRICT
2,  LOCATION
street and number SEE CONTINUATION SHEET AND ATTACHED MAP
city, town WICHITA county SEDGWICK state KANSAS
3., CLASSIFICATION
Category Status
X district X occupiled ‘ government
building(s) unoccupied industrial
structure { -work in progress military
site . Accessible - . museum
object yes: restricted park -
Ownership X yes: unrestricted private residence
__public ‘ no : multi-family '
private Present Use religious
X both , agriculture sclentific
Public Acquisition X commercial transportation
in process educational other:
being considered entertainment
4. OWHER OF PROPLRTY
nane. MULTYIPLE PRIVATE OWNERSHIP AND PUBLIC OWNERSHIP
street and number N/A phone
city, town WICHITA county SEDGWICK state KANSAS zip
5. LOCATION OF LEGAL DESCRIPTION
courthouse, register of deecds, etc. REGISTER OF DEEDS
street and number SEDGWICK COUNTY COURTIHCUSE
city, town WICHITA ' state KANSAS

6. REPRESENTATION IN EXISTING SURVEYS

title WICHITA'S INVENTORY OF HERITAGE Has this property been determined eligible? Yes N¢
RESCOURCES X

date 1985 ' federal state county X local

depository for survey records OFFICE OF PRESERVATION PLANRER, METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING
DEPARTMENT, CITY HALL, 10TH FL, 455 N, MAIN (67202)

city, town WICHITA state KANSAS




7 - DESCRIPTION

Condition ‘ : ) Check One Check One
excellent deteriorated X unaltered ' X original site

X good ruins altered moved '
fair : unexposed : : date

Describe the present and original (if known) physical appearance:

Generally the district consists of low rise brick structures ranging from two to six
stories in height. The majority of buildings have commercial vernacular styling of
the late 19th and early 20th century. Decorative elements are usually stylized
neoclassical motifs. The earliest buildings show influence of the second Empire
style (Carey Hotel) and commercial variations of the Queen Anne style and Italianate
styles (620 East Douglas, 509 East Douglas, 505 East Douglas, 504 East Douglas, and
501 East Douglas). The later buildings tend to be simpler commercial vernacular
structures. Key 20th century buildings among the group are those which show rich
ornamentation in terra cotta with neoclassical styling as represented in the Beaux
Arts school. These buildings included the two Mead build ings (419 and 506 East
Douglas) and Union Station, built in 1514 and resembling, in a much smaller, simpler
scale, Grand Central Station in New York City. The latest contributing buildings in
the proposed district are those dating from the late 1920's displaying influence of
the art deco period in contrasting colors and geo metric decorative motifs, (IFralick
Building at 604 East Douglas and 126 North St. Francis). -

The district appears spacious and uncluttered, partially because of the low profile
of the buildings and because of the great width of Douglas Avenue with approximately
115 feet between building facades. Another key element of the district is the
railroad, to which the district in part owes its development. The railroad which
crosses the district, north to south on elevated tracks, helped establish the East
Douglas district as a commerclal center. The railroad also spawned the several
hotels located within the proposed district, as well as the group of warehouses
between the railroad and Commerce Street. T

The 46 buildings and structures forming the district are in generally good condi-
tion. Many are, however, vacant or under-utilized as the area was bypassed by
modern urban high-rise development further west on Douglas and on Market and Main
Strects. The decline of passenger and freight rail usage resulted in a decline in
the prosperity of the East Douglas area from which it is now only beginning to
recover through the efforts of a few investors who have successfully rehabilitated
some of the structures. S R

The qualities that make this district distinct from the surrounding area are its
unity of scale, materials usage and age. The edges of the district are easily
marked by the beginning of concentrations of noncontributing features, either
buildings or open space such as parking lots., Within the proposed district itself,
there are only two noncontributing buildings: 524-530 FRast Douglas and 122-124
North St. Francis which date from after the established period of significance.
These two buildings are, however, consistent with their neighbors in overall scale,
size, use and materials, - R

One important feature of the district which helps to strengthen its historical
significance is the rcmaining original wooden paving blocks In the alley running
betwecen Emporia and St. Francis, south of Douglas. The paving which may predate
any of the buildings in the district consists of rectangular wooden blecks set on
end in the ground to provide a brick-like surface for the alley. This is the only

known area in the city where this material is visible. _ _
: (Cont'd on page 7)
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EVALUATION OF CRITERIA AND SIGNIFICANCE FOR DESIGNATION

Criteria for Evaluation

The follow1ng criteria are to be con31dered in determining the eligibility of a propert
for historic landmark designation under Ordinance 33~790, City of Wichita (Section
2.12.1019, Code of the City of Wichlta) Check one or more categories of appliceble
criteria, - .

p.4 a. Character, interest or value as part of the development, heritage, or cultura
characteristics of the Clty of Wichita, State or United States,

b. Location as the site of a significant historic event.

X c. Identification with a person or persons who significantly contributed to the
culture and development of the City.

X d. Exemplification of the cultural, economic, social or hlstorical heritage of t
: City. :
X e. Portrayal of the enviromment of a group of people in an era of history

characterized by a dlstinctive architectural style,

f. ZEmbodiment of distlnguishing characteristics of an architectural type or
specimen, : : .

g. Identification as the work of an architect or master builder whose 1nd1vidual
work has influenced the develoPment of the City, - -

h. Embodiment of elements of architectural design, detail, materials or. crafts~
manship which represent a significant architectural innovatlon.:

i. Relationship to other distinctive buildings, sites or areas which are eligible
for preservation according to a plan based on historic, cultural oxr archl-
tectural motif, :

X J. Unique location of singular physical characteristics representing an
established and famlllar visual feature of a neighborhood, community or the
City. :

k. Archaeological value in that it has produced or can be oxpected to produce dat
affecting theories of hlstorlc or prehistoric interest.

X 1. Value as an aspect of community sentiment or public pride.
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8. EVALUATION OF CRITERIA AND SIGNIFICANCE FOR DESIGNATION (Continued)

B. Significance
Explain how the property meets the criteria checked above.

. This distriect is held together by an an architectural and historical unity representing t
important periods in Wichita's history: the 1880's and the first three decades of the 2(
century. An important aspect of the district is that it remains substantially as it «
earlier in the 20th century. The intrusive elements to the district are minimal, almc
nonexistent, and consist mostly of non-historic open space in the form of parking lots and
city park. It is, in fact the only remaining commercial concentration from Wichita's ear
history. :

Nearly all of the buildings within the boundaries of the district date from the two periods
significance given: The 1880's and the early 20th century. Actually, there area only a {
buildings in the district from the earlier peried, but two of them are key or outstandi
structures and are already dindividually listed in the Natiomnal Register of Historic Place
These buildings are the lotel Carey (Eaton Hotel) on the southwest corner of Douglas s
Emporia, built in 1887 and the Rock Island Depot at the southwest corner of Mead Street &
bouglas, also built in 1887, TWe character of the district is commercial with a small grc
of warehouses located adjacent to the railroad. e '

The buildings seen today in the proposed East Douglas historic district are actually t
second generation of architecture to be there. 0ld photographs show that in the 1870%'s =
particularly the 1880's the area was substantlally built up with small frame structure
Gradually, they were replaced with larger, more substantial brick buildings reflectd
Wichita's growth and prosperity largely brought about by the railroads and the industri
dependent upon them. '

While Wichita experienced a great boom cycle in the 1880's, there was an equally great peri
of prosperity in the first two decades of the 20th century. It was during this later ‘peri
that nearly all of the buildings in the district were constructed. In the 1930's new cc
struction diminished as might be expected from general economlc conditions of that decad
Therefore, 1930 is the approximate ending date for the period of significance of the distric
One exception which is definitely considered "contributing" to the importance of the distri
is the art deco facade applied to the Marple Theatre (building #34) which pxsbably dates fr

the 1930's.

The greatest historical significance of the East Douglas proposed district is that it is t
largest remaining concentration of early commercial architecture in Wichita. While the ci
itself was incorporated in 1870, there is little remaining construction from that ear
settlement period. Several of those earliest buildings known to remain have been relocated
The 0ld Cowtown Muscum. During the 1860's the beginnings of Wichita were established we
north of Douglas Avenue, along the Arkansas River, principally along Waco Avenue between &
and 9th Streets. The person most responsible for this early settlement location was Dari

Sales Munger,

Another early developer of Wichita was William R, Greiffenstein who acquired a substanti
amount of land between the present location of Douglas Avenue and Central, four blocks to t
north. Munger and Greiffenstein made an agreement to combine their plats to form a sing
townsite. However, there developed a competition between the north and south sections whi

prevailed for many years to come,
' : (Cont'd_on page 13



9, . FORM PREPARED BY

name/title MARGARET MCDONALD LAHEY, PRESERVATION PLANNER
organization  HISTORIC LANDMARK PRESERVATION COMMITTEE date 4/4/85

street & number 455 NORTH MAIN, 10TH FLOOR " telephone (316) 268-4421
city or town WICHITA state KANSAS

send to: Preservation Planner
Metropolitan Area Planning Department
City Hall, 10th Floor
455 Noxrth Main
Wichita, Kansas 67202-1688
(316) 268-~4421

10. MAJOR BIBLIOGRAPHICAL REFERENCES

l. B
Bentley, Orsemus H., ed. THE HISTORY OF SEDGWICK CO,, KANSAS,
Chicago: C.F. Cooper & Co., 1910

Long, R.M. "Dick", WICHITA CENTURY., 1870-~-1970,
Wichita: The Wichita Historical Museum Assn., Inc. 1969,

Miner, H., Craig. WICHITA: THE EARLY YEARS 1865-1880.
- Lincoln: University of KNebraska Press., 1982

PEERLESS PRINCESS OF THE PLAINS, Wichita: Two Rivers
Publishing Co. 1976. ;

11. ADDITIONAL COMMENTS:

Survey Methods

Using infermation supplied by the City of Wichita's preservation planner, the survey area w:
examined and the proposed boundaries located. Two surveyors completed an exterior arch:
tectural study of each building within the area. The builldings were rated according to the:
architectural integrity and age relative to, the period of significance established for ti
district. The buildings were then classified as key (outstanding), contributing, or nor
contributing. Photographs were taken to show all buildings in the district and their re
lationship to one another, Other photographs were taken to depict the district's streetscape
" and boundaries. - -

To compliment the architectural analysis, basic historic research was undertaken to establic
the historical associations of the East Douglas area and to confirm how and when it developec
Historical research documentation included previously compiled material on flle with the Cit
of Wichita, city directories and Sanborn Insurance maps. : :



(Continvation sheet) Page 6

No. 2 Location

The proposed East Douglas Avenue Historic District extends along Douglas from near the mide
of the 400 block east through the 800 block to Rock Island Street. Also included is one he
of the east side of North St. Francis' first block north of Douglas and part of the east s
of the first block of South Ewporia, Willlam Street between Commerce and the railroad ¢
Commerce Street, south of William to include 212-220 Commerce Street, The recommended di
trict boundaries follows:

Establishment of the "H" Historic Landmark Designation is recommended on the following de
cribed property:

EAST DOUGLAS AVENUE HISTORIC LANDMARK DISTRICT located within the following described bou
dary, commencing at the Northwest corner of Lot 33, Douglas Avenue, N.A. English's Addition

the City of Wichita; thence east along the south line of Douglas Avenue as platted in sa
addition to the Northwest corner of Lot 41, Douglas Avenue of said addition; thence sou
along the west line of said Lot 41 and said line extended to the south Iine of the all
adjacent to and south of said Lot 41; thence east along said south line and said line extend
to the Northwest corner of Lot 1 Emporia Avenue in said addition; thence south aleng the we
line of Lots 1 and 3 Emporia Avenue in said addition to the south line of said Lot 3; then
east along said south line to the cast line of said Lot 3; thence north along the east line

Lots 3 and 1 Emporia Avenue on said addition to the Northeast corner of said Lot 1; then
east to the Northwest corner of Lot 2 St. Francis Avenue in said addition; thence continui
east along the north line of said Lot 2 to the west line of St. Francis Avenue; thence sou
along said west line to the north line of William Street; thence east along said north line

the Southwest corner of Lot 12 Santa Fe Avénue in said addition; thence south to the Northwe
corner of Lot 14, Santa Fe Avenue in said addition; thence south along the west line of ev
numbered Lots 14 thru 38, Santa Fe Avenue in said addition to the Southwest corner of sa
Lot 38; thence east along the south linc of said Lot 38 to the Southeast corner of said L
38; thence south along the east line of even numbered Lots 40 thru 50, Santa Fe Avenue in sa
addition to the Southeast corner of said Lot 50; thence east to the Southwest corner of Lot

Union Station Addition to Wichita, Kansas; thence east along the south line of said Lot 1 a
sald line extended to the west line of Rock Island Addition to Wichita, Kansas; thence nor
along said west line and the west line of Rock Island 2nd Additicn to Wichita, Kansas to tl
Southwest corner of Lot 3, Union Station Addition to Wichita, Kansas; thence noerth aleng ti
west line of said Lot 3 to a point 140 ft. south of the north line of said Lot 3; thence ea:
parallel to and 140 ft. south of said north line to the west line of Rock Island Avenue
thence north along said west line to the north line of the alley adjacent to and south of L¢
2, Mead Avenue, East Wichita Addition; thence west along the north line of said alley to ti
Southeast corner of Lot 1, Mead Avenue of said addition; thence westerly to the Southeas
corner of Lot 14, Santa Fe Avenue, J. R. Head Addition; thence west along the south line ¢
said Lot 14 to the Southwest corner of said Lot 14; thence southwesterly to the Southecas
corner of Lot 1, 5t. Francis Avenue, in said addition; thence north along the east line c
Lots 1, 3, 5, 7, and 9 St, Trancis Avenue in said addition to the north line of the south hal
of said Lot 9; thence west along said north line to the east line of St. Francis Avenue
thence south along said ecast line to Southwest corner of Lot 1, St. Francis Avenue in sai
addition; thence west to the Southeast corner of Lot 2, St. Francis Avenue in said addition
thence west along the south line of said Lot 2 and the seuth line of Lot 1, Emporia Avenue i
said addition to the ecast line of Fmporia; thence west to the Southeast corner of Lot 2
Emporia Avenue in said addition; thence west along the socuth line of said Lot 2 and the sout
line of Lot 1 Topeka Avenue in said addition to a point, esaid point being the intersection o
the south line of said Lot ! and the west line of Lot 30, Douglas Avenue in said additio
extended north; thence south along said extended west line and said west line to the nort
line of Douglas Avenue; thence south to the peint of beginning. Generally located east o
Topeka Avenue and west of Rock Island Avenue from one-half block north of Douglas Avenu

and north of English.
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No, 7 Description

Buildings'and structures contributing to th

1.

4,

5.

James R. Mead Building
412-414 East Douglas

- Built 1914

3 stories, 3 bays, brick & terra cotta
Classical Revival

Key Building :

430 East Douglas

Built Ca. 1910

2 stories, 2 bays, stuccoed masonry
Early 20th century commerc1al vernacular
Contributing

Bronson Building

504 LFast Douglas « -

Built 1903

2 stories, 2 bays, brick with extensivc
corbeled trim :

Commerical vernacular

Contributing :

Mead Building
506 East Douglas
Built Ca. 1915

e character of the district.*

2 stories, 3 bays, glazed brick & terra cotta

Early 20th century Classical Revival
Contributing .

Stites Buillding
518-520 East Douglas
Built Ca. 1900

2 storiles, 6 bays, brick, commerical vernacular

Contributing

530 East Douglas

Built Ca. 1950

3 stories, 10 bays, masonyy

Mid 20th century commerc1al vernacular
Noncontxibuting

600-602 East Douglas

Built Ca. 1887

2 stories, 3 bays, brick

Late 19th century commercial vernacular
Contributing

* With the exception of two noncontributing structures which are so noted.
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S

7

Lescription

8.

9.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14,

Fralick Building

604 East Douglas

Built Ca. 1925

2 stories, 3 bays, brick, early 20th century
commercial vernacular with Art Deco features

Contributing

608 East Douglas

Built Ca., 1915

1 story, 3 bays, brick

Early 20th century ccmmEIC1al vernacular
Contributing

Renfro Hotel
Built Ca. 1890

612 East Douglas

3 storles, 4 bays, brick with cast or cut-
stone window heads

Late 19th century commercial vernacular

Key Building

618 East Douglas

Built Ca. 1900

3 stories, 3 bays, brick with projecting cast
stone parapet

Late 19th century commercial vernacular

Contributing

620 East Douglas

Built 1902 '

3 stories, 2 bays, brick with corbeled trim
Early 20th century commcrc1al vernacular
Contributing -

622 East Douglas

Built Ca. 1905

2 stories, 3 bays, brick with segmentally
arched window heads

Early 20th century commerC1a1 vernacular

Contributing .

624~626 East Douglas

Built Ca. 1900

2 stories, 2 bays, brick with corbeled trim
Late 19th century commercial vernacular
Contributing
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No. 7 Descriptien

15,

16.

17.

18,

19,

20,

21,

22,

630 East Douglas

Built 1922

3 stories, e bays, reinforced concrete

Early 20th century commercial vernacular (with
English Gothic influence)

Contributing '

700 Cast Douglas

Built Ca. 1920

2 stories, 1 bay, precast concrete

Farly 20th century commercial vernacular
Contributing

704 East Douglas

Built Ca. 1920

5 stories, 3 bays, reinforced concrete
Farly 20th century commercial vernacular
Contributing '

8§00-804 East Douglas

Built Ca. 1900

2 stories, 4 bays, brick with corbeled brick
and stone trim

Late 19th century commercial vernacular

Contributing

806 Last Douglas
Built Ca. 1900

-2 stories, 4 bays, brick with corbeled brick

and stone trim
20th century commercial vernacular
Contributing '

808 Last Douglas

Built Ca., 1900

2 stories, 2 bays, brick with corbeled trim
Early 20th century commercial vernacular
Countyxibuting :

Patrick Hotel

811-813 East Douglas

Built Ca. 1915

2 stories, 6 bays, brick

Early 20th century commercxal vernacular
Contrlbutlng

Grand Hotel

801-803 ¥ast Douglas

Built Ca. 1915

2 stories, 5 bays, brick

Early 20th century commercial vernacular
Contributing
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No. 7 Description

23, Rock Island Depot

711 East Douglas

Built 1887

2 stories, 5 bays, 2 one-story wings, birck

Queen Anne with Richardsonian influence

Key Building (Individually listed in the National Register of

Historic Places ' . o

24, Rock I¥sland Depot - Baggage House

Behind 711 East Douglas

Built 1887

1 story, 5 bays, brick

Utilitarian with Queen Anne features

Contributing

25.  Union Station
701 East Douglas

Built 1914 .
2 stories, 3 bays, long extension to rear, cast or cut stone o

Beaux Arts - neoclassical
Key Building ;

.26,  Carey Hotel
- 517-527 Bast Douglas
Built 1887 (west two bays added in 1907)
6 stories, 7x10 bays, brick
Second Empire ' - o
Key Building (Individually listed in the National Register of S
Historic Places) . .

27, - Vichita Hotel
5315 East Douglas
Built Ca. 1910 (1905)
3 stories, 4 bays, brick
Neoclassical Revival
Contributing

28.  Kirkwood Building
509 East Douglas
Built 1902
2 stories, 2 bays, brick with cast iren trim
Early 20th century commercial
Contributing '

29, 507 Last Douglas
Built Ca. 1910 (1907)
2 stories, 4 bays, brick
Early 20th century commerical bernacular
Contributing L
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No. 7 Description

30.

31.

32,

- 33.

34,

35,

36.

37.

. 505 East Douglas

Built.Ca., 1902

2 storieg, 2 bays, brick with corbeled trim
Early 20th century commerical

Contributing

Lawrence Block

501-503 East Douglas

Built 1906

3 stories, 5x14 bays, brick with case iron trim

Farly 20th century commercial with neoclassical revival motifs.
Key Building

419-421 East Douglas

Built Ca. 1901 (facade modified, ca. 1925)

3 stories, 9x10 bays, brick with corbeled trim
Early 20th century comimercial vernacular
Contributing t- ' '

E. M. Dodd Building

417 East Douglas

Built Ca. 1914

3 storiles, 4 bays, brick with applied Art Deco facade

Early 20th century commercial vernacular
Contributing

Lexington Hotel

112~114 South Emporia

Bullt Ca, 1914

2 stories, 5 bays, brick with white glazed brick facade
Early 20th century commerical vernacular

Contributing

114 North St. Francis - ‘ o
Built Ca. 1910 E
2 stories, 6 bays, brick with cast iron storefront

Early 20th century commercial vernacular
Contributing

122 North St. Francis

Built Ca. 1940

2 stories, 7 bays, brick

Mid 20th century commerc1al vernacular
Noncontributing

126 North St. Francis

Built Ca. 1925

3 stories, 3 bays, brick with corbeled geometric trim
Early 20th century commercial vernacular

Contributing :



Te £ T
f - 4

.~ (Continuation sheet) Page 12

No. 7 Description

38, 130 North St. Francis

Built Ca. 1910
3 stories, 6 bays, brick with corbeled trim

Early 20th century commercial vernacular
Contributing

39, 134 North St. Francis

Built Ca. 1910
2 stories, 3 bays, brick with segmentally arched window heads

Early 20th century commercial vernacular
Contrlbutlng

40, Wichita Wholesalé Grocery Company
619-629 East William
Built 1894
4 stories, 10x5 bays, brick
Turn of the centuny warehouse style
Key buillding (Individually listed in the National Reglster
of Historic Places)

41, 212 Commerce Strect

Built Ca. 1930
2 stories, 3 bays, steel truss with masonry curtain walls

Utilitarian warehouse
Contributing

42, 214 Commerce Street
Built Ca. 1910
2 stories, 4 bays, brick
Early 20th century commercial vernacular
Contributing

43, 216-218 Commerce Street
Built Ca. 1910
2 stories, 4 bays, brick
Early 20th century commercial vernacular
Contributing

44, 220 Commerce Street
Built Ca., 1910
1 story, 3 bays, brick
Early 20th century commerc1a1 vernacular
Contributing

45, 617 Fast William
Built Ca. 1920
2 stories, 2 bays, brick
Early 20th century commercial vernacular
Contributing

46.  Douglas Avenuc Railroad Viaduct
Built 1914 -
Pourced concrete

Contributing
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"

No. 8 Evaluation of Criteria and Significance for Designation
B. Significance (cont'd)

Another important figure in the early history of Wichita and thus the history of the
East Douglas area was James R, Mead whose name is commemorated on two buildings and
a street within the district. Mead first visited the future site of Wichita in 1863
when it was a camp established by the federal government for the displaced Wichita
Indians. Mead was a trader who had great knowledge of the plains and as well had
marketing connections i1n eastern cities, He became a prosperous merchant and
leading force in the early development of Wichita. He owned substantial property
along Douglas Avenue and along with his friend, William Greiffenstein helped to
promote East Douglas as the main commerclal thoroughfare of Wichita, & .-

In the 1880's when the East Douglas area began to develop as it appears today,
Greiffenstein was Mayor and Mead a substantial businessman and developer. The two
had been friends since the 1860's and together were a gulding political-eccnomic
unit of the city. Both men were wealthy and could offer incentives to promote
commercial development in the south section of Wichita, along Douglas Avenue. This
they did in the 1870's by 'giving away commercial lots, promoting, by financizal
support, a bridge across the Arkansas River on West -Douglas, and by establishing
Douglas Avenue, as a result of the bridge, as a cattle route, thus consolidating

Wichita's position as a cattle center. When the rail center was established on
East Douglas in the 1880's the commercial prominence of Douglas Avenue = was
fguaranteed, - R

The development within the proposed East Douglas Avenue historic district reflects
the overall development of the city during the 20 years before and after the turn of
the century. Wichita's population in 1880 was 4,911; by 1890 it was 23,853,
establishing the 1880's as a boom period for Wichita. During this time Wichita saw
the installation of telephones, a municipal water system and electric lights. By ’
contrast, the 1890's was a time of depression when businesses closed and populaticn
declined. The Women's Christian Temperance Union (WCTU), a strong force in Kansas
led by Carrie Nation, during this decade caused the closing of numerous saloons and
bars. Pendulum-like, Wichita saw another grcat boom period between 1900-1910 when
the population grew from 24,671 to 52,540. During this decade the pelitical and
cconomic structure of the town began to change. William Greiffenstein died in 1§99
and James R, Mead died in 1910. Two other important early developers, N.A, English
and Marsh M, Murdock died in 1892 and 1908, respectively. S

Economic changes were brought about by new industries which began to take hold
in the early 20th century, principally wheat and oil. Prosperity, thus continued
into the 1920's with the population of 1920 at 72,217 continuing the growth trend.
Another important new development in the city's economy was the beginning of the
aircraft industry in 1919 with the Wichita Airplane Corporation and a few years
later, the Travel Air Corporation in 1925 whose leaders were Walter Beech, Lloyd
Stearman and Clyde V. Cessna, names famillar in the history of aircraft production,

Wichita continued to grow  through the 1920's and by 1930 had a population of
111,110, The city remains an important aireraft, oil, grain, and cattle center

The ups and downs of Wichita's development are reflected in the construction
architectural growth of the East Douglas District. This avea was the heart of the
city during the 1880-1930 years and it remains today wmuch as it was by 1930, .



THE CITY OF WICHITA

OFFICE OF  Citizen Participation DATE May 16, 1885

TO Jack Galbraith, Chief Planner-Current Plans
FROM Stanley J. Scott, CP Coordinator

 SUBJECT - H85-1: East Douglas Avenue
" Historic Distrlct Demgnatmn

On Tuesday, May 14, CPO Neighborhood Council "L" considered the proposed East
Dougtas Historic District Designation for an area located along Douglas

generally between Topeka and Rock Island. After discussion, the Council voted
7-0 to recommend approval of the historic district designation for the area.

Margaret McDonald Lahey, Preservation Planner, was present to describe the
request and respond to questions from the Council. Ms. lahey noted that the
request was initiated by the Old Town Association, an organization representing
propt_rty owners and tenants in the area to promote econcomic revitalization, The
.organization sees the historic designatiocn as a too!l to help impiement many of -
the changes needed to revitalize the area. _

No area residents or property owners were present. Council members were
provided the letter of notification, a map of the area, and a summary report .
explaining the historic district designation. o

Please provide the Councii's recommendation to the Historic Landmark
Preservation Committee, MAPC, and the City Commission when H85-1 is considered.

— T,

Stanley J. Scott
CP Coordinator

SJS:dm

Noled:

ﬁ%ﬁ:i{g ongﬁ@

CRS Director

MAY 17 1505
M ETRW@L ITAN PLANNING
ROUTE ™1 R

{
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WICHITA REGISTER OF HISTORIu PLACES
Inventory Nomination Form

-,

Print all entries — complete applicable sections

1. NAME

historic

and/or common EAST DOUGLAS AVENUE HISTORIC LANDMARK DISTRICT

2. L.OCATICN

street and number SEE CONTINUATION SHEET AND ATTACHED MAP

city, town WICHITA county SEDGWICK state KANSAS
3. CLASSIFICATION
Category Status
_X district _% occupied ___government
___building(s) ___unoccupied ___industrial
structure _work in progress ~__military
:::}ite Accessible __ museunm
___object yves: restricted park
Ovnership _X vyes: unrestricted private residence
public _.no _multi-family
private Present Use . religious
X both ___agriculture ___scientific
Public Acquisition _X commercial ____transportation
___in process ____educational __Other: :
___being considered ___entertainment

4. OWNER OF PROPERTY

MULTIPLE PRIVATE OWNERSHIP AND PUBLIC OWNERSHIP

name
street and number N/A phone

city, town WICHITA county SEDGWICK state KANSAS zip
3. LOCATION OF LEGAL DESCRIPTION |
courthouse, register of deeds, etc, REGISTER OF DEEDS

street and number SEDGWICK COUNTY COURTHOUSE

city, town WICRHITA state KANSAS

6. REPRESENTATION IN EXISTING SURVEYS

title WICHITA'S INVENTORY OF HERITAGE Has this property been determined eligible? Yes No
RESQURCES X
date 1985 federal state county X Jlocal

OFFICE OF PRESERVATION PLANNER, METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING
DEPARTMENT, CITY HALL, 10TH FL, 455 N, MAIN (67202)

depository for survey records

city, town WICHITA state KANSAS
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No. 2 Location

The proposed East Douglas Avenue Historic District extends along Douglas from near the middic
of the 400 block east through the 800 block to Rock Island Street. Alsc included is one hali
of the east side of North St. Francis® first block north of Douglas and part of the east sidec
of the first block of South Emporia, William Street between Commerce and the railroad anc
Commerce Street, south of William to include 212-220 Commerce Street. The recommended dis-
trict boundaries follows: '

Establishment of the "H" Historic Landmark Designation is recommended on the following des-
cribed property:

EAST DOUGLAS AVENUE HISTORIC LANDMARK DISTRICT located within the following described boun-
dary, commencing at the Northwest cormer of Lot 33, Douglas Avenue, N.A. English's Addition tc
the City of Wichita; thence east along the south line of Douglas Avenue as platted in said
addition to the Northwest corner of Lot 41, Douglas Avenue of said addition; thence south
along the west line of said Lot 41 and said line extended to the south line of the alley
adjacent to and south of said Lot 41; thence east along said scuth line and said line extended
to the Northwest corner of Lot 1 Emporia Avenue in said addition; thence socuth along the west
line of Lots 1 and 3 Emporia Avenue in said addition to the south line of said Lot 3; thence
east along said south line to the east line of said Lot 3; thence north along the east line of
Lots 3 and 1 Emporia Avenue on said addition to the Northeast cormer of said Lot 1; thence
east to the Northwest corner of Lot 2 St. Francis Avenue in said addition; thence continuing
east along the north line of said Lot 2 to the west line of St. Francis Avenue; thence south
along said west line to the north line of William Street; thence east along said north line to
the Southwest cormer of Lot 12 Santa Fe Avenue in said addition; thence south to the Northwest
corner of Lot 14, Santa Fe Avenue in said addition; thence south along the west line of even
numbered Lots 14 thru 38, Santa Fe Avenue in said addition to the Southwest corner of said
Lot 38; thence east along the south line of said Lot 38 to the Southeast corner of said Lot
38; thence south along the east line of even numbered Lots 40 thru 50, Santa Fe Avenue in said
addition to the Southeast corner of said Lot 50; thence east to the Southwest corner of lot 1,
Union Station Addition to Wichita, Kansas; thence east along the south line of said Lot 1 and
said line extended to the west line of Rock Island Addition to Wichita, Kansas:; thence north
along said west line and the west line of Rock Island 2nd Addition to Wichita, Kansas to the
Southwest corner of Lot 3, Union Station Addition to Wichita, Kansas; thence north along the
west line of said Lot 3 to a point 140 ft. south of the north line of said Lot 3; thence east
parallel to and 140 ft. south of said north line to the west line of Rock Island Avenue;
thence nerth along said west line to the north line of the alley adjacent to and south of Lot
2, Mead Avenue, East Wichita Addition; thence west along the north line of said alley to the
Southeast corner of Lot I, Mead Avenue of sald addition; thence westerly to the Southeast
corner of Lot 14, Santa Fe Avenue, J. R, Mead Addition; thence west along the south line of
said Lot 14 to the Southwest corner of said Lot 14; thence southwesterly to the Southeast
corner of Lot 1, St., Francis Avenue, in said addition; thence north along the east line of
Lots 1, 3, 5, 7, and 9 St. Francis Avenue in said addition to the north line of the socuth half
of said Lot 9; thence west along said north line to the east line of $t. Francis Avenue;
thence south along said east line to Southwest corner of Lot 1, St. Francis Avenue in said
additicn; thence west to the Southeast corner of Lot 2, St. Francis Avenue in said addition;
thence west along the south line of said Lot 2 and the south line of Lot 1, Emporia Avenue in
said addition to the east line of Emporia; thence west to the Southeast corner of Lot 2,
Emporia Avenue in said addition; thence west along the south line of said Lot 2 and the south
line of Lot 1 Topeka Avenue in said addition to a point, said point being the intersection of
the south line of said Lot 1 and the west line of Lot 30, Douglas Avenue in said addition
extended north; thence south along said extended west line and said west line to the north
line of Douglas Avenue; thence south to the point of beginning. Generally located east of
Topeka Avenue and west of Rock Island Avenue from one~half block north of Douglas Avenue

and north of English. h



7.

DESCRIPTION
Condition Check One Check One
excellent deteriorated X unaltered X original site
X good ruing altered moved
fair unexposed date

Describe the present and original (if known) physical appearance:

Generally the district consists of low rise brick structures ranging from two to six
stories in height. The majority of buildings have commercial vernacular styling of
the late 19th and early 20th century. Decorative elements are usually stylized
neoclassical motifs, The earliest buildings show influence of the second Empire
style (Carey Hotel) and commercial variations of the Queen Anne style and Italianate
styles (620 East Douglas, 509 East Douglas, 505 East Douglas, 504 East Douglas, and
501 East Douglas). The later buildings tend to be simpler commercial vernacular
structures. Key 20th century buildings among the group are those which show rich
ornamentation in terra cotta with neocclassical styling as represented in the Beaux
Arts school. These buildings included the two Mead build ings (419 and 506 East
Douglas) and Union Station, built in 1914 and resembling, in a much smaller, simpler
scale, Grand Central Station in New York City. The latest contributing buildings in
the proposed district are those dating from the late 1920's displaying influence of
the art deco period in contrasting colors and gec metric decorative motlfs, (Frallck
Building at 604 East Douglas and 126 North St. Francis). :

The district appears spacious and uncluttered, partially because of the low profile
of the buildings and because of the great width of Douglas Avenue with approximately
115 feet between building facades. Another key element of the district is the
railroad, to which the district in part owes its development. The railrcad which
crosses the district, north to south on elevated tracks, helped establish the East
Douglas district as a commercial center. The railrcad also spawned the several
hotels located within the proposed district, as well as the group of warehouses
between the railroad and Commerce Street. T

The 46 bulldings and structures forming the district are in generally good condi-
tion. Many are, however, vacant or under-utilized as the area was bypassed by
modern urban high-rise development further west on Douglas and on Market and Main
Streets. The decline of passenger and freight rail usage resulted in a decline in
the prosperity of the East Douglas area from which 1t is now only beginning to
recover through the efforts of a few investors who have successfully rehabilitated
some of the structures,

The qualities that make this district distinct from the surrounding area are its
unity of scale, materials usage and age. The edges of the district are easily
marked by the beginning of concentrations of noncentributing features, either
buildings or open space such as parking lots. Within the proposed district itself,
there are only two noncontributing buildings: 524-530 East Douglas and 122-124
North St. Francis which date from after the established period of significance.
These two builldings are, however, consistent with their neighbors in overall scale,
size, use and materials. : o

One important feature of the district which helps to strengthen its historical
significance is the remaining original wooden paving blocks In the alley running
between Emporia and St. Francis, south of Douglas. The paving which may predate
any of the buildings in the district consists of rectangular wooden blocks set on
end in the ground to provide a brick-like surface for the alley. This is the only
known area in the city where this material is visible. L

S (Cont'd omn page 7)



EVALUATION OF CRITERIA AND SIGNIFICANCE FOR DESIGNATION

Criteria for Evaluation

The following criteria are to be considered in determining the eligibility of a property
for historic landmark designation under Ordinance 33-790, City of Wichita (Section
2.12.1019, Code of the City of chhita) Check one or more categories of applicable
criteria. o

X a. Character, interest or value as part of the development, heritage, or cultural
characteristics of the City of Wichita, State or United States,

b. Location as the site of a significant historic event.

X ¢. Identification with a person or persons who significantly centributed to the
culture and development of the City.

X d. Exemplification of the cultural, econmomic, social or historical heritage of the
City. '
X e. Portrayal of the environment of a group of people in an era of hlstory

characterized by a distinctive architectural style.

f. Embodiment of distlngulshxng characteristics of an architectural type or
specimen,

g. Identification as the work of an architect or master builder whose 1nd1vidual
work has influenced the developument of the City.

h. Fmbodiment of elements of architectural design, detail, materials or crafts-
manship which represent a significant architectural innovation.

i. Relationship to other distinctive buildings, sites or areas which are eligible
for preservation accordmng to a plan based on historic, cultural or archi-
tectural motif. :

X j. Unique location of singular physical characteristics representing an
established and familiar visual feature of a neighborhood, community or the
City.

k. Archaeclogical value in that it has produced or can be expected to produce date
affecting theories of historic or prehistoric interest.

X 1. Value as an aspect of community sentiment or public pride.



EVALUATION OF CRITERIA AND SIGNIFICANCE FOR DESIGRATION (Continued)

B. Significance
Explain how the property meets the criteria checked above.

This district is held together by an an architectural and historical unity representing twc
important periods in Wichita's history: the 1880's and the first three decades of the 20tt
century. An important aspect of the district is that it remains substantially as it was
earlier in the 20th century. The intrusive elements to the district are minimal, almost
nonexistent, and consist mostly of non~historic open space in the form of parking lots and &
city park. It is, in fact the only remaining commercial concentration from Wichita's early
history. B

Nearly all of the buildings within the boundaries of the district date from the two periods of
significance given: The 1880's and the early 20th century. Actually, there area only a few
buildings in the district from the earlier period, but two of them are key or outstanding
structures and are already individually listed in the National Register of Historic Places.
These buildings are the Hotel Carey (Eaton Hotel) on the southwest corner of Douglas and
Emporia, built in 1887 and the Rock Island Depot at the southwest corner of Mead Street and
Douglas, alsc built in 1887. The character of the district is commercial with a small group
of warehouses located adjacent to the railroad. :

The buildings seen today in the proposed East Douglas historic district are actually the
second generation of architecture to be there. 0ld photographs show that in the 1870's and
particularly the 1880's the area was substantially built up with small frame structures.
Gradually, they were replaced with larger, more substantial brick buildings reflecting
Wichita's growth and prosperity largely brought about by the railroads and the industries
dependent upon them.

While Wichita experienced a great boom cycle in the 1880's, there was an equally great period
of prosperity in the first two decades of the 20th century. It was during this later period
that nearly all of the buildings in the district were constructed. In the 1930's new con-
struction diminished as might be expected from general economic conditions of that decade.
Therefore, 1930 is the approximate ending date for the period of significance of the district.
One exception which is definitely considered "contributing" to the importance of the district
is the art decc facade applied to the Marple Theatre (building #34) which probably dates from
the 1930's,

The greatest historical significance of the East Douglas proposed district is that it dis the
largest remaining concentration of early commercial architecture in Wichita. While the city
itself was incorporated in 1870, there is little remaining construction from that early
settlement period. Several of those earliest buildings known to remain have been relocated in
The 0ld Cowtown Museum, During the 1860's the beginnings of Wichita were established well
north of Douglas Avenue, along the Arkansas River, principally along Wace Avenue between 8th
and 9th Streets. The person most responsible for this early settlement location was Darius
Sales Munger. R S

Another early developer of Wichita was William R. Greiffenstein who acquired a substantial
amount of land between the present location of Douglas Avenue and Central, four blocks to the
north. Munger and Greiffenstein made an agreement to combine their plats to form a single
townsite. However, there developed a competition between the morth and south sections which
prevailed for many years to come.

(Cont'd on page 13)
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9. FORM PREPARED BY

name/ftitle MARGARET MCDONALD LAHEY, PRESERVATION PLANNER

organization BISTORIC LANDMARK PRESERVATION COMMITTEE date 4/4/85

street & number 455 NORTH MAIN, 1{TH FLOOR telephone (316) 268-4421
city or town WICHITA state KANSAS

send to: Preservation Planner
Metropolitan Area Flanning Department
City Hall, 10th Floor
455 North Main
Wichita, Kansas 67202-1688
(316) 268-~4421

10, MAJOR BIBLIOGRAPHICAL REFERENCES

Bentley, Orsemus H., ed. THE HISTORY OF SEDGWICK CO., KANSAS.
Chicago: C.F. Cooper & Co., 19210

Long, R.M. "Dick". WICHITA CENTURY. 1870-1970.
Wichita: .The Wichita Historical Museum Assn., Inc, 1969.

Miner, H. Craig. WICHITA: THE EARLY YEARS 1865-1880.
Lincoln: University of Nebraska Press, 1982

PEERLESS PRINCESS OF THE PLAINS, Wichita: Two Rivers
Publishing Co. 1976. g

11. ADDITIONAL COMMENIS:

Survey Methods

Using information supplied by the City of Wichita's preservation planmer, the survey area was
examined and the proposed boundaries located. Two surveyors completed an exterior archi-
tectural study of each building within the area. The buildings were rated according to their
architectural integrity and age relative to the periocd of significance established for the
district, The buildings were then classified as key (outstanding), contributing, or non-
contributing. Photographs were taken to show all buildings in the district and their re-
lationship to one another. Other photographs were taken to depict the district's streetscapes

and boundaries.

To compliment the architectural analysis, basic historic research was undertaken to establish
the historical associations of the East Douglas area and to confirm how and when it developed.
Historical research documentation included previously compiled material on file with the City
of Wichita, city directories and Sanborn Insurance maps. R



(Continuation sheet) Page 7

No. 7 Description

Buildings and structures contributing to the character of the district.*

1.

James R. Mead Building

412-414 East Douglas

Built 1914

3 stories, 3 bays, brick & terra cotta
Classical Revival

Key Building

430 East Douglas

Built Ca. 1910

2 stories, 2 bays, stuccoed masonry
Early 20th century commercial vernacular
Contributing

Bronson Building

504 East Douglas

Built 1903

2 stories, 2 bays, brick with extensive
corbeled trim

Commerical vernacular

Contributing

Mead Building

506 East Douglas

Built Ca. 1915

2 stories, 3 bays, glazed brick & terra cotta
Early 20th century Cla851cal Revival
Contributing

Stites Bullding

518-520 East Douglas

Built Ca. 1900

2 stories, 6 bays, brick, commerical vernacular
Contributing :

530 East Douglas

Built Ca. 1950

3 stories, 10 bays, masonry

Mid 20th century commercial vernacular
Noncontributing '

600~602 East Douglas

Built Ca. 1887

2 stories, 3 bays, brick

Late 19th century commercial vernacular
Contributing

* With the exception of two noncontributing structures which are so noted,
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No. 7 Description

8,

10.

il.

12.

13.

14-

Fralick Building

604 East Douglas

Built Ca. 1925

2 stories, 3 bays, brick, early 20th century
commercial vernacular with Art Deco features

Contributing

608 East Douglas

Built Ca. 1915

1 story, 3 bays, brick

Early 20th century commercial vernacular
Contributing

Renfro Hotel

Built Ca. 1890

612 East Douglas

3 stories, 4 bays, brick with cast or cut
stone window heads

Late 19th century commercial vernacular

Key Building :

618 East Douglas

Built Ca. 1900

3 stories, 3 bays, brick with projecting cast
stone parapet

Late 19th century commercial vernacular

Contributing

620 East Douglas

Built 1902

3 stories, 2 bays, brick with corbeled trim
Farly 20th century commercial vernacular
Contributing '

622 East Douglas

Built Ca. 1905

2 stories, 3 bays, brick with segmentally
arched window heads

Early 20th century commercial vermacular

Contributing :

624~-626 East Douglas

Built Ca. 1900

2 stories, 2 bays, brick with corbeled trim
Late 19th century commercial vernacular
Contributing ’
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No.

7 Description

15.

16.

17.

18.

19,

20.

21,

22,

630 East Douglas

Built 1922

3 stories, e bays, reinforced concrete

Early 20th century commercial vernacular (with
English Gothic influence)

Contributing

700 East Douglas

Built Ca. 1920

2 stories, 1 bay, precast concrete

Early 20th century commercial vernacular
Contributing

704 East Douglas

Built Ca. 1920

5> stories, 3 bays, reinforced concrete
Early 20th century commercial vernacular
Contributing

800~-804 East Douglas

Built Ca. 1900

2 stories, 4 bays, brick with corbeled brick
and stone trim

Late 19th century commercial vernacular

Contributing :

806 East Douglas

Built Ca, 1900

2 stories, 4 bays, brick with corbeled brick
and stone trim

20th century ccmmerc1al vernacular

Contributing :

808 East Douglas

Built Ca. 1900

2 stories, 2 bays, brick with corbeled trim
Early 20th century commercial vernacular
Contributing

Patrick Hotel

811-813 East Douglas

Built Ca. 1415

2 stories, 6 bays, brick

Early 20th century commercial vernacular
Contributing S

Grand Hotel

801-803 East Douglas

Built Ca. 1915

2 stories, 5 bays, brick

Early 20th century commercial vernacular
Contrlbuting :
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No. 7 Description

23.

24,

25,

26,

27.

28.

29.

Rock Island Depot

711 East Douglas

Builr 1887

2 stories, 5 bays, 2 one-story wings, birck

Queen Anne with Richardscenian influence

Key Building (Indiv1dually listed in the National Register of
Historic Places

Rock Island Depot = Baggage House
Behind 711 East Douglas

Built 1887

1 story, 5 bays, brick

Utilitarian with Queen Anne features
Contributing

Union Station

701 East Douglas

Built 1914

2 stories, 3 bays, long extension to rear, cast or cut stone
Beaux Arts = neocla531cal

Key Building

Carey Hotel

517-527 East Douglas

Built 1887 (west two bays added in 1907)

6 stories, 7x10 bays, brick

Second Empire

Key Building (Individually listed in the National Register of
Historic Places)

Wichita Hotel

515 East Douglas

Built Ca. 1910 (1905)

3 stories, 4 bays, brick
Neoclassical Revival
Contributing

Kirkwood Building

50% East Douglas

Built 1%02

2 stories, 2 bays, brick with cast iron trim
Early 20th century commercial

Contributing .

507 East Douglas

Built Ca. 1910 (1907)

2 stories, 4 bays, brick

Early 20th century commerical bernacular
Contributimg
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No. 7 Description

30. 505 East Douglas
Built Ca., 1%02
2 stories, 2 bays, brick with corbeled trim
Early 20th century commerlcal
Contributing

31,  Lawrence Block
501503 East Douglas
Built 1906
3 stories, 5xl4 bays, brick with case iron trim
Early 20th century commercial with neoclassical revival motifs,
Key Building

3z, 419-421 East Douglas
Built Ca. 1901 (facade modified, ca. 1925)
3 stories, 9x10 bays, brick with corbeled trim
Early 20th century commerc1a1 vernacular
Contributing

33. E. M. Dodd Building
417 East Douglas
Built Ca. 1914
3 stories, 4 bays, brick with applied Art Deco facade
Early 20th century commerc1a1 vernacular
Contributing

34, Lexington Hotel
112-114 South Emporia
Built Ca. 1914
2 stories, 5 bays, brick with white glazed brick facade
Early 20th ceantury commerlcal vernacular
Contributing

35. 114 North St. Francis
Built Ca. 1910
2 stories, 6 bays, brick with cast iron storefront
Early 20th century commercxal vernacular
Contributing

36. 122 North St. Francis
Butlt Ca. 1940
2 stories, 7 bays, brick
Mid 20th century commercial vernacular
Noncontributing

37. 126 North St. Francis
Built Ca. 1925
3 stories, 3 bays, brick with corbeled geometric trim
Early 20th century commerc1al vernacular
Contributing
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No. 7 Description

38.

39.

40.

41,

42.

43!

b4.

45.

46.

130 North St. Francis

Built Ca. 1910

3 stories, 6 bays, brick with corbeled trim
Early 20th century cammercial vernacular
Contributing

134 North St. Francis

Built Ca. 1910

2 stories, 3 bays, brick with segmentally arched window heads
Early 20th century commercial wvernacular

Contributing

Wichita Wholesale Grocery Company

619-629 East William

Built 1894

4 stories, 10x5 bays, brick

Turn of the century warehouse style

Key building (Individually listed in the Natiomal Register
of Historic Places)

212 Commerce Street

Built Ca. 1930

2 stories, 3 bays, steel truss with masonry curtain walls
Utilitarian warehouse

Contributing

214 Commerce Street

Built Ca. 1910

2 stories, 4 bays, brick

Early 20th century commerc;al vernacular
Contributing

216~218 Commerce Street

Built Ca. 1910

2 stories, 4 bays, brick

Early 20th century commercial vernacular
Contributing '

220 Commerce Street

Built Ca, 1910

1 story, 3 bays, brick

Early 20th century commerc1a1 vernacular
Contributing

617 East William

Built Ca. 1920

2 stories, 2 bays, brick

Early 20th century commercial vernacular
Contributing

Douglas Avenue Razlroad Vladuct
Built 1914 -
Poured concrete

Contributing
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No. 8 ©Evaluation of Criteria and Significance for Designation
E. Significance (cont'd)

Another important figure in the early history of Wichita and thus the history of the
East Douglas area was James R. Mead whose name is commemorated on two buildings and
a street within the district. Mead first visited the future site of Wichita in 1863
when it was a camp established by the federal government for the displaced Wichita
Tndians. Mead was a trader who had great knowledge of the plains and as well had
marketing connections in eastern cities. He became a prosperous merchant and
leading force in the early development of Wichita. He cwned substantial property
along Douglas Avenue and along with his friend, William Greiffenstein helped to
promote East Douglas as the main commercial thoroughfare of Wichita. PR

In the 1880's when the East Douglas area began to develop as it appears today,
Greiffenstein was Mayor and Mead a substantial businessman and developer. The two
had been friends since the 1860's and together were a guiding political-economic
unit of the city. Both men were wealthy and could offer incentives to promote
commercial development in the south section of Wichita, along Douglas Avenue. This
they did in the 1870's by giving away commercial lots, promoting, by financial
support, a bridge across the Arkansas River on West Douglas, and by establishing
Douglas Avenue, as a result of the bridge, as a cattle route, thus consolidating
Wichita's position as a cattle center. When the rail center was established on
East Douglas din the 1880's the commercial prominence of Douglas  Avenue was
guaranteed. B L

The development within the proposed East Douglas Avenue historic district reflects
the overall development of the city during the 20 years before and after the turn of
the century. Wichita's population in 1880 was 4,%911; by 1890 it was 23,853,
establishing the 1880's as a boom period for Wichita. During this time Wichita saw
the installation of telephones, a municipal water system and electric lights. By
contrast, the 1890's was a time of depression when businesses closed and population
declined. The Women's Christian Temperance Union (WCTU), a strong force in Kansas
led by Carrie Nation, during this decade caused the closing of numerous saloons and
bars., Pendulum-like, Wichita saw another great boom period between 1900-1910 when
the population grew from 24,671 to 52,540, During this decade the political and
economic structure of the town began to change. William Greiffenstein died in 18959
and James R. Mead died im 1910. ‘Two other important early developers, N.A. English
and Marsh M. Murdock died in 1892 and 1908, respectively. R

Economic changes were breought about by new industries which began to take hold
in the early 20th century, principally wheat and oil. Prosperity, thus continued
into the 1920's with the population of 1920 at 72,217 continuing the growth trend.
Another important new development in the city's economy was the beginning of the
aircraft industry in 1919 with the Wichita Airplane Corporation and a few vears
later, the Travel Air Corporation in 1925 whose leaders were Walter Beech, Lloyd
Stearman and Clyde V. Cessna, names familiar in the history of aircraft production,

Wichita continued to grow through the 1%20's and by 1930 had a population of
111,110, The city remains an important aircraft, oil, grain, and cattle center
today. ' IR

The ups and downs of Wichita's development are reflected in the construction
architectural growth of the East Douglas District. This area was the heart of the
city during the 1880-1930 years and it remains today much as it was by 1930. -
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THE CITY OF WICHITA

OFFICE OF Citizen Participation DATE May 16, 1985

TO Jack Galbraith, Chief Planner~-Current Plans
FROM Stanley J. Scott, CP Coordinator

SUBJECT  H85-1: East Douglas Avenue
Historic District Designation

On Tuesday, May 14, CPO Neighborhood Council "L¥ considered the proposed East
Douglas Historic District Designation for an area located along Douglas

generally between Topeka and Rock Island, After discussion, the Council voted
7-0 to recommend approval of the historic district designation for the area.

Margaret McDonald Lahey, Preservation Planner, was present to describe the
request and respond to questions from the Council. Ms. Lahey noted that the
request was initiated by the Old Town Association, an organization representing
property owners and tenants in the area to promote econcmic revitalization. The
organization sees the historic designation as a tool to help implement .many of
the changes needed to revitalize the area. R T

No area residents or property owners were present. Council members were _
provided the letter of notification, a map of the area, and a summary report .
explaining the historic district designation. R

Please provide the Council's recommendation to the Histeric Landmark
Preservation Committee, MAPC, and the City Commission when H85-1 is considered.

— Tk,

Stanley J. Scott
CP Coordinator

SJS:dm

Noted:

i Ty
Agnie K.,/ Monfgomery . -
CRS Director :



~May 13, 1985

Commissioner Sheldon Kamen -

City Hall, First Floor i
455 North Main

Wichita, Kansas 67202

Dear Commissioner Kamen:

" SUBJECT: Proposed East Douglas Avenue Historic Landmark District
Pursuant to our telephone conversation on May 10, 1985 in relation .to the
-above-captioned subject, enclosed are two memoranda to Robert A. Lakin,
Director of Planning on the potential impact of federal law on federally -
funded projects filed outside a locally designated historic district. ~The.
second memorandum, dated Nov .mber 27, 1984, .attempts to clarify the first
which is dated October 30, 1984, I

—1f you have any further -qu_é_s__t_ion_s or..ﬁou_ld_ li_ke_ fyrth_er_ -ir_}_fqr_r_r__aation,'

- contact me at 268-4421. .

Sincerely, =

Margaret McDonald Lahey
Preservation Planner

MML/lw

Enclosures (2)




~ WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT :

DATE: . October 30, 1984

TO: - Robert A, Lak:n Dlrector of PIannmg
'FR(_)M: : Margaret McDona!d Lahey, Pr_eservation Planner

SUBJECT: Federal Law and Loca![y Des;gnated Historic Landmark
Distr:cts '

In response to your questlon on.the above—captloned sub;ect i su_b__mi_t the
following. o : 3 : R
“Section 106 of the Nationai Historic Preservation “Act requires that any
federal agencies involved in.a federally assisted undertaking, including
agencies having authority to license an undertaking, must take into ac- -
count the effect of the undertakmg on any historic resource that is in-
cluded in or eligible for inclusion in the National Register. Properties may
-be determined to be "eligible" for inclusion in the National Register for
purposes of Section 106 if .a federal agency requests the Secretary of the
Interior to make a determination of eligibility.  "Eligible" properties are
protected by Section 106 review ;ust as propertnes mcluded in the Reg:ster
are, _ o

Therefore in response to your question, Section .706 does not 'require
federal agencies undertaking a project to take into account its affect on a
locally designated historic landmark district. ~However, if for some reason,
- a federal agency were to request the Secretary of the Interior to make a
- determination as to whether a locally designated historic district would be
o Meligible for inclusion®.in the Register pursuant to Sectlon 106 the Sectlon
106 Review could then be brought into effect : R PR

In addition to Sectlon 106, “the Department of Transportation Act of 1965 _
‘under a section commonly referred to as Section 4(f) states that the Secre-
tary of Transportation is prohibited from approving any program or pro-
~Jject, including federal funding, requiring the use of any land from an
“historic site of national, state .or local significance unless (1) there is no
feasible and prudent alternative. ..and (2} such .a program lnciudes aIl
possibie piannmg to minimize harm. _ L

The protective scope of Sec:tnon {f) is much broader than that of Sectlon
106 by its inclusion of locally significant historic resources. Local historic
sites are assumed to be significant in order to raise Section 4(f), unless
the official jurisdiction in which the property is located determines it not
to be of significance which would be difficult if the area has been Iocal[y R
" designated as an hlStO!“lC d:strict : B

s Margaret McDonald Lahey_._
L ' Preservation Pfanner PR

MML/lw




WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY DATE: - October 30, 1984

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT
T0: . Robert A. Lakin Dlrector of Plannmg
o FROM _' ' Margaret McDonaEd Lahey, _Preservation Pianner

SUBJECT: Federal Law and Loca![y Des:gnated HiStOr‘IC Landmark
DlStl“JCtS R ' : - ' |

In response to your, quest:on on the abovewcaptioned sub;ect I su_bmit_t_he
.followmg _ _ _ _ S _

Section 106 of the Nat:ona! Histomc Preservation Act requires that any
federal agencies involved in .a federally -assisted undertaking, including
‘agencies having authority to license an undertaking, must take into ac-
~..count the effect of the undertakmg on ‘any historic resource that is in-
~cluded in or eligible for inclusion in the National Register. Properties may
be determined to be Yeligible" for inclusion in the National Register for
purposes of Section 106 if a federal agency requests the Secretary of the
Interior to make a determination of eligibility. "Eligible" properties are
protected by Section 106 rev:ew Just as propertles mcluded in the Register :
are. g _ S

‘Therefore, in response to your question, Section 106 does not require
federal agencies undertaking a project to take into account its affect on a
locally designated historic landmark district, ~However, if for some reason,
a federal agency were to request the Secretary of the Interior to make a

..determination .as to whether a locally designated historic district would be . .. .
- Meligible for .inclusion" in the Reglster pursuant to Section 106 the Sectlon_ B T

-106 Review couid then be brought into effect.

- In addition to Section 106, the Department of Transportation Act of 1966
under a section commonly referred to as Section 4(f) states that the Secre-
-tary of Transportation .is prohibited from approving any program or pro~ -
ject, including federal funding, requiring the use of any land from an
historic site of national, state or local significance unless (1) there is no -
 feasible and prudent alternative. ..and (2} such a program mcludes aH
possible planmng to minimize harm. . L R _ o

- The protective scope of Sectlon u(f) is much broader than that of Sectlon
106 by its inclusion of locally significant historic resources. Local historic
sites are assumed to be significant in order to raise Section #4#(f}, unless
the official -jurisdiction in which the property is located determines it not
to be of significance which would be difficult if the area has been Ioca[!y. -
desngnated as an hlstorlc d;strlct. : : S

- Margaret McDona!d Lahey_
Preservat:on Planner B

MML/ 1w
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WHAT WILL HISTORIC DISTRICT DESIGNATION MEAN TO ME
AS A PROPERTY OWNER? A

WHAT 1S AN HISTORIC LANDMARK DISTRICT?

An historic landmark district is a geographically definable area which
has a concentration of buildings of historical or architectural importance
to the community. An historic landmark district is created through
formal action by the Wichita Board of City Commissioners (BCC). The
BCC is given the authority to designate historic landmark districts by
City Code (Sections 12.20.1015-12,20.1025), R

WHAT 1S THE PURPOSE OF HISTORIC LANDMARK DISTRICT
DESIGNATION? '

The purpose of landmark designation is to protect and enhance historic
landmarks which reflect important elements of Wichita's social,
economic and architectural history; to safequard the City's heritage as
embodied in such landmarks; promote the usc of landmarks for the
prosperity, education, and welfare of the City; and to foster civic
pride in the past. Also, landmark ‘designation is undertaken to stabi-
lize and improve property values; promote tourism; provide incidental
support and stimulus to business and industry, and to strengthen the
economy of the City. ST

HOW WILL HISTORIC LANDMARK DESIGNATION BENEFIT ME AS A-
PROPERTY OWNER? : ' o

The designation of an historic landmark district in your area would

provide scveral bonefits. 1t would provide protection by helping to

direct change and new developments within the district in a mannerp
which will allow the special historical and architectura! charactdr of the

‘ area to be maintained. Also, when a local historic landmark district

receives federal certification for tax purposes, historic buildings within
the district become cligible for a special 255 Investment Tax Credit
(ITC) for rehabilitation. Once local landmark district designation is
obtained for this district, federal tax certification will be requested.
Certification will make historic buildings in the district eligible for
rehabilitation tax credits. Another advantage extended to buildings in
historic districts includes a provision in the building code of the city
which permits less stringent requirements than for full code compliance
for historic buildings. N

Additionally, historic district designation tdefines" an area and provides
it with a spccial identity and a history all it's own, This can help
attract residents, visitors and customers to the area, CRE



WILL HISTORIC DISTRICT DESIGNATION REQUIRE ANY SPECIAL
PROCEDURES OR REGULATIONS? : ' R

Yes. If exterior work which requires a building permit is proposed to
be undertaken on a building in an historic district, the applicant must
first apply for and receive a Certificate of Appropriateness through a
formal review procedure before the Historic Landmark Preservation
Committee and the Board of Wichita City Commissioners, R

WHAT IS THE PURPOSE OF THE "CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATE-
NESS" REVIEW? R

The purpose of such a review is to protect and preserve those features
of a property which are of historical and architectural significance to it
and the surrounding area while still allowing the repair and alterations
necessary to make efficient and contemporary use possible. '

WHAT IS THE PROCEDURE FOR APPLYING FOR A CERTIFICATE OF
APPROPR ATENESS AND HOW LONG DOES IT " TAKE? . RN

A potential applicant is encouraged to contact the City's preservation
staff at the earliest possible time té discuss the proposed aiterations
and the review procecdure. Working togecther from the start helps
eliminate confusion and unnecessary delay, The applicant will submit
an application on forms provided, decribing the proposed modification
and accompanicd by the necessary documentation.  After the application
Is reccived, a decision will be made as to ‘whether the project consti-
tutes a major or minor project. Minor projects are reviewed and ap-
proved by City.preservation staff and the Design Review Subcommittee
(DRS} of the HLPC. Major projects are reviewed by the full HLPC and

- approved by the BCC., Minor projects can be handled more quickly

than major projects, usually in a matter of two or three days. Major
projects may take a total of forty-five days to review, although it will
not usually take that long. All projects are reviewed to determine if.

© they meet the standards and guidelines adopted by the Committee for

this purpose. These guidelines are published and available to the
public at no charge.

After the Certificate of Appropriateness is approved, the Central In-
spection Division may issue the buiiding permit., If a Certificate of
Appropriatencss request is denied, the applicant may appeal to the next
higher authority., The order of the appeal procedure is as follows:
(1} preservation staff, (2) the Design Review Subcommittee, (3) the
HLPC, (4) and the BCC. . There is no charge for the Certificate of
Appropriateness review. AR

WHAT ARE MINOR AND MAJOR PROJECTS?
Major projects usually involve the proposed modification of individually
designated historic landmark buildings, lilke the Eaton Hote! for exam-

ple. Minor prejects usually involve buildings which are not individually
designated historic landmarks but are located within historic districts,



g.. ¢

Exceptions to this, are projects which involve construction of a new
building within a landmark district, a general change in the use of a
property, or the demolition of a structure. These are generally han-
dled as major projects. : =

WHAT IF 1| HAVE A BUILDING IN THE ‘DISTRICT 1| WANT T0
DEMOLISH? ’ S

Historic landmark district designation cannot prevent the demolition of a
structure, only delay it. The purpose of the delay is to allow time for
other alternatives to demolition to be sought. The delay period could
range from thirty days to up to two hundred forty days depending on
the circumstances of the case. The delay period is to be determined by
the BCC at a public hearing. At the end of the delay period, the
demolition permit can be issued. .

WHAT IF | HAVE A VACANT LOT IN THE DISTRICT AND WANT TO
BUILD ON IT? t

New construction is allowed in a historic district. When the applicant
obtains a certificate of appropriateness for the project. A new building
does not have to be an historical reproduction. In fact, use of contem-
porary designs arc encouraged if the new building is compattbie with
the character and mood of the necighborhood and the work is compatible
in materials, size, scale, color and texture with surrounding buildings.

WILL PROPERTY OWNERS AND TEMNANTS HAVE ANY INPUT INTO THE
CERTIFICATE OF  APPROPRIATENESS PROCESS WITHIN THE
DISTRICTV ' _ .

Yes the HLPC has proposed that a district task force be established
which will be comprised of two owner/occupants of the bu:!dmgs in the
district, two HLPC members, and one design professional who is not an
owner/occupant in the district nor a member of the HLPC. The district
task force will review requests for Certificate of Appropriateness and
make their recommendations to the HLPC. The task force's district
members will serve as contacts for other owners and tenants in the
district and will work closely with others in the district and the HLPC
to develop any special guidelines that might be needed to tailor the
present guidelines to best flt the special needs of the area. '

1f you have any questions or would like further information, please contact
Margaret McDonald Lahey of the Metropolitan Arca Planning Department at
268-4421, _ _
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. IV.‘.ﬁgtion Plan

7HA has prepared a redevelopment plan for the 0l1d Town
area of Wichita. This plan has been prepared in a fashion which
is sensitive to local market conditions and the surrounding

physical environment. In addition, in

+he last section, ZHA

‘has presented a matrix of creative state~of-the-art funding
strategies which can pe applied to both public and private sec-

tors of a redevelopment effort. However, in order to ensure

that this plan is implemented and that

it becomes more than an

ambitious study, there are many different actions which the
city, the 0ld Town Merchants Association and those people inter-
ecsted in redeveloping the 0ld Town area can take. Lo

This section of our development plan discusses a series of

steps toward redeveloping the O0ld Tovwn
subdivided into two distinct portions.

geparate and distinct iniatives which can be taken as positive

area. 'This section is
The first portion dis=

, cusses those actions which can. be taken by the public sector

for the public's own bencfit and directly improve conditions
in the 0ld Town arca for existing businesses, property owners

and residents. Although these efforts

will generally reguire

some type of public endorsement and public action, there is

ample room and considerable responsibi

lity upon groups like the

. OLd Town Merchants Association and other concerned individuals

"to foster, suggest and plan the details of these specific

efforts. In addition, ZHA is availabl
assist in the execution of these ideas
cities has given us practical experien
actions to gender the appropriate clim

A. PUBLIC ACTION FOR DIRECT PUBLIC B

e for consultation to
. Our work in other

ce in taking concrete
ate for redevelopment.

ENEFIT

@ pesignation of the 01d Town

Arca as an Historic

Dietricti-—~There nhas already

of work and research documen
toric character of the olda T
opinion that the 01d Town ar
of being formerly designated
national historic district.

such a proposed district wou
more careful analysis, but 1
finuity of late 19th and ear
puildings on Douglas Avenue

been a significant amount
ting the legitimate his~-
own area. It 1s ZHA'S

ea has an excellent chance
as either a local or &
The exact boundaries of
1d be defined after a

+ is clear that the con™
1y 20th century commercial
and several of the perpen-

dicular strecets describes an important period of time

U
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in Wichita's development. The existing buildings pre-
sent a continuity of commercial urban fabric that
is worth preserving and restoring. S

yHA cannot over-emphasize the value and importance of
designation as an historic district. The 1981 Tax
Act allows a 25 percent credit (not deduction) on all
of the development funds used to rehabllitate an
historic building or a building that contributes to
the significance of an historic district. This essen-
tially offers the investor/developer a 25 percent
discount on the eligible costs of redevelopment (most
redevelopment costs are fully eligible). Common sense
would also siggest that this tax act legislation will
not remain forever. Although Congress has not yet
posted any expiration date on this legislation, in

our times of escalating national deficits it is more
than likely that this legislation will be identified
as a target for elimination at some point in the
future. T, B
Therefore, we recommend that the city and the 01ld

Town Merchants Association work. together towards des-
ignation as an historic district. This process
involves several steps and will recquire a formal

study by a qualified architectural historian. There
are tradeoffs assoclated with local versus national
designation to be investigated. Those tradeoffs

also nced further investigation to decide which .
designation is in the best interest of the 0ld ¥own  ¢¢
area. (The differences lie primarily with those

.individuals or groups that will review and certify

plans for tax credit. Roth types of districts are .
eligible for federal tax credits.) : : .

Rehabilitation Guidelines-~In order to ensure that the
Yohabilitation Of remaining buildings in the 0ld Town
area is done with consistent character and guality, a
set of rehabilitation guidelines should be developed.
These guidelines will also help clarify the design
jssues important when projects are reviewed by appro-
priate agencies for certification. AR

%HA recommends that these rehabilitation guidelines
be created and implemented as guickly as possible in

R
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order to maintain the fragile historic character of
the 0ld Town. Throughout the U.S., there are numer-
ous examples of well~intentiocned rehabilitations
which have not been done sensitive to the original
architectural character and have destroyed signifi-
cant and important portions of the original design.
Guidelines should be prepared which will be readable
and understandable for laypersons, but detailed
enough. to be a technical resource for architects and
designers. : o

e Relocation of the Union Rescue Mission--~There is - no
guestion that the work being accomplished at the
Union Rescue Mission on St. Francis Street is well
intentioned and being done for true humanistic and
social improvement. However, the presence of this
mission and its convenience to Naftzger Park is an
undeniable and important censtraint on redevelopment
of the Old Town arca. The transients being sheltered
at the mission have made Naftzger Park their home.
The taxpayers who have provided the funds to use this
beautiful public amenity are by and large afraid to
go near, let alone inside the park. An important and
difficult policy decision needs to be made determining
who will benefit from the substantial public investments
already made in the 0ld Town areca. It is clear, that
despite redevelopment efforts by cntrepeneurs and,
urban pionecers, many of the new businesses, especially
the residential apartments, are performing less suc=
cessfully than is acceptable. The removal of thet
presence of transients in the area would undoubtedly
improve market conditions. A

yHA recommends that a task force consisting of repre-
sentatives from city staff, the Union Rescue Mission,
the Old Town Merchants Association and residents of
the 0ld Town area be set up to discuss and solve this
problem. A building located in another portion of
the. city should be sought for the relocation of this
facility. This relocation should occur without
expense to the mission and the transients should be
informed and assisted in moving to the new location.
An underutilized building could be donated for this
purpose as a charitable contribution to the mission.
Potentially eligible buildings and doners should be
jidentified by this task force. ' BT
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December

Vs
- -._..'::.' _
Ms. Margarct McDonald Lahey ‘ _
City of Wichita R
Plapning - 10th Floor e
455 N, Main 2

Wichita, Kansas 67202
Dear Margaret:

Pursuant to the 014 Town Association meeting of November 14,
1984, I have becn asked to officially request you proceed
with the historic district designation. The Association
supports the proposed boundaries of the proposed dlstrxct
and encourage the designation of sanme. L

Please advise if you have any questlon,

DEN/sb

cc: Lynda Tousley
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THE CITY OF WICHITA
OFFICE OF CITY MANAGER T DAT

IR R R

TO  The Honorable Board of City Commissioners
FROM  Robert G. Finch, City Manager (lnterim]

SUBJECT  Proposed East Dougias Avenue
Historic Landmark District

Attached is an information report on a proposal to designate the East Douglas
area as an historic district. The Historic Landmark Preservation Committee will
consider the matter on May 20, 1985, followed by public hearing before the .
Planning Commission on May 30, 1983 : _

The City Commission may see this matter at the meeting on June 25, 1985,

The report is provided so that Commissioners will be aware of the details of the
proposal in the event that you receive lnqumes from the news media andfor -
interested persons. R

G, Finch
City Manager (Interim}

RGF/tpd

Attachment

cc: Robert A, Lakin, Director of Planning
Don E. Anderson, Director of Housing and Economic Development
Margaret McDonald Lahey, Preservaticn Planner
Lynda Tousley, Commercial Development and Marketing Officer

MAY 03 1995
METROPOLITAN PLANNING

ROUTE [T
i




WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY. - DATE:  April 26, 1985 .

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANN[NG DEPARTMENT

TO: - ._ The Board of C:ty Cornm[ sioners -
' L (through Robert G. chh Clty Manager {inteﬂm])

CFROM: Margaret McDonaId Lahey, Preservation Planner

SUBJECT: Proposed East Dougtas Avenue HIStOI"lC Landmark Dlstl"lct e

On.May 20, 1985 the Histo'ric Landmark Preservation Committee {HLPC) .w'il.l
consider ‘recommending the proposed East Douglas Avenue Historic Land-
~mark District for desxgnat:on as an histor:c Iandmark diStl"lCt (Attachment A)

If recommended by the HLPC the case Wiil go before the Metropahtan Area
Planning Commission -(MAPC) for public hearing on May 30, 1985, - Notice
of both meetings and an informational sheet on the meaning of -historic
district designation (Attachment B} will be forwarded to property owners
within the district as well as all owners of property adjacent to or abutting
the proposed district, ~This item couid come before the BCC for. their
consideration as early as June 25, 1985, The following background of thus
case is bemg prowded for your mformatnon.

Background _ i
' On April 1'9, 1983, the City_ Commission approved the use of Urban Renew-

a! A-5 and R 21 closeout funds to go to pro;ects identified by the Old -

The first pr iorlty of the Oid Town Assomatlon was to have a clevg*lopment
plan completed so that specific revitalization projects could be coordinated
in accordance with an overall comprehensive plan. in October of 1983 the

nationally known consulting firm of Zuchelli, Hunter and Assoc:ates lnc

(ZHA} was retained by the C:ty {o c{evetop such a plan.

ZHA's Fma! Report contams an -Action Plan. - The first portton of the
" Action Plan discusses those actions which can be taken by the. public
sector for the public's own benefit and which will directly improve condi-
tions in the Old Town area for existing businesses, property owners and
residents, The first recommendation contained under Public Action for
~Public Benefit is .the designation of the Old Town area as .an historic
district. - It states "ZHA cannot overemphasize the value and importance of
designation as an historic district,” and goes on to cite the 1981 Tax Act's
225 percent credit on all deve!opmnnt funds used to rehabxlztate contmbutmg
“buildings in historic districts. (Attachmcnt C] S
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-Board of City Commiss_;ione_r_s_.,.' i 2 : S o April 26, 1985 e

- On January 3, 1984, the BCC received and filed the Final Report on the
~0ld Town Development Plan and referred the plan to the Economic
Development . Commission (EDC) with instructions to review the proposed
priorities suggested in the plan and to forward their recommendations to
the BCC. The EDC submitted their recommendations to the BCC, with the
~first recommendation being to approve the Old Town Association's request
that the City assist in pursuing historic designation if the membership
decided to formally pursue it and fo approve the realiocation of A-5 close-
out funds in an amount not to exceed $5,000 toward hiring a consultant to
undertake the necessary prerequisite inventory and survey of the area.

The BCC took action to direct city staff to assist Old Town in efforts to =

pursue historic district designation and realiocate A-5 closeout funds. in an
amount not to exceed $5,000 to undertake an inventory and survey . of that -

. area pursuant to consuderatlon of hlstomc district desagnatlon.

Since the Old Town Assoc:atlon was ftrst organized in 1983, city Estaff
including the Downtown Development Coordinator  of the Housing and
Economic Development Department and Metropolitan Area Planning Depart-
ment been working closely with the Association,. One of the main items
worked on with the Old Town Association, at their request, has. been
potential historic district designation and its ramifications. = The potential
boundaries of an historic district were identified in that area and, with
~their assistance, a special informational meeting was called on February 22,
1984, to discuss whether or not property owners in that area wanted to
request historic district demgnatnon Notices were forwarded to -all the
property owners within the identified potential historic district area,
inviting them to attend that mformatmnal meetmg No property ow_ners in.
'_oppomtlon attended. = G

in the summer of 1984, consu!tants were hired to undertake the necessary

~rinventory -and survey of the area. It was satisfactorily completed early .. =
~ojast fall. . The inventory and survey lays out the suggested boundaries for -

a local district which would be eligible for certification for federal ‘tax

purposes. . Another meeting was held with the Old Town Association oh

November 14, 1984 and the results of the survey were presented to the
members. Al that meeting, the Old Town Association took action to_ offi-
cially request historic district designation.  Correspondence to that affect
was rece:ved by the Cuty of W:chlta on December 13, 1984, (Attachment D]

Pmor to the current act!VltieS described above, the City's Urban Renewal
Agency, in 1979, attempted to create the Mead | Conservation .District, a
much larger historic district in the same general area that is being pro-
posed today. At that time, there was significant opposition to the propos--
al. = However, the case that will be coming before you in the near future
. differs significantly from the attempt in 1979, First and foremost, the
“current request has come from the Old Town Association, the organization

which has as its purpose, representation of property owners and tenants . :

in that area in order to promote economic revitalization. =~ They view histor-
©ic district designation as.a tool to help lmplement many of the changes_
-needed to revxtailze their area. o _ =




o APPROVAL

| Board of City _Commission_ers. . 3 S Apfi! 26, 1935 '

E'fforts.have been ma:de o :help ensure that this district designatio_n_'.has o

the support of the majority of the affected property. However, :as is
nearly always the case, there may be a few property owners who will
oppose this designation and request to have their properties removed from

“the boundaries of the historic district. = If this is permitted, it creates a

threat to the greatest benefit provided by designation of a certifiable !ocal
historic district-eligibility -for the 25 percent Investment Tax Credit. -In
order for a local district to be -eligible for the tax credits, it must be

~Meertified". - What this means is that the National Park Service has to
- certify that the local historic district substantlaﬂy meels the standards and
-ocriteria of a National -Register District. -~ A major ‘requirement ‘of those ..

standards is that the boundaries of the h:storlc district reflect the actual

_physical and geographical boundaries of the area's historic and architec~
~tural continuity, - For that reason, it lS very jimportant that the district

boundaries be -designated as proposed Too great a deviation from the

- proposed boundaries will jeopardize the City's chances to have the district .

certified thus eliminating the major benefit provsded to property ..owners
by hlStOI ic dxstrct des:gnat:on. o

| .ThIS mformatron is being provnded at this time, as you may have mqmmes

during the process. Complete .information wili be provided in your agenda

~packets. I you would like .any furthe: - ##formation or have any further

questions, please do not hesitate to contact Robert A. Lakin, Director,

Metropolitan Area Planning Department at 268-4425 or myself at 268-4421,

Margaret McDonaId Lahey
Preservatson Pianner

obért A La‘km

: Dlrector of Pianmng

MML/Iw

Attachments (4} _ : -
cc: Don Anderson, D;rector of Housing & Economic Deveiopmc.nt
~ Lynda Tousley, Commercial Development & Marketing Officer
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S Attachment

WHAT WILL HISTORIC DISTRICT DESIGNATION MEAN TO ME
AS A PROPERTY OWNER?

WHAT IS AN HISTORIC LANDMARK DISTRICT?

An historic landmark district is a geographically definable area which
has a concentration of buildings of historical or architectural importance
to the community. An historic landmark district is created through
formal action by the Wichita Board of City Commissioners (BCC). The
BCC is given the authority to designate historic landmark distrlcts by
Clty Code {Sections 12,20.1015-12,20.1025),

WHAT IS THE PURPOSE OF HISTORIC LANDMARK DISTRICT .
DESIGNATION?

The purpose of landmark designation is to protect and enhance historic
landmarks which reflect important elements of Wichita's social,
economic and architectural history; to safeguard the City's heritage as
embodied in such landmarks; promote the use of landmarks for the
prosperity, education, and welfare of the City; and to foster civic
pride in the past. Also, landmark designation is undertaken to stabi-
lize and improve property values; promote tourism; provide incidental
support and stimulus to business and industry, and to strengthen the
economy of the City. _

HOW WILL HISTORIC LANDMARK DESIGNATION BENEFlT ME AS A
PROPERTY OWNER? ) .

The designation of an historic landmark district in your area would
provide several benefits. it would provide protection by helping to
direct change and new developments within the district in a manner

which will allow the special historical and architectural character of the

area to be maintained. Also, when a local historic landmark district
receives federal certification for tax purposes, historic buildings within
the district become eligible for a special 25% Investment Tax Credit
(ITC} for rehabilitation. Once local landmark district designation is
obtained for this district, federal tax certification will be requested.
Certification will make historic buildings in the district eligible for
rehabilitation tax credits. Another advantage extended to buildings in
historic districts includes a provision in the building code of the city
which permits less strmgent requirements than for full code compllance
for historic buildings.

Additionally, historic district designation "defines" an area and provides
it with a special identity and a history all it's own. This can help .
attract residents, visitors and customers to the area. s
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WILL HISTORIC DISTRICT DESIGNATION REQUIRE ANY SPECIAL
PROCEDURES OR REGULATIONS?

Yes. |If exterior work which requires a building permit is proposed to
be undertaken on a bu:[dmg in an historic district, the applicant must
first apply for and receive a Certificate of Appropmateness through a
formal review procedure before the Historic Landmark Preservat:on
Committee and the Board of Wichita City Commissioners, :

WHAT IS THE PURPOSE OF THE "CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATE-
NESS" REVIEW!?

The purpose of such a review is to protect and preserve those features
of a property which are of historical and architectural significance to it
and the surrounding area while still allowing the repair and alteratlons
necessary to make effiCIent and contemporary use possible. S

WHAT IS THE PROCEDURE FOR APPLYING FOR A CERTIFICATE OF
APPROPR ATENESS AND HOW LONG DOES IT TAKE?

A potential applicant is encouraged to contact the City's preservation
staff at the earliest possible time to discuss the proposed alterations
and the review procedure. Working together from the start helps
eliminate confusion and unnecessary delay. The applicant will submit
an application on forms provided, decribing the proposed modification
and accompanied by the necessary documentation. After the application
is received, a decision will be made as to whether the project consti-
tutes a major or minor project. Minor projects are reviewed and ap-
proved by City preservation staff and the Design Review Subcommittee
(DRS) of the HLPC. Major projects are reviewed by the full HLPC and
approved by the BCC. Minor projects can be handled more quickly
than major projects, usually in a matter of two or three days. Major
projects may take a total of forty-five days to review, although it wili
not usually take that long. All projects are reviewed to determine if«

- they meet the standards and guidelines adopted by the Committee for

this purpose. These gundeimes are published and available to the
public at no charge. : .

After the Certificate of Appropriateness is approved, the Central In-
spection Division may issue the building permit, If a Certificate of
Appropriateness request is denied, the applicant may appeal to the next
higher authority. The order of the appeal procedure is as follows:
(1) preservation staff, (2) the Design Review Subcommittee, (3} the
HLPC, (4) and the BCC. There is no charge for the Certificate of
Appropriateness review,. o

WHAT ARE MINOR AND MAJOR PROJECTS?

Major projects usually involve the proposed modification of individually
designated historic landmark buildings, like the Eaton Hote! for exam-

‘ple.  Minor projects usually involve buildings which are not individually

designated historic landmarks but are located within historic districts.



Exceptions to this, are projects which involve construction of a new
building within a landmark district, a general change in the use of a
property, or the demolition of a structure. These are generally han-
died as major projects. : Cl

WHAT IF | HAVE A BUILDING IN THE DISTRICT | WANT TO.
DEMOLISH? ' o

Historic landmark district designation cannot prevent the demolition of a
structure, only delay it. The purpose of the delay is to allow time for
other alternatives to demolition to be sought. The delay period could
range from thirty days to up to two hundred forty days depending on
the circumstances of the case. The delay period is to be determined by
the BCC at a public hearing. At the end of the delay period, the
demolition permit can be issued. S

WHAT iF I HAVE A VACANT LOT IN THE DISTRICT AND WANT TO
BUILD ON IT?

New construction is allowed in a historic district. When the applicant
obtains a certificate of appropriateness for the project. A new building
does not have to be an historical reproduction. [n fact, use of contem-
porary designs are encouraged if the new building is compatible with
the character and mood of the neighborhood and the work is compatible
in materials, size, scale, color and texture with surrounding buildings.

WILL PROPERTY OWNERS AND TENANTS HAVE ANY INPUT INTO THE
CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRiATENESS PROCESS WITHIN THE -
DISTRICT? S

Yes, the HLPC has proposed that a district task force be established
which will be comprised of two owner/occupants of the buildings in the
district, two HLPC members, and one design professional who is not an
owner/occupant in the district nor a member of the HLPC. The district
task force will review requests for Certificate of Appropriateness and
make their recommendations to the HLPC. The task force's district

members will serve as contacts for other owners and tenants in the

district and will work closely with others in the district and the HLPC
to develop any special guidelines that might be needed to tailor the
present guidelines to best fit the special needs of the area. L

Af you have any questions or would like further information, please contact
Margaret McDonald Lahey of the Metropolitan Area Planning Department at
268-4421,



R B B

L Loz

[~

L,

[ TSNS )

Rt et

s G

Bofiimprmodl

i3 )

ERT -] Rbttn i

i Lot

PRI V)

) - _ w_
- ZUCH L -t
F r—u\l — \' ZUCHELLI UNT-ER & ASSOCIATES, ING:

_Attachmen

-34-

IV. Action Plan

ZHA has prepared a redevelopment plan for the 0ld Town
area of Wichita. This plan has been prepared in a fashion which
is sensitive to local market conditions and the surrounding
physical environment. In addition, in the last section, ZHA
has presented a matrix of creative state-of-the-art funding
strategies which can be applied to both public and private sec-
tors of a redevelopment effort. However, in order to ensure
that this plan is implemented and that it becomes more than an
ambitious study, there are many different actions which the
city, the 0ld Town Merchants Association and those people inter-
ested in redeveloping the 0ld Town area can take. R

This section of our development plan discusses a series of

separate and distinct iniatives which can be taken as positive

steps toward redeveloping the 0ld Town area. This section is
subdivided into two distinct portions. The first portion dis-

cusses those actions which can, be taken by the public sector

for the public's own benefit and directly improve conditions
in the 014 Town area for existing businesses, property owners
and residents. Although these efforts will generally require
some type of public endorsement and public action, there is
ample room and considerable responsibility upon groups like the
0ld Town Merchants Association and other concerned individuals
to foster, suggest and plan the details of these specific -
efforts. In addition, ZHA is available for consultation to
assist in the execution of these ideas. Our work in other
cities has given us practical experience in taking concrete
actions to gender the appropriate climate for redevelopment.

L ]

A. PUBLIC ACTION FOR DIRECT PUBLIC BENEFIT

¢ Designation of the 01d Town Area as an Historic
District--There has already been a significant amount
of work and research documenting the legitimate his-
toric character of the Old Town area. It is ZHA's
opinion that the Old Town area has an excellent chance e
of being formerly designated as either a local or a
national historic district. The exact boundaries of
such a proposed district would be defined after a
more careful analysis, but it is clear that the con-
tinuity of late 19th and early 20th century commercial
buildings on Douglas Avenue and several of the perpen-
dicular streets describes an important period of time
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in Wichita's development. The existing buildings pre=-.
sent a continuity of commercial urban fabric that
is worth preserving and restoring.

7HA cannot over-emphasize the value and importance of
designation as an historic district. The 198l Tax
Act allows a 25 percent credit (not deduction) on all
of the development funds used to rehabilitate an
historic building or a building that contributes to
the significance of an historic district. This essen-
tially offers the investor/developer a 25 percent
discount on the eligible costs of redevelcpment {most
redevelopment costs are fully eligible). Common sense
would also suggest that this tax act legislation will
not remain forever. Although Congress has not yet
posted any expiration date on this legislation, in

our times of escalating national deficits it is more
than likely that this legislation will be identified
as a target for elimination at some point in the
future, L - -

Therefore, we recommend that the city and the 0Old

Town Merchants Association work together towards des-
jignation as an historic district. This process
involves several steps and will require a formal

study by a qualified architectural historian. There
are tradeoffs associated with local versus natiocnal
designation to be investigated. Those tradeoffs

also need further investigation to decide which
designation is in the best interest of the 0ld Town ¢«
area. (The differences lie primarily with those

.individuals or groups that will review and certify

plans for tax credit. Both types of districts are
eligible for federal tax credits.) L

Rehabilitation Guidelines—-In order to ensure that the
Yohabillitation of remaining buildings in the 0ld Town
area is done with consistent character and quality, a
set of rehabilitation guidelines should be developed.
These guidelines will also help clarify the design
jssues important when projects are reviewed by appro-
priate agencies for certification.

7HA recommends that these rehabilitation guidelines
be created and implemented as quickly as possible in

¥
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order to maintain the fragile historic character of
the 01d Town. Throughout the U.S., there are numer-
ous examples of well-intenticned rehabilitations
which have not been done sensitive to the original
architectural character' and have destroyed signifi-
cant and important portions of the original design.
Guidelines should be prepared which will be readable
and understandable for laypersons, but detailed
enough to be a technical resource for architects and
designers.

® Relocation of the Union Rescue Mission--There is no
guestion that the work being accomplished at the
Union Rescue Mission on St. Francis Street is well
intentioned and being done for true humanistic and
social improvement. However, the presence of this
mission and its convenience to Naftzger Park is an
undeniable and important constraint on redevelopment
of the 01d Town area. The transients being sheltered
at the mission have made Naftzger Park their home. '
The taxpayers who have provided the funds to use this
beautiful public amenity are by and large afraid to
go near, let alone inside the park. An important and
difficult policy decision needs to be made determining
who will benefit from the substantial public investments
already made in the 0ld Town area. It is clear, that
despite redevelopment efforts by entrepeneurs and ,
urban pioneers, many of the new businesses, especially
the residential apartments, are performing less suc-
cessfully than is acceptable. The removal of thet
presence of transients in the area would undoubtedly.
improve market conditions. ]

ZHA recommends that a task force consisting of repre-
sentatives from city staff, the Union Rescue Mission,
the 014 Town Merchants Association and residents of
the 013 Town area be set up to discuss and solve this.
problem. A building located in another portion of

the city should be sought for the relocation of this .
facility. This relocation should occur without
expense to the mission and the transients should be
informed and assisted in moving to the new location.
An underutilized building could be donated for this
purpose as a charitable contribution to the mission.
Potentially eligible buildings and doners should be
identified by this task force. L
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624 E. Douglas
-Wichita, Kansas 67202
T 316-267-5327

Ms. Margaret McDonald Lahey
City of Wichita

Planning - 10th Floor

455 N, Main

Wichita, Kansas 67202

Dear Margaret:

Pursuant to the 0ld Town Association meeting of November 14,
1884, I have been asked to officially request you proceed
with the historic district designation. The Association
supports the proposed boundaries of the proposed district
and encourage the designation of sane. :

Please advise if you have any question.

T,

DEN/sb

ce:  Lynda Tousley

RE MWEQ

DEC 1 41354

METROPOLITAN PLANNIN
ROUTE [ e e
D ‘—'-"-—-j“-"-"m'—---—"""



April 26, 1985

Stanley J. Scott CP Coordmator
City Hall o
455 North Main, 2nd Floor
Wichita, Kansas 67202

~Dear -Stan: 5 _

" On May 20, 1985, the Historic Landmark Preservation Committee (HLPC) will
consider recommendmg the ~proposed East Dougias Avenue for hlstorlc
~district desngnatnon (Attachment) S

If this case is not deferred by the HLPC, it wnll be forwarded to the Metro-—
politan Area Planning Commlssxon for public hearing on May 30, 1985, S

Please schedule this item before the appropriate CPO Council for their

consideration and recommendation., : If you have any questlons or would Iike_

: further mformat:on please contact me at 268- utm

Sincerely,

Margaret McDonald Lahey
“Preservation Piann_er

MML/Iw

~ Attachment




~WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY. .

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

| TO: ' -The Board of Clty Commtssmners

(through Robert G. Finch, City Manager {Interam]}

FROM: . Margaret McDonald Lahey, Preservation Planner

 SUBJECT: Proposed East Dg;ig[as Avenue His_toric Landmark Distric‘t_._ :"_:'::'3

On May 20, 1985 the His_tor”ic [Landmark Preserva.tion Committee ('HE_P.C) Wil!

consider recommending the proposed East Douglas Avenue Historic Land-

. mark District for des:gnat:on as an hlstorlc |andmark district, (Attachment A)

If recommended by the HLPC “the case will go before the Metropofstan Area
Planning Commission (MAPC} for public hearing on May 30, 1985, .- Notice
of -both meetings and ‘an .informational sheet on ‘the meaning of historic
district designation (Attachment B} will be forwarded to property owners
within the district as well as all owners of property adjacent to or abutting

the proposed district. - This item could come before the BCC for ‘their
consideration as early as June 25, 1985, ~The following background of this
_case is bemg prov:ded for your mformatlon.

Background :
On April 1.9, 1983, the City Commission approved the use of Urban Renew-

= -al A-5 and R-21 closeout funds to go to .projects .identified by the Old

7 Town Association for rehabilitation work in the East Douglas project area, =

The first priority of the Old Town Association was td_have a develo.pmen't :
_plan completed so that specific revitalization projects could be coordinated -
in accordance with an overall comprehensive plan. In October of 1983 the

nationally known consuiting firm of Zuchelli, Hunter . and Assocsates, lnc.

= (ZHA) was retained by the Csty to develop such a plan.

 ZHA's Fmat Report contalns -an Actlon Plan. The first port:on of the

Action Plan discusses those actions which can be taken by the public
sector. for the public's own benefit and which will directly improve condi~
tions in the Old Town area for existing businesses, property owners and
residents, The first recommendation contained under  Public Action for

DATE April 26, 1985 -

" Public Benefit is the designation of the Old Town area as an historic

district. 1t states "ZHA cannot overemphasize the value and importance of
designation as an historic district," and goes on to cite the 1981 Tax Act's

-~ 25 percent credit on all deve[opment funds used to rehabilitate contrlbutmg
bunldrngs m historic d:strlcts (Attachment C) _ :
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On January 3, 1984, the BCC received and filed the Final Report on the

0ld Town Development Plan and referred the plan to the Economic
Development Commission (EDC) with instructions to review the proposed

. priorities suggested in the plan and to forward their recommendations to -

the BCC. “The EDC submitted their recommendations to the BCC, with the

first recommendation bemg to approve the Old Town Association's request

that the City assist in pursuing historic designation if the membership

~decided to formally pursue it and to approve the reallocation of A-5 close-

out funds in an amount not to exceed $5,000 toward hiring a consultant to

~undertake the necessary prerequisite inventory and survey of the area.

- The BCC took action to direct city staff to assist Old Town in efforts to = -
‘pursue historic district designation and reallocate A-5 closeout funds in an '

amount not to exceed $5,000 to undertake an inventory and survey of that
area pursuant to consnderatlon of historic dlStr‘lCt des;gnataon. o

Since the Old Town Assoaatlon was first orgamzed in 1983, cnty staff
including the Downtown Development Coordinator of the Housmg and

... Economic Development Department and Metropolitan Area Planning Depart-
~ment been working closely with the Association,. One of the main .items

~worked on . with the Old Town Association, at their request, has been
- potential historic district designation and its ramifications. = The potential

boundaries of ‘an historic district were identified in that area and, with
their assistance, a special informational meeting was called on February 22,
1984, to dISCUSS whether or ‘not property owners .in that area wanted .to
request historic district designation. = Notices were forwarded to all the
property owners within the identified potential historic district area,
inviting them to attend that mformatlonat meetmg No property owners in

_oppos:tlon attended.

In the summer of 1984, consultants were hired to undertake the n'ecess'é'r'y
inventory and survey of the area. It was satisfactorily completed early

":f__._-_:__i_as_t fall. ~The inventory and survey lays out the suggested boundaries for.--":'j.'-'
~a local district which would be eligible for certification for federal tax =

purposes. Another meeting was held with the Old Town Association .on
November 14, 1984 and the results of the survey were presented to the -
members. At that meeting, the Old Town Association took action to offi~

~oocially request historic district designation. Correspondence to that affect
~was received by the City of Wichita on December 13, 1984, (Attachment D)

“Prior to the current actwntles described above, the City's Urban Renewal

Agency, in 1979, attempted to create the Mead Conservation District,

much flarger historlc district .in the same general area that is being pro-
posed today. At that time, there was significant opposmon to the propos-
al. ~However, the case that will be coming before you in the near future
differs s:gn:ﬂcantly from the attempt in 1979.  First and foremost, the

~current request has come from the Old Town Association, the organization

~which has as its purpose, representation of property owners and tenants
~in that area in order to promote economic revitalization. They view histor-

ic district designation as a tool to heip lmpiement many of the changes
needed to revitalize their area._ o _ _ : _
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Efforts have been made to help ensure that this district desugnatlon has
the support of the majority of the affected property. = However, as is
- nearly always the case, there may be a few property owners who will
oppose this designation and request to have their properties removed from
the boundaries of the historic district, If this is permitted, it creates a
~ threat to the greatest benefit provided by designation of a certifiable local
~historic district-eligibility for the 25 percent Investment Tax Credit. =~ In
order for a local district to be eligible for the tax credits, it must be
Mcertified". - What this means ‘is that the National Park Service has to
certify that the local historic district substantially meets the standards and
“criteria of -a National ‘Register District. ~ A major requirement of those
“standards is that the boundaries of the historic district reflect the actual
physical and geographical boundaries of the area's historic and architec-
tural continuity,  For that -reason, it is very important that the district
‘boundaries be designated as proposed. . Too great a deviation from the
proposed boundaries will jeopardize the City's chances to have the district

certified thus eliminating the major benefit prov:ded to property '_ow_n_e_rs

by hlstorlc distrct de5|gnat:on. e

This information is bemg provuded at this time, as you may have Encjuiries

during the process. Complete information will be provided in your agenda

‘packets, If you would like any further information or have any further

“questions, please do not hesitate to contact Robert A, Lakin, Director,

Metropolitan Area Planning Department at 268-4425 or myself at 268-4421, .

_ R S _ Margaret McDonald Lahey

© APPROVAL:

Robert A. lLakin
Dlrector of PIannmg

MML/IW _
~ Attachments (4)

cc: Don Anderson, Dlrector of Housmg & Economic Development
- Lynda Tousley, Commercial Development & Marketing Officer
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 WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY DATE: = April 26, 1985

. METROPOLITAN AREA PLANN_ENG DEPARTMENT

TO: | The Board of Clty Commlss:oners : T
S ' (through Robert G. chh City Manager [Interlml} SRR

FROM: Margaret McDonaid Lahey, Preservation Pianner L

SUBJEC_T: Propo_sed East Douglas Av_enu_e Historic Landmark District -f:'i:':'

On May 20, 1985 the Historic Landmark Preservation Committee (HLPC) _WIII
consider -recommending the -proposed East Douglas Avenue Historic Land-
mark District for destgnatlon as an historic landmark district, (Aftachment A)

~If recommended by the HLPC 1he case will go before the Metropol[tan Area _
Planning Commission (MAPC) for public hearing on May 30, 1985, - Notice |
-~ of ‘both meetings and an -informational sheet on the meaning of . historic
- district designation {Attachment B} will be forwarded to property owners
within the district as well as all owners of property adjacent to or abutting
the proposed district. = This item could come before the BCC for their
consideration as early as June 25, 1885, The fcllowing background of thts_
~case is bemg provuded for your mformat:on. L

Background _ & :
On April 19, 1983, the C:tyCommzssuon approved the use of Urban’ Rerie'w—

o al A-5 and .R-21 ‘closeaut funds to go to projects identified by the Old -~

- Town Association for rehabilitation work in the East Douglas project area.

“The first priority of the Old Town Association was to have a developmerit
_ p[an completed so that specific revitalization projects could be coordinated
in accordance with an overall comprehensive plan. In October of 1383 the
nationally known consulting firm of Zuchelli, Hunter and Assoc:ates, lnc. '
: (ZHA) was retamed by the City to develop such a pian : o

~ZHA's Final Report contains an Action Plan The f:rst port;on of the
Action Plan discusses those -actions which can be taken by the public
sector for the public's own benefit and which will directly improve condi~
tions in the Old Town area for existing businesses, property owners and
residents. The first recommendation ‘contained under  Public Action for
~Public Benefit is the designation of the Old Town area as -an -histeric
district. 1t states “"ZHA cannot overemphasize the value and importance of
designation as an historic district," and goes on to cite the 1981 Tax Act's =
25 percent credit on all development funds used to rehabilitate contmbutmg

; busldmgs in historic dlstrlcts (Attachment C) o
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-On January 3, 1984, the BCC received and filed the Final Report on the
Old Town. Development Plan and referred the plan. to the Economic
Development Commission (EDC) with instructions to review the proposed
priorities suggested in the plan and to forward their recommendations to
the BCC. The EDC submitted their recommendations to the BCC, with the -
first recommendation being to approve the Old Town Association's request
that the City assist in pursuing historic designation if the membership
~decided to formally pursue it and to approve the reallocation of A-5 close-
out funds in an amount not to exceed $5,000 toward hiring a consuitant to .
undertake the necessary prerequisite inventory and survey of the area.

- The BCC took action to direct city staff to assist Old Town in efforts to g

pursue historic district designation and reallocate A-5 closeout funds in an
amount not to exceed $5,000 to undertake an inventory and survey of that
area pursuant to consideration of historic district designation,

Since the Old Town Association was first organized in 1983, city staff -

including the  Downtown Development Coordinator of the Housing and
Economic ‘Development Department and Metropolitan Area Planning Depart-
‘ment been working closely with the Association,. = One of the main items
~worked on with the Old.Town Association, at their request, has been

potential -historic district designation and its ramifications. = The potential -
boundaries of .an historic -district were identified in that area and, with
their assistance, a special informational meeting was called on February 22,
1984, to discuss whether or :not property owners in that area wanted to -
request historic district designation., = Notices were forwarded to all the
property owners  within = the 'identified . potential historic 'district -area,

inviting them to attend that informational meeting, No property owners in
opposition attended, B : o :

ln the summer of 1984, consultants were hired to undertake the nééesééry _
inventory and survey of ‘the area. = It was satisfactorily completed early

_“last fall. "The inventory and survey lays out the suggested boundaries for =~

a local district which would be eligible for certification for federal tax

o purposes. - Another meeting was held with the Old Town Association on -

< November 14, 1984 and the results of the survey were presented to. the
members. At that meeting, the Old Town Association tock action to offi~ -

cially request historic district designation. ~ Correspondence to that affect

was received by the City of Wichita on December 13, 1984, {Attachment D)

Prior to the current activities described above, the City's Urban Renewal
Agency, in 1979, attempted to create the Mead Conservation District, a
much larger historic district in the same general area that is being pro-
posed today. - At that time, there was significant opposition to the propos-
al. However, the case that will be coming before you in the near future
differs significantly from the attempt in 1979, = First and foremost, ‘the
current request has come from the Old Town Association, the organization
which has as its purpose, ‘representation of property owners and tenants
in that area in order to promote eccnomic revitalization. They view histor-
ic district designation as a tcol to help implement many of the changes
needed to revitalize their area. o S . L




~ Board of City Commissione:rs:_: Sy s ' . April 26, 1985

‘Efforts have been made to help ensure that this district designation has
- the support of the majority of the affected property. - However, ‘as is
- nearly ‘always the case, there may be a few property owners who will
oppose this designation and request to have their properties removed from
the boundaries of the historic district. If this is permitted, it creates a
threat to the greatest benefit provided by designation of a certifiable local
~historic district-eligibility for. the 25 percent Investment Tax Credit. “In
~order for a local district to be eligible for the tax credits, it must be
"certified". = What this means is that the National Park Service has..to
certify that the local historic district substantially meets the standards and
criteria of ‘a -National Register District, A major requirement of those

standards .is that the boundaries of the historic district reflect the. actual

L -}_'_:'APPROVALi

physical ‘and geographical -boundaries of the area's historic and architec-
tural continuity. For that reason, it is very important that the district
boundaries be designated as proposed.  Too great a deviation from the
proposed boundaries will jeopardize the City's chances to have the district
certified thus eliminating the major benefit provided to property —owners
by historic distrct designation. _ g s

This information is being provided at this time, as you may have inquiries
during the process, Complete information will be provided in your agenda
packets. - If 'you.would like any further information or have any further
questions, please do not hesitate to contact Robert A. Lakin, Director,
Metropolitan Area Planning Department at 268-4425 or myself at 268-4421,

Margaret McDonald Léhey.:-'.31::3_

— T //A L

{RGBEFt A: Lakin
Director of Pianning

MML./Iw

'_'Attachments (4) g T o S
cc:  Don Anderson, Director of Housing & Economic Development
Lynda Tousley, Commercial Development § Marketing Officer

. Preservation Planner = . o000 o0
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WHAT WILL HISTORIC DISTRICT DESIGNATION MEAN TO ME
AS A PROPERTY OWNER? .

WHAT IS AN HISTORIC LANDMARK DISTRICT?

An historic landmark district is a geographically definable area which
has a concentration of buildings of historical or architectural importance
to the community. An historic landmark district is created through
formal action by the Wichita Board of City Commissioners (BCC). The
BCC is given the authority to designate historic landmark d:strlcts by
City Code (Sections 12, 20,1015-12.20.1025). _

WHAT IS THE PURPOSE OF HISTORIC LANDMARK DISTRECT
DESIGNATION?

The purpose of landmark designation is to protect and enhance historic
tandmarks which reflect important elements of Wichita's social,
economic and architectural history; to safequard the City's her:tage as
embodied in such landmarks; promoie the use of landmarks for the
prosperity, education, and welfare of the City; and to foster civic
pride in the past. Also, landmark designation is undertaken to stabi-
lize and improve property values; promote tourism; provide incidental
support and stimulus to business and industry, and to strengthen the
economy of the City.

HOW WILL HISTORIC LANDMARK DESICNATION BENEFIT ME AS A :
PROPERTY OWNER? ' s

The designation of an historic landmark district in your area would
provide several benefits. It would provide protection by helping to
direct change and new developments within the district in a manner
which will allow the special historical and architectural character of the
area to be maintained. Also, when a local historic landmark district
receives federal certification for tax purposes, historic buildings within
the district become eligible for a special 25% Investment Tax Credit
{ITC} for rehabilitation. Once local landmark district designation is
obtained for this district, federal tax certification will be requested.
Certification will make historic buildings in the district eligible for
rehabilitation tax credits. Another advantage extended to buildings in
historic districts includes a provision in the building code of the city
which permits less stringent requirements than for full code comp!:ance
for historic buildings. RS

Additionally, historic district designation "defines" an area and provides
it with a special identity and a history all it's own. This can help
attract residents, visitors and customers to the area. B



WILL HISTORIC DISTRICT DESIGNATION REQUIRE ANY SPECIAL
PROCEDURES OR RECULATIONS? S

Yes. If exterior work which requires a building permit is proposed to
be undertaken on a building in an historic district, the applicant must
first apply for and receive a Certificate of Appropriateness through a
formal review procedure before the Historic Landmark Preservation
Committee and the Board of Wichita City Commissioners. o

WHAT IS THE PURPOSE OF THE "CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATE-
NESS" REVIEW? S

The purpose of such a review is to protect and preserve those features
of a property which are of historical and architectural significance to it
and the surrounding area while still allowing the repair and alterations
necessary to make efficient and contemporary use possible. o

WHAT IS THE PROCEDURE FOR APPLYING FOR A CERTIFICATE OF
APPROPR ATENESS AND HOW LONG DOES IT TAKE? S

A potential applicant is encouraged to contact the City's preservation
staff at the earliest possible time to discuss the proposed alterations
and the review procedure. Working together from the start helps
eliminate confusion and unnecessary delay. The applicant will submit
an application on forms provided, decribing the proposed modification
and accompanied by the necessary documentation. After the application
is received, a decision will be made as to whether the project consti-
tutes a major or minor project. Minor projects are reviewed and ap-
proved by City preservation staff and the Design Review Subcommittee
(DRS) of the HLPC. Major projects are reviewed by the full HLPC and
approved by the BCC. Minor projects can be handled more quickly
than major projects, usually in a matter of two or three days. Major
projects may take a total of forty-five days to review, although it wili
not usually take that long. All projects are reviewed to determine if
they meet the standards and guidelines adopted by the Committee for
this purpose. These guidelines are published and available to the
public at no charge. ' S

After the Certificate of Appropriateness is approved, the Central In-
spection Division may issue the building permit. If a Certificate of
Appropriateness request is denied, the applicant may appeal to the next
higher authority. The order of the appea! procedure is as follows:
(1) preservation staff, (2) the Design Review Subcommittee, (3} the
HLPC, (#4) and the BCC. There is no charge for the Certificate of .
Appropriateness review. R

WHAT ARE MINOR AND MAJOR PROJECTS?
Major projects usually involve the proposed modification of individually
designated historic landmark buildings, like the Eaton Hotel for exam-

ple. Minor projects usually involve buildings which are not individually
designated historic Iandma_r__ks but are located within historic dist_ljict__s_._



Exceptions to this, are projects which involve construction of a new
building within a landmark district, a general change in the use of a
property, or the demolition of a structure. These are generally han-
died as major projects. o

WHAT IF | HAVE A BUILDING IN THE DISTRICT I WANT TO
DEMOLISH? ' o

Historic landmark district designation cannot prevent the demolition of a
structure, only delay it. The purpose of the delay is to allow time for
other alternatives to demolition to be sought. The delay period could
range from thirty days to up to two hundred forty days depending on
the circumstances of the case. The delay period is to be determined by
the BCC at a public hearing. At the end of the delay period, the
demolition permit can be issued. L

WHAT IF | HAVE A VACANT LOT IN THE DISTRICT AND WANT TO
BUILD ON IT?

New construction is allowed in a historic district. When the applicant
obtains a certificate of appropriateness for the project. A new building
does not have to be an historical reproduction. In fact, use of contem-
porary designs are encouraged if the new building is compatible with
the character and mood of the neighborhood and the work is compatible
in materials, size, scale, color and texture with surrounding buildings.

WILL PROPERTY OWNERS AND TENANTS HAVE ANY INPUT INTO THE
CERTIFICATE OF APPROPREATENESS PROCESS WITHIN THE '
DISTRICT?

Yes, the HLPC has proposed that a district task force be established
which will be comprised of two owner/occupants of the buildings in the
district, two HLPC members, and one design professional who is not an
owner/occupant in the district nor a member of the HLPC. The district
task force will review requests for Certificate of Appropriateness and
make their recommendations to the HLPC. The task force's district
members will serve as contacts for other owners and tenants in the
district and wili work closely with others in the district and the HLPC
to develop any special guidelines that might be needed to tailor the
present guidelines to best fit the special needs of the area. R

if you have any questions or would like further information, please contact
Margaret McDonald Lahey of the Metropolitan Area Planning Department at
268-4421, _
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IV. Action Plan

ZHA has prepared a redevelopment plan for the 0ld Town
area of Wichita. This plan has been prepared in a fashion which
is sensitive to local market conditions and the surrounding
physical environment. In addition, in the last section, ZHA
has presented a matrix of creative state-of-the-art funding
strategies which can be applied to both public and private secw-
tors of a redevelopment effort. However, in order to ensure
that this plan is implemented and that it becomes more than an
ambitious study, there are many different actions which the
city, the 0ld Town Merchants Association and those people inter-
ested in redeveloping the 0ld Town area can take. SRR

This section of our development plan discusses a series of
separate and distinct iniatives which can be taken as positive
steps toward redeveloping the Old Town area. This section is
subdivided into two distinct portions. The first portion dis- - =
cusses those actions which can be taken by the public sector
for the public's own benefit and directly improve conditions
in the 01d Town area for existing businesses, property owners
and residents. Although these efforts will generally require
some type of public endorsement and public action, there is
ample room and considerable responsibility upon groups like the
01d Town Merchants Association and other concerned individuals -
to foster, suggest and plan the details of these specific B
efforts. In addition, ZHA is available for consultation to
assist in the execution of these ideas. Our work in other
cities has given us practical experience in taking concrete L
actions to gender the appropriate climate for redevelopment. . -

A. PUBLIC ACTION FOR DIRECT PUBLIC BENEFIT ‘

® Designation of the 014 Town Area as an Historic
District-~There has already been a significant amount
of work and research documenting the legitimate his-
toric character of the 0ld Town area. It is ZHA's :
opinion that the 01d Town area has an excellent chance //
of being formerly designated as either a local or a
national historic district. The exact boundaries of
such a proposed district would be defined after a
more careful analysis, but it is clear that the con-
tinuity of late 19th and early 20th century commercial
buildings on Douglas Avenue and several of the perpen-
dicular streets describes an important period of time .
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in Wichita's development. The existing buildings pre- .
sent a continuity of commercial urban fabric that - -
is worth preserving and restoring. '

ZHA cannot over—emphasize the value and importance .of
designation as an historic district. The 1981 Tax

Act allows a 25 percent credit (not deduction) on all -
of the development funds used to rehabilitate an
historic building or a building that contributes to
the significance of an historic district. This essen-
tially offers the investor/developer a 25 percent
diescount on the eligible costs of redevelopment (most
“redevelopment costs are fully eligible). Common sense
would also suggest that this tax act legislation will
not remain forever. Although Congress has not yet -
posted any expiration date on this legislation, in

our times of escalating naticnal deficits it is more
than likely that this legislation will be identified
as a target for elimination at some point in the
future. s

Therefore, we recommend that the city and the 014

Town Merchants Association work together towards des-.
ignation as an historic district. This process '
involves several steps and will require a formal

study by a qualified architectural historian. There
are tradeoffs associated with local versus national -
designation to be investigated. Those tradeoffs SRt
also need further investigation to decide which
designation is in the best interest of the 0ld Town .
area. (The differences lie primarily with those
-individuals or groups that will review and certify
plans for tax credit. Both types of districts are . -
eligible for federal tax credits.) : -

[ Rehabilitation Guidelines—~In order to ensure that the
Yohabilitation oOf remaining buildings in the Old Town
area is done with consistent character and quality, a
set of rehabilitation guidelines should be developed.
These guidelines will also help clarify the design
issues important when projects are reviewed by appro-.
priate agencies fox certification. , :

ZHA recommends that these rehabilitation guidelines
be created and implemented as gquickly as possible in
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order to maintain the fragile historic character of
the 0l1ld Town. Throughout the U.S., there are numer-
ous examples of well~intentioned rehabilitations

which have not been done sensitive to the original
architectural character and have destroyed signifi-
cant and important portions of the original design.
'Guidelines should be prepared which will be readable .-
and understandable for laypersons, but detailed '
enough to be a technlcal resource for architects and
designers.

® Relocation of the Union Rescue Mission--There is no
question that the work being accomplished at the
Union Rescue Mission on St. Francis Street is well
intentioned and being done for true humanistic and
social improvement. However, the presence of this
mission and its convenience to Naftzger Park is an
undeniable and important constraint on redevelopment
of the 01d Town area. The transients being sheltered
at the mission have made Naftzger Park their home. '
The taxpayers who have provided the funds to use this .-
beautiful public amenity are by and large afraid to
go near, let alone inside the park. An important and
difficult policy dec¢ision needs to be made determining
who will benefit from the substantial public investments
already made in the 014 Town area. It is clear, that -
despite redevelopment efforts by entrepeneurs and .
urban pioneers, many of the new businesses, especially.
the residential apartments, are performing less suc-
cessfully than is acceptable. The removal of the
presence of transients in the area would undoubtedly
improve market conditions.

ZHA recommends that a task force consisting of repre-
sentatives from city staff, the Union Rescue Mission,
the 0ld Town Merchants Association and residents of
the 0ld Town area be set up to discuss and solve this
problem. A building located in another portion of
the city should be sought for the relocation of this.
facility. This relocation should occur without
expense to the mission and the transients should be
informed and assisted in moving to the new location.
An underutilized building could be donated for this
purpose as a charitable contribution to the mission.
Potentially eligible buildings and doners should be
identified by thlS task force.
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Town

ASSOCIATION

: Ja iR . - _ : 624 E. Douglas
: | . . Wichita, Kansas 67202
316-267-5327

December 13, 19847;;'

Ty

Ms. Margaret McDecnald Lahey
City of Wichita

Planning - 10th Floor

455 N, Main

Wichita, Kansas 67202

Dear Margaret:

Pursuant to the 0ld Town Association meeting of November 14,
1984, I have been asked to officially request you proceed
with the historic district designation. The Association
supports the proposed boundaries of the proposed dlStrlCt
and encourage the designation of same.

Please advise if you have any guestion.

DEN/sb

cc: Lynda Tousley

NECEIVE])
DECL4198%

METROPOLITAN PLANNING
ROUTE [ — e
D ""_?""'_"""’-'7'"_“_-“-’--——"-"- -
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.+ » A BEETING WILL BE HELD OR FEBRUARY 22, 1984 AT 4:00 P.M. TO DECIDE IF OLD TOM SHOULD REQUEST RISTORIC DISTRICT
*" - DESIGNATION, IF YOU WOULL  XE T0 ATTEND, PLEASE R.S.V.P, 267-5327, { ING LOCATION T0 BE ARNCUNCED.

v .

One of the major recommendations made by Zuchelli, Hunter & Associates in the 014 Town Development Plan was for the
creation of an historic district in Old Town. RS

" whe greason for such a recommendation is the Economic Recovery Tax Act of 1981 {ERTA}. This provision provides major
impetus to encourage capital investment in historic buildings and spur revitalization of the historic areas.  The new
law provides: ' Do R

o . a 25% investment tax credit (ITC) for rehabilitation of historic commercial, industrial, and rental resicdential
puildings which can be combined with U -

o als year accelerated cost recovery period for 87.5% of the cost of rehabilitation,

puildings which qualify are:
" ©  buildings listed individually in the National Register of Ristoric Places

o . buildings located in Registered Historic Districts if they are certified as contributing to the significance of
the district. o . p

Registered Historic Districts include:

© Bational Register historic districts and

o . State or locally designated districts if the ordinance authorizing or creating the district as well as the distriet
itself is certified. : :

. What follows below is a very brief synapéis of the types of Registered Historic Districts available to help ¢ld Town
pembers in reaching 2 decision on whether or not they would like to request an historic district designation and if so,
what type of district would best fit the needs of Old Town. ST

National Register Historig District

© Automatically certified for the 25% I7C.

o Ko design review control of alterations unless owner is seeking 25% ITC. However, in Kansas, anything neminated
to the National Register is autcematically listed on the Register of Historic Kansas Places. See below for the
regulations involved forx propegties listed on the State Register. : ' el

‘State Historic bistrict

[ Listing on the Kansas Register of Historic Places would not make a district eligihle for classification as a
Registered Historic District; i.e., a State historic district would not be eligikle for the 25% ITC. N

o . If a district were listed on the State Register (this would automatically occur during the process of nonination
to the National Reqister} a design review procedure is invoked by State Statute X.5.a. 75-2715 - 75-2725. This
law provides that the City may not issue any type of permit, license, certificate or other entitlement for use
to any person until the State Histeric Preservation Office (SHPC) has been given 30 days in which to review the
project and comment. If the SHPO determines the project will have an adverse impact, the project cannct proceed
until the City determines there is ". . . no prudent and feasible alternative . . .” and the SHPO is given five
days notice of such determination. Appeals as well as enforcement can be sought in district court. L

o  State review includes interior as well as exterior alterations.

local Historic Distriet

- Local historic districts can be classified as & Registered Historic bDistrict {f.e., eligible for the 23% ITC} if
" ‘they are certified. To gain certification, the Secretary of the Interior must certify the statute providing for
the designation and regulation of the district and.the district itself must be certified. In order to cbtain
certification of the local statute, the statute must provide for a duly designated review body, such as the Historic
Landmark Preservation Committee (HLPC}, with the power to review and at least give official advice on propesed
alterations to structures within the boundarjes of the district. C

© Locally, this design review is handied by the .HLPC. fThey review any exterior slterations for which a building per-
mit is required. They make their recommendation to the Board of City Commissioners (BCC}. The BCC in turn is
empowered to approve or deny the request for approval of the project. This process is known &s the Certificate of
Appropriateness Peview. Note that design review is limited to the exterior, unlike the State review which encen-
passes interior as well as exterior alterations. The only project which would hiave interior alterations reviewed
in a local district would be those projects actively seakihg the 25% tax credit and that review is done by the
National Park Service and is required of any project seeking to qualify for the 25% ITC. C

Certifying a local district may offer certain advantages over Mational Register listing. rocal district certificaticn
is simpler and faster than the Natiomal Register nomination process. Since a locally designated district must sub-
stantially meet National Register criteria, the amount of documentation required for either one is equal.

Both types of Registered Historiw Districts would involve design review regulation. All three levels of government use
essentially the same guidelines. These guidelines are known as the fecretary of the Interior's Guidelines for
Rehabilitation. They are published guidelines which are widely recognized and vsed. Copics are readily available
through the Wichita-tadgwick County Hetropolitan Area Flanning Department at 268-4421. Local histerie district desidgn-
ation would provide an opportunity to tailor these quidelines to more specifically it the necds of 0ld Town. Ore
possibility that might be explored in setting up the design review precedure would be ‘the creation of a permanant

Tagk Force for the Old Town Historic District comprised of two representatives from the historic district in 0ld Town,
two members of the BLPC and one design nrofessional-at-large. The Task Force would assist in tailoring gu.delinss .
and be responsible for the preliminary review of each certificate of appropriatencss reguest. hfter prelimirnary review,
the Task Force would make its recommendation to the HLPC which in turn would make its recormendation to the EBCC. Such
a Task Force would insure that the Old Town historic district is well represented in the design review process.

THE ABOVE IS A VERY BRIEF SUMMARY OF HISTORIC DISTRICT BESIGHATION. FOR MOSE INFOR'ATION Oil THIS AND THE
25% 17C, PLEASE ATTEND THE MEETING SCHEDULED FOR FEBRUARY 22, 1924, CALL 267-5327, MORE IHFORVATION AND
HAIDOUTS WILL BE AVAILABLE INCLUDING THE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR'S CUIDERINES FOR REWABILITATION. -

b
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

DATE: February G, .:1.985

TO: . George Anderton, Furchasing Manager

- FROM: Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

SUBJECT: -Request for Cer_'*_:_i.fied Ownership List
Would Ydu pfease 't'.irc'ier 'a' 'Eér'tliﬂed abstract 0wnérsh§p list of' harﬁés. and
mailing addresses for the area wnthm the boundar;es deimeated on the_ '

~attached map.

ThlS fist will . be used by”'t.he__ Metropolitan Area Planning Departmeht”--:to
notify property owners of ‘a -public hearing to be held concerning the
designation of an historic landmark district in. the area of East Douglas

~ Avenue .generally between Topeka and Washington Avenues. The area
- delineated ‘on -the -attached map includes -ali propertles proposed to be.
wnthm the district as well as al[ abuttmg properhes R

Attached is a base map w:th the boundar!es dehneated for you to forward
to the abstract company. -If you or the sclected abstract company  have -
any questions, or if we may provide any assistance, piease contact elther
Eunice Walter, Assistant to ‘the ‘Director; of my staff at 268-4445 or

~Margaret McDona!d Lahey,. Pr_eservatlo_n Planner, also of my . staff, " a

268-4421,

Robert A. Lakin
Dsrector of Piannmg

__ o . ,%MM

RAL/MML /1w

~Attachment

cc: Mike Relchenberger Acfing Federal Aid Coordinator
Pon Anderson, Director of Housing and _Econ_omic_D_i:_”ector

RECEIV
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY .
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

DATE: November 27, i_98£&

TO: Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

FROM: Margaret McDonald Lahey, Preservation Planner

SUB&ECT: ~Potential East _E_)_o_u_g_ias Historic District

if & federally funded pmject were filed just outside the district, a f“ederaf

-revzew could result in one of two ways.

{1} If the project mve}ved the Department of Transportatlon (DOT} and
the use of any land from an hsstaric site of local significance.

BOT is prohibited from appmvmg any such proiect unless there -is no
feasible 'and prudent alternative and . the project involves planning teo
minimize harm. While this law refers to the use of land from an historic

Csite, it is not inconceivable that it could be stretched to include use of

land adjacent to an histsrtc area if the pm;ect were to have an adverse

impact.

(2} The Section 106 Review, the procedure which the Transit C&nter is

currently ‘involved in, would not be activated simply by a Iocai_historic
~ district designation. ' ' ERERE RIS

‘However, there are two ways Section 106 could be brought into p!ay ‘One -
o way would be if the federally funded project just outside the .district -
impacted a National Register property, such as the Eaton Hotel, the Rock

Island Depot, or the Merchant's Van Line Warehouse, The other way
would be if a federal agency, for some reason, were to request the Secre-
tary of the Interior to make a determination of whether ‘or not the local
historic district was “ehgzble for inclusion in the National Register" pursu-
ant to Section 106. If a determination of eligibility were made, any pro-
jects just outside the district involving federal funding could be subject to
Section 106. Citizens also have a right to participate in the Section 106
review so it is possible a citizen or a citizen's organization could r‘equest a
federal agency te reguest such a determination. :

it is difficult to judge whether a federal review could be successfuiiy
invoked. ~As the laws are written and as long as the district remains
local, federal review would not be automatic. However, it does appear if
opposition were strong enough, the federal laws could be stretched far
enough to create difficulty. G

As for the notification area, it is hard to predict what projects might
occur in that area and thereﬂ}re difficult to predict the potential extent



Robert A, Lakin, B 2 November 27, 1984
Director of Planning '

of impact or the amount of opposition, but like federal laws, the definition
of adverse impact can be stretched quite far. We still recommend notifying
only abutting property owners. If that is not sufficient, the next larger
area would be the area within a 200' radius. If that is not satisfactory,
perhaps all the areas within cne block of the district could be notified. It
would be harder to argue adverse impact if a project were more than one

block away from an historic area. I
... T O SR
s G

Margret McDonald Lahey
Preservation Planner

e R R e e

R
|
|

MML/ Tw



THE CITY OF WICHITA

OFFICE OF -Housing and Economic =~ parg  January 23, 1984
: Development PR
70 - Members of The Economic Develdpment Commission

FROM Joel Pollack, 0ld ‘Town Task‘Force

susJect Task Force Report on
0ld Town s

The 01d Town Task Force met on January 19, 1984 to-review the 01d
Town Project. An action plan, which is attached was reviewed by
the task force. The action plan lists specrflcally those actions
which the 0l1d Town Association is requesting the City of Wichita
take pursuant to recommendations made in the 0ld Town Development
Plan prepared by Zuchelll Hunter and Associates from Annapolrs

Maryland = : 'f”'

The task force recommends that the following actlons be approved
and recommended to the Clty Comm1851on e

I.. De31gnat10n of the 0ld. Town Area as an Historic xﬁi:ﬁ'
A.Dlstrlct RERE o

Action Requested by the Old Town Asscciation: It is
- requested that the City of Wichita agree to assist the
membership of the 0ld Town Association in pursuing an
“historic designation if the membership decides formally
.to pursue such a district., This assistance would take
~the form of staff assistance and the possible realloca-
tion of A-5 closeout funds or con31derat10n of a xre-.
quest for CDBG funds : 1

Task Force Recommendation: It is recommended that the
Economic Development Commission approve this request
and recommend to the City Commission that it be pursued
if the 01d Town Association decides to establish such a
district. The task force also recommends that funds to
hire a technical resource person to pursue the designa-
tion be reallocated from the A-5 closeout funds and that
the president of the Old Town Association make every
effort to raise supplemental funds from the membershlp
“to put into the project. _

II. Rehabilitation Gurdellnes

No action requested or recommendation made at this time
until it is known if an historie distriet will be pursued.

J&N?&jgg@
METROPOLITAN PLANNING
ROUTE [
s




e e

- p— s . - T T g T M TR T 0§

Members 'of The Eéonomic Development o ~Januarxy 23, 1984

Commission

Task Force Report on 0ld Town

Page 2

-

III.

Relocation of The Rescue Mission

~Action Requesﬁed: It is requested that the City of Wichita
agree to participate in exploring the feasibility of relo-

cating the Rescue Mission by appointing City of Wichita

. representatives to serve on the task force when it is formed.

. Task Force Recommendation: It is recommended that the City
- participate in exploring the feasibility of relocating the

. Rescue Mission.

“5._IV.'

Increased Police Presence

~Action Requested: It is requested that the City partici-

. pate in an ad hoc committee to explore ways of increasing -

Vi,

police visability and presence in 0l1d Town and downtown
in general. . R w .

Task Force Recommendation: It is recommended that the City

- work with Greater Downtown Wichita and the 01d Town Associa-

tion to explore ways of increasing police visability and
presence in 0ld Town and downtown in general and that the

~problem of dragging on Douglas Avenue also be addressed by

this group. _

Identify Possible_Funding Sources to Leverage Private
Development = 7 E Lo
Action Requésted:' it is requésted that the City of Wichita
participate with the 0l1d Town Association and the Chamber -

- of Commerce in identifying and designing funding programs
- which leverage or act as an incentive to development. '
~Possibilities to be explored might include rehabilitation

loan pools, incubator business loan pools, etc., possibly

leveraged with CDBG funds as .previously discussed by the

City Commissioners.

Task Force Recommendation: - It is_récommended that the
City explore funding program possibilities and that

“more information be gathered on Wichitas possibilities
~for obtaining UDAG funds. . ' e T

Identify and formally adopt or amend Recommended Priority
Projegt. E s ‘ A :

Task Force Recommendation: Still under consideration by

task force - no recommendation at this time.



Members of The Economic Development _ January 23, 1984
Commission : . IR,

Task Force Report on 0ld Town
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-

It is recommended that if the above listed recommendations are

approved by the EDC, they be sent to the Board of City Commis-

sioners as part of the interim report requested by February 7,
1984, (R S ' ' S

- Joel Pollack :
- 01d Town Task Foxce

JP:LT:IEIW_-

- Enclosure




THE CITY OF WICHITA PR | JAK 5 184
OFFICEOF  CITY MANAGER DATE  January 4, 1984 |

TO Don E. Anderson, Director of Housing and Economic Development
FROM  Robert G. Finch, Deputy City Manager | -

" SUBJECT Final Report -- Old Town . o
AR Development Plan S

- On January 3, 1984, the City Commission received and filed the subject Eépor__t )
and referred the plan and proposed priority development projects to the 0
Economic Development Commission (EDC) for review and recommendation, o

The City Commis_sion also referred the proposed Marketing and Promotion S
Program to the Old Town Association for review and comment, o

During discussion of the p_lan:

1) Comm'issioner Brown asked that the EDC's report finclude a review df the
. city's eligibility for UDAG funding, and "strings" attached, and local match

2) Commissioner Kirk expr‘éss_éd _cﬁ.cmce_rn that the city's financial resources
might not be adequate to support all of the major dewntown development -
proposals {(i.e,; Old Town, West Bank, convention center), B SR

3} . In this regard, Commissioner Knight asked that the EDC develop criteria

“and evaluate the various projects on a cost-benefit basis and recommend
priorities for the city's participation. o : RS

The Commission asked that .ih"_c'er.im _'r'eports..-'oh these matters be ret_ur.néd' for its

consideration on February 7, 1984, and final reports be provided for the agenda

of March 6, 1984, RPN : _ gApeY R

D

Wm« 248
% obert G. Finch

- Deputy City Manager |

RGF/pd
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Beginning at the Northwest corner of Lot 33, Douglas Avenue, N.A. En-
glish's Addition to the City of Wichita; thence east along the south
Yine of Douglas Avenue as platted in said addition to the Northwest
corner of Lot 41, Douglas Avenue of said addition; thence south along
the west Tine of said Lot 41 and said Tine extended to the south line of
the alley adjacent to and south of said Lot 41; thence east along said
south line and said line extended to the Horthwest corner of Lot 1 Em-
poria Avenue in said addition; thence south along the west line of Lots
1 and 3 Emporia Avenue in said addition to the south line of said Lot 3;
thence east along said south line to the east Tine of said Lot 3; thence
north along the east line of Lots 3 and 1 Emporia Avenue on said addi-
tion to the Northeast corner of said Lot 1; thence east to the Northwest
corner of Lot 2 St. Francis Avenue in said addition; thence continuing
east along the north line of said Lot 2 to the west 1ine of St. Francis
Avenue; thence south along said west Tine to the north line of William
Street; thence east along said north 1ine to the Southwest corner of Lot
12 Santa Fe Avenue in said addition; thence south to the Northwest
corner of Lot 14, Santa Fe Avenue in said addition; thence south along
the west line of even numbered Lots 14 thru 38, Santa Fe Avenue in said
addition to the Southwest corner of said Lot 38; thence east along the
south line of said Lot 38 to the Southeast corner of said Lot 38; thence
south along the east line of even numbered Lots 40 thru 50, Santa Fe '
Avenue in said addition to the Southeast corner of said Lot 50; thence
east to the Southwest corner of Lot 1, Union Station Addition to Wichi-
ta, Kansas; thence east along the south Tine of said Lot 1 and said line
extended to the west line of Rock Island Addition to Wichita, Kansas; )
thence north along said west Tine and the west line of Rock Island 2nd
Addition to Wichita, Kansas to the Southwest corner of Lot 3, Unjon
Station Addition to Nichita, Kansas; thence north along the west line of -
said Lot 3 to a point 140 ft. south of the north lipe of said Lot 3;
thence east parallel to and 140 ft. south of said north line to the west -
Tine of Rock Island Avenue; thence north along said west line to the -
north line of the alley adjacent to and south of Lot 2, Mead Avenue,
East Wichita Addition; thence west along the north Tine of said alley to .
the Southeast corner of Lot 1, Mead Avenue of said addition; thence
westerly to the Southeast corner of Lot 14, Santa Fe Avenue, J. R. Mead
Addition; thence west along the south line of said Lot 14 to the South-
west corner of said Lot 14; thence southwesterly to the Southeast e
corner of Lot 1, St. Francis Avenue, in said addition; thence north
atong the east 1ine of Lots 1, 3, 5, 7 and 9 St. Francis Avenue in said
addition to the north line of the south half of said Lot 9; thence west -
along said north line to the east line of St. Francis Avenue; thence
south along said east line to Southwest corner of Lot 1, St. Francis
Avenue in said addition; thence west to the Southeast corner of Lot 2,
St. Francis Avenue in said addition; thence west along the south Tine of
said Lot 2 and the south line of Lot 1, Emporia Avenue in said addition
to the east line of Emporia; thence west to the Southeast corner of Lot
2, Emporia Avenue in said addition; thence west along the south line of
said Lot 2 and the south line of Lot 1 Topeka Avenue in said addition to
a point, said point being the intersection of the south line of said Lot
1 and the west line of Lot 30, Douglas Avenue in said addition extended
north; thence south along said extended west line and said west Tine to -
the north line of Douglas Avenue; thence south to the point of begin- '
ning. PR -



THE CITY OF WICHITA

_OPFHﬂSOF METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DATE October 30, 1984'f;t;
' DEPARTMENT : B : o

- TO Robert a. Lakln, Dlrector of Plannlng
FBON[ Margaret McDonald Lahey, Preservatlon Planner

SUBJECT Local Des;cnatlon of an HlSt0r1C 
= : Dlstrlct and Federal Law e

In response to your questlon on the above-captloned subject, I sub—
mlt the follow1ng.- L : SRS
__Sectlon 106 review requlres that any federal agentles 1nvolved in .
a federally assisted undertaking, dncluding agencies having authorlty
to license an undertaking. must take iinto account the effect of the
undertaking on any historic resource that is included in or ellglble .
'for inclusion in the Natlonal Reglster. S '
' Propertles maybe determlned to be “ellglble" for 1nclus;on in the :
National Register for purposes of Section 106 if a federal agency
requests the Secretary of the Interior to make a determination of
.”ellglblllty. "Eligible" properties are protected by Section 106
review just as properties included in the Register are. So, . in -
answer to your question, Section 106 does not require any federal
agency undertaking, assisting or licensing a project to take .into.
account its affect on a locally designated histeoric landmark district.
-~ However, if for some reason, a federal agency regquested the Secretary
of the Interior to determine if the local district were eligible for
,llstlng pursuant to Sectlon 106,_Sect10n 106 could be, brought 1nto

Also, it is 1mportant to note that the district itself contalns two-
“properties listed on the National Register, these being the Rock o :
Island Depot and the Eaton Hotel. Also, the 500 block of East Douglas E
“on the south side of the street known as the Carey House Square is o
on the State Reglster Wthh brlngs lnto play K.S.A, 75- 2724 - ?5 2725

In addltlon to Sectlon 106 the Department of Transportatlon Act of
1966 under .a section commonly referred to as Section 4(f) states =
~that the Secretary of Transportation is prohibited from approving any
program or progect, 1ncludlng federal fundlng, requlrlng the use, of

any land from an hlstorlc 31te of natlonal, state or

local significance unless (1) there is no feasible and

prudent alternative...and {(2) such a program 1ncludes
- all p0551ble plannlng to mlnlmlze harm.




~Robert'A. Lakin
October 30, 1984
Page 2 - o

. The protective scope of Section 4(f) is much broader than that of
Section 106 by its inclusion of locally significant historiec - - _
resources. Local historic sites are assumed to be significant in
order to raise Section 4(f), unless the official jurisdiction in

~which the property is located determines it not to be of significance.
It would be difficult to determine that an area is not of significance
if it has been designated an historic landmark district. = . '

Margaret McDonald Lahey
Preservation Planner

MML/lw
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~0CT29 1984 Wichit, Kanen

Wichita, Kansas 67202
METROPOLITAN w1 ¢ 3G 316:267-5327
ROUTE [J — . Y
,EJ“*—~—~ © 7 OcToBER 29, 1984

MEMORANDUM o

T0: EAST DousLAS BUSINESS PERSON
FROM: DaviD E. NORRIS

RE: GENERAL MEMBERSHIP MEETING

DATE:  WEDNESDAY - NOVEMBER 14TH
TIME:  4:00 P.M.

PLACE: THE LOOKING GLASS
;EHJZ EAsT DOUGLAS

- AGENDA
1. CaALL MEETING 70 ORDER A
2. Review MINUTES OF LAST MEETING -~ L. JENSEN .-
3, FINANCIAL REPORT - J. NAFTZGER R
Ly, LIGHTING REPORT - D. NORRIS
5. HistorIC DISTRICT -~ M. LAHEY
6. CHILDREN'S MUSEUM -~ S. FAIRCHILD
7. CHRISTMAS PARTY -~ M. WRIGHT
8. OLD TowN PARTY - S. FAIRCHILD
9. PARK SECURITY - D. NORRIS

JEEN
<

OTHER BUSINESS
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©3ICE OF METROPOLYTAN AREA 1LAN1\1T\(: TwATE  October 17, 1984 0
DLPI&RTMENT : - A s
TO - Bob loveland, Etreet Mainteﬂance Supervisor

¥aoM  Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

7$jSUEJ£CT Last~West Alley South of e
500 Block of Last bocuglas

'Marca“et McUonalu Luhe} of mj staff hau 1nfoxm d ne t dt 3ou con~
tactad her din reference to a memorandum written in the past whlch_
stated the above-cited alley could not be repaired until the = :
Historic Landmark Preservation Committee (HLPC) reviewed thegprofn..7
posed methed of repair. We -have searched our files and cannot -

Sfirnd a memorandum which includes such a statement, however, we
would strongly recommend that the HLPC would be allowed to review
any proposed projects invelving the repaéx cf that alley because
of the historic significance of the cedag avxnj blocks.

“We did find the attached memcrandum which.recommends "several
suggestions which might be agreed upon by..." the HLPC and the -
Operations and Maintenance Department. - That memoraudws was written
a vear and . a half age and we have received ne correspondence on this
_1Lcm since the : LR FEAT o SpEL R

Als it is important to note that this aliey is located wichin a
tate historic district. 'Because of this, any project undertaken
by the City dinvolving this alley must be revmcw 2d by the State
*Lsto*lc PlaueIVdflon_Uleﬁer._,_ﬁ_w_5;¢5g L e T

pres xvatlon of tn»ee Ced31 blOCnL “and oifcr OUI_dshl t i
s@uklng a solution to this problem. L |

" ;Rome1t A. Lakin
“Director of Planning
RAL/MML/ 1w .
Aitaabmen# Ll
cCs 'D de gtowo, Dgrﬁctar of OpPraLJOJQ nnu haithQan_ {w/aLt)
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mmm:wm..wmq AREA PLANNING Bt‘"mwﬁwmnw April 20, 1983
Yo Wayne Isaac, bederal Ald Coordlnauor
‘FroM Jack H._Galblalth, Chlef Planner, Current Plang_

BUBJECT .Pemtoratwon of East~ West Alley SOLth of 500 Block of
: o East Douglas g _

- In reference to your Temo concerning the wood blocks in the;ujy__g;~
above referenced alley, Margaret McDeonald, Bob Lakin and I
“have all walked the alley. We believe that the blocks should
be preserved, however, we probably have lost contreol over the
‘west half of the east-west alley as that has been vacated.
'The following background information is p;ov1ded L

fhe alleg in questlon is included within the boundarleq o
~of the Carey Houge Square Historin District which o
is listed in both the Wichita and Kansas Register of
Historic Places. = The reason cited for inclusion e
of the alley is its historic significance as the last -
'xemulnlng site containing or*glnal cedal block et
paving in W¢Chlta. :

Tn 1974 Cdrev HOLSE Square, }nc., requosted vgcatﬂon:'”'z
. 0f the entlre east-west alley east of Emporia and west B
. of 8t. Francis. Due to a north-scuth alley which _”
forms a T-intersection with the east-west alley, the
[RRAtRN vacation was only granted to the portion of the Eaatw_wi-
contohooie west alley as indicated in yellow (see attachmpnt A).
S This portion is, therefore, privately owned. The.’””
vacation case file mentions the possibility of the
future vacation of the balance of the alley. After = =
- Margaret McDonald contacted the applicants last week, = ...
it was determined that they may still reguest wvacating
the remainder of the alley, though thcv were not cer—-g_.T
;taln how soon that would be. :

We would offer thm follow1ng suggestlons which mlght be:f~”:U 
agreed upon by the Historic Landmark Preservation Committee .
S(HLPC) , your Department, and the Operations and Maintenance .
Department. B PRI . DT

It is our 1ecommcnaat10n that efforts be made to
‘preserve this historic material in situ. First, - e
steps should be undertaken qulckly to prevent farther.f_~f
deterioration of the cedar blocks They may be '
"treatcd 93511y, effectlvely and ;nexpen 1vely with




somo,

Y

< Wayne Isaac _ -2 April 20, 1983

“a readily dvallabie wood preservatlve treatment With-T””
the formuLa in attachment B. : :
“Since therv is . a 90951b111tj that the alley may be _ :
vacated in the future, and because it apparently o
o receives little wvehicular usage, it might be wise i
-not to undertake .any repairs .at this point in time S
other than to take the negessary stepg to preselve R
the cedar blockq. ' ‘ S

Should 1t be detcrmlned that alley repairs must be
made, we would recommend that the blocks still be .
- kept in place, preserved, and that repairs occur
on the areas of the alley already paved, If it is
“determined that because of - ‘drainage ©or other :
“reasons, that the blocks must be covered, then they
should be treated with the preservative and then
~covered with macadam. 'This should preserve the .
~blocks in place and in the future, 1if the. alley 1is
- vacated and some developnrent plan for the alley is
Dropoued they coulamthen Le anovered and malnw
talncd in place. . - :

The last option would be the removal of the blocks. -
We would recommend -that solution only as a last
““resort and then only after the alley is completely
“yacated. “At that time, we would urge that they
be kept in place, but, if they then must be removed,
we would want to werk closely in their preservation
and perhaps 1nc0Tporate thcm An some -type of plan at
_anothe: site, R _ _

We haVP a cont;nu:ng 1nteresL in the prese;vatlon of thosa B
-cedar blocks and offer our assistance in seeking a solution ﬁu_'
~to this problem. If it would be possible to treat the e
blocks with the wood preservative, Margaret McDonald would -
‘be available to be on site when the preservative is applied. -
Please keep us. advised. oF any further development in thls[;?a;

. At

H., Galbraith
£ Planner

. oBttachments < .
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1 - - Case/ ol YV o= 0675  attachment A
Z2) ] - QR
. : .1‘“ 22 -
2""“
7
;VACATION OF* Alley
7 GENERALLY LOCATED: South of Douglas bpetween St..Exancis and. Foporia

Carev House Souare, Inc,. et al

REQUESTED BY:

CAGeENTS rasashaum & Fess
ADDRESS: 125 North HMarket PHONE 263-492]

ReasoN FOR REQUESTS
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- away for 20 minutes.

e v i e e S . e o m e e o Faam e e e ew - -

(attachment B)

EXTERIOR WOOD PRESERVATIVE®
-3 cups Exterior Varnish

1l 02. melted paraffin

1 gallon of Varsol {may substitute

mineral spirits, paint thinner,
or_ﬁurpentine)

~Apply liberally to wood.

*After application keep all fire
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THE CITY OF WICHITA

OFFICE or CITIZEN RIGHTS & SERVICES DATE September 25, 1984 -

TO Margaret McDonald Lahey, Preservation Planner

FROM Sheryl L. Drake, Administrative Assistant

sUBJECT EEQ Review

An EEQ submittal is being requested from Preservation Associates, Inc.
reference your memo of September 24,

You will be advised in writing when this company has met the city's EEQ ;' ° .

requirements.

Thank you for your assistance.

WSSV Q\%\\v

Shery? L. Drake
Administrative Assistant

SLD/K

)

SEP 261984

METP Yo rraxy B ANNING
ROU. S R




PRESERVATION ASSOCIATES, INC.

CONSULTANTS

:207 S. POTOMAC STREET

HAGERSTOWN, MARYLAND 21740
L _PHONE {(301) 791-7880

DOUGLASS C. REED B :: . PRESERVATION PLANNING

PRESIDENT : : COMMERCIAL REHABILITATION
PAULA STONER REED D RESIDENTIAL REHABILITATION

VICE PRESIDENT NATIONAL REGISTER NOMIPIIA.T:EC?NS

September 12, 1984

Margaret McDonald Lahey
Preservation Planner
Metropolitan Area Planning Dept.
10th Floor, City Hall -
455 N, Main

Wichita, XS 67202

Dear Margaret:

Enclosed is the East Douglas Ave. Survey material as specified in our
contract with the City of Wichita. Included in the package is the survey report
which discusses general historical background, architectural developments, an
annotated list of all buildings in the district, survey methods and a list of
sources consulted in preparing the documentation. Also included are individual
Kansas Survey forms for each of the buildings, a district map showing buildings
by number, their status (Key, contributing, non-contributing) and photo views
and numbers; 80 black and white 3" x 5" photographs and eleven colored slides.

In addition we are enclosing our invoice in the amount of §5, OOO (o]4] the :
agreed upon amount for the work performed. :

Under seperate cover I will return the survey files you loaned me. They
were very helpful. T

Please call if you have any questions.

uuuuu _Siﬁferely,
ez
Paula S. Reed
Vice President

PSR/jm
Enclosures



PRESERVATI

207 §. POTOMAC STREET

CONSULTANTS

|

HAGERSTOWN, MARYLAND 21740
. _.PHONE(301)791-7980

DOUGLASS C. REED

PRESIDENT

PAULA STONER REED
VICE PRESIDENT

September 12, 1984

City of Wichita

c/0 Margaret McDonald Lahey
Preservation Planner
Metropclitan Area Planning Dept.
10th Floor, City Hall

455 N. Main

Wichita, Kansas 67202

INVOICE:

ON ASSOCIATES, INC.

PRESERVATION PLANNING
COMMERCIAL REHABILITATION
RESIDENTIAL REMABILITATION
NATIONAL REGISTER NOMINATIONS

For preparation of documentation, architectural analysis

and photography of the proposed East Douglas Historic

District as specified in our contract dated August 6, 19B84.

TOTAL DUE

$5,000.00



THIE CITY OIF WICHITA

OFY¥ICE OF ~ PLANNING DEPARTMENT DATE July 1, 1984
TO Russell L. Brenner, Director_of Administration

FROM Robert A Lakin, D1rector of Planning

smn&xﬂcr Memorandum of Understanding -
East Douglas Historic Survey

This Memorandum of Understanding serves as the bas1s for the assumption of
~the following performance requirements by the Planning Department using E

funds provided pursuant to T1t1e I ef the Hou51ng and Community Development .
Act of 1974, as amended. ____;V'

1t is mutually understood by and between the Director of Planning and the =
Director of Administration that Community Development Block Grant funds not _
to exceed $1,500 shall be utilized for an inventory and survey of a potential
“turn-of-the century commercial district located along East Douglas Avenue TR
between Topeka Avenue and Nash1ngton Avenue S

'Toward this end, the Planning Department agrees to complete this project in _i
accordance with the attached work program (Attachment A) and the attached SR
budget. : S

Buring this project's administration, the Planning Department agrees to

comply with all laws, regulations, and policies of the United States, the
State of Kansas and the City of blchlta, including but not limited to, the L
following: '

1. Equal Opporcun1ty

. -T1t1e VI Civil R1ghts Act of 1968. '

Section 109 Housing and Community Deve1opment Act of ]974
Executive Order 11246, as amended.

City of Wichita Ordinance 38-407.

City of Wichita Executive Order No. 1.

. City of Wichita Administrative Regulation No. 23.

L e T

2. ‘Section 3

a. Section 3, Housing and Community Development Act of 1968.
b. City of Wichita Administrative Regulation No. 60,

3. Community Development Block Grant Administration
8. City of Wichita Administrative Regulations Nos. 62, 63 and 64.
4.  Other o

a. Federal Labor Standards -
b. ‘Clean Air Act K

¢. Lead-based Paint Act ' 3
d. Uniform Relocation Ass1stance and Real Property Acquisition P0]1c1es i

Act. of 1970.



. Memorandum of Understanuing -
‘East Douglas Historic Surve
July 1, 1984 -
Page 2 : e

e. Architectural Barriers Act of 1968. -
fo City of Wichita Administfative Regulations Nos. 5 and 7.

Approval of this Memorandum by the Director of Administration and the City
Manager shall constitute a divective to implement this project. Any changes
or amendments must be in writing and must have written approval of all S
signatories of this agreement. ~This Memorandum shall remain in effect until -
December 31, 1984. S : ' AT

SOOI

““Robert A Lakin, Director-of Planning

APPROVAL:

&7

“Bfenfer, Director of Administration

D e B

Y
ECA. déntigh, Lrty Manager

“RAL/MR/gt



ey SRR ATTACHMENT A

" SCOPE_OF SERVICES

The Metropolitan Area Planning Department shall:

Engage qualified individuals or consultants to undertake and complete an
inventory and survey of a potential turn-of-the-century commercial district
located aTong East Douglas Avenue between Topeka Avenue and Washington Avenue‘
This area is within the boundarles of the 01d Town Association. -

The purpose of the inventory and survey is to obtain documentation for the
possible creation of a certified historic landmark district.  The consultant
will be responsible for compiting sufficient documentation to allow® the future
compw?at1on of a district nomination which may be used to complete the necessary
review for nomination and cons1derat1on for certification as a Reg1stered
Historic District. R

The consultants shall:

1. Provide the personnel to carry out a complete inventory and survey
of the area of the 01d Town Association which has been identified as a .
potential commercial turn-of-the-centurv historic landmark district.
The inventory and survey should follow the National Register of Historic
Places Guidelines for Local Survev: A Basis for Preservation Planning.
National Park Service Publication Number 189. Work shall include ai] o
field work, survev coordination and historical research. L

2. Provide the following documentation:

a. A map which clearly identifies each building, site, street, address.
boundaries of survev and proposed boundaries of potential h1stor1c 5
landmark d1str1ct : S

b. A complete architectural survey of each building w1th1n potential d1str1ct
area. The State Historic Structures Inventory form will be used for
~survey. A sampling of completed inventory forms shall be submitted
to the City of Wichita and the Historic Preservation Department (HPD)
of the Kansas State Historical Soc1ety for review at the beg1nn1ng of the
survey. ._ R

‘c. One negative and two photographs of each building surveyed. The
photographs should be black and white 3" x 5" prints. The photographs
should be keyed to the map. - R

3. Compile the following informaition:
&. General description of elements of district.

b. General descr1pt1on of types, sty]es or periods of arch1tecture L |
represented in the district. L

¢. General physical re1at10nsh1ps of buildings to each other and to the
environment.

d. General description of the district during the period(s) when 1t ach1eved
s1gn1f1cance . e



€.

k.

{,5-7.‘7.?_,6. o . s

Present and original uses of buildings and any successful adaptwve
uses. : . .

iy

General condition of buildings.

Intrusions ‘ e

Qualities that make the district distinct from its surroundings,__f |

A Tist of all bui1dings_that‘contribute to the character of the district.
Approximate number 6f buildings in the district. | L

Concise boundary description and justification.

4, Historical research organized around the following topics:

a.
b.
C.

dl

The physiéal development and charécfer of the aréa;
Historical trends and major events in the area's history.
Individuals and groups important in the area's development.

Specific historical. information on individual properties if avai}ab]e.

5. The consultants shall be acceptable to the HPD.

6. The inventory and survey shall be completed and the final document submitted
to the City and the HPD by September 15, 1984. S

A minimum of $3,500, or 70% of the total cost of this study shall be funded by

a grant from the Kansas State H1stor1ca1 Society.
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PR ~ DETAI

FUND

Community Deve]opment

DEPARTMENT

Block Grant Planning

DIVISION

Survey

East Douglas Historic

ACTIVITY NO,
879-68-360-~
50002

ACCOUNT CLASSIFICATION

ACTUAL

BUDGET

BUDGET -

PERSONAT, SERVICES

110
121

Salaries & Wages
Emplovees Claims

TOTAL

CONTRACTUAL SERVICES

210
220

Utilities
Communications

230
240

Transportation
Advertising

250
260

Insurance ’
Dues and Subscriptions

270
280

Professional Services
Maint of Bldes & Improvements

290
. 295

Maintenance of Equipment
Other Contractual Serv1ﬂes

$1,500

TOTAL

COMMODITIES

$1,500

310
320

Office Supplies
Clothing and Linen

330
340

Food, Drugs & Chemicals
Opr, Supplies-Bldes & Improvements

350
360

Repair Parts-Bldgs & Improvements
Operating Supplies~Equipment

370
380

Repair Parts-Equipment
Operating Supplies - Construction

390
395

Minor Apparatus and Teols
Qther Commodities

TOTAL

CAPITAL OUTLAY

410
420

Land
Buildings

430
440

Improvements Other Than Bldgs.
Office Equipment

450
460

Vehicular Equipment
Operating Equipment

470

Other Capital Outlay

'GRAND

TOTAL

TOTAL

$1,500

PR A WA TR o W o ¥ o
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V&"WGPOLW&M A&tm PLAHNMNSQEPARTMEN* May 1, um;_.f
TO Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning . .

FROM Margaret McDonald Lahey, Preservation Planner

SUBJECT pProposal for Funding Consultants to Complete Local Hlstorxo
D;strlct for Ellglble Area of 01d Town -
Cost

$ 6,500 Estimated Cost of Hiring Consultants e
"'550 TFee to Process Historic Landmark District .

$ 7,050 Total hstlmated Cost o

Sources of Fundlng_;bﬂ

$ 5,000 2A~5 Close-Out Funds S
: 3,500 HiStOYlC Preservatlon Departiment (HPD} Grant .

5 8,500 1ota’ Funds Available

Excess Funds

$ 8,500 Total Funde Available
= 7,050 Total Estimated Cost

$ 1,450 Excepé_ g

A-5 Close-0Out Punds ~ On Febxuavy 7, 1984, the WJLnlta
Beoard of City Commissioners considered an 1nter1m S
report they requested from the Economic Development -
Commission (EDC) - The EDC's first recommendation ...
was: L S

Approve the 0ld Town Association's
request that the City of Wichita
assist in pursuing an historic
district degignation if the Associ-
ation membership decides formally
to pursue such a district; approve
the reallocation of A-5 close-ocut
funds in an amount not to exceed
$5,000 toward hiring a consultant
for the progect.




Robert A. iakin
Page Two
May 1, 1984

‘The Board of City Commissioners tock action to:

. “"Approve that administrative staff
assistance in pursuing an historic
designation for 0ld Town and the
reallocation of A-5 close-out funds
in an amount nct to exceed $5,000
if designation is pursued, be
approved. A

The next step to secure this funding for the use
designated by the Board of City Commissioners would -
be development of a Memorandum of Understanding '
between the Department of Administration and either
the Department of Housing and Economic Development -
or the Metropolitan Area Planning Department. To i :
my knowledge no final decisions have been made as . ...

- to which of the two departments would enter into o
the Memorandum of Unaergtandlng with the Departmeqb_ﬁ[
of Admlnlstratlon. :

HPD Grant - Assuming the grant application is approved,
$3,500 of the grant have been proposed to be used -
for the purpose of hiring consultants to carry out .
‘an inventory and survey of the "0ld Town" Historic
District. ~Since these funds can't be used to fund
“the actual writing of the historic district nomina-
tion application, it is proposed the A-5 close-out
funds be used to pay the consultants for the actual
writing of the nomination form and the fee charged
for historic district nomination application (SSOO
per district plus $1.00 per building - there are
approximately 47 buildings in the potential d*strlct :
area). This could be dcne by entering into two
separate contracts with the consultants ~ one for

the inventory and survey and the other for wrltlng
the nomination appllcatlon.

Excess Funds -~ It is anticipated that there would
be an excess of funds. The HPD has indicated that . -




Robert h. Laﬁin
Page Three
May 1, 1984

the monies we receive should be spent in full by -

-  September 30, 1984. Therefore, it would be most -
logical to fully use the $3,500 EPD grant funds
and schedule the excess in the A~5 close-out
funds. This excess could then be reprogrammed .
.back to the A-3 close-out funds for the 0ld Town . '~
Asgociation. - : L

1 have previously submitted to you a memorandum containing
reference to consultant selection (please see page two
0f the attached memorandum). - Under this combined funding .
;proposal, the total amount for both contracts is still

below the $¢10,000 limit so the selection procedure set out
in that memorandum could still be followed. SN

1f a HPD grant application is submitted and approved as .

“currently written, we will be committing ourselives to - s

‘expending the $3,500 for said purposes between July 1,

1984 and September 3¢, 1984. For that reason, I would ..

like to proceed with this as soon as possible. If you R

have any further questions, please let me know. RN
T ~ —,

i o ‘,‘.,"f' : ;‘;, g
. 'ﬂ{g%éﬁ:ﬁ’ o f/fw’!ﬁb s <

‘Margaret McDonald Lahey i
Preservation Planner

“MML: jps
Attachment
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‘ «r—‘ai"iE‘rROPoufrAN AREA PL&NNE_NG DEPARTMENT March 15, 1984
“TO Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

. FROM fﬁargaret McDonald Lahey, Preservation Planner
“SUBJECT aApplication to the HlStOIlC Preservatlon Funﬁ for

-

:fneed help and would probably be very pleased at they

‘Survey and Planning . .

-

A}ety s Historic Preservation Departmentllw' The

'wgse of the fund is to prov1de survey gfid planning grants
' _f’ganlzatlons. As
3kssed earlier, the HPD currentl "has $9,700 which
javailable on July 1, 1984. Zhe match would be -
al-city and could be a s¢ft, in-kind match (office

70-30 fed¥y:
-space, xeroking, staff time and otHer support serv1ces) o

propose that it baw\ /
an inventory and suliyey of the following areas:

Priority 1 Th¥, area of 0ld Town which has

dge District" north

:and two w1t;" N ear and if any money
were left & _ rted on the Sl

action to request
5 to pursue

the Cﬂfy of Wichita assist them in the effo:
istoric district

the gléesignation and certlflcatlon of a local®
thfin ©ld Town. :

:st Douglas is an area which has _expressed 1nte%§st in

1fastor1c district designation. . They have. a 1jpsely
/organized effort underway now to revitalize the ar§a. They

'OSSlblllty

of the creation of a district in that area.



T} . £,

Robert A. Lakin . . -2- March 15, 1984

- . [ . i .-

“Although the grant money would not apply to the actual cost
of*writing the district nomination form, the costs it would
-cover would be the expense of the prereguisite inventory
and survey. The 1nventory and survey work is about 30% to
“95¢ of the work lnvolvad in preparing an historic dlstrlct
Aesignation. :

“;Since the grant is under $10,000 and since our match would
~be for in~-kind services, the amount of the contract we would
—enter into with a consultant would be under $10,000 making

it a Class C service. This would allow the option of

- -following the consultant selection process cor skipping it
with the City Manager s authorization. There are pros and
cons for each. . .

If the decision is to follow the selection procedure set out

: in AR-?, we could: gg
-' — rosoron cn oo

1) ‘identify three gqualified consultants and. 725
contact them to ascertain if they would %, *{Tawnwﬁeﬂ
be interested. in receiving a request ~Ond Vo

.~-for proposals, . o _ Aépgz,zﬁuﬁgnﬁ/kbwﬁ
- :2)- review the proposals, '

3} select consultants.
There are several advantages of pursuing the grant. It.
would allow much needed and timely survey work to be
andertaken. It would in effect increase our preservation
staffing level, allowing more work to be accomplished at
1ittle cost to the city or this department. It would allow
-me to continue working on the preservation plan - I have the
first written draft of the complete plan about half completed.
It will also help our continued improvement of relations .
with the State. Also, if our experience with this is good,
the HPD has already informed me they will have a total of
-$19,000 available in the next funding year. .

Y wonld like to request that you consider allowing me to pur-

-sue this grant. Itcould help increase the scope of activities
of the preservation program in a most positive way and allow.

us to accomplish lmportant objectives.

égéo f{féﬂ/(” @ﬁéé//;// .

Margaret McDonald Lahey
Preservation Planner




II.

- ACTION PLAN

Who participates: Old Town Association
City of Wichita
Step 1: Informational meetings for membership of 0ld Town.
Step 2: 1If idea is appfoved by membership of 0ld Town,
| proceed with formal study of architectural history
of the area and apply for historic designetidn
- (may require funds to hire a private consultant to
do formal study and pursue des1gnatlon through the
State). ' ‘ :
. Possible sources of funding: Private funds
L A-5 closeout funds
CDBG RN

State matching grant
(Preservation Grants
in aid) =

~Action Requested: It is requested that the City of Wichita
‘agree to assist the membership of the 0ld Town Association

in pursuing an historic designation if the membership decid
formally to pursue such a district. This assistance would

take the form of staff assistance and the possible realloca

tion of A-5 closeout funds or conSLderatlon of a request fo
CDBG funds. ' L

Rehabilitation Guidelines

Who participates: ind Town Association
City of Wichita

~tions of the historic district.

es

T

-8tep 1: If an historic district is established in the.ie?, ﬁgj%f“
0ld Town area, this will eliminate the need S éﬁtﬁg
for additional rehab guldellnes The Depart- '_133A
ment of Interior provides guidelines for all ij?@%ﬁ%'
work to be certified §ﬁr§§§n%“ oifﬁe_regula—-gﬁj}:gewyéi



-2- (™

Step 2: If an historic district is not established, then
' . guidelines should be drafted for rehabilitation

‘work in the area in order to maintain and enhance
the historic character of 0ld Town. It may be
necessary for enforcement purposes, to establish
these guidelines by Ordinance, much along the
lines of the City's current sign ordinance. S

Action Requested: ©No action is requested at this time until it

is determined whether or mot an historic district will be sought.

}

I1I. Relocation of The Rescue Mission o ';gr
Who participates: Union Rescue Mission ;jwlg |
' 01d Town Association chet
City of Wichita E
" Residents of 0ld Town Area

Step 1: Form a task force coﬁsisting of representatives of

‘the above listed groups. SR
Step 2: Identify potential areas for relocation and avail-

- able buildings. SR
Step 3: Determine costs of relocation and potential funding

B sources, such as CDBG, private funding, donations

_ . from churches. | ” s
Action Requested: It is requested that the City of Wichita
agree to participate in exploring the feasibility of relocat-
ing the Rescue Mission by appointing City of Wichita represen-
tatives to serve on the task force when it is formed. f'g

~1IV. ‘Increased Police Presence

Who participates: Greater Downtown Wichita ' /féfgjff“
TS : Old Town Association [ﬁﬁ,é?ﬂﬁﬁﬁ

i f’)‘ffé{ . '. . . - (ﬂ .
DR  City of Wichita R ke

Stéﬁ 1: Establish an ad hoc committee to find some ways
to increase the presence and visibility of = -
‘police in the 0ld Town area and perhaps the rest

, of the downtown core. AR

‘Step 2: Explore different alternatives of service such as:

‘Foot patrol
Mounted patrol
Bicycle patrol _
Funding may possibly come from a downtown Improvement Dis;rict;



Action Requested: It is requested that the City participate
in an ad hoc committee to explore ways of increasing police
yisability and presence in 0ld Town and downtown in general.

Identify Possible Funding Sources to Leverage Private Development

Who participates: 01d Town Assoc1atlon
Clty of Wichita
Chamber of Commerce
Step 1: Meet with business and property owners to determine
what kind of assistance or loan programs they would
find most beneficial as an incentive to expand or
- remodel their businesses. AR
Step 2: Based on input received from businesses, design
potential programs which would meet their needs.
Step 3: Present the programs to the Economic Development .
Commission for recommendation to the City i
Commission. ) ‘
Actlon Requested: It is requested that the City of Wichita
participate with the 0ld Town Association and the Chamber of
Commerce in identifying and designing funding programs which
leverage or act as an incentive to development. Possibilities

_to be explored might include rehabilitation loan pools, incuba-

tor business loan pools, etc., possibly leveraged with CDBG.

" ‘funds as previously discussed by the City Commissioners. -

Iagntify and Formally Adopt or Armiend Recommended Prioxrity Project

Who participates: -0ld Town Association
‘City of Wichita

Step 1: The 0ld Town Executive Committee met on
December 28, 1983 to review the Old Town
Development Plan. At that meeting they
unanimously endorsed the plan.

Step 2: The plan was presented to the Board of City
Cormissioners on January 3, 1984 and referred
to the Economic Development Commission for .. .=
evaluation and recommendation of Phase I '

which consists of two retail anchors and a. U phase I wjo .
‘ ' . ::'.A{F‘mw@é

parking deck. TR v o
PR, e



Step 3:

Step 4:

W I Il e et e LD e ol ks o a1 e Ml

wlye

Evaluate the proposal and determine what,

if any, public involvement might be

requested. These kinds of parking decks i
are usually done with revenue bonds and :J;@%;

- ...-. s"ﬂ_ w/;}.jﬂ". Soeden

p9531b1y some sort of guarantee from the Covtains de

City to cover potential deficit.

Make a recommendation to the City Commission .
to either endorse the proposed development

or amend it. -



. WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNT"
MET-\JPOL!TAN AREA PLANNING CUmMISSION
CITY HALL, TENTH FLOOR, 455 NORTH MAIN STREET
WICHITA, KANSAS 67202-1688

May 9, 1985

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
re,uﬁrae (auav

Case No.: H 85-1 5
Location: Generally located {west /of Topeka Avenue and/east/ of Rock island\>

Avenue from one-half biock north of Douglas AVenue and south of
English

- __.__'Réquest:: -_._'_,'_._.._,-Estab!is'hment'_of the "H" Historic ‘Landmark Designation on the . .- '
' ' following described property

SEE LEGAL DESCRIPTION AND MAP ATTACHED HERETO

The Historic lLandmark Preservation Committee (HLPC), at their meeting on Monday,
May 20, 1985 at 3 p.m., in the Metropolitan Area Planning Department Conference
Room, Tenth Floor, City Hall, 455 North Main, Wichita, Kansas, will consider the
establishment of the proposed East Douglas Avenue Historic Landmark District. The
HLPC invites property owners in the area to attend that meeting to ask any ques-
tions they may have regarding the proposed designation.

Upon the HLPC's recommendation, the proposed district designation will be forwarded
to the Metropolitan Area Piannmg Commission (MAPC) for a public hearing.  That
meeting will be held on May 30, 1985 and will begin at 1:30 p.m. in the City of
Wichita's City Commission Meeting ~Room, First Floor, City Hall, 455 North Main,
Wichita, Kansas, _

.~As an owner or occupant of property in the area,. you have the right to appear at .
“the MAPC meeting, either in _person or by agent or attorney, to support or oppose -

this request. If you have no interest in or objection to the request, you have no
obligation to appear at the public hearing.

The Citizen Participation Organization  (CPO) neighborhood council will consider this
case for the purpose of making a formal recommendation to the MAPC and City
Commission. If you have an interest in this case, you are encouraged to express
your opinions at your CPO Council meeting. The date, time and location of the CPO
meeting may be obtained by calling 268-4516.

{f you have any ‘questions or wish additional information, please call 268-4421,

WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION
bt S| LD l_H_'I i
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Published in the Daily Record on May 7, 1985 (one  time)

OFFICIAL NOTICE

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN AND TO ALL PERSONS INTERESTED:

~. - NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEK that on May 20, 1985, at 3:00 o'clock p.m., the
HISTORIC LANDMARK PRESERVATION COMMITTEE, in the Metropolitan Area Planmning
"Department Conference Room, City Hall, 10th Floor, 455 North Main, Wichita,
Kansas, will consider the following item for purposes of making a recommenda-
tion to the Metropolitan Area Planning Commission and the Board of City
Commissioners.

CASE NO. H85~1

Establighment of the "H" Historic Landmark Designation on the following des—
cribed property.

EAST DOUGLAS AVENUE HISTORIC LANDMARK DISTRICT located within the following
described boundary, commencing at the Northwest corner of Lot 33, Douglas
Avenue, N.A, English's Addition to the City of Wichita; thence east along the
south line of Douglas Avenue as platted in saild addition to the Northwest
corner of Lot 41, Douglas Avenue of said addition; thence south along the west
line of said Lot 41 and said line extended to the scuth line of the alley
adjacent to and south of said Lot 41; thence east along said south line and
- .-said line extended to the Northwest corner of Lot 1 Emporia Avenue in said
~addition; thence south along the west line of Lots 1 and 3 Emporia Avenue imn
"'gaid addition to the south line of said Lot 3; thence east along said south
line to the east line of said Lot 3; thence north along the east line of Lots
3 and 1 Emporia Avenue on said addition to the Northeast corner of said Lot 1;
thence east to the Northwest corner of Lot 2 St. Francis Avenue in said
~addition; thence continuing east along the north line of said Lot 2 to the

.o "west line of St. Francis Avenue; thence south along said west line to the

"north line of William Street; thence east along said north line to the South-
west corner of Lot 12 Santa Fe Avenue in said addition; thence south to the
Northwest corner of Lot 14, Santa Fe Avenue in said addition; thence south
along the west line of even numbered Lots 14 thru 38, Santa Fe Avenue in said
addition to the Scuthwest corner of saild Lot 38; thence east along the south
line of said Lot 38 to the Southeast corner of said Lot 38; thence south along
the east line of even numbered Lots 40 thru 50, Santa Fe Avenue in said
addition to the Southeast corner of said Lot 50; thence east to the Southwest
corner of Lot 1, Union Station Addition to Wichita, Kansas; thence east along
the south line of said Lot 1 and said line extended to the west line of Rock
Island Addition to Wichita, Kansas; thence north along said west line and the
west line of Rock Island 2nd Addition to Wichita, Kansas to the Southwest
.corner of Lot 3, Union Station Addition to Wichita, Kansas; thence north along
the west line of said Lot 3 to a point 140 ft. south of the north line of said
Lot 3; thence east parallel to and 140 ft, south of said north line to the
west line of Rock Tsland Avenue; thence north along said west line to the
north line of the alley adjacent to and south of Lot 2, Mead Avenue, East
Wichita Addition; thence west along the north line of said alley to. the
Southeast corner of Lot 1, Mead Avenue of said addition; thence westerly to

. the Southeast corner of Lot 14, Santa Fe Avenue, J. R. Mead Addition; thence
~west along the south line of said Lot 14 to the Southwest corner of said Lot
"'14; thence southwesterly to .the Southeast corner of Lot 1, St. Francis Avenue,

in said addition; thence north along the east line of lots 1, 3, 5, 7, and 9
St. Francis Avenue in said addition to the north line of the south half of
said Lot 9; thence west along said north line to the east line of St. Francis
Avenue; thence south along said east line to Southwest corner of Lot 1, St.
Francils Avenue in said addition; thence west to the Soutrheast corner of Let 2,
St. Francis Avenue in said addition; thence west along the south line of said
Lot 2 and the south line of Lot 1, Emporia Avenue in said addition to the east
line of Emporia; thence west to the Southeast corner of Lot 2, Emporia Avenue
in said addition; thence west along the south line of said Lot 2 and the south
~line of Lot 1 Topeka Avenue in said -addition to a point, said point being the
intersection of the sgouth line of said Lot 1 and the west line of Lot 30,
Douglas Avenue in said addition extended north; thence south along said
extended west line and said west line to the north line of Douglas Avenue;
thence south to the point of beginning. Generally located west of Topeks
Avenue and east of Rock Island Avenue from one-half block north of Douglas

Avenue and south of English,



If this matter is not deferred for further consideration by the Historic
Landmark Preservation Committee, it will appear on the agenda for official
public hearing during the regular meeting of the WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION which begins at 1:30 p.m., Thursday, May
30, 1985 in the City Commission Meeting Room, First Floor, City Hall, 455
North Main, Wichita, Kansas, at which time you may appear either in person or
by agent or attorney, if you so desire.

WITNESS MY HAND AND SEAL on this 6th day of May > 1985,

Robert A. Lakin, Secretary
Wichita-Sedgwick County
Metropolitan Area Planning Commission

(SEAL)
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530(Published in The Dally fecord, May 7, 198571
GFFICIAL NOTICE

TOWHOM 1T MAY GONCERN AND TO ALl PERSONS

INTERESTED:

NOTICE 1S HEREBY GIVEN that on May 20, 1985, at
3:00 o'clock p.m., the HISTORIC LANDMARK
PRESERVATION COMMITTEE, in the Metropolitan
Arsa Planning Department Gonferencs Room, City
Hait, 10th Floor, 455 North Main, Wichlia,Kansas, will
consider the following item for purposes of making &
recommendation ¢ the Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission and the Board of City Commissioners.

CASE NG. HBS-1

Catablishment of the M Historie Lendmark
Destgnation en the fellowing dpscribed propariy.

EAST DOUGLAS AVENUE HISTORIC LANDRARK
DISTRICT located within the foilowing descriped
boundary, commencing al the Northwest corner of Lot 33,
Douglas Avenue, N.A, English’s Adoition t0 the Gity of
wichita; thence east aleng the south ling of Douglas
Avenue as platied in said addition fo the HNaorthwest
rorner of Lot 41, Douglas Avenue of said addition; thence
south along the west line of said Lot 41 and said fine
axtended to the south line of the alley adjacent 1o and

south of said Lot 41; thence east along sald south line and

sales line extended to the Northwest corner of Lot 1
Emporia Avenue in said addition; thence soutH

- aiong the west lins of Lots 1 and 3

Emporia Avenue in said addition to the south line of said
Lot 3; thence eest along said south line {o the east line of
said Lot 3; thence north atong the east line of Lots Jand 1
Emporia Avenue on said addlition to the Northeasl corner
of satd Let 1: thence east to the Nerthwest. corner of Lot 2
St Francis Avenue in said addition; thence coRtinuing
east along the rorth line of said Lot 2 to the wes! line of

- 81, Francis Avenue; thence south along sald west jine to
- the north line of William Strest; thence east along said

north line to the Southwest corner of Lot 12 Sante Fe
Avenue in said addition; thence south to the MNorthwest
corner of Lot 14, Santa Fe Avenus in said addition; thence

south along the west tine of even numbared Lots 14 thru

. 38, Santa Fe Avenue in sald addition to the Southwest

corner of said Lot 38; thenoe east along the south line of
sald Lot 38 to the Southeast corner of said Lo 38; thence
south afong the sast line of even numbered Lots 40 thru

" 50, Santa Fe Avenue in said addition to the Southeast

carner of said Lot 50; thence east to the Southwest corner
of Lot 1, Union Station Addition to Wichita, Kansas;
thence aast along the south tine of said Lot 1 and said line

. axtended to the wast line of Fock island Addition 10

Wichita, Kansas; thence north along said west line and

the west ling of Rock lsiand 2nd Addition to Wichita,

_Kansaa to the Southwes} corner of Lot 3, tUnion Station

Addition to Wichita, Kansas; thence north algng the west
line & said Lot 3 to & point 140 fi. south of the north line
of said Lot 3; thence azst paraiiel 1o and 140 ft. south af
auid north iing to the west Hne of Rock isiand Avenue,
thence north slong said wes! fine to the north Hine of the
ailey adjocent to and south of Lot 2, Mead Avenue, East
Wichita Addition; thence wesi along the ngeth line of said

B alley to the Southeast corner of Lot 1, Mead Avenue of

said addition; thence westerly o the Southeast corner of
Lot 14, Sama Fe Avenue, J.R. Mead Addition; thence
west along the south line of said Lot 14 to the Southwest
corner of said Lot 14; thence soulhwesterly 0¥ the
Southeast covner of Lot 1, St Francis Aventue, in Saig
addition; thence north along the east line of Lots 1, 3, 5,
7, and 8 $t. Francis Avenue in sald addition to the north
lisie of the south half of said Lot 9; thence west atong

sald north Hnd 1o the east fine of 5t Francis Avenue,
thence south along said east line to Southwest corner of
Lot 1, St. Francis Avenue in said additior; 1hence west o
the Southeast corner of Lot 2, 8t. Francis Avenue in said
addition; thence west along the scuth tine of said Lot 2
and the south line of Lot'1, Emporia Avenue in said
addition to the east lire of Emporia; thence west to the
Southeast corner of Lot 2, Emporia Avenue in said
addition; thence west along the south lineof said Lot 2
and the south jine of Lot 1 Topeka Avenue in said addition
to a point, sald point being the intersection of the south

_line of said Lot 1 and the west line of Lot 30, Douglas
. Avenue in said addition extended north; thence Soulh
: .along sald extended west line and said wesi ine to the

north line of Douglas Avenue; thence seuth to the point of
begirning. Generally located west of Topeka Avenue and
east of Rock tsland Avenue from-one-half biock north of
Douglas Avenue and south of Enplish,

If this matter is not deferred for further consideration
by the Historlc Landmark Preservation Committee, it wiil
appear on the agenda for official public hearing during
the reguiar mesting of the WICHITA-SEDGWICK
COUNTY METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COM-
MISSICON which begins at 1:30 p.m., Thursday, May 30,
1985 in the Clty Commission Meeting Reom, First Fioor,
City Hall, 455 Morth Main, Wichita, Kansas, at which
time:you may, appear eithar in person or by.-agent or
attorfiey, if yousodésire. :
" WITNESS MY HAND AND SEAL:
May, 1885, T
Robart A, Lekin, Secratary.
Wichita-Sedgwlek County 07 o
Matropotitan Area Ptanning Cofrinilsgh
SEALY e et

iy of

STATE OF KANSAS, ¢
COUNTY OF EDGWICK, 88;

AL A

, of lawful age
being #irst duly sworn; deposss and says that
she is Business Manager of THE DAILY
RECORD, a newspaper printed and published
In the State of Kansas, and of general
clrculation on a dally basis In Sedgwick County,
Kansas, and that sald newspaper i3 not a trade,
religlous or fraternal publication.

" Said newspaper is published at leass flfty (50}
o times a year, snd has been so published
eontinuously and unimterrupted in sald County
and State for a perlod of more than flve (5}
years prior to the first publication of the notica
attached, and has besn admitted at the post
offlce in Wishita in sald County and Siate as
sacond class matter.
Take a notice, a true copy of which i8 hereto
aftached, was published In the regular and

entire fasue of said newspaper for j
consocutive —____ 7 Af  agfollows:

w MAY 71085

2nd

3rd

4th

Sth

6th

Business Manager

Subscribed and swomn to before me this

19—%@3{— &y !
q:upim’ Al \”{\_J\._wi

Notary Public

My Commission expires:
¥

L

(SEAL)

Putlication

¢ AT DE
63

TOVITA L. MIES
BOTARY PGS
T UBTATE OF KANSAS

My Appt. Exp, Fle TG




H85-1

WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Request - for proposed - EAST DOUGLAS AVENUE HISTORIC
LANDMARK DISTRICT designation on the property generally
located east of Topeka Avenue and west of Rock Island Avenue
from one-half block north of Douglas Avenue to south of
English.

MAPC HEARING DATE: May 30, 1985

“Acres: 27.5 | | Si.ze:. 800 X 700 (ﬁ*regufarj -

Reason: Historic Landmark Designation

Land Use Zoning
Existing Mixed Retail, Park, Wholesale, new,  upn onpu
Office, Hotel, Warehousing, Parking
North Mixed Retail, Warehousing, "pDW g "EY
Parking
South Light Industrial, Warehousing ncw, "DV g "EY
Fast Mixed Retail, Warehousing, new g npw
Business Services, Parking,
Auto Sales & Service
West Office, Mixed Retail, Parking npu

- History: Part of H79-1  Mead Conservation District

“ Appli

cant:ﬂ “ Historic Landmark Preservation Committee

e e R TR R S P o i e S e P . PR . o B S B

COMMENTS:

1.

The Historic Landmark Preservation Committee has submitted an
application to the Planning Commission for recommendation to the
Board of Wichita City Commissioners as to whether subject property
should receive the historic landmark designation in accordance with
the ordinance passed by the Board of City Commissioners on April 1,
1975, (City Code 2.12,1015 ~ 2,12.1025)}.

Subject property is generally located east of Topeka Avenue and west
of Rock Island Avenue from one-half block north of Douglas Avenue
to south of English. It contains a variety of business uses. Three
individual properties, the Eaton Hote!l, the Rock Island Depot and

‘Merchants Van Line Warehouse; and one area between Emporia and St.

Francis on the south of Douglas, the Carey House District, have

- .previously been designated historic landmarks. The general area is

. described as a district held together by architectural and historical

"""-unity representing two important periods in Wichita's history: the

1880's and the first three decades of the 20th century. An important
aspect of the district is that it remains substantially as it was earlier
in _the 20th century.. The .intrusive elements to the district are

‘minimal, _almost nonexistent;: afid consist mostly of non-historic open

space:in:the: form of: parkmg lots and a city park. The qualities that

make this district distinct" from: the surrounding area are its unity of

scale,. materuals__ “usage and ‘agei - The edges of the district are easily

‘features, ézther.-.bm!dmgs: or

of:_.:_the concentrations of noncontributing
open space such as parking lots. The

'_greatest hustor:cal sngmf;cance of the proposed dnstnct is that it |s

There.-z;-are--'-m'-._apparent mconsnstenmes between = this -request and
adopted plans and projects., The Historic Landmark Preservation
Committee has submitted documentatlon in justification of the request-
ed historic landmark designation.
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY DATE:  June 14, 198
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

T0O: Board of City Commissioners
(t:hmugh Robert G. Finch, City Manager, Interim)

FROM: Margaret McDonald Lahey, Prescrvation Planner

SUBJECT: Proposed East Douglas’ Avenue Historic Landmark District

Consideration of Case Hg5~1 ~ Historic Landmark Designaticn for the East
Douglas Avenue Historic Lendmark District, is scheduled on the agenda for
the Board of City Commissioners (BCC) meeting of June 25, 1985. On
April 26, 1985, a memorandum covering the background of ihis case was
provided to you for your informaticn.

This case was considered by the Historic Landmark Praservation Committee
{HLPC) on NMay 20, 1985 [Attachment B) and a public hearing was held
before the Metropolitan Arca Planning Commission (MAPCY on Kay 30, 1585
(Attachment A). Notice of both meelings and an informational sheet on the
meaning and impact of historic district designation was forwarded to prop-
erty owners within the district as well as all owners of property adjacent
to or abutting the proposed district.  The HLPC took action to unanimous-
ly recommend the designation of the subject district for historic landmark
designation as proposed. The MAPC teok action to recommend by a vote
of -3 that the application be approved. No one appeared in cpposition to
the request for historic landmark designation at either meeting,

T Recommendation .
It is recommended ‘that the Board of City Commissioners approve the
recommendation of the Metrepolitan Area Planning Commission and place the
ordinance establishing the historic landmark designstion on first reading,
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i\e:jr%arcf McDonald Lahey
Preservation Planner

APPROVAL: 4
P -~
7S el
G A L R e
Robert A, Lakin
Director of Flanning
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- R ATTACHMENT A

Planning Agenda Item L " Page

RECOMMENDATION FROM METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISSION
TO BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS

REQUEST FOR HISTORIC LANDMARK DESIGNATION

HB5-1 - HISTORIC LANDMARK DESIGNATIOMN FOR THE EAST DOUGLAS

AVENUE HISTORIC LANDMARK TISTRICT ON THE PROPERTY GENERALLY

- TOCATED EAST OF TOPEKA AVENUE AND WEST OF ROCK TSCAND AVENUE S
'FROM CNE-HALF BLOCK NORTH OF DOUGLAS AVENUE TO SOUTH OF R

':";;'_l-:'East S Mixed Retail, Warehousing, R CLEE S S

ENGLISH,

The MAPC recommends that the application be approved.

{see minutes for full motion)
Hansen moved, Banzer seconded and it carried with a vote of 4 in
favor (Hansen, Banzer, Bayouth, and Goebel) and 3 opposed (Chisholm,
Moore and Peters). Gardner was not present. Crockett and Wilson were
absent.

ACTION: -1, Approve the recommendation of the Metropolitan
- “Area Planning Commission and place the ordinance
establishing the historic landmark designation on
~first reading; or

2. - Take such action as the City Commission deems
appropriate.

CPO ACTION: CPO Councii "L" voted 7-0 to recommend approval of
o the request. _

e i s i e v W= e o e ol e e i Al L SR R T . A g i e . M e e i W B 0 P T o o s i S Al L R S A o e

DATA AND MINUTE

- MAPC Hearing Date:  5-30-85 BCC Hearing Date: 6-25-85
AREA DATA: |
Acres: 27.5 Size: 800 x 700 (!rregular)

Reason: Historic Landmark Designation

Land Use . Zoning
Existing Mixed Retail, Park, Wholesale : nen npe wpn
Office, Hotel, Warehousing, '
Parking
North ‘Mixed Retail, Warehousing, upt g HgH
: ' Parking
“South . . light Industria!, Warehousing _ ~"C" "D" g "E¥ - -

- Business Services, Parking, '
Auto Sales § Service el '
West Office, Mixed Retail, Parking np

History: -Part of H79-1 Mead Conservation District

“Applicant: - Historic Landmark Preservation Committee

Protestors: - None,

e e v e i o e i i e M i b e b o s A s e B
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EXCERPT FROM PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES OF MAY 30, 1985

LEGAL:

7. Case No, H85-1 - Historical Landmark Preservation Committee
‘requests Historic Landmark Designation for the EAST DOUGLAS
AVENUE HISTORIC LANDMARK DISTRICT lccated within the foliow-
ing described boundary, commencing at the Northwest corner of Lot
33, Douglas Avenue, N.A. English's Addition to the City of Wichita;
thence east along the south line of Douglas Avenue as platted in
said addition to the Northwest corner of Lot #1, Douglas Avenue of

~said addition; thence south along the west line of said Lot 41 and

~said line extended to the south line of the alley adjacent to and
south of said Lot H#1; thence east along said south line and said
line extended to the Northwest corner of Lot 1 Emporia Avenue in
said addition; thence south along the west line of Lots 1 and 3
Emporia Avenue in said addition to the south line of said Lot 3;
thence east along said south line to the east line of said Lot 3;
thence north along the east line of Lots 3 and 1 Emporia Avenue on
said addition to the Northeast corner of said Lot 1; thence east to
the Northwest corner of Lot 2 St. Francis Avenue -in said addition;
thence continuing east along the north line of said Lot 2 to the
west line of St. Francis Avenue; thence south along said west line
to the north line of William Street; thence east along said north
line to the Southwest corner of Lot 12 Santa Fe Avenue in said
addition; thence south to the Nerthwest corner of Lot 14, Santa Fe
Avenue in said addition; thence south along the west line of even
numbered Lots 14 thru 38, Santa Fe Avenue in said addition to the
Southwest corner of said Lot 38; thence east zlong the south line
of said Lot 38 to the Southeast corner of said Lot 38; thence south
along the east line of even numbered Lots 40 thru 50, Santa Fe
~Avenue in said addition to the Southeast corner of said Lot 50;
~‘thence east to the Southwest corner of Lot 1, Union Station Addi-
‘tion to Wichita, Kansas; thence east along the south line of said
Lot 1 aﬁé--smf:’}-%me-«ex%eﬁdedv{ﬁ——thﬂvwes-t—%ﬁe-ﬂr-i%eek—%s%aﬁd ,
Additien-te--Wichites—Kanmsas-~thenee-rorth- plong- satd -west-+he--and
the-west-tine-of-Reek-lstand-2rd-Additen-to-WHebite -Kansas-4o
the-Seuthwest-corner-of-ot-3 ~-Urion-StationAdditon-to-Wichita
Koansas--thenee-porth-alerg-the-westtineof said-tot-2-to-a-point

~346-f¢ r-south-of -the-north-Hare of-satd-Lot-3+ to the southeast

corner of said lot; thence northerly along the east line of said
Lot 1 to a point 140 teet south of the north line of said Lot 1,
which point is also 140 feet south of the north line of Lot 3,
Union Station Addition; thence east parallel to and 140 ft. south
of said north line to the west line of Rock Isiand Avenue: thence
north along said west line to the north line of the alley adjacent
to and south of Lot 2, Mead Avenue, East Wichita Addition; thence
west along the north line of said alley to the Southeast corner of
Lot 1, Mead Avenue of said addition; thence westerly to the South-
east corner of Lot 14, Santa Fe Avenue, J. R. Mead Addition;
thence west along the south line of said Lot 14 to the Southwest
_corner of said Lot 14; thence southwesterly to the Southeast corner

o o ef Lot 1, St. Francis Avenue, in said addition; thence north along

el the east line of Lots 1, 3, 5, 7, and 9 St. Francis Avenue in. said
S : addition to the north line of the south half of said Lot 9; thence

west along said north line to the east line of 5t. Francis Avenue;
thence south along said east line to Scouthwest corner of Lot 1,
St. Francis Avenue in said addition; thence west to the Southoast
corner of Lot 2, St. Francis Avenue in said addition; thence west
along the south line of said Lot 2 and the south line of Lot 1,
Emporia Avenue in said addition to the cast line of Emporia; thence
west to the Southeast corner of Lot 2, Emporia Avenuve in said
addition; thence west along the south Iine of said Lot 2 and the
south line of Lot 1 Topeka Avenue in said addition to a point, said
point being the intersection of the south line of said Lot- T and
the west line of Lot 30, Douglas Avenue in said addition exiended
north; thence south along said extended west line and said west
line to the north line of Douglas Avenue; thence south to the point
of beginning. Generally located east of Topeka Avenue and west of




Rock lstand Avenue from one-half block north of Douglas Avenue and
south of English. :

"MARGARET McDONALD 'LAHEY, Junior Planner, pointed out land .
use, zoning, and showed slides of the general area, and reviewed the
following staff report:

COMMENTS:

1. The Historic Landmark Preservation Committee has submitted an
application to the Planning Commission for recommendation to the
Board of Wichita City Commissioners as to whether subject property
-should receive the historic landmark designation in accordance with
the ordinance passed by the Board of City Commissioners on April

1, 1975, (City Code 2.12,1015 - 2,12,1025).

2. Subject property is generally located east of Topeka Avenue and -

west of Rock lIsland Avenue from one-half block north of Douglas
Avenue to south of English, It contains a variety of business
uses. Three individual properties, the Eaton Hotel, the Rock
Istand Depot and Merchants Van Line Warehouse; and one area
between Emporia and St, Francis on the south of Douglas, the
Carey House District, have previously been designated historic
landmarks. The general area is described as a district held togeth-
er by architectural and historical unity representing two important
periods in Wichita's history: the 1880's and the first three decades
of the 20th cenfury. An important aspect of the district is that it
remains substantially as it was earlier in the 20th century. The
intrusive elements o the district are minimal, almost nonexistent,

and consist mostly of non-historic open space in the form of park- =

ing lots and a city park. The qualities that make this district
distinct from the surrounding area are its unity of scale, materials

- usage and age. The edges of the district are easily marked by the
- .."beginning of the concentrations of ncncontributing features, either
~ buildings or open space such as parking lots, The greatest histor-
ical significance of the proposed district is that it is the largest
remaining concentration -of early commercial architecture in Wichita.

3. There are no apparent inconsistencies between this request and
adopted plans and projects. The Historic Landmark Preservation
Committee has submitted documentation in justification of the re-
quested historic landmark designation.

]

DISCUSSION:

LAHEY stated that in  November 1984, the Old Town Association,
which is a merchants association that represents property owners, mer-
chants and people who lease property in that area, at their general
meeting voted to request that the City assist the Old Town Association
in seeking historic landmark district designation for this area. 5he said
that in 1983, the Board of City Commission approved A-5 closeout monies
to the Old Town Association for assistance in revitalizing that area.

... Consultants were retained by the City to do a revitalization study at the .
o orequest of Old town. The first recommendation of those consultants was
Ui lto designate this area as a historic district, one of the main rezsons

being the tax credits that are available, The City Commission received
and filed that plan and asked the Economic Development Commission to
review it and to recommend their priorittes. EDC concurred with the
priorities of the consultants. They reallocated A-5 funds to hire consul-
tants to do the study to determine which part of the area would qualify
for historic district designation and determine the boundaries. She said
that after the completion of that study, she presented it to the Old
Town Association with the proposed boundaries and they voted to sup-
port it with the proposed boundaries and requesied that the City assist
in seeking that designation., LAHEY said that the Historic Landmark
Committec also reviewed this on March 20. Three weeks prior to that
public notices were sent out. She noted for the record that in the
public netice, after it was sent out, staff found out that the general
location  had reversed the directions, but the legal description and map
were correct, '




LAHEY showed slides of the historic designation and mentioned that
the railroad overpass was also included in this district and was identified

as a contributing structure because it was part of the district's history.

- LAHEY pointed out that on the notification that was mailed out,
staff advertised a larger area than théy were actually recommending
today for inclusion in the district, She said that they have a revised
legal description that should be used in the motion. She explained what
would be taken out of the description.

BAYQUTH asked Lahey if she felt everything in that dfstrict quali-
fied for designation as a historic fandmark.

LAHEY said no.  She said that not every building individually could
be a historic landmark, but collectively they form a historic district.
There are two buildings that are .included that are considered
noncontributing The reason they are included was because they are
right in the middle of the district.

PETERS stated that the problem he has with the proposal was it
included a very large area, and he has strong feelings that the govern-
ment interferes enough into private enterprise. He felt that this was
going to cause the property owners in the area a great deal of problems.

HANSEN responded that she had been involved with this since 1977,
She said that she served on Urban Renewal for five years during the
time that they worked in this particular neighborhcod, and a ot of
things that Peters mentioned was true at that time, and a lot of property
owners did not feel it would help them and would not have been benefit-
ed by it. She added that the free enterprise system is not totally free
anymore with the 25 percent tax credit., It has become very useful for
the people who own historic property to wuse the federal tax credit to

_redeve!op, and the City of Wichita would benefit by getting those build-

~"ings fixed up. She felt this was a good plan.

DAVID BURK, Preszdent of Old Town Assoc:at:on ~stated that one
of the reasons that the Old Town Association was formed was to get a

coordinated effort in developing this area. Therefore one of their first
priorities was to a develop a plan that they could proceed with such a
coordinated effort. They asked the City for help in October 1983, and
the City retained consultants to do a plan. When the final report came
out, one of their first recommendations was the designation of a historic
district for this area. He said that the Old Town Association called a
special meeting on February 22 to discuss the boundaries and tax bene-
fits and the ramitications of the designation. At that time all of the
property owners were notified and tenants in the area, many of which
were already Oid Town members., At that meeting they voted unani-
mously to proceed with the district nomination process. In the summer
of 1984, Preservation Associates, Inc., were hired to do inventory and
survey of the buildings. On November 14, the results of the inventory
and survey were presented, and again they had a special meeting and
notified everybody. They took action to officially request that the

“historic district designation be recommended. BURK said that he had
“personnally spoken to several of the business .owners -in the area that

- ‘are not members of Old Town Association. He said that he had answered

numerous questions of - their's and had not gotten any negative
responses, :

BURK said that they believe that the approval of the district would
induce investment into the area and maintain the character and charm of
the area. He urged the Commission to support the Old Town Associa-
tion's effort in obtaining the deszgndt:on of the East Douglas Avenue
historic lendmark district,

HUGH NICKS, Greater Downtown Wichita, stated that the Old Town
Association was now affiliated with Creater Downtown Wichita, and to
complicate matters further, Greater Downtown Wichita was associated with
the Chamber of Commerce. - He szaid that he has not personally surveyed
property owners in that parlicular area, but they do represent a sub-
stantiai number of businesses in the downtown area. He said thal when




people ‘come to his office and inquire about the possibilities of downtown,
the Old Town arez is always discussed, They always have questions,
Within the last year he said that they have had a lot of very serious
inquiries from developers, not only locally but around the country, who ~
are interested and looking at historic properties. He said that he
thought anything that the City might do to enhance the availability of
qualified historic buildings, such as the establishment of the district that
they were considering teday, might entice investors to undertake some .
sort of significant development in that area. Therefore it would hehoove -
~them to seriously consider the implementation of a district.

BAYOUTH asked if this request would interfere with the overall
. -plan for downtown Wichita.. : : - :

NICKS said that he did not think so. The overall plan was pre-
pared by the 21 group, and the group'no long exists. However, the
plan does exist, but since that period of time any number of develop-
ments have occurred that were specifically addressed in the plan. The
general Old Town area was considered in the original plan. He felt this
would fit very nicely into what was suggested in that total development
of the downtown area.

JIM RUANE, Depew and Gillian, representing Coulter Enterprises,
stated that they have a qualified endorsement of the district as pro-
posed. = He mentioned the amendment to the legal description of the
originally proposed district. = That deals with the easternmost boundary
and would except a piece of property owned by Jamie Coulter doing
business as Coulter Enterprises which is along the east edge of the
proposed district. He said it was their understanding that should the
Commission approve  the district, with the amendment being proposing
today, that their property would not be included in the district. There~
fore.as a contiguous property owner owning a piece of property adjacent

- to the eastern edge of the boundary, they have no objection to the
- i.district as proposed. . : - .

PETERS asked why they would object to being included .in -the
district,

RUANE said that as they were aware there were benefits and bur-
dens  attached to any piece of property that would be mcluded in a
district.

_ WOODROW W, GOODWIN, JR., Historic Landmark Committee, wanted
‘to report the action at their meeting where they recommended that the
district be designated, He said that he did not know how many proper-
ty owners reside within this district and did not know how many people
lease property within the district. However, no one spoke in opposition
at their meeting on May 20. In fact, they had two people to come and
ask to be included in this district,

BAYOUTH asked what happens if later on someone in the district
objects and wants to be removed from the district.

S LAHEY responded that if someone wanted to be Femoved from-the . ¢
'--*.Fd;strlct they would follow the same procedure as -they do to have the . -7
district designated., They have to request it; public notice and hearings
to remove them would be required, :

LAHEY further commented in response to the comment of two Com-
missioners that the district boundaries were very large. She said that
when they set the boundaries they approached them as conservatively as
they possibly could. To qualify for the tax credits districts have to be
certified by the State and by the federal government and to be certified,
districts must meet certain standards. The district boundaries were
selected as those which would be most defensible and allow the district
to be certified in order to make it eligible for tax credits.

LAHEY stated for the record that the public notices were mailed out
by certified mail and the receipts were returned for all but four out of
the approximately 57 notices mailed.



MARY - WRIGHT, co-owner of the Old Mill Tasty Shop, 604 East
Douglas, stated that they were in the restaurant business in a building
that has been operated since 1932, They are not only in the business of

serving food, but showing the public- of Wichita a little bit of the

history of their area. She said that if they come down for funch on
Saturday especially they would see a lot of children and families in their
restaurant looking at the historic pictures in their restaurant. Some of
them go out and walk through the area and look at the park. She said
that they would like to have the historic designation so that their block
would not look like the block across the street. It now houses a beauti-
ful park but at one time there were buildings there, and they feel that
there was architectural significance in their area. WRIGHT mentioned

-~ “that last Friday they started picnicing in the park. She said that they

met people from their area that had never been in the park. Some of
them have worked and lived in the area for 10 to 15 years and had been
afraid to use the park simply because there were not other people that
they felt comfortable with in the park. She felt that the Wichita public

- was interested in the area because their first year of festivals was last

year and the festivals asked the Old Town to take part and for the first
year they drew 8,000 people through the area for the first night. This
year they are expecting about 10,000, So the people are coming back to
the area.

GUS GOSSARD, representing KFH radio, stated that Phi} and Nancy
Kassebaum own a considerable amount of property in the area. He said
that they have no basic objections to the historic district, however, they
could not say why the rest of the Carey House properties were not
included in the area, and they would like to have it amended to include
them. :

PETERS asked if Mr, Gossard had made his request to the Land-
mark Committee,

GOSSARD said ye"s, -'3and. .the Committee recommended that -théy could

‘ask for an amendment later.

PETERS asked why wasn't the property included.

COSSARD seid that the first he knew that the property had not
been included was at the Landmark Committee meeting.

HANSEN asked staff why the Carey House property was not
included., ‘

LAHEY stated that staff took the boundaries to the Old Town
Association meeting in November and she thought Mr. GCossard was
present at that meeting. The maps were there for everyone to look
which had these boundaries. She said the first she heard from Mr,
Gossard about this matter was on May 18, two days before the Landmark
Committe met, and he wanted to know why the SRS building had not
been included. She explained that it was a noncontributing building. It
is separated from the Eaton by a parking lot and was not visuaily relat-

- ed., She related again that they approached these boundaries conserva-
. tively and she did not include any buildings that she felt did not belong
~in the district, and she did not feel there was any way they could

justify including this building.

HANSEN stated that the building was not a handsome building and
if the owner was interested in having it included and would strip off
what was there and improve it, it was hard to understand why it would
not be to the benefit of the community at large to include it.

CHISHOLM felt it was ridiculous that they take up an hour of the
Commissioners time for this type of problem. He said the Commission's
problems are dealing with the citizens of the City and of this County,
and for them to spend two hours talking about historic buildings, he feit
should be done at another time and another place.

There was no one present in opposition to the request,

-5-



MOTION:  That the Planning Commission
find the request is not inconsistent _
with adopted plans and recommend to the
Board of City Commissioners that the
East Douglas Avenue Historic Landmark
District be designated as proposed in
the revised legal description which
excludes all property east of Union
Station Addition, Lot 1 and south of
Union Station Addition, Lot 3. Hansen
moved, Banzer seconded and it carried
with a vote of 4 in favor (Hansen,
Banzer, Bayouth, and Goebel) and

.23 opposed (Chisholm, Moore and Peters).

GCardner was not present. Crockett and
Wilson were absent.
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EXCERPT FROM HISTORIC LANDMARK PRESERVATION COMMITTEE MINUTES
OF MAY 20, 1985

AGENDA ITEM #2 - CONSIDERATION OF THE PROPOSED EAST DOUGLAS
AVENUE HISTORIC LANDMARK DISTRICT

LAHEY briefly reviewed the history of the Proposed East Douglas Avenue

Historic District for the Committee and members of the public whe were

present. LAHEY advised the Committee that the Old Town Association had

requested historic landmark district designation. LAHEY then briefly
- reviewed the nomination form,

At this time VICE-PRESIDENT HOCKETT asked members of the public if
they had any comments or questions.

The owner of the warehouse at 201 S, St, Francis briefly discussed their
plans for the building and requested that it be included within the bound-
ary of the district. LAHEY explained why that building had not been
included in the boundaries and suggested that the owner pursue the
possibility of having the building placed on the National Register for
Historic Places. Mr. Gossard, owner of the building at 5206 E. William,
also expressed concern that this structure had not been included in the

- district boundary. LAHEY explained the the National Park Service must
certify that the local historic district substantially meets the standards and
criteria of a National Register District. A major requirement of those
standards is that the boundaries of the historic district reflect the actual
physical, visual and geographical boundaries of the area's historic and
architectural continuity. For that reason, it is very important that the
district boundaries be designated as proposed, since too great a deviation
from the proposed boundaries could jeopardize the City's chances to have
- .the district certified. No one spoke in opposition to the proposed district.
“There followed a brief discussion regarding the possibility of future

amendments to the district boundary, once it is certified, Interested
parties will be notified directly when the certification process has been

completed.

MOTION: GUY moved to recommend that the Board of City Commission-
ers approve the designation of the East Douglas Avenue
Historic Landmark District as proposed because 1) as pro-
posed, it would most likely qualify for certification; 2}
district designation was requested by the Old Town Associa-
tion; and 3} there appears to be no substantial opposition.
BRANT seconded and it passed unanimously.



~ ‘ L | ATTACHMENT C

( } Published in  The Daily Record on

ORDINANCE NO,

AN ORDINANCE DESIGNATING AS A HISTORIC LANDMARK CERTAIN LANDS
LOCATED IN THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS, UNDER THE AUTHORITY GRANT-
ED BY SECTION 28.04.195, THE CODE OF THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS.

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE GOVERNING
BODY OF THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS,

- .. SECTION 1. That having received a recommendation - from -the
Planning Commission, and proper notice having been given and hearing
held as provided by law and under authority and subject to the
provisions of Section 28.04,195, The Code of the City of Wichita,
Kansas, the lands legally described hereby are designated as a
historic landmark, to-wit:

CASE NO., H85-1

Establishment of the "H" Historic Landmark Designation on the following de-
scribed property:

EAST DOUGLAS AVENUE HISTORIC LANDMARK DISTRICT located within the
following described boundary, commencing at the Northwest corner of Lot 33,
Douglas Avenue, N.A. English's Addition to the City of Wichita; thence east along
the south line of Douglas Avenue as platted in said addition to the Northwest
corner of Lot #1, Douglas Avenue of said addition: thence south along the west
fine of said Lot 41 and said line extended to the south line of the alley adjacent to
and south of said Lot 41; thence east along said south line and said line extended
to the Northwest corner of Lot 1 Emporia Avenue in said addition; thence south
.~ along the west line of Lots T and 3 Emporia Avenue in said addition to the south
o .line of said Lot 3; thence east along said south line to the east line of said Lot 3:
~thence north along the east line of Lots 3 and 1 Emporia Avenue on said addition
to the Northeast corner of said Lot 1; thence east to the Northwest corner of Lot
2 St. Francis Avenue in said addition; thence continuing east along the north line
of said Lot 2 to the west line of St. Francis Avenue; thence south along said west
line to the north line of William Street: thence east along said north line to the
‘Southwest corner of Lot 12 Santa Fe Avenue in said addition; thence south to the
Northwest corner of Lot 14, Santa Fe Avenue in said addition: thence south along
the west line of even numbered Lots 14 thru 38, Santa Fe Avenue in said addition
to the Southwest corner of said Lot 38; thence east along the south line of said
Lot 38 to the Southeast corner of said Lot 38; thence south along the east line of
even numbered lots 40 thru 50, Santa Fe Avenue in said addition to the Southeast
corner of said Lot 50; thence east to the Southwest corner of Lot 1, Union Station
Addition to Wichita, Kansas; thence east along the south line of said Lot 1 to the
southeast corner of said lot; thence northerly along the east line of said Lot 1 to a
point 140 feet south of the north line of said Lot 1, which point is also 140 feet
south of the north line of Lot 3, Union Station Addition; thence east parallel to
and 180 ft. south of said north line to the west line of Rock Island Avenue;
thence north along said west line to the north line of the alley adjacent to and
- .south of Lot 2, Mead Avenue, East Wichita Addition: thence west along the north
. line of said alley to the Southeast corner of Lot 1, Mead Avenue of said addition;
" ‘thence westerly to the Southeast corner of Lot 14, Santa Fe Avenue, J. R. Mead
Addition; thence west along the south line of said Lot 14 to the Southwest corner
of said Lot 14; thence southwesterly to the Southeast corner of Lot 1, St. Francis
Avenue, in said addition; thence north along the east line of Lots 1, 3, 5, 7, and
9 St. Francis Avenue in said addition to the north line of the south half of said
Lot 9; thence west along said north line to the east line of St. Francis Avenue:
thence south along said east line to Southwest corner of Lot 1, St. Francis Avenue
in said addition; thence west to the Southeast corner of Lot 2, St. Francis Avenue
in said addition; thence west along the south line of said Lot 2 and the south line
of Lot 1, Emporia Avenue in said addition to the east line of Emporia; thence west
to the Southeast corner of Lot 2, Emporia Avenue in said addition: thence west .
along the south fine of said Lot 2 and the south line of Lot 1 Topeka Avenue in
said addition to a point, said point being the intersection of the south line of said
Lot 1 and the west line of Lot 30, Douglas Avenue in said addition extended
north; thence south along said extended west line and said west line to the north
line of Douglas Avenue; thence south to the point of beginning. Generally located
east of Topeka Avenue and west of Rock Island Avenue from one-~half block north

of Douglas Avenue and south of English.



ORDINANCE NO,

SECTION 2. - That upon the taking effect of the Ordinance, the
above historic designation shall be outlined and shown on the the
"Official Zoning Map" previously adopted by reference.

SECTION 3. That this Ordinance shall take effect and be .in force
- from and after its adoption and publication in the official City paper.

ADOPTED AT WICHITA, KANSAS,

ATTEST:

Mayor

City Clerk

{SEAL)

Approved as to form City Attorney
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PROPOSED EAST DCUGLAS AVENUE HISTORIC LANDMARK DISTRICT

CASE NO, H85-1

Establishment of the "H" Historic Landmark Designation is recommended on the following des-
cribed property:

FAST DOUGLAS AVENUE HISTORIC LANDMARK DISTRICT located within the following described boun-
dary, commencing at the Northwest corner of Lot 33, Douglas Avenue, N.A. English's Addition to
the City of Wichita; thence east along the south line of Douglas Avenue as platted in said
addition to the Northwest corner of Lot 41, Douglas Avenue of said addition; thence south
_along the west line of said Lot 41 and said line extended to the south line of the alley
adiacent to and south of said Lot 41; thence east along said south line and said line extended
to the Northwest corner of Lot 1 Emporia Avenue in said addition; thence south along the west
line of lots 1 and 3 Emporia Avenue in said addition to the south line of said Lot 3; thence
east along said south line to the east line of said Lot 3; thence north along the east line of
Lots 3 and 1 Emporia Avenue on said addition to the Northeast corner of said Lot 1; thence
east to the Northwest corner of Lot 2 St. Francis Avenue in said addition; thence continuing
east along the north line of said Lot 2 to the west line of St. Francis Avenue; thence south
along said west line to the morth line of William Street; thence east along said north line to
the Southwest corner of Lot 12 Santa Fe Avenue in said addition; thence south to the Northwest
corner of Lot 14, Santa Fe Avenue in said addition; thence south along the west line of even
numbered Lots 14 thru 38, Santa Fe Avenue in said addition to the Southwest corner of said
Lot 38; thence east along the south line of said Lot 38 to the Southeast corner of said Lot
38; thence south along the east line of even numbered Lots 40 thru 50, Santa Fe Avenue in said
addition to the Southeast corner of said Lot 50; thence east to the Southwest corner of Lot 1,
Union Station Addition to Wichita, Kansas; thence east along the south line of said Lot 1 end
aatrd-tine—extended-to-the-west-iine-ef-Rock~totand-Addition—to~Wiekhitas-Kansasi~chence—-north
ateng-9nid-west-line-and-the-west—line~of-Roek-Istand-2nd-Addicion-to-Wiehitas-Kansas-te-the
feouthwest—ecorner—ef-Lot—35-Union-Station-Additien—te-Wichitay-Kensass—thenee~north—atong-the
weat—tine—of-said-hot-3-to~a-point-140-£er-aouth-of-the-noreh-tine—of-said-bot-34% thence east
parallel to and 140 ft, south of said north line to the west line of Rock Island Avenue;

" thence north along said west line to the north line of the alley adjacent to and south of Lot

"2, Mead Avenue, Fast Wichita Addition; thence west along the north line of said alley to the
Southeast corner of Lot I, Mead Avenue of said addition; thence westerly to the Southeast
corner of Lot 14, Santa Fe Avenue, J. R, Mead Addition; thence west along the south line of
‘said Lot 14 to the Southwest corner of said Let 14; thence scuthwesterly to the Southeast
corner of Lot 1, St. Francis Avenue, in said addition; thence north along the east line of
lots 1, 3, 5, 7, and 9 St, Francis Avenue in said addition to the north line of the south half
of said Lot 9; thence west along said north line toc the east line of St. Francis Avenue;
thence south along said east line to Southwest corner of Let 1, St. Francis Avenue in said
addition; thence west to the Southeast corner of Lot 2, St. Francis Avenue in said addition;
thence west along the south line of said Lot 2 and the south line of Lot 1, Emporia Avenue in
said addition to the east line of Emporia; thence west to the Scutheast corner of Lot 2,
Emporia Avenue in said addition; thence west along the south line of said Lot 2 and the south
line of Lot 1 Topeka Avenue in said addition to a point, saild point being the intersection of
the south line of said Lot 1 and the west line of Lot 30, Douglas Avenue in said addition
extended north; thence south along said extended west line and said west line to the north
line of Douglas Avenue; thence south to the point of begimning. Generally located east of
Topeka Avenue and west of Rock Island Avenue from one-half block north of Douglas Avenue
and south of English,

*to the southeast corner of said lot; thence northerly along the east line of said Lot 1 to a'
point 140 feet south of the north line of said Lot 1, which point is also 140 feet south of .-
the north line of Lot 3, Union Station Addition; o
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lots 13, 1b, 17, 19, 21, 23‘ 27 and
29, Rock Island Avenue ROCK ISLAND
ADDITION,

AND

South 16 inches of Lot N, all of

- Lots O and P, Rock Island Avenue,

W. B.
- SMITH. ADDITION and Lot 1, Mosley,
_ROCK'iS ANDNADDITION Y
ot iy AL ﬂpﬂ
.'Ldt“28, Douglas Avenue, J. R. MEAD
ADDITION,
Lots 30 and 32, Douglas Avenue, J. R.
MEAD ADDITION,
Lot 34, Douglas Avenue, J. R. MEAD
ADDITION,
Lot 38, Douglas Avenue, J. R. MEAD
ADDITION,
‘Lot 38, Douglas Avenue, J. R. MEAD
ADDITION,
Lot 40, Douglas Avenue, J. R. MEAD

QLot 33, Douglas Avenue,

ROCK ISLAND SECOND ADDITION,

AND

Beginning at the Northeast corner of
Lot 1, on Rock Island Avenue, BRock
Island Addition; thence West 125
feet along the North line of said
Lot 1; thence North 5% feet to the
Southwest corner of Lot P, on Rock
Island Avenue, in Rock Island Second
Addition; thence East 125 feet along
the South line of said Lot P; thence
South 5% feet to place of beginning,
2ll in the Southwest Quarter of
Section 27 South, Range 1 East,

ADDITION,

SFidelity

COMPANY,

(:Jacob Davis;

RECORD OWNERS

/ Coulter Enterprises

650 Westdale Drive
Wichita, Kansas 67209

"The Beacon Newspaper Corporation,

Inc.
%Wichita Eagle - Beacon
825 E. Douglsas

Wichita, Kansas 67202

" Southwest National Bank

400 E. Douglas

Wichita, Kangas 67202

tJames E. Mead, Myron W. Mead and |

Theodore E. Mead
ADDRESS UNKNOWN

Max Davis; Leon
Davis; Margaret Silver; Holly
Beth Davis; Nancy Jill Davis;
Jason Benjamin Davis; Jeremy Lynn:
Davis; Brent Alan Davis,

@ Laurence R. Davis

212 N. Market

Wichita, Kansas 67202
”:Davis Properties

249 N. Hillside
_.Wichita, Kansas 67214

':Amos A. Belsley

Marjorie E. Champehy
423 N. C Street
Wellington, Kansag 67152

"Nestor R. Weigand, Jr.
150 N. Market
Wichita, Kansas

67202
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BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS {?Q?””“
: ‘
CITY OF WICHITA
KANSAS |

City Commission Meeting . | o City Hall
-February 7, 1984 _ - 455 North Main

ORDER OF BUSINESS
Meeting convenes at 9 a.m.

~Invocation - Coordinated by Inter-Faith Ministries iwbz%v

Pledge of Allegiance _ : wbyiéﬁtk((" i
Approve the 'minutes of the previous meeting" -s~*fd£&¢y ‘@xﬁlﬂwjéwfw} .
§ L
* RULES OF THE COMMISSION | | &

~“Any public member desiring to address the Commission shall be recognized by the Chair,
shall advance to the microphone, shall state his/her name and address in an audible tone
for the record and shall 1imit his/her remarks to the question under discussion.
Presentations will be Timited to not more than five minutes unless extended by a vote of
the majority of the Commission. A warning bell will initially be sounded at four minutes
signifying that the presentor has one additional minute to conclude his/her presentation.

PUBLIC AGENDA

The Public Agenda contains requests of members of the public who desire to present matters
to the City Commission., Hearing on the Public Agenda will commence shortly after 9 a.m.

CITY MANAGER'S AGENDA

Section I -
. No items have been submitted for ‘this Section..- .~ -
~Section IT - Items 1 - 4

Items in this Section concern petitions and other matters on which individuals or
spokespersons of concerned groups are expected to appear.

Section III - Items 5 - 7

Items in this Section are those on which it is anticipated that members of the public will
not be present to be heard. These items will be heard at the discretion of the City
Commission,

CITY CLERK'S AGENDA

The City Clerk's Ageﬁda is the consensus agenda and is adopted by the City Cormission
accordingly,

CITY COMMISSION AGENDA

. PLANNING AGENDA

Metropolitan Area Planning Commission (MAPC) and may include other matters concerning the
Planning Department. Items on this agenda will be heard by the City Commission following
all other matters of business, except that the City Manager may designate a time certain
for hearing on items that are of public interest.

NOTICE: Public hearing on planning items is conducted by the MAPC under provisions of
state law. Adopted City Commission policy is that additional hearing on zoning
—applications will not be conducted by the City Commission unless a statement alleging

' (1§ unfair hearing before the MAPC or (2) alleging new facts or evidence has been filed
with the City Clerk by 5 p.m. on the Wednesday preceding this meeting. The Commission will
determine from the written statement whether or not to return the matter to MAPC for
rehearing.

In the event protest petitions signed by 20% or more of the owners of preperty within 200
feet of the property to be rezoned have been filed with the MAPC, a four-fifths vote of the
City Commission will be required to approve requested zoning.
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-DISTINGUISHED SERVICE CITATION PRESENTED IN RECOGNITION OF DEDICATED AND MERITORIOUS

SERVICE TO THE CITY OF WICHITA.

Thomas Harvey, Jr. -- Mr. Harvey was appointed April 11, 1972, and will begin his

retirement February 28, 1984. He has served as Custod1a1 Guard during his 12 years,

6 months total service (11 years, 11 months actual plus 7 months unused sick leave

credit) with the Wichita Art Museum.

‘ACTION: _ Present the citation,

CERTIFICATES OF APPOINTMENT.

Gary Bell Board of Housing Commissioners
Colleen Atherton Prichard Wichita Public Building Commission
ACTION: Present the certificates.
-“PROCLAMATION.

Joyce Smith, American Dental Society, requests that the month of February 1984 be -

" proclaimed "CHILDREN'S DENTAL HEALTH MONTH"

ACTION: Present the proclamation.
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- PUBLIC AGENDA -

1. DISCUSSION OF THE WICHITA CONVENTION AND TOURISM BUREAU.

Requested by Reverend D.D. Miller, President, NAACP, 1902 North Chautauqua.

ACTION: 1) Refer the matter to administrative staff
' for review and recommendation;

OR

2) Take no action.

CITY MANAGER'S AGENDA

SECTION II
1. TRAFFIC COMMISSION MINUTES OF JANUARY 18, 1984.

1. Stop Sign Installation Request at 12th and De11rose.' Mr. John Polson of
1249 North Dellrose presented a request and petition from area residents to
install a stop sign at 12th Street and Dellrose. After hearing Mr. Polson's

request and staff's evaluation of the intersection, the Traffic Commission made
the following motion:

The Traffic Commission recommended that the request for a stop

sign be denied at the present time, but that the Traffic

Commission would be very receptive to considering another
- request by the area residents at a later date. '

ACTION: | Concur with the Traffic Commission and deny

the request for a stop sign at 12th and
Dellrose.

2. Status of a Regquest for a Medial Opening -at 3935 North Broadway. This matter was -

on the Traffic Commission agenda in October 1983, The City Commission had
directed the Traffic Engineering staff to work with the Kansas Department of
Transportation (KDOT) to provide access to the business located at

3935 North Broadway. A plan was developed by KDOT and submitted to Getty 0i)
Company and Steve Hull Ford. After reviewing this plan with representatives of
the two companies, the request was withdrawn due to the cost of the project
(approximately $85,000).

ACTION: Receive and file the letter,

ACTION: Receive and file the January 18, 1984,
Traffic Commission minutes.

‘The remaining items considered by the Traffic Commission are informational and =~~~ - ==

““require no action by the City Commission except to receive and file the minutes. "'~
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2.~ INTERIM REPORT ON OLD TOWN'DEVELOPMENT PLAN.

On January 3, 1984, the City Commission received and filed the Final Report -- 0ld
Town Development Plian prepared by Zuchelli, Hunter & Associates, Inc., and referved .
the plan and proposed priority development projects to the Economic Development
Commission (EDC) for review and recommendation. The Commission also referred the
proposed Marketing and Promotion Program to the 01d Town Association for review and
comment.

The Commission asked that interim reports be returned for its consideration on
February 7, 1984, and that final reports be provided on March 6, 1984, The interim
report is provided at this time.

On January 12, 1984, the EDC appointed a special task force to thoroughly review the
. history of the 01d Town Project and the development plan. The EDC unanimously

approved the following task forcempecommendations: _____
1) Approve the 01d ToﬁpfAsﬁﬁfggzgggﬁbzéuest that the City of Wichita assist in

pursuing an historic designation #f the Association membership decides formally

to pursue such’a district; a ypdve the reallocation of A-5 closeout funds in an

ot ward hiring a consultant for the project in the

201%5< pursued. The Association will be requested to .~
funds which may be required. /aaﬁi-—7§¢ﬁ_ﬁ;5@gﬂy;gﬁﬁawwKWA

event hiy
T provide any ad¢?t1”¥
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Y 72772} Authorize the City Manager to a oint administrative staff to partici ate with

/ T . a0 i

e the 01d Town Association exploring the feasibility of relocating the Rescue,,

P Mission. 7 oA + */*;// & gt TPl Zharg T N RSy o8 e G LinCen I —
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3) Authorize the p%ty Manager to appoint administrative staff to work with Greater
Downtown Wichita and the 01d Town Association to explore ways of increasing
police visability and presence in 01d Town and downtown in gqura?/gnd tqﬂdiscuss

:> A :“m-)..‘:—}

the problemfof dragging on Douglas Avenue, jEs 27 ery s whe BO
) P,
4) Authorize/the City Manager to appoint{ggministrativgm§taff)to work with the
. Chamber ¢f Commerce and the 01d Town ASsociation to explore funding program
's];Lpossibi}%ties and to begin immediately to pursue a Pocket of Poverty Designation ... .-
to allow for application of Urban Development Action Grants (UDAG). VAVANLS

A1l findihgs from the various groups will be presented to the EDC for review and
: reccmme$iation to the City Commission.

The EDE will continue to study the matter of developing criteria to evaluate the
variods projects the City of Wichita currently has under consideration in order to
recogmend priorities for the city's participation as requested by the Commission
during the January 3, 1984 discussion.

Iffis recommended that the Commission concur with the EDC and authorize
administrative staff to participate with the 01d Town Association, Greater Downtown
Michita and the Chamber of Commerce in the O1d Town Development Plan.

1) Approve administrative staff assistance
in pursuing an historic designation for o
01d Town and the reallocaticn of A-5 Wb
{ closeout funds in an amount not to exceed

1('$5,000 If designation is pursued; LT

Authorize the City Manager to appoint R
administrative staff to participate N e
exploring (a) the feastbitity-of-retocating cola o
the Rescue Mission; (b) how to increase
police visability; (c¢) funding program
possibilities beginning immediately to
pursue a Pocket of Poverty designation.
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NOTE: The following item is scheduled for 10 a.m.

3. HEARING ON PROPQSED ASSESSMENTS FOR CONSTRUCTION OF- WATER MAINS.

On January 17, 1984, the Commission was notified that the proposed assessment rolls
for the construction of the following water mains had been prepared and were on file
in the office of the City Clerk for public inspection:

1.

Constructing 8-inch water mains in Socora from 90 feet north of 17th Street to
19th Street, as authorized by resolution adopted August 29, 1978. Petition for
this improvement was signed by the owners of 100% of the property owner square
footage, with the cost of the improvement to be assessed 77.08% to the benefit
district and 22.92% to the Water Improvement Fund. Total cost of the
improvement has been ascertained to be $18,718.31, apportioned $14,428.08 to the

_.ﬁ;improvement district and $4,290.23 to the Water Improvement Fund.

Constructing 8-inch water mains in Topeka Avenue from 416 feet south of 35th
Street North to 37th Street North, as authorized by resolution adopted July 12,
1983. Petition for this improvement was signed by the owners of 55.77% of the
property owner square footage, with the cost of the improvement to be assessed
100% to the benefit district. Total cost of the improvement has been
ascertained to be $35,364.64, all apportioned to the improvement district.

Constructing 8-inch and 4-inch water mains in Smyser Court, in Sherwood Estates
Addition, as authorized by resolution adopted July 15, 1980. Petition for this
improvement was signed by the owners of 100% of the property owner square
footage, with the cost of the improvement to be assessed 83.82% to the benefit
district and 16.18% to the Water Improvement Fund. Total cost of the
jmprovement has been ascertained to be $12,572.21, apportioned $10,538.02 to the
improvement district and $2,034.19 to the Water Improvement Fund,

Constructing 8-inch and 6-inch water mains in Selma from Laura to Pattie and
Pattie from MacArthur Road to 108 feet north of Oat (now Kemper), in Galyardt's

‘5th Addition, as authorized by resolution adopted June 19, 1979. Petition for
. this improvement was signed by the owners of 100% of the property owner square
“footage, with the cost of the improvement to be assessed 79.82% to the benefit

~district and 20.18% to the Water Improvement Fund. Total cost of the

improvement has been ascertained to be $31,039.13, apportioned $24,775.44 to the

improvement district and $6,263.69 to the Water Improvement Fund.

- Constructing 8-inch and 6-inch water mains in Oxford and the Oxford Courts in

Waterford North Addition, Phase 3, as authorized by resolution adopted

QOctober 19, 1982. Petition for this improvement was signed by the owners of

100% of the property owner square footage, with the cost of the improvement to
be assessed 100% to the benefit district. Total cost of the improvement has
been ascertained to be $46,599.75, all apportioned to the improvement district.

Constructing 16-inch, 12-inch, g-inch and 6-inch water mains in Hoover from
Kellogg to May Avenue, Harry from Hoover to 550 feet west of Eisenhower,

- Eisenhower from Harry to May Avenue, and the Eisenhower Courts and Hoover Courts

in the Airport Industrial Park Addition, as authorized by resolution adopted

March 8, 1983. Petition for this improvement was signed by the owners of 57.14%

of the property owner square footage, with the cost of the improvement to be
assessed 64.07% to the benefit district and 35.93% to the Water Improvement

- 'Fund. Total cost of the improvement has been ascertained to be $285,781.54,
" apportioned $183,100.23 to the improvement district and $102,681.31 to the Water - . .

”L;;;;;mprovement Fund.

_ Constructing 2%-inch water mains in Waco, south of Patterson (3343 South Waco),
‘as authorized by resolution adopted September 6, 1983. Petition for this

improvement was signed by the owners of 100% of the property owner square
footage, with the cost of the improvement to be assessed 100% to the benefit
district. Total cost of the improvement has been ascertained to be $828.50, all
apportioned to the improvement district.

‘Constructing 6-inch water mains in 10th Street from Sheridan to 305 feet east of

Sheridan {Shad and April Addition), as authorized by resolution adopted May 4,
1982. Petition for this improvement was signed by the owners of 100% of the

- property owner sguare footage, with the cost of the improvement to be assessed

1004 to the benefit district. Total cost of the improvement has been
ascertained to be $6,919.02, all apportioned to the improvement district.
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ITEM #3 Continued

g.

10..

Constructing 16-inch and -12-inch water mains in Broadway from MacArthur Road to
1200 feet north of MacArthur Road, as authorized by resolution adopted

November 2, 1982. Petition for this improvement was signed by the owners of
57.05% of the property owner square footage, with the cost of the improvement to
be assessed 83.17% to the benefit district and 16.83% to the Water Improvement:
fund. Total cost of the improvement has been ascertained to be $63,511.31,
apportioned $52,822.36 to the improvement district and $10,688.95 to the Water

Improvement Fund.

Constructing 16-inch, 8-inch and 6-inch water mains in 37th Street South and the
37th Street South Courts (now Gilda Circle and 37th Street South Court)} in the
Wheatland Place Fourth Addition, as authorized by resolution adopted January 12,

-~ 1982, Petition for this improvement was signed by the owners of 100% of the

11 L

12.

13

14.

15.

i7.

“property owner square footage, with the cost of the improvement to be assessed

100% to the benefit district. Total cost of the improvement has been
ascertained to be $42,418.15, all apportioned to the improvement district.

Constructing 8-inch, 6-inch and 4-inch water mains in Longfellow, Longfellow
Circle, the Longfellow Courts and 30th Street North in the East Ridge (now
Cottonwood Square) Addition, as authorized by resolution adopted February 9,
1982. Petition for this improvement was signed by the owners of 100% of the
property owner square footage, with the cost of the improvement to be assessed
100% to the benefit district. Total cost of the improvement has been

ascertained to be $54,987.79, all apportioned to the improvement district.

Constructing 4-inch water mains in pamela Circle in Rolling Hills Tenth Addition
{Lots 1 through 5), as authorized by resotution adopted May 17, 1983. Petition
for this improvement was signed by the owners of 100% of the property owner
square footage, with the cost of the improvement to be assessed 100% to the
benefit district. Total cost of the improvement has been ascertained to be
$7,083.75, all apportioned to the improvement district.

Constructing 8-inch, 6-inch and 4-inch water mains in Greenbriar from Rock Road

"to Penstemon and the Greenbriar Courts in the Penstemon Addition, as authorized
by resolution adopted December 21, 1982, Petition for this improvement was

signed by the owners of 100% of the property owner square footage, with the cost
of the improvement to be assessed 100% to the benefit district. Total cost of
the improvement has been ascertained to be $41,384.34, all apportioned to the
improvement district.

Relocating 16-inch water mains from Emporia Avenue to Topeka Avenue between
Murdock Avenue and 9th Street to serve lot 1, Block 1, St. Francis Regional
Medical Center Addition, as authorized by resolution adopted January 25, 1983.
Petition for this improvement was signed by the owners of 100% of the property
owner square footage, with the cost of the improvement to be assessed 100% to
the benefit district. Total cost of the improvement nas been ascertained to be
$103,144.41, all apportioned to the improvement district.

Constructing 8-inch water mains in 22nd Street North in Tallgrass Commercial
First Addition, as authorized by resolution adopted February 8, 1983. Petition

for this improvement was signed by the owners of 100% of the properily owner

square footage, with the cost of the improvement to be assessed 100% to the
benefit district. Total cost of the improvement has been ascertained to be

l_.$17,201.63, all apportioned to the improvement district.

7 Constructing 8-inch water mains in Leonine from Pawnee to 1,253 feet south of .

Pawnee in Westport Industrial Park Second Addition, as authorized by resolution =

adopted May 24, 1983, Petition for this improvement was signed by the owners of
100% of the property owner square footage, with the cost of the improvement to
be assessed 100% to the benefit district. Total cost of the improvement has
been ascertained to be $23,965.48, all apportioned to the improvement district.

Constructing 8-inch water mains in and for Lots 10, 11, and 12, Block 4,
Farmington Square 2nd Addition, as authorized by resolution adopted March 29,
1983. Petition for this improvement was signed by the owners of 100% of the
property owner square footage, with the cost of the improvement to be assessed
100% to the benefit district. Total cost of the improvement has been
ascertained to be $27,461.92, all apportioned to the improvement district.
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18. Constructing 2-inch water mains in Coloradd Court, north of Central, as

authorized by resolution adopted July 12, 1983. Petition for this improvement
was signed by the owners of 60.38% of the property owner square footage, with
the cost of the improvement to be assessed 100% to the benefit district. Total
cost of the improvement has been ascertained to be $3,723.53, all apportioned to
the improvement district.

19,  Installing a fire hydrant to serve Covenant United Presbyterian Church,

1750 North Tyler Road, as authorized by resolution adopted May 17, 1983.
Petition for this improvement was signed by the owners of 100% of the property
owner square footage, with the cost of the improvement to be assessed 100% to
" the benefit district. Total cost of the improvement has been ascertained to be
$2,371.50, all apportioned to the improvement district.

20. Constructing 8-inch water mains in Longfellow Lane from Osie Street to Harry

Street and Osie Street from Rock Road to Longfellow Lane in the Cherry Creek
Shopping Center Addition, as authorized by resolution adopted July 5, 1983.
petition for this improvement was signed by the owners of 100% of the property
‘owner square footage, with the cost of the improvement to be assessed 91.99% to
the benefit district and 8.01% to the Water Improvement Fund. Total cost of the
improvement has been ascertained to be $26,283.59, apportioned $24,178.27 to the
improvement district and $2,105.32 to the Water Improvement Fund.

Hearing on each of the proposed assessment rolls was set for 10:00 a.m., Tuesday,

February 7, 1984. Notice of Public Hearing with respect to each of the projects was

pubiished January 23, 1984, being not less than 10 days prior to the date of

“hearing. On the date of publication of the notices of hearing, a "NOTICE OF HEARING

AND STATEMENT OF COST PROPOSED TO BE ASSESSED" on each project was mailed to
property owners concerned. :

An informal hearing with City Clerk and Water Department personnel was held on
February 2, 1984,

7l}The portion of the cost assessed to the improvement district has been assessed on an -
“equal share basis on all projects except Nos. 2, 6, 9, 11, 15; and 16 which were

assessed equally per square foot.

K.S.A. 10-1009 provides that all assessments shall bear interest at such rate as the
Governing Body determines, not to exceed the rate allowed by Taw.

The Mayor announces: "Hearing on the proposed assessments has been set for this
meeting and interested persons will be heard at this time."

ACTION: 1) Close the Public Hearing;

2} Approve the proposed assessments and
instruct the City Attorney to prepare the
necessary assessment ordinances;

3) Fix the interest rate at "Not to exceed the
amount allowed by law."”

4. FOCUS SESSION ~- MEETING WITH AREA BUILDERS ASSOCIATION.

The Wichita Area Builders Association will make an audio visual presentation of a
report completed by the Developers Committee of the Association.

ACTION: No action necessary.
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SECTION ITI
LEGISLATIVE ACTIVITIES REPGRT,

Mary Elien Conlee, Public Affairs Director, will make the presentation.

ACTION: Take such action as the Commission deems
: to be in the best interest of the public.

REQUEST BY KAYLOR DENTAL LABORATORY, INC., T0 EXERCISE OPTION TO PURCHASE FACILITY.

. In 1973 industrial revenue bonds in the amount of $60,000 were issued to finance the
“ purchase of dental equipment to be used by Kaylor Dental Laboratory, Inc.,
© 19 North Florence, Wichita. The bonds issued were ten-year bonds and the principal

and interest due on the bonds have now been completely paid.

Kaylor Dental Laboratory, Inc., has notified the City of Wichita that it desires to
exercise its option under the Lease to purchase for the sum of $100 all equipment
which was purchased by bond funds.

It is recommended that the governing body authorize the Mayor to execute a Bi11 of
Sale on behalf of the City of Wichita and to execute any necessary Uniform Commercial
Code releases on UCC filings made with the Register of Deeds or Secretary of State
that were made in connection with the bond tssue.

ACTION: Authorize the Mayor to execute a Bill of Sale
and any UCC releases in connection with the
bond issue.

. 'PROPQOSED AMENDMENT TO THE WICHITA CONVENTION AND TOURISM, INC., CONTRACT.

On January 24, 1984, the City Commission directed that the $10,000 of Convention and
Visitors Bureau funds allocation for City of Wichita convention and tourism
activities be structured as part of the city budget with property accounting
procedure and expenditure reports. The Commission alsc asked that all other funds in

“the revenue stream be reflected in the city's budget.

A proposed contract amendment which decreases the current contract with the Wichita
Convention and Visitors Bureau by $10,000 has been prepared. The $10,000 amount will
now be structured as part of the City Commission budget.

At the present time, expenditures in the City Commission budget are initiated by City
Commission staff with authorization by the City Manager's Office. General oversight
of the City Commissien budget is provided by the Mavor. An accounting of each
month's activity is provided by the city Controller's Office and is available for
review. The $10,000 fund allocation will be administered in a similar manner as the
regular City Commission budget unless the City Commission desires that guidelines be
developed for the expenditure of those funds.

. In addition to the funds allocated to the city in the tourism budget, the city also . .

:;f}yﬁhas-funds available from the 1.5 mill levy for Wichita State University for special S
- projects. These funds are allocated to Wichita State but portions are returned to

the city in three areas: support of interns, support for the operation of the
observatory at Lake Afton, and community service projects {research and cther special
projects undertaken by the University for the city). In the case of the intern
program, the funds are administered by the city while for the observatory and
community service programs, the funds are administered by the University. The
specific Commission's budget review sessions are published as line items in the
annual city budget document. No change in the current procedure for administration
of the mill levy funds is recommended.

It is recommended that the Commission approve the contract amendment structuring the
Convention and Tourism activities fund as part of the City Commission budget.

ACTION: Approve the contract amendment.
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CITY CLERK'S AGENDA

The f%fy Clerk's Agenda is the consensus agenda and s adopted by the City Commission
accordingly.

CITY COMMISSION AGENDA

REVIEW OF TRENDS IN DECEMBER 1983 MONTHLY FINANCIAL REPORT AND COMPARISON TO RESULTS -

"IN PRIOR YEARS,

Requested by Vice Mayor Knight.

ACTION: Take such action as the Commission deems
to be in the best interest of the public.

NOTICE OF VACANCY -~ CITIZEN RIGHTS AND SERVICES BOARD.

One vacancy, created by the resignation of David M. Rapp (Brown), term to expire

‘August 1, 1987.

The purpose of this board shall be to advise the City Commission on policy in regard
to the following: matters pertaining to civil rights and equal employment
opportunity; and methods and procedures of investigation; negotiation_and attempted
resolution of citizens' complaints; and citizen assistance efforts. The board will

~“¢city employees, and oppose unfair and unjust interpretation of policy and practices

by city personnel.

~ACTION: Appointment will be in order at the meeting

of February 21, 1984,

PROCLAMATIONS.

Connie Gleason, President, Wichita Jaycee Women, requests that February 12-18, 1984,

- be proclaimed "UNITED STATES JAYCEE WOMEN WEEK IN WICHITA"

Stephanie Hastings, Veterans Administration, requests that February 14, 1984, be
proclaimed "NATIONAL SALUTE TO HOSPITALIZED VETERANS®

- ACTION: B Authorize presentation of the proclamations.
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-PLANNING AGENDA

1.

S/D 83-4 - PLAT OF MOBILE MANCR SOUTH LOCATED ON THE SOUTH SIDE OF MAC ARTHUR ROAD IN

AN AREA EAST OF MERIDIAN.

The Planning Commission recommends approval subject to recording within 30 days after

approval by the City Commission.

- ACTION: Accept the water petition, receive and file the

water engineering feasibility report, adopt the
~resolution of finding and the resolution ordering
and directing the water system improvement;
approve the plat as approved by the MAPC and
authorize the Mayor to sign; instruct the City

- Clerk to file the maintenance covenant with the

~‘Register of Deeds, the recording cost of which
shall be billed to the applicant.

S/D 83-77 - PLAT OF EAST EVANGELICAL FREE CHURCH LOCATED ON THE SOUTH SIDE OF HARRY

IN AN AREA EAST OF 143RD STREET EAST.

The Planning Commission recommends approval subject to recording within 30 days after

approval by the City Commission.

ACTION: Approve the application for water service and
' authorize the Mayor to sign for the city; ’
instruct the City Clerk to file the application
with the Register of Deeds, the recording cost
of which shall be billed to the applicant;
approve the plat as approved by the MAPC and
authorize the Mayor to sign.

. S/D 83-104 - PLAT OF NORTHBROOK SECOND ADDITION LOCATED 1/2 MILE EAST OF WOODLAWN IN

AN AREA NORTH OF 40TH STREET NORTH.

The Planning Commission recommends approval subject to recording within 30 days after
approval by the City Commission,

-ACTION: Receive and file the water engineering feasibility

report, adopt the resclution of finding and the
resolution ordering and directing the water system
improvement; approve the petitions for water and
sanitary sewer and instruct the Director of Law
to prepare the necessary resolutions; instruct
the City Clerk to file the certificate of
petitions with the Register of Deeds, the
recording cost of which shall be billed to the
... applicant; approve the plat as approved by the
" . MAPC and authorize the Mayor to sign.
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4. S/D 83- 113 - PLAT OF HONG'S VILLAGE LOCATED 1/2 MILE WEST OF WEBB ROAD ON THE SOUTH
SIDE OF 31ST STREET SOUTH.

The Planning Commission recommends approval subject to recording within 30 days after
- approval by the City Commission.

ACTION: Approve the plat as approved by the MAPC and
_ authorize the Mayor to sign.

5, 7-2561 - ZONE CHANGE FROM “C" COMMERCIAL DISTRICT TO “E" LIGHT INDUSTRIAL DISTRICT
“GENERALLY LOCATED ON THE NORTH SIDE OF MURDOCK IN AN AREA BETWEEN CLEVELAND AND
- VABASH,

The Planning Commission recommends approval of the application.

ACTION: 1. Concur with the findings of fact of the MAPC
and place the ordinance establishing the zone
change on first reading; or

2. ~Return the application to the MAPC for
reconsideration. The City Commission states
the following reasons for its action:

6. Z-2563 AND DP-135 - ZONE CHANGE FROM “LC" LIGHT COMMERCIAL DISTRICT TO "R-6" GENERAL
_ RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT AND APPROVAL OF THE LAMBSDALE COMMERCTAL COMMUNITY UNIT PLAN
(CUP) GENERALLY LOCATED ON THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF 13TH STREET AND OLIVER.

“ . The Planning Commission recommends that the applications be approved subject to -
~conditions outlined in information provided the Commission.

ACTION: 1. Concur with the findings of fact of the MAPC
and approve the zone change and CUP subject to
the recommended conditions, and instruct the
Planning Department to forward the ordinance
for first reading when the plat is forwarded
to the City Commission; or

2. Return the applications to the MAPC for
reconsideration. The City Commission states
the following reasons for its action:

7. 1-2566 - ZONE CHANGE FRCM "AA" ONE-FAMILY DWELLING DISTRICT TO "LC" LIGHT COMMERCIAL
DISTR G LY L D ON THE NORTHWEST CORN NTRAL AND

:f;ffiThe Planning Commission recommends that this application be approved subject tO
—-platting conditions.

ACTION: 1. Concur with the findings of fact of the MAPC
and approve the application subject to the
condition of platting, and instruct the
Planning Department to forward the ordinance
for first reading when the plat is forwarded
to the City Commission; or

2. Return the application to the MAPC for
reconsideration. The City Commission states
the following reasons for its action:
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8. Z-2567 - ZONE CHANGE FROM "AA" ONE-FAMILY DWELLING AND "LC" LIGHT COMMERCIAL

10.

~ DISTRICTS TO "C" COMMERCIAL DISTRITT GENERALLY LOCATED ON THE SOUTH SIDE OF DOUGLAS

~IN AN AREA BETWEEN KESSLER AND KNIGHT.

The Planning Commission recommends that this application be approved subject to
platting conditions.

-ACTION: 1. Concur with the findings of fact of the MAPC

and approve the application subject to the
condition of platting, and instruct the
Planning Department to forward the ordinance
for first reading when the plat is forwarded
to the City Commission; or

2. Return the application to the MAPC for
“ -‘reconsideration. The City Commission states
the following reasons for its action:

DP-73 - APPROVAL OF AN AMENDMENT TO PARCEL 9 IN THE COMOTARA DEVELOPMENT RESIDENTIAL
MMUNITY UNIT PLAN (C GENERALLY LOCATED ON THE NORTHWEST CORNER 24TH STREET

AND ROCK ROAD,

The PTanning Commission recommends approval of the application subject to conditions

outlined in information provided the Commission.

ACTION: 1. Concur with the findings of fact of the MAPC
and approve the Community Unit Plan subject
to the recommended conditions; or

2. Return the application to the MAPC for

7 reconsideration. The City Commission states
oo e the following reasons for its action:

DEDICATIONS,

D-1177 - Dedication of right-of-way and partial access control to Kellogg Street
generally located at the southwest corner of Kellogg and Bluff by Glen Rupe as a
condition of a Board of Zoning Appeals case.

D-1178 - Dedication of additional street right-of-way for 21st and Grove generally
located at the southeast corner of 21st and Grove by Byron and Letty Smith as
requested by the city for intersection improvements.

ACTION: Accept the dedications and instruct the City

Clerk to file the documents with the Register
of Deeds.
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) Casado moved that the correspondence from Rev. Miller be received and
filed.

Commissidéner Kirk expressed the feeling that at some point soon this
matter should be concluded with a level of satisfaction that everything that
should be done has been done. He noted that staff has been requested to
prepare a report on the auditing of the expenditure of tax dollars by non-City
entxtles, and poss;bly as a part of that report the City Manager could report
what in the future is going to happen and what the facts mean that are shwon
in that report to bring this issue to a head and get it resolved. He also
felt that Rev. Miller's suggestions could be addressed in the report.

Motion carried 4 to O.

TRAFFIC COMMISSION MINUTES OF JANUARY 18, 1984,'presented.

1. -Stop Sign Installation Reguest at 12th and Dellreose. Mr. John

Polson of 1249 North Dellrose presented a request and petition from area
residents to install a stop sign at 12th Street and Deilrose. After hearing
Mr. Polson's reguest and staff's evaluation of the intersection, the Traffic
Commission made the following motion:

The Traffic Commission recommended that the'request for a stop sign
be denied at the present time, but that the Traffic Commission would be very
receptive to considering another request by the area residents at a later
date.

Bill MecRinley, Traffic Engineer, briefly reviewed the Traffic
Commission items outlined.

Xirk moved that the Commission concur with the Traffic Commission ..

2. Status of a Request for a Medial Opening at 3935 North Broadway.

Phis matter was on the Traffic Commissicn agenda in Qctober, 1983. The City

Commission had directed the Traffic Engineering staff to work with the Kansas
Department of Transportation (KDOT)} to provide access to the business located
at 3935 North Broadway. A plan was developed by KDOT and submitted to Getty
0il Company and Steve Bull Ford. After reviewing this plan with represen-
tatives of the two companies, the regquest was withdrawn due to the cost of the
project (approximately $85,000].

The remaining items considered by the Traffic Commission were
informational and required no action by the City Commission except that the
minutes be received and filed.

Casado moved that the letter be received and filed. Motion carried
4 o 0. .

erght moved that the January 18,- 1984 Traff;c Comm;sszcn minutes

:be recelved and filed. Motion carried 4 to 0.

INTERIM REPORT ON OLD TOWN DEVELOPMENT PLAN, presented. :
On January 3, 1984, the City Commission received and filed the Final

Report == 0lé Town Development Plan prepared by Zuchelli, Hunter & Assoclates,

‘Inec., and referred the plan and proposed prierity development projects to the

Economic Development Commission ({EDC) for review and recommendation. The

”~ﬂ'and deny the request for a stop sign at 12th and Dellrose. Motion carried 4
o 0.
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Commisgsion alsc referred the proposed Marketing and Promotion Program to the

01d Town Agssociation for review and comment.

The Commission asked that interim reports be returned for its
consideration on February 7, 1984, and that final reports be provided on

March 6, 1984. The interim report was provided at this time.

On January 12, 1984, the EDC appointed a special task forece to -~ .
thoroughly review the history of the 0ld Town Project and the development

plan. The EDC unanimously approved the following task force recommendations:

1) Approve the Old Association reguest that the City of Wichita assist
in pursuing an historic designation if the Association membership decides
formally to pursue such a.district; approve the reallocation of A-3 closeout
funds in an amount not to exceed $5,000 toward hiring a consultant for the

- project in the event historic designation is pursued. The Association will be
requested to provide any additional funds which may be required.

2) Authorize the City Manager to appoint administrative staff to
participate with the -0ld Town Association in exploring the feasibility of
relocating the Rescue Mission.

3) Authorize the City Manager to appoint administrative stéff to work

o -with Greater Downtown Wichita and the 0ld Town Association to explore ways of

""" ” ~increasing police visibility and presence in 0ld Town and downtown in éeneral
and to discuss the problem of dragging on Douglas Avenue.

4) Authorize the City Manager to appoint administrative staff to work
with the Chamber of Commerce and the O0ld Town Association to explors funding
program possibilities and to begin immediately to pursue a Pocket of Poverty
Designation to allow for application of Urban Development Action Grants
(UDAG) .

All findings from the various groups wers presented to the EBC for
review and recommendation to the City Commission.

The EDC will continue to study the matter of developing criteria to
evaluate the various projects the City of Wichita currently has under
consideration in order to recommend priorities for the city's participation as
requested by the Commission during the January 3, 1984, discussion.

It was recommended that the Commission concur with the EDC and -

. authorize administrative staff to participate with the 01d Town Development .

Plan.

Joel Pollack Joel Pollack, Economic Development Commission {EDC), gave.an

. overview of the interim report, and also reviewed their recommendations in
this regard. He stated that the EDC felt that the City should be inveolved in
the feasibility of the historic designation, but the matter would go back to
the individual property owners in that area for a vote to determine if that is

" what they want. He alsc stated with regard to recommendaticn #2, that it was
only to establish a dialogue to determine whether relocation of the Rescue
Mission was feasible, and not to impose anything on anyone. He stated that he
hoped this could become a better economic and viable area and there was much
support for the Plan.

*Commissioner Knight preseat during Mr. Pollack's presentation.
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] Mr. Pollack responded to questions asked by the Commission
previously, and stated that they would be making a recommendation regarding a
UDAG application, a review is being conducted on the types ¢f funding for .the
projects being considered, and they will also address in their report the
criteria and evaluation of the various projects on a cost benefit basis with
‘recommended priorities.

Don E. Anderson, Director ¢f Housing and Economic Development,
answered questions by the Commission and stated that there are historic
‘technical resource persons avallable loecally.

Margaret Lahey, Planning Department, stated that if an outside

~consultant was to be hired there are firms that specialize in preservation and

this specific type of work.
Discussion.

David Norris, 014 Town Association, stated that they had attempted
to notify all of the property owners in the area of meetings in this regard.

Commissioner Raight stated that he did not feel comfortable in the
City being involved in creating uncertainty relative to the Rescue Mission, as
they had performed a service in the area which is not being furnished by
others, and he suggested that they be brought intc the Plan's vision. He
urged that sensitivity be exercised in this regard.

Commissioner Brown expressed agreement with Commissioner Knight's
remarks.  He also inguired if there was any continuing liability to the City
under a UPAG., He also stated that if the additional police visibility was
necessary for this area that the people who benefit should pay that cost.

Mr. Norris stated that the inclusion of the Rescus Mission was to
open up a line of communication and if such a conclusion is arrived at that
the Mission remain there, then that closes the issue.

Discussion was had regarding the recommendation relative to the
Rescue Mission, and E. B. Denton, City Manager, suggested the action be
changed to "explere the role of the Rescue Mission," which would leave all

options open.

Wright moved that administrative staff assistance in pursuing an:

in an amount not to exceed $5,000 if designation is pursued, be approved; the
City Manager be authorized to appoint administrative staff to participate in
exploring (a) the role of the Rescue Mission; (b) how to increase police
vigibility; and (¢) funding program possibilities beginning immediately to
pursue a Pocket of Poverty designation. Motion carried 5 to 0.

HEARING ON PROPOSED ASSESSMENTS FOR CONSTRUCTION OF WATER MAINS,
presented.

On January 17, 1984, the Commission was notified that the proposed
assessment rolls for the construction of the following water mains had been
prepared and were on file in the office of the City Clerk for public
inspection:

1. Constructing 8-inch water mains in Socora from 90 feet north of 17th
Street to 1%th Street, as authorized by resoluticn adopted August 29,
1978. Petition for this improvement was signed by the owners of 100% of
the property owner sqguare footage, with the cost of the improvement to be
assessed 77.08% to the benefit district and 22.92% to the Water
Improvement Fund. Total cost of the improvement has been ascertained to

. - be $18,718.21, appertioned $14,428.08 to the improvement district and

- .$4,290.23 to the Water Improvement Fund.

27 Constructing 8-inch water mains in Topeka Avenue from 416 feet south of -

35th Street North to 37th Street North, as authorized by resclution
adopted July 12, 1983. Petition for this improvement was signed by the
owners of 55.77% of the property owner square footage, with the cost of
the improvement to be assessed 100% to the benefit district. Total cost
of the improvement has been ascertained to be $35,364.64, all apportioned
to the improvement district.

3.  Constructing 8-inch and 4-inch water mains in Smyser Court, in Sherwood
Estates Addition, as authorized by resolution adopted July 15, 1980.
Petition for this improvement was signed by the owners of 100% of the

- property owner square footage, with the cost of the improvement to be
assessed 83.82% to the benefit district and 16.18% to the Water
improvement Fund. Total cost of the improvement has been ascertained to
be 512,572.21, apportioned $10,538.02 to the improvement district and
$2,034.19 to the Water Improvement Fund.



STATEMENT OF OWNERSHIP

-

STATE OF KANSAS )
e } 8S:
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 record 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.

And from such examination find that the owners thereof
are as set opposite fthe description of the property below,
viz: (Addresses as given are furnished as a service and not
certified.)

©  DESCRIPTIONS RECORD OWNERS
Lots 31, 33, 35 and-37,'DouglaS_Avenue,Juf-The-City of Wichita, Kansas -
.N. A. ENGLISH'S ADDITION, 455 N, Main

Wichita, Kansas 67202

Lot 39, Douglas Avenue, N. A. ENGLISH'S . Herbert & Esther Moses
ADDITION, 422 5. Vassar
Wichita, Kansas 67218

Lot 41, Douglas Avenue, N. A, ENGLISH'S - Caliendo Investment
addition, . - Corporation
wf&-é,..,<_x/<..\'.._,i ol _ R T kw,//w P g 400 N. Woodl awn

& v Wichita, Kansas 67208
Lots 43 and 45, Douglas Avenue, N, A. < Sam E. Rudd; Elenore Rudd
ENGLISH'S ADDITION, Leonard A. Levand; Celia

Levand and Doris E. Steg,
Trustees of the Celia Levand
Trust,

%5400 E. 13th Street
Wichita, Kansas 67208

.-*JfL0t 47; Doug1as Avenue; N.’AlTENGLISH‘S’f5“Carey House Square, Inc.
... ADDITION, ' : - 523 E. bouglas
Wichita, Kansas 67202
Lots 49 and 51, Douglas Avenue, N. A. {, 0. 8. Gossard
ENGLISH'S ADDITION, 148 N. Fountain
: Wichita, Kansas 67208
Y Lot 53, Douglas Avenue, N. A. ENGLISH'S ' Carey House Square, Inc.
~ADDITION, 523 E. Douglas

Wichita, Kansas 67202

Shiitle

INC.

COMPANY,




DESCRIPTIONS RECORD OWNERS
Lot 55, Douglas Avenue, N, A, “ -Carey House Sguare, Inc.
ENGLISH'S ADDITION, 523 E. Douglas
Wichita, XKansas 67202
ot 57, Douglas Avenue, N. A. v Elinor Helitwzer
ENGLISH'S ADDITION, 135 8. Oakwood
‘Wichita, Kansas 67218
Lots 59 and 61, Douglas Avenue, N.A. ,; Carey House Square, Inc.
ENGLISH'S ADDITION, 523 E. Douglas
Wichita, Kansas 67202
Lots 63, 65, 67, 69 and 71, Douglas :/ Carey House Square, Inc.
Avenue, N. A. ENGLISH'S ADDITION, 523 E. Douglas
Wichita, Kansas 67202
Lots 73, 75, 77, 79, 81, 83, and " Board of Park Commissioners of
85, and Lot 87 except the East b the City of Wichita
feet, and adjacent vacated alleys, 455 N. Main
Douglas Avenue, N. A. ENGLISH'S Wichita, Kansas 67202
ADDITION, _
Lot 87 except the West 20 feet and « €19 East William Properties, L.P.
Lots 89, 91, 93 and 85, Douglas 624 E. Douglas B
Avenue, N. A. ENGLISH'S ADDITION, Wichita, Kansags 67202
Lots 2 and 4, Emporia Avenue, N. A. ,-; Carey House Sqguare, Inc.
ENGLISH'S ADDITION, 523 E. Douglas
Wichita, Kansas 67202
Lots 1 and 3, and half of vacated -+ The Radio Station KFH Company,
alley on the North, Emporia Avenue, Inc.
N. A, ENGLISH'S ADDITION, 523 E. Douglas

Wichita, Kansas 67202
Lot 5, Emporia Avenue, N. A, ENGLISH'SNCarey House Square, Inc.
ADDITION, 523 E. Douglas

Wichita, Kansas 67202

Lots 2, 4, 6, 8, 10 andtlz, St. "' Carey House Square, Inc.
Francis Avenue, N. A. ENGLISH'S 523 E. Douglas
ADDITION, Wichita, Kansas 67202
Lot 14, St. Francis Avenue, N. A. 10 Main Partnership
ENGLISH'S ADDITION, 1010 N. Main
Wichita, Kansas 67203
- Lots 1, 3 and 5, St. Francis Avenue, "Board of Park Commissioaefsf6f ;f]
N. A. ENGLISH'S ADDITION, the City of Wichita I

455 N. Main
Wichita, Kansas 67202

Lots 7, 9 and 11, St. Francis Avenue, FCarey House Square, 1Inc.
N. A. ENGLISH'S ADDITION, 523 E. Douglas
Wichita, Kansas 67202

Lots 13, 15, 17, 19, 21, 23, 25 and  The City of Wichita, Kansas

/Z 27, St. Francis Avenue, N. A. 455 N. Main
‘'ENGLISH'S ADDITION, Wichita, Kansas 67202

"Fidelity

COMPANY,




-Avenue,

DESCRIPTIONS

Lots 29, 31, 33, 35, ahd 37, St.
Francis Avenue, N. A. ENGLISH'S
ADDITION,

Lots 2, 4, 6, 8,
N. A, ENGLISH'S ADDITION,

Lots 14, 16 and 18 and part of
vacated street adjoining on the

West, Santa Fe Avenue,
ADDITION,

Lots 20, 22 and 24, Santa Fe Avenue,
N. A. ENGLISH'S ADDITION,

Lots 26 and 28, Santa Fe Avenue,
N. A. ENGLISH'S ADDITION,

Lots 30 and 32, Santa Fe Avenue,
N. A. ENGLISH'S ADDITION,

Lots 34 and 36, Santa Fe Avenue,

N. A. ENGLISH'S ADDITION,

Lots 38 and 40, Santa Fe Avenue,
N. A. ENGLISH'S ADDITION,

lots 42 and 44, Santa Fe Avenue,
N. A. ENGLISH'S ADDITION,

Ilots 46, 43, 50, 52 and 54, Santa Fe
Avenue, N. A. ENGLISH'S ADDITION,

Lots 1, 2 and 3, UNION STATION
ADDITION,

" South 1 foot of Lot J and the North
© .1 foot of Lot K, ROCK ISLAND SECOND
ADDITION,

South 24 feet 1.2:dinches of Lot K,
all of Lot L and the North 7 feet
5.6 inches of Lot M, Rock Island
Avenue, ROCK ISLAND SECOND ADDITION,

North 23 feet 8 inches of Lot N and
the South 18 feet 1 inch of Lot M,
Rock Island Avenue, ROCK ISLAND
SECOND ADDITION,

10 and 12, Santa Fe.

N. A. ENGLISH'S

RECORD OWNERS

““Sage Drilling Co.,
Francis

202 3. St.
Wichita, Kansas

624 E. Douglas
Wichita, Kansas

624 . Douglas

Wichita, Kansasg

624 E. Douglas
Wichita, Kansas

" Delbert F., Sr.

Boute #1

Benton, Kansas

Inc.

67202

619 East William Properties, L.D.

67202

619 East William Properties, L.P.

67202

'{619 East William Properties, L.P.

67202
& Edith P. Crowl

67017

Delbert F. & Edith P. Crowl

Route #1

Benton, Kansas

“Mary L. McGill

202 Bonnie Brae
Wichita, Kansas

"Mary L. McGill

202 Bonnie Brae
Wichita, Kansas

' Delbert F., Sr.

Route #1

Benton, Kansas

S. Stevens
35 Hampton
Wichita, Kansas

455 N. Main
Wichita, Kansas

Lloyd & Eleanor

4740 Lulu
Wichita, Kansas

'Lloyd & Eleanor

4740 Lulu

Wichita, Kansas

67017

Street
67207

Street
67207
& Edith P. Crowl

67017

ﬁ'Francis D. Jabara and Keeney

67207

The City of Wichita, Kansas

67202
sScott
67216
L. Scott

67216

Summit Leasing Company

143 S. Rock Island

ichita, Kansas

WJW“ZAJ?’L’) )

67202



DESCRIPTIONS BEECORD OWNERS

Lots 1, 3, &5, 7, 9, 11, 13, 15, 17, Coulter Enterprises
19, 21, 23, 25, 27 and 29, Rock Island 650 Westdale Drive
Avenue, ROCK ISLAND ADDITION, Wichita, Kansas 67200
AND

Scuth 16 inches of Lot N, all of lLots
-0 and P, Rock Island Avenue, ROCK
ISLAND SECOND ADDITION,

AND

Beginning at the Northeast corner of
Lot 1, on Rock Island Avenue, Rock
Island Addition; thence West 125 feet
along the North line of said Lot 1;
thence North 5% feet to the Southwest
corner of Lot P, on Rock Island Avenue,
in Rock Island Second Addition; thence
East 125 feet along the South line of
said Lot P; thence South 5% feet to
place of beginning, all in the South-
west Quarter of Section 27 South,
Range 1 East,

Lot 33, Douglas Avenue and Lot 1, The Beacon Newspaper Corporation,
Mosley Avenue, W. B. SMITH ADDITION, Inc.

FWichita Eagle-Beacon

825 E. Douglas

Wichita, Kansas 67202

Lot 28, Douglas Avenue, J. R. MEAD Southwest National Bank
ADDITION, 400 E. Douglas
Wichita, Kansas 67202

~?é§£5» Lots 30 and 32, Douglas Avenue, J. B. James E. Mead, Myron M. Mead

MEAD ADDITION, JQtmEs €. 0ERD and Theodore E., Mead

of® HBERG Roumos ADDRESS UNKNOWN

Vo ) Y ipue foad
Lot 34, Douglas Avenue, J. R. MEAD Jacob Davis; Max Davis; Leon
ADDITION, Davis; Margaret Silver; Holly

Beth Davis; Nancy Jill Davis;
Jason Benjamin Davis; Jeremy
Lynn Davis; Brent Alan Davis
%Laurence R. Davis

212 N, Market

Wichita, Kansas 67202

Lot 36, Douglas Avenue, J. R. MEAD Davis Properties
ADDITION, 249 N, Hillside
Wichita, Kansas 67214

- Lot 38, Douglas Avenue, J. R. MEAD Amos A. Belsley
PMarjorie E. Champeny
423 N. C Street
Wellington, Kansas 67152

Lot 40, Douglas Avenue, J. R. MEAD Nestor R. Weigand, Jr.

ADDITION, 150 N. Market
Wichita, Kansas 67202

ETitle

COMPANY,




DESCRIPTIONS

Lot 42, Douglas Avenue, J. R. MEAD
ADDITION,

Lot 44, Douglas Avenue, J. R. MEAD

. ADDITION,

\

[

Lots 46 and 48, Douglas Avenue, J. R, ~

MEAD ADDITION,

Lots b0, 54, 56, 58 and 60, Douglas

Avenue, J. R. MEAD ADDITION,

Bt
" v Lot 52, Douglas Avenue, J. R. Mead

k]

ADDITION, <omes € mepn
D0 B Do palon
(@,ce/'fl B L P U I e L B TR \\""
Lot 62, Douglas Avenue, J. R. MEAD
ADDITION,

Lots 64, 66 and 68, Douglas Avenue,

.J. R. MEAD ADDITION,

Lots C and D, Douglas Avenue, J. R.
MEAD ADDITION,

N PRS0

N Lot 70, Douglas Avenue, J. R. MEAD
ADDITION,
Lot 72, Douglas Avenue, J. R. MEAD
ADDITION,
Lots 74 and 76, Douglas Avenue,

MEAD ADDITION,

.-Ldt 1, Topeka Avenue, J. R. MEAD

ADDITION,

Lot 2, Emporia Avenue, J. R. MEAD
ADDITION,

Fdelityl

COMPANY,

J, R.

Wichita, Kansas

RECORD OWNERS

" Nestor R. Weigand, Jr.

150 N. Market

Wichita, Kansas 67202
“G. M. Sales and Manufacturing,
Inc.
428 E. Douglas
Wichita, Kansas 67202

ibarey House Square, Inc.

523 E. Douglas
Wichita, Kansas 67202
Beverly Sharon Rosen Jacobson
18 Sage Brush

Wichita, Kansas 67230

" James E. Mead; Myron W. Mead

and Theodore E. Mead
ADDRESS UNKNOWN

'Bernard A. & Beverly S. Jacocbson

18 Sage Brush

Wichita, Kansas 67230

)ERobert O. Ellison; Dennis W.

& Dianne ¥. Kimbrough
2497 Harbor Boulevard, Suite 8
Ventura, California 93003

) Herbert & Esther Moses

422 S. Vassar Avenue
Wichita, Kansas 67218

" Otto & Erna Woermke mamm erte

TR HOCUER,

ADDRESS UNKNOWN 604 & Douglag

S‘ﬁTP Partners

%Hall, Turner & Pike
1 Main Place
100 N. Main

Wichita, Kansas 67202

"Richard L. & Jacqueline C. Hilton

Edgar Wm. Dwire & Janice M. Dwire
%612 E. Douglas

Wichita, Kansas 67202

"The Southwest National Bank,

Wichita, Kansas
400 E. Douglas
67202

' The Southwest National Bank,

Wichita, Kansas
400 E. Douglas
Wichita, Kansas 67202




DESCRIPTIONS RECORD OWNERS
Lot 1, Emporia Avenue, J. R. MEAD " F and S Properties, Inc.
ADDITION, %Benjamin C. Langel

700 Fourth Financial Center
100 N. Broadway
Wichita, Kansas 67202

Lot 2 and the South half of Lot 4, *F & S Properties, Inc.

St. Francis Avenue, J. R. MEAD %Benjamin C. Langel
ADDITION, 700 Fourth Financial Center
100 N. Broadway
Sy . Wichita Kansas 67202
%&} ?%\mQﬁ) ' ﬂa?H\ g
@“%\ Noi¥th Half of Lot 4, and all‘of Lot 6, Vlrglnla StanleyﬂCralg Shoup
. 8t. Francis Avenue, J. R. MEAD ADDRESS UNLNOWN g:fn e 1AL
‘;/ ADD:{ TI ON s '::f-! [ r'.-',x- \: -0 #y [ I3 /"7 ‘J Jg’g_q Aa : e
'@??L Lots 8 and 10, St. Francis Avenue, vCharles F. & Margaret K. Morrls
v + J. R. MEAD ADDITION, ADDRESS UNKNOWN 04y¢i3L”‘
L Bpeatty o 15T A Ko e
Lot 1, St. Francis Avenue, J. R. " Huber Janitor Supples, Inc.
MEAD ADDITION, 114 N. St. Francis
Wichita, Kansas 67202
Lot 3, St. Francis Avenue, J. R. ‘ Martin E. & Darline M. Kaiser
MEAD ADDITION, 122 N. 8t. Francis
Wichita, Kansas 67202
”Lét 5, 8t. Francis Avenue, J. R. :hAutomotive Distributing Company,
MEAD ADDITION, Incorporated

126 N. St. Francis
Wichita, Kansas 67202

Lot 7, 8t. Francis Avenue, J. R. %?Union Rescue Mission Inc.
MEAD ADDITION, 130 N. St. Francis

Wichita, Kansas 67202
South Half of Lot 9, St. Francis “Richard Williamson
Avenue, J. R. MEAD ADDITION, (Record Owner)

H. R. K., Company
(Contract Purchasers)

- 330 Laura
o . Wichita, Kangsas 67211
N e ol
. % North Half of Lot 9, St. Francis Ellen M. Enoch
(' Avenue, J. R. MEAD ADDITION, (M ADDRESS UNKNO o 12 VAN S
I ittt Wttt Bt o Durviea Can 0209
West 23 feet of Lots 2, 4, 6, 8 and  LaVurne J. Unruh
.10, Santa Fe, J. R. MEAD ADDITION, 8350 N. Oliver

Wichita, Kansas 67147

East 25 feet of the West 48 feet of " Durrell Armstrong
Lots 2, 4, 6, 8 and 10, Santa Fe 704 E. Douglas
Avenue, J. R, MEAD ADDITION, Wichita, Kansas 67202

Title

COMPANY,
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DESCRIPTIONS

Beginning 62 feet West of the South-

east corner of Lot 2, Santa Fe Avenue,

Jd. R. MEAD ADDITION; thence North
136.92 feet to the Alley; thence West
25 feet; thence South to Douglas
Avenue; thence East to the point of

“beginning being a part of Lots 2, 4,

6, 8 and 10, Santa Fe,
ADDITION,

AND

Beginning 37 feet West of the South-

J. R. MEAD

east corner of Lot 2, Santa Fe Avenue,

Jd. R. MEAD ADDITION: thence North
136.9 feet to the alley; thence West
25 feet; thence South 136.9 feet;

thence East to the point of beginning

being a part of Lots 2,
10, Santa Fe,

4, 6, 8 and
4. R. MEAD ADDITION,

East 37 feet of Lots 2, 4, 6, 8 and
10, and 5.3 feet adjoint said lots
on the East, Santa Fe Avenue, J.R,
MEAD ADDITION,

Lots 14, 16 and 18, Santa Fe Avenue,

J. R. MEAD ADDITION,

Lots 20 and 22, Santa Fe,
ADDITION,

J. R. MEAD

Lote 24, 26, 28 and 30, Santa Fe
Avenue, J. R. MEAD ADDITION,

Lots 2, 4 and 6, EXCEPT the East 2
feet of l.ot 6, Douglas Avenue,
EAST WICHITA ADDITION,

m‘p‘?‘”ff),__:@a

W East 2 feet of Lot 6 and all of Lot

‘\s
NS

8, Douglas Avenue, EAST WICHITA

ADDITION,

Lot 10, Douglas Avenue, EAST WICHITA

ADDITION,

Lot 12, Douglas Avenue, EAST WICHITA

ADDITION,

Lots 14, 16.and 18, Douglas Avenue,
EAST WICHITA ADDITION,

Fidelity]

COMPANY,

PRS)
1.

Wichita,

‘Harry Lankford

JAutomotive Distributing Co.,

Wichita, Kansas

RECORD OWNERS

David E. Norris

211 N. Pershing

Kansas 67208

/Ja
AV
3921 E. English Lg*fjx
Wichita, Kansas 67218

Inc.
126 N. St. Francis

67202

" Richard L. & Jacqueline C,

Hilton and Edgar Wm. Dwire
612 E. Douglas

Wichita, Kansas 67202

‘Harry G. Lankford

3921 E. English

Wichita, Kansas 67218

" Durrell Armstrong

704 E. Douglas

Wichita, Kansas 87202

" Eliose Morris

ADDRESS UNKNOWN /&8 o Ao h b

'Henry & Nathan Leben

1030 N. Market

Wichita, Kansas 67214

; Henry & Nathan Leben

1030 N. Market

Wichita, Kansas 67214

' Henry & Nathan Leben

1030 N. Market

Wichita, Kansas 67214



DESCRIPTIONS

South 85 feet of Lot 20, Douglas
Avenue, EAST WICHITA ADDITION

South 85 feet of Lot 22, Douglas
Avenue, EAST WICHITA ADDITION

North 52 feet of Lots 20 and 22,
all of Lots 24, 26 and 28, Douglas
Avenue, EAST WICHITA ADDITION

/\{ 'IP_} R e
A" Lot 34, Douglas Avenue, EAST WICHITA
\ ADDI TION sdEmemE w E M d 4 ﬂm\h__,';,-j 5/%}{2\)}(,‘,\6
‘ of & Miasrtim doh ngor

T35 €., T f{ﬂf‘w

All of Lot 1, Mead Avenue, EAST
WICHITA ADBITION
All of Lot 2, Mead Avenue, EAST

WICHITA ADDITION

Lot 1, Mosley Avenue, EAST WICHITA

ADDITION,

Dated at Wichita, Kansas,

69334
T-25330

Tracer No.

SEidelityl

COMPANY,

this 7th day of March,

RECORD OWNERS

Barney B. Nash and Stanley
Goldstein
253 8., Pinecrest

Wichita, Kansas 67218

" Barney Nash and Stanley

Goldstein
253 8. Pinecrest

Wichita, Kansas 67218

- Robert K. Swinson and Horst

K. Hiller
1211 Carlos

Wichita, Kansas 867203

‘“James E. Mead, Myron W. Mead

and Theodore E. Mead
ADDRESS UNENOWN

»7 Maintenance Service, Inc.
800 E. 21st Street
Wichita, Kansas 67214

Janice Kamem and Sheldon Kamen
601 Longford

Wichita, Kansas 67207

" Clyde E., Jr. & Glenys L. Cox
307 S. Crestway
Wichita, Kansas 67218

1985 at 7:00 AW

FIDELITY TITLE COMPANY, INC.

b

Assistant Secretary
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