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Date PNancl 1, 1957

ZONING APPEALS PETITION

ACCEPTED AS TO FORM By the WICHITA BOARD oF ZONING APPEALS

Receipt No, 53 11] 2 by >
(Purchaslng Depa.—fmont)




Case No. 3-51

Filed 3-41 1857
FROM REFUSAL AND/OR
APPEALAFOR VAR IANCE OR EXCEPTION
LAY

The Board of Zoning Appeals
Room 205, City Building
Wichita, Kansas

The undersigned Naegele Adv. Co.,Inc. of Kansashereby appeals

from the decision of the Building Inspection Superintendent where-

in a Building Permit is refused under Section 21-14 and 21-22

to rebuild two billboards

at the premises located at 1601 South Hydraulic (see Exhibit A)

This permit was denied for the reason that"such work would be beyond

the conditions contained in Sec. 21-22 of the Zoning Ordinance” (see
EXHIBIt B)

The plans, application, and all data heretofore filed with

said Building lnspection Superintendent are attached hereto and
made 2 part of this appeal.

| have not made a previous application or appeal under the
Zoning Ordinance affecting these premises.

| hereby declare that all the statements contained in all

ot the information transmitted her%fh are true.

e

Appellant

AppellantNaegele Adv, Co., Inc. Address 440 N, Water St.,Wichita,

Qwner Address

Lessee Address

43,
(This appeal shall be filed with a s—ﬁ%ﬁnfee within ninety days
after the date of fthe decision of the Building Inspector.)




CID Y COLF WeT CH-T DA
BUILDING INSPECTION DIVISION

To Naegele Advertising Co.,Inc Owner Addregs M40 North Water

po_Chas. N. Ingrim Applicant Address

Your application Dated Jan. 23, 1957
For a Permit for the retuilding of two billboards
at the premises designated as
1601 South Hydraulie
Is hereby refused on this__ 23rd day of January s 1957,
Under Section 21-I4 and 21-22 of the Zoning Ordinance,
For the reason that-ressembhed this property being in a Light Commercial zone,
Billboards are not permitted. The existing boards are mllowed to remain by virtue of

their being legally non-conforming. Since the boards are to be practically all
rebuilt, such work would be beyond the conditions contained in Sec, 21-22 of the
Zoning Ordinance, which sets forth the chenges that may be made to a non-conforming

structure.

Chief Building Inspector

NOTE: Any appeal from this refusal must be filed with the Board of
Zoning Appeals (Room 304, City Hall) within ninety (90) days after
the date of this refusal. For further information, take this notice
to the Planning Department, Room 30, City Hall,

EXHrair "B
: T
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BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS
CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS

F HEARING OF APPEAL

March 20, , 1957

Mr. Steve Price, President

Nesegele Adv, Company, Inc, of Kansas
440 North Water S5t,

Wichita, Kans

Dear Mr. Price .

Your appeal, under the Zoning Ordinance, relative to premises at
1601 South Hydraulic

has been given Board of Zoning Appeals Case No,_ 3«57 =~ |

All inquiries and references should always be made to that Case
Number when you seek information from the Secretary.

Further, you are notified to appear before the Board of Zoning
Appeals either in person, or by agent or attorney, for a hearing of

your case on_ friday, Merch 29, 19 57 , at_ 1330 p.m,
in Room 201 of the City Bullding

Respectfully,

Secretary, Board of Zoning Appeals

Robert Hill, Attorney
901 First National Bank Bldg.
Wichite, Kansas




BNARD OF ZONING APPEALS

Room 205, City Building
Wichita 2 Kansas

NCOPTIACUE S TE0 PORGO PR RETEY 0 W N EERIES

Merch 19, , 19 57

An appsal has been filed by Robert Hill, Attorney
(address) 901 First Netionel Bank Building on behalf of

Neegele Advertising Go., lnc. (309ress) 440 North Water St, -

as provided by Section 21«22 Vol. | of the CiTy Code. The

appellant desires to rebuild two billboards at 1601 Sguth
Hydrauilc

on the premisas located at 1601 South Hydraulic

This appeal has been given Case No. 3«57 and a hear-

ing will be held by the Board of Zoning Appeals on Friday :

March 29 , at 1130 pems in Room 201 of the City

Puilding, at which time you may appear, if you so desire,
either in person or by agent or attorney.

By order of the Board of Zoning Appeals.

Geo. J. Fisher Iy
Facretary, Board of 7oning Ap




STATEMENT OF OWNERSHIP

STATE OF KANSAS )
SS.
SEDGWICK COUNTY )

The undersigned, duly bonded and qualified abstracter
within and for the County and State aforesaid, does hereby certify:

That we have examined the records in the Office of
the Register of Deeds of Sedgwlick County, Kansas, with reference to
the ownership of the following property in Sedgwick County, Kansas,viz:

Property with a radius of 200' of: That part of Lots
7, 8, 9, in Gardner's Sub. of Lot 1, Schweiter's 2nd Addition, desc.as:
Beg. at a point 10' E of the NW corner of Lot 7; thence S. 201 th in
Northeasterly direction to a point 65' South of the NE corner of Lot 9;
th. N 65'; thence West to Beginning, in the City of Wichita, Kansas.

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

STREET ADDITION OWNER

Harry Gardner's Sub. I. D. & Reba M. Barber,ux
Aoz [ (HHaetai o, Tlaid
" “n n

Ray H. & Frances L. Stromer,ux
1ee7 E. array, ZULzh
n " it

William Alex &

Madeline Mary Scott, ux .,
5215 T Ontdanl, L0icticted

G(W 15:) n ] "

7(s8 65' of .

E 15') Standard 011 Co. of Indiana

5 Bt to P, T ihictas

8(s 65')
9(s 65')
10(S 65')
11(S 65')
12(8 65')
T(N 75' of

E 15! 3

) =T e I

B(N 751) n "
9(N 75')




&2
LOT STREET ADDITION OWNER

13 Greenwood Gardner's Sub. John H. & Twila J.

Grissinger, ux ]
1676 ’M—-iw‘tb ZC”J“(”A"

15 " "
17 Edward 0. &

Minnie A. Townsend, ux L7555
1624 é’Mq.McLu. Z0 avtic

19 | n " "

14 Deajil,;r WES kL woidhits
16 "

18 Vincent A. &
Lola M. Co dington
1899 Hunees, a;«u

20 " "

22 Herbert D &

Florine M. Craft, ux SR
e 2 .l’ ‘1%4?}{,, foe. '-_’/J.-_;&.{.dw

S. 5' of vac.

alley adj.on N

to Lot 14- Hydraulic Dean Thomas b
A \-r Wrapdas, Wisdeiltc

10' vac. alley

adj. Lots 1-2-3-

4 5.6- Harry St. Standard 0%13? of Indiana
Ns F. 107 oL b

N. 5' of vac.

alley adj.Lots

7-8-9-10-11-12- Harry St-"

88 Greenwood MeCormick Raymond D. &
Charlena M. Boupous,ux
7502 & caadii o, 2 andatis
90 ¢ "
92
oL
96 1"

57 Emil 1. & 4702 8 uustack wilida
Melvin F Bellman /314 7, 70 whete

89 Albert L. &
Gladys M. Warner,ux ..
9:5’;{"%&“ U aetidea)

91 d "
93

95




STREET

94 Hydraulic
96

98

100

Reserve A in

i
ADDITION OWNER

Walter Morris H. Hurst 5
157 9. {ff-,u_&cu:,. Uy ecdelis

"

Linwood Park Add.- City of Wichita

Dated at Wichita, Kansas, this 15th
day of February, 1957, at 7:00 A.M,

THE FIDELITY TITLE COMPANY, INC.




APPEAL STATEMENT

I. In line with applicant's policy of lmproving the appearance
of its advertising panels (see Exhibit C), it is proposed to
modernize two poster panels located near the southwest corner
of Harry and Hydraulic Streets. The panels as they now exist
are shown in Exhibit "D" attached hereto. The location of the
panels would not be altered, The panels would not be enlarged
or extended, The facing would be changed to steel, the trim
would be changed to plastic, the lighting would be changed to

a slim line fixture, and the panel supports would be changed to
single steel pipe uprights, (See Exhibit "E" for examples of

how the panels would appear after such chahgés.)

II. The two panels involved are in a Light Commercial Zone and
constitute a legal non-conforming use., The Building Inspector's
refusal of a permit for the above work was based on a determination
that "since the boards are to be practically all rebuilt, such
work would be beyond the conditions contained in Sec. 21-22 of

the Zoning Ordinance, which sets forth the changes that may be
made to a non-conforming structure.," Applicant believes that

any of the proposed changes, taken éinglely, would fall within

the provisions of Sec. 21-22, permitting "ordinary maintenance

and repair . . . and such structural alterations . . . which are
necessary to maintain the . . . structure in good condition” if
"such alterations do not enlarge or change the general character
of the" sﬁructure. That such changes are to be made simultaneously
should not change the result -- certainly each of the proposed

changes is necessary to maintain the panels in good condition

and will not enlarge or change the general character of the panels,

III. If the Board of Zoning Appeals determines that the proposed
changes are beyond those permitted by Sec. 21-22, then applicant

respectfully requests the Board to grant an "exception and

e




variance" under Sec., 21-27 of the Zoning Ordinance.

1.

The conditions and circumstances here involved are not
ordinarily found in the same zoning district. Modern-
izatlon of the panels 1s a problem peculair to the type

of structure involved, a type of structure entirely
different from bulldings and structures ordinarily

found in the same zoning district. Also, ordinarily

the proposed changes would not be necessary all at one
time, the circumstances from which such need now arises
being that applicant has recently acquired the panels
involved from the company which had previously operated
and maintained them, such company having operated the
panels without taking any modernization steps one by

one as the need arose,

Granting of the-exception and variance would not adversely
affect the rights of adjacent property owners or residents,
but, to the contrary, would be of benefit to them by
reason of the vastly improved appearance of the panels.
Strict application of Section 21-22, if deemed to not

permit the proposed changes, will constitute unnecessary

hardship upon applicant because it would prevent applicant

from carrylng out 1ts program of modernizing all of its
panels, such program being designed to improve the public
appeal of such panels and enhance the value of same from
the standpoint of the users,

Such exception: and variance 1s not against the public
interest, but, to the contrary, 1s consonant with the
publlic interest, in that the improved appearance cf the
panels will be more attractive and in tune with the times,
keeping pace wilth the general trend of keeping Wichita

an up~to-date, growing, modern city.




Hypbrackie AVE

EXpfrzir A7













