
dui]tin requeat variancettram setbadl#
0n Iupf Ct.*4*t· ·FAar¥

Z

0

C

0
0

U.J

CO

0

LEE O

0
0

L
3=f Al

4 r.'I ·



1 ..*

k

8 -*:14,4,1:*4

62=-Wl
RESOLUTION N O. BZA 9-63
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WHEREAS, Kenneth B. and Helen L. Culkin, 2115 Blulf

Court, Wichita, Kansas, by John Callahan. attorney, 512 North

Market, Wichita, Kansas, have filed an application for variance

of the minimum front yard setback of 25 feet, as required in the

Zoning Ordinance, to 4.5 feet, for property located at 2115

Bluff Court, and being legally described as

3*tri·*t

19€Xi

,®44.

Lot Six (6) and the south five (5) feet of

Lot five (5), Block "B", Miles Green Valley

Addition, in the City of Wichita, Sedgwick
County, Kansas; and

1*K:·

WHEREAS, proper notice as required by ordinance and by

the rules of the Board of Zoning Appeals has been given; and

WHEREAS. the Board of Zoning Appeals did, in regular

meeting. consider said application on May 28, 1963; and

liw:

3.73

0

93-42ft.'AG

WHEREAS, the Board of Zoning Appeals has determined that

it has jurisdiction to consider said request for a variance under

the provisions of Section 2.12.590 (2), Code of the City of Wichita;
and

WHEREAS, the property is zoned "AA" and requires a front

yard setback of 25 feet; and

WHEREAS, the Board has found that the dwelling house now

located on the above property was constructed in violation of the

front yard setback requirement of 25 feet; and

AM

f

WHEREAS, the Board of Zoning Appeals has found that the
request for variance arises from a condition which is unique and
not ordinarily found in the same zoning district in that cul-de-sacs
in Wichita are not commonly found and such lots created by the use
of cul-de-sacs create odd shape lots having a different relation
of building lines to property lines and street lines, as compared to
"gridiron" type subdivisions; and also is unique in that the Build-
ing Inspection Division (now Central Inspection), failed to cite the
violation when in progress of construction and after completion; and

4 JAE#E
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WHEREAS. the Board of Zoning Appeals has found that the limits/*fa.
granting of the variance requested would not adversely affect the Milillillill:&%6
rights of adjacent property owners inasmuch as the actual violation z,4-=--------eZb

of the front Yard setback requirement has existed since 1961 in this 
fully developed addition without complaint from adjoining property 1rw,i
owners, and none of said adjoining property owners appeared in protest llllillillill
at this meeting; and

WHEREAS, the Board of Zoning Appeals has found that the
f strict application of the enforcement provisions of the Zoning

Ordinance will constitute unnecessary hardship upon the applicant
inasmuch as it would necessitate the removal of a front portion of
their house, which pould lessen substantially the value and appear-
ance of the property; and

49
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WHEREAS, the Board o f Zoning Appeals has found tha·t this -1
variance desired will not adversely affect the public health. im
safety, morals. order, convenience, prosperity or general welfare.
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WHEREAS, as shown above, each of the four conditions
>DJrequired by Section 2.12.590.2 of the City Code of Wichita to

be present before a variance can be granted, has been found to
exist.

NOW, THEREFORE. BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Zoning
Appeals of the City of Wichita, Kansas, that the request for a
variance from the strict enforcement provisions of the Zoning
Ordinance to require less front yard setback than is normally
required by the Zoning Ordinance on property legally described as

Lot Six (6) and the south five (5) feet of
Lot five (5), Block "B'0, Miles Green Valley
Addition. in the City of Wichita, Sedgwick
County, Kansas,

and generally located on Bluff Court between Clark and Kinkaid
Street, be and the same is hereby approved, and the Superintendent
of Central Inspection is hereby authorized to issue the appropriate
permit.

ADOPTED at Wichita, Kansas. t

h day of May, 1963.
E. 131· Law, Chairman

Arasm: /9
di

Lakin, Secretary



June 11. 1903

px. and Mri. Kennoth D. Culkin
211. Bluel Court

D./1 Mr. Ind "rl. Culkins

On J-* 3. 1963. w• advi,ed you that the Board of Zoning Ap,-10

Ordinance to lig•lial thi location of an .diting hou- 08 9/0-
porty legally decribed a, tot 6 and the aouth 3 2-t of Lot 5.

00 3192 2 Couirt bitw,Ion Clark and Kinkaid Streit.

We allo advi-d that thi loard'* dection mght he allpialid to

thi date indicated. and the deciaton of thi Board of Zoning Appials

1 ©r
A oopy of thi reiolution Ietting forth action of the Board il
attached for your information and files.

Very truly youri.

Aol»rt A. L.kin
393*

ceo Glon L,tle. Supirintindint of Central Inspection
John Callahan. attorney. 512 North Market

0
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Board of Zoning Appeals June 4, 1963
-1/1 ar

C. H. Funk, City Clerk

Robert A. Lakin, Secretary

Case BZA 9-63

Attached is a copy of BZA Resolution 9-63. covering
action taken by the Board of Zoning Appeals on the
above case.

This case was heard on May 28, 1963, and an appeal
may be filed in your office on or before June 7,

79.

1963.

If an appeal is filed. please advise.

Robert A. Lakin

Secretary

RAL:ber

Attachment

3.41

57%
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June 3. 1963

Mr. and ks. Kenneth B. Culkin

2118 Bluff Court

Wichita. Kon=as 83,4 9 -63
Dear Mr. and Mrs. Culkins

Thia ia to advioa you that at iti regular meeting of May 26. 19*30
the Board of Zoning Appials of the City of Wichita. considered
your roqueit for a variance to the Zoning Ordinabea to legalize thi
location of an Mxi/ting house on property legally described ae,

Lot G and the gouth S feet of Lot 5. Block B. Miles

Green Valley Addition. which il generally locatad on
Bluff Court between Clark and Kinkaid Street.

which dwelling was conetructed within 4.5 feat of the front property
line. rather .han uoing the :equired 25 foot a.tback. After dir-
cuomion. it wai the action of the Board of Zoning Appael, to approve
your r.gatot.

Section 2.12.610 of the Code of the City of Wichita provid- that
thu decioion of the Board of Zoning Appeals *hall be final unless it
il appoeled to the Board of City Commiesioners within tea diye of the
date of the Board'a action. Accordingly. an appal could be filed
iL t.ls cago on or bafore June 7. 1963.

Subsequent to the expiration of the appeal period. you will be advihed
whether or not an ap,•al has boon filed. IC no appmal haa b•un filed
on or before Jung 7. 1963. th* deelsion of the :loard will be finale

Very truly y92•,

241
RRL:ber

ccs C. H. Funk. City Clerk
Glen Lytle. superintandent of Central Inspection
John Callahan. 512 Worth Market

3

€1.f

1.41.1/In
b ;.:9&/.21

, 9-941146'.3 765,

0 0

R.t»€61 l

4**%*

2,9 1



BEEJ22 9-Yll,1 13?·>1(!IME

P*.3_-Ee. Bzy 9.:621

-GRERU-FLF@23_ZZIQU

This casa involves a tract c f land generz lly located on

Bluff (burt he·tereen Clar.·c and Kirk.:.id. Street. The. propiriv in

question and all of the ·91-c-,©arty ir. the surrounding .rea, 3.8

moned 'AA' Single Family.
%

A'l. ·brze propar·ly in i··lic ·immediate area has been devel.oped

in·to airig·..3 :family hopsi iff.

320·<,887
3

The request ie fio.-: a 1-3 rianc·e i:o al.low an ex:,ating hotice to
€»ry

be wi·.:ain 4. :i :Uet 02 0,1...a r.2 gr:ired .front yard setback rethel·

than 25 2:uit. ighich .Li; tha ner?ral requirement in ar.·. '291' dis·i-rict.

(See Attachment *2 - Plo·: plar.}.

The veriance is within aPe jurn-diction cf the Board of

Zoni.ng Appeals to gr:int tircrid.ing the four c·orditions 262 fcc·th

below are fourl,Z to dgint:

1. Thai: ·the varianne· 6 2.oired arise.0 frow come
con.dition tihic« 3 2 no·t crdinarily found in the
came zoning dialric:;

2. Tha C ·.f e gzant, 1-· c f th€ porait for the varianc e
:711. Do·t adver£:33.Y affect <:he -:·ights of adjacent
property elmor:; C r f..·s:.6 e.i··':8

3. Thai: the s·-:-·:icL ..pslication of the Rnforcement
pl-(1·visions 02 this zo,nirg or:tiliance woule. ec,}i-
stituae uns,·acciE:;32..ry 3.arc ship inon ·the property
elinor ·repra:jent,·E. in ·thi -,11.1.paa.1.

4. 01.a: 1:lze variar: 30 6 3..5.3€ d LE not against ·the
public interest.

.'7

1
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The applfehnts have submitted their stification for the

a mve items and it is included as Attachment #1 of this report .

C*IMUiTS BY THE FECRM·TARY

This variance has been requeated because the applicants0,7 %4

rjsidence has been constructed within approximately 4 feet of the

curb line of the cul-de-sac on 2' uf:3 Court. The required front

yard setback on this lot h 25 feet. The applicants also

point out that cul-de·-sacs are relatively new and not specifically

mentioned i r Zhe city . -de and because o f the deviation from the

g.-idiron type of platting, setbacks on cul-de-sacs are easy to

overlook and violate.

The applicants also contend that if e straight line is drawn

from the front edge of adjoining properties which are set back

29 feet from the cul-de--sac, there would b. no violation.

The applicants have attempted ;.0 sell the property and the

title was turned down by a local attorney for the prospec.lve

purchaser on the grounds that their title was not merchantable

b., reason of the saback violation.

In checking with the Division of Central Inspection, it

was found that the developer, in February 1961, applied for a

building permit to construct this particular house and at the

time this permit was taken out the developer signed a statement

stipulating that be would comply with all setback requirements

relative to construction of the house. Evidently the developer

-was not cognizant of the setback re?firements on cul-de-sacs at

the time this house was constructed:

I /,0 Cle

%

1
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1

d

The front yard setback requirements are determined in the 11
same manner on cul-de-sacs as they are on the gridiron type

of block system. In other words, the front yard setback would

be the minimum horizontal distance between the front property

line and the front building line which in this case would be a

31: eved line 25 feet from the property line abutting the cul-de-sac.
UNIQUENESS

The applicants are of the opinion that this situation is

94; unique and not ordinarill .ound in the Game zoning district

because of the presence of said cul-de-sac and inexperience of

local buildera with the same.

The secretary 10 or *39 opinion Shmt c·.31,-,de='sacs in Wichita

are somewhat unique and not found in the 'AA' district except

where drainage problems exist or where there are unusual sized

and shaped tracts of land. The builder, in this instance,

evidently was not as cautious as he should have been in that the

house was constructed on a line extended from and between the
k

front edge of the two adjoining houses. Since the house was con-

structed and inspected under the jurisdiction of the Building

Inspection Division, or ite successor, and not cited as a viola-

tion, additional proof is found that construction on cul-desacs

dat is different and unique. It im the recommendation of the Secretary 1
that this condition be found to exist.

-3-

4539*
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The Secretary concurs with the applicant in that the

granting of this variance should in no way affect the rights of

adjacent property ownere inasmuch as the actual violation of the

front yard setback requirement has existed since 1961 in this

fully developed addition without complaint from adjacent property

owners.

BARDSLIP

€ The applicants have suggested that the strict application

of the enforcement provisions of the zoning ordinance will con-

stitute an unnecessary hardship on them for the reason that it

would cost geveral thousand dollars to remove the front portion of
k·

the house in order to alleviate the existing violation. They have

also suggested that if the tront portion of their houge were

removed, the value and appearance of the house would be substantially

lessened.

The Secretary has suggested on numerous occasions that one

test of hardship exists if the property cannot be used for the

purpose for which zoned and which would be a right of use not

accessible to the applicants but which is a right or use that is

enjoyed by other property owners in the Bame district under similar

circumstances. However, monetary loss is not to be completely

abandoned as a valid reason.

In this instance. it appears that the applicants have owned

this particular property for several years without being aware

-4-
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that they were in Violation. According to their statement

of juotification, the applicants did not become aware of this

violation until they tried to sell their property. Neither was

.·Atift the city aware of the violation.
4*t

The Secretary is of the opinion that hardship can be found

to exist and that because of the violation (not occasioned by

them), they are unable (as are property owners in the surrounding

area}, to obtain the full enjoyment of value from their property.

7.9.1,: :4<t

It appears that the desired variance will in no way affect

the public interest.

It is the opinion of the Secretary that all four conditions

necessary to granting a variance have been found to exist.

Therefore, it is recommended that the desired variance be granted.

-5-
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WICHITA, KANSAS.

REASONS FOR FRONT YARD VARIANCE AT 2115 BLUFF COURT

aa

4%

The need for the variance request arises by virtue of applicant's

residence baing constructed within approximately four feet of the curb line
of the culdesac In Bluff Court, which is in violation of Section 28.04.040

paragraph C 1.2 of the Code of the C'ty of Wichita, which requires a minimum

front yard set back of 25 feet. Culdesacs are relatively new and are not

specifically mentioned in the City Code and because of their deviation

from the grid iron type of platting ure easy to overlook and violate.

4.2

6-k

·19,M;t

The principal purpose of set back requirements is for beautification
of a development, in other words for visual purposes. The variance as shown
by the attached survey drawing of applicant's residence if a straight line
were to be drawn continuing the 25 foot set back, disregarding the culdesac,
there would be no violation. In any event, the resulting violation was not
occasic. .d by the applicants. Applicants have attempted to sell their
residence and their title has been turned down by a local attorney for

the prospective purchaser on the grounds that their title is not merchantable
by reason of this set back.violation. Applicants would sustain a great
monetary loss if they are required at this date to comply with the 25
foot set back requirement. Applicants submit that they have satisfied the
four conditions necessary for this Board to have Jurisdiction to allow
their variance request:

1. The var lance des i •ed arises from a condition which Is not

ordinarily found in the same zoning district because of the presence of
said culdesac and the inexperience of local bull ders with the same.

444*413%

./P.../: '
t."E

iffde 2. The granting of the requested variance will not affect
the rights of adjacent property owners because the actual variance has
existed for several years In this fully developed addition without
complaint of adjacent owners, and in fact the location of appl icerts'
house where it Is enhances the beauty of the development.

3. The strict application of the enforcement of the provisions
of the said zoning ordinance would constitute an unnecessary hardship upon

»40-.
appl Icant owners for the reason that It would cost several thousand dol lars
to remove the front portion of their house and by so doing the appearance
the value of their house would be substantially lessened.

26 for the reasons heretofore mentioned.4. The variance desired is not against the public Interest

9'Zy
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BZA 9-63

Attachment #1
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March 29, 1963 

State of Kansas

Coonty of Sedgwick) SS RE: 2115 Bluff Ct.

i, K. 0. Taylor, a licensed professional engineer in the, State
of Kansas and a competent surveyor, do hereby certify that I did
on the 29th day of March, 1963, survey the following:

Lot 6,and the South 5 feet of Lot 5, Flock B,
Miles Green Valle- Al, an qd·lit.on ir

Wichita, Kansas.

4 24 On said lots 6- a house wi m v. attached ,·aritge which is
in the clear of -11 boundary lines. There are no encroachments
on said lots hy .Aildines or· ..-jacent lots.

Tne accomourying plat is 8 true and correct exhibit of said
survey.

K. 0. TAYLOR,
Consulting Er.thhour ..,·,·,· i i:.

MIL

'94

L tb. 5.0' oF LOTS 

IN :4

L.01- G

10
/ 4>/ /

250.'i

BZA 9-63

Attachment #2
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BOIL® OF ZONING APPEALS

Room 402 City Building Annex
104 South Main

Wichita,Kansas

May 8, 1963

7.7 0.9 X CE 10 ADJO I 7.7 .I F G PR.OP 19..R.Ty ON 16, ERS

Came 730. 317 , 8-63

4 An applica.·tion h..s bec i. filed by Kenn.ae.li D- and Helen L.

Culkin, 2115 r,3.uff Cc,-rt, Wichi·Za c Kansas, by John Callahan,

 attorn« as provided in Section 2.12.590.2 .--7 6-w_ une Ccdo of the City

4 90% of Wichita, Eansas. 9.--ce a.-2.:11-cants rcques: a var:Lonce of 19.5 5

feet to ·C- -u..0 minims.m front yard setback 03: 25 2-eet, on property

legallv decotibad ns z

..Let 6 2·.zte · ·Cha south 5 feet of Lo·2 5, Block B,
Miles Green Valley Addition,

crenerallv located on Bluff Court hotwean, Ciark and KinG:aid.

This application has been as:jigned. C.,se No- 78=.A 9-63. A

hearing will be hold by the Board of Zoning Appeals on Guesday,

Mav 28. 1.9.63. :ae. 2 13.7,1. in. Foom 401 Cit.y 313ilding .Ans.ex, 104 South

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

desire, ei·ther in person or by agent or ati:crney.

Robert a Latin

91. Secretary
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B_ZA 9-63 NOTICES MAILED MAY 9. 1963

I 1

Kenneth B. and Helen L. Culkin William J. and Martha E. Ogden
2115 Bluff Court 3721 Clark Court

John Callahan Buford L. and Selma M. Moore

512 North Market 3717 Clark Court

Richard Gordon Smith Donald L. and Florence E.Mellor
2127 Bluff Court 3705 Clark Court

Jerry Pinson and Billie
2123 Bluff Court

Lee A. and Wanda Smith
2121 Bluff Court

James W. and Virginia L. Morgan
2119 Bluff Co'·rt

Gene and Florine Miller

2117 Bluff Court

Katherine Pennington
2113 Bluff Court

Ray H. and Opal Mitchell
2111 Bluff Court

Ernest C. and Margaret Jones
2109 Bluff Court

Vernon G. and Berneice Nance
2107 Bluff Court

eharlea E. and Diane Jean Miller
960 Prairie Park Road

Otis and Wanda Gilliland
3715 Clark Court

Richard D. and Delma J. Bethel
3713 Clark Court

Gene and Marie Miles

1313 South Maize Road i f.449?344
Elmer W. and Lauretta M. Weber
3725 Clark Court

1_-
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BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS CASE NO.

CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS FILED

APPLICATION FOR VARIANCE

1. NAME OF APPLICANT Kenneth B. Culkin and Helen L. Culkin

MAILING ADDRE88 2115 Bluff Court, Wichita, Kansas PHONE

NAME OF AUTHORIZED AGENT John Callahan, Attorney

MAILING ADDRESS 512 North Market, Wichita, Kansas PHONE AM 4-7191

RELATIONSHIP OF APPLICANT TO PROPERTY IS THAT OF Owner

(OWNER, TENANT, LESSEE, OTHER)

11 THE VARIANCE REQUESTED IS an exception to the minimum front yard

set back of 25 feet.

FOR PROPERTY LOCATED AT 2115 Bluff Court

AND LEGALLY DESCRIBED AS Lot Six (6) and the South Five (S.5) Feet of

Lot Five (5),· Block "8", Miles Green Valley Addition

IN THE CITY OF WICHITA; AND WHICH IS PRESENTLY ZONED AA

(GIVE METES AND BOUNDS DESCRIPTION BELOW IF APPROPRIATE):

111. THE APPLICANT HEREIN, OR Hla AUTHORLZED AGENT, ACKNOWLEDGES

A. THAT HE HAS RECEIVED AN INSTRUCTION SHEET CONCERNING

THE FILING AND HEARING OF THIS MATTER;

B. THAT HE HAS BEEM ADVISED OF THE FEE REQUIREMENTS
ESTABLISHED BY S'ECTION 2.12.580 OF THE CODE OF THE
CITY OF WICHITA (ORDINANCE No. 24-606); AND THAT THE
APPROPRIATE FEE IS HEREWITH TENDERED;

C. THAT HE HAS BEEN ADVISED OF HIS RIGHT TO APPEAL OF
THE DECISION OF THE BOARD TO THE CITY COMMISSION
WITHIN TEN (|0) DAYS OF THAT DECISION;

D. THAT ALL DOCUMENTS ARE ATTACHED HERETO AS NOTED IN
PARAGRAPHS 3 AND 4 OF THE INSTRUCTIONS.

Kenneth B. Culkin and
Helen L. Culkin

APyt\I CANT

ByL-

AyORIZED AGERT

OFFICE USE ONLY: RECEIVED IN OFFICE OF SECRETARY, BOARD OF ZONING
APPEALS, (A.M. - P.M., , 19

TOGETHER WITH APPROPRIATE FEE OF 50.00.

SIGNED

i
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March 29, 1563

State o: ..annas

County of Sed:wick)ss RE: 2115 Bluff Cs.
...64.4

1, ... O. Taylor, a licer.sca D-·ofessional engineer in the State
that I didof Kansas and a comnetent s vcr, do hirets c-rtify

a. on the 29th day of March. 1963, E- "ny the f.,1

Lot 6 and the South 5 fe·. of Le:
Miles Green Valle·· I':'' ;r.' ':r fi..:- 7 .
Wichita, i..3.--.

On said lots . I.U.St 1=En:.hec ·.-r··ve
in the clear c- bo_·.:.no- r.c . There aN·: r,O Eners:. ih:.ents

.Ak on said lots r = -cildir.-_ -6.- I - _Ots.
4

Tne awe- ..· 7-inr .15.0 is L crue correct. ·- Kni-·.2 said

survey.

COn/L-Ving

.4931.t

49.-941

C

i 1 - .0 OF LOTE
} i

y

A
1.J

210.'t

7* f:/'.fil

99*490

J
BZA 9-63

Attachment #2
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REASONS FOR FRONT YARD VARIANCE AT 2115 BLUFF COURT,
.1,7749 WICHITA. KANSAS.

The need for the variance request arises by virtue of applicant's
residence being constructed within approximately four feet of the curb line
of the culdesac in Bluff Court, which is in violation of Section 28.04.040
paragraph C 1.2 of the Code of the City of Wichita, which requires a minimum
front yard set back of 25 feet. Culdesacs are relatively new and are not
specifically mentioned in the City Code and because of their deviation
from the grid iron type of platting are easy to overlook and violate.

The principal purpose of set back requirements is for beautification
of a d ave lopment, in other words for visual purposes. The variance as shown
by the attached survey drawing of applicant's residence if a straight line
were to be drawn continuing the 25 foot set back, di sregarding the culderac,
there would be no viol: tion. In any event, the resulting violation was not
occasioned by the appl icants. Appl icants havi attempted to sell their
residence and their title has been turned down by a local attorney for
the prospective purchaser on the grounds that their title is not merchantable
by reason of this set back violation. Applicants would sustain a great
monetary loss if they are required at this date to comply with the 25
foot set back requirement. Applicants submit that they have satisfied the
four conditions necessary for this Board to have jurisdiction to allow
their variance request:

1. The variance desired arises from a condition which is not
ordinarily found in the same zoning district because of the presence of
said culdesac and the inexperience of local bu ilders with the same.

2. The granting of the requested variance will not affect
the rights of adjacent property owners because the actual variance has
existed for several years in this fully developed addition without
complaint of adjacent owners, and in fact the location of applicants'
house where it is enhances the beauty of the development.

3. The strict application of the enforcement of the provisions
of the said zoning ordinance would constitute an unnecessary hardship upon
appli cant owners for the reason that it would cost several thousand dollars
to remove the front portion of thei r house and by so doing the appearance
the value of their house would be substantially lessened.

4. The variance desired is not against the public interest
for the reasons heretofore mentioned.

em

.r#

381 1

BZA 9-63

Attachment #1
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...479221 egCERTIFICATE OF OWNERSHIP

41*

G

R

A

T

E

GUARANTEE ABSTRACT COMPANY, Inc., hereby certifies the follow- gi
ing to be a true and correct list of the property owners as shown by the t

5,9. records in the office of the Register of Deeds of Sedgwick County, Kansas, 
of all lots in Miles Green Valley Addition and Miles 3rd and a Replat of
a portion of Lot 3, Block A. Miles Green Valley Addition, and of the Real
Estate within a radius of 200 Feet of:

Lot 6 and the South 5 Feet of Lot 5, Bl ock B,
Miles Green Valley Addition

in

Description Owner/Owners

Miles Green Vallev
Block A

Lots 1-2 Donild L. Mellor and Florence'E.

Lot 4 Buford L. Moore and Selma M.

Lot 5 William J. Ogden & Martha E.

Lot 6 Elmer W. Weber and Lauretta M.

Lot 7 Gene Miles and Marie

Lot 3, except
portion platted
as part of Miles 3

rd Addition Richard D. Bethel and Delma J.

Miles 3rd and a Replat of a portion
of Lot 3, Block A, Miles Green
Valley Addition.

Block 1 Otis Gilliland and Wanda

Miles Green Valley
Block B

Lot 1 Charles E. Miller & Diane Jean

Lot 2 Vernon G. Nance & D. Berneice

Lot 3 Ernest C. Jones and Margaret

Lot 4 Ray H. Mitchell & Opal

Lot 5 exc. S 5' Katherine Pennington

9 5' of Lot 5,
all of Lot 6 Kenneth B. Culkin & Helen·L.

of Lot 8-Triangular tract: Beg. at pt. NEerly
Lot 7 and part

of Lot line dividing Lots 7 and 8, whichis
also the NWeerly cor of said Lot 8, for beg.,
SW along sd Lot line dividing 7 and 8 to S/1
of said lots, E along said Lot line 17.61,

NEerly on said line to beg. Gene Miller and Florine

A

B

S

T

R

C

T

0

N

C

J

1

1

CT,Trl'73*93

¥,er  t..Tr= 4-j.4»14.0--0+TOW**A.*,1-,-12=iebl.*IT„,.TIUZZ:MIU,21

Address

3705 Clark Court 
'479

3717 Clark Court 

3721 Clark Court

3725 Clark Court

1313 So. Maize Road 6339
Afl'g

3713 Clark Court

3715 Clark Court f:I ;

4%42
.,

(960 Prairie Park
(2101 Bluff Court

2107 Bluff Court * ,Clig
2109 Bluff Court f, 91©NE.·r .

ty" 19%
2111 Bluff Court ,*?e

2113 Bluff Court '

2115 Bluff Court

2117 Bluff Court . j/''

™-./. _:7..

-1-

3



9t

Part of Lot 8: which is all of Lot 8,
except tract sold to Miller.G

James W. Morgan and Virginia L.
U

2119 Bluff Court

Lot 9 Lee A. Smith and Wanda 2121 Bluff Court

A

Lot 10, except Beg. at NW/cor Lot 10,
R

S 34·03' to BE/cor Lot 10 106.091,
NW 121' m/1 to beg.

A Jerry Pinson and Billie 2123 Bluff Court

N Part 01 Lot 10,
which is the

exception above, Richard Goruon Smith 2127 Bluff Court
T and all of Lot 11

E Lots 12 and 13 Gene and Marie Miles 1313 So. Maize Road .

WITNESS our Hand andS eal this the 24th day of
..FC A April, 1963.

fy .¢.4
B GUARANTEE ABSTRACT COMPANY, INC.,

Vice-President./
T

.af.tak
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Order No. 54735

C

0.,

N
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4 PAYMENT NOTICE

City of Wlchlla

PAY AT TREASURER'S OFFICE - FIRST FLOOR

RId'g & ttipu mee. 111.v. 1/ir.
Ewom Vrri Hic. Mir.- Hs.. Moving

LIc,e.- Mech.-- OIl Weli_____ Pav. Uts-
Pl.n plb'R. Plb'il Cult._- -

9-11•110,1._.- Sewer- SIgn- Sldew.lk -

St,Cr 1.rall,r'

DESCRIPTION AMOUNT

Namr,

Addir••

Dtic rh"p

Cimmenli

B>

2OM 5-60

L
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State of K f

County of !

1, K. :
of Kansas ,

on the 29.i
UE f:

lr

lai-T

41

1%

r,f

On saic

in the cle£
on said lc 1

The ac·

survey.

N /2
.

EP>.

misc·

Tn·

rii

V -u

h



March 29, 1663

State of Kansas )
County of Sedgwick)89 RE: 2115 Bluff Ct

i, K. O. Taylor, a'licensed professional engineer in the, State
of Kansas and a competent shrveyor, do hereby certify that I did
on the 29th day of March, 1963, survey the following;

Lot 6'and the South 5 feet of Lot 5, Flock B,
yMiles Oreen Valle. 61, .77, an adlition in

Wichita, Kanshs.

On said lots - a house wt··h ·... attached i.arage w}.tch ia
in the clear ,of ·11 boundary i ines. There are no encroachments
on said lots hv .,ulldings or'' -9 jacurt lots.

The accomourying plat ia a true ar.d correct exhibit of aaid
survey,

Ulting E*ourr O. TAYLOR,'· 7

6'U944441
·j

i
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