


May 10, 1965

Dr, Harold R, Litwiller
845 Geoxrge washington Boulevard
Wichita, Kansas

Dear Dr, Litwiller:
Re: Case No. BZA 13-65

On April 29, 1965, we advised you that the Board of Zoning Appeals
had approved subject application for a variance to permit a doctor's
office to be located in the Light Industrial zoning, on property
generally located at the northeast corner of Hydraulic and Mildred,

We also advised that the Board'r decision might be appealed to

the Ccity Commission provided that such appeal was filed on or before
May 7, 1965. The City Clerk has advised that no appeal was filed,
and the decision of the Board is, therefore, final,

A copy of the Resolution setting forth the action of the Board is
attached for your information and files,

Very truly yours,

James 1y, Howe
Assistant secretary
JWH :ber
Attachment

cc: Glen Lytle, Superintendent
of Central Inspection
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RESOLUTION NO, BZA 13-65

WHEREAS, Dr. Harold R. Litwiller, 845 George Washington
Boulevard, wWichita, Kansas, pursuant to Section 2,12,590.2, Code
of the City of Wichita, has requested a variance to permit the
location of a doctor's office on property zoned "E" Light
Industrial and legally described as follows:

The south 51 feet of Lots 10 and 11 and the
south 51 feet of the west 15 feet of Lot 12,
on Mildred Avenue, Boulevard Addition to
Wichita, Sedgwick County, Kansas,

Generally located at the northeast corner of
Hydraulic and Mildred; and

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

WHEREAS, the Board of Zoning Appeals, on April 27, 1965,
considered said application; and

WHEREAS, the Board of Zoning Appeals determined that it
had proper jurisdiction to consider said request for an Exception
under the provisions of Section 2,12,590.2, Code of the City of
Wichita; and

WHEREAS, the Board of Zoning Appeals has determined that
the variance desired arises from such condition which is unique
and which is not ordinarily found in the same zoning district
inasmuch as it is located in an area of mixed uses which may have
been prematurely zoned Light Industrial; and further, several
years ago an attempt was made to amend the zoning ordinance to
permit doctor and dentist offices as a use first permitted in the
"BB" Office District Classification, in which case the proposed
location of the doctor's office would be permitted, since the "E"
Light Industrial District excludes only those uses first permitted
in the "AA", "A", "RB" and "B" Districts; and

WHEREAS, the granting of the permit for the variance
will not adversely affect the rights of adjacent property owners or
residents, inasmuch as none appeared in opposition; and

WHEREAS, the strict application of the enforcement pro-
visions of the zoning ordinance will constitute unnecessary hard-
ship upon the property owner represented in the appeal, in that
it appears the real intent of the ordinance at the time it was
amended was not to exclude doctors’ and dentists® offices from
the "E" district; and

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

WHEREAS, each of the four conditions required by Section
2.12,590.2, Code of the City of Wichita, to be present before a
Variance can be granted, has been found to exist,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Zoning
Appeals of the City of Wichita, that the variance requested ke
‘granted as follows:




®®

The doctor's office shall be constructed in
accordance with standards and specifications
of the Central Inspection Division of the
Department of Public Works, and in accordance
with the off-street parking requirements
enumerated under Section 28,04.140, Code of
the City of Wichita, and all other applicable
provisions of the City Code,

ADOPTED AT WICHITA, KANSAS, this 27th day of April

Harold Bauer, Chairman




April 29,

Dr. Harold R, Litwiller
845 George Washington Boulevard
Wichita, Kansas

Dear Dr, Litwiller:
Re: Case No, BZA 13-6%

This is to advise you that at its regular meeting of April 27,
1965, the Board of Zoning Appeals of the City of Wichita con~
sidered your request for a variance to permit a doctor's office
to be located in the "E" Light Industrial zoning district, on
property ganerally located at the northeast corner of Hydraulic
and Mildred

It was the decision of the Board to approve the request as
follows:

The doctor's office shall be constructed in
accordance with standards and spacifications
of the Central Inspection Division of the De-
partment of Public Works and in accordance with
the off-street parking requirements enumerated
under Section 28,04.140, Code of the City of
Wichita, and all other applicable provisions of
the City Code,

Section 2,12,610 of the Code of the City of Wichita provides that
the decision of the Board of Zoning Appeals shall be final unless
it is appealed to the Board of City Commissiones within ten days
of the date of the Board's action., Accordingly, an appeal could
be filed in this case on or before May 7, 1965.

Subsequent to the expiration of the appeal period, you will be
advised whether or not an appeal has been filed. If no appeal
has been filed on or before May 7, 1965, the decision of the Board




é®

Page 2 - Dr, Harold R, Litwiller
April 29, 1965

will be final and the Superintendent of Central Inspection will
be in a position to issue the appropriate permit.

Very truly yours,

James W, Howe
Assistant Secretary

JWHsber

oc: Glen Lytle, Superintendent
of Central Inspection

Robert G, Finch
City Clerk
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SECRETARY'S REPORT

CASE _NO. _BZA 13-65
APBLICANT: Dz, Harold L, Litwiller. 845 George Washington Boulevard
LOCATION: Northeast coxner of Hydraulic and Mildred

{
REQUEST:

Variance pursuant to Seci'ion 2.12,5390,2, Code of the City
of Wichita, to permit a doctor's office to be located in the "E"
Light Xnduskrial Distriek. b

ZOMING: Property in question and all suxvounding propert
Light Industrial zoning,

LBND USE: Property in guestion is occupied by a doctor's oﬁfﬁ"i =
To the north is gingle family, east is single family and bu:l.l&ing
yard, south is gemeral business, and west is single family and ™.
duplexes.

SURISDICTION

The Board has juricdiction to consider this reguest under the

provisions outlined in Section 2,12,590,2, Code of the City of Wichita,

and may grant the vavriznce when all four of the follewing conditions
are found to exist:

1, That the variance desgired avises from such condition

which is unique and which is not ordinarily found in
the same zoning district,

That the granting of the permit for the variance will

not adversely affect the rights of adjacent property
owners or rasidents,

That the strict application of the enforcement provisions
of the zoning crdinance will constitute unnecessary
hardship upon the property owner represenied in the appeal.

That the variznce desired will not adversely affect the

public interest, health, safety. morals, order, convenience,
prosperity or general welfare,

COMMENTS BY THE SECRETARY

The applicant has indicated in his statement of justification
that he purchased this property with the understanding that a doctor's
office could be located in the "E® Light Industrial distriect. He
further indicates that the real estate company from whom he purchased
the property told him ot the time of the purchase that a doctor's

f j'i".é
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office could be located in the "B" Light Industrial district,
According to the applicant, the real estate agent had advised him
that they had checked cut the matter thoroughly prior to the time
they gold the property, and were advised tha: the "E® soning would
allow the construction of a doctor's office,

Under Section 28,04,120 of the "B Light Industrial district
regulations, it is provided that “under no circumstances shall the
following uses be permitted even though allowed in the “"B° district:

B, Those uses f£irst permitted in the “aa", “A", “RB®,
"BY, ar "G" zening districts.”

Since doctors® offices and dental clinics are uses first per=
mitted in the "B® Multiple family district, they are, therefore, a
, use which is now excluded from the "E® Light Industrial district,

It is further indicated in the statement of justification that
the applicant, after purchasing the property, removed the residential
improvements lecated “hereon and applied to the City for a building

. permif to construct a doctor's office, The reguest for the building
permit was denied on the grounds that the zoring did not allow con-
struction of a doctor's office in that the property was located in the

“B" Light Industrial district,

INIQUENESS

It is the opinion of the Secretary that this request is not unique
because of the fact that there was misreprescitation on the part of
the real estateagent a®: the time this properiy was sold, because the
applicant would have Tecourse through the Courts on matters of this
nature,

This property is located withim an area where there are mixed
uses, North of this property is single family, east is single family
and 2 building yard; to the south is a general business, and to the west
is a mixture of mingle family and duplexes, Thiz may be somewhat unigue
inasmuch as it in the opinion of the Secretary that this area could
have been promaturely zoned, Un the other hznd, there was an attempt
several yeaxs ago to amcnd the “B® Multiple family district to take out
doctors' offices and dental elinics and list them as a use first per-
mitted in the "BB® Oifice District classification, If this amendment
ad been approved, thern there would have been no problem in constructing
a dsctor's office on this property, So, from this standpoint, the
request may be somewhazi unique,

AUJACENT PROPERTY

It is the opirion of the Secretary thai the granting of the variance
should in no way adversely affiect adjacent property owners.
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HARRSHIPR

It is rathexr apparent that the applicant has suffered a hardship
in this instance, but on the othe: hand, the question avises as to
whether or not the applicant has suffered = hardship which should be
alleviated by the Board of Zoning Appeals, It is the opinion of the
Secretaxy that the Board should be very careful not to set a precedent
to alleviate hardships which have been sufferad by property owners
when there has been misrepresentation on the part of real estate
agents, These property Owners always have zeoourse through the Couris
and it is the opinien of the Secretary thait this is the way in which
matters of this kind should be handled,

On the other hand, the real hardship, iv ‘he Secretary’s opinien,
results from the fact t{hat it doesn't appear that the real intent

of the ordinance at the time it was amended wa3 to exclude doctors® and
dentists' offices from the YE” digtrict,

EURLIC INTEREST

It is the opinion of the Secretary that ihe granting of the vari-
ance ghould in no way adversely affect the pulllie interest,

RECOMMENDATI ON

Based upon the foregoing comments, it is the opinion of the

Secretary that all four conditions necessary to the granting of a
variance can be found to exist and, therefore, it is reconmended that
the variance be granted, subject to the folicwlng conditions:

1. The doctor‘s office shall be construcied in accordance
with standards and specifications of e Central
Inspection Divigion of the Superintendent of Public
Works and in accordance with the off-street parking

ts enumerated under Section 28.04.140, Code
of the City of wicnita, and all other cpplicable pro-
vigions of the City Code,




ABELICANT: Dr, Harold L, Litwiller, 845 George Washington Boulewvard
LQCATION: Northeast corner of Hydraulic and Mildred

REQUES®: Variance pursuant to Section 2,12,590,2, Code of the city
of Wichita, to permit a doctor's office to be located in the "E%
Light Industrial District,

ZQING: Property in question and all surrounding property is "E"
Light Industrial zoning,

L2ND USE: Property in question is occupied by a doctor's office,
To the north is single family, east is single family and building
yard, south is general business, and west is single family and
duplexes,

s[URISDICTION

The Board has jurisdiction to consider this request under the
provisions outlined in Section 2,12,590,2, Code of the City of Wichita,
and may grant the variance when all four of the following conditions
are found to exist:

1. That the variance desired drises from such condition
which is unique and which is not ordinarily found in
the same zoning district,

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

3, That the strict application of the enforcement provisions
of the zoning ordinance will constitute unnecessary
hardship upon the property owner represented in the appeal,

4, That the variance desired will not adversely affect the
publie interest, health, safety, morals, order, convenience,
prosperity or general welfare,

The applicant has indicated in his statement of justification
that he purchased this property with the understanding that a doctor's
office could be located in the “E" Light Industrial distriect. He
further indicates that the real estate company from whom he purchased
the property told him at the time of the purchase that a doctor's
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office could be located in the "E" Light Industrial district,
According to the applicant, the real estate agent had advised him
that they had checked out the matter thoroughly prior to the time
‘they sold the property, and were advised that the "E* zoning would
allow the construction of a doctor's office,

Undex Section 28,04,120 of the "E" Light Ind-atrial district
regulations, it is provided that "under no circumsaaances shall the.
following uses be permitted even though allowed in the "B" district:

B, Those uses first permitted in the "aA", "A", "RB",
"B", or "G" zoning districts,"

__Since doctors' offices and dental clinics are uses first per—
mitted in the "B" Multiple family district, they are, therefore, a
use which is now excluded from the "E" Light Industrial district,

Tt is further indicated in the statement of justification that
the applicant, after purchasing the property, removed the residential
improvements located thereon and applied to the City for a building
permit to construct a doctor's office, The request for the building
permit was denied on the grounds that the zoning did not allow @ n-
struction of a doctor's office in that the property was located in the
"E" Light Industrial district,

INIQUENESS

It is the opinion of the Secretary that this request is not unigue
because of the fact that there was misrepresentation on the part of
the real estateagent at the time this property was sold, because the
applicant would have recourse through the Courts on matters of this
nature,

This property is located within an area where there are mixed
uses, North of this propetgy is single family, east is single family
and a building yard; to the south is a general business, and to the '*
is a mixture of single family and duplexes, This may be scmewhat unigue

' inasmuch as it is Hthe opinion of the Secretary that this area could
have been prematurely zoned, On the other hand, there was an attempk
several years ago to amend the "B" Multiple family district to take ouk
doctorad offices and dental clinies and list them as a use first pex~
mitted in the "BB" Office District classification, If this amendment
lad been approved, then there would have been no problem in constr
a doctor's office on this property. So, from this standpoint, the
request may be somewhat unique,

ARJACENT PROPERIY

It is the opinion of the Secretary that the granting of the variance
should in no way adversely affect adjacent property owners.
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It is rather apparent that the applicant has suffered a hardship
in this instance, but on the other hand, the question arises as %o
whether or not the applicant has suffered a hardship which should be
alleviated by the Board of Zoning Appeals, It is the opinien of the
Secxetary that the Board should be very careful not to set a precedent
to alleviate hardships which have been suffered by property owners
when there has been misrepregentation on the part of real estate
agents, These property @wners always have recourse through the Courts
and it is the opinion of the Secretary that this is the way in which
matters of this kind should be handled,

on the other hand, the real hardship, in the Secretary's opinien,
results from the fact that it doesn't appear that the real intent
of the ordinance at the time it was amended was to exclude doctors' and
dentists' offices from the "E" district,

RUBLIC INTEREST

It is the opinion of the Secretary that the granting of the vari~
anee should in no way adversely affect the public interest.

RECOMMENDATION

Based upon the foregoing comments, it is the opinion of the
Secretary that all four conditions necessary to the granting of a
variance can be found to exist and, therefore, it is recommended that
the variance be granted, subject to the following conditions:

1, The doctor's office shall be constructed in accordance
with standards and specifications of the Central
Inspection Division of the Superintendent of Public
Works and in accordance with the off-street parking

regquirements enumerated under Section 28,04,140, Cade

of the City of wichita, and all other applicable pro-
visions of the City Code,




Wichita, Kansas
April 14, 1965

Board of Zoning Appeals
City Annex Building
Wichita, Kansas

Gentlemen:

As requested, I wish to submit certain information
concerning my request for a variance on the zoning affecting
my property at 230-232 North Hydraulic, Wichita, Kansas, de-
scribed as

The South 51 feet of Lots 10 and 11,
and the South 51 feet of the West 15
feet of Lot 12, on Mildred Avenue,
in Boulevard Addition to Wichita,
Sedgwick County, Kansas.

I have been an active Chiropractor in the City of
Wichita for several years, and desire to construct on this
property an office building for the practice of my profes-
sion. The property was sold to me by Mr. and Mrs. Philip
Farha, and Don Dinning Real Estate Company represented to me
that the property was properly zoned for a doctor's office
and that I could utilize the property for that purpose.

After purchasing the property I removed the residen-
tial improvements which were located on it and applied to the
City for a building permit to construct my office. This was
denied on the grounds that the zoning did not allow the con-
struction of a doctor's office in that the property carries
"E" zoning. Prior to discovering this I sold the property
where I have my present office and it is necessary that I
move my office in the very near future. Since filing the
application for a variance I have made arrangements to buy
additional property adjoining the above-described pProperty,
which will provide me with ample parking facilities.
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Board of Zoning Appeals
April 14, 1965
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The variance which I am requesting, which will allow
me to construct a doctor's office, arose due to the mis-
representation by the real estate agent at the time I pur-
chased the prcperty. I was also advised that the real estate
agent had thoroughly checked the matter and that the zoring
would allow the construction of a doctor's office.

It is my opinion that the granting of a variance for
the construction of a doctor's office will not adversely
affect the rights of adjacent property owners, but will in
fact benefit them in that the construction of a doctor's
office will be a higher and better use of the property than
that which is ordinarily utilized under "E" zoning.

If I cannot construct a doctor's office, then I will
be forced to sell the property and locate elsewhere, which
will result in my having to close my office for a period of
several months. This, of course, would result in a tremen-
dous financial and professional hardship to me.

The construction of a doctor's office will not adversely
affect adjacent property owners or the public, I ask sinserely
that the Board give my request for a variance every considera-

tion.
Respectf;]yubmit ted,
Yol jf ol

Harold Litwiller




CASE NO, BZA 13-65

16 NOTICES MAILED APRIL 8, 1965

MEETING APRIL 27, 1965




April 8, 1965
An application has been £iled by By, Harold R. Litwiller, 48
George Washington Boulevard, Wichits, Kansas, mmum
2.12,590.3, Codle of the City of Wichita, requesting a Variam.. fom
Section 28,08.120, Code of the City of Wichita, to pesmit a doctor®s
office to be located in the "E" Light Industrial Diskrict, an pro~
perty legally described as followss
South 51 feet of Lots 10 and il and south 51 feet

of the west 15 fest of Let u.mamn
mm aa-eugum k

mmunha-unanmdmsmm%ﬁm
be considered by the Board of Zoning Appeals st its meeting on Zusaliie
Acid 27, 1965, &% 2 BuRas in Room 401 City Building Annex, 104 South
Main, Wichis, Nansss, at which time you may appear, ﬂmum
either in pazson ex by agent o attorney. : I

Jagk H, Galbraith
Secretary



104 South Main
Wichita, Kansas

April 8, 1965
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 case No. BZA 13-65

An application has been £iled by Dr, Harold R, Litwiller, k.

George Washington Boulevard, Wichita, Kansas, pursuant to Sectioh

2,12,590.2, Code of the City of Wichita, reguesting a Variance from

Section 28,04,120, Code of the City of Wichita, ‘ff pezmit .a doctor

office to be located in the #E" Light Indusirial District, on pro=

N ®
perty legally described as follows: PR

E
i South 51 fect of Lote 10 and 11 and south 51 feet 4
of the west 15 feet of Lot 12, Mildred'Avenue, in

s

Boulevard Aéé n, in the y of Wichita, Sedgwick
Gengrally located a#l he northeast

cuunty, Kangas
dd

Main, Wichita, Kangas, at which time you may appeaz,

either in person or by agent or attorney.

Jack H, calbraith
Secretary. &%

- i,




BORRD OF ZONING APPEALS

Room 402 City Building Annex
104 south Main
Wichita,Kansas

April 8, 1965
BOZICE 2.0 ADJQINING RRORERIY OHMNERS

Case o, BZAR 13-=65

An application has been filed by Dx, Eaxold R, Litwiller, 845

George Washington Boulevarzd, Wichita, Kansas, pursuant to Section

2.12,590.2, Code of the City of Wichita, reguesting a Variance from

Section 28,04.120, Code of the City of Wichita, to permit a doector's

office to be located in the "B" Light Industrial District,

perty legally described as follows:

on pro-

South 51 feet of Lots 10 and 11 and south 51 feei
of the west 15 feet @f Lot 12, Mildred Avenue, in
Boulevard Addiiion, in the City of Wichita, Sedgwick
County, Kansas, Gengpally located ai the portheast
coxner of Hyvdeaulic and Mildred.

This application has been assigned Casc o, BZA 13-65, and will

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

Apxrdl 27, 1965, at 2 p.m.. in Room 401 City Building arnex, 104 South

Main, Wichita, Kansas, at which time you may appear, if ‘'vou so desire,

either in person or by agent or attorney.

Jack H, Calbraith
Secretary

§ ’&;

e S e




ﬁ,_
F‘ ;O:

7

] s )| 3
ol ey ‘m"j
HOIFg g

{613

MINNESIOTA

T

o

3

3
e

T




o @

BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS + CASE NO,

CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS FILED

/W

1. Name of Applicant’reHarold R. Litwiller

Mailing Address_ 845 Geo. Washington Blvd. phone AN 56681

Name of Authorized Agent___Same

Mailing Address Same Phone__Same

Relationship of applicant to property is that of _ Owner
(owner, tenant, lessee, other) :
: A @
II. The variance requested is_ For a' Doctors office (Sl (F)
Light Industrial 2 AriA .

for property located 230 N. Fydraulic

» : ¥
and legally described as: The south 51 feet of lots 10 and 11 and the south 51

feetof the west 15 feet of lot 12, on MildredAvenue, in Boulevard Addition to
Wichita, Sedgwick County, Kansas.

_in the City of Wichita; and which is presently zoned
(Give metes and bounds description below if appropriate)s:
III, The applicant herein, or l;i-s authorized agent, acknowledges:

a, That he has received an instruction sheet concerning the
.filing and hearing _of this matter;

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

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

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

Dr. Harold Litwiller

Applicant

Same
Authorized Agent

/2:35  (am. =(pm)), ¥ -5 , 19 65", together with

appropriate fee of $50.00, .
;Qu:&, @J— 3 = A
T9-402 Signed 9‘{‘/ /%

QFFICE USE ONLY: R@md in office of Secretary, Board of Zoning Appeals,




STATEMENT OF RECORD OWNERSHIP
STATE OF KANSAS )
)
SEDGWICK COUNTY )

The undersigned duly bonded and qualified abﬂtra.ctr
within and for the County and State aforesaid, does hereby certify: :
3

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

Property lylng within a redius of 200 ft of:
South 51 ft of Lots 10 & 11 and South 51 ft
of West 15 ft of Lot 12, Mildred Avenue, in
Bouleverd Addition, Wichita, Kansas.

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

N 50 ft of Lots 1, 2 & 3, Second,Street,
Bouleverd Addl tion. /

Kenneth E. Guy
11y E Second St.

S 46 rt of Lots 1, 2 & 3, Second Street,
Boulevard Addition.

Harold & Annzo Kingsley, ux

j Irvin & Virginia Nixon, ux
2458 S, Minnespolis

N 60 ft of S 106 ft of Lots 1, 2 & 3,
Second Street, Boulevard Addition.

Chris T. & Linnle Robertson, ux
252 N, Hydraulic
Lot i, Second Street, Boulevard Add.

\! "Russ & Alice Prater, ux
% Alice P. Carnshan,

5410 E. 3rd St.




Lots 5 & 6, Second St., Boulevard Addition.

\/ Floyd D. & Marie J. DeWitt, ux
3325 3. Oak

Harry F. & Cecil B. Dobson, ux
1711 E, 2nd st.

N 35 £ of Lots 10, 11, 12, 13, Mildred Ave,,
Bouleverd Addition.
fom 0ld
‘22 N. Hydraulic

S 35 £t of N 70 ft. of Lots 10, 11, 12 & 13,
Mildred Ave., Boulevard Addition.

\/‘Fred I. & Juanita F. Bowers, ux
1912 N. Richmond

Lots 7, 8 & 9, Second St., Bou197d Addition.

N 35 £t of 8 86 £t of Lots 10, & 11 &
N 35 ft ef W 15 £t of S 86 ft of Lot
12, on Mildred Ave.,, Boulevard Add.

J I. D. Long
2036 Elpyco

S 51 ft of Lots 10 & 11 & S 51 ft of W
15 ft of Lot 12, Mildred Ave., Boulevard

Addition.
éﬂarold Litwiller

845 George Weshington Blvd.

586 £t of Lot 13 & S 86 ft of E 10 ft
of Lot 12, Mildred Ave., Boulevard Add.

R. D. & Mary Loulse Mundell, ux
3401 Chrystal Drive

Lots 1, 15, 16, 17 & 18, Mildred Ave,,
Bouleverd Addition.
% Harry F. & Cecil Dobson, ux
1717 E 2nd St.

Lots 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, Mildred Ave.,
Boulevard Addition.

C. S. ward & J. C. Dunlap
222 N. Hydraulic

Lots 2l & 25, Mildred Ave., Boulevard Add.
Comme rcial Properties, Inc.
222 N. Hydreaulic

Lots 26 & 27, Mildred Ave., Bouleverd Add,

{ Mildred Bender & Bethine Cox
N Life Est: Mildred . Converse
17174 Mildred Ave.

C. R. Wellborn & Emm& C., Wellborn, ux

Lot 22, Second Street, HoabacherJu Add.
350 8. Erie




W 91 ft of Lots k3, 45, 4T & 49, Kansas Ave.,
& S 5,72 £t of Lot 51, Kenses Ave., Mosbacher's
Addition.

\/Gomrcial Properties, Inc.
2937 S. Kansas

Lots 57 & 59 exc E 100 ft and N 19.28 ft of
Lot 55, exc E 100 ft., Kansas Ave., Mosbacher's
Addi tl on.

é C. R. & Emma C. Wellborn, ux
350 S. Erie

W 91 ft of Lots 61, 63 & 65, Kansas Ave.,

Mosbacher's Addition.
@. R. Wellborn
350 S. Erie

Dated at Wichits, Fersas this 2nd day
of April, 1965 at 7:00 A. M.

FIDELITY TITLE COMPANY, INC.

By )

# 67279
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Fomw 223.021 PAYMENT NOTICE .

f city of Wichita 9

FAY AT TREASURER'S OFFICE - FIRST FLOOR

Bldg & Elev. Elec. Elev. Insp. Exem. Fees
Hae, Mvr. Hee. Moving Licse. Mech.

011 well Pav, Cuts Plan. plbg Cert.
Bani tation Bewer Bigns sldewalk
Btrest Trailer e

DESCRIPTION AMOUNT

Al it P

Name »

o/ d
dress ] ” —
o Moo Btrsts (oind
e pue Date '
A e
Corments:

Date B
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