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Case NG._ -53
Filed oI-J-5

APPEAL FOR VARTANCE OR EXCEPDTTON
The Board of Zoning fAppeals

Fourth Floor, City Building Annex
Wichita, Kansas

The undersigned Naegele Advertising Company,Inc. hereby appeals

from the decislon of the Building Inspection Superintendent wherein
a Bullding Permit is refused under Sectlon 21-14A-2,1

%o _remodel and relocate four (4) billboards

at the premises located at 2449 North Arkansas.

This permit was denled for the reascn that "this property is in the

"Lg" district. The billboards now located on this property are legally
non-conforming. Section 21-22 of the ordinance does not permit the

ting non-conforming structure.

The plans, application, and all data heretofore filed with
said Bullding Inspectilon Superintendent are attached hereto and
made a part of this appeal.

I have not made a previous applicetion or appeal under the
Zoning Ordinance affecting these premises.

L hereby declare that all the statements contained in all

ompany , Inc.

Presldent
Inc,
AppellantNgegele Advertising Company,Address_ulLo Noprth Water

Owner Hupst Investment Company Address_1826 East First Street
LesseeNgegele Advertising Company,IncAddress 440 North Water
(This appeal shall be filed in duplicate, with a $30.00 filing fee

wilthln ninety days after the date of the decision of the Building
Inspector.




DILIBOARD APFLICATION

Wichita, Kansss, =20 - 195 4

Application is hereby made to the Board of City Commissioners for p.omiauion

[/ & telegre ¥
enold : b ereet < vilboard(s) st M. 20U § Aln. @R2KxMNE GBS

in conformance with the specifications below, Materials and work will be done in <
compliance with all ordinances relating to billboards, Proper fee is attached
hereto, ; :

SPECIFICATIONG
Board to be supported by: lemdﬂ wall OJ 0
Length of Boardel® 25 ’ Height 10° ‘Face Area 2o (J8T1A ;"-,,",7; s

. Reflectors [
Materials ALL STz ¥ Nluminated: Flood Lights [

Indicate in diagram locn'im of board(s) with reference to all property lines
and existing structures; Cive distances from such linss and structures,

ai e | e
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pop. te 4 N}
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City Manager's Recommendations

—

—Grantod-by-Commbosto——————————Hefuced-by-Gommdwoto— =0 2@

Return to fmrwime Dept. after approval by Sanager.
Public Works

10-47 300
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Permit No. CITY OF WICHITA .
Inspection Department

Application to the Building lnlpe't_:'_.or‘lo Erect a sign at
No.i-.‘ﬂ(f.-l‘!‘.:.mﬂ\i!l!;‘ ....... known u__{.-.élffiﬂ.‘.td‘ _________

in conformance with the Specifications below and the diagram on the back hereof.
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cCITY OF WICHITA
BUILDING INSPECTION DIVISION

Co.
To Naegele Outdoor Advertising C?wner Address 440 North Water

To Same Applicant Address

Dear Sir:
Your application Dated Fgbruary 20, 1958

For a Permit for the rearrangement and erection of four billboards

at the premises designated as

2449 North Ark
Is hereby refused on this__ 2lst day of February 21195850

Under Section 21-14 A - 2.1 of the Zoning Ordinance.

For the reason that this property is in the "LC" district. The billboards
now located on this property are legally non-conforming. Section 21-22 of
the ordinance does not permit the relocating and rebuilding of an existing

non-conforming structure.

NOTE: Any appeal from this refusal must be filed with the Board of
Zoning Appeals (Rommodfips City Hall)*W¥thin ninety (90) days after
the date of this refusal. For further information, take this notice

to the Planning Department, Roomx@fly, City Hallinnex.
4th Floor,
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2449 NO. ARKANSAS

GENERAL AREA VIEWS

LOOKING NORTH

LOOKING SOUTH




SHOWING POOR
PHYSICAL
APPEARANCE
OF EXISTING
PANELS.




A COMPARISON . . .

of the OLD and the NEW

All new panels erected by NAEGELE are all steel - trim pipe
uprights, plastic or enameled steel moulding and modern light-

ing.




Lareser. ‘e

NE COR. HARRY AND HYDRAULIC

Reconstruction of these two panels authorized by the Zoning Board
of Appeals March 16, 1954.

e e




NW Cor. 24th and Arkansas

Under the present zoning ordinance, painted wall displays
(as above), and all other types of advertising signs except
oster panels, are permitted in "I,C" zones. This places
the Naegele Company under a distinct handicap in that our
paint competitors can sell painted sign coverage in "LC",
but we cannot give the same advertiser poster coverage.




APPEAL STATEMENT

I. In line with applicant's policy of improving the appearance
of its advertising panels, it proposed to modernize four poster
panels located at 2449 North Arkansas. The panels have been
located in the center of a vacant lot which has approximately
250 feet frontage on Arkansas. The owners of the property have
leased 200 feet of the frontage for a filling station and 50
feet of the frontage for a drive-in ice cream stand, Therefore,
applicant desires to relocate the four poster panels and
modernize them at the same time, They would be moved from the
center of the lot to each end of the lot, so that two panels
would be at the north end of the lot, facing south, and two
panels would be at the south end of the lot, facing north. The
panels would not be enlarged; there would simply be two panels
at each end of the lot in place of four at the center of the lot.
Modernizatlion of the panels would include changing the facing
and trim from wood to steel, Exhibit "A" shows the present
location and proposed location of the panels, Exhibit "B" shows
the present panels (both from a distance and close up) and an
example of how the panels look after modernization (except that

it 1s not proposed to light the four panels involved in this

appeal).

II. The four panels are in a Light Commerclal Zone and constituted
a legal non-conforming use., The Building Inspection Superintendent's
refusal of a permit for the above work was based on a determination
of "Section 21-22 of the ordinance does not permit the relocating
and'rebuilding of an existing non-conforming structure,”

Applicant believes that the permit could be issued under Section
21-22 -- it 18 a question of interpretation as to whether the

proposed work constitutes "pebullding" or "maintenance of the

panels in good condition" -- certainly the proposed work will




not enlarge or thange the general character of the panels. In
this connection, applicant believes that it is significant that
advertlsing panels are not permanent structures such as bulldings
and that consideration should be given to the fact that the
language of the ordinance was undoubtedly chosen having in mind
structures such as bulldings.

Applicant respectfully suggests that the moving of
the four panels from the center of the lot to each end of the
lot 1s comparable to the moving of a building from one place on
a lot to another, Surely, if the owner of a legally non-conforming
one room bullding desired to shift the building's location on a
lot, he would be permitted to do so, and if at the time of moving
such bullding he strengthened its structure and refurbished
its exterior by painting or otherwise, he would not be saild to
have enlarged or changed 1ts general character =-- and surely,
it would not be sald that to permit such a shift of the building
would be against public policy or would adversely affect the
rights of adjacent property owners or residents -- and surely,
it would be unreasonable and a hardship on the owner of the
building to refuse to permit him to make such a shift of his one
room building. Applicant recognizes that the foregoing example
is one which 1s not likely to confront the Board of Zoning Appeals
in actuality, if for no other reason than the prohibitive cost
of moving buildings -- but this simply points up the fact that
in actuallty poster panels are quite different from the permanent
type of structures, i,e, bulldings, for which the language of
Section 21-22 was primarily designed. In short, applicant believes
that 1t is unrealistic and unreasonable to rigidly apply to
proposed work on legally non-conforming poster panels the same
yard-sticks as are applied to proposed work on legally non=

conforming buildings.

III. If the Board of Zoning Appeals determines that the proposed

changes are beyond those permitted by Section 21-22, then




applicant respectfully requests the Board to grant an "exception
and variance” under Section 21-27 of the Zonilng ordinance.

1, The conditions and circumstances here involved are nob
ordinarily found in the same zoning district. Modern-
ization of the panels is a problem peculiar to the
type of structure involved, a type of structure entirely
different from buildings 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 the panels had not been modernized
step by step over the years by the company which
maintained them prior to the time applicant acqulred
the panels from said company. In addition, with
respect to the proposed relocation, the necessity
therefor arises out of the fact that the owner of the
land has leased the land for the aforementioned light
commerclal purposes, i.e. a filling station and ice
cream drive-in, a circumstance not ordinarily found
in the same zoning district. Applicant belleves it
is exceptional, rather than the rule, to find a vacant
1ot in an "LC" zone upon which there are poster panels
which should be moved to a different location on the
same lot to make way for development upon such lot.
Applicant knows of only one other similar situation:
At 1560 South Hydraulic 1t became necessary to relocate
poster panels which were on a vacant lot in order that
a £illing station could be built on the lot =- permit
to do so was denied by the Building Inspection Superin-

tendent because the lot was zoned "LC" and although

the existing panels were legally ndn-éonfoming the

Zoning Ordinance did not permit reconstructilon of the
billboards. On March 16, 1954, the Board of Zoning
Appeals authorized and directed the Bullding Inspector




to issue the permit. Exhibit "C" shows the panels at
1560 South Hydraulic as relocated and modernized

after completion of the filling station,

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 o
the panels. In addition, wlth respect to the proposed
relocation, the panels will be at a height which will
not interfere with buildings on the adjoining tracts
of land, and will to some extent serve as a buffer
between adjacent houses and the filling statlon and
drive-in which will be erected on the now vacant lot.
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 carrying out its 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. In additlon,
with respect to the proposed relocation, unnecessary
hardship will result if applicant 1s not permitted to
relocate the panels because applicant will be deprived
of any poster panel coverage at this location. Such
hardship is twofold: first, the increase&f land zoned
other than residential or light commercilal has not kept
pace with the growth of the city, and therefore it is
extremely difficult for applicant to obtain replacement
locations for its many lost locations, let alone find
the number of new locatlons that are required because
of the city'!'s population growth; second, in this particular

area the panels here involved are applicant's only

means of malntaining competition (Exhibit "D" shows a




nearby sign advertising Armstrong's Ice Cream -- if
applicant is deprived of the panels here involved, it
cannot compete for Armstrong's advertising by offering
poster panel coverage, nor can applicant provide poster
panel coverage for Armstrong's competitors).

Such exception and variance is not against the public
interest, but, to the contrary, 1s consonant with the
public interest, in that the improved appearance of the
panels will be more attractive and in tune with the
times, keeping pace with the general trend of keeping
Wichita an up-to-date, growing, modern city. PFurthermore,
many of applicant's panels are made avallable for public
service advertising =~ applicant cannot mailntain the
number of public service displays that it has in the
past if it continues to lose panel locations such as

the four panels here involved. (See Exhibit "B", showing

one of the four panels here involved being uéeci for a

public service display.)




QWNERSHIE LIST
ADDITICN PROPERTY OWNERS & ADDRESS

Mascot International Church of The
Foursquare Gospel Tne.
1 Arkansas, Wichita Kansas

n

"

Jewel Joan Hurst
157 N. Broadview, Wichita 8, Kansa

n

James Wemmer

Bessie ?ﬁgriah Wlizabeth) Wemmer
+11 N. Arkansas

Wichita, Kansas

n

Helen M. Folkers
807 W. ond

Wichifa 12, Kansas

Bffi eS}F;.ﬁillred
2 elton
Wichita, Kansas

"




Cont inued -2-

5 Oscar R. Hodges
Vida M. Hodges
152 ton
Wichita U4, Kensas

Charlie Harold Howland

Jesgie Esther Howland
Shelton

Wichita, Kansas

n
Paul W. Kerr
Rosemary L. Kerr

Ul4o Shelton
Wichita, Kansas

n

J. H. Wright

Beulah Minnie Wright
Shelton

Wichita, Kansas

n

John Cannon
2436 Shelton
Wichita, Kansas

n

R
na May Wrig]
2499 Shelton
Wichita, Kansas

"
n

Joe R. Magness
Katherine Magness
Shelt on
Wichita 4, Kansas

W, 0. Dennett

Ada Dennett

2408 Shelton
Wichita 4, Kansas

Hobert R. Swartzlander
Alice I. Swartzlander
738 Christine Road




= K

Cont inued -3-
10

12
4

16
18
20

97

99
101
103 s 5!
103 ¥ 20!

105 s 20!
106 N 5!

107
109 s 10!

n

Rosenthal's Sub

of Me,zers and Snyder's
Ou

-Lots to Wichita

n

Helen N. Lee
Fred M. L

ee
(No address available)

"

Inez Creelman
2453 Shelton
Wichita, Kansas

"

V. F. Shinpaugh
Addie Shinpaugh
2 N. Mark

Wichita, Kansas

n
Haskell Hendricks
H. D. Moore

2439 Shelton
ichita, Kansas

n

W. B. Dowell
Mae Dowell

2435 Shelton
Wichita, Kansas

n

Anna Mae Hawle
Charles E. Hawley
2419 Shelton
Wichita U4, Kansas

F. J. Timmermeyer
2406 Arkensas
Wichita, Kansas

n

n

Richard C. Ford
. R. Ford
1902 ®. 24th St.

Wichita 14, Kansas

C. A. Tharp
2110ﬂ Arkansas
Wichita, Kansas

n




fa Y

Continued -4-

109 ¥ 15! Rosenthal's Sub. Ralgh Tharp
of Meyers and Snyder's Fsther Tharp

Out-Tots to Wichita 2418 Arkansas

Wichita Kansas

R. M. Wasmer
ie B. Wasmer

2440 Arkansas

Wichita, Kansas

n
Ralph M. Wasmer
Marie B. Wasmer

Arkansas
Wichita, Kansas

n
. J. Zajic

436 Arkansas
Wichita 4, Kansas

n
Tucy A. Atchley
olig

M. Arkansas
Wichita, Kansas

1% Treal H. Tstes
olso sas
Wichita 4, Kansas

137 "
139 i
141 n

o N S

We hereby certify the foregoing to be a true and correct
List of Property Owners for a two hundred foot radius of Iots 14 to 32 even
inelusive, Block 5, Mascot Addition, as shown by the records in the office of
the Register of Deeds of Sedgwick County, Kansas and mailing addresses as
shown by the tax rolls in the office of the County Mreasurer of Sedgwick County,
Kensas, on this the 28th day of February, A. D., 1958 at 7:00 A. M. '

: THE SECT ABSTRACT ITLE C0., INC.

Order No. 46553 By . X
/ Vice President




CASE NO. 8-58
Mr. Wood notes two major questions:
1. Is it proper to consider the matter on April 25

because notices were mailed less than 10 days
prior to the meeting.

2. Should the Board take jurisdiction in this case.

Mr. Wood notes in respect to question No. 1 that there
is no ordinance or statutory requirement for notice
and that the 10 day notice requirement is contained
only in the rules and regulations of the Board itself,
The ordinance says that notice shall be given if
practical, and in this particular case notice has been
given, although it is a 3 day notice rather than a 10
day notice.

Mr. Wood states that it is, in his opinion, proper for
the Board to consider the matter on April 25 on the
basis of the notice which has been given.

In answer to question No. 2, it is his opinion that the
Board can take jurisdiction. He believes that only the
first of the 4 conditions of jurisdiction is in any way
questionable and he believes that the situation is
sufficiently unique that the case qualifies under the
provisions of No. 1.

CASES NO. 3-58 and 6-58

In both of these cases the question is one of jurisdiction.
Mr. Wood made the following points relative to this
matter:

1. It cannot be assumed that this use is against the
best interest of the public welfare merely and solely
because it is non-conforming.

2. Each case must be considered according to its affect
upon the specific neighborhood in which it is located.
He indicated the sign boards in one neighborhood
might be against the public welfare because of the
character of the neighborhood, whereas in a different
neighborhood the signs would not be in opposition to
the public welfare. The Board must determine in which
of two categories these cases fall:

L .




(a)

(b)

Is this an appeal from an order or determina-
tion by the Building Inspection Superintendent
which would in essence only question the inter-
pretation of the zoning ordinance as lgplied by
the Building Inspection Superintendent

Is this a request for an exception or variance
to the provisions of the zoning crdinance?

If this is considered as a question of the correct-
ness of interpretation, then the Board has the ri’ht
to take jurisdiction under the provisions of 21-2

Gi.

1f, on the other hand, this is a request for an

excaption or variance, then the Board would have
jurisdiction only under 21-27 C2, which requires the
fingings lldut forth in 21-27 Ci, sub-paragraphs

» ? s an

CASE NO. 7-58

With respect to this case, Mr. Wood made the following
comments:

1,

2.

The extent of the enlargement which has been re-
quested necessitates consideration of this as a
request for an exception or variance.

The first of the four facts which must be found
in order to take jurisdiction "probably is made
by the fact that it is a non-cénforming use."

The question of jurisdiction probably will have

to be resolved on the basis of findings of fact

ﬁlggledzco conditions 2 and 4 as set forth in
- c2.




grm .

BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS

FOURTH FLOOR, CTTY BUILDING ANNEX
104 South Main

Wichita, Kansas

April 15, 1958

b s

NOTICE TO ADJOINING PROPERTY OWNERS

iag

An appeal has been filed by _Naegele Advertising Company,
Inc., by Steve Price, President, 440 North Water, Wi.chi.{;a .Kauaan,

as provided by Sectlon 21-27, Volume I of the City Code. The

appellant desires to __re-arrange and erect four billboards
on the premises located at 2449 North Arkansas,

This appeal has been given _Case No. 3-58 : ‘and a re-
hearing will be held by the Board of Zoning Appeals on _Friday ,
April 25. 1958, at 1:30 p.m, on the Fourth Floor of the City
Building Annex, 104 South Main, Wichita, Kansas,

at which time you may appear, if you so desire. either in person

MR e e e

or by agent or attorney,

By order of the Board of Zoning Appeals,

; gﬁ rﬁ dmons, ecrehary

Board of.Zoning; Appeals
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NOTICES SENT TO ADJOINING FROFERTY OWNERS ON APRIL 16, 1958
PROPERTY OWNER ADDRESS

Lucy A. Atchley 2446 Arkansas
E. J. Zajic 2436 Arkansas
Ralph Tharp 2418 Arkansas
C.A. Tharp 2404 Arkansas
Richard C. Ford % J« R. Ford
1902 E. 24th St.
F. J. Timmermeyer 2406 N. Arkansas
Anna & Charles E. Hawley 6528 E. Farkview
W. B. Dowell 2435 Shelton
Haskell Hendricks % H. D. Moore
2439 Shelton
V. E. & Addie Shinpaugh 2046 N. Market
Inex Creelman 2453 Shelton
Robert R. & Alice L., Swartzlander 738 Christine Road
Treal H. Estes Arkansas’
W. 0, & Ada Dennett Shelton
Joe R. & Katherine Magness Shelton
John A. & Anna M. Wright Shialton
John Cannon Shelton
J. H. & Beulah M. Wright Shelton
Paul W. & Rosemary L. Kerr Shelton
Charlie H. & jessie E, Howland Shelton
Oscra R. & Vida Hodges Shelton
Effie E. Allred Shelton
Helen M. Folkers 807 W. 2nd St.
James Wemmer 2411 N, Arkansas
Bessie (Mariah Elizabeth) Wemmer
Jewel Joan Hurst 157 N. Broadview
International Church of the Foursquare
Gospel, Inc. J 2451 Arkansas
Hurst Investment Co. 1826 E. 1lst
Steve Price, President
Naegele Advertising Co. Inc. 440 N, Vater
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POSTMARK

SENT TO o
i R DATE

Steve
STREET AND WO.

440 North Water |
CITY AND STATE

Wichita, Kansas

want areturn receipt, check which | If you want re-
¢ shows it shows fo whom, | stéicted  deliv i
0 whom A adilrexs | gLy, check here i
ynd when where dalivered [
delivered 20¢ ter i

POD Form 3800 Replaces pravious aditions of
July 1955 I farm which MAY oo used. P
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- and when where delivered [}
Z delivered 20¢ fee i
FOD Torp 3800 Replaces praviaut aditions of ]
July 1953 1his farm which MAY bs uted. i




BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS
CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS

OF HEARING OF

April 15

Mr, Steve Price, President
Naegele Advertising Company, Inc,
440 North Water

Wichita, Kansas

Dear Mr, Price

Your appeal, under the Zoning Ordinance, relative to premises at
2449 North Arkansas

Wichita, Kansas

has been given Board of Zoning Appeals Case No.__3=58
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

I'é=
Appeals either in person, or by agent or attorney, for a fearing of
your case on__ Friday, April 25th 19 58 , at1:30 p.m,
on 4th Floor, City Building Annex, 104 South Main, Wichita,
Kansas

Respectfully,
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BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS

FOURTH FLOOR, CITY BUILDING ANNEX
104 South Main

Wichita, Kansas

March 17, 1958

NOTICE TO APPECTED PRCPERTY OWNERS

An appeal has been filed by _ Naegele Advertlsing Company,

Inc., by Steve Price, President, 440 North Water, Wichita, Kansas,

as provided by Section 21-27, Volume I of the City Code, ' The

appellant desires __to re-arrange and erect four billboards
on the premlses located at 2449 North Arkansas.

This appeal has been glven _ Case No. 3-58 , and a hearing

will be held by the Board of Zoning Appeals on __Friday,
March 28, 1958, at 1: .n. on the Fourth Ploor of the
City Bullding Annex, 104 South Main, Wichita, Kansas

0

at which time you may appear, 1f you so desire, elther in person
or by agent or attorney.

By order of the Board of Zoning Appeals.

elana” R. A t
Board of Zoning Appeals

<

S




NOTICES MAILED ON MONDAY, MARCH 17, 1958

Steve Price, President

(28 notices to adjoining
property owners)

Naegele Advertising Company, Inc. =

440 North Water
(CERTIFIED MAIL)

t Investment Company
lilgrg East First Street

International Church of the Foursquare Gospel, Inc.

2451 Arkansas

Jewel Joan Hurst
157 North Broadview

James Wemmer

Bessie (Mariah Elizabeth) Wemmer
2453 Shelton

2411 North Arkansas

Helen M. Folkers
807 West 2nd Street

Effie E, Allred
2456 Shelton

Oscar R. Hodges
Vida M. Hodges
2452 Shelton

Charlie Harold Howland
Jessle Esther Howland
2448 Shelton

Paul W,Kerr
Rosemary L. Kerr
2442 Shelton

J. H, Wright
Beulan Minnle Wright
2440 Shelton

John Cannon
2436 Shelton

John Anson Wright
Anna May Wright
2422 Shelton

Joe R, Magness
Katherine Magness
2414 Shelton

W. 0. Dennett
Ada Dennett
- 2408 Shelton

Treal H.,Estes
2452 Arkansas

- Robert R. Swartzlander

‘Alice L. Swartzlander
738 Christine Road

Inez Creelman

VB Shi.npaugh
Addie Shinpaugh -

2046 North Market

Haskell Hendricks
% H. D. Moore
2439 Shelton

"W. B. Dowell

Mae Dowell
2435 Sheiton

Anna Mae Hawley Braeid F-R1-% 5k o

Charles E. Hawley (£53% &, @mﬁmau—' 4
2419 Shelton

F, T lmmermeyer
2“06 "North Arkansas

Richard C. Ford
% J. R, Ford
1902 East 24th Street

C. A. Tharp
2404 Arkansas

Ralph Tharp
Esther Tharp
2418 Arkansas

R. M. Wasmer w Uwui Y
s

Mapie B, Wasmer 3-2 (M,,,.,L,rm

2440 Arkansas AT Frerre

E.oJ5 Zalle
2436 Arkansas

Lucy A.Atchley
2446 Arkansas




The Wity
Wichita, I\'amm‘Anjm__mﬁ‘f(

Received of =g 7 ana.s oA
§ The Sum of /j\.( \ (‘“’ P Q

A= 3008

Cashiers Official Receipt




CITY OF WICHITA
BUILDING INSPECTION DIVISION

To_N e Outdoor Advertis Jwner Address _ W40 North Water
_Haegele Outdoor Advertising IR0 X TR

To Same Applicant Address :
— e RS e R

Your application Dated February 20, 1958 3
For a Permit for the_rearrangement and erection of four billboards

at the premises designated as
—_—

Is hereby refused on th 2lst day of February s 1958 ,

Under Seetion 2114 A - 2.1 of the Zoning Ordinance.

For the reason that this property is in the "LC" district. The billboards
now located on this property ere legally non-conforming. Section 21-22 of
the ordinsnce does not permit the relocating and rebuilding of an existing
non-oonfo!ui.n;l structure.

D FEB 24 1958,

&
Chief Building Inspector

NOTE: Any appeal from this pefusal be filed with the Board of
Zoning Appeals (WOQWBONY City Hall)“Wrihin ninety (90) days after
the date of this refusal. For further information, take this notice

to the Planning Department, lﬂm City Hall Annex.




