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STATUS SHEET ,-

Board of Appeals Case No. 8-50

premises in Question

Cl aren ne Ti. Hnl 1 nway .__ ._____.__._.____Appel].antis Name.

512& West 12th Appellantls Address

Same Owneris Name

Ownerls Address

7-10-50 Building or Zoning Application Received by Building Inspector

7-10-50
Decision of Building Inspector

front yard is provided

Permit rescinded as insuffieient

111.92*Appeal filed with Bond of Zoning Appeals._-

7-11-50
Hearing notice and receipt.

The variance or exception desired arises from sonle condition

which is not uniform in similiar districts__.___________.__

_The granting of the permit for the variance will not pre,udice

the rights of ad jacent property owners or ro s idents_..__..._.___

L=lil---52.Adjoining Property Owners Notified

Protests Received

Consents Received__.

Prior Cases on These Premises

7-13-50
Case Hearings

Case Decided Act

Notice of Decision Sent.

Court Cases
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BOARD OF ZO:UNG APPEALS

July 13. 1950 -

There was a meeting of the Board of Zoning Appeals on
Thursday, July 130 19500 at 3:30 p.m. in the City Commission ......==...
Roome Members present wei e Chairman Herrman, Duke, and C.
Smith. Others present were Secretary Smith, Maple and Whirkeyo Illillilli

CASE NO. 9-50 -

Seoretary Smith reviewed Case No. 7-50, an appeal by Holy
Savior Pa ish, 1400 North Erie, relating to the premises at
14b2 North Erie. The appellant desires to build. a school

1.E buildinB without providing the 25 foot front yard setback re-
quired b:· Section 16, paragraph 5 (a) of the Zonint' Ordinance o
Secretary Smith read a letter from the Building Committee of Im==W=>

7-- of Holy Sevior Parish stating that they would provide a 10 foot
front yardo as had been permitted in the other three buildings
in the group. .......

Charles Moalintook, representing the appellant o was present
and stated that in 1948 the Parish had come before the Appeal
Board with a request for a variance to provide only a 10-foot
front yard for the first three buildings which were bullt.
These were the church building and two school buildings. Now
there was need for an additional building for classrooms. T he

original ruling had applied only to the first three proposed
buildings. Mr. Mcalintock stated that off.street parking had
been provided on the south and would not be changed. Also that I....
this would be m one-story building in accordance with the ori- de"rf:4*

ginal ruling and any two-story building would have the . ·i. 4:?%&

25 foot setback from thefront property line. 'll#.r.

1,191
E: 1.1

*91 11&1

***Al
7,·8€14

C. Smith moved that since the Same four cond itions were
met as in the original ruling, namely: (1) the condition is
not uniform in the district as the appellant owns the entire
frontage in the 1400 block on North Erie; (2) the other three
buildings do not provide a 25 foot front setback; (3) the
strict application of the ordinance will constitute unnecessary
hardship as the appellant desires to claerve modern design
and use 105 feet of the 135 foot lot; (4) the variance would
not be against public interestS the Board take jurisdiction
and grant this variance with t.is limitationf (1) that the
portion of the building extending into the 25 foot front yard
strip be only a one-story building and any second story added
must be set baok the full 25 feet from the front property line.
Duke seconded and the motion was put and carried unanimously.

lie 1

CASE NO. 8-50

-----=942&5 Seoretary Slith reviewed Case No. 8-50, an appeal b
Clarence L. Holloway, 512b iest 12th Street, relating to the

"amp premisea at 1920 Salina. The appellant has started the creation
of a dwelling for which the building permit has been rescinded
as an insufficient front yard is provided, in violation of

-         Section 16. paragraph 5 (a) of the Zoning Ordinance. Secretary
Smith read a letter from the appellant stating why he was asking
that the permit be reinstated and presented a sketoh of t he

-2 39,411,1'.4 1 . 41 1 6 property in question and an affidavit from the property owner
to the north stating that she was agreeable to the variance.
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BOARD OF 7.ONING APPEALS

July 130 1950
Page 2
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Hugh Quinn o representing the petitioner, wa present and
stated that the ordinance required that the building be placed
on a line projected between the two adjacent buildings. How-
ever, the appellant's buil ing was pl.aced on a line with the
building closest to the street. He stated that this block is
c mposed of old construction set book 29 feet, 3 inches from
the front line and new const- uction with a setban of 25 feet,
6 inches. He stated that the appellant was not aware that he
was in violation of the ordinance when he allowed a front
setback of 25 feet, 6 inches. Mr. ruinn stated that this was
not a willful violation of the Ordinance. but that the appellant
failed to understand its terms.

4,
Mr. Quinn stated that the house to the north has a porch

which extends beyond the front line of the appellant' s .
conatruction. Also that the attached garage of the appdlant' s
house has a setback evon F ith the front line of the house to
the north. This property opmer is the only one who would be
injured by this variance and she hed signed an affidavit that
she is not opposed to the desired variance.

Mr. Quinn stated that this house wa- not built by a con-
tractor, but by day labor, and the foundations had been poured.
so that it would be of considerable expense for the appellant
to move the building. Because of his limited means, it might *
mean that he could not finish the construction. ':3

Duke moved and C. Smith seconded that in the Board's opinion
the conditions are unusual and that the four conditions are met
and that the Board take jurisdiction and grant this varianceo
The motion was put and carried unanimously.

Nt-emiti:,· i.

/26 f:.·4.,fZ

Z

AB there was no further buainess to come before the Board
at this time, the meeting was adjourned.

Eugene N. Smith
Secretary
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CITY OF WICHITA

BUILDING INSPECTION DIVISION

To Clarence L. Holloway Owner Address 5126 West 12th

To
Same Applicant Address

Dear Sir:

Permit B 15898

Your *,21*]Ce:**In Dated June 7. 1990

95Fceo(PENREE for the erection of a dwelling

at the premises designated as

1920 Salina

rescinded

Is hereby 00*=el on this 10th day of July , 19_52,

Under Section 16, Par. 5 (a) of the Zoning Ordinance.

For the reason that an insufficient front yard is provided. The ordinance

requires that the building project not farther than a line between the two

adjacent dwellings. This building is placed on a line with the building closest

to the street.

.4. Maple ' //
Chief Buildiug Inspector

NOTE: Any appeal from thls refusal must be flled 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 304, City Hall.

-, . r f ,,//;14.97=14



BOARD OF ZON]

Room 304, c
Wlchita,

NOTICE T10 PROT_

July U , 19 BO

446*
40*0

.

An appeal has been filed bv Clareno• L. HO11O•47

(Address) 512* West 12th on behalf of

(Address)

as provided by Section 33 of the Zoning Ordinance. The appelant

desires to erect a dnelling # without providing the required .,B%/- 2 :..

g /6

-1*fu frant vard
on the premises 404* 3*

' #SA# '.Alocated at 1980 Salina

'·*-0..

42%36*

Af

This appeal has been given Case No. 8-50

and a hearing will be held by the Board of Zoning Appeals on
Thu•darr Jul¥ 15, 1950 at. 3:30 p.m.

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

Room 201, City Building
By order of the Board of Zoning Appeals.

E. N. Smith

Secretary.

d



Ati
fkAy@%4
424>94
9%*gu

Ift.

:64etefy?694. k-/
I·-3.:i*/4

:1'... '24:161/. 4*

BOARD OF ZONING APPKILLS ACIENDA

July 13. 1950

63.Ri242

There will be a meeting of the Board of Zoning Appeals
on Thursday, July 13, 1950 at 3:30 porn. in the City Commission
Room of the City Building. The following items are on the
agenda for that time:

A. Case Noo 7-50
An appeal by Holy Savior Parish for the areotion
of a school building at 1452 North Erie without
holding the required 25 foot front set-back.

Bo Case No. 8-50
An Appeal by Clarence L. Holloway for the areation
of a dwelling at 1920 Salina without providing
sufficient front yardo

E. N. Smith
Secretary
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