'MOSLEY REQUESTS A

VAR IANCE TO CHANGE FRONT & REAR YARD]

o
<
X
W
o
o
=
L
=)
3
(7]
=
3
o
o
=
7]
F
<
0
X
o
<
@ J)
=l
T
o

o
o
o
=]
o |
w
"4

O el




May 9, 1961

MR« HoMER R. MosLEY
726 SOUTH BROADWAY
WicHITA, Kansas

Dear Mr. MoaLey:
SusvECT! BZA |7=-60

INABMUCH A8 ALL OF THE MATTERS PERTAINING TO YOUR REQUEST FOR
VARIANCES IN BZA |7-60, HAVE BEEN REFERRED TO THE BOARD oF
CiTy COMMIBSIONERS THROUGH THE METROPOL ITAN AREA PLANNING CoM=
MISBI0ON, AND DISPOBED OF EITHER BY ZONE CHANGES OR BY CHANGES
IN THE TEXT OF THE ZONING OROINANGE, | HAVE RETURNED THIS

CABE TO THE BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS FOR FINAL ACTION. IN
REPORTING THE PREVIOUS ACTIONS TO THE BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS,
| RECOMMENDED THAT THEY DECLARE THE CABE CLOSED WITHOUT ACTION,.

IN THAT THIS CABE 18 Now COMPLETELY DISPOSED OF THROUGH OTHER
FORMB OF ACTION, THIS CASE WAS DECLARED CLOBED IN THAT NO
FURTHER ACTION 18 REQUIRED OR NEED BE TAKEN,

IN ACCORDANCE WITH ORAL AGREEMENTS WITH THE METROPOL ITAN AREA
PLANNING COMMIBS1ON, | AM ENCLOBING A LIST OF EXPENSEB INCURRED
BY THI8 DEPARTMENT IN THE PROCESSING OF THE CHANGES IN ZONING

FOR THE 80UTH PORTION OF THE LOT BOUNDED 8Y BROADWAY AND TOPEKA,
KELLOGG AND ORME. IF YOU WILL PLEABE REMIT TO THIS DeEPARTMENT

A CHECK PAYABLE TO THE CITY OF WICHITA IN THE AMOUNT SHOWN ON THE
ATTACHED BTATEMENT, THE ENTIRE PROCEEDING WiLL BE COMPLETE,

| BINCERELY HOPE THAT EVERYTHING NECEBSARY TO THE COMPLETION
OF YOUR PROJECT HAS BEEN TAKEN CARE OF IN A MANNER BATISFACTORY

TO BOTH YOU AND THE CITY., IF YOU HAVE ANY QUEBTIONS CONCERNING
THI8 MATTER, PLEASE CALL,

SINCERELY YOURS,

ROBERT A. LAKIN

SECRETARY
RALsBER

ATTACHMENT




MarcH 2, 1961

MR, HoMER R. MOSLEY
726 SouTH BROADWAY
WicHITA, KANSAS

DeAr MR. MOSLEY:

Res BZA 17-60
You WiLL REGCALL THAT oN DECEMBER 27, 1960, THE ABOVE
CASE WAS DEFERRED BY THE BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS FOR
60 pAYs.

THe BoARD AT IT8 FEBRUARY 28, 1961 MEETING DEFERRED
THE CASE AGAIN UNTILS

. FINAL ACTION HAS BEEN TAKEN BY THE PLAN=
NiING CoMMissION AND CiTY CoMMISSION ON
YOUR REZONING AND DEFINITION CHANGE REQUESTS
RELATED TO THE PROPERTY IN QUESTION.
You REQUEST FINAL ACTION BY THE BoaARD OF
ZONING APPEALS ON BZA 17-60.

VERY TRULY YOURS,

ALVIN Jo KARETSKI
SECRETARY

AJK:BER




OWN
OUSE

MOTOR HOTEL

Broadway and Kellegg
Wichita 2, Kansas
Phone AMhorst 2-7211
TWX—-WI—-83

December 29, 1960

Wichita Metropolitah Area Planning Commission
City Bullding Annex -

104 South Main Street

Wichita, Kansas

Gentlemen:

T would like to request that the planning commission
consider amending Sec. 28. Oh. 110 D-3 of the city code,
"r:ag y;rd set back requirements" to delete the rear yard
set back.

This would then be the same as the front yard set back
requirbment whioh is no set-back.

The reason for my request is to further expand the
Town House Motor Hotel in the: general vicinity of Broadway
and Kellogg here in Wichita.

As you know, the set backs from the alley requirements
in the "D" zone requires 15' from the center of the alley and
only refers to dwelling unita.

I believe that at the time the code was written, it was
aapec:l.ally directed toward home dwelling units that might be
in the "D" zone.

As you know, the motor hotel operation cannot be and
has not been classified as dwelling units, In most areas they
are considered commercial enterprises along with hotels and
other business enterprises.

Your consideration in amending this portion of the city
code rear yard set back requirements, would be greatly apprec-
iated.

Yours very truly,

e ARl

Homer R, Mosley

President

TOWN HOUSE MOTOR HOTEL, INC.
HRM/mf

Rest and Relax in Air-conditioned Comfort / Enjoy Fine Food / Private Dining Rooms / Refreshing Pool




DeceMser 26, 1960

MR, HOMER Re. MoSLEY
T26 SouTH BROADWAY
WICHITA, KANSAS

DEAR MRs MoOSLEY?
RE: BZA 17-60

AT 1T8 REQULAR MEETING ON DeEcemBer 27, 1960, THE BoarD
OF ZONING APPEALS DEFERRED ACTION ON YOUR REQUEST FOR
VARIANCE OF FRONT AND REAR YARD SETBACKES FOR PROPERTY
AT THE BOUTHWEST CORNER OF TOPEKA AND KELLOGG, AND
LEGALLY DESCRIBED As Lots 5, 7, 9, anD |1, onN TOPEKA
AVENUE, ORME AND PHILLTPS ADDITION

YOUR CABE WILL NOT BE SCHEDULED FOR FURTHER CONBIDERA=
TION UNTIL THE BoarRD oF CiTy COMMIBS IONERS HAVE HAD AN
OPPORTUNITY TO CONBIDER A ZONE CHANGE APPLICATION TO
MO FOR THE BUBJECT AREA. YOU WILL BE NOTIFIED PRIOR
TO THIS MATTER AGAIN BEING CONSIDERED BY THE BOARD OF
ZONING APPEALS.

IF YOU HAVE ANY QUESTION, PLEASE CALL.

VERY TRULY YOURS,

RoBERT As LAKIN
ACTING SECRETARY

RAL:BER
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THE CITY OF WICHITA
OFFICE OF Assistant City Attorney DATE December 27, 1960

TO Al Karetski, Secretary, Board of Zoning Appeals

FROM Eugene L. Pirtle, Assistant City Attorney
SUBJECT p7A - Max A. Noble
[7-o

Attached hereto are legal citations relative to the
limitations of the Board of Zoning Appeals in allowing
variances based upon "hardship".

Eugene L. Pirtle,
Assistant City Attorney

ELP:kla

Att:




~ ) Bza- 7-6o

BZA "VARIANCES"
"Hardship"

The following citations are submitted as a guide for the Board
of Zoning Appeals in its deliberations upon aspplications for vari-
ances from the building and zoning regulations.

“An Indiana court has emphasized that a zoning board does not
have I.HHII to grant varisnces which constitute substantial changes
in the master zoming plan. Says the Court:

!<..any varisnce is required to be in harmony with
with the general spirit and intent of the ordinance.
Any veriation which so changes the charscter of an
area so that it is not in harmony with the gemersl
purpose and intent of the zoning ordinance must be
effected by en amendment of the zom: ordinance of
which the master plan is a part. . . logislative:
intent is clear that vhere any considersble change
is to be made, it must be made ordinance. . .
The zoning board does not have power to grent
The mistex moalng Biimn: . fw pemmis Batnds of Temivg
the master zom plan. . .To permit
M 18 to change substantially the master zoming
L-" in use districts would constitute am improper
legation of powers of the legislative body of the
mudcipality. . .*

Other courts have demanded proof that the variance will be in
harmony with a gemeral plan and with the spirit of the zoming ordi-
nance.

The judicial attitude opposed to the reckless or even liberal
grant of variances is well illustrated by a quotation from the Mary~
land court which uses the term "exception' for what we are here %L-
cussing as a "variance'. The Court indicates:

‘The need sufficient to justify an exception must be
substantial snd urgent and not merely for the coaveni-

ence of the applicant, inasmuch as aim of the ordi-
nance is to prevent uutttm as far as possible, and

a liberal construction allowing exceptions for reasons

that are not substantial and urgent would have the ten-
dency to cause discrimination and eventually destroy

the usefulness of the ordinsnce. The expression (practical)
difficulties or umecessary hardships) means difficul-

tiss or hardships which are peculiar to the situation of
the licant for the permit and are of such a degree of
severity that their tence is not necessary to carry

out the spirit of the ordinance, and amowmts to a sub-
stantial snd unnecessary injustice to the licant.
Exceptions on the ground of (practical diff tiss and
unnecessary hardships) shouls mh-m.mm"hn
the burden of the general rule upon the indiv 1 prop-
exty would not, because of its unique situation and the
singular circumstances, sexrve the essential legislative
po. » and so would constitute an entirely umecessary
and unwsrranted invasion of the basic right of private

---Annompen M{G-’.pll Corporation Law, Vol.1l, Sec. 7.09
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"In Fleming v. Prospect Park Board of Adjustment, 318 Pa. 552,

178 A. 813, 1t was held that it 1s not an sbuse of the Board's dis-
cretion to refuse a variance to permit a non-conforming use of the
Premises when the sole ground for such a variance is the added ad-
Vvantage to be gained by or through an increese in the rents of the

premises."

"In Lee v. Bourd of Adjustment, 226 N.C. 107, 37 §.E. 2d 128,

168 A.L.R. 1, the court at P. 5, said:

'The financial situation or pecuniary hardship of a
single owner affords no adequate grounds for putting
forth this extraordinary power affoctin,i other proper-
ty owners as well as the public. Apgta of Parker

supra; Prusik v. Board of Appeal, 262 Mass. 451, 160
E R e

"#*4The power of the board of adjustment to authorize
a variance in the zoning regulations is limited to
those cases in which the restrictions place hardship
upon the owner of a particular piece of rt
(italics in opinion) because of a lImEEon or condi-
tion peculiar to his property alone(italics in inion)
The board o ustment does not possess any legislative
powers; its powers are only administrative. Therefore,
when the situation, or conditions, is general, and when
it affects other properties within the same zone, in
the same manner and to the same extent that it nffnel:s
the lot, or plot of land in question, the board of ad-
tment does not possess the power to grant a variance.

The proper remedy for relief in a matter of that nature
lies with the governing body of the mungdipality to amend
the zoning ordinance (R.S. 40:55=35 (N.J.8.A.); Brandom
v: (Board of Comm'rs of Town of) Monteclair, 124 W.J.L.
135, 11 A.2d 304)."

==-=Rathkopf, The Law of Zoning and Planning, Vol. 2, Pp. 106-111.

"If the hardship or difficulty is due to conditions come
‘mon to the other property in the same zoned district or
neighborhood, the remedy is by legislative action for a
rezoning and not by a grant of variance, a special privi-
to a single owner. The board can grant relief only when
the hardship or difficulty is special to and effects
specific property so that the applicant suffers a singu-
lar disadvantage concerning salid pruport;. See Aniteau,
Municipal Corporation Law, Vol. 1, Sec. 7.09; 8 MeQuillin,
Municipal Corporations (35 Ed.), Sec. 25.167."

"If there be a hardship, which * * * ig common to the
whole neighborhood, the remedy is to seek a change in

the zoning ordinance itself, Arverne Bay Construction
Co. v. Thatcher, 278 N.Y. 252, 773 15 N TS 2592

---Rathkopf, The Law of Zoming and Plamning, Vol. 1, Pp. 737, 738.
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HiSTORY
May 21, 1959 ~ RequesT BY MR. Max A. NosLE THAT LoTs Bt
9, AND |l OF THE ORME AND PHILLIFS ADGITION BE GHANGED FROM
YB" To WCM ZONING WAS APPRUVED UNANIMOUSLY BY THE WICHITA-
SeEpewick CouNTY METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING COMMISS IGH AND
FORWARDED To THE BoaRD ofF CiTy CoMMISSIONERS. THERE WAS NO
OPFOSITION TO THE REQUEST.

Jury 7. 1959 - CaSE wA3 APPROVED BY THE Boarb ofF CiTY Com-
MiES IONERS.

CASE DESCRIPTION

APPL ICANT DESIRES OMIS3ION OF FRONT ANC REAR SETBACK REQUIRE-~
MENTS FOR 4 PROPOSED MOTEL SOUTH oF KELLOGG AVENUE BETWEEN
TOPEKA AVENUE AND THE ALLEY IMMEDIATELY WEST OF TOPEKA.
PRESENT SETBAGK REQUIREMENTS ARES

FrRONT YaRD = 15 FEET
REAR YARD =~ |5 FEET FROM CENTER OF THE ALLEY

(ZontHa ORDINANCE SEcTion 28.04.100, ParT D.l.2. anp
SzcTioN 28.04.010 - DEFINITION OF YARD, REAR)

EX1STING LAND USE AND _ZONING - SEE AERIAL PHOTO, ZOMW!NG MAFP
AND SKETCH OF PROPOSED BUILDING

FacTs 70 CONSIDER?

- NoO DEVELOPMENT PROBLEMS CAUSED BY IRREGULAR PROPERTY
LINES OR PHYSICAL BARRIERS ARE PRESENT.

- RESIDENCES SOUTH OF THE PROPOSED BUILDING ARE SET BACGK.

BOARD®S CHOI OF ACTION

BoARD HAS JURigDICTION (SECTioN 2.12.550 WicHiTA CiTYy Cooz)
TO GRANT VAR(ANCES FROM SET3ACK REQUIREMENTS PROVIDED THE
BOARD HAS DETERMINED ALL THE FOLLOWING CONDITIONS ARE
PRESENTS

VARIANCE ARISES FROM A UNTGQUE CONMDITION, NOT
ORDINARILY FOUND IN THE SAME ZONING DISTRICT.

GRANTING OF THE YAR{ANCE WILL NOT ADVERSELY AFFECT
RIGHTS OF ADJACENT PROPERTY OWNERS OR RESIDENTS.

STRICT APPLICATION OF ENFORCEMENT PROVISIONS OF THE
ZONING ORDINANCE WiLL CONSTITUTE UNNECESSARY HARD—
SHIP UPON THE PROPERTY OWNER.

VARIANCE WiLL NOT AFFECT ADVERSELY PUBLIC HEALTH,
8AFETY, MORALS, ORDER, CONVENIENCE, PROBPER!TY OR
GENERAL WELFARE.




APPLICANT®S ARGUMENTS_FOR GRANTING OF VAR |ANCE

SEE LETTER SUBMITTED BY APPLICANT on DEceEMBER 6, 1950

SECRETARY!S_OPiN1ON

IT is THE SECRETARY'S OPINIiON AND SUGGESTION THAT THE BeARDZ

. DENY THE VARIANGCE REQUESTED SINCE THE FOUR RE-
QUIRED POINTS CANNOT BE BATIEFIED AND MORE SPECI™
FICALLY, SINCES

~ No 1RREGULAR PROPERTY L INES OR PHYSICAL
BARRIERS ARE PRESENT TO CONSTITUTE A
HARDSHIP}

THE PROPERTY OWNER MUST CONFORM TO THE CON=
DITIONS OF THE ZOMNING ORDINANCE UNLESS THE
IMPOSITION OF THE ORDINAMNCE CREATES HARD=
SHiIPS. I[N VARIANCE CABES, INABILITY To

USE PROPERTY MORE INTENS{VELY 18 NOT IN
ITSELF A SUFFICIENT REASON TO BE CONSIDERED
A HARDSHIP BY THE COURTS.

REQUEST THAT THE WicHITA-SEDEwWICcK CounTy METROPOL ITAN
AREA PLAnNING CoMMissiONZ

RESTUDY ZONING IN THE AREA BOUNDED BY KELLOGE
AND EMPORIA AVENUES AND ORME AND WICHITA

- STREETS. RECENT PHYSICAL AND ZONING DEVELOP-—
MENTS IN THIS AREA HAVE AND WILL CONTINUE TO
CREATE PROBLEMS BETWEEN COMMERCIAL AND RESIi-—
DENT IAL USES.

RESTUDY THE DEFINITION OF DWELLINGS. A QUESTION
THAT S8HOULD BE RESOLVED g WHETHER A MOTEL N

A COMMERCIAL DISTRICT SHOULD BE CONSIDERED A
COMMERCIAL USE OR A DWELLING [N THE SAME SENSE
AS A REBIDENCE.




SUILDING ANNEX
104 SouTH Main
WigHIiTA KANsAs

L1 QWNERS

SRS s

DeEcEMaER 9,

CATIOMN FOR A VARIANCE HAS BEEN FILED gY e,

126, 50VTH Brosoway, WIcHITA. KANSAS.

SeEcTioN 2.12.590 oF THE CoDE oFf THE CITY oF WicHITA.

FRONT_AND !

LOCATED

11, oN TorExA AVENUE, ORME AND
PROPERTY RRENTLY ZoneED TCH,

APPLIGATION HAS BEEN ASSIGHED QA T |

BOARD OF Z¢ a / ALEB O TUESDAY. DECEMBER

JulLoing Anngr. 104 South Main.

FEAR, tF YOU 80 DESBIRE, E!THER

A 1 e
’a‘m%f-"zfﬁ_.;

ETBKI, SECRETARY




cN TorPEKA

Y

zoied TCT,

WILL BE THE BoARD

1« _IN_Room 401

BuiLpine

J Pl

§9A8. AT WHICH TIME YCU MAY APPEAR,

BY AGENT OR ATTCRNEY «

g

ALvin

F

RME

A

1 TUESDAY, DEcEMBER 27T

HEARING

e

104 Souvh Main.

iF YOU 8C DESIRE,

E I THER




BZA 17-60 Nor%uu:n Decemser 9, |960

HoMER R MosLEY
726 SouTH BROADWAY

EbwarRD A. RosINSON
410 SouTH CusTER

OPAL M. HaLL
722 SouTH TOPEKA

FRED RIFFEL
ALi1ce A. RIFFEL
1541 SouTH ToPEKA

CHARLES E. BARE
BEuLAH M. BARE
1849 BURNS

BLaAancH MELICK
T06 SouTH TOPEKA

MaAry MarRGARET MoRRIS BovpD
208 NORTH BROADWAY

Max A. NoBLE TRUSTEE
#5 PeacH TREE LANE

CarL E. FoORBES
Erva J. ForBES
926 WesT T7TH STREET NORTH

S. A. MEYER
FaYeE TOWNSLEY
145 NoRTH BYRON
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RECEIPT FOR CERTIFIED MAIL—20¢

sETT0 us.’ POSTMAK
A i oR
o7 yg N/ N LS Ll sy

STREET AND NO. ) c/’ =

Tl s D poedicpy
CITY AND STATE - = 7

2, R )

{ g onfudes I Lpidad)
Ifyou want a return receipt, check which | If you wa
10t shows 35¢ shews fo whom, stricted Ve
when, and addrass | 9ty, check here
and when where delivered
delivered

FEES ADDITIONAL TO 20¢ FEE

48235

3]

No.
8
%
z
q

50¢ fon

00 Form 3800 =
Jai 1957 SEE OTHER SIDE

Deliver ONLY to
addressee

§
#1-INSTRUCTIONS TO DELIVERING EMPLOYEE
D Show address where

( Additional charges required for these services)
RETURN RECEIPT i
Received the numbered article described on other side.

SIGNATURE OR NAME OF ADDRESSEE {must alwoys be filled in)

m—@&@_

JONATURE OF ADDRESSEE'S AGENT, IF ANY &

—'—W‘ IVERED ro.,wéhmgn i

G- ie—71548-4 GO




RECEIPT FOR CERTIFIED MAIL—20¢

w SENT TO s
™ ne ) A Al 2./
N STREET AND NO. } [/
3 T2l S Do Loy
CITY AND STATE
w - i S _
{ g oflel J & d/
y Ifyouwantare checkwhich | If you want re-
10¢ shows 35¢ shaws to whom, | atricted deliv-
z to whom D when, and address | ory, check hers
and when where delivered
FEES ADDITIONAL TO 20¢ FEE

POSTMARK
OR DATE

[ 38 Fam 3200 SEE OTHER SIDE

DEFARTMENT
ot SISt 24EARY

STRUCTIONS: Fill in items below and coify
'pzw #1 on other side, ‘when applicable. Mu:]n‘u:k
gummed ends and attach to back of article, Print
on front of article ReTuRs RECHFT REQUESTED:

T 16— 71Md
a




Decemser 7, 1960

MR. HoMER R. MosLeY
726 SoUTH BROADWAY
WicHITA, KANsas

DEAR MR. MosLEY}

YOUR APPLICATION FoR 4 VARIANCE UNDER PROVISIONS OF PARA~
GRPH 2, SECTION 2.12.590, CoDE OF THE City oF WicHITA, AND
RELATING TO PREMISES LOCATED AT THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF
KeELLoaa anD TOPEKA, AND LEGALLY DESCRIBED A8 Lots 5, 7, 9,
AND |1, oN ToPEKA AVENUE, ORME AND PHILLIPS AppiTION,

HAS BEEN GIVEN BOARD oF ZoniNg APPEALS CAst No, BZA 17-60,.

ALL INQUIRIES AND REFERENCES SHOULD ALWAYS BE MADE TO THAT
CABE NUMBER WHEN You BEEK INFORMATION FROM THE BECRETARY.

FURTHER, You ARE NoOT
BoARD oF Z
FOR A HEARING OF YOUR » 1860,
«M. IN RooM 401 CiTvy BuiLpiNg ANNEX, 104 SouTH
MAIN, WicHITA, KAnsas.

VERY TRULY voums,

ALVIN J. KARETSKI
SECRETARY

AJK:BER




MOTOR HOTEL

Broadway and Kellogg
Wichita 2, Kansas
Phone AMherst 2-7211
TW3 wWi—83

December 6, 1960

Board of Zoning Appeals
City of Wichita, Kansas

Gentlemen:

I wish to appeal for variance concerning setbacks on
Iots 5, 7, 9, end 11, on Topeka Avenue in the Orme and
Phillips addition to the city of Wichita.

At present, the lots are zoned C and because of B zoning
in the rest of the block, the front setback requirements
are 15 feet and the back yard requirements are a setback
of 15 feet from the center of the alley.

These lots adjoin the central business district to the
north, directly across Kellogg. We also have under 60 year
lease, the next four lots to the south of them making a
total of 200 foot frontage on Topeka, Altogether, with
lots owned in fee and under longtime lease including
streets, the Town House has about 900 feet of frontage on
Topeka Avenue, The corresponding lots facing on Broadway
are either owned in fee, leased, or under negotiations
for a long term lease. Corner Broadway lots would be
developed with service and parking facilities that would
not come up to the alley lines with buildings.

The granting of the permit for variance would not in my
opinion, adversely affect the rights of adjacent property
owners or residents. The Town House has already spent in

ess of $1,000,000,00 in improvements in an otherwise

bstendard district. Property values in the area have
risen sharply since the building of the Town House. In
addition, contrary to the other blocks to the north,
there is a 6 foot front setback from the sidewalk to the
propertylines. The menner in which the building is to be
built as shown on the plot plan, noise or other disturbances
could not possibly affect adjacent properties.
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MOTOR HOTEL

Broadway and Kellogg
Wichita 2, Kansas
Phone AMherst 2-7211
TWX—-WI—-83

The Town House proposes to construct a [0 room addition
exactly like the building directly across Kellogg to the
north, That building is LL X 140 feet. It is felt that
the bullding to be built on subject lots should be of the
same appearance snd size to tie into the whole Town House
Project. In addition, if the setbacks are enforced, it
will be necessary to eliminate 8 guest rooms from the
building. This will cost approximately, $20,000,00 per
year in gross room revenue.

In the opinion of the writer, the variance desired will
not adversely affect the public health, safety, morals
order, convenience, prosperity or general welfare of the
area. On the contrary, the variance will increase the
beauty and prosperity of the area and bring at least

50 more people per day to the heart of the ecity.

Thanking you for your consideration, I am,
Yours very truly,

Ao 2t

Homer R. Mosley
TOWN HOUSE MOTOR HOTEL

=

Rest and Relax in Air-conditioned Comfort / Enjoy Fine Food / Private Rining Rooms | Refreshing Pool
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PAYMENT N Jce
City of Wichiin

PAY AT TREASURER'S OFFICE - FIRST FLOOR
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E%\ED OF ZONING APPEALS CASE NO.
UF WICHITA, KANSAS FILED

APPL ICATION FOR VARIANCE

NAME oF ApPLIcANT _ﬁﬁgFﬂ /2 /%,(‘LE/
MaiLing Apbress _ 726 S. BloADWAY Prone A 2-SG¥/

NAME oF AuTHORIZED AGENT

MAILING ADDRESS it PHONE

RELATIONSHIP OF APPLICANT To PROPERTY Is THAT of _ LESSE[S
(owNER, TENANT, LESSEE, OTHER).

1. THe variaNcE REQUESTED 1s (HALGE FouT AND REAC yARD
SETRBACKS :

FoR PROPERTY LocATED AT S CORNER ToPEKA v KELLOGE
AND LEGALLY DEsCRIBED as Lot(s) __Loig 7 7, G [/
BLock(s) OU_TOPE kA A vVE , _ORHE Awp PHILLIPS

ADDITION TO THE CITY OF WICHITA] AND WHICH IS PRESENTLY zoNeD __ (o

(GIVE METES AND BOUNDS DESCRIPTION BELOW IF APFHOFRIATEM

||}; THE APPLICANT HEREIN, OR HIS AUTHORIZED AGENT, HEREBY ACKNOWLEDGES:

A. THAT HE HAS RECEIVED AN INSTRUCTION SHEET CONCERNING THE
FILING AND HEARING OF THIS MATTER;

THAT HE HAS BEEN ADVISED OF THE FEE REQUIREMENTS ESTABLISHED
BY SECTION 2.12.580 oF THE CoDE oF THE CITY oF WicHITA (ORDI=
NANCE 24~606); AND THAT THE APPROPRIATE FEE IS HEREWITH
TENDERED}

THAT HE HAS BEEN ADVISED OF HIS RIGHT OF APPEAL OF THE DECI-
S10N OF THE BOARD 0oF CITY CoMMISSIONERS WITHIN TEN (10) .
DAYSOF THAT DECISION;

THAT A STATEMENT IS ATTACHED HERETO JUSTIFYING THIS REQUEST
AS NOTED IN PARAGRAPH 3 OF THE INSTRUCTIONS AND IN SECTION
2.12.590.2 oF THE CoODE OF THE CIFY OF WICHITA.

Dk,

APPLICANT

AuTHOR1ZED AGENT

OFFICE USE ONLY
jowzn IN OFFICE OF SECRETARY, BOARD OF ZonING AppeaLs, _//
A

o =P eMa) JRA —f —Lc , 19 0, TOGETHER WITH APPROPRIATE
oF $30.00 =

SIGNED
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21

23
bexc-

beg I cor
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£ 30!, SW to
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OWLERSHIP LIST

ADOITION
Orme and Phillips

n

on S line

OWNER
Sylvia Gore

Anita Levine
Nathan Lahn

S. A. Meyer
Faye Townsley

Homer R. Mosley

Carl E. Forbes
Erva J. Forbes

Carl E. Forbes

Max A. Noble Trustee

Mary Margaret Morris
Bo;r'g

n

Blanch lMelick

t
ﬁ 1Y N to beg.

Orme and P}ulllgw Blanch Melick

6
beg NW cor,LE 14 S to pt B' E of

AD'RESS

none

145 1. Byron

#5 Peach Trez In.

208 N. Broadway

"

706 S. Topeka




Lot ADDITIOR OWlER ADRESS

&0 X0 Orme and Phillips Charles E. Bare 1849 Burns
> Beulah . Bare

1

w251'exc "

it Fred Riffel 1541 S. Topeka
Alice A. Riffel

U7 of 16" "

5 18! of
16 Opal M. Hall

N2 of 18 "

S3 of 18 Harley H. Hardesty
Goldie I. Tardesty

20 "
N 22

S 22 Idward A. Robinson 410 S. Custer
2]4, " n

We hereby certify the foregoing to be a true and
correct List of Property Owners within a 200 foot
radius of Lots 5 and 7, Block 1, Orme and Phillips
adlition, as shown by the records in the office

of the Register of Deeds of Sedgwick County, Kansas
on this the 2 day of December i. D. 1960 at 7:00
A. M.

THE SEG?.'\RITYY RUCT AND TITLE CO INC.
By

Vice President

Order No 79144
NF







