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June 2, 1964

Mr. Robert H. Nelson, Attorney
511 Union Center Building
Wichita, Kansas

Dear Mr. Nelson:

Re: BZA Resolution 35-63 - UNj:

Southeast corner of

Seneca and Pawnee

This is to advise you that the performance bond in the amount of
$7,200 which was submitted in conjunction with the above captioned
Board of Zoning Appeals resolution in order to guarantee that the
lot would be surfaced and that a fence would be constructed, may
now be released to you or either one of the applicants, since 4

these requirements have been complied with.

The performance bond is on file with the City Clerk and you may
pick it up at your convenience. If you have any questions, please
feel free to call.

Very truly yours,

Jack H. Galbraith

Secretary
JHG:JWH,ber

ccs R. E. Ray j
Jim,Smith)

it*Iff
99%
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Board of Zoning Appeals June 2. 1964

Robert G. Finch. City Clerk

Jack H. Galbraith, Secretary

BZA Remolution 35-63 *r

Southeast corner of

Seneca and Pawne•

Thia is to advise You that we have received a
meaorandum from L. L. Binkley of the Division of
Central In,piction which states that all the oon-
ditions outlined in Resolution No. BZA 35-63
have bean complied with. A thermofax copy of
the memorandum is enclosed.

Congequently. the performance bond in the amount
of *7.200 which was submitted in order to guarantee
that the lot would be Iurfaced and that a screen
would be constructed, may be releaged to Mr. it. E.
Ray, Mr. Jim Smith or Mr. Robert H. Nelion. who
was their authorized agent at the time this case
was hard

If you have any questions. plaa,e call.

Jack H. Galbraith

Secretary

JHG:JWH:ber

Attachment

cc: L. L. Binkley

ted;Re'

a3371 1
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THE CITY OF WICHITA E

OFFICE OF CENmAL INSPECTION DIVISION DATE June 1, 1964

TO Jack Galbraith, Senior Planner

FROM L. L. Binkley, Maintenance Inspection Supervisor

SUBJECT BZA RESOLUTION 35-63

1021 WEST PAWNEE

This will serve to notify yuur division that the fencing and
surfacing as set forth in Items 2 and 4 of subject resolution
have been camp-leted.

ILB:ml 090«

4
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Board of Zoning Applall rebruary 19. 1964

Robert rinch. City Clerk

JI W. 80-, Militant Secretary

Case No. BZA 35-63

Attached im a copy of a performance bond whjch hal b-n filed
by wi. m. Nnydor. who hai lia-d the proporty invol-d in thi
'holl . 1 call. ihi• I."Id hae bila ..1'.itted I. a r.lult

02 a r.quir-lent mad' by thi 80'Ed of Zoning Ap,eal' in thi
IMPIN,val of Foporty in thi 011/0 ca- for u- u a -lf-
eer,ic, car w-b opiration. It Barante- that a fence ehall
b• con,tructed. and that tbo •ntir• area to be utilized for
-hing and drying o,Bratte-. a* will - all areas to bl u-d
for ingres, and *gries. Ihall be hardourfaced with aiphalt.
amphaltic concriti or concrete.

f®y840

40/4

'*A34

This bond *hould remain on fil• in your office until such time
u the Sup•rintendent of Central Inspection notifiee you that
the requirimint• guaranteed by the bond have boin complied
with.

If you have any que,tions. pl•*Be f••l free to call.

f,?m Jam" W. Row•

A,ilitant Secretary23;

01*71

31 JIG[.ber
£2*=

Attach-nt

1 *i

ce, Robert H. I•lion. Attorney
511 Union Center Buildial

.. H. ...r
260 louth Dillro-
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PERFORMANCE BC·Nf

KNO.· ALL MEN HY THESE PRESEN'V, tbat h Wm. H, :NYDER

as Print 1281, and ,·he ST. PAUL TIRE AND MARINE INSURANCE COMPANY of St. Paul,
Minot'"ta, as ouret" are l.el. and firmly bound ·ir.fe the City of dchita» Kansas
in the penal sum tif= :SEVE.·· r,littiAND lyn HUNDRE'D +MI NO/100 {57,200.00) DOLLARS

heirs, executors, administrator's liUCCESS©rs aId igsisms firmlv h. these Dresents.

WHEREAS, the sald Wm. H. 'Stivder, Principal her'€n, has
lea9ed the described property from Mr. aud Mra. R. 5. Ray and Mr. anR Mrse Jim
'Smith of Wichita, Kansas, and hai made application for a permit to operate a

P Melf-ser•ic• auto wash as Drovidea in Sectian 28.04.090 of the Code of the City ·,2&*mm
of Wichita, Kansas on pr©perty legally described as the east 100 feet of north -ti
200 feet of Lot 2 and the West 10 feet of the vacated alley, Leonard Powell's
Second Addition to the City of Wichita, Sedgwick County. Kansas, which 9
r- *lly located just East off Seneca on South stde of Fawnee; and

WHEREAS, the Board of Zoning Appeals appraved a variance of
the ccde, Reaolution Ne. BZA 35-63, subject to guaranteeing that a fence vill be
congtructed as required and the entire area for washing and drying. as wall aa

A , areas for ingress and egress shall be hard surfaced as required.

ROW, THEREFORE, if the said Wm. 11. SNYDER, pringipal hersin
shall well and truly perform these guarantees as outlined in Resolution No.
BZA 35-63 of the Board ef Zoning Appeals dated December 20, 1963 then this
obligation shall be null and void; otherwise to be in full force and effect.

IN W ITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto bave hereunto Bet
their hands and seals this 10th day of February 1964.

Witness :

Wm. He Snyder Principal

ST. PAUL FIRE AND MARINE INSURANCE COMPANY

Charles W. Black, at terney in : aet

L
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CERTIFIED COPY OF POWER OF ATTORNEY

Original on Fil* at Home Office of Compiny. 5,0 Ce,tific**on.

SI PA U l
FIDELITY AND SURETY

DEPARTMENT FIRE 8nd MARIN f

0,04.0,=909
HOMES OFFICE, ST. PAUL. MINNESOTA

KNOW AL.1 MEN BY WEESF. PRESBNn Thit *e St. P - .- ' . - ' I
-4 ezi#In: under th• 10- of th, State 04 AUcoe•04 *ad h••ing h plincipal om¢• 1, the City 015*Jht hal. Minneow, 431, bi•by
C,W,'ti774rit:st: Charleu#. 81-on, IR>ward N. Fullington: Charles * Harriset,
* . James H. Knorr, Rm,ncnd L. Menn, Charles W. Black, Harlan L. ati th,JI,U,1114 J

bu.ach anu Filliten B. Gaudreau, individually · ' "
WI.hitu. Kar,5,12

in true ind lifient mliof¢046-10 20 decie. wa! and dellver for and on it• behalf a• surety. any 24:5 ark. bot# *041 viler,kieigs,
rce./iza:¥"• eh„uic, 01 ind®mair, ind cillir .*Ing, 21,11*,tory in the natur, ther,04 vhkh *re er mi, 30 *11.,04 required or
penomed™, 1-, -¢ua, fule, .Mul,doo, cont-: or mbiwi•e, ind 8,2 execusjoe of •c¢.4 in*tr,11-*Rts) in p,tr•umite, 8(tiM,*,pr=ton,
shall be - W, dint.,en tte Bald St. Peul Fire *ad Markle In•unnco Ce=peny, / tully =14 -ply, to *11 '*/ All¢ pums¢*, n
it the Imr*TIL I-n doly eu-¢¢ Ind acknowl////d by i{* 10:clerly el®Cled} OP/fi a j" Pr 1;¢*7•1, 90f, £*&6 .4 r

t If: 11 4.                                                                       ..
'

......./*e ·

Thi, F- 4 Anorney k ludi/L e/ mly be certiHed l ed mty be r' ** purs,Mat to Id tly • 0taerity 01 Ar*1* V,
--Seclion 8. el th# By-1.aw; edepted by 01* Boatd o! t*reol# of th• St. hui Fir* 0=1 Mork,e In,or*,ce Co,apeay *1 8 -16,1
called ind held oe tit• 17& da, of Jang•ry, 19320 04 gldch the folle,;ing le a trum in#script d AM Scz*-*f

' ·•nt h.,140.z or Iny Vi" Prild- 3/•Ident Vki Pre.Wea, Secre•cy or R•.id•• Secmtw, 92*13 h- 0,wat#Id••6*ky
m To <M,oint Auure,0-An.hct. ed to •uthor,ze ihoon to ix®Clae 011 betil< 0( the Con,V, *1 *rxb * S<:11 4,1 the

Con*ay thcl,to, bond® sed unden:kines, recold=& COUtom ol im*unolgy And eNt Wri¢&111**0¥111 the miture11 r s : Unt*.,rwl

(*7,-4$u/Atton,NRil*t, . - ' 1. 1 .-, ,)7 . / 1-1441 -0

'.'934**1*4*1*•0--*,h: ': ......:.72' 'Ut549¢N#*2.wv I4*,#68=Ii:AI.*0ttim.,..rs.,6d-r**-5-hiA-i»*444,*10•44*'4&64&#42-

15'·*4#

IN nEST}MONY WHEREOF. 16, St Piul Fire lu=4 Marine Joiuran¢c Con,Viny hm, 92* al•

- m ba 04./."d i. coapol'//e .O he Imled by h, ....,4 4/I& "*1, · IM#'i
4, 4 4 :February , . A.D. ile:1 .

Sr. PAUL Fmit AND MA,4Nil DhUNANC% COMPANY

HATS OP MONIWO 2#c... stw- ; 1 . ..a:0*31
' f         . 171. PF¢SU¢.1,

004. 23rd . - „4 OPiry .. • et --- *; JU-1,
' W O A M # f il #.-*74** f l :t rfha,7059. „Id thM M 18 6 Ib,tfeik /*4# $96*ed
*02 11/ Mid Corie- Se.1 a,46.hi, a,Fitil,a//24 *Imid by ar,taf al the 9//4 of 1*-7 4 .ii Cosi.s•nar.

1''

"A){ 623&*F:1:a=m=: c.,f»r 
£*17' No•gry Pubtic,»met> 4.u•*Ki.6*4.M,C-i,15*;*104*11:,22, t®y,

ICERTIFICA ]ION

1, the e•,1.,ad om·. 4 2. R ratd n. .ad &10:tne lismance 0-p.:y, do h.-rek, m* eh,* i i.ye 90*we:*4 th#
:0:40!40•py of 11*t /00= *A:10.34 4 11--1 * 04 ¢417 4 tho S#cilon d 01* 0,-tes ot :*#* Commi,¥ 1 * * 10*ih t*aki
pa- 41 Atip*ne,1- Al:ORAGINAIG ON FILE INTHE HOME OFFKZ OF ,*All) COMPAN*. Jzt if#t lae *14 an
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COPY

KAHRS. NELSON, FANNI,NG & .vrE
ATTORNEYSATLAW

W.A. KAIRS
UNION CENTER BUILDING

WICHITA. KANSAS 67202
TELEPHONES

AMHERST 2.344 t

DAIRELLD. KLLOGG AMHERST 2·3442

February 14, 1964

Mr. James Smith

c/o Ray Realty
439 South Main

Wichita, Kansas , FEB /7 1064
 METROFOr.:TAI! u.

Re: Performance Bond
4%92 Leonard Powell's Second Addn.
46@Al Seneca and Pawnee

<0911.<l
Dear Mr. Smith:

In connection with the performance bond that was required by449.1 the Board of Zoning Appeals with reference to the construction
of the U-Wash-Em system on your property, I wish to advise that
I have conferred with Mr. Lakin, Assistant Director of Planning,
Metropolitan Area Planning Commission, in connection therewith.
He advises that the performance bond may be signed by Mr. Snyder,
your lessee, as principal, and the corporate surety as surety
and that this will be sufficient for the compliance with the Board
of Zoning Appeals order. This will not need your s'gnature and
the signatures of Mr. and Mrs. Ray.

In connection with the description as set forth in the bond, it
should be corrected so that it reads as follows:

East 100 feet of North 260 feet of Lot 2,
and West 10 feet of vacated alley.

4 The reason for the reference to the west 10 feet 18 that that is
all that is covered by the light commercial classification.

Mr. Lakin advises that it is understood that the wall which is to
be constructed is to be on the east line of the vacated alley and
not on the east line of the west 10 feet of said vacated alley.

-192
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rt Mr. James Smith

Page Two @
February 14, 1964

With these changes, therefore, I am returning herewith the
Performance Bond and suggest that you have Mr. Snyder proceed
to obtain the bond and submit same to Mr. Lakia. Should there

be any further questions, please advise.

Yours very truly,

OF KAHRS, NELSON, FANNING & HITE

RHN: blc

Enclosure

cc : Mr. Lakin

Mr. Snyder

'44. 11

r
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December 31. 1963

Mr. Robert H. Nelson

511 Union Center

Wichita, Kansas

Dear Mr. Nelson:

Rei BZA 35-63 - Appeal from the
decision of the Superintendent
of Central Inspection and
Variance

On December 23. 1963 r nd December 26. 1963. we advised you that the
Board of Zoning Appeals had approved subject applicat ion for a variance
concerning property at the southeast corner of Pawnee and Senuca,
legally described ast ae

The Bast 100 feet of the north 260 feet of Lot 2,
together with 20 foot vacated alley, in Leonard
Powell 2nd Addition,

subject to certain conditions.

We also advised that the Board's decision might be appealed to the
City Commission provided that such appeal was filed on or before
December 30. 1963. The City Clerk has advised that no appeal was
filed on or before the date indicated, and the decision of the Board
of Zoning Appeals ia. therefore, final. A copy of the resolution
setting forth the action of the Board is attached for your information
and files.

Very truly yours.

*17

Robert A. Lakin
RAL:ber Secretary
Attachment

ccs Mr. and Mrs. R. E. Ray, 511 U,lon Center Building
Mr. and Mrs. Jim 8 ith, 511 U ion Center Building
Glen Lytle, Superintendent of Central Inspection

1

L
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RESOLUTION NO. BZA 35-63

fiff
·T

143ff

WHEREAS, Mr. and Mrs. R. E. Ray and Mr. and Mrs. Jim
Smith, 511 I £lion Center Building, Wichita, Kansas, by Robert H.
Nelson, attorney, 511 Union Center Building, Wichita, Kansas,
have appealed from the decision of the Superintendent of Central
Inspection that unenclosed self-service car washes are not per-
mitted in "LC" districts, all as provided in Section 2.12.590.1,
Code of the City of Wichita, Kansas; and in addition, should the
appeal not be upheld, the applicants requested a variance, as pro-
vided in Section 2.12.590.2, Code of the City of Wichita, to permit
the construction and operation of a car washing unit on property
zoned "LC" and legally described as follows:

I

The east 100 feet of north 260 feet of Lot 2,

and the west 10 feet of the vacated alley,
Leonard Powell Second Addition, in the City of
Wichita, Sedgwick County, Kansas,

generally located at the southeast corner of Pawnee andSeneca; 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 did, in regular meeting

consider said application on the 20th day of December, 1963; and

WHEREAS, the Board determined that said appeal resulted from
a decision of the Superintendent of Central Inspection that the con-
struction and operation of an unenclosed self-service car washing unit

is not a permitted use under Section 28.04.090 of the Code of the City
of Wichita; and

WHEREAS, the Board of Zoning Appeals determined that it had
proper jurisdiction to consider said appeal under the provisions of
Section 2.12.590.1, Code of the City of Wichita; and

21
..1

WHEREAS, the Board of Zoning Appeals, after hearing the

report of the Secretary and arguments of the counsel for the applicant, 9'.7
did determine that the Superintendent of Central Inspection was correct
in his interpretation of the zoning ordinance; and M '230'

WHEREAS, the Board of Zoning Appeals has found that the
request for variance arises from a condition which is found to be
unique and not ordinarily found in the same zoning district inasmuch
as the proposed use is not shown as a permitted use in any district of
the Zoning Ordinance and was not a use known at the time of the prepara-
tion and adoption of the zoning ordinance; and

WHEREAS, the Board of Zoning Appeals has found that the

granting of the variance, as approved, would not adversely affect the
rights o f adj acent property owners inasmuch as certain conditions for

development of the property are provided, which conditions were con-
curred in by the adjacent property owners at the public hearing, and

which requirements will provide necessary protection for adjoining

property owners an d residents; and

WHEREAS, the Board of Zoning Appeals has found that the

strict application of the enborcement provisions of the Zoning Ordinance
will constitute unnecessary hardship upon the applicant because at the

time the ordinance was written, the use proposed was rot in existence,

and to deny the applicant the right to use his property as proposed would

7344

403%

74%
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be highly unfair, and it was considered a hardship not to allow an
4 owner to develop his property Just because the us& contemplated is

not spelled out in the ordinance, md it was a further determination
of the Board that the use proposed, when permitted under certain
conditions, would be similar to otheruses permitted in the "LC" Light
Commercial section of the ordinance; and

4=

WHEREAS, the Board of Zoning Appeals has found that the
variance, as approved, will not adversely affect the public health,
safety, morals, order, convenience, prosperity or general welfare
inasmuch as necessary conditions are attached which assure the proper
use and operation so far as public interests are concerned; and

WHEREAS, as shown above, 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 decision of the Superintendent
of Central Inspection that a car washing unit is not a permitted use in
the "LC" Light Commercial District be upheld; and further, that the
variance requested be approved and the Superintendent of Central Inspec-
tion be authorized to issue a building permit for t he construction and
operation of a car washing unit on the above described property. subject
tc the following:

1. That drainage, both surface and runoff created by the
operation. shall be handled in such manner satisfactory
to the Superintendent of Maintenance of the Department
of Public Works.

2. That a solid brick, concrete or architectural tile type
fence or wall to provide screening of the operation and
to prevent blowing debris shall be constructed to a
height of 5 feet along the east property line for such
distance as paving and drive way area is provided for
the operation of the car wash. The fence shall be
reduced in height from 5 feet to 3 feet beginning at
the building setback line and extending to the property
line on the north.

07.5;/

34914

'147*6,1-

92*5=
19,

3. The hours of operation shall not extend beyond 11 p.m.
or commence earlier than 6 a.m., Central Standard Time.

4. The entire area to be utilized by the washing and drying
operation, as well as areas of ingress and egress, shall
be hard surfaced with either concrete, asphalt or asphaltic
concrete.

-.11 f¥7 1»,42

A..

5. Adequate maintenance shall be provided through inspection
twice daily for proper maintenance and removal of trash.

6. A corporate performance bond in the amount of $7.200 shall
be submitted to the Secretary of the Board, to guarantee
the construction of the fence as required in No. 2 above,
and to guarantee the surfacing of the lot area as required
in No. 4 above.

7. No sound projecting devices or loud speakers shall be used
so as to be heard outside of any structure.

8. All lights shall be shielded to r eflect or direct light
1»222 away from adjoining residential property. No string type

lighting shall be permitted.

4,1:ift"Willimwme
2-- E

3
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ADOPTED AT WICHITA. KANSAS, this 20th #ay of December,

1963.

E. B. Law, Chai rman

c.-*obe'rt A. Lakih, Sec.«tary

43f
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Robert G. Finch, City Clerk

Robert A. Lakin, Secretary

BZA 35-63

9©

Attached is a copy of BZA Resolution No. 35-63.
covering action taken by the Board of Zoning Appeals
on the above case.

This case was heard December 20, 1963, and an appeal
may be filed in your
1963.

»Yt¢is flue
If an appeal is filed, please advise.

Robert A. Lakin

Secretary 0

RAL:ber

Attachment

ty?35.
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December 26. 1963

Mr. Robert H. Nelson

511 Union Center

Wichita. Kansas

Dear Mr. Noloon:

R g BZA 35-63 - Appeal from the
decision of the Superintendent
of Central Inspection and
Variance

Thii is to advise you that our original letter of December 23, 1963.
was in error in that the condition providing for fencing should read
as follows:

691.

2. That a solid brick. concrete or architectural tile type
fence or wall to provide screening of the operation and
to prevent blowing debris ohall be constructed to a
height of 5 feet along the east property line for such
distance as paving and driveway area is provided for
the operation of the car wash. The fence shall be
reduced in height from 5 feet to 3 feet. beginning at
the building setback line and extending to the property
line on the north.

I have alac noted that the legal description of the property included
in the application included the entire vacated alley to the east
(which im 20 feet in width). Although this may be the full extent of
the owner,hip involved. under provisions of Section 28.04.160.B, the
Light Co=ercial zoning by reason of the alley vacation is extended
only to the middle of the vacated alley, or to the west 10 fast of the
20 foot alley. This. then. leaves the eaaterly 10 feet in a rebidential
claaeification. It is my understanding that Central Inapection will not
permit uze of this easterly 10 feet for the car waah or drives and
appurtenances thereto. It is our understanding. however. that they
will allow the use of this easterly 10 feet for the construction of the
fence referred to above. I do not believe this would present any

*iqu¢"
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Page 2 - Robert H. Neleon
Decenber 26, 1963

problems as the plot plan submitted with the original application
indicated that there would be no pave:nent or lights in this eaiterly
10 feet.

Should there be any question concerning this ratter. please call.

Very truly yours.

Robert A. Lakin

Secretary

4444.'

RAL:ber

cce Robert G. Finch. City Clerk

Glen Lytle, Superintendent of Central Inspection
Mr. and Mrs. R. E. Ray. 511 U·,ion Center Building
Mr. and Mrs. Jim Smith. 511 Union C.nter Building

949
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CASE NO. BZA 35-63

PREPARATION OF THE SECRETARY'S REPORT

ON THIS CASE MAS BEEN DELAYED PENDING

SUBMISSION OF STATEMENT OF JUSTIFICATION

BY THE ATTORNEY IN THIS CASE.

3%99'Ft'
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December 23, 1963

Mr. Robert H. Nelson

511 Union Canter

Wichita. Kansas

r.

Dear Mr. Nelson:

Re: BZA 35-63 - Appeal from the decision
of the Superintendent of Central
Inspection and variance

Thi• is to advise you that at its special meeting of December 20. 1963.
the Board of Zoning Appeals of the City of Wichita considered your
appeal from the order of the Superintendent of Central Inspection, who
refused to issue a permit for construction of a self-service car wash
operation in an "LC" district. and application for variance to permit
such use if the decision of the Superintendent of Central Inspection ia
upheld, for property generally located at the southeast corner of Pawnee

1 and Seneca. and legally described as:

The East 100 feet of the North 260 feet of Lot 2.

together with 20 foot vacated alley, in Leonard
Powell 2nd Addition.

It was the action of the Board of Zoning Appeals to uphold the decision
of the Superintendent of Central Inspection in denying a permit for Buch
use in an "LC= diatrict. With respect to the application for variance.
it was the decision of the Board of Zoning Appeals to approve this
requeet, subject to the following:

1. That drainage. both surface and runoff created by
the operation. shall be handled in such manner satis-
factory to the Superintendent of Maintenance of the
Department of PubUc Works.

2

.#W ./*a

1

%77. i

jThat solid bric'. concrete or architectural tile type
walls to provide screening of the operation and to prevent      -
blowing debris. to a height of not to exceed 5 feet, shall
be built adjacent to any residential zoning or develop-
ment.

'12012<EL 3:,:d,k, M'€ '·21::3 TATe.32'rZL;fii\2'1: 1.Ibi}CJET:. *T#.:$ .:'..M *er..,iq'R,i.4f
. .: 05*45*19iA ..._c,; .2,ij-:,06 s. *ke>.3-5.44 (tbS€ff»,sie

M;

3*385:

0,4.

L/....96

f



4,%·vg;4. %*'

99.

/6.'17&*£2.-@i

Mt': .'.

Page 2 - Robert H. Nelson
December 23, 1963

3

4

5

6

7

8

. The hours of operation shall not extend beyond 11 p.m.
or earlier than 6 a.m., Central Standard Time.

The entire area to be utilized by the washing and drying
operation, as well as areas of ingrees and egress, shall
be hard our faced with either concrete. asphalt or asphaltic
concrete.

Adequate maintenance shall be provided through inspection
twice daily for propt:r mainte.lance and removal of trash.

A corporate performance bond in the :., unt of $7,200 shall
be submitted to the Secretary of the Board, to guarantee
the construction of the ance as required in No. 2 above.
and to guarantee the surfacing of the lot area.

3 sound projecting devices or loud speakers shall be used
, as to be heard outside of any structure.

All lights shall bo shielded to reflect or direct light
away from adjoining residential property. No string type
lighting shall be permitted.

4419%

Section 2.12.610 of the Code of the City of Wichita provides that 9;
the decision of the Board of Zoning Appeals shall be final unless it ia -1»k

appealed to the Board of City Commissioners within ten days of the date j:94
of the Board's action. Accordingly, an appeal could be filed in this .
case on or before December 30. 1963. ¢=*

Subsequent to the expiration of the appeal period. you will be advised 00
whether or not an appeal has been filed. If no appeal has been filed
on or before December 30. 1963. the decision of the Board will be final and the Superintendent of Central Inapaction will be in a position to
imsue the appropriate permit. -Mi

1.377

·*3

Very truly yours,

Robert A. Lakin
RAL:JWH:ber Secretary
cc: Robert G. Finch. City Clerk

Glen Lytle. Superintendent of Central Inspection
Mr. and Mrs. R. E. Ray. 511 Union Center Building
Mr. and Mrs. Jim Smith, 511 Union Center Building
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SECRETARY'S Rp-ORT

SlENERAL- Lge·BTIaN

The property represented in this application is generally located
at the southeast corner of Pewnec and Seneca.

The property in question is vacant. 'The existit.Z land use to the
west is a service station and drive in restaurant. North is a sarvice

station and pancake house. East is single family; south is office,

single family and Chicken Acres operation.

BXISTING_ZONING

The property in question is zoned "Le" Light Commercial. The
existing zoning to the north. west and south is "LC" Light commercial.
To the east is "AA" Single Family.

The case ia an appeal from an order of the Superintendent of e¢.L
Central Inspection not to issue a permit far construction of a self
service car wash operation in the "LC" Light Commercial district.
In the event the appeal is turned down, the applicant requests a

variance pursuant to Section 2.12.590.2, of the Code of the City of t. 43.73

Wichita to allow the self service car wash operation to be located in
the "LC" Light Commercial district.

APPEAL 7-PART..1

Mr. Melson, the attorney for the applicant, has otated that the

Superintendent of Central Inspection has refused to issue a permit

L
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Page 2 - Secretaryes Report
Case No. BZA 35-63

J

k94

32,;9, , .1 for a self service car wash in the "LC" Light Commercial district

on the basis that the building to be constructed will not be fully

enclosed and because this particular use is not specifically

m authorized in Section 28. (4.090 {"Le' district regulations}.
Mr. Nelson contends that this use im within the general classifi-

cation as met forth in Section 28.04.090 and is of the same general
le/9.t

nature as other businesses permitted in light commer cial. Ee

states that "one of the uses permitted in "Le" is a filling station

18% which involves the use of the property for such activities as changing

of tires, servicing of automobiles, gas, oil, water, antifreeze, repairs

on headlights, fenders and similar items. mechanic work and selling of

gasoline." , All these activities, he suggests, are generally not carried

on w ithin an enclosed structure, especially the sale 02 gasoline. Ho

pm. further contends that "the design of the cal washing unit as far as

use of the property is concerned is directly compatible with the

operation of a filling station------, drive in restaurants, drive in

banks and garages, which are also permitted in 'LC" . "

It is the opiniol of the Secretary that. although a filling

station or drive in restaurant (Griffs. Sandys, etc.) may be similar

in use to a self service car wash, these other uses are specifically

permitted in "LC" (See "1.9 Filling Stations" and "1.19 Restaurants "r.

Contrary to the attorney' s contention that many activities, such 05 a

filling station are carried on outside the station, it is the beli= f

of the Secretary that most of the activities mentioned orer in fact,

1 fu
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Page 3 - Secretary's Report
Case No. BZA 35-63

carried on within the service station building, with the exception

of the sale of gasoline. Most service stations have at least one or

two stalls which are used solely for the purpose of servicing auto-

mbiles, i.0. ; changing of tires, oil. anti-freeze. tires. water,

repairs on h•adlights, fenders, motors, etc.

As far as the sale of gasoline being carried on outside of the

service station is concerned, it was evidently the intention of the

governing body at the time the ordinance was adopted, to permit this

specific activity in the "LC" district by specifically listing it, and

it is assumed by recognizing that the character of a service station

necessarily involves this much of an outdoor use. Self service car

washers have not been so recognized as being a specific activity to

be permitted in "LCW

The characteristics of the self service car wash indicate to

some degree its dis-similarity to the service station which operates

as a neighborhood service. These are:

1. The hours of operation.

r.2,4· ·/.·fl
9.

2. The quantity of water discharged from the
washing operation.

3. Unattended operation.

It appears from the existing self service operation that this

ic an around the clock operation, whereas most of the activities per-

mitted in "LC" districts and which serve as neighborhood ·type

activities, limit themselves in hours of operation.
I3430

Since the sole function of this business is the washing of cars,

' 4 the quantity of water discharged from ·the operation should exceed

R 1/9
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Case No. BZA 35-63

substantially that of the normal service station. Many of the resi-

dential areas in the city, particularly the older areas, are on sewer

M systems which are at near capacity. The addition of an operation of

this nature would in many instances overload these sewers. The

alternative for this is the discharge of the water into the open or

into storm water Bowers. Where storm water sewers are available.

the city has allowed this to be done. provided that such connection

is constructed ir a manner to control surface drainage and with mud

trips and baffles to strain the run off water.

The third problem of unattended operation is that it is less likely

that the area will be properly maintained as to blowing debris created

by the paper towels used to dry the cars. Again. this is a characteristic

not normally found in a neighborhood service area, and where it has been

found in connection with drive in restaurants, etc. this has been one

of the chie f complaints against Such uses being in the "Le" districts.

 that only those uses which are specifically listed in the "LC" district
The manner in which the zoning ordinance ia constructed provides

may be permitted there. If it had been the intent of the governing

body to permit car washes: or such similar services without the benefit
€

of being in an enclosed structure, it would have so written the ordi-

nance. Either the phrase "car wash outside of structures" or the

phrase requiring the operation to be within an enclosed building would

have been re-written. Acknowledging the fact that such uses were unknown

at the time the ordinance was adopted, it is the Secretary's opinion
t= that as such uses are created, where there is direction in the con-

.%.    struction of the ordinance relative to uses inside enclosed buildings,

fi
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C,se No. BZA 35-63

that the proper course of action is to:

1. Eithe amend the ordinance to specifically provide
for such uses in the "LC" districts, or

fl

2. Amend the zoning maps to a zoning category in which

there is no doubt as to those operations being a per-
mitted use. such a zoning classification is the "C"
Commercial district.

It is further the Secretary's opinion that there has not been

sufficient showing either through logic or through market research.

that these are uses which a re of service primarily to nci ghborhood

units. In view of the foregoing, it is recommended that the decision

of the Superintendent of Central Inspection be upheld and the permit

denied.

*A-BIAM-CA:L.ZUZ.,ZE

In the event the ruling of the Superint endent of Central

Inspection is upheld and the appeal denied, the applicant requests

the Boaad to grant a variance to allow this use on this specific

location in question. Should the Board take jurisdiction in this
f*:pi· ·- 74'/:
9.AM,·430

9'*3{Y·,1 matt:er, the following four conditions must be found to exist lefore
1

the varlance can be granted:

1. That the variance desired raises from some condition

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 emers
or residents.

3. That the strict application of the enforcement provisions
of this zoning ordinance would constitute an unnecessary
hardship upon the property owner represented in the appeal.

4. That the variance desired is not against the public
interest.

i.»I}%%2
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Case No. BZA 35-63

ff#47
The attorney for the applicant has submitted nothing in the way

of justification for uniqueness. However. it is the belief of the

Secretary that this particular property is not unique as to physical

characteristics or as to use of the pi marty. Thisis not an unusual

shaped lot, nor are there any unusual ground characteristics or

atu _hing of a similar natu, which would make the variance unique from

a physical standpoint. On certain occasions in the past few months,

the Board has considered uniqueness as to the use of the property

concerned. Hawever, in this instance, it is the opinion of the Secre-

tary that there is nothing about the self service car wash operation

which is unique.

APJAC]!2§9:.ELEERTY

It is the opinion of the Secretary that if the variance is granted

and proper screening is provided, water run off can be proparly

inhibited, proper ingress and egress are provided and all lights are

shielded so as to r eflect or direct lighting towards the plioperty,

that there should be no adverse affect on adjoining property owners.

The attorney for the applicant contends that tile "strict enforce-

ment of the zoning ordirmce works a hardship on the property owners in

that this is a business that is for the benefit of the community and

will in no manner adversely affect the public health, safety or general

welfare of the community.

-1*4}
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The Secretary has taken the position that "hardship= should

be Bo construed as to mean that the property cannot be used for the

purpose for which it is zoned. Certainly in this instancer there aze

uses other than a self service car wash operation which this pro-

party could be used for.

It would appear in this particular area that there is a demand

for Light Commercial gro,and] for a variety of light commercial uses.

This has been shown, in gener-1, by the several rezoning applications

recently approved by the governing body and their reasonable rapid

development. Should the variance be granted. the applicant would be

obtaining a privilege above and beyond that which is enjoyed by other

owners of Light commercial property not only throughout the city but

in this immediate area, which is liker,ise zoned Light Commercial,

121IBLIC_INTERFST

It is the opinion of the Secretary filat th) granting of the

variance should in no way adversely affect the public interest iZ th

sewer and water run off problems are properly handled.

It is the opinion of the Secretary that uniqueness and hardship

have not been shown to exist in this instance and it is; thereforce

recommendation of the Secretary 01.at the variance be denied. In the

event the Board wishes to approve the variance, it is recommended th

it be approved subject to the following conditions:

1. That drainaget both surface and runoff created by

the operation, shall be handled in such manner catis-

factory to the Superintendent of Maintenance of the

Department of Public works.

ij
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Case No. BZA 35-63

2. That solid brick concrete or architectural tile type walls

to provide acreening of the operation and to prevent
**°71

blowing debris. to a height of not to exceed 5 feet ahall

be built adjacent to any residintial zoning ord,velopment.

3. The hour, of operation •hall not extend beyond 10 p.m.

4. The entire area to be utilized by the washing and drying

operation, as woll as arias of ingress and egress, shall be

hard surfaced with either concrete. amphalt or asphaltie

concrete.

i
t'

5. Adiquate containers shall be Novided for all papers. rags

and other debris.

6. A corporate performance bond in the amount of $

Sholl b• submitted to tile Secretary of the Board, to guarantee

the construction of the fence as required in No. 2 above o

and to guarantee the surfacing of the lot area.
4>k&76
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¥th,DiNGS OF VAer

1, Vatiance desired a.,ses from auch condition

which ia unique and which 18 not ordinarily

found in the Barne zcniric, diatrict

2. Granting of the permit for the vallance will

not adveraely affect the rights of adjacent i
property owneris of residents.

3, Strict applicallon of the enforcement

provisiong of the zoning ordinance will

conitituite unnecessary h,·u·dship upon

the property owner represented in the
appeal.

4, Variance demited will not adver,ely af.fict the
public health, safety, morals: order. CO,1 -

venience. proapertty or general welfare.

Determination ,Approve or Deny)
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PREPARATION OF THE SECRETAR£'4' 22DORT

ON 5%8 C.D.SE EhS BEEN DELAYED

SUBLGESSION 03 STATEMEEiT All JUSTIVECATION

BY THE ATTORMLY IN WEIS CASE.
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS OF CITY OF WICHITA

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION )

OF

BZA-35-63 43 4. 1
MR & MRS. R. E. RAY &

MR. & MRS. JIM SMITH.

STATEMENT

This appeal to this Board involves the question of whether

or not a self-service car washing unit can be located in an LC

zoning classification. The Superintendent of Central Inspection

has refused the issuance of a permit authorizing the construction

thereof because the building to be constructed and used is not

fully enclosed and that the Ordinance, No. 28.04.090 does not
€t

specifically authorize this particular use in an LC classifica-

tion. It is the contention of the petitioners that the use of the

property for a car washing unit is within the general classifica-

tion as set forth in said Ordinance and within the general spirit

of the businesses so permitted.

One of the uses permitted in LC is a filling station (1.9)

This involves the use of the property for such activities as the

changing of tires, servicing of automobiles, gas, oil, water, .12*fb

anti-freeze, repairs on headlights, fenders and similar items,

mechanic work and the selling of gasoline, All of these activities

take place not within an enclosure. We know that the sale of

gasoline never takes place within an enclosure, and the other

activities above mentioned generally take place not within an

enclosure.

The design of the car washing unit, as far as the use of

the property is concerned, is directly compatible with the opera-

tion of a filling station. There is also permitted in LC,

drive-in restaurants, drive-in banks, garages and, in our opinion,

such uses are certainly within the compatible area with that of a

self-service car wash.

I
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It is the contention of the petitioners that this Board

has the jurisdiction and authority to authorize a variance if

1. That theuse of the property will have no adverse effect  -  
it determines this is not a proper use in an LC classification.

This is under 2.12.590.2. This is our contention for the

following reasons:

on the adjacent property owners or redidents in the area, because

this is in the same catagory as that of a filling station; nothing

of an inflammable nature will be used, and no machinery or odors·

will result therefrom.

2. That the strict enforcement of the zoning ordanance

works a hardship on the property owners ia that this is a business

that is for the benefit of the community and will in no manner

effect public health, safety or general welfare of the community.

It is petitioners' further contention that the particular

manner and use an an automatic car wash is all enclosed, with

the exception of the ends and the roof. That the only activity

out from the structure will be the polishing of the cars, which

is a quiet, non-disturbing activity.

For these reasons it is urged that the Board of Zoning Appeals

authorize this use in an LC classification. In the event the

Board holds that it cannot authorize this use, it is i.rged that

a variance be granted for the reasons above set forth.

KAHRS, NELSON, FANNING & HITE

' Attorneys :Mr Petitioners

43*I k.
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CASE NO. BZA 35-63

REVISED NOTICES MAILED DECEMBER 4, 1963, FOR MEETING

OF DECEMBER 20, 1963, TO THOSE WHO RECEIVED ORIGINAL

NOTICES MAILED DECEMBER 2, 19630
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Room 402 City Building Annex
104 South Main

Wichita,Kansas

December 4, 1963

1.1===.1 1.2 4.4..4.2-LN=:LU U.U.&=LU A.1.U,1.2

Case ro. FZA 35-63

An application has been filed by Mr. and Mrs. R. E. Ray and
Mr. and Mrs. Jim Smith, 511 Union Center Building, Wichita, Kansas,
by Robert H. Nelson, attorney, 511 Union Center Building. Wichita,
Kansas, Pnpealing from the rlerision of the SuDerintendent Of -atral
Inspection, who has refused to issue a permit for construction and
operation of a car washing unit, pursuant to Section 2.12.590.1, Code
of the City of Wichita, and in the event this appeal is not ugheld
bv the Board o f Zonina ADDeals. then the applicant reauests a variance,
pursuant to Section 2.12.590.2, Code of the City of Wichita, Kansas,
to establish a car washing unit, all on property zoned "LC" Light
Commercial and legally described as:

The east 100 feet of north 260 feet of Lot 2,
together with 20 feet of vacated alley, Leonard
Powell's Second Addition, in the City of Wichita,
Sedgwick County, Kansas. Generally located at the

nemeenea.

This application has been assigned Case No. BZA 35-63, and will
be considered by the Board of Zoning Appeals on Eriday._2.camhar_22,
1963. at 2 p.m. in Room 401 City Building Annex, 104 South Main,
Wichita, Kansas, at which time you may appear, if you so desire,
either in person or by agent or attorney.

Robert A. Lakin
Secretary

R E VI --S_ELD 1.2-.Z...1.li

' 46 j-Z,¢2·2:jltV.R;<3;440Ft-93fj>2*12,3%&3€ >''*  i4'f*04j*thhi'tr27 ·7,1**ff-"B'*42.fl:fl .- M·/23*2 5:kbiWl51*WW*0-9*:off·1   , f«99,-1
-

3,#fic



0t)

88.VITER 12=15-14

BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS

Room 402 City Building Annex
104 South Main

Wichita,Kansas

December 4, 1963
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Case No. BZA 35-63

9,64

An application has been filed by Mr. and Mrs. R. E. Ray and

Mr. and Mrs. Jim Smith, 511 Union Center Building, Wichita, Kansas,

by Robert H. Nelson, attorney, 511 Union Center Building, Wichitar
Kansas, AD»ealina... from the decision of the Suverintendent of Central

Inmpection. who has refused to issue a permit for construction and
operation of a car washing unite pursuant to Section 2.12.590.1, Code
of the City of Wichita, and in the event this apneal is not upheld
by the Board 02 Zoni.ncr ADmeals., then the anplicant reauesta a variance,
pursuant to Section 2.12.590.2, Code of the City Ge Wichita. Kansasc
to establish & car washing unite all on property zoned 'Le" Light
Commercial and legally described as :

The east 100 feet of north 260 feet of Lot 2,

together with 20 feet of vacated alleye Leonatd

Powell's Second Addition. in the City of Wichita,
Sedgwick County, Kansas. Senetallia,©cated at the
southeast corner of Pawnee and Senecae

This application has been assigned Case No. BZA 35-63, and will
be considered by the Board of Zonit.3 Appeals on rridAN,-Dacember..30,
1963._aLl--3.2- in Room 401 City Building Annexe 104 South Maine

Wichitao Kansas. at which time you may appeare if you so desire,

either in person or by agent or attorney.

Robert Ae Lal[in

Secretary

BEVISED NOTICE

¢

P
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CASE NO. BZA 35-63

NOTTCES MATT ED DECEMBER 2. 1963 FOR MEETTNG ON DECEMBER 17 . 196 3

4324?
Mr. and Mrs. R. E. Ray
511 Union Center

Mr. and Mrs. James Smith R. E. Ray

511 Union Center Sadie Ray
James 0. Smith

Robert H. Nelson Ruby J. Smith
511 Union Center 439 3outh Main

Garold C. Hammer Administrator of Veterans Affairs

Anna L. Hammer 5500 East Kellogg
2430 South Seneca

Elmer E. McKay

Mary Harjo 3035 Menlo Drive

2439 South Walnut

M. & B. Development, Inc.
Jose M. Arellano 2824 East Douglas

Katie Arellano
2433 South Walnut

40*22*1
Willard Dale Ritchie

Faye E. Ritchie
2427 South Walnut

Ronald L. Wible

Esther R. Wible

2421 South Walnut

Orlen Lee Green

Maxine Green

2415 South Walnut

Leonard F. Powell

Mildred N. Powell

2403 South Walnut

Fourth National Bank & Trust Co.

200 East Douglas

U

t-

4*q.
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BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS

Room 402 City Building Annex
104 South Main

Wichita,Kansas

December 2. 1963

Case No. BZA 35-63

An application has been filed by Mr. and Mrs. R. E. Ray and
Mr. and Mrs. Jim Smith, 511 Union Center Building. Wichita, Kansas,
by Robert H. Nelson, attorney. 511 Union Center Building, Wichita.
Kansas. AaAliI4-1mm..i:hL51%mi.aian_gk.-1=hLim=:in2md,mLg;L.gUgl
Inspection: who h.4 refi,=psLtg-iul,=..a==aik..f=aggn•:izluMaa_eosi

ng_unit, pursuant to Section 2.12.590.1, Code
o f the City of Wichita, an,9 in the event thi g anneal i m int iinhild
bv the Board of Zonina Agreals. then the aoolicant reauests a variance,
pursuant to Section 2.12.590.2. Code of the City of Wichita, Kansas.
to establish a car washing unit, all on property zoned "Le" Light
Commercial and legally described as:

The East 100 feet of north 260 feet of Lot 2,
together with 20 feet of vacated alley. Leonard
Pawell's Second Addition, in the City of Wichita.
Sedgwick County, Kansas. Generally located at the
southeast corner of Pawnee and Seneca.

This application has been assigned Case No. BZA 35-63, and will
be considered by the Board of Zoning Appeals on Tuesday. December 17.
1963. at 2 p.m. in Room 401 City Building Annex, 104 South Main,
Wichita, Kansas, at which time you may appear. if you so desire,
either in person or by agent or attorney

Robert A. Lakin

Secretary

t
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BOARD__DE-ZONIJia_ABEEALS.

Room 402 City Building Annex 104 South Main
Wichita.Kansas

December 2, 1963

U.2.U.6 12 &=a,•Le.LL,La.2.- E.&1LE=,1&1=* 2.U.la.2
¢aGON,

Caae No- BA _35=61

An application has been filed by Mr. and Mrs. R. E. Ray and
Mr. and Mrs. Jim Smithr 511 Union Center Buildings Wichita, Kansase
by Robert H. Nelson, attorneys 511 Union Center Buildings Wicnitao
Kangamo appealing-_fr-1:he_de=inian_--Ah=-29KintMlLa£-5.0Il&Ial
In•Peti .- /21!CliggLJUhlr,t'.,.*.:-..:#. -r.i,-TFC-TEll.x,w,2*<;AIr::,197

98=abl -0£.a.muu¢aihing_unike pursuant to Section 2.12.590.10 Code
o f the City of Wichita e An,1 in the event this apeeal is not uoheld
by the Board_of Zoninct Ancials. then the al,Dlicant reauerts a variance.
pursuant to Section 2.12.590.2. Code of the City of Wichitar Kansas,
to establish a car washing unit o all on property zoned 'IC" Light
Commercial and legally described as:

ral

The Ecat 100 feet of north 260 feet of Lot 20

together with 20 feet of vacated alleys Leonard
Powell°s Second Addition. in the City of Wichitao
Sedgwick County. Kansas. Generallv located de the
southeast corner of Pawnee and Seneca.

kil:
18*6': 3 '

4 4 .1

WHE«=..
This application has been assigned Case No. BZA 35-63, and will

be considered by the Board of Zoning Appeals on gueaday• December 17.
1961_at 2 9.m- in Room 401 City Building Annex. 104 South Maine
Wiehitae Kansae. at which time you may appearo if you mo desireo
either in person or by agent or attorney.

34

Robert A. Lakia

secretary
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BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS CASE NO.

CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS Fi LED

APPLICATION FOR VARIANCE

1• NAME OF APPLICANT Mr. & Mrs. R. E.' Rav & Mr. & Mrs. Jim Smith
MAILING ADDRESS 511 Union Center PHONE Am 2-3441

NAME Op AUTHORIZED AGENT Robert H. Nelson

MAILING ADDRE88 Same as above PHONE "

34

RELATIONSHIP OF APPLICANT TO PROPERTY 19 THAT OF Owner(OWNER, TENANT, LESSEE, OTHER)

1|. THE VARIANCE REQUESTED 18 Construction and operation of

F>trel-,01 06 car washing unit a

FOR PROPERTY LOCATED ATid.'

Lia#4;J?:3

AND LEGALLY DESCRIBED AS! East 100 feet of north 260 feet

44 A:

2. 5:"f£44

i'·3694

nf Int 2 to,rether with 20 feet of facated allev. IAnnard Pr,Ell's
Second Addition

IN THE CITY OF WICHITA; AND WHICH 19 PRESENTLY ZONED LC .
'GIVE METES AND BOUNDS DESCRIPTION BELOW 11: APPROPRIATE):

3KA -- Of M..t-P 0-&1'I21 1 -=,1 1 66 54-.0,. eu (t-1,Ala-
0'.a.. u.... UA ·».4 p-4-24* 4.··A- te. U€--A-71,- tOut,u-6£*9/ 7-· 3/ dLl111. THE APPLICANT HEREIN, OR HIS AUTHORIZED AGENT, ACKNOWLEDGES! 2
A. THAT HE HAS RECEIVED AN INSTRUcTION SHEET CONCERNING k

THE FILING AND HEARING OF THI8 MATTER; JIN

48. THAT HE HAB BEEN ADVISEDOF THE FEE REQUIREMENTS *
ESTABLISHED BY S'EOTION 2.12.580 OF THE CODE OF THE
CITY OF WICHITA (ORDINANCE No. 24-606); AND THAT THE
APPROPRIATE FEE 18 HEREWITH TENDERED;

..FR

MO.26

0. THAT HE HAS BEEN ADVISED OF HIS RIGHT TO APPEAL OF
THE DECISION OF THE BOARD TO THE CITY COMMISSION
WITHIN TEN (10) DAYS oF THAT DECISION;

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

Mr. & Mrg. R. E. ngy ..8 wy· 6 Mrs.
APPLICANT Jim Smit

/ -N,tual 476 9.24 /
AUT'HORIZED AGENT

OFFICE USE ONLY: RECEIVED IN OFFICE OF SECRETARY, BOARD OF ZONING

.£*f#

APPEALS, (A.M. - P.M.), , 19----0
TOGETHER WITH APPROPRIATE FEE OF $50.00.

SIGNED

4.13 40. A
1%4 ».92 6 91

T21-402 m + Uy uAt.k

4 '11.€979»/

·4!:3

Mc -4214:22
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OWNERSHIP LIST

Lot Block Addition Property Owner

2 1 Iaonard Powell Garold C..Hammer

addition Anna L. Hammer

2430 S. Seneca

9

10
11

11 Mary Harjo
2439 S. vialnut

12
It

Jose M. Arellano
Katie Arellano

2433 S. Walnut

13 Willard Dale Ritchie

Faye E. Ritchie
2427 S. Walnut

14 Ronald L. Wible

Esther R. Wible

2421 S. Walnut

15 Orlen Lee Green

Maxine Green

2415 S. Walnut

16 Leonard F. Powell
Mildred N. Powell

2403 S. Walnut

17

N 125' of 1. 125' Leonard Powell David T. Marantette

of lot 1 2nd Addition Address unknown

S 15' of lot 1 and Fourth National Bank & Trust Co. ,& ri
f¢97 hncdialley ad  200 E. Douglas 'p r'

Lot 1, exe. S. 15' and R. E. Ray
exe. the N 125' of the Sadie Ray
W 125', together with James 0. Smith

Vacated alley adj. on Ruby J. Smith

the East 439 S. Main
9.

7 A Schallmo Add. Administrator of Veteran Affairs

5500 E. Kellogg

S 165' of W
I

Elmer E. McKay
165' of 8 3035 Menlo Drive

.

8 exc. S. M. & B. Development 1nc.
165' of u 2824 E. Douglas
165'

L

»/7 -

L
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We, The Security Abstract and Title Comoany,

Inc., hereby certify the foregoing to be a true and correct list of

property owners within a 200 foot radius of The East 100 feet of the

North 260 feet of Lot 1, Leonard Powell 2nd Addition to Wichita, Sedgwick

County, Kansas, together with the vacated alley adjoining said tract on

the East, as shown by the deeds on file in the Office of the Register of

Deeds of Sedgwick County, Kansas, on this 27th day of November, 1963 at

7:00 A. M.

THE SECURITY bSDILACT MD TITLE COMPANY, INC.

Vice-President

Order No. 109186

Ditti

#:I: I. 0,
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PAYMENT NOTICE
Clly 01 WIct,Ita

Ucte.- Mech.- 011 Well- P•v. Cuit-
pi..._.2_ 914,- plb'B Clett·--S•*11•110- Gewei_____ Sign- Sidew.lk -

DESCMPTION
AMOUNT

40.00

Ne,:<./..- 

20* 5-60

pf
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