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INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUN

Date: 09-May-1990 08:22am CDT

From: Beth A. Prentice
PRENTICE_B

Dept: CID

Tel No: 268-4267

Chris Cherches ( CHERCHES C )

CC: Paul Steinbrenner STEINBRENNER P !
C Marvin Krout KROUT M )

C Thomas R. Powell POWELL_T )

Ci Jonker D PAPER MAIL )

Subject: Scotch and Sirloin - 3941 E. Kellogg

From: Monty H. Robson, Superintendent of Central Inspection

As a follow-up to a complaint you received from Richard Sanborn
(your EM of 3/5/90, and our responses of 3/28/90, 4/5/90, and
4/11,/90):

Dick Jonker, CID Zoning/Sign inspector, reports that he

made an inspection at thes referenced property and they have
replaced the missing shrubs and plant material, and have repaired
the fence. They are now in compliance with the Bza requirements.

MHR:bp




THE CITY OF WICHITA

OFFICE OF CENTRAL INSPECTION DATE: April 11, 1930

TO: Chris Cherches, City Manager

FROM: Monty H. Robson, Superintendent of Central Inspection ‘W/

SUBJECT: Scotch & Sirloin
3941 E. Kellogg

Attached is a copy of Dick Jonker’s (CID Zoning/Sign Inspector) memo
reporting on his follow-up to get the missing/dead landscaping
installed.

Please contact me if you have any questions.

Jonkers will stay in contact with the club manager tn see that the
work is completed.

MHR:bp

cc: Paul Steinbrenner, Asst. City Manager
Marvin Krout, Director of Planning
Tom Powell, Director of Law
Dick Jonker, CID Zoning/Sign Inspector
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THE CITY OF WICHITA e

OFFICE OF CENTRAL INSPECTION DATE: April 5, 1990

TO: Monty H. Robson, Superintendent of Central Inspection

: FROM: Dick Jonker, $ign Inspector T

el SUBJECT: Scotch & Sirloin St
S 3941 E. Kellogg -

s ’ 5 i . ;

= i I talked to the new manager of the club and he was unaware of the L A
B i 3 ) screening requirements. He states the fence problem is on going,

they will have a fence company come out and use some special ringed 4

nails to help prevent the kids from kicking the boards loose. We i -

talked about the landscaping and agreed to have a nursery come out : bkl &

A this week to replace everything that has died out, where every its : e A

43 ; possible to put in shrubs. I doubt that the number of shrubs called i
! i for on the plans can be installed due to the size of what is there,
but he’s filling in all the gaps.
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} THE CITY OF WICHITA

OFFICE OF CENTRAL INSPECTION DATE: March 28, 1990 i

| TO: Chris Cherches, City Manager i
FROM: Monty H. Robson, Superintendent of Central Inspection“m

SUBJECT: Scotch & Sirloin
E. Kellogg and Bluff

As a result of complaints from Richard Sanborn, I am responding
to problem #3 stated on your EM of 3/5/90 concerning alleged
zoning violations (expansion of the building violated setback
requirements).

From outward appearance the structure would scem to violate the
setback along the Kellogg frontage. However, BZA case 71-85
reduced the front yard setback to zero feet on lots 2 & 3, and to
10 feet on lot 4 subject to street dedications and other
conditions. This BZA case was approved on March 25, 1986.

When the expansion occurred the owners requested a permit to
extend the building towards Kellogg and had already poured the
slab when the permit was requested. CID refused the permit and
subsequently the applicants got the BZA, and also granted an
additional 12 foot dedication (10’ outright dedication and 2’
contingent dedication). This 12' added to the 30’ original half
street r.o.w. and a previcus 8’ dedication gave the city the
desired 50’ half street r.o.w.

The planned expansion encroached 2’ into this 50’ r.o.w. line,
which created the 2* contingent dedication. This was approved
with BZA case 71-85 and with the zone change case Z-2747 for the
western part of the site.

Therefore, although the building appears to have a setback
encroachment on Kellogg, it in fact does not considering the
above approvals.

MAPD has provided a summary of the BZA and vacation cases ( copy
attached dated 3/7,90). CID has checked the parking, fencing,
and landscaping required or allowed by these cases.

We have found that as of the latest revised site plan of 1986,
there were 63 parking spaces required and 108 shown on their plan
approved on June 6, 1986. They actually have 102 spaces, however
this exceeds the required number.

Also, the fencing and landscaping was checked. The fencing is
still in place as required by the BZA case and except for a few
loose boards is still in good condition. The landscaping we

|




believe wa s installed originally per the approved landscaping
plan, however 2 trees have died and have been removed along
Longview street. Also there are two trees in addition to those
required on Bluff (between the two approaches), and 5 shrubs more
than the requirement on Iongview. (0} 3 the 22 trees and
shrubs required in addition to 2 existing trees along the west 8¢
of 1lot 11 (west of the south parking lot), 2 Locust trees have
died and have been removed (1 was existing and 1 new) as well as
7 shrubs that have died or been removed. CID staff will contact
the property owners about replacement of this required
landscaping.

Attached are copies of various site plans from 1985 and 1986.

We know of no other conditions with which the Scotch and Sirloin
has not complied with zoning and BZA requirements.

MHR:bp

cc: Paul Steinbrenner, Asst. City Manager
David Warren, Director of Water/Sewer
Rick Stone, Police Chief
Marvin Krout, Director of Planning
Tom Powell, Director of Law

RECEIVE])

MAR 2 91990
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

DATE: March 7, 1990

i TO: Monty Robson, Superintendent of Central Inspection f
FROM: Louise Olivarez, Acting Chief Plannerc7z?927, |
[ |
SUBJECT: Scotch & Sirloin restaurant site :
e As per Marvin’s March 5 memo, I have listed below a brief summary

of each of thc approved BZA and vacation cases involving the
I Scotch & Sirloin restaurant property west of Bluff between
v Eellogg and Longview Lane. Attached for reference to lot numbers
is a map of the area.

(1) BZA 71-85: Reducedthe front yard setbacks on Lots 2 & 3 to
zero feet and on Lot 4 to ten feet subject to street
. dedications and other conditioas. B2ZA approved 3-25-86.

(2) BZA 86-84: Approvad a use exception for parking on Lot 11.
Conditions of BZA 81-84 apply to this case also. BZA
approved 1-22-85. .

(3) BZA' B1-84: Reduced the setbacks from Bluff & Longview on
Lots 11, 12, 13 and 14 to zero feet for parking purposes
only. Street trees were required on Longview and an
8-foot-wide planting strip was required on the west side of
Lot 11. A screening fence was required around most of the
south, west and north lines (see Condition #9 of Resolution
BZA 81-84 for details). BzA approved 1-22-85.

(4) BZA 72-83: This BZA was voided by BZA 81-84————— I will
have the notation removed from the official zoning map. /
| (5) Vv-1380: Vacated the 10-foot utility easement common to
| Lots 1, 2 and 13, 14 in Block A, except the west ten feet
| thereof. WCC approved 7-8-86.
LDO:sm Em’ ""“El.‘
cc: Marvin S. Krout, Director of Planning 45;-——Jﬁd!£——-——*"'
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

|
E
i
!
I
E

DATE: March 7, 1990

TO: Monty Robson, Superintendent of Central Inspection
FROM: Louise Olivarez, Acting Chief Elanne:%"&.

1
SUBJECT: Scotch & Sirloin restaurant site g

As per Marvin’s March 5 memo, I have listed below a brief summary
of each of the approved BZA and vacation cases involving the
Scotch & Sirloin restaurant property west of Bluff between
Kellogg and Longview Lane. Attached for reference to lot numbers
is a map of the area.

(1) BZA 71-85: Reducedthe front yard setbacks on Lots 2 & 3 to
zero feet and on Lot 4 to ten feet subject to street
dedications and other conditions. Bza approved 3-25-86.

(2) BZA 86-B4: Approved a us~ exception for parking ~n Lot 11.
Conditions of BZA 81-84 apply to this case also. BZA
approved 1-22-85,

(3) BZA 81-84: Reduced the setbacks from Bluff & Longview on
Lots 11, 12, 13 and 14 to zero feet for parking purposes
only. Street trees were required on Longview and an |
8-foot-wide planting strip was required on the west side of |
Lot 11. A screening fence was required around most of the |
south, west and north lines (see Condition #9 of Resolution |
BZA B81-84 for details). BzA approved 1-22-85.

(4) BZA 72-83: This BZA was voided by BZA B1-84—--——-T will |
have the notation removed from the official zoning map. |

(5) V-1380: Vacated the 10-foot utility easement common to
Lots 1, 2 and 13, 14 in Block A, except the west ten feet £
thereof. WCC approved 7-6-86. !

LDO:sm i

cc: Marvin 5. Krout, Director of Planning
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INTEROFFICE

- TO: Monty Robson

CC: Paul Steinbrenner

Subject: Scotch & Sirloin

MEMORANDUMN

Date:
From:

Dept:
Tel No:

05-Mar-1990 12:21pm CST
Marvin Krout

KROUT M

Planning

26R-4425

( ROBSON_M )

( STEINBRENNER P )

Manager did not copy you on this, but asks you to check into it.

as — early 805.-l
sunmarize them for

id)éjg
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INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

Date: 05-Mar-1990 11:17am CST
From: Chris Cherches
CHERCHES
Dept: Manager
Tel No:  268-4351

David R. Warren ( WARREN D )
Rick Stone ( STONE R )
Marvin Krout ( KROUT M *
Thomas R. Powell ( POVELL T )
Subject: Complaints from Richard Sanborn, Atty.
Re: Scotch & Sirloin, on Kellogg

This gentleman has alleged thut there it corruption in City Hall
dealing with a host of issues...

‘{; ,f:.-—‘;.,l:‘:-—".. .

Some of the problems result from our employees making statements
like, according to him,.... "worst problem we have in City"
(sever employee); "they’re protected by higher ups" (from police
officer), etc. ete.

o Pl

The problems:

1. Sewer problems - they dump grease abou: every 60 days into the
sanitary sewver...causing sewer line problems in neighborhood. No
one does anything about it...we repeatedly send people out to
clean up the line...(costly!1?), but nothing final ever is
resolved in stopping this activity.

!
i
b
ki
La
ja

He and his neighbors call repeatedly the water and sewer office,
"always excuses" and with comments like "well, we charge them for
doing it!"

Sanford feels it is public nusiance...

2. Parking violations - repeated violations of parking on Bluff
and Longview Streets. Never any tickets issued. Police come and
drive right by, but never a ticket issued??

3. Zoning violations - feels the expansion of several years ago 3

violated setback lavs, etc. Will somecne (krout and robson) look b

into this and let me know so we can reply? )
i e e et

This person is very anti-City and feels we are very lax in l R

addressing Citizen concerns/issues. He feels, because of

statements by our employees, that we are not making this

establishment abide by the laws and allow them to create public

nuisances, etc. etc.

it

»

e fa e o




I would like to reply on what we are doing....with these...

Therefore, Rick, Dave, Robson, will you check these problems out
they pertain to your shops and advise me on what the facts
are .and initiate the enforcement required?

= et A AN T R Y




March 6, 1985

Robert Kaplan, Attorney
430 North Market
Wichita, Ks. 67202

Re: BZA 81-84 - Request for Variance &
BZA 86-84 - Request for Exception

T

Dear Mr. Kaplan:

Enclosed herewith are copies of Resolutions BZA 81-84 and BZA 86-8! reflect-
ing the official action of the Board of Zoning Appeals on January 22, 1985,
These approvals are subject to compliance with the site plan and landscape
plan submitted by Sam Mobley, Architect, and approved by this office.

e
o

It is expected that your clients will fulfili their obiigations to complete

the improvements on the property in conformance with these plans. We are
also aware of several minor conditions for compliance will be forthcoming

in the next 24 months as set forth in your letter of January 31, 1985. It
is further hoped that these improvements will provide certain amenities to
the property that will make the parking lot a good a neighbor as possible
to the area.

Your cooperation in the resolvement of the differences between the require-
ments of the ordinances and the wishes of your clients have been appreciated.
It is certainly hoped that this will fulfill the needs of your client for

parking and an improvement of the on-street congestion that exists at times.

If you have any questions, please give us a call.

Sincerely,

Glen E. Lytle
Assistant Secretary

GEL:<ad

Encl.

cc: Ernie Doyon, 610 Fabrique, Wichita 67218
Sam Mobley, Architect, 420 Souih Ridge Road, Wichita 67209
Glen Rupe, # 3 Linden, Wichita 67206
Jim Jorgensen, Acting Superintendent of Central Inspection (2)
Don Gisick, City Clerk
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RESOLUTION NO, BZA 81-84

WHEREAS, G. N. Rupe, #3 Linden; Ernest H. Doyon, 610
Fabrique; and Scotch and Sirloin, Inc., 3941 East Kellogg; all in
Wichita, Kansas, requests a variance as provided in Section 2.12.590.B,
Code of the City of Wichita, to reduce the required side yard setback
adjacent to Bluff Street from 5 feet to 0 feet and to reduce the required
front yard setback adjacent to Longview Lane from 25 feet and 20 feet to
0 feet, both for off-street parking purposes only on property zoned the
"B" Multiple-family Dwelling District and the "A" Two-family Dwelling
District, and legally described as follows:

Lot 11, except the north 21 feet; Lot 12, except

the north 21 feet; and Lots 13 and 14; all in

Block A, Longview Terrace Addition to Wichita,

Sedgwick County, Kansas. Generally located on
the northwest corner of Bluff and LCongviéw Lane.

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, at the meeting of
January 22, 1985, consider said application; and

WHEREAS, the Board of Zoning Appeals has proper jurisdiction to
consider said request for a variance under the provisions of Section
2.12,590.B, Code of the City of Wichita; and

WHEREAS, the Board of Zoning Appeals has found that the variance
arises from such condition which is unique to the property in question
and which is not ordinarily found in the same zone or district; and is
not created by an action or actions of the property owner or the appli-
cant inasmuch as the property is located immediately adjacent to an exist-
ing business that is located on a major street and the application area
with the side yard adjacent to a collector street; and the front yards of
the lots are opposite the side yards of the residential properties across
the street south; and

WHEREAS, the Board of Zoning Appeals has found that the granting
of the permit for the variance will not adversely affect the rights of
adjacent property owners or residents inasmuch as the applicant will provide
a six foot screening fence for the majority of the south property line and
install street trees in street right-of-way adjacent to Longview Lane that
should provide protection to properties in close proximity to the front
yards that are being reduced by this variance; and

WHEREAS, the Board of Zoning Appeals has found that the strict
application of the provisions of Title 28 (Zoning Ordinance) of which
variance is requested will constitute unnecessary hardship upon the
property owners represented in the application inasmuch as the size and
shape of the property is not conductive to an off-street parking lot that
is in conformance with the city standards without a reduction of the front
yard setbacks and to provide the maximum amount of parking off the streets
should be in the public interest; and

WHEREAS, the Board of Zoning Appeals has found that the variance
desired will not adversely affect the public health, safety, morals,
order, convenience, prosperity or general welfare due to the fact that
any reduction of the setbacks for off-street parking purposes caly should
not interfere with any needed right-of-way or easements; and

WHEREAS, the Board of Zoning Appeals has found that the granting
of the variance desired will not be opposed to the general spirit and
intent of Title 28 (Zoning Ordinance) inasmuch as the need for off-street
parking for the existing use exceeds the minimum requirements placed on
the use by the zoning ordinance, and in this case the providing of several
amenities on the property that will compensate for any reduced setbacks
that are being granted; and




WHEREAS, each of the five conditions required by Section 2.12.590.B,
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 this request for a variance to reduce the
required side yard setback adjacent to Bluff Street from 5 feet to 0 feet
and to reduce the required front yard setback adjacent to Longview Lane
from 25 feet and 20 feet to 0 feet, both for off-street parking purposes
only on property zoned the "B" Multiple-family Dwelling District and the
"A" Two-family Dwelling District, and legally described as follows:

Lot 11, except the north 21 feet; Lot 12, except

the north 21 feet; and Lots 13 and 14; all in

Block A, Longview Terrace Addition to Wichita,

Sedgwick County, Kansas. Generally located on
the northwest corner of Bluff and Longview Lane.

be approved subject to the following conditions:

15 The variance of the 5 foot side yard setback adiacent to Bluff
shall be reduced to 0 feet for off-street parking purposes only.

The variance of the 25 foot and the 20 foot front yard setback
adjacent to Longview Lane shall be reduced to 0 feet for off-street
parking purposes only,

Street trees shall be provided in the public right-of-way adjacent
to Longview Lane.

The parking lot shall be surfaced with asphalt or concrete and
maintained in conformance with all the requirements of the zciing
ordinance.

The applicant shall mark and maintain the lot in conformance with
the site plan approved by the Traffic Engineer.

The applicant shall provide traffic barriers adjacent to the
public right-of-way to prevent the encroachment of vehicles
over public right-of-way.

The variance of the setbacks adjacent to Longview Lane shall be
permitted as being in compliance with the conditions of BZA 27-83,
provided the public right-of-way is landscaped as set forth in
condition number 3 above.

) The release of this resolution shall void Resolution BZA 72-83.

The parking lot shall be screened by a six foot screening fence
along the north property line adjacent to the residential pro-
perties. The six foot fence shall be installed 8 feet from the

west property line. This eight foot area shall be landscaped with
grass, coniferous and deciduous plant materials that will provide
beautification to the adjoining property. The six foot fence shall
alse extend along the south property line a distance of 125 feet
without openings. A 3 foot fence shall continue to the east to the
point of the start of the curve on the property line. Said plan shall
also provide means for watering and maintaining the required planting
area.

Prior to the release of this resolution authorizing the reduction
of the setbacks adjacent to the streets, the applicant shall
submit 3 copies of the landscape plan required by conditions
numbered 3 and 9, and a site plan setting forth the conditions
established herein.

There shall be no access from Longview Lane and all existing
driveways on Longview Lane shall be removed and the curbs returned.




All lights shall be shielded and directed downward and away from
the adjacent residential properties.

The supporting members of the fence shall be on the applicants side
of the fence with the finish side toward the street or adjacent
properties.

All improvements required by this resolution shall be completed

by June 1, 1985,

ADOPTED AT WICHITA, KANSAS, this 22nd day of January, 1985.

ATTEST:
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LAW OFFICES

1 § KAPLAN, MCMILLAN AND HARRIS LAW BUILDING

¥ 430 NORTH MARKET
ROBERT W. KAPLAN

CALVIN MCMILLAN WICHITA, K_l\NsAs 67202

CHARLES F. HARRIS

316-262-5175
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January 31, 1985

Mr. Glen E. Lytle, Assistant Secretary
Board of Zoning Appeals

City Hall = Tenth Floor

455 North Main

Wichita, kS 67202

RE: BZA 81-84 - Request for Variance
BZA 86-84 - Request for Exception

Dear Mr. Lytle:

Confirming our discussion with Mr. Sam Mobley, please be advised that Ernie
Doyon, in discussions with Mr. Mobley and myself, has committed to the following:

1. We will remedy the existing non-compliance of the exterior stairway to the
roof and the exterior freezer which presently occupies a utility easement
in Lot 3, Longview Terrace Addition, by seeking the requisite zoning to
validate the stairway and freezer location. We will make application for
the requisite zoning and the requisite vacation of the utility easement
after we have been able to demonstrate our compliance with the conditions
imposed on the existing cases herein referenced, and all of that work is
in place and hopeiully acceptable to the residents of the neighborhood.

We anticipate that this could be an extensive period of time and would
suggest that we be permitted a period of up to 24 months to file the requi-
site zoning and vacation applications.

S g T e
;e B

Mr, Mobley is exploring the purchase of a grease trap for the restaurant
kitchen to avoid any complaints attributable to the restaurant regarding
necessary sewer cleaning because of the restaurant operation.

The screening fences required will be provided with decorative posts for
aesthetic purposes as provided on the print which is submitted herewith by
Mr. Sam Mobley. .

The trash storage area will be screened from the street.

A

if a device is zvailable for the restaurant grill exhaust that will elimi-
nate or reduce odor from the cooking, then such device will be installed.
This comitment is conditioned on Mr. Mobley being able to find a device
at a reasonable cost. Mr. Mobley will investigate and will be able to pro-
vide you with the dollar range at which we can commit.
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Mr. Glen E. Lytle
January 31, 1985

We will perform as promptly as practicable and within the time frames
required by the conditions of the resolution all the conditions set forth
in your correspondence of January 25, 1985 addressed to me.

Attachment

cc: Mr., Darrell Brewer
City of Wichita Sewer Department

Mr. Jim Jorgensen
Acting Superintendent of Central Inspection

Mr, Ernie Doyon

Mr. Sam Mobley
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BZA 81-84 ALTERNATE CONDITIONS FOR APPROVAL #1

The variance of the 5 foot side yard setback adjacent to Bluff
shall be reduced to 0 feet for off-street parking purposes only.

The variance of the 25 foot and the 20 foot front yard setback
adjacent to Longview Lane shall be reduced to 0 feet for off-street
parking purposes only.

Street trees shall be provided in the public right-of-way adjacent
to Longview Lane,

The parking lot shall be surfaced with asphalt or concrete in
conformance with the requirements of the zoning ordinance.

The applicant shall mark and maintain the lot in contormance with
the site plan submitted by Sam Mobley, Architect, dated January
15, 1985 and approved by the Traffic Engineer.

The applicant shall provide traffic barriers adjacent to the
public right-of-way to prevent the encroachment of vehicles
over public right-of-way.

The variance of the setbacks adjacent to Longview Lane shall be
permitted as being in compliance with the conditions of BZA 27-83,
provided the public right-of-way is landscaped as set forth in
condition number 3 above.

The release of this resolution shall void Resolution BZA 72-83.

A six foot screening fence shall be installed adjacent to
residential properties on the north and west and for the west
125 feet of the property on Longview Lane without openings.

Prior to the release of this resolution authorizing the reduction
of the setbacks adjacent to the streets, the applicant shall
submit 3 copies of the landscape plan required by condition
number 3.

All improvements required by this resolution shall be completed
by June 1, 1985,
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY
December 3, 1984
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT 2

TO: Robert Knight, Mayor
FROM: Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning
SUBJECT: Scotch & Sirloin Propertv (3941 East Kelloag)

As you cequested on November 29, 1984, the following is a summary of
the cases that have been handled by the Planning Department staff in-
volving the property at 3941 East Kellogg and associated off-street
parking.

1. BZA Case No. 27-83. Request for variance to reduce the
required front yard setback from 20 feet to 10 feet.
Filed by Keith Parker - May 3, 1983
Deferred at request of agent - May 31, 1983
Deferred at request of new agent - June 28, 1983
Approved by Board of Zoning Appeals - July 26, 1983
= copy of BZA Minutes attached.

2, BZA Case No, 72-83. Request for variances to eliminate the
screening requirement for a parking lot adjacent to a residen-
tial property and to reduce the side yard setback from 5 feet
to 3 feet,

Filed by Robert Kaplan, Agent - December 27, 1983
Approved by Board of Zoning Appeals - January 24, 1984
- copy of BZA Minutes attached.

37 BZA Case No. 81-84, Reagucst for variance of the setbacks in
the "B" Multiple-family Dwellina District (20 feet to 0 feet
adjacent to Longview Lane and 5 feet to 0 feet adjacent to
Bluff) in order to enlarge the parking lot at the corner of
Bluff and Longview without obzerving the sethacks required in
the residential districts.

Filed by Rebert Kaplan, Agent - November 14, 1984
Robert Kaplan, Agent, advised that the application
would be ravised to include one acditional property
that has beer acquired. He will also file an additiunal
application for an exception to permit the use of the
pruperty to be used for off-street parking - Novimber
27, 1984,

If revised cases are filed by December 21, 1984, they
vill be considered by the Board of Zoning appeals at
their meeting of January 22, 19gs5,
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It should be noted that the applicant desires the reduction of the set-
backs adjacent to Bluff and Longview Lane prior to the anticipated request
for a minor street permit for the use of public right-of-way for parking.
Until this office receives a correct site plan showing the off-street

parking layout, no formal recommendations will be made.

A

Robert A. Lakin
Director

RAL:GEL:sad

cc: E. H. Denton, City Manager
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January 25, 1985

Robert Kaplan, Attorney
430 North Market
Wichita, Ks. 67202

Re: BZA 81-84 - Request for Variance
BZA 86-84 - Request for Excepiion

Dear Mr. Kaplan:

At the regular meeting of the Board of Zoning Appeals on November 27,
1984, the requests for variance of the setbacks for off-street park-

ing purposes only and an exception to permit the establishment of an
off-street parking lot in the "A" Two-fanily district were considered.

It was the action of the Board to approve these requests subject to a
fiumber of conditions. It is important that the conditions be complied

with at the earliest possible date.

As to the request for the exception that would permit the establish-
ment of an off-street parking lot on Lot 11, Block A, Longview Terrace
Addition, it was approved as BZA 86-84 subject to the fcllowing conditions:

1. The west eight feet shall be maintained as a landscaped yard and the
screening fence shall be installed no closer to the west property
line than eight feet.

All improvements on the property shall be in compliance with all
provizions of the zoning ordinance (Section 28.04.145 authorizing
an exception for a parking lot) and all conditions set forth in
Resolution BZA 81-84 shall be a part of this approval.

The request for the variance of the setbacks for off-street parking
purposes only on lots 11, 12, 13 and 14, Block A, Longview Terrace
Addition, was approved as BZA 81-84 subject to the following conditions:

1. The variance of the 5 foot side yard setback adjacent to Bluff
shall be reduced to 0 feet for off-street parking purposes only.




The variance of the 25 foot and the 20 foot front yard setback
adjacent to Longview Lane shall be reduced to 0 feet for off-street
parking purposes only.

Street trees shall be provided in the public right-of-way adjacent
to Longview Lane.

The parking lot shall be surfaced with asphalt or concrete and
maintained in conformance with all the requirements of the zcning
ordinance.

The applicant shall mark and maintain the lot in conformance with
the site plan approved by the Traffic Engineer.

The applicant shall provide traffic barriers adjacent to the
public right-of-way to prevent the encroachment of vehicles
over public right-of-way.

The variance of the setbacks adjacent to Longview Lane shall be
permitted as being in compliance with the conditions of BZA 27-83,
provided the public right-of-way is landscaped as set forth in
condition number 3 above.

The release of this resolution shall void Resolution BZA 72-83.

The parking lot shall be screened by a six foot screening fence
along the north property line adjacent to the residentia! pro-
perties. The six foot fence shall be installed 8 feet from the

west property line. This eight foot area shail be landscaped with
grass, coniferous and deciduous plant materials that will provide
beautification to the adjoining property. The six foot fence shall
also extend along the south property line a distance of 125 feet
without openings. A 3 foot fence shall continue to the east to the
point of the start of the curve on the property line. Said plan shall
also provide means for watering and maintaining the required planting
area.

e

i Prior to the release of this resolution authorizing the reduction
s S of the setbacks adjacent to the streets, the applicant shall

¥
P e e submit 3 copies of the landscape plan required by conditions
& Sl 3 numbered 3 and 9, and a site plan setting forth the conditions
Nl gy established herein.
E e = There shall be no access from Longview Lane and all existing
B e e e driveways on '_ongview Lane shall be removed and the curbs returned.
‘PR : F
. % ; All lights shall be shielded and directed downward and away from
E s the adjacent residential properties.
[i The supporting members of the fence shall be on the applicants side ‘
i.fi" . - .of the fence with the finish side toward the street or adjacent
L."}. ol e i properties.
2 A .
& ) All improvements required by this resolution shall be completed
| by June 1, 1985,
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" Resolutions setting forth the official action of the Board are being
_prepared and will be furnished to you after the revised site plan and
landscape plan have been received and approved. It is requested that
these plans be furnished to this office no later than February 1, 1985
for approval.

P T g

g
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As was discussed in the meeting, the action of the Board to require
landscaping of the public right-of-way adjacent to Longview Lane will
preclude the issuance of any minor street privilege for parking on public
right-of-way. This will require the removal of the posts and rock from
the right-of-way that has besn placed there without approval,

e e

S

Please advise your clients of thase requirements and if you have any
questions, please give me a call.

Sincerely,

Glen E. Lytle
Assistant Secretary

GEL:sad

cc: Sam Mobley, Architect, 420 South Ridge Road, Wichita 67209
Jim Jorgensen, Acting Superintendent of Central Inspection
Don Gisick, City Clerk
David Stowe, Director of Operations & Maintenance
James R. Schaefer, 800 Broadway Plaza, Wichita 67202
Carl D. Keith, 532 South Quentin, Wichita 67218
Mr. & Mrs. Brinkman, 3906 Longview, Wichita 67216
Ron B. Heller, 529 South Quentin, Wichita 67202
Doug Bearden, % Bearden's Stained Glass Gallery, 4101 East Kellogg,

Wichita 67218
Chuck Harris, CPO "F"




WHEREAS, Ernie Doyon, D/B/A Erni.e Doyun Investments, haa"requesr_ed
an exception pursuant to the Code of ‘the City of Wichita to permit the
establishment of an off-street parking lot (Case No. BZA 86-84); and

WHEREAS, the subject property is zoned as "A" Tuo—famtly Dwelling
Distriet; and

. WHEREAS, G.N. Kupe, Ernest H. Doyon, and Scotch and Sirloin have
requested a variance pursuant to the Code of the City of Wichita to
reduce setbacks on both Bluff Street and Longview Lane, both for off-
street parking purposes (Case No. BZA 81-84); and

WHEREAS, K.S.A. 12-715 provides that five conditions must be met
in order that a request [or a variance may be granted in cases such as
thesej and

WHEREAS, the following petitioners believe the exception and vari-
ance desired are directly created by an action or actions of the pro-
perty owner and applicantj that the exception and variance desired
will adversely affect public health, safety, order, convenience, pros-
perity and general welfare; and that the exception and variance desired
are in opposition to the general spirit and intent of the zoning ordi-
nance, all of which are in contravention to the conditions established
by K.5.A, 12-715; 3

NOW, THEREFORE, said petitioners request thar proposed exception
and variance be denied in all respects.

.

NAHE ADDRESS DATE

-

] -‘u'!'.-’-"f-“./_.! A _/ N /ﬂ./'\'-c-rr% ")(M"?F ‘&

7 7 :

WZI’,/} /’)”/}? /1 // /11//4’//}% 7 r'/ '\f/ .e‘p(}’]///xfé/ M?\‘j
dﬁ’g 7\/)‘ f{.’_‘ :..’.T(’/?/ O T 4 F,’:ﬂ’j(l'éf‘/ /"‘“/{?7- ffé-

— ¥ »
(Al /QQ—J:_{/N r‘?"/ S )

BRI Y /
J?Z : Augsnn-fdh

e e o




PETITION

WHEREAS, Ernie Doyon, D/B/A Ernie Doyon Investments, has requested
an exception pursuant to the Code of the City of Wichita to permit the
establishment of an off-street parking lot (Case No. BZA 86-84); and

WHEREAS, the subject property is zoned as "A" Two-family Dwelling
District; and

* WHEREAS, G.N. Rupe, Ernest H. Doyon, and Scotch and Sirlein have
requested a variance pursuant to the Code of the City of Wichita to
reduce setbacks on both Bluff Street and Longview Lane, both for off-
street parking purposes (Case No. BZA 81-84); and

WHEREAS, K.S.A. 12-715 provides that five conditions must be met
in order that a request for a variance may be granted in cases such as
these; and

WHEREAS, the Following petitioners believe the exception and vari-
ance desired are directly created by an action or actions of the pro-
perty owner and applicantj that the exception and variance desired
will adversely affect public health, safety, ovder, convenience, pros-
perity and peneral welfare; and that the exception and variance desired
are in opposition to the general spirit and intent of the zoning ordi-
nance, all of which are in contravention to the conditions established

by K.S.A. 12-715;

NOW, THEREFORE, said petitioners request that proposed exception
and variance be denied in all respects.
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WHEREAS, Ernie Doyon, D/B/A Ernie Doyon Investments, has requested
an exception pursuant to the Code of the City of Wichita to permit the
establishment of an off-street parking lot (Case No, BZA 86-84); and

WHEREAS, the subject property is zoned as "A" Two-family Dwelling
District; and

' WHEREAS, G.N. Rupe, Ernest H. Doyon, and Scotch and Sirloin have
requested a variance pursuant to the Code of the City of Wichita to
reduce setbacks on both Bluff Street and Longview Lane, both for off-
street parking purposes (Case No, BZA 81-84); and

WHEREAS, K.S.A. 12-715 provides that five conditions must be met
in order that a Tequest for a variance may be granted in cases such as
these; and

WHEREAS, the following petitioners believe the exception and va“i-
ance desired are directly created by an action or actions of the pro-
perty owner and applicant; that the exception and variance desired
will adversely affect public health, safety, order, convenience, pros-
perity and general welfare; and that the exception and variance d-sired
are in opposition to the general spirit and intent of the zoning ordi-
nance, all of which are in contravention to the conditions established
by K.S.A 12-715;

NOW, THEREFORE, said petitioners request that proposed exception
and variance be denied in all respects.
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WHEREAS, Ernie Doyon, D/B/A Ernie Doyon Investments, has requested
an exception pursuant to the Code of the City of Wichita to permit the
establishment of an cff-street parking lot (Case No, BZA 86-84); and

WHEREAS, the subject property is zoned as "A" Two-family Dwelling
District; and

. WHEREAS, G.N. Rupe, Ernest H. Doyon, and Scotch and Sirloin have
requested a variance pursuant to the Code of rhe City of Wichita to
reduce serbacks on both Bluff Strect and Lonpgview Lane, both for off-
street parking purposcs (Cuse No, BZA 81-84); and

WHEKEAS, K.S.A. 12-715 provides that five conditions must be met
in order that a requesL for a variance may be , anted in cases such as
these; and

WIEKEAS, the following petitioners belicve the exception and vari-
ance desired are divectly created by an uction or actions of the pro-
perty owner and applicant; that the exception and variance desired
will adversely affect public health, samety, order, convenience, pros-
perity and g.neral welfare; and that the exception and variance desired
are in oppusition to Lhe gencral spirit and intent of the zoning ordi-
nance, all of which are in contravention Lo Lhe conditions established
by K.S.A. 12-715;

NOW, THEREFORE, said peritioners request that proposed exception
and variance be denied in all r=spects. by

D, Pasie: i b, Ruetei /= 1785
%uﬂ; ThtEl sy Bedeie L7y
/ ' LSl i R

s AEE TR (Lb‘-%'i-cq, T QS, ,r':/m._flm ViV a st )
Z e ’ < ‘ “ ’ é 5;‘/ :\i 6 :/;/‘/—c"-(‘ﬂzkr‘ / '/ f; —5’-5'/
585 S Prconlo /18-85

574 4 Qumetyy |-18-85~
SSy oS e sen Vi 4. 1o B
_ ““)‘.m/// Q;?éf L et
Wihech 5370 (preiten s Vo )
: L 5375 Grale ) s
Loy Mello. Nokon S0 4 Juid /-/9-85




PETITION

WHEREAS, Ernie Doyon, D/B/A Ernie Doyon Investments, has requested
an exception pursuant to the Code of the City of Wichita to permit the
establishment of an off-street parking lot (Case No. BZA B6-84); and

WHEREAS, the subject property is znned as "A" Two-family Dwelling
District; and

' WHEREAS, G.N. Rupe, Ernest H. Doyon, and Scotch and Sirloin have
requested a variance pursuant to the Code of the City of Wichita to
reduce setbacks on both Bluff Street and Longview Lane, both for off-
street parking purposes (Case No, BZA 81-84); and

WHEREAS, K.S.A. 12-715 provides that five conditions must be met
in order that a request for a variance may be granted in cases such as
these; and

WHEREAS, the following petitioners believe the exception and vari-
ance desired are directly created by an action or actions of the pro-
perty owner and applicant; that the exception and variance desired
will adversely affect public health, safety, order, convenience, pros-
perity and general welfare; and that the exception and variance desired
are in opposition to the general spirit and intent of the zoning ordi-
nance, all of which are in contravention to the conditions established
by K.S.A. 12-715;

NOW, THEREFORE, said petitioners request Lhat proposed exception
and variance be denied in all respects.
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WHEREAS, Ernie Doyon, D/B/A Ernic Doyon Investments, has requested
an excepltion pursuant Lu the Code of the City of Wichita to permit the
establishment of an off-street parking lot (Case No. BZA 86-84); and

WHEREAS, the subject property is zoned as "A" Two-family Dwelling
District; and

WHEREAS, G.N. Rupe, Ernest H. Doyon, and Seotch and Sirloin have
requested a variance pursuant to the Code of tne City of Wichita te
reduce setbacks on both Bluff Street and Longview Lane, both for off-
strect parking purposes (Case No. BZA 81-84); and

WHEKEAS, K.S$.A. 12-715 provides Lthat [ive conditions must be met
in order that a request for a variance may be granted in cases such as
these; and

WHEREAS, the followinpg petitioners believe the exception and vari-
ance desired are dirvectly created by an action or actions of the pro-
perty owner and applicant; that the exception and variance desived
will adversely affect public health, safety, order, convenience, pros-
perity and general wellare; and thal the exception and variance desired
are in opposition to the peneral spirit and intent of the zoning ordi-
nance, all of which are in contravention to the conditions established
by K.S.a. 12-715:

NOW, THEREFOKE, said petitioners request Lthat proposed exception
and variance be denied in all respects.
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WHEREAS, Ernie Doyon, D/B/A Ernie Doyon Investments, has requested
an exception pursuant to the Code of the City of Wichita to permit the
establishment of an off-street parking lot (Case No. BZA 86-84); and

WHEREAS, the subject property is zoned as "A" Two-family Dwelling
District; and

. WHEREAS, G.N. Rupe, Ernest H. Doyon, and Scotch and Sirloin have
requested a variance pursuant to the Code of the City of Wichita to
reduce setbacks on both Bluff Street and Longview Lane, both for off-
street parking purposes (Case No, BZA 81-84); and .

WHEREAS, K.S.A. 12-715 provides that five conditions must be met
in order that a request for a variance may be granted in cases such as
these; and

WHEREAS. the following petitioners believe the exception and vari-
ance desired are directly created by an action or actions of the pro-
perty owner and applicant; that the exception and variance desired
will adversely affect public health, safety, order, convenience, pros-
perity and general welfare; and that the exception and variance desired
are in opposition to the general spirit and intent of the zoning ordi-
nance, all of which are in contravention to the conditions established
by K.S.A. 12-715;

NOW, THEREFORE, said petitioners request that proposed exception
and variance be denied in all respects.

ADDRESS DATE
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WIEREAS, Ernie Doyon, D/B/A Ernie Doyon Investments, has requested
an exception pursuant te the Code of the City of Wichita to permit the
establishment ol an off-street parking lot (Cuse No. BZA 86-84); and

WHEREAS, the subject property is zoned as “A" Two-family Dwelling
District; and ; :

. WHEREAS, G.N. Rupe, Ernest H. Doyon, and Scotch and Sirloin have
requested a variance pursuant to the Code of the City of Wichita to
reduce setbacks on both Bluff Street and Longview Lane, both for ofi-
street parking purposes (Case No. BZA 81-84); and

WHEREAS, K.S.A. 12-715 provides LhaL [ive conditions must be met
in order that a request for a variance may be pranted in cases such as
these; and

WHEREAS, the following petitioners believe the exception and vari-
ance desired are directly created by an action or actions of the pro-
perty owner and appliconl; that the exception and variance desired
will adversely aflfect public health, safety, order, convenience, pros-
perity and general welfare; and that the exception and variance desired
are in opposition to the general spirit and intent of the zoning ordi-
nance, all of which are in contravention to the conditions established
by K.S5.A. 12-715;

NOW, THEREFORE, said petitioners request that proposed exception
and variance be denied in all respects.

ADDRESS DATE
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WHEREAS, Ernie Doyon, D/B/A Ernie Doyon Investments, has Tequested
an exception pursuant to the Code of the City of Wichita to permit the
establishment of an off-street parking lot (Case Nu, BZA 86-84); and

WHEREAS, the subject property is zoned as "A" Two-family Dwelling
District; and

. WHEREAS, G.N. Kupe, Ernest H. Doyon, and Scotch and Sirloin have
e uested a variauce pursuant Lo the Code of ('« City of Wichita to
Teduce setbacks on both Bluff Street and Longview Lane, borh for off-
stieel parking purpuses (Case No. BZA 81-84); and

WHEREAS, K.S.A. 12-715 provides that five conditions must be met
in order that a request for a variance may be granted in cases such as
these; and

WHEREAS, the following petitioners believe the exception and vari-
ance desired are divectly created by an action or actions of the pro-
perty owner and applicant; that the exception and variance desired
will adversely affect public health, satety, vrder, convenience, pros-
perity and peneral welfare; and that the exception and variance desired
are in opposition tu the peneral spirit and intent of the zoning ordi-
nance, all of which are in contravention te the conditions established
by K.S.A. 12-715;

NOW, THEREFORE, said petitioners request rhat pronosed exception
and variance be denied in all respects.
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. PLANNING
OFFICE OF Citizen Participation DATE January 9, 19 I'OELIEEP&LITAN
[ SR e
TO Glen Lytle, Special Assistant for Zoning

FROM Cindy Entriken, Administrative Aide Il1

SUBJECT BZA 81-84 Generally located on
the northwest corner of Bluff
and Longview Lane

and

BZA 86-84 Generally located on
the north side of Longview Lane
and west of Bluff Streets

On Monday, January 7, CPO Council "F" considered the above captioned cases.
The Council voted 8-0 to recommend approval, subject to the following conditions:
1) that the applicant install a 6' wood screening fence on !ongview, with
provision for a 3 foot wood fence at the intersection: 2) that no entrance or

exit to the parking lot be allowed on Longview, and 3) that any additional
entrances or exits be on Bluff.

Robert Kaplan, agent, was present to discuss the case with the Council and to
review the revised site plan.

There were 23 area residents present to express their opposition to the proposal.
Of those 23 residents, 7 spoke in opposition. Concerns expressed by area
residents were:

- decrease in property values

- increased traffic on Longview from people who
drive around Longview and Bluff to go north of
Kellogg on Bluff (since a left on Bluff at
Kellogg is not allowed)

having an entrance/exit to the Scotch and
Sirloin parking lot on Longview, across the
street from the private drive of a residence.

noise

the closeness of the 6' wood screening fence to
the house on lot 10.




— o

1] : ~ —
*GlenLytle, Special Assis._.it for Zoning
B7A 81 and BZA 86
Page 2

Please present the Council's recommendation to the Board of Zoning Appeals when
it meets to consider the case.

Cindy Entriken
Administrative Aide 111

CE:dm

cc: Bill McKinley, Traffic Engineer
Bob Kaplan, agent

Noted:

.y

K. Montgomery
CRS Director




January 15, 1985

Individual Members
Board of Zoning Appeals

RE: BZA case #81-84/86-84
Dear Sir or Madam;

Please be advised we are in agreement with the resi-
dents on the 500 block of South Yuentin and 3900 block
of Longvie. that the encroachment of Scotch and Sirloin
restaurant into our residential area must be curtailed.

Any access into the Scotch and Sirloin parking lot
from Longview Lane:should be prohibited as well as any
reduction of the side yard set back for their parking
privilege. It is:also our feelings that the vacant home
on Longview should not be removea for further parking
because of tiu unsightliness, trash, noise ana fumes of

their parking facilities as it sneaks further into our
residential area.

Please help us with your tavorable recommendation
that our neighborhood be protected.

Very Truly Io?
(ﬁ.‘/ m Leo /%ld-cbé
and Mrs. Wes Machacek

537 S. Quentin
Wichita, Kansas 67218
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. | 550 S. Quoakin
y Wichita, W_Jbas 67218
December 8,1384

Board of Zoning Appeaus,
Wichita, Kansas.

Gentlemen:

As a home owner and resident of 550 S. Quentin, in a
lovely residential area of East Wichita for many,
many years, I am asking your help to keep our area
residential.

Scotch & Sirboin has aiready moved out one house on
Longview Lane and I understand has now purchased
another one to make more parking area. We feel this
shculd not have been done without it being first
zoned for businzss ai. e are protesting such a
rezoning. Business places surely could be kept up on
the highway and not extended down into the area whem
many people have lived for years.

It has not been safe to drive on Longvie:
some time and now with Scoteh & Sirloin h
parking areas it will be worse!

e months I've been driving on Orime as one day
I drove east on Longview, a car drove out of
cotch & Sirloin parking lot without lcoking or
stopping-~-right in front of me--and then drove north
on Blugg’ and continued right on across Kellogg-even
when tie light was red!

We don't want that kind of driving any closer to
us?

Thanking you for your help in this matter,




January 17, 198%

To the Board of Zoning Appeals:

This letter is being submitted to the Board of Zoning Appeals for your
consideration.

We have been residents and home owners of 529 S. Quentin for over 18 years.
Along with our many neighbors, we are proud of our hames and the area in which
we reside. The removal of recidential properties to increase the parking for
the Scotch and Sirloin Club has caused concern to all of us. If we are to
believe the owner's attorney, Mr. Kaplan, the request for a zoning change is being
made to benefit the neighborhood. We find this hard to believe in view of Mr.
Doyan's past history. Mr. Doyan did not care about the neighborhood wnen his
trash was being picked up at 4:00 on the morning and was located on Longview Lane.
Area residents had to persue this problem at some length before it was stopped!

1f the variance Mr Doyan is asking for were all that's involved, we would
probably say ckay; however, we have been led to believe Mr. Doyan needs the
variance in order to bring a sign on Kellogg up to code. Also, during the past
few years M.. Doyan has purchased and removed several houses and a dwnlex. He
also owns the land across and to the north of Kellogg, where a pawn shop and
sizeable parking lot are located. None of this additional parking has helped,
so why should we believe that the removal of yet another house and setbacks for parking
will help! We also understand that the Scotch and Sirloin is planning further
expansion of the club and that a building permit has been granted. This obviously
will involve more rezoning of what is now zoned "A" two-family dwelling.

we feel the ic at fault for part of this problem. You have allowed
Mr. Doyan to be in violation of several city codes. The sign on his property is
too close to the street and the freezer unit is on a utility easement. Both are in
violation of city code. Also, city sewer trucks are in our neighborhood frequently
and in our yards to clean out the grease from the Scotch and Sirloin. The workmen
inform us it is a result of grease from the Scotch and Sirloin. The workmen also have
cautioned us on every occasion to put samething over our 1avoratories to protect us
from the fumes that are caused fram their cleaning out the sewer.

We Lelieve these rules and regulations set down by the city should not be
broken once again to suit his needs. Allowing a business to expand to three times
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. Jamary 17, 1985
3 =2

its original size in an area which is basically zoned "A" two family dwelling,
should have never been permitted in the first place. The desire of the Scotch
and Sirloin to use a residential street for entrance and exit would cause a
hardship on the neighborhood: too much traffic and the wrong kind of drivers
leaving a club that serves alcoholic beverages! ;

In reviewing our neighborhood situation we find that, according to the
secretary's report for both cases No. B.Z%.A. 81-84 and Case No. B.Z.A. 86-84,
that under the title "Jurisdiction", "The board may grant the request when all
five conditions as required by the State Statutes are found to exist". According
to the Kansas State Statutes on page 108 of the Cities and Municipalities
12-715A (we have enclosed a copy) these amthe five conditions that must be met
before Mr. Doyan's request can be granted. Our neighborhood situation certainly
applies to these statutes.

Also enclosed is a copy of the minutes taken one year ago at the CPO Council
Area "F" meeting dated Monday, January 16, 1985. Mr. Kaplan states that as a
result of a previous variance request that the Scotch and Sirloin Club was required
to close one opening on Kellogg and one on Bluff. Mr. Kaplan also said, "this
is the last variance request regarding the property and no others are planned".

These two examples are a major reason why we in the neighborhood are
concerned about allowing the present variances requested and the rezoning of the
property at 3910 Longview Lane.

It is also a well known fact that devaluation of neighborhood property has
and will continue if these changes zre permitted.

Your consideration is important!

Sy

N Y a4y

.

Sincerely,

T e T AT ST AT

Deanna K. Heller
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and maps continued t until changed.
A"f zoning ordinance regulations, rules,
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provisions of the act of which this act is
amendatory shall continue in foree and of.
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12:715b. Zoning of land outside city
limits; conditions and limitations; notice to
county commissioners. Any city shall be
authorized to adopt zoning regulations af.
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CITJ%N PARTICIPATION ORGAHIZATQN
NEIGHBORHOOD COUNCIL AREA "F"

Minutes
Monday, January 15, 1984

Members Present Others Present

Jim Slaughter “R.L. Combs, 1933 S, Bluff

Helen Julian David Snelscn, 1945 S. Bluff
Eldon Meyer Keith & Wanda Sanborn, 2008 Reed
John Schwartz Henry Cheynet, 2240 S, Crestway
John Oswald Pat Nelson, 1931 S. Oliver
Chuck Harris ‘Robert Kaplan, 430 N. Market
Barbara 0'Connor :

Howard Boys

President Meyer called the meeting to order at 7 p.m.
Boys noted that the minutes of the January 5th meeting should

be corrected to show that zone case Z-2565 was located on the
northwest, not northeast, corner of Mt. Vernon and Woodlawn.

Motion by Slaughter (Meyer) to approve the minutes of the
January Sth meeting as corrected., Motion carried 6-0.

Harris arrived.

The Aide requested that a status report regarding zone case
2-2565 be added to the agenda, Slaughter requested a discussion
of a street cleaning complaint on Mt. Vernon near Pershing.

Motion by Boys (Julian) to approve the agenda of the January 16th
meeting with the additions. Motion carried 7-0.

0'Connor arrived,
SECRETARIAT AGENDA'
BZA 72-83, 3941 EAST KELLOGG (SCOTCH AND SIRLOINM)

The Aide reviewed the Board of Zoning Appeals Secretary's report
regarding the captioned variances to (1) eliminate the screening
fence adjacent to the residential structure on the =-utheast part
of the property, and (2) reduce the required side yard setback
on property zoned "B'" Multiple-Family and "LC" Light Commercial.

Robert Kaplan, the agent for the request, was pPresent to review
the request. He explained that “he variance application is a
result of the conditions of approval of a previous variance
application to reduce the required front yard setback adjacent
to Kellogg. He cited that the 5 plex in question on the north-
west corner of Bluff and Longview will eventuallv be removed
and the required screening and side yard setback appeared
unnessary. He added that the 5 plex is owmed by the operation
of the Scotch and Sirloin Restaurant.
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CPO Council Area "F"
Monday, Jar -y 16, 1984
Minutes - } _2"2

In response to a question by Schwartz, Kaplan said he believed

the residents of the 5 plex worked ~t the Scotch and Sirloin,

1;2 ?dded that there is currently ro timetable for removing the
plex. i

Boys said the Council recommended that the access onto the
property from Kellogg be closed whenever it considered the
request for a front yard setback. He said he would vote for
variance only if access to Kellogg is closed
oadway is planned to be upgraded to expressway
standards and nocurb cuts should exist on arterials.

Kaplan resEonded that, as a rasu}t of the previous variance
request, the restaurant was required to close one_opening on
Kellogg and@ o U 0 noted that the access to
the property from Kell: 8 had no relation to the variance
being requested. . 7

In resgonse Lo questions from Oswald, Kaplan said the curbing

would be replaced to close the openings on Kellogg and Bluff.

He also suid this is the last variance request regarding the

property and nu others are planned, S
e — ————

Motion by Slaughter (Harris) to recommend approval of the
variance subject to the BzA Secretary's reconmendations,
Motion carried 8-0. :

Motion by Boys (Schwartz) to restate the Council's objection
to direct access to this property from Kellsgg. Motion carried
—————

—
1984-89 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

gnhe A::::bsgﬁ.eonaidend and commented on the Following projects

Hillside Avenue - Harry Street Improvement (MS-222 & MS-2224 i
Page 33),

Boys observed that the construction of the project should
improve the area surface drainage,

G{gaum Creek - South of Harry to East of Rock Road (D-83, Page
92), Gypsum Creek - Fast-west of Hillside (D-84, Page 93), and
Gypsum Greek - Windsor to Pawnee (D-87, Pagi-94).

Pat Nelson, 1931 &. Oliver, was present to discuss project
D-87 and other drainage improvement projects along Gypsum
1y significant and
vhich has been g
Nelson reviewed City Policy
ich requires an archacological review.sf any city projectr.
She explained that any city project in the area should have the
City archaeologist Present to review any artifacts unearthed
during construction,

CPO Council Area "F"
Monday, January 16, 1984
Minutes - Page 3

Nelson expressed concern that Policy #3 might not be followed'
and observed that recent city maps showed the Hackberry site
east of its true location,

In response to questions from the Council.<Welson reviewed the
excavation process used in archaeological studies,

Harris suggested that the Archaeology Department at Wichita
State University shouuld start excavaticn before construction
begins, ¥

1t was the consensus of the Council to support Policy #3 whenever
work takes place o1 Gypsum Creek and that the c‘ir.g mgs should
be corrected to show the precise location of the Hackberry

and other area archaeological sites.

Boys restated his concern that the city is not starting Gypsum
Creek improvements downstream and working upstream.

Motion by Boys (Harris) that the time schedule for projects
D-84 and D-87 be reversed. Motion carried 8-0.

ury reea from Mt. Vernon to Elwvood (D-100, Page 99) )
Slaugher asked why drainage projects can't be financed through
special assessmentc. He said the residents should have -known
better than to have built in the area and should bear .the cost
of drainage improvements.

Harris noted the danger of flooding to the general public,
The Aide reviewed tpecial assessment policies.

Motion by Oswald (Harris) that the design and right-of- for
project D-100 be rescheduled to 1984 with construction ta ing
place in 1985.

It was noted that 0'Connor would not vote on the motion because
her home was involved in the Dry Creek flooding and she had a
personal involvement in the issue

Keith and Wanda Sanborn, 2008 Reed, expressed opposition to the
project citing the :'‘ésire to keen Ory Creek in its natural state,
Keith Sanborn said development should be prevented upsteam which
would add water to Dry Creek, He said the problem vas caused.
by the city allowing overdevelopment .

Boys said Saaborn wonted both a drainage and se.:r improvement
when the Dry Creek Sanitary Sewer was considered bu' later
changed his mind.

Sanborn disagreed with Boys' statement.

1
Boys said the City cannot restrict development to the nerth
to prevent flooding in the area,
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chita, KS 67202

| Re: BZA 81-84 and BZA 86-84 e

Dear Sir,
As a resident of the neighborhood directly affected by the operation of the

Scotch and Sirloin Restaurant, with three children under four years of age, I
wish to protest Mr. Doyon's request to eliminate the front and side yard setbacks
along Longview Lane and Biuff to be utilized as parking. I wish to protest his
request to make a main exit/entrance for his establishment's parking lot closer

to our home.

His lots on Longview used to hold cute little houses until Mr. Doycn purchased
one, allowed it to deteriorate, then raised it. He's now in the process of removing
the other house, purchased when the previous owner realized he now lived next door
to a parking lot. We do not wish to look out our front windows and see a parking
lot where there were once well-kept houses. It may make it even more difficult to
cross Kellogg on foot to get to College Hill Park, The traffic off Kellogg booming
down Quentin to reach Lincoln is already dangerous to my children's welfare, with- -
out adiing restaurant/bar traffic by moving an entrance.

The parking situation is not ideal now as the cars at noon and evening line
Longview solidly and round Quentin's corners. The corner was once an attractive
convenience of the neighborhood--I _recall as a child walking from my grandparent’s
home to the little market there. It always fit in, never imposing, just complementing,

We feel if Mr. Dcyon must use his newly acquired dwelling properties as asphalt
parking lot, let him fence it so it may not Jetract from our comfortable neighborhood.

Let his customers enter and exit from Bluff and Kellogg as before (before he converted

the residences to run-down rental properties, them to parking lot). We want no
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Page 2
openings to his business on our residential streets! His lighting is even
obnoxious!

Please visit our neighborhood, examine our situation, listen to our requests.
Make your decisions carefully as my children's welfare may be affected by your
opinion.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,

?efﬁbd )sébm,w

oy Aayacane

Peggy, Tomy,
Stacy, Corby & Eric Savaiano




January 15, 1985

Mr, Jack Galbraith

Chief Planner
Wichita-Sedgwick Co. MAPC
City Building - 10th Floor
455 North Main

Wichita, Kansas 67202

Dear Mr. Galbraith:

The attached is a let'2r we are sending to the members of the Board of
Zoning Appeals. Any help or support you could give us and our neighbors
in our efforts to keep our neighborhood residential and free of additional
noise and congestion will be much appreciated.

Thank you.

Yours truly,

Carl Keith & L.

Encl.

JAN1g 1935
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January 15, 1985

Mr. William J. Goebel
310 S. Summitlawn
Wichita, Ks 67209

Dear Mr. Goebel:

We are writing in regard to BZA case No. 81-84 and BZA case No. 86-84
which will come before you on January 22.

Our residence is 532 S. Quentin. This is a corner lot with the north
side of our property adjacent to Longview Lane. The Scotch and Sirloin
over the past few years has taken a duplex and two houses for parking.
We understood these lots were zoned 1ight commercial and have made no
protest in the past. We feel however, it is now time to speak-up in our
own behalf.

1) What was once a quiet residential street is row a busy, dangerous,
noisy thoroughfare,

2) A proposed driveway into the expanded parking Tot is almost directly
behind our own drive,

3) The investment in our home is diminished every time another lot is
taken for commercial use.

We realize commercial establishments must have parking, however we
believe we can be somewhat compatible. How:

1) By denying these additional variances and exceptions. Every
deviation that is permitted from the present zoning ordinances
deteriorates the residential rights they were made to protect. (The three
lots the Scotch & Sirloin has acquired adequately covers the requirements
for his present legal seating capacity.)

2) A permanent solid screening fence separating Longview Lane from the
parking lot. This would give us some privacy and would retain the
residential atmosphere.

3) No entrance or exit to the parking 1ot on Longview Lane to ensure our
safety and residential status. Most cars turn onto Bluff anyway so why
congest a residential street.

.
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Mr. William J. Goebel
January 15, 1985
Page 2

4) That Mr. Rupe and Mr. Doyan be advised they comply with ALL legal
restrictions and ALL city ordinances (seating capacity, parking on
setbacks, sanitation codes, sign codes, etc.) making it easier to be a
more compatible neighbor.

We thank you for any support you feel you ran give us in our effort to
keep our neighborhood from deteriorating and our life's investment from
continuing to diminish by anothers business expansion.

Yours truly,

Carl Keith & Lyla Keith

cc: Members - BZA
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January 6, 1985

Mr. Jack H. Galbraith, Secretary

Board of Zoning Appeals

Tenth Floor - City Hall

455 North Main Re: Case No. BZA 86-84
Wichita, Ks. 67202 Case No. BZA 81-84

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:

I am writing concerning the change of zoning by Scoth & Sirloin,
G, N. Rupe, and Ernie Doyon for Lots 11, 12, 13, 14, Block A,
Longview Terrace.

My husband and I have owned the property at 533 S. Quentin for
19 years and have enjoyed our beautiful street and neighborhood.
However, the last ycars have been very disappointing witnh the scotch
& Sirloin property encroaching on our beautiful residential area.
The area of Kellogg, Bluff, and Longview Lane is so congested and
an ugly sight.

I do not understand why the City of Wichita hasn't studied the
area and why you have let alli this happen to us. You let Scotch
and Sirloin build beyond their capacity on the front, side, and top.
There never has been adequate parking for them. Bluff Street is so
congested you can hardly get through and Quentin Street has turned
in to a thorofare. People turn off at Roosevelt-Quentin and turn
on to Longview, then to the light on Bluff to get north. You closed
Roosevelt St. north off Kellogg but not south. You closed the left
turn on to Crestway making Quentin, Longview and Bluff handling
traffic like Kellogg. Now Scotch & Sirloin is taking out homes
making commercial property in a beautiful residential area and ruin-
ing our neighborhood and the value of our properties.

My husband and I were so unhappy with all this mess and put our
house up for sale. We had our ;house for sale for three years list-
ing with four large Real Estate Firms and our house was priced at
$117,900. It didn't take long to realize that our property had lost
its value because of the Kellogg, Bluff, Longview traffic, roise,
and Scotch and Sirloin's parking lot and commercial problems. We
finally accepted a contract for $96,000 and decided to get out
before Scotch and Sirloin moved any closer. My huaband became ill
and died August 13, 1984. I decided I couldn't move right at this
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time and had the contract cancelled. I thought maybe the Scotch
and Sirloin would clean up the area, put up a board fence around
them and we would be all right. The next thing I knew, they
purchased the property at 3910 Longview and were going to take
that house out for barking.

I am asking the City to keep the property at 3910 Longview
as residential ard make Scotch and Sirloin put up a tall poard
fence and possible landscaping across Longview. This would keep
the commercial property a little bit removed from our area.

I believe we have given to the limit and have not caused any
trouble and wanted to get along, but the removing the house at
3910 Longview for parking is too much!

Sincerely,
(Mrs.) James R. Allred

533 S. Quentin
Wichita, Ks. 67218




SECRETARY'S REPORT

APPLICANT : G. N. Rupe, Ernest H. Doyon, and Scotch
and Sirloin, 3941 East Kellogg, Wichita,
Kansas,

AGENT: Robert W, Kaplan, 430 North Market, Wichita,
Kansas.

REQUEST: Variance pursuant to Section 2.12,590.B,
Code of the City of Wichita, to reduce the
required side yard setback adjacent to Bluff
Street from 5 feet to 0 feet and to reduce the
required front yard setback adjacent to Longview
Lane from 25 feet and 20 feet to 0 feet, both for
off-street parking purposes only.

GENERAL LOCATION: On the northwest corner of Bluff and Longview Lane.

ZONING: Subject property is zoned the "B" Multiple-family

S and the "A" Two-family Dwelling Districts. Pro-
perty to the east is "B" Multiple-family and to
the south and west is "A" Two-family Dwelling
District. Property to the north is "A" Two-family
and "LC" Light Commercial.

LAND USE: Subject property is presently occupied by parking
and one dwelling. To the north is the restaurant
and apartments, and to the south and west are
residential properties. To the east is a four-
family dwelling,

JURISDICTION:

The Board has jurisdiction to consider the varience request under
the provisions outlined in Section 2.12.590.B, Code of the City of
Wichita. The Board may grant the request when all five conditions as
required by the State Statutes are found to exist.

COMMENTS BY THE SECRETARY:

The applicant is requesting a variance of the required setbacks in
the "A" Two-family and the "B" Multiple-family Dwelling Districts in
order to construct the maximum amount of off-street parking on the pro-
perty. There is a required 5 foot side yard setback adjacent to Bluff,
and a 20 and 25 foot front yard setback adjacent to Longview Lane that
is being requested to be reduced to 0 feet for off-street parking purposes
only. An exception request (BZA 86-84) for use of the lot in the "A"
Two-family for an off-street parking lot is also a part of this total
development plan that should be considered together with this variance
application.

The applicant has submitted a revised site plan since the application
was first filed that now includes an additional property to the west that
is located in the "A" Two-family Dwelling District. The new site plan also
indicates that a landscaped area will be retained in the front yard setback
that is immediately adjacent to the residence on the west. Also, the plan
indicates that street trees will be provided in the public right-of-way
adjacent to Longview Lane that is consistent with similar requests for
variances of the setbacks in the residential zoning districts that have
been approved by this Board.

It should be noted that when the request for a variance of the front
yard setback adjacent to Kellogg for an addition to the restaurant was
granted in 1983, it was subject to a number of conditions. One of these
conditions was for a parking lot in compliance with all applicable
regulations, including compliance with the setbacks being requested to be
varied at this time. It should be noted, that the planning commission and
city commission has looked with favor on providing off-street parking for
the expansion of existing uses along major streets without the granting of
zoning into the residential neighborhood.
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UNIQUENESS:

It is the opinion of the Secretary that this property is unique
inasmuch as the property is located immediately adjacent to an existing
business that is located on a major street and the front yards of the
property are opposite side yards of the properties across the street
and the side yard is adjacent to a collector street.

ADJACENT PROPERTY:

It is the opinion of the Secretary that the granting of the variance
requested will not adversely affect the rights of adjacent property
owners inasmuch as the applicant will be maintaining a landscaped area
adjacent to the front yard of the residence to the west and will install
street trees in the street right-of-way adjacent to Longview Lane that
should provide protection to any adjacent property that might be affected
by the reduced setbacks.

HARDSHIP:

1t is the opinion of the Secretary that the strict application of the
provisions of the zoning ordinance may constitute an unnecessary hardship
upon the applicant inasmuch as the size and shape of the nroperty is not
conducive to an off-street parking lot in conformance with city standards
to provide the maximum amount of parking that in this case would be in the
public interest.

PUBLIC INTEREST:
It is the opinion of the Secretary that the requested variance would
not adversely affect the public interest inasmuch as the reduction of the

setbacks for off-street parking purposes only should not interfere with
any needed right-of-way or easements.

SPIRIT AND INTENT:

It is the opinion of the Secretary that the granting of the variance
requested would not be opposed to the general spirit and intent of the
zoning ordinance inasmuch as the need for parking for an existin use
exceeds the minimum requirements of the zoning ordinance, and in this
case the applicant will provide ammenities on the property that will
compensate for the variance request.

RECOMMENDATION:

Should the Board determine that all five conditions necessary to the
granting of a variance can be found to exist, then it is the
recommendation of the Secretary that the variance be granted subject to
the following conditions:

1. The variance of the 5 foot side yard setback adjacent to Bluff shall
be reduced to 0 feet for off-street parking purposes only.

2. The variance of the 25 foot and the 20 foot front yard setback
adjacent to Longview Lane shall be reduced to 0 feet for off-street
parking purposes only, provided, however, the west 20 feet of the
setbck shail be reduced to 15 feet,

The applicant shall provide a landscaped area in the west 20 feet
as set forth in condition numbher 2. In addition, street trees
shall be provided in the public right-of-way adjacent to Longview
Lane.

The parking lot shall be surfaced with asphalt or concrete in
conformance with the requirements of the zoning ordinance.

The applicant shall mark and maintain the lot in conformance with
the site plan submitted by Keith Parker Associates dated December 31,
1984 and approved by the Traffic Engineer.

The applicant shall provide traffic barriers adjacent to the public
right-of-way to prevent the encroachment of vehicles over public
right-of-way.
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7. The variance of the setbacks adjacent to Longview Lane shall be
permitted as being in compliance with the conditions of BZA 27-83,
provided the public right-of-way is landscaped as set forth in
condition number 3 above.

The release of this resolution shall void Resolution BZA 72-83.

A six foot screening fence shall be installed adjacent to residential
properties on the north and west. Such fence shall be reduced to 3
feet in height for the south 25 feet along the west property line.

Prior to the release of this resolution authorizing the reduction
of the setbacks adjacent to the streets, the applicant shall submit
3 copies of the landscape plan required by condition number 3.

All improvements required by this resolution shall be completed by
June 1, 1985.
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BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS
Tenth Floor - City Hall
455 North Main, Wichita, KS 67202

December 31, 1984

NOTICE TO ADJOINING PROPERTY OWNERS:
CASE NO. BZA 81-84

As required by law, all property owners of record, within 200 feet of a
property to be considered for an exception or variance by the Board of
Zoning Appeals, are to be notified of the public hearing. An application
has been filed by G. N. Rupe, #3 Linden; Ernest H. Doyon, 610 Fabrique;
and Scotch and Sirloin, Inc., 394l East Kellogg; all in Wichita, Xansas,
requesting a variance.

Pursuant to Section 2.12.590.B, of the Code of the City of Wichita, the
applicant is requesting a variance to reduce the required side yard set-
back adjacent to Bluff Street from 5 feet to 0 feet and to reduce the
required front yard setback adjacent to Longview Lane from 25 feet and
20 feet to 0 feet, both for off-street parking purposes only on property
zoned the "B" Multiple-family Dwelling District and the "A" Two-family
Dwelling Listrict, and legally described

as follows:

Lot Il, except the north 2I feet; Lot 12, except the north
2| feet; and Lots I3 and 14; all in Block A, Longview
Terrace Addition to Wichita, Sedgwick County, Kansas.

Generally located on the northwest ner of Bluff and
LCongview Lane.

This application has been assigned Case BZA 8I-84. It will be considered
by the Board of Zoning Appeals on January 22, 1985 at 1:30 p.m. in the
Board Room, First Floor of City Hall, 455 North Main Street, Wichita,
Kansas. If you have no interest or objections regarding the requested
variance, you have no obligation to appear or comment. If you desire to
appear at the Board meeting, you are invited to do so, either in person
or by agent or attorney.

It should be noted that the Citizen Participation Organization Area Council
may consider this case at its next meeting. Additional information about
such a meeting may be obtained by calling the CPO Office, 268-4516.

If you have any questions about the application, please feel free to call
the Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Department at
268-4421.

Jack H. Galbraith
Secretary
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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY
December 3, 1984

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

TO: Robert Knight, Mayor
FROM: Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

SUBJECT : Scotct. & Sirloin Property (3941 East Kellogg)

As you requested on November 29, 1984, the following is a summary of
the cases that have been handled by the Planning Department staff in-
volving the property at 3941 East Kellogg and associated off-street
parking.

1. BZA Case No. 27-83. Request for variance to reduce the
required front yard setback from 20 feet to 10 feet.
Filed by Keith Parker - May 3, 1983
Deferred at request of agent - May 31, 1983
Deferred at request of new agent - June 28, 1983
Approved by Board of Zoning Appeals - July 26, 1983
- copy of BZA Minutes attached.

BZA Case No. 72-83. Request for variances to eliminate the
screening requirement for a parking lot adjacent to a residen—
tial property and to reduce the side yard setback from 5 feet
to 3 feet.
Filed by Robert Kaplan, Agent - December 27, 1983
Approved by Board of Zoning Appeals - January 24, 1984
- copy of BZA Minutes attached.

BZA Case No. 81-84. Request for variance of the setbacks in
the "B" Multiple-family Dwelling District (20 feet to 0 feet
adjacent to Longview Lane and 5 feet to 0 feet adjacent to
Bluff) in order to enlarge the parking lot at the corner of
Bluff and Longview without observing the setbacks required in
the residential districts.

Filed by Robert Kaplan, Agent - November 14, 1984

Robert Kaplan, Agent, advised that the application

would be revised to include one »rditional property

that has been acquired. He will also file an additional

application for an exception to permit the use of the

property to be used for off-street parking - November

27, 1984,

If revised cases are filed by December 21, 1984, they
will be considered by the Board of Zoning appeals at
their meeting of January 22, 1985,
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It should be noted that the applicant desires the reduction of the set-
backs adjacent to Bluff and Longview Lane prior to the anticipated request
for a minor street permit fo, the use of public right-of-way for parking.
Until this offic2 receives a correct site plan showing the off-street
parking layout, no formal recommendations will be made.

Robert A. Lakin
Director

RAL:GEL:sad

cc: E. H. Denton, City Manager
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WICHITA-SEDGCWICK COUNTY
December 3, 1984
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT :

TO: Robert Knight, Mayor
FROM: Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning
SUBJECT: Scotch & Sirloin Property (3941 East Kellogg)

As you requested on November 29, 1984, the following is a summary of
the cases that have been handied by the Planning Department staff in-
volving the property at 3941 East Kellogg and associated off-street
parking.

1. BZA Case No. 27-83. Request for variance to reduce the
required front yard setback from 20 feet to 10 feet.
. Filed by Keith Parker - May 3, 1983
4 Deferred at request of agent - May 31, 1983
Deferred at request of new agent - June 28, 1583
Approved by Board of Zoning Appeals - July 26, 1983
= copy of BZA Minutes attached,

BZA Case No, 72-83. Request for variances to eliminate the
screening recuirement for a parking lot adjacent to a residen-
tial property and to reduce the side yard setback from 5 feet
to 3 feet.
Filed by Robert Kaplan, Agent - December 27, 1983
Approved by Board of Zoning Appeals - January 24, 1984
- copy of BZA Minutes attached.

~)

3. BZA Case No. 81-84, Request for variance of the setbacks in
the "E" Multiple-family Dwelling District (20 feet to 0 feet
acjacent to Longview Lane and 5 feet to 0 feet adjacert to
BIuff) in order to enlarce the parking lot at the corner of
Bluff and Longview without observing the setbacks required in
the residential districts.,

Filed by Robert Kaplan, Agent - November 14, 1984
Rebert Kaplan, Agent, advised that the application
would be revised to include one additional property
that has been acquired. He will also file an additional
application for an exception to permit the use of the
property to be used for off-street parking - Nevember
27, 1984,

If revised cases are filec by December 21, 1984, they
will be considered by the Board of Zoning appeals at

their meeting of January 22, 1985, |
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It should be noted that the applicant desires the reduction of the set-
backs adjacent to Bluff and Longview Lane prior to the anticipated request
for a minor street permit for the use of public right-of-way for parking.
Until this office receives a correct site plan showing the off-street

parking layout, no formal recommendations will be made.

P s 4

Robert A, Lakin
Director

RAL:GEL:sad

cc: E. H, Denton, .City Manager




Case No. BZA 72-83 - Ernie C. Doyan, SR., 3941 East Kellogg,
Wichita, Kansas, pursuant to Section 2.12.590.B, Code of the City

of Wichita requesting variances to (1) eliminate the screening fence
adjacent to the residential structure on the southeast part of the
property, and (2) reduce the required side yard setback adjacent to
the residential structure from 5 feet to 3 feet on property zoned "B"
Multiple-family Dwelling District and the "LC" Light Commercial District.
A legal description of the applicant's property is as follows:

Lot | and 2, except the north 8 feet dedicated
for street purposes, and Lots 13 and 14, all in
Block A, Longview Terrace Addition to Wichita,
Sedgwick County, Kansas. Generally located on

the west side of Bluff between Kelloag and
ongview Lane ast Kellogg).

LYTLE showed slides of the application area and reviewed the follow=
ing comments from the Secretary's Report.

JURISDICTION:

The Board has jurisdiction to consider the variance request under
the provisions outlined in Section 2.12.590.B, Code of the City of
Wichita. The Board may grant the request when all five conditions as
required by the State Statutes are found to exist.

COMMENTS BY THE SECRETARY:

The applicant is requesting variances of two separate requirements of
the zoning ordinance that are applicable to the property. A previous
variance has been granted by the Board to permit the construction of an
addition to the restaurant with a reduced building setback adjacent to
Kellogg.

Both variances requested pertain to the relationship of the off-
street parking for the restaurant and the multiple-family dwelling that
is located at the northwest corner of Bluff and Longview Lane. One
variance being the elimination of the required screening fence between
the dwellings and the parking lot. The second being the reduction of
the required side yard from 5' to not less than 3' which is actually
the yard to the west side of the 5-plex. Without the erection of a
fence, the smal! reduction in the side yard area is insignificant.

Also, at the time the advertisement was prepared, the reduction was
from 5' to 3' which actually turned out to be only a few inches less
than five feet to the parking lot. It should also be noted that the
multiple-family dwelling may not remain on the property too long, and
will eventually be removed for additional parking to better serve the
restaurant and club. ¢
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BZA Minutes - 1/24/84
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U_NIQUENESS:

It is the opinion of the Secretary that this property is unicue
inasmuch as the application area includes both the restaurant and a
multiple-family dwelling and the applicant owns the multiple-family
dwelling which is to be protected by the requirements of the screening.
The applicant prefers that the fence not be installed at this time
since it is the intention of the owner to relocate the multiple-family
dwelling to a new location once a site is obtained.

ADJACENT PROPERTY:

It is the opinion of the Secretary that the granting of the variances
requested will not adversely affect the rights of adjacent property
owners inasmuch as the applicant is the owner of the multiple-family
dwelling that would be affected by the variances and the elimination of
the screening fence that will be required only until the residence is
relocated.

HARDSHIP:
It is the opinion of the Secretary that the strict application of
the provisions of the zoning ordinance may constitute an unnecessary

hardship upon the applicant inasmuch as the installation of a fence that
.r,_houlc! be only temporary is an undue expense to the applicant.

PUBLIC INTEREST:

It is the opinion of the Secretary that the requested variances would
not adversely affect the public interest inasmuch as the elimination of
the screening and the siight reduction of required side yard will not
interfere with any public right-of-way or easements.

SPIRIT AND INTENT:

It is the opinion of the Secretary that the granting of the variances
requested would not be opposed to the general spirit and intent of the
zoning ordinance inasmuch as requirements are generally designed to provide
protection to adjacent properties not a part of a development.

RECOMMENDATION:

Should the Board determine that all five conditions necessary to the
granting of the variances can be found to exist, then it Is the
recommendation of the Secretary that the variances be granted subject to
the following conditions: :

1. Adequate separation between the parking lot and the dwelling shall be
provided to not interfere with the ingress or egress from the apart-

ments.

This variance shall become null and void if any structures are ever
constructed on Lot 13, Block A, Longview Terrace Addition.
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LYTLE stated that the CPO Council voted 8-0 to approve the request,
but still objected to the access to Kellogg.

Robert Kaplan, Agent, had nothing further to add. No one appeared
in opposition. 5k i

HENDERSON asked if they needed to make two separate motions.
LYTLE replied no, he combined them when writting the staff report.

MOTION: HENDERSON moved, JACOB seconded,
that the variances te (1) eliminate the screen-
Ing fence adjacent to the residential structure
on the southeast part of the property, and (2)
reduce the side yard setback adjacent tu the
residential structure from 5' to 3' be granted
subject to the conditions set out in the
Secretary's Report. Motion passed 5-0.

The official action of the Board is reflected in the adoption
of Resolution No. BZA 72-83 which includes the following conditions
of approval:

1. Adequate separation between the parking lot and the dwelling
shall be provided to not interfere with the ingress or egress
from the apartments.

This variance shall become null and void if any structures are
ever constructed on Lot 13, Block A, Longview Terrace Addition.

Case No. BZA 73-83 - Burris Crawford, 1010 East Douglas, Wichita,
Kansas, pursuant to Section 2.12.590.C, Code of the City of Wichita
requesting an exception to permit the establishment of an automobile
sales lot on property zoned the "LC" Light Commercial. A legal
description of the applicant's property is as follows:

Lot 4I, 43, 45, 47 and 49, all in Alemeda
Park Addition to Wichita, Sedgwick County,

Kansas. Generally located on the southwest
_ corner of Broa way an t. Vernon.
LYTLE stated that the case should.be deferred until February 28, 1984,

MOTION: JACOB moved, KOPIETZ seconded that the case
be deferred untii Februarv 28, 1984, Motion passed 5-0.

Other Matters. - There being no other matters, the meeting was
adjourned at 2:00 p.m. ;

Jack H. Galbraith
Secretary




BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS
e AMINUE St
JULY 26, 1983

. The regular meeting of the Board of Zoning Appeals of the City of
Wichita, Kansas, was held at 1:30 p.m., July 26, 1983 in the Board Room,
First Floor, City Hall, 455 North Main, Wichita, Kansas.

The following members were in attendance: JOHN SLAYMAKER,
Chairman; TOM JACOB, EARL HENDERSON and MARY KOPIETZ.
WILLIAM GOEBEL was absent. G

Also present were Jack Galbraith, Glen Lytle and Shirley Doramus of
the Planning Department staff.

1. Approval of the minutes of June 28, 1983,

MOTION: JACOB moved, KOPIETZ seconded that the
minutes be approved as mailed. Motion passed 4-0
(GOEBEL absent). &

| Case No. BZA 27-83 - Glen Rupe, 434 Ohio, Wichita, Kansas,
pursuant to Section 2.12.590.B, Code of the City of Wichita,
to reduce the required front yard setback from 20' to 10! in
the "LC" Light Commercial and the "B" Multiple-family Dwelling
Districts and legally described as follows:

Lots 1 and 2, except the north 8' for Highway
right-of-way, and all of Lot 13, Block A, Long-
view Terrace Addition to Wichita, Sedgwick County,
Kansas. GCenerally located on the southwest corner

of Kellogg an utt ast Kellogg).

LYTLE showed slides of the application area and reviewed the follow-
ing comments from the Secretary's Report.

JURISDICTION:

‘The Board has jurisdiction to consider the variance request under
the provisions outlined in Section 2.12.590.B, Code of the City of
Wichita. The Board may grant the request when all five conditions as
required by the State Statutes are found to exist.

COMMENTS BY THE SECRETARY:
The applicant is requesting a variance of the required front yard set-

back adjacent to Kellogg in order to construct an addition to the restaurant
and club. The front yard setback on this property is determined by the

=
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o BZA Minutes - July 2€, 190
L _Page -2-

residential zoning to the west and is required to be 20' from the Kellogg
street right-of-way line. This is 5' closer than the requirement for those
properties in the block that zre located in the "A" Two-family Dwelling

District.

The applicant's tenant has begun construction, without benefit of a
permit, for an addition to be located within 10' of the right-of-way. When
this office was first contacted about this variance, the construction
had not started. When the applicant's agent camé in early the next morning,
and the staff had a chance to review the requirement, he was advised at
that time the siaff could not support the request. His agent stated that
his applicant was excavating the project at that moment. At that point
the agent was advised that the construction should be stopped until the
Board had a chance to review the request as the Board had stated there are
too many requests being made after the fact. On the way home that evening
at 5:00 p.m. they were pouring and finishing the floor slab.

It should be noted that this property is located in the first block
east of the area in which improvements have just been compleied for the
alteration of the curve at the beginning of the Kellogg freeway to the
west. These improvements were made after considzrable expense by the
State to acquire a small amount of additional right-of-way. :

In discussing the need for right-of-way with the Department of
Engineering, they indicate that it is not known at this time what align-
ment future improvements of Kellogg will take. It is the policy, however,
on all new plats for any commercial development, to establish a 35' setback
when adjacent to an arterial or expressway in addition to the dedication of
needed right-of-way. All along Kellogg in this area, a number of replats
have occurred which have dedicated additional street right-of-way and
established greater setbacks than this variance request. In this case,
it is the Secretary's opinion, that the Board should not vary a setback
along this highway where it is a policy to establish a greater setback
than what is now required by the zoning ordinance.

In review of the applicant's site plan, and a field check of the

property, a number of violations of city regulations are evident. The
large sign located at the corner of Bluff and Kellogg has been erected

on the street right-of-way and should be removed. The trash container
located in the parking lot should be moved to a location that is not in

the "B" Multiple-family Dwelling District and screened from view of

the residences to the south. The freezer unit should be located in the
"LC" zoning and at a location not in a utility easement. The parking lot
should be marked in accordance with an approved site plan and the surfacing
located in the required front yard setback should be removed and barriers
placed to prevent parking in the setback or on areas required to be land-
scaped. Also, all the required screening where adjacent to a residential
zoning district has not been provided. If the applicant owns the adjecent
property, and the four-family dwelling is to remain, a variance of the
screening must be obtained from this Board.
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The present restaurant and club has a maximum capacity of 105 persons
and requires a minimum of 21 off-street parking spaces. Central Inspection
staff indicates that no plans have been submitted for a determination on
the addition for what increase might be permitted in the seating capacity.
Prior to any consideration of a variance to add to the use, a determination
of these parking requirements should be made. The applicant's site plan
delineates 32 off-street parking spaces, however, only 19 are located on the
applicant's property in conformance with the standards determined by the
Traffic Engineer of the Department cf Enginezring. This would be reduced
further when a freezer unit and trash container are relocated on the "LC"
portion of the property which are not shown on the applicant's site plan.

The applicant's agent has indicated that the owner has been trying
to acquire additional property in the neighborhood for parking. It would
appear that, if additional property to the south could be acquired, the
applicant could redesign the proposed addition and expand to the east in
compliance with the setback adjacent to Kellogg.

. It has also been suggested by the applicant's agent that any right-
of-way for Kellogg be dedicated at this time to be available at no cost to
the city or state’ at any time Kellogg is relocated or improved in this
area. This would then require the applicant to secure a minor street
privilege for any improvements that would be constructed in the street
right-of-way. It is the staff's opinion that this is not a proper method
of resolving the problem.

It is also the opinion of the Secretary that a restaurant or any
other public assembly building should not be located that close to a
highway. As other development along Kellogg has occurred further to
the east, additional right-of-way has been dedicated as a condition
of zoning and a setback from the new right-of-way has been established

~_on "LC" property of at least 35 feet.

UNIQUENESS:

It is the opinion of the Secretary that this property is not unique

" inasmuch as there are many properties in the city that are restricted in

the same manner as this by the zoning regulations.
ADJACENT PROPERTY:

It is the opinion of the Secretary that the granting of the variance
would prcably not affect the adjacent property owner, but the affect of
enlarging a use, ir. an area where other uses do not provide adequate par
will tei.u to increase traffic congestion in the neighborhood urniess
additional property is acquired to previde parking.

HARDSHIP:

It is the opinion of the Secretary that the strict application of the
zoning ordinance will not constitute an unneccssary hardship upon the
applicant as the hardship has been created by the tenant by starting
construction without benefit of a permit.

A g =5 ARCL e T
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PUBLIC INTEREST:

It is the opinion of the Secretary that the requested variance would
possibly affect the public interest inasmuch as to increase the capacity
of a restaurant and extend it closer to a major trafficway would not be
in the best interests of the public, and could create a possible safety
hazard to the occupants.

SPIRIT AND INTENT:

It is the opinion of the Secretary that the granting of the variance
reéquested would be opposed to the general spirit and intent of the
zoning ordinance inasmuch as the ordinance is specific in this case to
maintain a setback on the entire block that is greater than the applicant
desires.

RECOMMENDATION:

‘It is the opinion of the Secretary that all five conditions necessary
to the granting of a variance cannot be found to ekist, and it is
recommended that the variance be denied.

LYTLE stated the CPO Council voted 7-1 to deny the request. He also
showed slides of the area and the building as related to adjacent structures,

Robert Kaplan, Attorney, stated that the site was in the "LC" Light
Commercial District and that the general requirement for the "LC" Light
Commercial District is a 10' setback. In the zoning ordinance, however,
it provides that when there is a residential district adjacent to property
in the "LC" Light Commercial District and within the same block, the
residential district determines the setback in the "LC" district.

. The addition to the structure will be 12' to the dining area and
will include an emergency exit for the patrons. Ernie Doyan who owns
the restaurant is going to turn over the business to his son. The lease
agreement is up in February.

Mr. Kaplan spoke to each of the five issues and stated why he thought
the request should be approved. He made the statement that the CPO Council
recommended denial of the application because of the staff comments and they
never did consider the criteria for the BZA request. He pointed out that
there were several other businesses in the area that were closer to the
street than what they were requesting. .

KOPIETZ asked Kaplan if the applicant had considered building his
12'x32' addition on to the east of the building? Kaplan replied yes,
but the applicant did not see that as being feasible and it would not fit
in with his plans. KOPIETZ asked LYTLE if a person had to have a permit
for a cement slab? LYTLE replied yes, and that construction was not just
a cement slab, it was a footing and foundation which was poured all at once
and is a structural element. KOPIETZ stated she had driven by there and
there were cars parking in the far west approach/driveway off of Kellogg
which hampered the flow of traffic on Kellogg.
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No one appeared in opposition.

SLAYMAKER asked LYTLE if the staff had any suggested conditions should
the Board decide to grant the request.

LYTLE stated he had drafted some recommendﬁtions and if the Board was
to consider approval, he would like to go to his office for the draft.

There was a short recess so LYTLE could obtain the draft of the proposed
conditions.

The meeting was called to order at 2:15 p.m.

_GALBRAITH spoke to a few issues regarding the past zoining and platting
that had occurred in the area. The idea of a dedication of the right-of-way
-was brought up by the agent. GALBRAITH spoke to how a contigent dedication
should be used. LYTLE read from the contents of the legal opinion on the
use of a minor street permit. He also reviewed the draft of nine possible
conditions for approval should the Board determine that the variance be
granted,

Kaplan stated his comments regarding the proposed conditions of
approval and suggested that as he understood them, he felt that the
dedication of complete access control to Kellogg was not acceptable.

MOTION: !ACOB moved, '.EMDERSON seconded,
that the five conditions set out in Section
2.12.590.B, of the Code as necessary for the
granting of the variance have been found to exist
and that the variance to reduce the required front
yard setback from 20' to 10' be granted subject to
the nine conditions as read, except that the
dedication be changed to 10', and one access drive~
way be allowed on Kellogg, and the removal of the
driveway north of the small building adjacent to
Bluff, and a contingent dedication for an additional
2' dedication adjacent to Kellogg. Motion passed 3-1
(KOPIETZ opposed, GOEBEL absent). ;

The official action of the Board is reflected in the adoption of
Resolution No. BZA 27-83 which includes the following conditions of
approval:

1. The applicant shall dedicate an additionz! 10' of street
right-of-way adjacent to Kellogg. The applicant shall also
furnish a contingent dedication of two' of right-of-way to
become effective at a time the building is removed. The
applicant shall dedicate complete access control except for
one opening from Kelloga and shall guarantee the removal of
one approach and reconstruction of the curb on the existing
west approach and the removal of a driveway approach and
reconstruction of the curb adjacent to Bluff Street located
north of the small building adjacent to the east property line.
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The applicant shall furnish a new site plan in triplicate,
showing all the required off-street parking spaces for all

uses on the property in full compliance with all requirements
as set forth in'the zoning ordinance. The parking layout

shall be approved by the Traffic Engineer and be in compliance
with the off-street parking standards with only one access
point permitted from Kellogg. All of the required off-street
parking spaces and circulation shall be located on private
property and only additional off-street .parking shall be
permitted by a minor street permit.

The applicant shall provide locations on the property within
the "LC" Light Commercial District for the trash container
and the refrigerator-freezer units.

Unless the applicant is successful in securing a minor street
permit for any use other than for street purposes, then all
structures or uses such as signs, parking etc. shall be removed
from the street right-of-way.

The applicant shall comply with all conditions of the. minor

street permit and shall guarantee the removal of any construction
or uses within the street right-of-way at no expense to the City
or State.

The applicant shall remove all surfacing within the required

front yard setback adjacent to Longview Lane except the driveway
providing ingress and egress to the property. The setback shall
be landscaped and provided with barriers to prevent illegal
parking. All parking areas within the "B" zoning district shall
be screened from adjacent residential properties as set forth in
Section 28.04.070.13 of the zoning ordinance.

The parking lot shall be striped and maintained in conformance
with the approved plan.

Prior to the release of the Resolution authorizing the issuance

of any building permit for the construction of any structure closer
than 20' to the right-of-way of Kellogg, the applicant shall comply
with all conditicns as set forth above. :

9. All conditions as set forth herein shall be completed within 180
days or this resolution shall be declared null and void.

3 - Case No. BZA 34-83 - Taylor Rental Center, 3246 West 13 reet,
Wichit&.._“r\'_agsas, pursuant to Section 28,04,183.2, of the City
of Wichita réquestiﬁr:g an exception to’%er/mimh establishment of
a truck, trailer and equipment rental"business in the "LC" Light

Commercial Distwviegamy-—d scribed as follows:
F. 0, Modre 2nd Addition tmvﬁ Counlty,
_Kansas. Generally located on the north sidmm

Street and east of Sheridan.
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BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS CASE NO.
CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS FILED

In accordance with the application for variance as hereinabcve identified,
applicant submits the following statement in support of the requested variance
and in compliance with City Code Section 2.12.590B:

1. That the property is serviced by a residential street, yet is a high-
traffic attracter, and the requested variance arises from this high-traffic
condition unique to a residential street.

2. The adjacent property will be benefited by the reduction of onstreet
parking now existing.

3. The additional parking is necessary for the most economical use of
the restaurant it services and lack of parking constitutes an undue hardship
upen the applicant.

4. Public interest is best served by permitting the additional parking

without establishing "BB" zoning on the property.

5. The variance requested is within the spirit and intent of the ordinance
permitting the applicant to use his property to its fullest utility and yet

providing a benefit to the neighborhood by the reduction of onstreet parking.
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BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS CASE NO. Bza 81-84

CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS FILED November 15, 1984
AMENDED APPLICATICN FOR VARIANCE

Name of Applicant See attached

Mailing Address

Name of Authorized Agent Robert W. Kaplan
430 North Market
Mailing Address Wichita, XS 67202 Phone 262-5175

Relationship of applicant to property is that of See attached
(Owner, Tenant, Lessee, Othcr)

The variance requested is to reduce the required side yard and front

_vard setbacks on the lots herein descrihed to zern (0) to permit
MWJMMM&—

for property located at 3941 East Kellogg, 3914 Longview Terrace

and 3910 Longview Lane

and Iegally described as: Lot 11, except the North 21 feet; Lot 12,

except the North 21 feet; and Lots 13 and 14, Block A, Longview

_Terrace Addition

Lot 11 - A-2
in the City of Wichita; and which is presently zoned Others - B

The applicant herein, or his authorized agent, acknowledges:

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

b. That he has been advised of the fee requirements established by
Section 2.12,580 of the Code of the City of Wichita (Ordinance
No. 36-596); and that the appropriate fee is herewith tendered;

That he has been advised of his right to bring action in the
District Court of Sedgwick County to appeal the decision of the
Board.

That all documents are attached hereto as noted in paragraphs 2,
3, 4, and 5 of the insiructions.

Applicant

Authorized Agen

OFFICE USE ONLY: Received in Office of Secretary, Board of Zoning Appeals,
o (ampeie), Dees 24 2 ISH, together with
appropridte fee o 5

f A m?;.,;;;"ed




Scotch and Sirloin, Inc.
{Warren & Wanda Winne)

Ernest H. Doyon

Ernie Doyon, d/b/a Ernie
Doyon Investments

Mailing Address

#3 Linden
Wichita, KS 67206
Phone: 681-0714

3541 East Kellogg
Wichita, KS 67218
Phone: 685-8701

610 Fabrique Street
Wichita, KS 67218
Phone: 685-2954

610 Fabrique Street
Wichita, K5 67218
Phone: 685-2954

Relationship
to Property

Owner
(Lot 13)

Owner
{Lot 12)

Owner
(Lot 14)
Lessee
(Lot 13)

Owner
(Lot 11)




BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS CASE NO. -84
CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS FILED November 15, 1984

In accordance with the application for variance as hereinabove identified,
applicant submits the following statement in support of the requested variance
and in compliance with City Code Section 2.12.590B:

1. That the property is serviced by a residential street, vet is a high-
traffic attracter, and the requested variance arises from this high-traffic
condition unique to a residential sireet.

2. The adjacent property will be benefited by the reduction of onstreet
parking now existing.

3. The additional parking is necessary [or the most economical use of
the restaurant it services and lack of parking constitutes an undue hardship
upon the applicant.

4. Public interest is best served by permitting the additional parking
without establishing "BB" z-aing on the property.

5. The variance requested is within the spirit and intent of the ordinance
permitting the applicant to use his property to its fullest utility and yet

providing a benefit to the neighborhood by the reduction of onstreet parking.
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DELIVER TO: Metro Area fPlanni
10th Floor
City Building

gl 44
$ vty

To correct and amend Ownership List
Order No. 339962.

ATTN: Glenn Lytle

Please discard above Ownership List
and replace with the attached.
(No. 341965)

SECURITY ABSTRACT AND TITLE CO. INC.

434 Norin Main » Wichita, Karsas 67 shone (36) 2678371
SECURITY IS KNOWING
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OWNERSHIP LIST

Lot Block Addition Property Owner

Lot 1, exc. Block A Longview Terrace -»é. N. Rupe

the North 8' Addition #3 Linden

and Lot 2, Wichita, KS§ 67206
exc. the

North 8'

Lot 3 exc. Casa Loma Properties
the North 2891 N. Edwards

8' and Lot Wichita, KS 67204
4 exc. the

North 8'

Lot 5 exc. wZ. G. Razook

the North 8' Mary Pauline Razook
3915 E. Kellogg
Wichita, KS 67218

Lot 8, Block A, exc. commencing ,~James Douglas Bearden
at the Southwest Corner Lot 9; 3902 Longview
th. Northwesterly 25' on curve Wichita, KS 67218
following SW line of Lot I;
th. Northeasterly in a straight
line to NW/c of Lot 9; th.
South to beginning
Part of Lot 8, Block A, desc. as Edward W. Sutherland
Commencing at the Southwest Helen M. Sutherland
Corner Lot 9; th. Northwesterly Address Unknown
25' on curve following SW line 7 i
of Lot 8; th. Northeasterly Affidavit of Interest:
in a straight line to NW/c of Joe A. Parmele
Lot 9; th. South to beginning Vs
3904 Longview
Wichita, KS 67216

Block A Same As Above

¥ Charles M. Walz
Emily O. Walz
Address Unknown

North 21°' Casa Loma Properties
Lots 11 & 12 P 2891 N. Edwards
Wichita, K§ 67204

Lot 11 exc. y-Ernie Doyon d/b/a
North 21' Ernie Doyon Investments |
610 S. Fabrique I
Wichita, KS 67218

Lot 12 exc. p#Scotch & Sirloin, Inc.
North 21°' 3941 E. Kellogg
Wichita, KS 67218

Lot 13 Glc v N. Rupe
b #3 Linden
Wichita, KS 67206




Block

Page 2

Addition

Property Owner

Block A

Block F

Lot 4 &
North Half
Lot 6

South Half
Lot 6

Lot 3 &
North Half
Lot 5

South Half
Lot 5

Lots 682 & 683

Lots 684 & 685

South 20' Lot 686
North 5 feet Lot 686

and all lots 687, 688
& 689

Lots 690, 691 & 692

Longview Terrace
Addition

Fairfax Addition

Ernest H. Doyon
610 Fabrique St.
Wichita, KS 67218

’(Carl D. Keith
Lyla Keith
532 S. Quentin
Wichita, KS§ 67218

»Patrick C. Woodward
Mahald S. Woodward
534 S. Quentin
Wichita, KS 67218

y~Kenyon J. Blunt
Maribeth Blunt
538 S. Quentin
Wichita, KS 67218

v Paul M. McFarland
Joan McFarland
Rt. 2 ;
Rose Hill, KS 67133

V/Eldridge M. Summers
Rosalie E. Summers
8325 stoneridge
Wichita, KS 67206

enry Leben
Nathan Leben

1030 N. Market
Wichita, KS 67214

v~ Vera Good Williams
531 Crestline
Wichita, KS

Interest in Property:
varnie C. Doyon, Jr.

8411 E. Mt. Vernon

Wichita, KS 67207

v,Marvin E. Dick
£36 S. Bluff
Wichita, KS 67218

Interest in Property:
ark W. Schuyler

Erin S. Schuyler

Same Address As Above

Same As Above

»C. Lee Tade
Violet M. Tade
641 S. Terrace
Wichita, KS 67218

vHorst K. Hiller
1515 Goebel Circle
Wichita, KS 67207




Lot Block

Page 3

Addition

Property Owner

Lots 693, 694, 695, 696,

697 & 698 exc. North 8'

North 15C' of the
West 100' of Lot 1

Fairfax Addition

Straftford Place,

a partnership
aul V. Dugan

Horst K. Hiller

Stephen W. Casey,
3; pa;tners
VM’ -Sut(:e-—l-?‘o-u s

Fee's Subdivision

KSB&T Building
Wichita, KS 67202

Z. G. Razook

of the Nk of the EBBIS E. Kellogg

E% of the NW% of
Sec. 26, Twp. 27,

Rge. 1E

Wichita, Ks 67218

Block A

Lot 17 exc.
East 5' &
Lot 18 exc.
East 5'

Lot 19

Lot 20 & a 9.9'
wide strip adj.
to & adjoining
Lot 20 on the
South

Lot 36, Lot 37
& the North 1°'
of Lot 38

East 50' Lot 38
exc. the North
1'

East 50' of Lot "
39 & the East 50'
of Lot 40 & the
vacated strip
adjacent to Lot 40
on South

Max Eaton
Addition

Merriman Park
Fifth Place
Addition

E M E Inc.
1l Villas Drive
ichita, KS 67230

_~Aian E. Stickley
Susan A. Stickley

437 S. Bluff
i KS 67218

P.0. \Box 1773
wlchl‘;;a, KS 67201

Scotc & Sirloimh, Inc.
1 3941 E Kellag
Wichit , Ks

Same As

_-Barry G. les A :
ice Bales ¥
550 Nims Avi; Apt. 206

KS | 67203

Ks

rd H. Well
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Addition

Property Owner

Merriman Park
Fifth Place ﬁ

Addition

thereof,
wide; & the
West 82'
Lots 39 & 40

West 82°' "
adjoining

Lot 40 along
the South

side thereof
vacated off
the North side
of Kellogg
Street, exc.
that portion
condemned for
street

N

S. 100' of Lot 10, Block M
together with that part of
vacated Kellogg described

as beginning at the SE/c of
said Lot; thence West to

the SW/c of said Lot; thence
South 18.25', more or less, to
a point 30' North of the South
line of Sec. 23-27s-1E of

the 6th P.M.; thence East
parallel with said South line
to a point directly South of
the place of beginning;
thence North 18.2' more or
less to the point of beginning,
except the South 8' thereof
condemned for.street

Addition

Merriman Paxk

Central Steel
Products, Inc.
P.0. Boc 1773
Wichita, KS 67201

Same As Above

ﬂm,uﬂfﬁv

/n'r‘-f?:w\- e M&?ﬂb Aty

Ronald L. Miller %
“.. 2930 Cornelison St.
'k\ Wichita, KS 67203
“AND
MSghael H. Wilson
Cardinal Dr.
Wich ita, KS 67214
AND N,
Donald Ge
160 S. Bat
Wichita, Ks \6{218
S,

McKasson

Lot 6 Block A

Addition

All of Lot 3 & Block E
Lot 5 except
beginning at the
SE/c of Lot 5;

th. NW'ly along

the East line

37%'; thence

SW'ly to a point
17% feet North of
the SW/c; th. S

to the SW/c; thence
along S'ly line to
P.0.b.

Longview Terrace p~Susie H. Baden

George P. Baden
3911 E. Kellogg
Wichita, KS 67220

nald B. Heller
Deaniia K. Heller
522 S. Quentin
Wichita, KS 67218




Page 5

Lot Block Addition Property Owner

Beginning at the SE/c of Longview Terrace p~James R. Allred
Lot 5, Block E; th. NW'ly Addition Marie I. Allred
along the East line 37%'; 533 S. Quentin

th. SW'ly to a point 17%' Wichita, KS 67218
North of the SW/c; th. § to

the SW/c; thence along S'ly

line to p.o.b.

Lot 7 Same As Above

We hereby certify the foregoing to be a true and
correct list of the property owners of the hereinbefore described
lots within a 200 foot radius of:

Lots 1 and 2, Block A, except the North
| 8 feet for Highway, Longview Terrace,
_ pte= \\_ an Addition to Wichita, Kansas
JAND

Lot 11, Block A, except the North 21 feet,
Longview Terrace, an Addition to Wichita,
Kansas

AND

Lot 12, Block A, except the North 21 feet,
Longview Terrace, an Addition to
Wichita, Kansas

AND

Lot 13, Block A, Longview Terrace, an
Addition to Wichita, Kansas.

:.,A"VL or W, Block A — Sle, Iei-F

2.t x -
o

PF-KEYS, 1—MENU ,2-BACK ,3-FWD ,4-NEW ID,5-DEED,&-SPEEDX,7-CURR SP,8-
REGE ~BACK ,3-F Ul | S-TEED & 7 P ,a-LAND TYPE

JENSEN, FRANKLIN L. ETUX

PROPERTY ADDRESS
532 S. BELMONT BLL

WICHITA KS &7218 &FOC ~ioe RE

0TS &79-4680-481

_RIRFAX ADD.

Order No: 341965
ns

To Replace Order No: 339962




BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS CASE NO. M

CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS. FILED _//-/4-8Y
PLICATION FOR V
AP TICN FO ARIANCE S

T
Name of Applicant _G. N. Rupe; Scotch and Sirloin, Inc.; Ernest

Mailing Address See sheet attached Phone

Name of Authorized Agentﬁert W. Kaplan

Mailing Address 430 North Market Phone 262-5175
“Wichita, K5 67202

Relationship of applicant to property is that of see attached sheet

(Owner, Tenant, Lessee, Other)
Al pr )t

The variance requested is to reduce the required side yard a.ndifrgng:
e 20 T

yard setbacks ‘ rein-described to zero (0) te-permit—
Pparking i ;Pﬂ.«' “ﬁ‘ﬁ EAe N J mugy-'g, Jrep et a-JQ..r
A A T S, FEE] ;
for property located at ML-Eaatml‘lmwfﬁMwmw g Ft J

and legally described as: Lot 12, except the North 21 feet, and Lots

13 and 14, Block A, Longview Terrace.Mddition Ao Wbt

<, o -&w.;% R

o4 R ke g S e A

S

LA el e L
e

in the City of Wichita; and which is presently zoned "B"
The applicant herein, or his authorized agent, acknowledges:

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

b. That he has been advised of the fee requirements established by
Section 2.12.580 of the Code of the City of Wichita (Ordinance
No. 36-596); and that the appropriate fee is herewith tendered;

That he has been advised of his right to bring action in the
District Court of Sedgwick County to appeal the decision of the
Board.

That all documents are 2ttached hereto as noted in paragraphs 2,
3, 4, and 5 of the instructions.

Applicant

=

Authorized Agen
Robert W. Kapl.

OFFICE USE ONLY: Receive. in Office of Secretary, Board of Zoni g Appeals,
{mm.p.g).), ov S . 19£ Y together with

approp')r ate fee o

Signed




Applican

G. N. Rupe

Scotch and Sirloin, Inc.
{Warr

Ernest H. Doyon

Mailing Address

#3 Linden
Wichita, KS 67206
Phone: 681-0714

3941 East Kellogg
Wichita, KS 67218
Phone: 685-8701

610 Fabrique Street
Wichita, KS 67218
Phone: 685-2954

Relationship
to Property

Owner

Owner
(Lot 12)

Owner
(Lot 14)
Lessee
(Lot 13)




OWNERSHIP LIST

Lot Block Addition

Property Owner

Lot 1, exc. Block A
the North 8'

and Lot 2,

exc. the

North 8'

Addition

Lot 3 exc.
the North
8' and Lot
4 exc. the
North 8°'

Lot 5 exc.
the North 8'

Lot 8, Block A, exc. cocmmencing
at the Southwest Corner Lot 9;
th. Northwesterly 25' on curve
following SW line of Lot 8;

th. Northeasterly in a straight
line to NW/c of Lot 9; th.
South to beginning

Part of Lot 8, Block A, desc. as
Commencing at the Southwest
Corner Lot 9; th. Northwesterly
25' on curve following SW line
of Lot 8; th. Northeasterly

in a straight line to NW/c of
Lot 9; th. South to beginning.

North 21'
Lots 11 & 12

Lot 11 exc.
North 21°'

Sl

Lot 12 exc.
North 21'

Lot 13

Longview Terrace

G. N. Rupe
#3 Linden
Wichita, KS 67206

V//Casa Loma Properties
2891 N. Edwards
Wichita, KS 67204

. G. Pazook
Mary Pau..ne Razook
3915 E. Kellogg
Wichita, KS 67218

James Douglas Bearden
3902 Longview
Wichita, KS 67218

Ed&ar W. Sutherland
Heley M. Sutherland
Address Unknown

Affid
Joe A. Parmele
enate Parmele
3904 Longview
Wichita, KS 67216

Same As Above

Casa Loma Properties
2891 N. Edwards
Wichita, KS 67204

P, Louise Wilson

73910 ew Lane
3218 .

icfiita,
Patricia G. Wilson
31 N..Dellrose
‘i;&cﬁ‘ir:a, KS 67208
WandE\M /ﬁinne
155 N,<Ridgewood
Wiipita. KS 67208

Glen N. Rupe
#3 Linden
Wichita, KS 67206

it of Interest:



Page 2

Addition Property Owner

Longview Terrace Ernest H. Doyon
Addition rj]) 610 Fabrique St.
Wichita, K5 67218

Block F Carl D. Keith
yla Keith
532 S. Quentin
Wichita, KS 67218

Iot 4 & Patrick C. Woodward

North Half b//Mahald S. Woodward

Lot 6 534 S. Quentin
Wichita, KS 67218

South Half Kenyon J. Blunt
Lot 6 Maribeth Blunt
538 S. Quentin
Wichita, KS 67218

Paul M. McFarland
_—~ Joan McFarland

Rt.2

Rose Hill, KS 67133

Lot 3 & Eldridge M. Summers

North Half _~" Rosalie E. Summers

Lot 5 8325 Stoneridge
Wichita, KS 67206

South Half Henry Leben

Lot 5 — Nathan Leben
1030 N. Market
Wichita, K§ 67214

Lots 682 & 683 Fairfax Addition Vera Good Williams
_-531 Crestline
Wichita, KS

Interest in Property:
—Erniz C. Doyon, Jr.

8411 E. Mt. Vernon

Wichita, KS 67207

Lots 684 & 685 ’fyarvin E. Dick
536 5. Bluff
Wichita, KS 6721b

Interest in Property:
_-Mark W. Schuylexr

Erin §. Schuyler

Same Address As Above

South 20' Lot 686 Same As Above (Emma L.
Dick)
North 5 feet Lot 686 —C. Lee Tade
and all Lots 687, 688 Violet M. Tade
& 689 641 S. Terrace
Wichita, KS 67218

Lots 690, 691 & 692 Horst K. Hiller
+1515 Goebel Circle
Wichita, Ks 67207
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Lot Block Addition Property Owner

Lots 693, 694, 695, 696, Fairfax Addition straftford Place,
697 & 698 exc. North 8' a partnership

North 150' of the
West 100' of Lot 1

Block A

Lot 17 exc.
East 5' &
Lot 18 exc.
East 5'

Lot 19

Lot 20 & a 9.9'
wide strip adj.
to & adjoining
Lot 20 on the
South

Lot 36, Lot 37
& the North 1'
of Lot 38

East 50' Lot 38
exc. the North
ll

East 50' of Lot "
39 & the East 50'
of Lot 40 & the
vacated strip
adjacent to Lot 40
on South

Paul V. Dugan
Horst K. Hiller
w/ﬁtephen W. Casey,

partners

Suite 1700

KSB&T Building

125 N. Market
Wichita, KS 67202

Fee's Subdivisi 2. G. Razook
of the Nk of thgnl)
E% of the NW4 of

3915 E. Kellogg
Wichita, KS 67218

26, Twp. 27,
1E

Max Eaton EME Inc.
Addition #1 villes Drive

Wichita, KS 67230

Merriman Park Alan E. Stickley
5th Addition _~-Susan A. Stickley

437 S. Bluff
Wichita, K5 67218

Central Steel
_—Products, Inc.

P.0. Box 1773

Wichita, KS 67201

Scotch & Sirloin, Inc.
3941 E. Kellogg
Wichita, K5 67218

Same As Above

Barry G. Bales

Susan Justice Bales
550 Nims Ave, Apt. 206
Wichita, KS 67203

Robert E. Wells
Cathie A. Wells
Rt. 1

Benton, KS 67017

Richard H. Wells
_—Marilyn R. Wells

1201 N. Armour

Wichita, KS 67206

Same As Above
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Lot Block Addition Property Owner

West 82' of Bluff Merriman Park Central Steel

Lot 38, exc. 5th Addition ——r Productes, Inc.

a strip along l:)P.O. Box 1773

the North Wichita, K5 67201
side thereof,

1' wide; &

the West 82'

of Lots 39 &

40

West 82' Same As Above
adjoining

Lot 40 along
the South
side thereof
vacated off
the North side
of Kellogg
Street, exc.
that portion
condemned for
street

Merriman Park Ronald L. Miller
Addition L~ 2930 Cornelison St.
Wichita, KS 67203

Michael H. Wilson
__-2317 Cardinal Dr.
Wichita, KS 67214

Donald Gene McKasson
160 S. Battin
~— Wichita, KS 67218

We hereby certify the foregoing to be a true and
correct list of the property owners of the hereinbefore described
lots within a 200 foot radius of:

Lots 1 and 2, EXCEPT the North 8 feet for
Highway and all of Lot 13, Block A,
Longview Terrace Addition to Wichita,
Sedgwick County, Kansas

AND
Lot 12 EXCEPT the North 21 feet, Block A,

Longview Terrace, an Addition to Wichita,
Kansas

as shown by the last deed of record on file in the Office of the
Register of Deeds, Sedgwick County, Kansas, on the 25th day of
October, 1984, at 7:00 o'clock A.M.

THE SECURITY ABSTRACT AND TITLE
COMPANY, INC.

“President

Order No: 339962 & 339964
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