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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY DATE

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT March 25, 1982

The Board of Wichita City Commissioners
/+6ni,r,6 I U nant-nr, /4-hi Min:nava

FROM Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

94

L

L

suwmr Proposed Amendments to the Historic Landmark Preservation Ordinance (DR 82-10)

Background

As previously directed by the Wichita Board of City Commissioners, the
Historic Landmark Preservation Committee (HLPC) has undertaken review
of the Landmark Ordinance. The first item taken under consideration was

**0· Section 2.12.1023 which establishes the procedure for handling requests*ar for certificates of appropriateness. This section received priority
445>.4.%3vt, because it is unnecessarily time consuming and cumbersome.

Currently, every certificate of appropriateness, no matter how minor
(i.e., a porch repair, patching a roof), should be reviewed by the full
committee for recominendation of approval or denial and then must be
placed on the City Clerk's agenda for approval or denial by the Board
of City Commissioners. This process can take up to approximately
thirty-eight (38) days. This can cause great inconvenience for the
applicant.

Proposal

It is suggested that a new procedure be followed. First, a designG'*t
review subcommittee has been established by the Historic.Landmark Preser-
vation Committee to work closely with the preservation staff in the '

·.fir:i, certificate of appropri ateness review process. The advantages being
that they can meet more often than the full committee, if necessary,
and they can devote the time and attention requi red for a proper

4*WI · certificate of appropriateness review procedure.
%5082:
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€Second, it ik reboihitended thif a'distinction should be made concerning 9
' the magnitude of the proposed project for which the request for a

certificate of appropriateness has been made. Projects which would
have little, if any, negative impact would be classified as minor. f
Projects of greater magnitude would be deemed major. ·AThe preservation
staff in consultation with the design review subcommittee shall make
the determination as to whether a project is major or minor in
accordance with definitions and guidelines to be included in the ordi-
nance.

, Major projects Would be handled in much the same way all certificates
of appropriateness are now handled. They would still be reviewed by : rpt.,
the full landmark committee and approved or denied by the Board of ..*City Commissioners. 'rhe only change being that they would receive '
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a preliminary review by the design review subcommittee. The design
review subcommittee would then present the request for a certificate
of appropriateness with recommendations to the committee to approve
or deny the request.

Rilinor projects'would be handled differently. Minor projects would be
reviewed by the preservation staff in consultation with the design
review subcon,nittee. If approved, the preservation staff would then.; 1
issue the certificate of appropriateness. This would greatly reduce
the time needed to process minor projects. Ifidenied the applicant .,3.
has the right to appeal to the full committee at their next regulars:
meeting..

Concurrently, an amendment to Section 2.12.1016 is being proposed.
lt is presently devoted to the definition of "Historic Landmark".
It is recommended that 2.12.1016 be changed to a section devoted top
the definitions of terms used in the ordinance, similar to Section

28.04.020 of the Zoning Ordinance. The attached proposed amend-
ment to Section 2.12.1016 is by no means complete. What it includes
are those definitions pertinent to the proposed changes in the
procedure for reviewing certificates of appropriateness. As the
ordinance review progresses, more definitions will be added.

On March 1, 1982, the Historic Landmark Preservation Corimittee took
action to recommend that the Board of City Commissioners adopt the
proposed amendments to Sections 2.12.1016 and 2.12.1023 of the
Landmark Ordinance.

Both proposed amendments have been reviewed and approved as to form ttls
by John Dekker, Director of Law.

Recommendation

It is recommended that the attached ordinance be placed on the first
reading.

'' Robert A. Lakin

Director of Planning

RAL:MJM:jps
Attachment
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Delineated Copy:
(Additions underlined, deletions marked threugh)

ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING SECTION 2.12.1016 AND SECTION

2.12.1023 OF THE CODE OF THE CITY OF WICHITA

DEFINING TERMS USED IN THE ORDINANCE AND ESTABLISHING

A NEW PROCEDURE FOR HANDLING THE CERTIFICATE OF

APPROPRIATENESS REVIEW PROCESS AND REPEALING AMENDED

SECTIONS 2.12.1016 AND 2.12.1023.

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE CITY

OF WICHITA, KANSAS.

SECTION 1. Section 2·.12.1016 of the Code of the City

of Wichita is hereby amended to read -as follows:

2.12.1016 - Histerie-bandmark---Befined: Def initions.

As used in the ordinance codified in Sections 2'. 12.1015

through 2.12.1025, the-term-lthisterie-landmarklt-means

any-building;-structures;-iand;-areas;-districts-er

certain-interiers-e£-histerieaay-architectural:7

arehaeeketieal=7-er-ealtaraa-impertanee-er-value-whieh

the-beard-ef-eity-eematissieners-determines-sha&3:-be

preteetedrenhanced-and-preserved-*n-the-interest

ef-the-culture;-presperity;-education-and-welfare

ef-the-peer*e:--terd:-Ne:-85-9&27-+Part:t:+ certain

terms and words are hereby defined as follows:

Design Reveiw Subcommittee - A subcommittee of three

voting members with one alternate to be appointed by

the committee for the purpose of reviewing certificates

of appropriateness. The design review subcommittee

shall work closely and informally with the preservation

staff for the purpose of:

/9

l
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1. Developing and recommending to the committee

criteria, guidelines and procedures for the

certificate of appropriateness process;

L Determining if a proiect submitted for certifi-

cate of appropriateness review is either maior

·4% or minor; and

3. Review, report and recommend action to the com-

mittee on requests for certificate of appropriate-

ness for all major proiects. The design review
€31

subcommittee shall follow the guidelines adopted

by the committee for certificate of Appropriat€A

ness review. If the subcommittee ·recoanerds

denial of a certificate of appropriateness, it

shall accon\pany such a denial with a written 73

explanation detailing why the request should be

denied.

Historic Landmark - Any building, structures, interiors,

42,84$:P

land, areas, or districts of historical, architectural,

archaeological, or cultural importance or value, which

the board of city commissioners determines shall be

protected, enhanced and preserved in the interest of

the culture, prosperity, educati6n and welfare of the

people.

Major and Minor Projects - For the purpose of the

certificate of appropriateness review procedure pro-

posed work involving an historic landmark for which a

building permit is required shall be classified as

maior or minor. Maior projects include:
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1. Proiects requiring a permit on a National or

State Register landmark or in a National or

State Landmark District, unless deemed minor by

the design review subcommittee.

2. The following types of projects requiring a permit

on local landmarks:

a) Structural renovation/alteration of or visually

significant changes in material of exterior walls of

of principal structures.

b) Additions to principal structures

££ Additional principal structures

21 Accessory structures

e) Alteraticns requiring a permit on a designated

interior.
5%1 4

f)_ Demolition or moving projects

?But

L projects requiring permits within historic districts

that may effect the overall visual or functional

character of the district such as:

a) Renovations and alterations undertaken to

accommodate a change in the general use of

the property.

W Demolition and moving projects

4. Any proiects deemed maior by any subcommittee member.

ret.1
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Minor Proiects include all projects requiring per-

mits on historic landmarks and in historic districts

other thAn those identified as a major prolect.

34494%. 1/ Preservation Staff - Personnel assigned to provide

staff services for the Historic Landmark Preservation

Committee.

SECTION 2. Section 2.12.1023 of the Code of the City

of Wichita is hereby amended to read as follows:

2.12.1023 Certificate of Appropriateness Review:

(a) No building permit for proposed work to the-exterier

ef a designated historic landmark subdistkie€-er

a-speeifieail-Y-designated-interie,-landmark shall

be issued to any applicant, by the Central inspection

division unless the an application for a certifi-

cate of appropriateness has first been reviewed

and approved by either the preservation staff,

the landmark committee and-a-certificate-ef-appre-

priateness-has-been-issued-by and/or the board of

city commissioners. The purpose of the certifi-

'1/7cate of appropriateness review is to determine

whether the proposed work is of a nature which

will adversely affect any historical, architectural,

archaeological or cultural feature of a historic

ky

landmark, and whether such work is appropriate

and consistent with the spirit and intent of the

ordinance codified in Sections 2.12.1015 through

2.12.1025.

(b) When applying for seek a permit certificate of

appropriateness, the applicant shall ferward-twe

eepies-eF-all--detail:ed provide plans, elevatiens;

perspeetives; specifications and or other deeaments

4..2.-Lpt ·
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documentation pertaining to the work as required

by the preservation staff, te-the-eentrak-inspeetien

divisienT-whe-shal=3:-ferward-saeh-appaieatien-€e

the-eemmittee-ehairpersen-within-five-days-ef

receipt-thereef:--Any-appheant-may-fequest:-a

meeting-with-the-eemmitteelbefere-submitting-an

applieatien; When requesting a certificate of

appropriateness, the applicant is encouraged

to have a preliminary conference with the preserva-

tion staff and may consult with the preservation

staff and the committee during the review of the

permit-applieatien certificate of appropriateness

request.

te; Upen-Eeview-e£-the-appl:ieatie#-the-eemmittee-shall

dete]Emine-whetheE-the-ppepesed-weEk-:16-el-a-Ratafe

whieh-wil-&-adveisety-affeet-any-histefieal:7

afehiteetam:al:,·-afehaeelegieal:-ef-elai:tapal:-#eatiate

ef-the-histefie-landmaikT-and-whetheE:-sweh-weEk-46

·appierviate-and-eeneistent-with-the-Spifie-and

imt:ent-e£-the-efainanee-eedified-in-Seetiens

2.&2.&01:§-threugh-27&2,1-026.--*ti-shaki-Feeemmend

appieval-ef-disappEeval-te-the-beaffi-ef-eity-eem- . W

missiemers-within-*hifty-days-ef-feeeipt:-e#-the

applieati:en:--Bren-feeeipt-ef-the-eemmitteels

feeemmendatien;-the-beaEd-ef-eity-eemmissienefs

shak&-denY;-with-ef-witheat-ppejadiee;-ef-appieve

and-issue-thfeagh#ke-eity-ekerk-a-eeptifi:eate

e€-appferfiateness-and-fer·ward-sweh-aetien-te-the

eential:-imepeeti:en-divisieR-ef-the-depaftment-ef

heasing-and-eeenemie-devejepment-depaftment-within

ten-days=·--Phe-eentrai-inspeetien-di:visten-sha&*

immediately-netify-the-apptieant-ef-the-bear·d-ef

eity-eemmiesteMers-aeeieh:

N , ,¢f
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CM_ After receiving and reviewing the completed
7

application and all required documentation, the

preservation staff, shall, in consultation with

the design review subcommittee, make the deter-

mination as to whether the proposed work constitutes -t?

a major or minor project.

CO_ Certificates of appropriateness for maior proiects

shall receive preliminary review by the design

review subcommittee.. .The subcommittee shall then

report and make a recommendation to the committee.

The committee shall review the application and

recommend approval or disapproval to the board

of city commissioners Within thirty days of the

receipt of the application. Upon receipt of the

committee's recommendation, the board of city

commissioners shall deny, with or Uithout'prejudice,

or approve and issue through the city clerk a

certificate of appropriateness and forward such

action to the central inspection division within

ten days. The preservation staff shall immediately

notify the applicant of the board of city commissioners

action.

122 Certificates of appropriateness for minor projects

shall be reviewed and approved or denied by the

preservation staff in consultation with the design

review subcommittee. If approved, the preservation

staff shall issue the certificate of appropriate-

ness and notify the central inspection division.

-(dt (f) If no action has been taken by the preservation

staff, the committee and/or the board of city

commissioners within forty-five days er-eriginal

J
4 4
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receipt-ef-an-appifeatien-by-the-eentrab-inspeetien

divisien for major prolects and within fifteen days

for minor proiects, after receipt of the completed

application, the building permit shall be issued

by the central inspection division.

111. Appeals - Any applicant wishing to appeal a denial

for a certificate of appropriateness may appeal to

the next higher authority. The order of the appeal

procedure shall be 1) the preservation staff, 2)

the design review subcommittee, 3) the historic

landmark preservation committee, and 4) the board

of city commissioners.

iel- Ch) No change shall be made in the application for any

building permit after issuance of a certificate

of appropriateness without resubmittal Ze-the-eem-

mittee and approval thereof in the · same manner as

provided above.

46+ (i) After a decision is reached by the board of city
440. rcommissioners denying with prejudice an application

for certificate of appropriateness, a resubmittal

of application will not be accepted for additional

hearing within a twelve-month period from the date

of final decision except upon written request by

the applicant indicating the incorporation of

changes in plans and spe.ifications to the original

application as recommended by the committee. Denial

of a certificate of appropriateness without

prejudice permits reapplication immediately. (Ord.

No. 35-912, (part); Ord. No. 33-790 (part).)

2%4
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4gt (j) In the event the staff assigned to the committee

certifies to the city manager that the committee

and/or its chairman are unable in a timely fashion

(through lack of a quorum or otherwise) to process

the certificates of appropriateness for major
L- projects, then the board of city commissioners

are hereby empowered to act ·upon written recommendation

of the preservation staff without the review

procedure set forth above.

SECTION 3. Sections 2.12.'1016 and 2.12.1023 of the

City Code are hereby repealed.

SECTION 4. That this Ordinance shall take effect and

be in force from and after its adoption and publication in the

official City paper.

ADOPTED AT WICHITA, KANSAS

Mayor

.Nf'TEST:

(SEAL) City Clerk

Approved as to form City Attorney



*liwit€I'. 9 b

0

ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING SECTION 2.12.1016 AND SECTION

2.12.1023 OF THE CODE OF THE CITY OF WICHITA

DEFINING TERMS USED IN THE ORDINANCE AND ESTABLISHING
r

A NEW PROCEDURE FOR HANDLING THE CERTIFICATE OF

APPROPRIATENESS REVIEW PROCESS AND REPEALING AMENDED

SECTIONS 2.12.1016 AND 2.12.1023.

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE CITY

OF WICHITA, KANSAS.

SECTION 1. Section 2.12.1016 of the Code of the City

of Wichita is hereby amended to read as follows:

2.12.1016 - Definitions. As used in the ordinance

codified in Sections 2.12.1015 through 2.12.1025,
certain terms and words are hereby defined as follows:

Design Review Subcommittee - A subcommittee of three

voting members with one alternate to be appointed by

the committee for the purpose of reviewing certificates

of appropriateness. The design review subcommittee

shall work closely and informally with the preservation

staff for the purpose of:

1. Developing and recommending to the committee

criteria, guidelines and procedures for the

certificate of appropriateness process;

2. Determining if a project submitted for certifi-

cate of appropriateness review is either major

or minbr; and

44

A
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3.. Review,· report and recommend action to the com-

.mittee on requests .for certificate of appropriate-

ness for all major projects. The design review

subcommittee shall follow the guidelines adopted

in·k by the committee for certificate of appropriate-

ness review. If the subcommittee recommends

denial of a certificate of appropriateness, it

1 ' 4,4
shall accompany such a denial with a written

explanation detailing why the request should be

47
denied.

Historic Landmark - Any buildings, structures, interiors,

land, areas, or districts of historical, architectural,

archaeological, or cultural importance or value, which

the board of city commissioners determines shall be

protected, enhanced and preserved in the interest of

the culture, prosperity, education and welfare of the

people.

Maior and Minor proiects - For the purpose of the
j certificate of appropriateness review procedure pro-

posed work involving an historic landmark for which a

building permit is required shall be classified as

major or minor. Major projects include:

1. Projects requiring a permit on a National or

State Register landmark or in a National or

State Landmark District, unless deemed minor by

the design review subcommittee.

1%1.

2. The following types of projects requiring a permit

on local landmarks:

4%149

t
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a) Structural renovation/alteration of or visually
significant changes in material of exterior walls of
of principal structtes.

%54

b) Additions to principal structures

c) Additional principal structures
i

d) Accessory. structures

·4€34y2

e) Alterations requiring a permit on a designated
interior.

A

f) Demolition or moving projects

3. Projects requiring permits within historic districts
that may effect the overall visual or functional
character of the district such ast

a) Renovations and alterations undertaken to
accommodate a change in the general use of
the property.

b) Demolition and moving projects

4. Any projects deemed major by any subcommittee member.

Minor Projects include all projects requiring permits
on historic landmarks and historic districts other
than those identified as a major project.

Preservation Staff - Personnel assigned to provide staff
services for the Historic Landmark preservation Committee.

4

r.

i

y.,Sit'· i



tf

2 4%#

Page Four

0

SECTION 2. Section 2.12.1023 of the Code of the City
of Wichita is hereby amended to read as follows:

2.12.1023 Certificate of Appropriateness Review:
'4] 1 (a) No building permit for proposed work to a desig-

nated historic landmark shall be issued to any
applicant by the central inspection division

i unless an application for a certificate of
appropriateness has first been reviewed and

approved by either the preservation staff, the
landmark committee and/or the board of city

commissioners. The purpose of the certificateY!
of appropriateness review is to determine

whether the proposed work is of a nature which

will adversely affect any historical, architectural,
archaeological or cultural feature of a historic

landmark, and whether such work is appropriate

and consistent with the spirit and intent of the

ordinance codified in Sections 2.12.1015 through
2.12.1025.

j

lb) When applying for a certificate of appropriateness,

the applicant shall provide plans, specifications
or other documentation pertaining to the work as

required by the preservation staff. When requesting
a certificate of appropriateness, the applicant is
encouraged to have a preliminary conference with

the preservation staff and may consult with the
Cpreservation staff and the committee during the

review of the certificate of appropriateness request.

(C) After receiving and reviewing the completed

application and all required documentation, the
preservation staff, shall, in consultation with
the design review subcommittee, make the deter-

tel

11 *I: .1
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mination A to whether the proposed work constitutes
a major or minor project.

(d) Certificates of appropriateness for major projects
shall receive preliminary review by the design
review subcommittee. The subcommittee shall then

report and make a recommendation to the committee.
The committee shall review the application and
recommend approval or disapproval to the board
of city commissioners within thirty days of the

k J

receipt of the application. Upon receipt of the
committee's recommendation, the board of city

commissioners·shall deny, with or without prejudice,4*i
or approve and issue through the city clerk a
certificate of appropriateness and forward such
action to the central inspection division within

ten days. The preservation staff shall immediately
notify the applicant of the bgard of city commissioners
action.

44(,

le) Certificates of appropriateness for minor projects
shall be reviewed and approved or denied by the

preservation staff in consultation with the design

review subcommittee. If approved, the preservation
staff shall issue the certificate of appropriate-

ness and notify the central inspection division.

(f) If no action has been taken by the preservation
staff, the committee and/or the board of city

commissioners within forty-five days for major
projects and within fifteen days for minor pro-
jects, after receipt of the completed 'application,
the building permit shall be issued by the central
inspection division.

Ir

4
r
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(g) Appeals - Any applicant wishing to appeal a denial

for a certificate of appropriateness may appeal to

the next higher authority. The order of the appeal

procedure shall be 1)·the preservation staff,

2) the design review subdommittee, 3) the historic

landmark preservation committee, and 4) the board

of city commissioners.

(h) No change shall be made in the application for any

i building permit after issuance of a certificate

of appropriateness without resubmittal and approval

thereof in the same manner as provided above.

(i) After a decisiori is reached by the board of city

commissioners denying with prejudice an application

for certificate of appropriateness, a resubmittal

of application will not be accepted for additional

hearing within a twelve-month period from the date

of final decision except upon written request by

the applicant indicating the incorporation of

changes in plans and specifications to the original

application as recommended by the committee. Denial , Af i.·t
of a certificate of appropriateness without prejudice

permits reapplication immediately. Cord. No. 35-912,

(part) ; Ord. No. 33-790 (part) .)

15) In the event the staff assigned to the committee

certifies to the city manager that the committee

and/or its chairman are unable in a timely fashion
k

(through lack of quorum or otherwise) to process

the certificates of appropriateness for major

projects, then the Board of city commissioners

are hereby empowered to act upon written recom-

mendation of the preservation staff without the ieview

k
procedure set forth above.•

.f;§: 1.·R,6
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SECTION 3. Sections.2.12.1016 and 2.12.1023 of the

'
City Code are hereby repealed.

SECTION 4. That this Ordinance shall take effect and

be in force from and after its adoptioR and publication in the

official City paper.

ADOPTED AT WICHITA, KANSAS

Mayor

ATTEST:

»1: i

(SEAL) City Clerk

Approved.as to form: City Attorney

i

r
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··«©,0,4 The Board of Wichita City Comissioners
(through E. H. Denton, City Manager)

FROM Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

' SUBJECT Proposed Amendments to the Historic Landmark Preservation Ordinance

.In
Background

As previously directed by the Wichita Board of City Commissioners, the

Historic Landmark Preservation Committee (HLPC) has undertaken review , of the Landmark Ordinance. The first item taken under consideration was
Section 2.12.1023 which establishes the procedure for handling requests
for certificates of appropriateness. This section received priority
because it is unnecessarily time consuming and cumbersome.

Afedftl

90123©-1 Currently, every certificate of appropriateness, no matter how minor
*mM (i.e., a porch repair, patching a roof), should be reviewed by the full

committee for recommendation of approval or denial and then must be
placed on the City Clerk's agenda for approval or denial·by the Board
of City Commissioners. This process can take up to approximately
thirty-eight (38) days. This can cause great inconvenience forthe
applicant.

Proposal

It is suggested that a new procedure be followed. First, a design
review subcommittee has been established by the Historic Landmark Preser-
vation Committee to work closely with the preservation staff in the
certificate of appropriateness review process. .The advantages being
that they can meet more often than the full committee, if necessary,
and they can devote the time and attention required for a proper
certificate of appropriateness review procedure.

»1*

rbi-»A > -
MIA

Second, it is recommerded that a distinction should be made concerning
the magnitude of the proposed project for which the request for a
certificate of appropriateness has been made. Projects which would
have little, if any, negative impact would be classified as minor.
Projects of greater magnitude would be deemed major. The preservation
staff in consultation with the design review subcommittee shall make
the determination as to whether a project is major or minor in
accordance with definitions and guidelines to be included in the ordi-
nance.

Major projects would be handled in much the same way all certificates
of appropriateness are now handled. They would still be reviewed by
the ful.1 landmark cominittee and approved or denied by the Board of
City Commissioners. The only change being that they would receive

a.... $
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The Board of Wichita City Commissioners · . (through E. H. Denton, City Manager)
March 25, 1982
Page Two

a preliminary review by the design review subcommittee. The design
review subcommittee would then present the request for a certificate
of appropriateness with recommendations to the committee to approve
or deny the request.

Minor projects would be handled differently. Minor projects would be
reviewed by the preservation staff in consultation with the design
review subcom.mittee. If approved, the preservation staff would then
issue the certificate of appropriateness. This would greatly reduce
the time needed to process minor projects. If denied the applicant
has the right to appeal to the full committee at their next regular
meeting.

letty.

Concurrently, an amendment to Section 2.12.1016 is being proposed.
It is presently devoted to the definition of "Historic Landmark".
It is recommended that 2.12.1016 be changed to a section devoted to
the definitions of terms used in the ordinance, similar to Section
28.04.020 of the Zoning Ordinance. The attached proposed amend--
ment to Section 2.12.1016 is by no means complete. What it includes
are those definitions pertinent to the proposed changes in the
procedure for reviewing certi ficates of appropriateness. As the
ordinance review progresses, more definitions will be added.

On March 1, 1982, the Historic Landmark Preservation Committee took
action to recommend that the Board of City Commissioners adopt the
proposed amendments to Sections 2.12.1016 and 2.12.1023 of the
Landmark Ordinance.

Both proposed amendments have been reviewed and approved as to form
by John Dekker, Director of Law.

Recommendation

It is recommended that the attached ordinance be placed on the first
reading.

/0374.E
Robert A. Lakin

Director of Planning

RAL:MJM:jps
Attachment
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Delineated Copy:
(Additions undered, deletions marked th/h)

ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING SECTION 2.12.1016 AND SECTION

2.12.1023 OF THE CODE OF THE CITY OF WICHITA

DEFINING TERMS USED IN THE ORDINANCE AND ESTABLISHING

A NEW PROCEDURE FOR HANDLING THE CERTIFICATE OF

ti./
APPROPRIATENESS REVIEW PROCESS AND REPEALING AMENDED

SECTIONS 2.12.1016 AND 2.12.1023.

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE CITY

OF WICHITA, KANSAS.

SECTION 1. Section 2.12.1016 of the Code of the City

of Wichita is hereby amended to read *as follows:

2.12.1016 -Histerie-bandmark---Be fined: Definitions.

As used in the ordinance codified in Sections i.12.1015

through 2.12. 1.025, the-te™.lihisterii:e-&andmarkll-means

any-buil:ding;-straetaresy-1:and;-areas;-d*striets-ef
-fy>R

certain-interiers-ef-histeriea&;-arehiteetara&7

arehaeelegieai:7-er-eakarai-*mpertanee-er-valae-whieh
er:ft4jr:

the-beard-ef-eity-eemmiss&eners-determines-shatl-be

5 6/
preteeted;-enhanced-and-preserved-in-the-interest

94 ef-the-ea*tere;-prosperity;-edeeatiert-and-wetfare

ef-the-peerfte:--ferd:·-Ne:-85-9&27-+part+:+ certain

terms and words are hereby defined as follows:

Design Reveiw Subcommittee - A subcommittee of three

voting members with one alternate to be appointed by

the committee for the purpose of reviewing certificates

of appropriateness. The design review subcommittee

shall work closely and informally with the preservation

staff for the purpose cr:
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1. Developing and recommending to the committee

criteria, qui .elines and procedures for the

certificate of appropriateness process;

2.. Determining if a project submitted for certifi-

cate of appropriateness review is either maior

or minor; and

3... Review, report and recornmend action to the com-

mittee on requests for certificate of appropriate-

ness for all maior proiects. The design review

subcommittee shall follow the guidelines adopted

:*3 f...1229 ·' by the committee for certificate of appropriate-

ness review. If the subcommittee recommends

1734
denial of a certificate of appropriateness, it

1

shall accompany such a denial with a written

explanation detailing why the request should be

denied.

Historic Landmark - Any building, structures, interiors,

land, areas, or districts of historical, architectural,

archaeological, or cultural importance or value, which

the board of city commissioners determines shall be

:
protected, enhanced and preserved in the interest of

the culture, prosperity, educati6n and welfare of the

people.
L .4,·

A

Major and Minor Projects - For the purpose of the

certificate of appropriateness review procedure pro-

posed work involving an historic landmark for which a

building permit is required shall be classified as

major or minor. Maior projects include:

to

4 ;

I.
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1.. proiects requiring a permit on a National or

State Register landmark or in a National or

State Landmark District, unless deemed minor by

the design review subcommittee.

L The following types of proiects· requiring a permit

on local landmarks:

a)- Structural renovation/alteration of or visually

significant changes in material of exterior ·walls of

of principal structures.

Dt: b). Additions to principal structures

k

££ Additional principal structures

21 Accessory structures

e) Alterations requiring a permit on a designated

interior.

€4

f) Demolition or moving projects

3. Proiects requiring permits within historic districts

that may effect the overall visual or functional

character of the district such as:

81 Renovations and alterations undertaken tc

accommodate a change in the general use of

the property.

b) Demolition and moving proiects

4. Any proiects deemed major by any subcommittee member. J

16%3
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Minor Projects include all projects requiring per-

mits on historic landmarks and in historic distr.icts

other than those identified as a maior project.

Preservation Staff - Personnel assigned to provide

staff services for the Historic Landmark Preservation

Committee.

6% SECTION 2. Section 2.12.1023 of the Code of the City

of Wichita is hereby amended to read as follows:

2.12.1023 Certificate of Appropriateness Review:

(a) No building permit for proposed work to the-exterier

ef a designated historic landmark subdist-:fet-er

a-speeifiea*ky-designated-intefier-fandmark shall

be issued to any applicant. by the central inspection

division unless the an application for a certifi-

cate of appropriateness has first been reviewed

and approved by either the preservation staff,

the landmark committee and-a-certificate-ef-appre-

priateness-has-been-issued-by and/or the board of

city commissioners. The purpose of the certifi-

cate of appropriateness review is to determine

whether the proposed work is of a nature which

will adversely affect any historical, architectural,

archaeological or cultural feature of a historic

landmark, and whether such work is appropriate

and consistent with the spirit and intent of the

ordinance codified in Sections 2.12.1015 through

2.12.1025.

(b) When applying for saeh a permit certificate of

appropriateness, the applicant shall ferward-twe

eepies-el-al*-deta**ed provide plans, etevat:*ens;

perspectives; specifications and or other deeuments

L

i
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Elt

documentation pertaining to the work as required

by the preservation staff, te-the-eentrak-inspeetien

divisien;-whe-shati--forward-sueh-appfieatien-€e

the-eemmittee-ehairpersen-within-fi:ve-days-ef

receipt-thereef:--Any-app&*eant-may-fequest-a

meeting-with-the-eemmitteelbefere-submitting-an

applieatienT When requesting a certificate of

appropriateness, the applicant is encouraged

to have a preliminary conference with the preserva-

tion staff and may consult with the preservation

staff and the committee during the review of the

permit-applieatien certificate of appropriateness

request.

fet WpeR-feview-ef-the-applieatieR;-the-eemmittee-shal:4

deteimine-whetheE-the-pE:epesed-weE:k-46-ef-a-Bat=afe

whieh-will:-advefeely-affeet-any-kiste/ieal-7

aiehiteetwfal-7-afelqaee&egieal-ef-eal:taial-featiwie

ef-the-histefie-landmaiky-and-whethef-saeh-weE:k-=16

·appEepriate-and-eeneist:ent-with-the-spifit-and

intent-el-the-eE:dimanee-eedified-in-Seeti-ens

2424*&-tiNFeugh-2771·026-76-sha11-Neeemmend

appE:evam-ef-disapppevaa-te-the-]Beaf€1-el-eity-eem-

missieneps-within-thipty-days-ef-feeeipt-ef-the

applieatien:--Upen-Feeeipt-el-the-eemmitteels

feeemmendatieh;-the-beard-ef-eity-eemmissieners

shall=-deny,-with-eE-witheati-piejudiee;-ef-appE:eve

and-ieswe-thE:eugh#e-eity-eler]€-a-eeftifieat=e

ef-apprepfiateaess-and-ferwafd-sueh-aetien-te-the

eentpal:-inspect:ien-divisieR-ef-the-depaftmemt-ef

heasing-and-eeenemie-develepment-department-within

tien-days:--Phe-central-inspee€ien-divi:si:en-slgatt

immediateky-netify-the-appl-ieants-ef-€he-beard-ef

eity-eemmissiehers-aetien:

-'

At.&, -
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121 After receiving and reviewing the completed

application and all required documentation, the

preservation staff, shall., in consultation with

the design review subcommittee, make the deter-

mination as to whether the proposed work constitutes

a major or minor project.

_Ell_ Certificates of appropriateness for maior proiects
shall receive preliminary review by the design

review subcommittee...The subcommittee shall then

report and make a redommendation to the committee.
T .41 3

The committee shall review the application and

recommend approval or disapproval to the board

of city commissioners Within thirty days of the

receipt of the application. Upon receipt of the

committee's recommendation, the board of city

commissioners shall deny, with or Without'preiudice,

or approve and issue through the city clerk a

certificate of appropriateness and forward such

action to the central inspection division within

ten days. The preservation staff shall immediately

notify the applicant of the board of city commissioners

act-kE

-fU- Certificates of appropriateness for minor projects
shall be reviewed and approved or denied by the

¢2 preservation staff in consultation with the design

review subcommittee. If approved, the preservation

staff shall issue the certificate of appropriate-

ness and notify the central inspection division.

-(dt (f) If no action has been taken by the preservation
staff, the committee and/or the board of city

commissioners within forty-five days ef-erigina*

fri' ·

519·*t

Nfi
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receipt-65-an-app&*eatien-by-the-eentrak-*napeettien

divisien for major projects and within fifteen days

for minor proiects, after receipt of the completed

application, the building permit shall be issued

by the central inspection division.

121_ Appeals - Any applicant wishing to appeal a denial

for a certificate of appropriateness may appeal to

the next higher authority. The order of the appeal

procedure shall be 1) the preservation staff, 2)

the design review subcommittee, 3) the historic

landmark preservation committee, and 4) the board

of city commissioners.

4%@Zh
iet (h) No change shall be made in the application for any

building permit after issuance of a certificate

of appropriateness without resubmi€tal te-the-eem-

mittee and approval thereo f in the · same manner as

provided above.

46+ (i) After a decision is reached by the board of city

commissioners denying with prejudice an application

for certificate of appropriateness, a resubmittal

of application will not be accepted for additional

hearing within a twelve-month period from the date

of final decision except upon written request by

the applicant indicating the incorporation of
i changes in plans and specifications to the original 5

application as recommended by the committee. Denial.

of a certificate of appropriateness without

prejudice permits reapplication immediately. (Ord.

No. 35-912, (part); Ord. No. 33-790 (part).)

hal 71

*,1179?9»

:1*. 27.9, .



le)/ -..*I#%,./
-4

-8-

0 0

45+ (j) In the event the staff assigned to the committee

certifies to the city manager that the committee

and/or its chairman are unable in a time]y fashion

(through lack of a quorum or otherwise) to process

the certificates of appropriateness for major

projects, then the board of city commissioners

are hereby empowered to act ·upon written recommendation

of the preservation staff without the review

procedure set forth above.

SECTION 3. Sections 2.12.1016 and 2.12.1023 of the

City Code are hereby repealed.

SECTION 4. That this Ordinance shall take effect and 2 1

be in force from and after its adoption and publication in the

official City paper.

ADOPTED AT WICHITA, KANSAS

Mayor

.NTTEST:

.Uk 2.
%4-as··'

(SEAL) City Clerk

Approved as to form City Attorney

f.*



WICWITA-SEDGWICK (UNTY - DATE

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT February 16, 1982'

TO John Dekker, Director of Law

FROM Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

BUBJECT Proposed Amendments to the Historic Landmark Preservation
Ordinance

Please find attached the original and five copies of a proposed
ordinance amending Section 2.12.1016 and 2.12.1023 of the Code
of the City of Wichita. These sections relate to what is
commonly referred to as the Historic Landmark Preservation
Ordinance. The attached amendments have been reviewed by
Hub Kuhn and approved by the Historic Landmark Preservation
Committee.

We are submitting these for your review and approval as to
form.

Robert A. Lakin

Director of Planning

RAL:MJM: jps
Attachments

cc: Hub Kuhn, Planning Department Counsel
Jack Galbraith, Chief Planner, Current Plans
Sam Mobley, Building Code Administrator
James Guy, 1116 Bitting, Wichita, 67203

9
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ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING SECTION 2.12.1016 AND SECTION

2.12.1023 OF THE CODE OF THE CITY OF WICHITA

: I 44'.92,-

44€6:

DEFINING TERMS USED IN THE ORDINANCE AND ESTABLISHING

A NEW PROCEDURE FOR HANDLING THE CERTIFICATE OF

APPROPRIATENESS REVIEW PROCESS AND REPEALING AMENDED

SECTIONS 2.12.1016 AND 2.12.1023.

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE CITY

OF WICHITA, KANSAS.

SECTION 1. Section 2.12.1016 of the Code of the City

of Wichita is hereby amended to read as follows:

2.12.1016 - Definitions. As used in the ordinance

codified in Sections 2.12.1015 through 2.12.1025,

certain terms and words are hereby defined as follows:

Design Review Subcommittee - A subcommittee of three

voting members with one alternate to be appointed by

the committee for the purpose of reviewing certificates

of appropriateness. The design review subcommittee

shall work closely and informally with the preservation

staff for the purpose of:

1. Developing and recommending to the. committee

criteria, guidelines and procedures for the

certificate of appropriateness process;

2. Determining if a project submitted for certifi-

L

cate of appropriateness review is either major

or minor; and

7-9,1/
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3. Review, report and recommend action to the com-

mittee on requests for certificate of appropriate-

rt nessfor all major projects. The design review

subcommittee shall follow the guidelines adopted

by the committee for certificate of appropriate-

ness review. If the subcommittee recommends

denial of a certificate of appropriateness, it

shall accompany such a denial with a written

explanation detailing why the request should be
W.Ar

denied.

Historic Landmark - Any buildings, structures, interiors,

land, areas, or districts of historical, architectural,

archaeological, or cultural importance or value, which

the board of city commissioners determines shall be

protected, enhanced and preserved in the interest of

the culture, prosperity, education and welfare of the

people.

/04

Major and Minor Proi6cts - For the purpose of the

certificate of appropriateness review procedure pro-

posed work involving an historic landmark for which a

building permit is required shall be classified as

major or minor. Major projects include:

1. Projects requiring a permit on a National or

State Register landmark or in a National or

State Landmark District, unless deemed minor by

the design review subcommittee.

2. The following types of projects requiring a permit

on local landmarks:

p

I
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a) Structural renovation/alteration of or visually #Flk

significant changes in material of exterior walls of

of principal structures.

b) Additions to principal structures

c) Additional principal structures

d) Accessory structures

e) Alterations requiring a permit on a designated

interior.

f) Demolition or moving projects

3. Projects requiring permits within historic districts

that may effect the overall visual or functional
:'4% T

character of the district such as:

a) Renovations and alterations undertaken to

accommodate a change in the general use of

the property.

b) Demolition and moving projects

4. Any projects deemed major by any subcommittee member.

Minor Projects include all projects requiring permits

on historic landmarks and historic districts other

- than those identified as a major project.

Preservation Staff - Personnel assigned to provide staff

services for the Historic Landmark Preservation Committee.

tii .-

. 6
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SECTION 2. Section 2.12.1023 of the Code of the City

of Wichita is hereby amended to read as follows:

4,

%42 9 · 2.12.1023 Certificate of Appropriatehess Review: Ff* 4
(a) No building permit for proposed work to a desig-

nated historic landmark shall be issued to any

-- j applicant by the central inspection division

unless an application for a certificate of

appropriateness has first been reviewed and

approved by either the preservation staff, the

landmark committee and/or the board of city

commissioners. The purpose of the certificate

of appropriateness review is to determine

whether the proposed work is of a nature which

will adversely affect any historical, architectural,

archaeological or cultural feature of a historic

landmark, and whether such work is appropriate i

and consistent with the spirit and intent of the

ordinance codified in Sections 2.12.1015 through

2.12.1025.

89·7*9'Wa»/.·'. '.P

'p.%1/.6 F.9,44::43.
994(49.1·:,90·-<'0.24?i y

ki#J'

13.1Ai- * 1<* r.
-jj-f

(b)

NE:'f,

1 -

9

1 1?,f Y: .ig*pil ;*
When applying for a certi ficate o f appropriateness, 4

the applicant shall provide plans, specifications 0

or other documentation pertaining to the work as

required by the preservation staff. When requesting

a certificate of appropriateness, the applicant is

encouraged to have a preliminary conference with

the preservation staff and may consult with the

preservation staff and the committee during the

review of the certificate of appropriateness request.

/4/1 )1.

(c) After receiving and reviewing the completed

application and all required documentation, the

preservation staff, shall, in consultation with

the design review subcommittee, make the deter-

Mir..
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4%24>14 mination as to whether the proposed work constitutes

a major or minor project.

(d) Certificates of appropriateness for major projects

44% shall receive preliminary review by the design

review subcommittee. The subcommittee shall then

report and make a recommendation to the committee.

The committee shall review the application and

recommend approval or disapproval to the board

of city commissioners within thirty days of the

receipt of the application. Upon receipt of the
2,¥<F»i.

committee's recommendation, the board of city

commissioners shall deny, with or without prejudice,

or approve and issue through the city clerk a

certificate of appropriateness and forward such<44%

action to the central inspection division within

ton days. The preservation staff shall immediately

i·*pr· ·e notify the applicant of the board of city commissioners

action.

(e) Certificates of appropriateness for minor projects

shall be reviewed and approved or denied by the

444;
preservation staff in consultation with the design

review subcommittee. If approved, the preservation

staff shall issue the certificate of appropriate-

ness and notify the central inspection division.

(f) If no action has been taken by the preservation

staff, the committee and/or the board of city

commissioners within forty-five days for major

projects and within fifteen days for minor pro-

jects, after receipt of the completed application,

the building permit shall be issued by the central

inspection division.
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(g) Appeals - Any applicant wishing to appeal a denial

for a certificate of appropriateness may appeal to

the next higher authority. The order of the appeal

procedure shall be 1) the preservation staf f,

2) the design review subcommittee, 3) the historic

landmark preservation committee, and 4) the board

of city commissioners.

(h) No change shall be made in the application for any

building permit after issuance of a certificate

of appropriateness without resubmittal and approval

thereof in the same manner as provided above.

r

(i) After a decision is reached by the board of city
*i

commissioners denying with prejudice an application

for certificate of appropriateness, a resubmittal

of application will not be accepted for additional

hearing within a twelve-month period from the date

of final decision except upon written request by

the applicant indicating the incorporation of

changes in plans and specifications to the original

application as recommended by the committee. Denial

of a certificate of appropriateness without pre judice

permits reapplication immediately. (Ord. No. 35-912,

(part); Ord. No. 33-790 (part).)

(j) In the event the staff assigned to the committee

certifies to the city manager that the committee

and/or its chairman are unable in a timely fashion

(through lack of quorum or otherwise) to process

the certificates of appropriateness for major

projects, then the board of city commissioners

are hereby empowered to act upon written recom-

mendation of the preservation staff without the review

procedure set forth above."

444

1
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SECTION 3. Sections 2.12.1016 and 2.12.1023 of the

City Code are hereby repealed.

SECTION 4. That this Ordinance shall take effect and

be in force from and after its adoption and publication in the
official City paper.

ADOPTED AT WICHITA, KANSAS

Mayor

ATTEST:

(SEAL) City clerk

th.al signed by John Dekker,
Director of I aw

Approved as to form: City Attorney

3&/



-1-Lv-'4"qi-'·943iff:*'fal'€533*12%92**KARG.t*21*419<6:-f€ae'll'.al'.144..t u - -
WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY

4
METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT

DATE | Attachment A
·

December 21, 1981

John Dekker, Director of Law

FROM Margaret J. McDonald, Preservation Planner

SUBJECT Proposed Hi storic Landmark Ordinance Amendments

Background

In response to the request for the Historic Landmark Preservation
Committee to review the landmark ordinance and make recommendations

for any needed changes, the staff assigned to that committee has
undertaken review of the ordinance. The first item taken under

consideration was Section 2.12.1023 which establishes the procedure
for handling requests for certificates of appropri ateness. This
section received priority because it is unnecessarily time consuming
and cumbersome. Currently, every certificate of appropriateness, no
matter how minor, should be reviewed by the full landmark committee
for recommendation of approval or denial and then must be placed on
the City Clerk's agenda for approval or denial by the Board of City
Commissioners. This process can take up to approximately thirty-
eight (38) days.

j On April 17, 1981, an ordinance amendment was made to Section 2.12.
1023 by the addi tion of 2.12.1023 (g) which provides for the
governing body to act in a timely manner concerning certificates of
appropriateness if "the committee and/or its chairman are unable

in a timely fashion (through lack of a quorum or otherwise) to pro-
cess the certificates of appropriateness. . .". This is a necessary
addition; however, its purpose is best fulfilled in emergency
situations. It should not be used simply to expedite the day-to-day
handling of certificates of appropriateness.

Proposal

It is suggested that a new procedure be followed. First, a design
review subcommittee has been established by the committee to work
closely with the preservation staff in the certificate of appro-
priateness review process. The advantages being that they can meet
more -,ften than the full commi ttee, if necessary, and they can devote
the time and attention required for a proper certificate of appro-
priateness review procedure.

Seconds we believe a distinction should be made concerning the
magnitude of the proposed project for which the request for a certi-
ficate of appropriateness has been made. Projects which would have
little, if any, negative impact would be classified as minor. Projects
of greater magnitude woul d be deemed major. The preservation staff

r
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Mr. John Dekker -2- December 21, 1981

in consultation with the design review subcommittee shall make the
determination as to whether a project is major or minor in accordance
with definitions and guidelines to be included in the ordinance.

Major projects would be handled in much the sameway all certificates
of appropriateness are now handled. They would still be reviewed by
thefull landmark committee and approved ordenied by the Board of
City Commissioners. The only change would be that they would receive
a preliminary review by the design review subcommittee. The design
review subcommittee will then present the request for a certificate
of appropriateness with recommendations to the committee to approve or
deny the request.

Minor projects would be handled differently. Minor projects would be
reviewed by the preservation staff in consultation with the design
review subcommittee. If approved, the preservation staff would then
issue the certificate of appropri ateness. This would greatly reduce
the time needed to process minor projects. Please see the attached
flow chart diagramming the proposed procedures for handling requests
for certificates of appropriateness.

Also, we are proposing an amendment to Section 2.12.1016. It has been
"Historic Landmark - Defined. " We would like to change it to a section
for definitions of terms used in the ordinance, similar to Section
28.04.020 in the Zoning Ordinance. The attached proposed amendment
to Section 2.12.1016 is by no means complete. What it includes are
those definitions pertinent to the proposed changes in the procedure
for reviewing certificates of appropriateness. We will be adding
more definitions in the futures as the ordinance review progresses.
Section 2.12.1023 is ready for final review. We are submitting this
to you for your review and comments. The next Historic Landmark
Preservation Committee meeting is January 4, 1982. We hope to have
a final draft ready for their review on that date.

Margaret J. McDonald
Preservation Planner

MJM:jps
Attachment

cc: Hub Kuhn, Planning Department Counsel
Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning
Sam Mobley, Construction Inspection Supervisor
Robert L. Young, Principal Planner
James Guy, Chairman, Historic Landmark Preservation Committee
Susan Wolf Anderson, H.L.P.C. Design Review Subcommittee
Jenifer Fishback, H.L.P.C. Design Review Subcommittee
Jack Hicks, H.L.P.C. Design Review Subcommittee
Dee Connett, H.L.P.C. Design Review Subcommittee
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ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING SECTION 2.12.1016 AND SECTION

2.12.1023 OF THE CODE OF THE CITY OF WICHITA

DEFINING TERMS USED IN THE ORDINANCE AND ESTABLISHING

A NEW PROCEDURE FOR HANDLING THE CERTIFICATE OF

APPROPRIATENESS REVIEW PROCESS AND REPEALING AMENDED

SECTIONS 2.12.1016 AND 2.12.1023.

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE CITY

OF WICHITA, KANSAS.

4*74·v'· ·

SECTION 1. Section 2.12.1016 of the Code of the City

of Wichita is hereby amended to read as follows:

2.12.1016 - Histerie-bandmark---Belined: Definitions.

As used in the ordinance codified in Sections 2.12.1015

through 2.12.1025, the-term-nhisterie-landma/]en-means

any-building;-straetares;-landi-areas;-districts-ef

eeptain-interiers-ef-histerieal;-arehiteetara&7

arehaeekegieak;-er-euitaral-impertanee-er-valae-whieh

the-beard-ef-eity-eemmissieners-determines-shall-be

preteetedi-enhanced-and-preserved-in-the-interest

u.[ LI.,- ,0.1 Lu.-, 9-w-,F-LI, d L *

ef-the-peepie:--ferd,-Ne:-35-93:27-+Part+=·+ certain
5

terms and words are hereby defined as follows: IC,39

Design Reveiw Subcommittee - A subcommittee of three

voting members with one alternate to be appointed by

the committee for the purpose of reviewing certificates

of appropriateness. The design review subcommittee

shall work closely and informally with the preservation

staff for the purpose of:

i
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L Developing and recommending to the committee

criteria, guidelines and procedures for the

certificate of appropriateness process;

2.- Determining if a project submitted for certifi-

cate of appropriateness review is either major

or minor; and

3. Review, report and recommend action to the com-

mittee on requests for certificate of appropriate-

ness for all maior proiects. The design review

subcommittee shall follow the guidelines adopted fe

4 etfi{
by the committee for certificate of appropriate-

ness review. If the subcommittee recommends

denial of a certificate of appropriateness, it €mR

shall accompany such a denial with a written

explanation detailing why the request should be

denied.

Historic Landmark - Any building, structures, interiors,

land, areas, or districts of historical, architectural,

archaeological, or cultural importance or value, which

the board of city commissioners determines shall be

protected, enhanced and preserved in the interest of

the culture, prosperity, education and welfare of the

people.

Major and Minor Projects - For the purpose of the

certificate of appropriateness review procedure pro-

434S posed work involving an historic landmark for which a

building permit is required shall be classified as

maior or minor. Maior proiects include:

14

L

4

2%95
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1. projects requiring a permit on a National or

State Register landmark c,i in a National or

1 State Landmark District, unless deemed minor by

the design review subcommittee.

gi The following types of projects requiring a permit

on local landmarks:

a). Structural renovation/alteration of or visually

significant changes in material of exterior walls of

of principal structures.

kl Additions to principal structures

*14
c) Additional principal structures

d) Accessory structures

££ Alterations requiring a permit on a designated

interior.

fl Demolition or moving proiects

a•2.

h Projects requiring permits within historic districts

that may effect the overall visual or functional

character of the district such as:

44. £ Renovations and alterations undertaken to

accommodate a change in the general ·use of

the property.

 Demolition and moving projects

0 £ Any proiects deemed major by any subcommittee member.

·tk?'·
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Minor Projects include all projects requiring per-

mits on historic landmarks and historic districts

other than those identified as a maior proiect.

Preservation Staff - Personnel assigned to provide

staff services for the Historic Landmark Preservation

Committee.

SECTION 2. Section 2.12.1023 of the Code of the City

of Wichita is hereby amended to read as follows:

2.12.1023 Certificate of Appropriateness Review:

(a) No building permit for proposed work to the-exterier

ef a designated historic landmark subdist/Ret-er

a-speeifiea&&3,-designated-interier-*andmarle shall

be issued to any applicant by the central inspection

division unless the an application for a certifi-

cate of appropriateness has first been reviewed

and approved by either the preservation staff,

the landmark committee and-a-eertifieate-ef-appre-

priateness-has-been-issued-by and/or the board of

city commissioners. The purpose of the certifi-

cate of appropriateness review is to determine

whether the proposed work is of a nature which

will adversely affect any historical, architectural,

archaeolorical or cultural feature of a historic

landmark, and whether such work is appropriate

and consistent with the spirit and intent of the

ordinance codified in Sections 2.12.1015 through

2.12.1025.

14* 4 V

(b) When applying for sueh a permit certificate of

appropriateness, the applicant shall ferward-twe

€:spies-ef-al:&-detail:ed provide plans, elevatiens;

perspectives; specifications and or other deeaments

n

./.
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An documentation pertaining to the work as required

by the preservation staff, te-the-eentral-inspeetien

divisien;-whe-shal:%-ferward-sueh-applieatien-te

the-eemmittee-ehairpersen-within-five-days-ef

·e · receipt-thereef:--Any-appli:eant-may-request-a

meeting-with-the-eemmittee-befere-sabmitting-an
1§EiE*7.·*98 · j-·19§

applieatien; When requesting a certificate of
"ii

appropriateness, the applicant is encouraged . a,2/%32./

to have a preliminary confarence with the preserva-

tion staff and may consult with the preservation 1 Noilmillilillillilill

staff and the committee during the review of the

«A· ·
¥:9114>-

permit-appkieatien certificate of appropriateness

request.

4€+ Upon revic·.: of th= applicaticn, the committee chall

whieh-wil:&-adveleeiy-affeet-any-hi=ste,*eah

detel·mine-whethef-the-pEepesed-weEk-ie-ef-a-nate<e

afehiteetaialy-al=ehaeel:egieal-eE-eal:tawfal:-featwEe

ef-the-histefie-landmaNk,-and-whetheE-sweh-wep]€-ie

apppepriate-and-eeneistent-with-the-Spi:35:i:i-aRd
am

intent-ef-the-eldinamee-eedified-in-Seetiens

2-12-191.6-thEeugh-27&2:1=925:--*€-shal=2-- ...--------.......#-J

approval or disapproval to the board of city com

missiemele-within-thifty-days-ef-feeeip€-el-the

appkieati:en:--UpeR-feeeipt-ef-the-eemmitteele

reeemmendatienT-the-heard-el-eity-eemmiesienefe

ehalk-denyT-with-ep-witheat=-pie624:i:ee7-e,-appE:eve

and-issue-thE:eugh-the-eity-ekeE}€-a-eeftifieate

ef-appierfiateness-and-fefwaid-swel,-aetien-tie-the

eent=fal:-inspeetien-divisi:eR-ef-the-department-e#

heesing-and-eeenemie-deveiepment-depaftment-within

ten-days:--9'he-eential-inspee€*en-divisien-shaRFIGLENff€-1
immediately-netify-the-applicant-el-the-beapd-ef

»49 I eity-eemmissieneps-aetien.

*min
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151 After receiving and reviewing the completed

application and all required documentation, the

preservation staff, shall, in consultation with

the design review subcommittee, make the deter-

mination as to whether tile. proposed work constitutes

a major or minor project.

I
121 Certificates of appropriateness for maior proiects

shall receive preliminary review by the design

review subcommittee. .The subcommittee shall then

report and make a recommendation to the committee.

The committee shall review the application and

recommend approval or disapproval to the board

of city commissioners within thirty days of the

receipt of the application. Upon receipt of the

committee's recommendation, the board of city

commissioners shall deny, with or without preludice,

or approve and issue through the city clerk a

certificate of appropriateness and forward such

action to the central inspection division within

ten days. The preservation staff shall immediately

notify the applicant of the board of city commissioners

action.

121 Certificates'of appropriateness for minor projects

shall be reviewed and approved or denied by the

preservation staff in consultation with the design

review subcommittee. If approved, the preservation

staff shall issue the certificate of appropriate-

ness and notify the central inspection division.

t

1% .L
4dt (f) If no action has beon taken by the preservation

'»t

staff, the committee and/or the board of city

commissioners within forly-five days ef-eriginal
i . /€
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0 receipt-ef-an-appkieatien-by-the-eentrak-inspeettien £ 43

division for maior projects and within fifteen days

for minor proiects, after receipt of the completed
49?.i®
7fr' i application, the building permit shall be issued

by the central inspectioA division.

7

tal Appeals - Any applicant wishing to appeal a denial

for a certificate of appropriateness may appeal to

the next higher authority. The order of the appeal .: 0
procedure shall be 1) the preservation staff, 2)

the design review subcommittee, 3) the historic

landmark preservation committee, and 4) the board

of city commissioners.

iet (h) No change shall be made in the application for any

building permit after issuance of a certificate

of appropriateness without resubmittal te-the-eem-
3454

mittee and approval thereof in the. same manner as

provided above.

46+ (i) After a decision is reached by the board of city

commissioners denying with prejudice an application

for certificate of appropriateness, a resubmittal

of application will not be accepted for additional

hearing within a twelve-month period from the date

of final decision except upon written request by

the applicant indicating the incorporation of

changes in plans and specifications to the original

application as recommended by the committee. Denial

of a certificate of appropriateness without 93444

No. 35-912, (part);'Ord. No. 33-790 (part).) tyf40,
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45+ (j) In the event the staff assigned to the committee

certifies to the city manager that the committee

and/or its chairman are unable in a timely fashion

(through lack of a quorum or otherwise) to process

the certificates of appropriateness for major

1%41
projects, then the board of city commissioners

are hereby empowered to act.upon written recommendation

of the preservation staff without the review

procedure set forth above."

SECTION 3. Sections 2.12.1016 and 2.12.1023 of the

City Code are hereby repealed.

SECTION 4. That this Ordinance shall take effect and

be in force from and after its adoption and publication in the

official City paper.

ADOPTED AT WICHITA, KANSAS

Mayor

ZNI•TEST:

(SEAL) City Clerk

Approved as to form City Attorney

1
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