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WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY oaTE (S;Eﬂ' l

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNIMNG DEPARTMENT March 25, 1982

The Board of Wichita City Commissioners
T (through E. H. Denton, City Manager)

FROM Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

suesesT 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
Section 2.12.1023 which establishes the procedure for handling requests

for certificates of appropriateness. This section received priority 5
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 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 for the
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.

Second, it is recommended 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 vould be handled in mich the same way all certificates
of appropriateness are now handled. They would still be reviewed by
the full landmark committee and approved or denied:by-the Board of
City Commissicners. The 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.

" Minor projects vould be handled differently. Minor projects would be

reviewed by the preservation staff in consultation with the design
reyiew subconmittee. If approved, the preservation staff would then
issue the certificate of appropriateness. This would greatly reduce
the time needed to process minor prejects. If denied the applicant
has the right to appeal to the full committee at their next regular
meeting:

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 certificates 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.

i

) SR
D e
Robert A. Lakin
Director of Planning

RAL : MIM: jps
Attachment




Delineated Copy:
(Additions underlined, deletions marked through)

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---Befineds Definitions.

As used in the ordinance codified in Sections 2.12.1015
through 2.12.1025, the-term-Lhisterie-landmark!-means
any-bai}éiugy;straeearesr-!anéT—afeas-;—éa';aeﬂ:ee:-er
eertaéa-interiers-eﬁ-hiatefiealr-arehiteebm-ai-;

arehaestorieat;-or-euttural-impertanee-er-vatue-whieh

the-beard-ef-eiby-commissioners-det ines-shati-be
pretected;-enhanced-and-preserved-in-the-interest
ef-the-entture;—prosperity--eduention-and-wetfare
ef-the—peepief—--(-eieér-ner-a5-9}2-;-+pare'l--.-) 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:




Developing and recommending to the committee

criteria, guidelines and procedures for the

certificate of appropriateness process;

Determining if a project submitted for certifi-

cate of appropriateness review is either major

or minor; and

Review, report and recommend action to the com-

mittee on requests for certificate of appropriate-
ness for &'l major projects. The design review

subcommittee shall follow the guidelines adopted

by the committee for certificate of appropriate:

ness review. If the subcommittééf&ecdﬁhénds

denial of a certificate of appropriateness, it

shall accoﬁpany 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, educatién 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

major or minor. Major projects include:




Projects requiring a permit on a National or
State Register landmark or in a Nat&oﬂaﬁ 6;;;
‘State Landmark District, unless deemed minor by
the design review sﬂhéémmittee; i

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.

Additions to principal structures

Additional principal structures

Accessory structures

Alteraticns requiring a permit on a designated

interior.

f) Demolition or moving projects

Projects requiring permits within historic districts

that may effect the overall visual or functional

character of the district such as:

Renovations and alterations undertaken to

accommodate a change in the general use of

the property.

Demolition and moving projects

Any projects deemed major by any subcommittee member.




Minor Projects include all projects requiring per-

mits on historic landmarks and in historic districts

other than those identified as a major project.

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 subdistriet-er

a-speeifieally-designated-interier-tand k 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-certifiecate-eof-appre-
priateness-has-been-issuwed-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.

When applying for sueh a permit certificate of

appropriateness, the applicant shall ferward-twe

eepies-ef-ali-detaiied provide plans, elevations;

perspeetives; specifications and or other deeuments




documentation pertaining to the work as required

by the preservation staff, te-the-eentral-inspeetion
divisieny-whe-shall-ferward-osuch-application-te
the-cemmittee—chairpersen-within-£five-days-ef

reeeipt-thereef-—-Any-applieant-may-request-a

MBEE§ng—with—ehe—eemmietee;beiere-sabmitting—an

apptieationy 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-apptieatien certificate of appropriateness

request.

Upen-review-of-the-applieation;-the-eemmittee-shail
determine—whethey-the—pfepeEeé-wayk—is-eé;a-na&ufe
whieh-will-adversely-affeet-any-histeriealy
arehiteeturaly-arehacelogical-eor-eultural-feature
ef-the-histerie-landmaxks-and-whether-sueh-vwork-is

@pprapf&&h&-ané—eenaiaéent-wéth—bhe-spifie—and

intent-of-the-oxrdinanee-eodified-in-Geetions
2-12-1015-threugh-2-12-1025---Ft-shall-reeommend
approval-er-disapproval-te-the-beard-ef-eity-eem-
micsioners-within-thirty-days-ef-reeeipt-of-the
applieatien~--Upeon-reeceipt-of-the-eommitteels
recommendationy-the-board-ef-eity-commissioners
shati-denyr-with-er-witheut-prejudiee;-or-appreve
and-issue-threugh-the-eity-eterk-a-eertifieate
ef-appeepriateness-and-ferward-sueh-aetien-—to-the
central-inspeetion-division-of-the-department-of
housing-ard-eeconemie-development-department-within
ten-daysr——Ehe—eentnei-inspeeeéan—diéisien-sha%i
immediately-netify-the-appiiecant-ef-the-board-ef

eity-eommissieners-ackiohs




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.

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

receipt of the application. Upon receipt of the

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

action to the central inspection division within

ten days. The preservation staff shall immediately

notify the applicant of the board of city commissioners

action.

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.

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

commissioners within forty-five days ef-eriginail




zeeeipb—ef-an—app}&eaticn-by—the—centrai-inapeehien

divisien for major projects and within fifteen days.
for minor projects, after receipt of the comgletqd

application, the building permit shall be issued

by the central inspection division.

Appeals - Any applicant wishing to appeal a denial

for a certificate of appropriateness: may appeal to

the nex£ 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.

No change shall be made in the application for any
building permit after issuance of a certificate

of appropriateness without resubmittal te-the-eem-
mittee and approval thereof in the-same manner as

provided above.

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 reguest by
the applicant indicating the incorporation of
changes in plans and specifications to the original
application as ;ecommended by the committee. Denial
of a certificate of appropriateness without
prejudice permits reapplication immediately.

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




4g+ (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

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

City Clerk

Approved as to form City Attorney
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ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE LMEHDING‘SEG'..EION 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 heréby 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:

pesign Review Subcommittee - A subcommittee of three
voting members with one alternate to be appointed by
the committee for the pu:‘poseAuf reviewing certificates
of appropriateness. The design review subcommittee
shall work closely and informally with the preservation

staff for the pﬁxpoae 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 minor; and




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 g_uideunes adopted
by the committee for certificate of appropriate-
ness review. If the subcommittee recommends
denial of a certificate oE. appropriateness, it
shall accompany such a denial with a written
explanation detailing why the request should be
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.

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. 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.

The following types of projects requiring a permit

on local landmarks:




| e
a) Structural Tenovation/alteration of or visually

lign.lﬂc:ant changes in material of exta:io: walls of
of princi.pal structures.
b) Additions to pPrincipal structures

€} Additional principal structures

 ——— et A 15 s e e

d) Accessory. struc tures

e) iu.teratiunu requiring a permit on a designated
interior.
£) Demolition or moving projects

2 A5 e

.onjects requiring pemits within h.tstor:l.e diau'icts
that may effect. the overall visual or ﬂmctioual

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 subco tee member.
Minor Projects include all _projects requ.lring permits
on historic landmarks and historic districts other

than those identified as a major project.

Preservation Staff - Personnel assigned to provide staff
=I=servation Staff
services for the Historic Landmark Preservation Committee.
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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:

2.12.1023 Certificate of Appro) Vriateness Review:

(a) No building permit for proposed work to a desig-
nated historic landmark shall be issued to any
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 ap[;roptiatn
and consistent with the spirit and intent of the
ordinance codified in Sections 2.12.1015 through
2.12.1025. &

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
preservation staff e.md the committee during the

review of the certificate of appropriateness request.

After receiving and reviewing ehe_ completed
application and all required documentation, the
preservation staff, shall, in consultation with

the design review subcomm tee, make the deter-
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mination ds to whether the Proposed work constitutes
a major or minor project. ;

(dlA éertiiica-tes -uf appropriateness for major projects
shall receive preliminary ‘:ev.i.ew by the design
review subcommittee. Tim subcommittee shall then
report and make a zecummer.uiation 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
.rer.'éipt of the application. Upon receipt of the
l:omi.ttee's recommendation, thé 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
action to the central in;peet.ion division ;fithih
ten days. The preservation staff sh.all' immediately
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
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 ’andlur 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 hpplicatinn.
the building permit shall be issued by the central

inspection division.




{g) Appeals - Any applicant wishing to appeal a denial

for a certificate of apprapriaiéness may appeal to
the next higher authority. The order of the appeal
procedure shall be 1) the preservation staff,

'2) the design review'.suhéommittee.. 3) the historic
landmark preservation committee, and 4) the board

of city commissioners. o

No ehang'e shall be made in the application for any
building pémit after issuance of a certificate
of appropriateness without resubmittal and approval

thereof in the same manner as provided above.

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 accepte'd 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
chu:ngea in plans and specifications to the original
application as recommended by the committee. Denj:al
of acertificate of appropriateness without prejudice
permits reapplication immediately. (Ord. No. 35-912,
(part); Ord. Ne. 33-790 (part).)

In the event the staff assigned to the committee
certifies to the c:&ty manager that the committee
and/or its chairman are unable in a timely fashion
{through lack o.f 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 i1eview

procedure set forth above.”




SECTION 3. Sections_ 2.12.1016 and 2.12.1023 of the

City Code are heréby 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.

- —— e e < i e = e e Pt

ADOPTED AT WICHITA, KANSAS __

(SEAL) City Clerk

Approved as to form: City Attorney
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METROPOLITAN AREA PLARNING DEFARTMENT March 25, 1982

BUBJEGT

The Board of Wichita City Commissioners
(through E. H. Denton, City Manager)

Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

Proposed Amendments to the Historic Landmark Preservation Ordinance

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.

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 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 for the
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.

Second, it is recommended 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 1ittle, if any, negative impact would be classified as minor.
Projects of greater magnitude would be deemed major. The preservaticn
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 full Tandmark committee and approved or denied by the Board of
City Commissioners. The 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.

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 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. i 3

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 certificates 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.

JGAL

Robert A. Lakin
Director of Planning

RAL:MJIM: jps
Attachment




Delineated Copy:

(Additions under’ed. deletions marked ehreh)

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- Definitions.

As used in the ordinance codified in Sections 2.12.1015
through 2.12.1025, the-term-'histerie-tandmark!'-means
any-huiiéingf;sE!ueturesf-ianéy—afeas?—ééstriets-er

eertain-interiors-ef-histerieaty-architeetural;

archacolegical;-or-enttural-importance-er-vatue-whiech
the-beard-eof-eity-commissieners-determines-shati-be
protected;-enhanced-and-preserved-in-the-interest
of-the-entture;-presperity;-edueation-and-vetfare
ef—the—peepief—--Ee'ndf-ﬂer-as-BHT--{pare}ﬂ- 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 cZ:




Developing and recommending to the committee

criteria, guidelines and procedures for the

certificate of appropriateness process;

Determining if a project submitted for certifi-

cate of appropriateness review is either major

or minor; and

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

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

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, educatién 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

major or minor. Major projects include:




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.

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.

Additions to principal structures

Additional principal structures

Accessory structures

Alterations requiring a permit on a designated

interior.

f) Demolition or moving projects

Projects requiring permits within historic districts

that may effect the overall visual or functional

character of the district such as:

Renovations and alterations undertaken to

accommodate a change in the general use of

the property.

b) Demolition and moving projects

Any projects d d major by any subcommittee member.




Minor Projects include all projects requiring per-—

mits on historic landmarks and in historic districts

other thdn those identified as a major project.

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
of a designated historic landmark subdistriet-er
a-speeifiecatiy-designated-interior-tandmark 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,

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,

When applying for sueh a permit certificate of

appropriateness, the applicant shall ferward-twe

eepies-ef-ali-detatied provide plans, elevatiensy

perspeetives; specifications and or other deeuments




documentation pertaining to the work as required

by the preservation staff, te-the-central-inspeetion

divisieny-whe-shati-ferward-sueh-appiieation-te

the-commitktee-chairpersen-within-£five-days-of

S ipt-th £---Any-applieant-may-request-a
meeting-with-the-committee-before-submitting-an

applieatieon; 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-applieakion certificate of appropriateness

request.

Uper-review-of-the-applieation;-the-eommittee-shall

determine-whether-the-prepesed-werk-is-ef-a-nature

whieh-will-adversely-affeet-any-histeriealy
arehiteeturaly-arehacelegieat-er-eultural-£feakture
ef-the-histeric-landmark,-and-whether-sueh-work-is
‘apprepriate-and-econsistent-with-the-spirit-and
intent-ef-the-erdinanee-eedified-in-Geetions
2-12-10135-threugh-2-12-1026-~~-Ft~shatl-recommend
appreval-er-disappreval-te-the-board-ef-eity-eom-
missieoners-within-thirty-days-ef-reeceipt-of-the
applieation---Upen-reeceipt-of-the-committeels

i = i e
¥ datieny-the-beoard-ef-eity-cemmiss 8

shall-denyy-with-er-witheut-prejudiee;-er-appreve
and-ispue-through-the-eity-elerk-a-eerkifiecate
ef-apprepriateness-and-forvward-such-aetion-to-the
eertrat-inspeetion~division-of-the-department-ef
housing-and-economie-development-department-within
!'_en—éays:——‘E'he-eent!ai-inspeeEien—di\;isian—sha}}
immediately-notify-the-apptieant-of-the-beard-of

PR 3 ra—aak
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After receiving and reviewing the completed

application and all reguired 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.

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

receipt of the application. Upon receipt of the

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

action to the central inspection division within

ten days. The preservation staff shall immediately

notify the applicant of the board of city commissioners

action.

Certificatesiof appropriateness for minor projects

shall be reviewed and approved or denied by the

greservation 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.

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

commissioners within forty-five days ef-eriginai




reeeipt-ef—an-app}ieatien-by—Ehe-eentrai—inspeetien

divisien for major projects and within fifteen days

for minor projects, after receipt of the completed

application, the building permit shall be issued

by the central inspection division.

Appeals — Any applicant wishing to appeal a denial

for a certificate of appropriateness may appeal to

the nexﬁ Sigher 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.

No change shall be made in the application for any
building permit after issuance of a certificate

of appropriateness without resubmittal te-the-eem-
mittee and approval thereof in the -same manner as

provided above.

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 acdditional
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 ;ecommended by the committee. Denial
of a certificate of appropriateness without
prejudice permits reapplication immediately. (ord.

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




4% (i) 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 c_ertificates of approp-r:i.ateness 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
be in force from and after its adoption and publication in the

official City paper.

ADOPTED AT WICHITA, KANSAS

City Clerk

Approved as to form City Attorney




WICRITA-SEDGWICK GRUNTY ,\1 DATE

METROPOLITAN AREA PLANNING DEPARTMENT February 16, 1982°
To John Dekker, Director of Law

FROM Robert A. Lakin, Director of Planning

sussecT 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

AU o

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




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 - 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;

Determining if a project submitted for certifi-
cate of appropriateness review is'e;ther major

or minor; and




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
by the committee for certificate of appropriate-
ness review. If the subcommittee recommends

denial of a certificate of appropriateness, it
shall accompany such a deniai with a ;ri£ten
axplanatibn detailing why the request should be

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 preseivgd in the interest of

the culture, prosperity, education and welfare of the

people.

Major and Minor Projécts - 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:

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.

The following types of projects requiring a permit

on local landmarks:




Structural renovation/alteration of or visually
significant changes in material of exterior walls of

of principal structures.

Additions to principal structures

Additional principal structures
Accessory structures

Alterations requiring a permit on a designated

interior.

f) Demolition or moving projects
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.

b) Demolition and moving projects

4. BAny projects deemed major by any subcommittec 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.
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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: .

2.12.1023 certificate of Appropriateness Review:

(a) No building permit for proposed work to a desig-
nated historic landmark shall be issued to any
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
lanémark committee and/or the board of city
commissioners. The purpose of the certificate
of appropriateness review is to determine
whether the propesed work is of a nature which
will adversely affect any historical, arch_itectural,
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.

When applying for a certificaté 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
preservation staff and the committee during the

review of the certificate of appropriateness request.

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-
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mination as to whether the proposed work constitutes

a major or minor project.

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
receipt of the application. Upon receipt of the
cnmmiétee'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
action to the central inspgction division within
ten days. The preservation staff shall immediately
notify the applicant of the board of city commissioners
action.

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.

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.




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 comit{-.ee, and 4) the board

of city commissioners.

No chang.e 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.

After a decision is reached by the board of city
commissioners denying with prejudice an agp,licé‘tion
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 reques't 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 prejudice
permits reapplication immediately. (Ord. No. 35-912,
(part); Ord. No. 33-790 (part).)

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."
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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 édobtio_n and publication in the

official City paper.

ADOPTED AT WICHITA, KANSAS

(SEAL) City Clerk

wiiginal sicned hy John Dekker,
Director of |aw
Approved as to form: City Attorney
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‘METROPOLITAN AREA PLAHNING DEPARTMENT December 21, 1981
; | e John Dekker, Director of Law
FROM Margaret J. McDonald, Preservation Planner

susuecT  Proposed Historic 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 appropriateness. 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.

{ On April 17, 1981, an ordinance amendment was made to Section 2.12.

i 1023 by the addition 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 often than the full committee, if necessary, and they can devote
the time and attention required for a proper certificate of appro-
priateness review procedure.

Second, 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 would be deemed major. The preservation staff




®) ®

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 same way all certificates
of appropriateness are now handled. They would still be reviewed by
the full landmark committee and approved or denied 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 appropriateness. 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 future, 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




ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING SECTION 2.12.1016 AND SECTION
2.12.1023 OF TH"E 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-—-Befineds Definitions.
As used in the ordinance codified in Sections 2.12.1015

through 2.12.1025, the-term-lhisterie-landmark!-means

any-buildingy-struetures;-tand;-areasy-distriets-er

Fapa Ly % Eld ok i 3 S & 1
eereain r0rs-o x Tarenreecturazy

h 2 q 1 LR T 4 1 ik
ar rogreazy-Or-euzturaz P tanee-or-varue-whien

the-board-ef-city-commissioners-determines-shati-be

ot mal 4Ty a 1 i -l Lmds i
proe 7 ang-preservea—In-—tn estc

of-the-eulture;-presperity;—education-and-weifare
ef-the-peepie-—-{ord--Ne--35-912;-{pare}=} 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:




Developing and recommending to the committee

criteria, quidelines and procedures for the

certificate of appropriateness process;

Determining if a project submitted for certifi-

cate of appropriateness review is either major

or minor; and

Review, feport 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

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

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-

- posed work involving an historic landmark for which a

building permit is required shall be classified as

major or minor. Major projects include:




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.

The following types of projects requiring a permit

on local landmarks:

Structural renovation/alteration of or visually

significant changes in material of exterior walls of
of principal structures.

Additions to principal structures

Additional principal structures

Accessory structures

Alterations requiring a permit on a designated

Demolition or moving projects

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.

b) Demolition and moving projects

4. Any projects deemed major by any subcommittee member.

£ T -




Minor Projects include all projects requiring per-

mits 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.

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 subdistriet-er

a-speeifieatiy-designated-interier-tandmark 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-eertificate-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,

archaeolocical 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.

When applying for suekh a permit certificate of
appropriateness, the applicant shall ferward-twe
eopies-ef-atl-detailed provide plans, etevatiensy

perspeetives; specifications end or other deeuments




documentation pertaining to the work as required

by the reservatién staff, to-the-central-inspeetien
di#isieny-whe-sﬁaii—Eerwar&—sueh—appiiea&ien-te
ehe—eommittee—ehai!peraen~wiéhin-iive;daya—éi
reeeipt-thereofr--Any-applicant-may-request-a
meeting-with-the-committee-before-submitting-an

apptieatieny When requesting a certificate of

appropriateness, the applicant is encouraged

to have a preliminary confarence with the preserva-

tion staff and may consult with the preservation
staff and the committee during the review of the
permit-apptieation certificate of appropriateness

request.

Upen-review-of-the-applieationy-the-committee-ghall
detesmine—whethef-the—psepaseé—wesk-is—éf-a—nabure

whieh-will-advercely-affeet-any-historiealy

hiteeturaly-archacological-er-eultural-feature

ef-the-histerie-landmarky-and-whether-sueh-work-is

apprepriate-and-eensistent-with-the-spirit-and

intent-of-the-exdi dified-in-Geetions
2+-32:-1015-through-2-12-1026---Ft-shall-recommend
appreval-er-disappreval-te-the-beard-ef-eity-com-
missioners-within-thirty-days-ef-reeeipt-of-the
applieation---Upon-receipt-of-the-committeels
reeemmendationy-the-board-ef-eity-commissieners

shall-denyy-with-er-witheut-prejud 7-0¥-appreve

and-igsue-threugh-the-eity-elterk-a-eertifiecate
ef-apprepriateness-and-£forward-suen-aetion-te-the

eentral-inspeetion-division-of-the-department-of

h ing-andé mie-develepment-department-within
ten-days---The-eentral-inspeetion-divisien-shaii
immediately-notify-the-apptieant-of-the-board-of

eity-eemmissieners-aetions
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(c) After receiving and reviewing the completed

application 'and all required documentation, the

Ereservation 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.

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

receipt of the application. Upon receipt of the

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 a}:d 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.

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.

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

commissioners within fority-five days ef-eriginal




:eeeipt-ei-an-applientéen—by-the-centrai-inapeeb@en

divisien for major projects and within fifteen days
for minor projects, after receipt of the completed

application, the building permit shall be issued

by the central inspectioﬁ division.

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.

No change shall be made in the application for any
building permit after issuance of a certificate

of appropriateness without resubmittal te—the-eom-
mittee and approval thereof in the. same manner as

provided above.

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 certificaée of appropriateness without
prejudice permits reapplication immediately. (ord.

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

*




49+ (3) 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 approﬁriateness for major
projects, then the board of city commissioners

are hereby empowered to act.ﬁpon written recommendation

of the preservation staff without the review

procedure set forth above."

SECTION 3. Sections 2.12.1016 and 2.12.;023 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

City Clerk

Approved as to form City Attorney
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