
TULSA METROPOL ITAN AREA PLANN ING COr+t ISS ION 
Minutes of Meeting No. 1774 

Wednesday, January 3, 1990, 1:30 p.m. 
City Commission Room, Plaza Level, Tulsa Civic Center 

Members Present 
Carnes, 2nd Vice 

Members Absent 
Kempe 

Staff Present 
Brlerre 
Gardner 
Lasker 
Setters 

Others Present 
Linker, Legal 
Counsel Chairman 

Coutant 
Randle 

Doherty, Chairman 
Draughon, Secretary 
Paddock 

Stump 
WI I moth 

Parmele 
Selph, County Designee 
Wi Ison, 1st Vice 
Chairman 

Woodard 

The notice and agenda of said meeting were posted in the Office of the City 
Auditor on Tuesday, December 29, 1989 at 9:50 a.m., as well as In the 
Reception Area of the INCOG offices. 

After declaring a quorum present, Chairman Doherty cal led the meeting to order 
at 1 :38 p.m. 

MINUTES: 

Approval of the Minutes of December 13, 1989, Meeting 11112: 

On MOTION of CARNES, the TMAPC voted 8-0-1 (Carnes, Coutant, Doherty, 
Draughon, Paddock, Parmele, Wilson, Woodard, "aye"; no "nays"; Selph, 
"abstaining"; Kempe, Randle, "absent") to APPROVE the MinuTes of 
December 13, 1989, Meeting #1772, as corrected. 

Approval of the Minutes of December 20, 1989, Meeting 11113: 

REPORTS: 

On MOTiON of CARNES, the TMAPC voted S-Q-i (Carnes, Coutant, Doherty, 
Paddock, Parmele, Selph, Wilson, Woodard, "aye"; no "nays"; Draughon, 
"abstaining"; Kempe, Randle, "absent") to APPROVE the MinuTes of 
December 20, i989, Meeting #i773. 

Committee ReporTs: 

Mr. Paddock adv I sed a spec t a I meet I ng of the Ru I es & Reg u I at Ions 
Comm i ttee has been schedu I ed for January 10th to rev I ew the f I na I 
draft of proposed language for revisions to the Zoning Code as 
relates to slgnage. 
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REPORTS - Cont 

Director's Report: 

In response to questions from the Commission, Mr. Gardner briefed the 
members on the status of proposed language revisions to the Zoning 
Code relating to major/minor PUD amendments. 

SUBDIVISIONS: 

PRELIMINARY PLAT: 

Wexford Estate CPUD 454)(2783) East 104th St. & South Erie Ave. (RS-l ) 

(TAC Minutes of 9/28/89; see Staff note on page 5.) 

Since the zoning and PUD hearings are scheduled for 10/11/89 notices have 
not been mal led for this plat. Planning Commission review w!! I be 
scheduled when the Zoning and PUD applications have been approved by the 
City CommissIon. This review by TAC Is based upon material submitted for 
the PUD/zoning on 9/5/89 and the plat on 9/11/89. 

The Staff presented the plat with the applicant represented by Ed 
Shemerhorn, Greg Breedlove, Phi I Smith and Adrian Smith. 

Staff is concerned that no east/west street connection has been provided 
In the entire north half of this section. Previous informal reviews and 
concepts, reviewed by TAe included an east/west connection in this area. 
Therefore, Staff recommended that a stub street be provided to the east at 
a location acceptable to the developer and Traffic Engineering. It 
appeared that 104th Street could be extended due east and Lots 1~8, Block 
3 shifted without any loss of lots. 

However, a sketch plat has been received (9/27/89) titled, "Camelot Park 
Estates", show I ng a street connect I on at Lot 13, B f ock 3. A stub street 
at that location would probably stl I I al low the same total number of lots 
In the subdivision by shifting lot lines in this block. 

Ed Shemerhorn the developer, objected to providing a stub street east, 
particularly because the new Jenks Southeast Campus is to be located at 
101st Street and Yale. A street connection would bring much additional 
traffic through this subdivision going to the school. 

Staff Inquired what the other TAC members would recommend. Traffic 
Engineering and City Engineering were "neutral" as far as an actual 
requirement to provide a dedicated street stub. 

Ihe water and ~ewer Department advised that a water line connection to the 
east will be required, either through a public street or an easement. 
Applicant had no objection to providing the necessary restricted water 
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Wexford Estate - Cont 

II ne easement, but did not want a street. Other TAC members had no 
specific comment either for or against a stub street to the east. 

Jerry Ledford, present on another agenda item, advised that another plat 
Is being planned to the south of this one that wi I I provide east/west and 
other connecting streets, but it had not yet been submitted. There are 
posslbl I Ities for east/west connections n new plats to be fl led south of 
the half-section line, so the elimlnctlon of a stub street In Wexford 
Estate wi I I not be the last opportunl obtain east-west connections. 

There was even discussion regarding a pedestrian access to the east, but 
th I s was not acceptab I e to the deve I oper, and I t was noted by most TAC 
members and others present that pedestrian easements between lots detract 
from the homes on each side of it. This was not made a requirement. 

After much discussion pro and con regarding the stub street the plat was 
seen as "acceptable", since It met al I the requirements of the Subdivision 
Regulations. It might not represent the best of solutions for circulation 
within the mile as far as good planning goes, but It did meet the 
Subdivision Regulations. 

The TAC voted unanimously to recommend approval of the PRELIMINARY Plat of 
Wexford Estate as submitted, subject to the fol lowing conditions: 

1 • The spec I a I Boman i te pav I ng and center planters sha I I meet the 
approval of the City Engineer, Including any license agreements 
and/or provisions for maintenance. 

2. All conditions of PUD 454 shall be met prior to release of final 
plat, Including any applicable provisions In the covenants or on the 
face of the p I at. I nc I ude PUD approve i date and references to 
Section 1100-1170 of the Zoning Code, In the covenants. 

3. Utility easements shall meet the approval of the utilities. 
Coordinate with Subsurface Committee If underground plant Is planned. 
Show additional easements as required. Existing easements should be 
tied to or related to property lines and/or lot lines. 

4. Water plans shal! be approved by the Water and Sewer Department prior 
to release of final plat. Include language for Water and Sewer 
faci i ities in covenants. (Provide water iine connection to the east) 

5. Pavement or landscape repair within restricted water line, sewer 
II ne, or uti II ty easements as a resu I t of water or sewer II ne or 
other utility repairs due to breaks and failures, shall be borne by 
the owner(s) of the lot(s). 

6. A request for creation of a Sewer Improvement District shall be 
submitted to the Water and Sewer Department prior to release of final 
plat. 
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Wexford Estate - Cont 

7. Paving and/or drainage plans shal I be approved by Stormwater 
Management and/or City Engineer, Including storm drainage, detention 
design and Watershed Development Permit application subject to 
criteria approved by City Commission. 

8. A request for a Privately Financed Publ Ie Improvement (PFPI) shal I be 
submitted to the City Engineer. 

9. Street names shal I be approved by City Engineer. Correct 104th Place 
to Street or to 103rd Place or as directed by City Engineering. 

10. It Is recommended that the developer coordinate with Traffic 
Eng I neer dur i ng the ear! y stages of street construct I on concern 1 ng 
the ordering, purchase, and installatton of street marker signs. 
(Advisory, not a condition for release of plat.) 

11. It is recommended that the applicant and/or his engineer or developer 
coord i nate with the Tu I sa CI ty-County Hea I th Department for 5011 d 
waste d I sposa I, part! cu I ar I y dur i ng the constructi on phase and/or 
clearing of the proJect. Burning of solid waste Is prohibited. 

12. A Corporat Ion Comm I ss I on letter (or Cert I f I cate of Nondeve I opment) 
shal I be submitted concerning any 01 I and/or gas wei Is before plat is 
released. A bui Idlng line shai I be shown on plat on any wells not 
officially plugged. 

13. Zoning application Z-6267 shal I be approved and the ordinance 
therefor published before final plat Is released. Plat shal I conform 
to the appl lcable zoning approved. 

14. Covenants: 
a) PUD Section #7 refers to "Reserve A". This is not shown on 

p I at • c I a r 1 fy I 

b) Sect i on I. A: line 5 after the word "aforesaid" •• revise as 
follows: "NO BUILDING, STRUCTURE, OR OTHER M30VE OR BELOy' 
GROUND OBSTRUCTION THAT WILL INTERFERE WITH THE PURPOSES 
AFORESAID, WILL BE PLACED, ERECTED, INSTALLED OR PERMITTED UPON 
THE EASEMENTS OR RIGHTS-OF-WAY AS SHOWN, PROVIDED, HOWEVER, THAT 
THE O~JNERS HEREBY RESERVE THE RIGHT TO CONSTRUCT, MAINTAIN, 
OPERATE, LAY AND RELAY WATER AND SEWER LINES TOGETHER WITH THE 
RIGHT OF INGRESS AND EGRESS TO OVER, ACROSS AND ALONG ALL STRIPS 
OF LAND INCLUDED WITHIN THE EASEMENTS SHOWN ON THE PLAT; BOTH 
FOR THE FURNISHING OF WATER AND/OR SEWER SERVICES TO THE AREA 
I NCLUDED I N SA I D PLAT." 

c) Section I I.D; sign easement Is not shown on plat. Clarify! 

15. A "Letter of Assurance" regard I ng I nsta I I at i on of Improvements sha 11 
be submitted prior to release of final plat, Including documents 
required under Section 3.6-5 of Subdivision Regulations. 
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Wexford Estate - Cont 

16. AI I (other) Subdivision Regulations shal I be met prior to release of 
final plat. 

17 • A pedestr i an access sha I I be prov i ded between th is P I at and the 
adjacent plat to the east (Camelot Park Estates) in conformance with 
the req u! rements of PUD 454 as approved by the C! ty Comm I ss I on on 
12/12/89. (Subdivision Regulations 4.3.3 state that pedestrian 
access wi I I be ••• 'perpetual unobstructed easements of not more than 
ten feet to provide adequate pedestrian circulation.')" [See the 
fol lowing Staff note.] 

STAFF NOTE ON WEXFORD ESTATE (PUD 4.54i: 

On 12/12/89 the City Commission approved PUD 454 as submitted and did NOT 
requ i re the stub street east I nto Came I ot Park Estates. However, a 
pedestrian walkway was required to connect the two subdivisions, Including 
easement(s) for water line connections between both subdivisions. 
Therefore, a condition 617 should be added to read: "Provide a pedestrian 
access between this plat and the adjacent plat to the east (Camelot Park 
Estates) In conformance with the requirements of PUD 454 as approved by 
the City Commission on 12/12/89. (Subdivision Regulations 4.3.3 state 
that pedestrian access wil I be ••• 'perpetual unobstructed easements of not 
more than ten feet to provide adequate pedestrian circulation.')" 

The required water I ina connection, along wIth easements for same, Is 
covered In condition 64. 

Since the TMAPC review of this Preliminary Plat had been delayed pending 
the City Commission review of the PUD and the City Commission action 
caused some des I gn changes for the pedestr i an wa I kway, the app II cant's 
Eng I neer has further redes i gned the street layout. Th I s I ayout has been 
rev i ewed by the var i ous TAC members and/ or agenc i es and found to be 
acceptable. The cul-de-sac design allows more lots on secluded streets 
without thru-trafflc. The total number of lots Is In compl lance with the 
PUD. The stub street to the south ties with street connections that wi I I 
eventua II y prov I de access through the center of the sect I on east to 
Sheridan Road. 

Those streets providing access through the section between Yale Avenue and 
Sheridan Road have been shown as 60' of right-of-way In Country Gentlemen 
Estates (a County plat with open ditch drainage), and 60' of right-of-way 
through Forest Park South. AI I the remaining connecting streets in Forest 
Park South III, Wexford Estate, Southern Oaks Estates II and other plats 
not yet subm i tted show 50' of right-of-way. Even though these streets 
will function as a "collector" on the overall map, they will show more as 
"connecting streets" since they do not have 60' of right-of-way. 

TMAPC Comments & Discussion: 

Mr. Gardner advised of meetIngs WIth the City Engineer regarding this 
case. He reviewed the previous TAC/TMAPC actions on the subdivisions In 
this area, where preliminary plat approvals were received granting the 50' 
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Wexford Estate - Cont 

rlghts-of- way with 26' paving widths. Mr. Gardner admitted some 
embarrassment that, at this point In time, Staff Is advising the issue of 
right-of-way and paving widths have never been resolved by the Commission. 
He suggested that, should the TMAPC waive the requirement to buj Id to 
col lector standards, they do so on the basis of the extenuating 
circumstances and facts before the Commission today. Therefore, a 
precedent would not be established for eliminating col lector requirements 
In other sections of south Tulsa. 

In-depth discussion fol lowed on the Issues of right-of-way, paving widths 
and sidewalk requirements. Staff answered questions from the TMAPC 
members as to street carrying capacities, functions of collectors, the 
issue of setting a precedent, and the existing physical facts. 

Applicant's Comments: 

Mr. Adrian Smith of Hammond Engineering spoke on behalf of Wexford 
Estates. Mr. Sm I th commented there was no q uarre I whatsoever with the 
proposed cu I-de-sac layout. I n regard to an access on the west side of 
the subdivision, Mr. Smith advised the Traffic Engineer approved the 
configuration with the reduction from 60' to 50' of right-of-way. He felt 
the problem arose from the differences of opinion between the City 
Engineer and the Traffic Engineer. 

In regard to the Issues of right-of-way widths, paving widths, sidewaik 
requirements, etc., Mr. Doherty asked which would be onerous and which 
would be the easiest to the developer. Mr. Smith repl led that, if the the 
developer was required to grant the additional land to accommodate the 60' 
r r ght-of-way, then the setbacks wou I d have to be I ncreased accord I ng I y. 
He felt this would be the most ornerous. Mr. Smith suggested a 30' 
paving width in the present 50' right-of-way as he felt this compromise 
would best accommodate the developer's needs. 

In reply to Mr. Paddock, Mr. Smith stated that before the plat for Wexford 
was submitted to the TMAPC, he personally visited with the Traffic 
Engineer on these Issues, and a letter was submitted to the developers 
adviSing a col lector street through their subdivision (Wexford) would not 
be required. Further, the Traffic Engineer also indicated a negative 
feeling to an opening on the southern boundary accessing the 60' col lector 
in County Gentlemen Estates which extended on to the section line. 

Mr. LIndsey Perkins, developer for Wexford Estate, stated the collector 
street Issue was not previously mentioned during this process by either 
the City or Traffic Engineer. Mr. Perkins commented he felt a precedent 
for 50' right-of-way has been established tn the surrounding subdivisions. 
He also stated that In previous meeting with Staff, they strongly 
suggested the Issues not be confused, and to pursue the Issue of the east 
"stub out". They fo II owed th I s suggested through the process with the 
rrv1APC and Ci ty Cornrn i 5S i on, and they then subrn 1 tted the iiew layout wh 1 ch 
brings them to this point on the street widths. Mr. Perkins remarked that 
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Wexford Estate - Cont 

he feels the developers are being asked to "start the bal Igame over in the 
last half of the ninth inning." In regard to his feelings on the sidewalk 
Issue, Mr. Perkins advised that, If required, they would not connect with 
any sidewalks in any direction. If, at a future date, the City instal led 
sidewalks In the existing subdivisions, then a sidewalk connection could 
be considered. Mr. Perkins added he felt that a col lector was not needed 
for this 300' zig zag strip, but that the entire col lector street Issue 
needed to be addressed for the City of Tulsa. 

TMAPC Review Session: 

Mr. Carnes moved for approval of the Staff's recommendation plus a waiver 
of the co I I ector right-of-way requ i rements, I eav i ng the 26' pav i ng width 
and el iminatlng any requirements for sidewalks. 

Mr. Paddock commented the motion should Include a cautionary note that the 
TMAPC was not intending to set a precedent of not adhering to the Major 
Street and Highway Plan. After discussion as to language, Mr. Carnes 
agreed to this suggestion and amended his motion to Inc!ude the fo! !owlng 
statement with the TMAPC's act I on: "Because of the phys i ca I facts and 
particular circumstances in this case, and not to be setting a precedent, 
the TMAPC approves •••• " 

Chairman Doherty stated he could not support the motion as he felt the 26' 
paving width was too narrow. 

Mr. Parmele stated favor of the motion as he felt the Major Street and 
Highway Plan had already been violated through a series of errors in 
approvals for the surrounding subdivisions. Further, he did not think 
105th Street, wh i ch extended to Ya I e Avenue, wou I d ever be I mproved as 
there were numerous higher priority Items in the City's budget. He stated 
he did not see a need for sidewalks In this smal! 300' section. 

In reply to Mr. Draughon's comment that it appears the Traffic Engineer 
does not favor col lector streets, Mr. Gardner stated the TMAPC sets pol icy 
through the Subdivision Regulations and it was up to the operating 
departments to carry out these policies. It is not up to the individual 
departments to set their own policies, but it appears this may be what is 
occurr i n9. Mr. Gardner stated the TMAPC has never made a consc lous 
decision to waive col lector requirements even though it has been done by 
approval of previous plats. Staff was now raising the question and 
suggesting that if the collector standards were waived, "we but Id this 
record" which establishes that the waiver was due to the existing facts. 
Mr. Draughon stated, if the sidewalks were also waived, he would be 
against the motion. 

Mr. Perkins was recognized to speak, and advised he would be will ing to 
I nsta I lsi dewa I ks for th I s 300' str I p, prov i ding no other changes were 
made to the piat. 
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CommissIoner Selph stated he could understand both sIdes of thIs case, but 
consIderIng the exIstIng physIcal facts, it dId not make sense to require 
36' paving with 60' of right-of-way or to requIre only a 300' section of 
sidewalk. Mr. Parmele agreed and added he felt the Commission was tryIng 
to "change In mIdstream". Further, admittIng the past mIstakes, he did 
not fee I th I s deve I oper shou I d be used to "prove a po I nt". Cha i rman 
Doherty re Iterated hIs concerns regard I ng the safety hazards on a 26' 
street with parkIng on one sIde. 

Mr. Coutant remarked he felt the most persuasIve argument for the motion 
was that the appl icant had been treated badly and possibly misled to get 
to this pOint. Mr. Coutant commented, "on the other side of the issue, the 
argument that there was no mer i t to hav I ng comp I y I ng streets I n the 
m i dd I elf they do not comp I y from one end to the other dId not stand 
logIcal scrutiny." He poInted out "the Subdivision RegulatIons not only 
required an east/west, but a north/south and there was nothIng goIng 
north/south through this part of the city." Mr. Coutant stated he felt 
that the fact that th i s part I cu I ar case was just a sma II part of th I s 
area and the fact that It was curved, supports the need for the greater 
width. 

Mr. Paddock advised he associated hImself wIth the remarks of Mr. Coutant 
and Comm Iss i on Se I ph and others who have been ta I kIng about the rea I 
prob I ems in th i s case. Mr. Paddock suggested the I ntroductl on 
to the motion as accepted by Mr. Carnes as a part of his motion and as 
Indicated below. 

Ms. Wi Ison stated she felt the proposed 26' paving wIdth should be 30' 
with sidewalks on at least one side of the street, and she suggested an 
amendment to the motion to this affect. Discussion fol lowed on 
dimensions required for sidewalk Installation on this curved street. 

Mr. Perkins commented when he volunteered 
26' paving width was under consideratIon. 
right-of-way and 30' paving width with no 
with sidewalks on only one side. 

InstallatIon of sIdewalks, the 
However, he could accept 50' 

sidewalks, or 26' paving width 

Mr. Carnes amended his motIon to a 30' paving width with al I else 
remaining as orIginal iy made. Ms. Wi ison and Mr. Coutant remarked they 
felt attempts for a good compromise were being made as the developer has 
tried to work with the Planning Commission on this case. 

TMAPC ACTION: 9 members present 

Because of the physical facts and particular circumstances in this case, 
and not to be used as setting a precedent, on MOTION of CARNES, the TMAPC 
voted 9-0-0 (Carnes, Coutant, Doherty, Draughon, Paddock, Parmele, Selph, 
Wilson, Woodard, "aye"; no "nays"; no "abstentions"; Kempe, Randle, 
"absent") to APt"'KOVE the Prei iminary Plat for Wexford Estate subject to 
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the conditions as recommended by the TAC and Staff, that with a waiver of the 
collector right-of-way requirements, a 30' paving width requirement be 
Imposed on that portion of the street system connecting the 105th Street 
entrance with the south Erie Avenue entrance, and elimination of any 
sidewalk requirements. 

* * * * * * * 

lIncoln Oaks (182) sE/c of East 66th Place & Riverside Drive (RM-l ) 

Th I s P I at had a pre I im I nary approva I by the P I ann I ng Comm i ss I on dated 
3/19/86, subject to the conditions recommended by the TAC on 3/13/86. No 
action was taken within one year and the plat approval expired 3/19/87. 
The owners have decided to take up the process where it was when the plat 
expired, and Mr. Ledford provided updated copies for the TAC members to 
review. Staff had no objections to picking up the process where It 
stopped in 1987. it wi i i need to be forwarded to the Planning Commission 
and notices to the abutting property owners made. A "Draft Final Plat" 
wi! I be required and releases made In the usual manner. Staff recommends 
approval subject to the conditions as previously outlined In the TMAPC 
minutes of 3/19/86, plus any new conditions that might now be applicable. 

The Staff presented the p I at with the app II cant represented by Jerry 
Ledford. 

The TAC had no objection to this process Including final approval when 
release letters were received by Staff. 

The TAC voted unanimously to recommend approval of the PRELIMINARY plat of 
Lincoln Oaks and a final approval when the foi lowing conditions are met: 

1. Make sure that all of 66th Place Is dedicated out to the east I ine of 
Ri vers 1 de. There may be a "gap" un I ess a portion was ded I cated by 
separate Instrument. If so, show Book/Page Information. 

2. Since that portion of Ralntree I I amended within this plat has been 
vacated, change brief legal under the title block accordingly. 

3. Show 30' property line radius at the southeast corner of 66th Place & 
Riverside. (Identify as "Additional Right-Of-Way Dedication".) 

4. Utility easements shall meet the approval of the utilities. 
Coordinate with Subsurface Committee if underground plant is planned. 
Show additional easements as required. Existing easements should be 
tied to or related to property lines and/or lot lines. 

5. Water plans shal I be approved by the Water and Sewer Department prior 
to release of final plat. Include language for Water and Sewer 
faci i tties in covenants. 
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6. 

7 , . 

8. 

9. 

10. 

Pavement or landscape repa I r with In restr icted water II ne, sewer 
II ne, or ut I I i ty easements as a resu I t of water or sewer I I ne or 
other uti I Ity repairs due to breaks and fal lures, shal I be borne by 
the owner(s) of the lot(s). 

A request for crest i on of a Sewer Improvement 01 str i ct sha I I be 
submitted to the Water and Sewer Department prior to release of final 
plat. 

Drainage plans shal I be approved by Stormwater Management, Including 
storm dra I nage, detention des I gn and Watershed Deve I opment Perm I t 
appl icatlon subject to criteria approved by City Commission. (Class 
A permit. 100 year storm sewer to Arkansas River.) 

A request for a Privately Financed Public Improvement (PFPI) shal I be 
submitted to the City Engineer. 

Traffic Engineering recommended no access at the south end of the 
tract. However, applicant and Traffic Engineering wi I I work together 
to try to provide access In this general location, subject to further 
rev I ew. The access at the south end wou I d be temporar I I y "ex I t 
only." 

11. Revise Deed of Dedication, 2nd page, first two paragraphs. 
(Dupl ications and Incorrect reference.> 

12. A "Letter of Assurance" regard I ng I nsta I I at Ion of I mprovements ShEd I 
be submitted prior to release of final plat, Including documents 
required under Section 3.6-5 of Subdivision Regulations. 

13. AI I (other) Subdivision Regulations shal I be met prior to release of 
final plat. 

TIMPe ACTION: 8 members present 

On MOTION of WOODARD. the TMAPC voted 8-0-0 (Carnes, Coutant, Doherty, 
Draughon, Paddock, Sel ph, WI I son, Woodard, "aye"; no "nays"; no 
"abstentions"; Kempe, Parmele, Randle, "absentlY) to APPROVE the 
Preliminary Plat for Lincoln Oaks, subject to the conditions as 
recommended by the TAC and Staff. 

* * * * * * * 

Korean United Methodist Church (1383) W/s of S. Mingo, N. of E. 91st St. (AG) 

Since the Board of Adjustment hearing on this church tract Is not 
scheduled untl I 12/21/89, It Is recommended that the plat be reviewed by 
the TAC on 12/14/89, but not transmitted to the Planning Commission unti I 
i/3/90. If the Board of Adjustment places any restrictions applIcable to 
a plat. they can be Included as a condition by the P!anning Commission. 

The Staff presented the plat with the applicant represented by Phi I Smith. 
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The Fire Department advised that no portion of the bui Iding should be more 
than 400' from a' fire hydrant. Th i s wi I I be part of water p I an 
requirements in condItion 113. 

The TAC voted unanimously to recommend approval of the PRELIMINARY plat of 
Korean United Methodist Church, subject to the fol lowing conditions: 

1. On face of plat show the Country Club also as "unplatted". A 35' 
building I ine may be shown instead of the 50' as volunteered on the 
plat. 

2. Uti Iity easements shall meet the approval of the uti Iities. 
Coordinate with Subsurface Committee if underground plant is planned. 
Show additional easements as required. Existing easements should be 
tied to or related to property lines and/or lot lines. (Clarify 
existing PSO easement.) 

3. Water plans shal I be approved by the Water and Sewer Department prior 
to release of final plat. (No direct service from 48".> 

4. Pavement or i andscape repa I r with I n restr I cted water i I fie, sewer 
II ne, or ut II i ty easements as a resu I t of water or sewer I I ne or 
other uti I lty repairs due to breaks and failures, shal I be borne by 
the owner(s) of the lot(s). 

5. Paving and/or drainage plans shal I be approved by Stormwater 
Management andior City Engineer, Including storm drainage, detention 
design and Watershed Development Permit application subject to 
criteria approved by City Commission. (Fee-In-Lieu may be paid for 
any Increase In Imperviousness.) 

6. A request for a Prtvateiy Financed Publ Ie Improvement (PFPI) shal I be 
submitted to the City Engineer. (If requ!red.) 

7. limits of Access or (LNA) as app! Icab!e shal! be approved by Traffic 
Engineer. 

8, It is recommended that the applicant and/or his engineer or developer 
coord I nate with the Tu I sa CI ty-County Hea I th Department for sol I d 
waste disposal, particularly during the construction phase and/or 
clearing of the project. Burning of solid waste Is prohibited. 

9. The method of sewage disposal and plans therefore, shal I be approved 
by the City-County Health Department. Percolation tests required 
prior to prel imlnary approval. (Percolation tests received - OK) 

10. A Corporat Ion Comm Iss i on letter (or Cert If i cate of Nondeve I opment) 
shal I be submitted concerning any 01 I and/or gas wei Is before plat Is 
released. A bui Iding line shall be shown on plat on any wells not 
officially plugged. 
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Korean United Methodist Church - Cont 

11 • A "Letter of Assurance" regard I ng I nsta I I at I on of Improvements sha I I 
be submitted prior to release of final plat, Including documents 
required under Section 3.6-5 of Subdivision Regulations. 

12. AI I (other) Subdivision Regulations shal I be met prior to release of 
final plat. 

TMAPC ACTION: 8 members present 

On MOTION of SELPH, the TMAPC voted 8-0-0 (Carnes, Coutant, Doherty, 
Draughon, Paddock, Selph, Wi Ison, Woodard, "aye"; no "nays"; no 
"abstentions"; Kempe, Parmele, Randle, "absent") to APPROVE the 
Prel iminary Plat for Korean United Methodist Church, as recommended by 
Staff • 

REQUEST FOR WAIVER (Section 260): 

BOA 15309 Suburban Hil Is (102) 614 East 59th Place North (RS-3 ) 

Th is is a request to wa! ve p I at on Lot 2, Block 8 of the above named 
subd J v r s i on. The BOA has approved a day care center w t th no phys t ca! 
changes to the existing house on the lot. Since the property is already 
platted and the operation of the day care center has been specified by the 
BOA, noth I ng wou I d be ga i ned by a rep I at. It is recommended that the 
request be approved, noting that Section 260 of the Code has been met. 

TMAPC ACTION: 8 members present 

On MOTION of CJ1,RNES, the TMfoPC voted 8-0-0 (Carnes; Coutant, Doherty; 
Draughon, Paddock, Selph, Wi Ison, Woodard, "aye"; no "nays"; no 
"abstentions"; Kempe, Parmele, Randle, "absent") to APPROVE the Waiver 
Request for BOA-15309 Suburban Hills, as recommended by Staff. 

* * * * * * * 

Z-5689 O'Connor Park Second (1393) W/side of So 85th E Ave, So of East 21st 

Th i sis a request to wa i ve p I at on a 90' x 178' tract descr i bed as the 
south 90' of the east 178' of Lot (Tract) 1 of the above named 
subdivision. This tract was spilt from the east 178' of Lot <Tract) 1 In 
order to be added to property to the south, which Is an existing nursing 
home with an expans i on project underway. Th I s tract will be added to 
prov I de add I tiona I park i ng and a sewer rna in extens Ion to serve the new 
bui Idings is in progress. lhe plaT requirement was waived on the tracT TO 
the south under BOA 14982 on 10/18/89. Since the property Is already 
platted, has been processed as a lot split (#17263), and required rights 
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Z-5689 O'Connor Park Second - Cont 

of way and/or easements obtained, Staff recommends APPROVAL as submitted, 
not i ng that Sect i on 260 has been met. (NOTE: Th ! s recommendat Ion for 
waiver applies only to the 90' x 178' tract. The remainder of Z-5689 is 
st! I I "subject to plat.") 

TMAPC ACT ION: 8 members present 

On MOTION of PADDOO<, the TMAPC voted 8-0-0 (Carnes, Coutant, Doherty. 
Draughon, Paddock, Selph, Wilson, Woodard, "aye"; no "nays"; no 
"abstentions"; Kempe, Parmele, Randle, "absent") to APPROVE the Waiver 
Request for Z-5689 O'Connor Park Second. as recommended by Staff. 

ACCESS CHANGE ON RECORDED PLAT: 

Eastland Plaza (994) NW/c of East 21st Street & South 145th East Avenue (CS) 

The purpose of the request Is to reduce a platted 50' access point with 
actual width of 35' In location actually constructed when street 
Improvements were made. The Staff and Traffic Engineer recommend APPROVAL 
as requested. 

TMAPC ACTION: 8 members present 

On MOTION of PADDOO<, the TMAPC voted 8-0-0 (Carnes, Coutant I Doherty I 
Draughon, Paddock, Selph, Wilson, Woodard, "aye"; no "nays"; no 
"abstentions"; Kempe, Parmele, Randle, "absent!!) to APPROVE the Access 
Change on Recorded Plat for Eastland Plaza, as recommended by Staff. 

PUC 190: 

OTHER BUS INESS: 

Detail SIgn Plan for lot 1, Block 1, Summit Square 
SW/c of East 71st Street & South Sheridan Road 

Staff Recommendation: 

The applicant Is requesting approval to construct a new ground sign at the 
southwest corner of the above ment I oned I ntersect Ion. Rev I ew of the 
appl icant's submitted plot plan and sign elevation show the sign to be In 
violation of the maximum 25' height. In addition, this height Is measured 
from mean curb I eve I and due to the mean curb I eve I be I ng sub stant I a I I Y 
below ground level at that location, the sign must be further shortened. 
The proposed sign appears to meet al I other conditions of the PUD. 

01 .03 .90: 1774 ( 13) 



PUD 190 Detail Sign Plan - Cont 

Staff recommends APPROVAl of the Detal I Sign Plan subject to the sign not 
exceedIng 25' in heIght measured from the mean curb level (this would 
permit a sign of approximately 15' In height). The exact height Is to be 
determined by the sign Inspector's office and the applicant. 

Comments & Discussion: 

Mr. M. Khezri (509-A North Redbud, Broken Arrow), the appl icant, stated 
the suggested 15' height presents a vandalism problem sInce the clearance 
to the ground was also beIng reduced. Mr. KhezrI stated he dId not feel 
the appl icant should be penalized for this hi I Iy topography, and he added 
there was a bi I Iboard at this site. 

Discussion fol lowed on the topo problems of this site, with Staff 
suggesting that the applicant could get his requested height If he could 
move the sign location to behind the but Iding setback line, as It would 
then meet the Zoning Code. Mr. Khezri remarked that he could meet 110' 
setback on 71st Street, but not on Sheridan. Staff reiterated the simplest 
method would be to approve per the Code (Section 1130.2.B.4). then the 
applicant could seek some rei lef through the BOA If needed. 

TMAPC ACT ION: 8 members present 

On MOTION of WILSON, the TMAPC voted 7-0-1 (Carnes, Doherty, Draughon, 
Paddock, Selph, Wilson, Woodard, "aye"; no "nays"; Coutant, "abstaining"; 
Kempe, Parmele, Randle, "absent") to APPROVE the Detail Sign Plan for 
Lot 1, Block 1 of PUD 190, per the Zoning Code (Section 1130.2.B.4>, 

* * * * * * * 

pun 166: Detaii Sign Pian for Lot 1, Siock 1, Sheridan Square 
East of the SE/c of East 91st Street & South Sheridan Road 

Staff Recommendation: 

Staff has reviewed the request by the applicant to add a 24 square foot 
(3'x 81) sign to an existing ground sign and add a 30 square foot (30" x 
12') wall sign on the existing building. Staff finds the request to be 
consistent with the existing PUD conditions and existing slgnage. 

Therefore, Staff recommends APPROVAL of the Detail Sign P I an subject to 
the appl icant's submitted sign elevations and plot plan. 

TMAPC ACTION: 8 members present 

On K>TION of CARNES, the TMAPC voted 8-0-0 (Carnes, Coutant, Doherty, 
Draughon, Paddock, Selph, Wilson, Woodard; "aye"; no "nays"; no 
"abstentions"; Kempe, Parmele, Randle, "absent") to APPROVE the Detail 
Sign Plan for Lot 1, Block 1 of PUD 166, as recommended by Staff. 
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BRIEFING: Summary Report on the Status of the FY 90 TMAPC Work Program 

Comments & Discussion: 

Mr. Rich Brlerre presented the summary report and reviewed the status of 
each work program Item. Mr. Brlerre asked the TMAPC members to begin 
th I nk I ng about next year's budget and work program as to any spec I a I 
stud I es or spec i a I 1 nterest areas. He then answered quest Ions from the 
Commission on the work program Items. 

BRIEFING: 

* * * * * * * 

Year End Report & Discuss i on of TMAPC Act i v I ties and 
COnsideration of Committee Work Sessions 

Comments & Discussion: 

Mr. Gardner reviewed a proposal for TMAPC Committee Work Sessions to be 
held on the third Wednesday of each month after the regular TMAPC 
bus I ness. Mr. Gardner exp I a I ned th i s concept has come about due to the 
Increasing number of TMAPC Committee meetings (41 total In 1989), 
Discussion was generated as to the best place to hold the work sessions. 
Staff suggested remaining In the City Commission room upon adjournment of 
the regular TMAPC meeting. Some of the TMAPC members felt this to be too 
formal and they preferred a smaller setting such as the 11th floor 
conference rooms. 

Mr. Gardner and Mr. Stump briefed the TMAPC on a project to find Improved 
ways of keep! ng track of the requ! rements and status of PUD's, and the 
efforts to computerize the pun files. Staff also reported on meetings with 
the CI ty Eng I neer concern i ng the des! gn and I ocat! on of streets in new 
subdIvIsIons. 

There being no further business, the Chairman declared the meeting adjourned 
at 4:05 p.m. 

ATIEST: 
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