










































































stated that is and 
be an application before the TMAPC requesting that a rezoning be initiated 

Mr. strip of land the D. that the strip of 

narrow 

9 



Ms. Pace asked Mr. Stump if the applicant could come back with an amendment to the 
PUD if in three years it seems appropriate for apartment use. She suggested that the 
TMAPC eliminate the apartment usage. In response, Mr. Stump stated that the TMAPC 
could eliminate the apartment usage and the density would be high for single-family 
duplexes or townhouses. However, it could be eliminated and it would require a major 
amendment PUD. 

Ms. Pace asked Mr. Alberty and Mr. Carlton if they had a problem with the approval of 
the PUD minus the apartment use and allowing townhouses and duplexes. Mr. Alberty 
stated that he would like to have the application approved as it has been applied for. 
Mr. Alberty further stated that the application is reasonable and he would not be willing 
to compromise or amend the application today. Mr. Carlton stated that he would 
appreciate it if the TMAPC would consider the Development Area 8 plan that he 
submitted, which conforms to the format that the staff has used. 

Mr. Jackson stated that if Development 8 did develop into multifamily, RM-1 with 
15 units an acre, the density would be low and with the land cost in the subject area 
for the multifamily units would on the upper end. He commented the 
multifamily units would provide a buffer Development Area which would be 

TMAPC Action; 6 members 
On MOTION HORNER, 
Ledford , Pace 



From: AG (Agriculture District) To: RS-3 (Residential Single-family High Density 
District) Commencing at the SE/c of said Section, thence N 0°00'31" W 1655.09' to a 
point; thence S 88°47'01" W a distance 580' to the point of beginning; thence S 
88°47'01" W a distance of 185.15'; thence S 01°00'31" E 335'; thence S 88°47'01" W 
554.71'; thence N 01°01'04" W 1320.15'; thence N 88°47'1 E 740'; thence S 

" E a distance of 985.27' to the point of beginning; said tract being 21.00 acres 
MIL 

Legal Description of PUD-619: 
The North 10 acres of the NE/4, SE/4, Section 26. 18-N, R-13-E of the IBM, Tulsa 
County, State of Oklahoma, according to the U. S. Government survey thereof, less and 
except a tract deeded for Highway described as follows, to-wit: beginning at the 
Northeast corner of said NE/4, SE/4; thence S along the East line of said NE/4, SE/4 a 
distance of 330.00'; thence West a distance of 105.00'; thence N 1°00'31" W a distance 
of ; thence N 4°35'05" W a distance of .17' to a point on the North line of said 
NE/4, thence along said North line a distance of 1 07.32' to the Point of 
Beginning, and a tract of land located in NE/4, SE/4 of Section 26, T-18-N, R-1 

the IBM, Tulsa County, State Oklahoma, according to the U. S. Government 
thereof, more particularly described as follows: commencing at the intersection 

line of Memorial 111th Street South, also being 
1 
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areas and has church, school, 
nursing home and single-family uses. major amendment/corridor site plan 
proposes an outdoor advertising sign on Development Area C. Development Area C, 
containing ten acres is located at southwest corner of PUD and was approved 

church and accessory uses, adult daycare, and a 
a C 

approximately 800 feet of frontage on South Mingo Valley Expressway. 

The subject tract (Development Area C) is abutted on the north by Development Area B 
PUD-569, which has been approved for multifamily dwellings; to the east by 

Development Areas D and which have been ::1pproved for office use, a nursing home 
or an assisted living facility and single-family residences; to the south by vacant land, 
zoned CO, which has an approved corridor site plan for single-family residential and is 
about to be developed; and to the west by the Mingo Valley Expressway, zoned AG and 
beyond the expressway to the west is Community College, zoned AG. 

a maximum display 
north 
Valley 



is in a 
which allows for outdoor advertising as a 

it meets all the Zoning Code 
that proposed sign is 200' north of a school. 

LaFortune stated that he surprised to see that the State permit issue was included 
recommendation. confirmed that allows permits in areas that 

industrially or ODOT is 

a 



an building and would buffer the area. stated is 
approximately one quarter of a mile away from the residential uses, which were allowed 
in the rest of Development Area B to the west. 

Mr. Stump explained that regarding using the State regulations in the staff 
it is other 

agencies that are involved with the same issue 
TMAPC can use the lnTr\n'Yl 

Jackson asked if staffs opinion would in light of the developmental areas 
being schools and church uses. In response, Mr. Stump stated that staffs opinion 
would remain the same. Mr. Stump explained that staff has not historically thought of 
churches as being commercial or industrial areas. Mr. Stump stated that staff has 
always thought of multifamily as being where people live. Mr. Stump commented that 
elementary schools are closer to a church type of use than across the expressway (a 

which typically develops more like an office park and generates more 
traffic). Mr. Stump stated that staff does not consider the potential of the elementary 
school district to be high intensity use by any means. 

stated that the intention 
if the precedent regarding 
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S 06°33'43" a distance of 455.41'; thence 
S 6'48" E a distance , thence S 

S 1 E a 21 1 to 
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Application No.: PUD-206-C-1 
Applicant: Roy D. Johnsen 
location: Southwest corner 91st 
{Minor Amendment) 

applicant is requesting 
building height 

8) 
South Sheridan 

to 



Staff, therefore, recommends APPROVAL 
height a one-story assisted living facility from 25 feet to a maximum roof ridgeline 
height feet per the building submitted. 

Note: Minor Amendment approval does not constitute Detail Site Plan approval 

TMAPC COMMENTS: 
Carnes announced 

from Mr. Saterback. 

APPLICANT'S COMMENTS: 

a of opposition (Exhibit 

Mr. Johnson, 201 West 5th, Suite 501, Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103, stated that he informed 
the abutting neighbor to the west that he would amend the height to 29 feet . 

, Boyle, Harmon, Midget, 
Minor Amendment as 

* * * * * * * * * * 



can 
Development 
approval nor alter the 

standards for signage for Development 
1 display surface area. Sign plan 

a 

corner 

modifying the development 
A to one sign, 25 feet in height with 

the permitted ground sign Area 
Detail Site and Landscape 

or 

* 



Block 1, as submitted. 

NOTE: Detail Plan approval does 

There were no interested parties wishing to 

TMAPC Action; 6 members present: 
On MOTION of HORNER, TMAPC voted 6-0-0 (Carnes, Horner, Jackson, 
Ledford, Pace , no "nays"; none "abstaining"; Dick, 
Westervelt "absent") to APPROVE the detail site plan for PUD-179-V, 
recommended by staff. 

Application 
Applicant: 
Location: 

: PUD-521 
Sack 

* * * * * * * * * * * * 

South the southwest corner 

, Midget, 
3, Block 1, as 

Mingo 



, no 
to 

recommended by staff. 

* * * * * * * * * * * * 

corner st 



approval. 

There were no interested parties 

TMAPC Action; 6 members present: 
MOTION HORNER, the 

, no 
Westervelt "absent") 
staff. 
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