
CITY BOARD OF ADJUSTIENT 
MINUTES of Meeting No. 526 

Thursday, November 3, 1988, 1:00 p.m. 
Francis F. Campbell Commission Room 

Plaza Level of City Hall, Tulsa Civic Center 

JE�ERS PRESENT 

Bradley 

JE�ERS ABSENT 

Quarles 

STAFF PRESENT 

Gardner 
Jones 
Moore 

OTHERS PRESENT 

Jackere, legal 
Department 

Hubbard, Protective 
Inspections 

Chappel I e, 
Chairman 

Smith 
White 

The notice and agenda of said meeting were posted In the Office of the City 
Auditor on Tuesday, November 1, 1988, at 12:47 p.m., as wel I as In the 
Reception Area of the INCOG offices. 

After dee I ar Ing a quorum present, Cha I rman Chappe I I e ca I I ed the meet Ing to 
order at 1:00 p.m. 

MltlJTES: 
On �TION of SMllli, the Board voted 2-0-2 (Chappelle, Smith, "aye"; no 
"nays"; Bradley, White, "abstaining"; Quarles, "absent") to APPROVE the 
Minutes of October 20, 1988. 

UNFINISHED BUSINESS 

Case No. 14946 

Action Requested: 
Variance - Section 1320(d) - General Requirements - Use Unit 1223 -
Request a variance of the required parking spaces on the lot of use, 
located 1443 East 4th Street. 

Presentation: 
The app 11 cant, Ray Conard, 2725 South Memor I a I, Tu Isa, Ok I ahoma, 
stated that he was before the Board at the I ast schedu I ed meet Ing 
and found that he was In need of a variance of the required number 
of parking spaces. He stated that he has City approval (engineer) 
of the parking layout. A site plan (Exhibit A-1) was submitted. 

Comments and Questions: 
Mr. Gardner Informed that a port I on of the park Ing spaces extend 
Into the City right-of-way. 

Protestants: None. 
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Case No. 14946 (continued) 
Board Action: 

On MOTION of BRADLEY, the Board voted 3-0-1 (Brad I ey, Chappa 11 e, 
White "aye"; no "nays"; Smith, "abstaining"; Quarles, "absent") to 
APPROVE a Var I ance C Sect I on 1320 ( d) - Genera I Requ I rements - Use 
Unit 1223) of the required parking spaces on the lot of use; per 
plot plan submitted; on the following described property: 

The south 85' of Lot 22, Block 18, Lynch and Forsythe Addition, 
City of Tulsa, Tulsa County, Oklahoma. 

MINOR VARIANCES AND EXCEPTIONS 

Case No. 14971 

Action Requested: 
Variance - Section 430. 1 - Bulk and Area Requirements In Residential 
Districts - Use Unit 1206 - Request a minor variance of side yard 
setback from 101 to 81 to al low for an addition to an existing 
dwel I Ing, located 1439 North Boston Avenue. 

Presentation: 
The appl leant, Scott Thomas, 548 East Apache, Tulsa, Oklahoma, 
submitted a plot plan (Exhibit X-1), and requested permission to add 
a 7 1 by 101 utility room to an existing house. He explained that 
although the property Is zoned multi-family, the area has developed 
single faml ly, which would require a 51 side yard setback. Mr. 
Thomas stated that the new construction will align with the existing 
house and will be 81 from the property I lne. 

Protestants: None. 

Board Action: 
On t«>TION of WHITE, the Board voted 3-0-1 (Bradley, Smith, White 
"aye"; no "nays"; Chappa I I e, "absta In Ing"; Quar I es, "absent") to 
APPROVE a Var I ance ( Sect I on 430. 1 - Bu I k and Area Req u I rements In 
Residential Districts - Use Unit 1206) of side yard setback from 10' 
to 8' to a I I ow for an add It I on to an ex I st Ing dwe I I Ing; per p I ot 
plan submitted; finding that the RM-1 zoned property has developed 
s Ing I e-f am 11 y res I dent I a I, and wou Id requ I re on I y a 5' s I de yard 
setback If zoned RS; and finding that the addition wll I not extend 
further Into the setback than the existing structure; on the 
fol I owing described property: 

Lot 22, Block 2, Lloyd Addition, City of Tulsa, Tulsa County, 
Oklahoma. 
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Case No. 14973 

Action Requested: 
Variance - Section 280 - Structure Setbacks for Abutting Streets -
Use Unit 1221 - Request a variance of the required setback of 1/2 
the r I ght-of-way des I gnated on the major street p I an to a I I ow for 
various Identification and dlrectlonal signs for St. John' s 
Hospltal, located NE/c 21st Street and Utica Avenue. 

Presentation: 
The appl leant, El lse Brennan, 1000 Atlas Life Bulldlng, Tulsa, 
Oklahoma, submitted a sign plan packet (Exhibit B-1) and explained 
that 14 signs are proposed on hospltal property to aid traffic flow 
In the area. She stated that e I ght of the proposed s I gns w 111 be 
located In the required setback. Ms. Brennan pointed out that these 
signs are necessary to assist the pub I le In finding specific 
I ocat Ions In the hosp lta I comp I ex, and need to be I ocated near 
enough to the street to be read I ly observed by passing motorists. 
It was noted by the app I I cant that the over a I I p I an has been 
reviewed by representatives from the Traffic Engineering and Water 
and Sewer Departments, and was approved by the Plannlng Commission 
on October 5, 1988, subject to Board of Adjustment approval. Ms. 
Brennan stated that the signs are Internally lllumlnated to provide 
dlrecttonal assistance for nighttime visitors. 

Callnents and Questions: 
Ms. Bradley asked If there are existing signs at the proposed 
locations, and the appl leant stated that there are presently no 
signs at these locations, but It has been determined that they are 
needed to Insure a steady traffic flow. 

Mr. Gardner pointed out that the Plannlng Commission has approved 
all signs In this appllcatlon, subject to Board of Adjustment 
approval of the setback variances. 

Interested Parties: 
Becky Cruz, 17 44 South Xanthus, Tulsa, Oklahoma, asked that she be 
al lowed to view the sign plan, and stated that 14 signs Is an 
unusually large amount of signs for a hosp Ital that Is as wel I 
establ I shed as St. John's. 

In response to Ms. Cruz' s question, Ms. Brennan Informed that the 
s I gns w 111 not be p I aced In the surround Ing res I dent I a I area, and 
pointed out that several new structures have been bullt In recent 
years that have had no signs. 
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Case No. 14973 (continued) 
Board Action: 

On Jl>TION of SMITI-1, the Board voted 4-0-0 (Bradley, Chappel le, 
Smith, White "aye"; no "nays"; no "abstentions"; Quarles, "absent") 
to APPROVE a Variance (Section 280 - Structure Setbacks for Abutting 
Streets - Use Unit 1221) of the required setback of 1/2 the 
right-of-way designated on the major street plan to al low for 
various Identification and dlrectlonal signs (1, 2, 3, 9, 10, 11, 
12, and 13) for St. John' s Hospital; per sign plan submitted; and 
subject to TMAPC approval; finding a hardship Imposed by the 
locatfon of retaining wal Is and buildings near the street, and the 
large size of the hospital complex; on the fol lowing described 
property: 

Development Areas A, 8
1 

C and D: SW/4, SW/4, SE/4, Section 7, 
T-19-N, R-13-E, Tulsa County, State of Oklahoma, and (1) al I of 
Block 1, except· Lots 13, 14, and 15, Redd In Th lrd Add It Ion to 
the City of Tulsa, Tulsa County, State of Oklahoma, according 
to the recorded plat thereof, and (2) Lots 7 through 18, 
Block 3, Edgewood Pl ace Add It Ion to the City of Tu Isa, Tu Isa 
County, State of Oklahoma, according to the recorded plat 
thereof: and (3) Lots 1 through 5, Block 3, Reddin Third 
Addition to the City of Tulsa, Tulsa County, State of Oklahoma, 
according to the recorded plat thereof; and (4) Lots 13, 14 and 
15, Block 2, Edgewood Place Addition to the City of Tulsa, 
Tulsa County, State of Oklahoma, according to the recorded plat 
thereof. 

Development Area E: Lots 12, 13, 14 and 15, and the west 35' 
of Lots 8, 9, 10 and 11, Block 4, Edgewood Place Addition to 
the City of Tulsa, Tulsa County, State of Oklahoma, according 
to the recorded plat thereof. 

Development Area F: The south 21' of the east 130' of Lot 9, 
and the east 130' of Lots 10 and 11, Block 4, Edgewood Place 
Addition to the City of Tulsa, Tulsa County, State of Oklahoma, 
according to the recorded plat thereof. 
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NEW APPLICATIONS 

Case No. 14967 

Action Requested: 
Spec I a I Except I on - Sect I on 420 - Accessory Uses Perm I tted - Use 
Unit 1211 - Request a spectal exception to al low for an existing 
real estate office as a home occupation In an RS-3 zoned district, 
located 2612 South 77 th East Avenue. 

Presentation: 
The appltcant, Jack Murdock, 2612 South 77 th East Avenue, Tulsa, 
Oklahoma, stated that he ts In the real estate business, which 
cons I sts of se I I Ing houses and manag Ing renta I propert I es. He 
Informed that he and his wife operate the business and occasionally 
meet cl tents at their home. 

Camtents end Questions: 
Mr. Chappe I I e asked the app I I cant If he has emp I oyees, and Mr. 
Murdock rep I l ed that he does not have employees. 

In response to Mr. Chappel le' s question, the appltcant Informed that 
he has read the Home Occupat I on Gu I de I Ines and can operate h Is 
business according to Its requirements. 

Mr. Chappel le Inquired as to the length of time the business has 
been at the present locatl on, and the appl leant stated that he sold 
his previous business on July 1, 1988 and began to remodel his home 
office at this time. 

In reply to Mr. Chappelle, the applicant stated that he sells real 
estate at al I hours, but would operate his home office from 
9: 00 a.m. to 5: 00 p. m. 

Mr. Chappe I I e asked If rea I estate c I os I ngs are conducted In the 
home, and Mr. Murdock stated that he has not had closl ngs there. 

Mr. Jackere requested that the applicant state the activities that 
take p I ace when a c I I ent comes to the home, and he rep 11 ed that 
leases are signed, or a cl l ent may meet him there to tour aval lable 
homes for sale. 

Ms. Wh I te asked how many peop I e cou I d be expected to come to the 
house on any given day, and the appl leant rep I Jed that some days he 
w 11 I not have any c I I ents and some days three or four peop I e may 
come to the home. 
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Case No. 14967 (continued) 
Mr. Chappelle asked If other real estate agents have their llcense 
w I th h Is off Ice, and Mr. Murdock rep I I ed that he does not p I an to 
have other agents working In his business. He Informed that he had 
planned to request a home occupation at the time construction began 
on his office, but evidently someone complained about the business 
before he made appllcatlon. 

Protestants: 
Mr. Chappelle Informed that the Board has received 14 letters 
(Exhibit C-1) from surrounding property owners that are opposed to 
the home occupation. Numerous protestants were In the audience. 
Photographs (Exhibit C-3) were submitted. 

Terry WIison, 77 28 East 30th Street, Tulsa, Oklahoma, stated that he 
Is vice-president of the homeowner' s association for this area, and 
Char Iman of District 5. He protested the establ tshment of a 
business In the resldentlal neighborhood. He Informed that, at one 
time, a dozen Murdock Real Estate signs were displayed In the yard 
of the app 1 1  cant. Mr. W 11 son po I nted out that the property In 
quest I on Is across the street from a park area wh I ch prov I des a 
buffer between the commercial and resldentlal properties. He asked 
the Board to deny the app I I cat I on and preserve the res I dent I a I 
character of the ne I ghborhood. A pet It I on of oppos It I on 
(Exhibit C-2) containing approxlmately 144 signatures was 
submitted. 

Camients and Questions: 
Mr. Chappel le asked Mr. WIison If he has noticed any unusual 
activities on the property, other than the signs on the lot, and he 
rep I led that he has noticed cars parked along 77 th East Avenue. He 
voiced a concern that the amount of business activity might Increase 
as the rea I estate market I mp roves. He noted that a rea I estate 
sign Is hanging In the applicant' s window, which would Indicate that 
a business Is being conducted on the subject property. 

Ms. White asked Mr. WIison If he Is referring to the stained glass 
sign that Is hanging In the window, and he answered In the 
affirmative. 

Charles Stern, 7 554 East 27 th Street, Tulsa, Oklahoma, stated that 
he has passed the subject property when a large number of cars have 
been parked on the street, and Is concerned with what wlll happen In 
the future If the bus I ness Is a 11 owed to move Into the area. He 
asked the Board to preserve the character of the ne I ghborhood and 
deny the special exception request. 
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Case No. 14967 (continued) 
Ann Pryor, 7398 East 25th PI ace, Tu Isa, Ok I ahoma, stated that the 
sign In the appl lcant' s window dlsplays Mr. Murdock' s name, along 
with the word Realtor. 

Ms. White asked Ms. Pryor If she has noticed an Increase In traffic 
after the business was moved to the appl !cant' s home, and she stated 
that she had noticed a substantlal Increase untl I notice of this 
meeting was received. She stated that some of the signs have been 
removed from the property. 

Luci lie Plazza, 7559 East 26th Place, Tulsa, Oklahoma, stated that 
she I Ives next door to the property In question and Is opposed to 
any type of business In the area. 

Alan Kraft, 7525 East 26th Place, Tulsa, Oklahoma, Informed that his 
residence Is approximately one-half block from the subject property. 
He stated that he Is opposed to the conver sion of any portion of the 
house to a bus I ness, and that the app I I cant shou Id seek another 
location for his real estate office. 

Applicant's Rebuttal: 
Mr. Murdock stated that It Is not his Intent to Introduce commercial 
uses to the neighborhood, but there are numerous people In the area 
that conduct a business from their home. He stated that his 
business would not compare with the volume of traffic generated by a 
home beauty shop or a nursery. Mr. Murdock Informed that he plans 
to I Ive In the neighborhood and does not Intend to do anything that 
wlll be detrimental to the area. 

Additional Conments: 
Ms. Bradley stated that she Is concerned with the posslble growth of 
the business In the residential area. 

Board Action: 
On l«>TION of BRADLEY, the Board voted 4-0-0 <Brad I ey, Chappa 11 e, 
Smith, White "aye"; no "nays"; no "abstentions"; Quarles, "absent") 
to DENY a Special Exception (Section 420 - Accessory Uses Permitted 
- Use Unit 1211) to allow for an existing real estate office as a 
home occupation In an RS-3 zoned district: finding that the business 
Is not appropriate for the resldentlal area, and the granting of the 
speclal exception request would vlolate the spirit and Intent of the 
Code and the Comprehensive Plan; on the followlng described 
property: 

Lot 1, Block 23, Boman Acres 4th Addition, City of Tulsa, Tulsa 
County, Oklahoma. 
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Case No. 14968 

Action Requested: 
Variance - Section 430. 1 - Bulk and Area Requirements In Resldentlal 
Districts - Use Unit 1206 - Request a variance of side yard setback 
from 10' to 5' to al low for an addition to an existing dwel I Ing, 
located 2320 South Olympla Avenue. 

Presentat I on: 
The appllcant, Kathleen Pittman, 2320 South Olympla, Tulsa, 
Oklahoma, who submitted a plot plan (Exhibit D-1) and elevations 
( Exh I b It D-2) , asked the Board to a I I ow construct I on of a storage 
bu 11 d Ing on the subject property. She Informed that a I though the 
lot Is zoned multl-famlly, the area has developed single family, and 
a 5' sldeyard setback Is allowed by right on properties with this 
zon Ing c I ass If I cat I on. Ms. PI ttman Informed that other houses In 
the area are within 5' of the property I lne. A petition of support 
(Exhibit 0-3) was submitted. 

Conwnents and Questions: 
Ms. Bradley asked If the building wlll be attached to the existing 
house, and Ms. Pittman answered In the affirmative. 

Protestants: None. 

Board Action: 
On MOTION of SMllH, the Board voted 4-0-0 (Bradley, Chappel le, 
Smith, White "aye"; no "nays"; no "abstentions"; Quarles, "absent") 
to APPROVE a Variance (Section 430. 1 - Bulk and Area Requirements In 
Residential Districts - Use Unit 1206) of side yard setback from 10' 
to 5 ' to a I I ow for an add It I on to an ex I st Ing dwe I I Ing; per p I ot 
plan submitted; finding that a large number of houses In the area 
have been constructed within 5' of the property llne; and finding 
that the property In question Is zoned RM-1, but has developed as 
slngle-famlly residences and would be allowed a 5' sldeyard setback 
with an RS zoning classlflcatton; on the followlng described 
property: 

Case No. 14969 

Lots 9, 10, 11 and the north 12. 5' of Lot 12 and the east 10' 
of the vacant at ley, Block 44, West Tulsa Addition, City of 
Tulsa, Tulsa County, Oklahoma. 

Action Requested: 
Spec I a I Except I on - Sect I on 420 - Accessory Uses Perm I tted - Use 
Unit 1213 - Request a special exception to allow for a beauty shop 
as a home occupation, located 1840 South 123rd East Avenue. 

Presentation: 
The appl leant, Phy I I ls Sue Lamon, 1840 South 123rd East Avenue, 
Tulsa, Oklahoma, requested permission to convert a portion of her 
garage Into a one-chair beauty shop. 
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Case No. 14969 (continued) 
Camlents and Questions: 

Mr. Chappa I I e asked the app I I cant to state the days and hours of 
operation for the business, and Ms. Lamon replied that she plans to 
work Monday through Friday, and probably Tuesday and Thursday 
evenings. 

I n  response to Ms. Brad I ey, the app I I cant Informed that she has 
sufficient parking for four cars In her driveway, but wl ll only have 
one customer at any given time. 

Mr. Smith asked If the exterior of the garage wlll be altered, and 
the applicant repl led that the garage doors wit I be sealed and the 
exter I or of the home w I I I rema I n I n I ts present state, w I th a 
sidewalk leading to the side entrance. 

Protestants: None. 

Board Action: 
On MOTION of SMllH, the Board voted 4-0-0 (Bradley, Chappel le, 
Smith, White "aye"; no "nays"; no "abstentions"; Quarles, "absent") 
to APPROVE a Special Exception (Section 420 - Accessory Uses 
Perm I tted - Use Un It 1213) to a II I ow for a beauty shop as a home 
occupation; subject to days and hours of operation being Monday 
through Friday, 9: 00 a. m. to 5 p. m. , with the shop remaining open 
until 8: 00 p. m. on two evenings (Monday through Friday); subject to 
one chair only and one customer at any given time; finding that the 
home occupation, as presented, wll I not be detrimental to the area; 
on the fol lowing described property: 

Case No. 14970 

Lot 1, Block 5, Stacy Lynn 4th Addition, City of Tulsa, Tulsa 
County, Oklahoma. 

Action Requested: 
Variance - Section 930 - Bulk and Area Requirements In Industrial 
Districts - Use Unit 1223 - Request a variance of setback from the 
property I Ines on 4th Street and on Quincy Avenue. 

Variance - Section 1320(d) - General Requirements - Use Unit 1223 -
Request a variance of the required off-street parking spaces on the 
lot of use, located 1443 East 4th Street. 

Presentation: 
The appl l eant, Ray Conard, 27 25 South Memorial, Tulsa, Oklahoma, who 
submitted a survey (Exhibit E-1) and photographs (Exhibit E-2), 
stated that his cl lent has purchased the property In question and ts 
clearing debris from the site. He noted that the existing building 
encroaches Into the right-of-way approximately 5' In front and 8' In 
the rear. Mr. Conard stated that al I existing structures are to be 
removed and a new bu I Id Ing w I 11 be constructed on the I ot. He 
Informed that an app I I cat I on has been subm I tted to the ra II road 
company for an easement to al low parking on their property. 
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Case No. 14970 (continued) 
Camients and Questions: 

I n  response to Ms. Brad I ey ' s  I nqu I ry as to the setback from the 
property line, Mr. Conard replied that he Is requesting permission 
to locate the bulldlng on the property line. He pointed out that 
the required setback Is 25', but the majority of the other buildings 
In the area have been constructed on the boundary, 

Mr. Gardner asked the appl leant If the area leased from the railroad 
w 11 I be suff I c I ent to meet the off-street park Ing needs for the 
property, and Mr, Conard rep I led that the 20-year lease will supply 
the required parking. 

Mr. Chappel le asked the appl leant to state the use of the bull ding, 
and he replied that the company makes large screen frames for silk 
screen signing, He Informed that Ford Motor Company Is their 
largest local customer. 

In response to Ms, Bradley's question, Mr. Conard stated that 
materials wl 11 be del lvered to the site approximately once each 
week, 

Ms. Hubbard po I nted out that the ra 11 road r I ght-of-way must be 
covered with a hard surface material, and Mr, Conard stated that 
his cl lent wll I comply with the requirements. 

Ms. Wh lte I nqu I red as to the number of cars the park Ing I ot w 111 
accommodate, and the app 1 1  cant rep I I ed that 22 spaces w 11 I be 
aval I able, 

Protestants: None, 

Board Action: 
On MOTION of SMllH, the Board voted 4-0-0 (Bradley, Chappel le, 
Smith, White "aye"; no "nays"; no "abstentions"; Quarles, "absent") 
to APPROVE a Variance (Section 930 - Bulk and Area Requirements In 
Industrial Districts - Use Unit 1223) of setback from the property 
I Ines on 4th Street and on Quincy Avenue; and to APPROVE a Variance 
(Section 1320(d) - General Requirements - Use Unit 1223) of the 
required off-street parking spaces on the lot of use; subject to the 
execution of a lease with the railroad, with a copy of said document 
being submitted (Exhibit E-3) for the ftle; subject to the parking 
area being paved and approved by the City; finding that the majority 
of buildings In the area are constructed on the boundary I lne; and 
finding that suff lclent off-street parking wt 11 be provided on 
leased rat I road right-of-way; on the fol lowing described property: 

Lots 1, 2 and 3, Block 20, Lynch and Forsythe Addition, City of 
Tulsa, Tulsa County, Oklahoma, 
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Case No. 14972 

Action Requested: 
Variance - Section 208 - One Slngle-Faml ly Dwel I Ing per Lot of 
Record - Use Un It 1206 - Request a var I ance to a I I ow for two 
existing dwel I Ing units on one lot of record, located 1031 North 
Quaker Avenue. 

Presentation: 
The appl leant, G. T. Starnes, 1031 North Quaker, Tulsa, Oklahoma, 
stated that he Is presently llvlng In an existing structure on the 
subject property. The appllcant explalned that he has a serious 
heart cond It I on and must have ass I stance from h Is son, who a I so 
I Ives on the property. He asked the Board to allow an addition to 
the existing house. 

Callnents and Questions: 
Mr. Jackere explal ned that the appl leant does not need rel lef for 
the addition, but Is before the Board because of the second dwel llng 
on the lot. 

Mr. Gardner po I nted out that apartments cou Id be approved for the 
site, so two dwel I lngs units would not be unusual for a lot with 
this zoning classlflcatlon. 

Protestants: None. 

Board Act I on: 
On Jl>TION of SMITH, the Board voted 4-0-0 (Bradley, Chappel le, 
Smith, White "aye"; no "nays"; no "abstentions"; Quarles, "absent") 
to APPROVE a Variance (Section 208 - One Slngle-Famlly Dwel llng per 
Lot of Record - Use Un It 1206) to a I I ow for two ex I st Ing dwe I I Ing 
units on one lot of record; finding that the two units are already 
In p I ace on the I ot, and an add It I on Is proposed for one of the 
structures; on the followlng described property: 

Case No. 14974 

Lot 13, Subdivision of Lots 1 and 2, Block 4, Capltol HIii 2nd 
Addition, City of Tulsa, Tulsa County, Oklahoma. 

Action Requested: 
Variance - Section 430. 1 - Bulk and Area Requirements In Resldentlal 
Districts - Use Unit 1206 - Request a variance of rear yard setback 
from 25' to 17 1 to al low for an addition to an existing dwel I Ing, 
located 2151 East 32nd Place. 
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Case No. 14974 (continued) 
Presentation: 

The applicant, Louis Grant, 2448 East 26th Place, Tulsa, Oklahoma, 
submitted a plot plan (Exhibit G-2) and stated that he Is proposing 
to purchase the property In question. He explained that he plans 
to remodel the existing structure and have his home at this 
I ocat I on. I t  was noted that the house Is I ocated on an I rregu I ar 
shaped corner lot, which makes expansion difficult without a 
variance of the rear yard setback. A plat of survey (Exhibit G-1) 
was submitted. 

Protestants: 
Eddie Ramirez, 1611 South Harvard, Tulsa, Oklahoma, stated that he 
Is representing his cl lent, Mel Inda lnhoff, 2141 East 32nd Place, 
Tu I sa, Ok I ahoma, who I Ives west of of the subject property. He 
pointed out that the house In question has been on the property for 
approximately 50 years and he does not believe a hardship has been 
presented. 

Mr. Chappe I I e asked Mr. Ram I rez to state the object I on h Is c I I ent 
has to the variance request, and he replied that Ms. lnhoff' s view 

to the east would be blocked by the construction. 

It was po I nted out by the Board, that the app I I cant Is a I I owed to 
but I d  within 5' of the property I lne on the west, and that this 
app I I cat I on dea I s  w I th a var I ance of the rear yard setback for 
construction on the north and northeast portions of the house. 

Mr. Gardner pointed out that the lot In question Is unique In that 
It Is triangular In shape and on the corner. 

Board Act I on: 
On MOTION of WHITE, the Board voted 4-0-0 (Bradley, Chappel le, 
Smith, White "aye"; no "nays"; no "abstentions"; Quarles, "absent") 
to APPROVE a Variance (Section 430. 1 - Bulk and Area Requirements In 
Residential Districts - Use Unit 1206) of rear yard setback from 25' 
to 17' to allow for an addition to an existing dwelling; per plot 
plan submitted; finding a hardship demonstrated by the placement of 
the existing house on the lot and the Irregular shape of the tract; 
and finding that the granting of the variance request will not be 
detrimental to the neighborhood; on the following described 
property: 

Lot 8, Block 6, Bren-Rose Addition, City of Tulsa, Tulsa County, 
Oklahoma. 
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Case No. 14975 

Action Requested: 
Variance - Section 430. 1 - Bulk and Area Requirements In Resldentlal 
Districts - Use Unit 1206 - Request a variance of front yard setback 
from 25' to 1' to al low for a carport, located 57 28 East 
18th Street. 

Presentation: 
The appl leant, David Lammie, 57 28 East 18th Street, Tulsa, Oklahoma, 
submitted a plat of survey (Exhibit H-1), and stated that his garage 
was constructed many years ago and does not provide adequate 
protection for his two cars. He asked the Board to approve a 
carport which wll I extend to within 1' of the lot line. 

Camlents and Questions: 
Mr. Chappel le asked lf 
rep I I ed that there 
neighborhood. 

there are other carports In the area, and he 
are numerous carports In the Immediate 

In response to Ms. White' s question, Mr. Lammie stated that the 
carport wl 11 be of metal construction, except for the posts, and 
will be 10' from the curb. 

Ms. Hubbard Informed that the proposed carport will be 24' long and 
wlll be 1' from the property I lne. 

Mr. Gardner suggested that one car cou Id be parked In the garage, 
and asked why the carport needs to be 24' long. Mr. Lammie rep I led 
that he Is proposing to keep two cars under the carport. 

In response to Ms. Brad I ey' s I nqu I ry, the app I I cant Informed that 
the driveway has been widened to 20'. 

Mr. Gardner po I nted out that carports are preva I ent In the area 
because of the one-car garages, but they are normally bul It to 
accommodate one car, wh I ch wou Id I eave approx I mate I y 20' to the 
curb. 

Mr. Lammie stated that the carport has been designed In this fashion 
to avoid blocking the dining room window. He pointed out that the 
carport Is 24' long on the east side and approximately 17 ' long on 
the west. 

Mr. Sm I th asked the app I I cant If h Is ne I ghbors are aware that the 
carport w 11 I extend 24' from the house, and he rep I I ed that the 
posts are In place and there has been no opposition from the 
neighborhood. 

After discussion, It was the general consensus of the Board that 
this appl I cation should be continued to al low suff le lent time for 
Staff to view the proposed site. 
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Case No. 1497 5 (continued) 
Board Action: 

On MOTION of SMlll-1, the Board voted 4-0-0 (Bradley, Chappel le, 
Smith, White "aye"; no "nays"; no "abstentions"; Quarles, "absent") 
to CONTltlJE Case No. 1497 5 to November 17 , 1988, to allow Staff 
sufficient time to view the site. 

011-IER BUSI NESS 

Case No. 14410 

Action Requested: 
Modification of slgnage. 

Presentat I on: 
The appl leant, E. A. Schermerhorn, stated that the location of signs 
for his business was noted on the orlglnal plot plan, but It was 
later found that one sign had been Installed over a water line and 
was moved. He Informed that the business Is al lowed to have six 
signs, but only has two, and wl 11 not be applying for additional 
slgnage. Mr. Schermerhorn requested that the Board approve the new 
location for the sign. He Informed that the change In the plan was 
discovered when appl lcatlon was made for a sign permit. It was 
noted that the signs comply with al I City requirements. 

Conments and Questions: 
Mr. Jackere stated that the property Is I ocated In an AG zoned 
district, and business signs are not permitted by right In this 
area. 

Mr. Chappe I I e emphas I zed that It was h Is op In I on at the prev I ous 
hear Ing that any changes shou Id be advert I sed and Is st 11 I of the 
same opinion In this Instance. 

Board Action: 
On MOTION of BRADLEY, the Board voted 4-0-0 <Bradley, Chappel le, 
Smith, White "aye"; no "nays"; no "abstentions"; Quarles, "absent") 
to CONTINUE Case No. 14410 to November 17 , 1988, to al low sufficient 
time to readvertlse for modification of the permitted slgnage. 

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 2:42 p.m. 

Date Approved 
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