
CITY BOARD OF ADJUSTIENT 
MINUTES of Meeting No. 572 

Thursday, October 4, 1990, 1:00 p.m. 
City Councll Room, Plaza Level 

Tulsa Civic Center 

tE�ERS PRESENT 

Bolzle 

tE�ERS ABSENT 

Bradley 

STAFF PRESENT

Gardner 
Jones 
Russel I 

OlHERS PRESENT 

Jackere, Legal 
Department 

Hubbard, Protective 
Inspections 

Chappel I e
Furler 
White, 

Chairman 

The notice and agenda of said meeting were posted In the Office of the City 
Auditor on Tuesday, October 3, 1990, at 8:35 a.m., as well as In the Reception 
Area of the INCOG offices. 

After declarlng a quorum present, Chalrman White cal led the meeting to order 
at I :00 p.m. 

MINUTES: 
On �TION of FULLER, the Board voted 4-0-0 (Bolz le, Chappel le, Fuller, 
White, "aye"; no "nays"; no "abstentions"; Bradley, "absent") to APPROVE 
the Minutes of September 20, 1990. 

UNFINISHED BUSINESS 

Case No. 15541 

Action Requested: 
Spec I a I except I on to perm It a church park Ing I ot - SEcrlON 401 -

PRINCIPAL USES PERMITTED IN RESIDENTIAL DISTRlcrS - Use Unit 10. 

Variance of the requirement that off-street parking spaces be 
located on the lot containing the prlnclpal use - SEcrlON 1301.D. 
GENERAL REQUIREtENTS - OFF-STREET PARKING AND OFF-STREET LOADING -
Use Unit 10. 

Variance to permit off-street parking closer than 50' to the 
center I lne of abutting street - SEcrlON 1302. SETBAO<S - Use 
Unit 5, located 3323 South Jamestown. 

Presentation: 
The appllcant, Greg Guerrero, 3355 South Jamestown, Tulsa, Oklahoma, 
submitted a plot plan (Exhibit A-1), and Informed that the church In 
question Is contlnulng to grow and addltlonal parking Is proposed. 
He stated that the parking lot Is full and many members are forced 
to park along the street. 
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Case No. 15541 (continued) 
Connents and Questions: 

In response to Ms. White, Mr. Guerrero stated that the church ls not 
opposed to the execution of a tie contract between the two 
properties, and there wll I be no additional curb cuts. 

Mr. Bolzle Inquired about screening along the north property llne, 
and the appllcant stated that screening Is In place on the north and 
east boundaries of the property. 

Protestants: None. 

Board Action: 
On K>TION of OIAPPELLE, the Board voted 4-0-0 (Bolz le, Chappel le, 
Fuller, White, "aye"; no "nays"; no "abstentions"; Bradley, 
"absent") to APPROVE a Special Exception to permit a church parking 
lot - SECTION 401 - PRINCIPAL USES PERMITTED IN RESIDENTIAL 
DISlRICTS - Use Unit 10; to APPROVE a Variance of the requirement 
that off-street parking spaces be located on the lot containing the 
prlnclpal use - SECTION 1301.D. GENERAL REQUIRE�NTS - OFF-STREET 
PARKING AND OFF-STREET LOADING - Use Un lt 10; and to APPROVE a

Variance to permit off-street parking closer than 50' to the 
center I lne of abutting street - SECTION 1302. SETBAOCS - Use 
Unit 5; per plot plan.submitted; subject to the execution of a tie 
contract; finding that the parking lot adjoins an existing lot and 
wl 11 not require additional curb cuts; on the fol lowing described 
property: 

Richfield Addition Resubdlvlslon of Lots 21, 22 and 28., Albert 
Pike Addition, Lot 6, Block 2, or -Lot 6, Block 2, Rlchf leld 
Addition to the City of Tulsa, Tulsa County, Oklahoma. 

Case No. 15542

Action Requested: 
Special exception to permit a mobile home - SECTION 401. PRINCIPAL 
USES IN RESIDENTIAL DISlRICTS - Use Unit 9. 

Var 1 a nee of the one year t lme I Im It to permanent - SECTION 404. 
SPECIAL EXCEPTION USES IN RESIDENTIAL DISlRICTS, REQUIRE�NTS - Use 
Un It 9, I ocated north of NE/ c of West 37th PI ace South and South 
Maybe! le. 

Presentation: 
The appl leant, Jean McClary, was not present. 

Connents and Questions: 
Mr. Jones Informed that this Is the second consecutive meettng the 
app 11 cant has fa 11 ed to attend. He stated that, If the Board ls 
Inclined to continue the appllcatlon, Staff wtl I attempt to contact 
the applicant by certified letter concerning the need for her 
attendance. 
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Case No. 15542 (continued) 
Board Act I on: 

On r«>TION of QWJPELLE, the Boerd voted 4-0-0 (Bolzle, Chappel le, 
Fuller, Whffe, "aye"; no "nays"; no "abstentions"; Bradley, 

·"absent") to CONTINUE Cese No. 15542 to October 18, 1990, to allow
Staff sufficient time to contact the applicant.

Cese No. 15545

Action Requested: 
An appeal from the decision of the Building Inspector In regard to 
the 187 requ I red park Ing spaces - SECT I ON 1 �5. . APPEALS FROM AN
ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICIAL - Use Unit 12. 

A variance of the required number of parking spaces for 187 to 42 -
SECTION 1212.D OFF-STREET PARKING AND LOADING RE�IRBENTS - Use 
Unit 12. 

A var I ance to perm It the requ I red off-street park Ing spaces to be 
located on a lot other than the lot containing the principal use -
SECTION 1301.D - GENERAL RE�IRE�NTS ... Use Un It 12, located 3601 
East Admiral Place. 

Presentation: 
The applicant, �rfele, 3601 East Admiral Place, Tulsa, Oklehoma, 
was represented by her bu I Id Ing contra_ctor, who stated that the 
doors ·from the bar to the remainder of the ground floor wl 11 be 
blocked off, and the remaining portion of the floor wlll be reserved 
for retail sales. He Informed that the second floor of the building 
wlll be used for storage purposes (Use Unit 23). 

Connents and Questions: 
In response to Board comments, Ms. Hubbard clarified that the 
applicant ls wllllng to limit the upstairs portion of the building 
to Use Unit 23 storage. 

Gabr I e I e stated that the storage port I on of the bu 11 d Ing w I 11 be 
used for her business storage. 

·Mr. Gardner stated that the applfcant Informed him that half of the
f I rst ·f I oor w I I I be used for a bar and the other ha If for reta I I
purposes, with the upstairs portion being used for Use Unit 23,
Storage Not Elsewhere Classified. He Informed that this arrangement
would require approximately 60 paved parking spaces, which she Is
wlllfng to supply, along with the execution of a tie contract. Mr.
Gardner stated that, If the Building Inspector Is In agreement with
the revised plot plan, the appl leant would then withdraw the appeal
from the decision of the Buf ldfng Inspector and the variance of the
number of parking spaces. He pointed out that a variance to permit
park Ing oli a I ot other than the I ot conta In Ing the pr Inc I pe I use
would be needed to meet Code requirements.
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Case No. 15545 (continued) 

. 

�s. White asked the applicant If she ts amenable to obtaining a tie 
contract which would tte the two lots together and prevent the sale 
of one without the other, and she answered In the affirmative. 

Ms. White clartfted for those In the audience that the applicant Is 
proposing to withdraw the first two variances. 

Protestants: 
Connie Schl l l l ng, 3523 East Admfral Court, Tulsa, Oklahoma, stated 
that she Is president of the Sequoyah Homeowners Association, and Is 
concerned that Gabr I e I e has d I sregarded the I aw In the past, and 
even though the second floor Is to be used for storage, It may have 
other uses. 

Mr. �o I z I e suggested that the ne I ghborhood not t fy the CI  ty of any 
Imposed Board of Adjustment conditions that are vtolated. 

Ken Holloway, 1517 North Loutsvllle, Tulsa, Oklahoma, stated that he 
does not believe Gabriele owns all property under appltcatton. 

Board Action: 
On l«>TION of FULLER, the Board voted 4-0-0 (Bolz le, Chappel le, 
Fuller, White, "aye"; no "nays"; no "abstentions"; Bradley, 
"absent") to WITHDRAW a request for an appeal from the decision of 
the Bull�lng Inspector In regard to the 187 required parking spaces 
- SECTION 1605. APPEALS FROM AN ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICIAL - Use Unit
12; and WITHDRAW a Variance of the required number of parking spaces
for 187 to 42 - SECTION 1212.D OFF-STREET PARKING AND LOADING
REQUIREJENTS - Use Unit 12; and to APPROVE a Variance to permit the
required off-street parking spaces to be located on a lot other than
the lot containing the prtnctpal use - SECTION 1301.D - GENERAL
REQUIREJENTS - Use Unit 12; per revised site plan submitted; subJect
to the execut I on of a t I e contract; sub Ject to a I I doors to the
remainder of the lower floor of the bul l dtng being sealed (per
But ldtng Inspector's requirements>; subJect to the portion of the
butldtng not Included In the a bar being used for retatl uses only;
and subJect to the upstairs portion of the building being used for
Use Unit 23 storage only; on the followlng described property:

South 40' Lot 10, al I of Lots 11 and 12, Block 1, Sequoyah 
HI I ls Addition, and south 14' of Lot 8 and al I of Lots 9 
and 10, Block 1, Lamb Addition, City of Tulsa, Tulsa County, 
Oklahoma. 
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Case No. 15554 

Action Requested: 
Spectal Exception to permit a day care center - SECTION 401. 
PRINCIPAL USES PERMITTED IN RESIDENTIAL DISTRICTS - Use Unit 5, 
located 3709 North Hartford. 

Camients end Questions: 
Mr. Jones Informed that both the first and second legal descriptions 
submitted by the appllcant, Karmen Palmer, were In error; however, 
the correct legal has now been advertised and the case can be heard 
on October 18, 1990. 

Board Action: 
On t«>TION of QIAPPELLE, the Board voted 4-0-0 (Bo I z I e, Chappe 11 e, 
Fuller, White, "aye"; no "nays"; no "abstentions"; Bradley, 
"absent") to CONT I NUE Case No. 15554 to October 18, 1990. 

MINOR VARIANCES AND EXCEPTIONS 

Case No. 15559 

Action Requested: 
MI nor Var I ance of the requ I red front setback measured from the 
property I lne from 50 1 to 49.3' to permit existing but I dings and 
clear tttle to the property - SECTION 903. BULK AND ME.A 
REQUIREJENTS IN TIE INDUSTRIAL DISTRICTS - Use Un It 25, located 
5409-5425 South 101st East Avenue. 

Presentation: 
The appl leant, Daniel R. Adams, 6130-A South Maplewood, Tulsa, 
Oklahoma, submitted a site plan (Exhibit C-2), and Informed that 
there are several existing buildings on the property and, due to the 
Irregular shape of the tract, the south bulldtngs encroach Into the 
requtred setback from 2" to approximately 1 1• He stated that thts 
act ton was In rt I ated to c I ear the t rt I e to the property. A 
Stormwater Case review (Exhibit C-1) was submitted. 

Protestants: None. 

Board Action: 
On t«>TION of BOLZLE, the Board voted 4-0-0 (Bolzle, Chappel le, 
Fuller, White, "aye"; no "nays"; no "abstentions"; Bradley, 
"absent") to APPROVE a Minor Variance of the required front setback 
measured from the property line from 50 1 to 49.3' to permit existing 
buildings and clear title to the property - SECTION 903. BULK At1> 
AA.EA REQU I REtENTS IN TIE INDUSTRIAL DI S1R I CTS - Use Un It 25; per 
p I ot p I an subm I tted; f Ind Ing a hard sh Ip Imposed by the I rregu I ar 
shape of the tract, due to the curvature of the Mingo Creek Channel 
along the east boundary; on the followlng described property: 

Lots 1 and 2, Block 7, Tulsa Southeast Industrial Districts, 
Blocks 5A, 6, 7 and 8, City of Tulsa, Tulsa County, Oklahoma. 
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Case No. 15571 

Action Requested: 
Minor Variance of the front yard requirement from 35' to 30.3' to 
permit the existing dwel I Ing and clear tit le to the property -
SECTION 403. BULK AND AREA REQUIRE�NTS IN RESIDENTIAL DISTRICTS -
Use Unit 6, located 6207 South lndlanapolls Place. 

Presentation: 
Th_e appl leant, Randy Dittman, 616 South Main, Suite 302, Tulsa, 
Oklahoma, was not present, and the case was passed to the end of the 
meeting. 

NEW APPLICATIONS 

Case No. 15550 

Action Requested: 
Special Exception to permit Christmas tree sales on a permanent, but 
seasonal basis - SECTION 701. PRINCIPAL USES PERMITTED IN 
CCMERCIAL DISTRICTS - Use Unit 2, located NE/c 27th Street and 
Memorial Drive. 

Presentation: 
The appl leant, Jim Schaefer, 36252 South Kropf Road, Woodburn, 
Oregon, was represented by Greg Doer, 823 East 7th Street, 
Stll lwater, Oklahoma. He Informed that the Christmas tree lot was 
In operation at this location last year, and wll I be a 150 1 by 150' 
fenc�d lot with I lghts. He stated that the days and hours of 
operat I on w 11 I be November 16, 1990 through December 26, 1990, 
9:00 a.m. to 9:00 p.m., and requested permanent approval for the 
business. A location map (Exhibit D-1) was submitted. 

Conwnents and Questions: 
Mr. Jones advised that typically the Board has not given permanent 
approva I for th Is fype of seasona I bus I ness, as the area cou Id 
change over the years and the use might not continue to be 
compatlble with the surrounding development. 

Interested Parties: 
Terry WIison, 7728 East 30th Street, Tulsa, Oklahoma, stated that he 
Is p I ann I ng team cha I rman for DI str I ct 5, and that some Chr I stmas 
tree lots have been a problem to the area In the past. He pointed 
out that numerous other art I c I es have been so Id on some of the 
properties, and requested that the Board I lmlt the sales operation 
to Christmas trees only, with a time I lmlt of one year, If the 
appllcatlon Is approved. 

Mr. Bo I z I e asked Mr. W 11 son If there has been a prev I ous prob I em 
w I th th Is part I cu I ar operat I on, and he rep 11 ed that he has no 
problem with this applicant� however, there were numerous sales lots 
along Memorial during the Christmas season. 
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Case No. 15550 (continued) 
Appllcent•s Rebuttal: 

Mr. Doer stated that the business In question sells Christmas trees, 
tree stands and wreaths, and would not object to the sales being 
ltmtted to the three Items. 

Boerd Action: 
On K>TION of BOLZL.E, the Board voted 4-0-0 (Bolz le, Chappel le, 
Fuller, White, "aye"; no "nays"; no "abstentions"; Bradley, 
"absent") to APPROVE a Speclel Exception to permit Christmas tree 
sa I es on the south 150' of the west 150' of the subject tract -
SECT I ON 701. PR INC IPAL USES PERMlmD IN <XNERCIAL D ISlR ICTS - Use 
Unit 2; per locatlon map submitted: subject to days and hours of 
operation being· from November 16, 1990 to December 26, 1990, 
9:00 a.m. to 9:00 p.m.; subject to al I sales being I lmlted to 
Chrlstmas trees, Christmas tree stands and wreaths; finding that the 
temporary use wlll not be detrimental to the area; on the followlng 
described property: 

South 150' of the West 150 1, Lot 1, Block 1, TrlCenter 
Addltton, City of Tulsa, Tulsa County, Oklahoma. 

Case No. 15558 

Action Requested: 
Var I ance of the r�qu I red setback from ebutt Ing R zoned d I str I cts 
from 75' to 5' to permit construction of new buildings - SECTION 903
BULK AND AREA REQUIREMENTS IN 1l£ INDUSlRIAL DISlRICTS - Use 
Unit 25, located 543 South Victor. 

Presentation: 
The eppllcant, Holmes Archltectural Services. Inc., 543 South 
Victor, Tulsa, Oklahoma, was represented by Steve Brown, owner of 
the bulldlng. He Informed that the all offtces are In the existing 
bu I Id r ng, and the new construct I on w 111 be used for warehouse 
purposes only. Mr. Brown -stated that an al fey ts located to the 
east of the property, and the request Is  to construct the building 
to within 5' of the al tey. A plot plan (Exhibit E-2) and a 
Stormwater Case Review (Exhibit E-1) were submltted. 

Callnents end Questions: 
Mr. Bolzle asked the applicant to explaln the need for the building 
to be 5' from the a 11 ey, and he stated that another warehouse Is  
proposed for the future. He pointed out that the existing building 
was constructed In 1921 and landscaplng wlll be Installed; 
therefore, I t  Is preferable to have the warehouses toward the back 
to Improve the appearance of the property. 

Mr. Jones Informed that the property ts under application for 
rezoning from RM-1 to IM. He pointed out that, although the 
property to the north and east I s  zoned RM-1, It has developed 
predominately stngle-famlly, and Staff feels that these areas should 
be protected. 
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Case No. 15558 (continued) 
Mr. Gardner stated that fndustrlal parks are planned to allow 75' 
setbacks; �owever, In this Instance. fndlvldual lots have been 
converted to lndustrlal uses over the years. He noted that 
Industrial use on the west side of Victor extends one lot further 
north than the subject property, and Staff wou Id not recommend 
approval of Industrial uses beyond that point. 

In regard to screening, Mr. Gardner advised that screening would be 
required on the alley; however, the fencing requirement Is sometimes 
waived If the bul I ding wal I Is a sol Id wal I with no windows and 
would actually serve as a screen. 

Ms. White Inquired as to the bu! I ding height, and the appl leant 
stated that the proposed bull ding wll I have a 16' eaves llne, as wlll 
the future constructfon. 

Board Action: 
On r«>TION of FULLER, the Board voted 4�0-0 (Bolz I e, Chappa 11 e, 
Fuller, White, "aye"; no "nays"; no "abstentions"; Bradley, 
"absent") to APPROVE a Variance of the required setback from 
abutting R zoned districts from 75 1 to 5 1 to permit construction of 
new bu I I d I ngs - SECT I ON 903. BULK AND AREA REQU I REtENTS IN THE
INDUSTRIAL DISTRICTS - Use Unit 25; per plan submitted; subject to 
the approval of Industrial zoning for the property; subject to a 
maximum eaves height of the side wall being a maximum of 16'; and 
subject to the proposed butldlng and any future construction being 
used for warehous Ing and off Ices on I y, w I th no entrance to the 
alley; finding that the use wtll not be detrimental to the 
resldentlal area as there are no doors, windows or access points to 
the alley on the east side of the bul I ding; on the fol lowlng 
described property: 

Case No. 15560 

Lots 27 - 34 Inclusive, Block 8, Abdo's Addition, City of 
Tulsa, Tulsa County, Oklahoma. 

Action Requested: 
Variance of the number of permitted ground signs on a lot with 267 1

of frontage from 2 to 3 - SECTION 1221.C.9 General Use Conditions 
for Business Signs - Use Unit 21, located 10032 South Sheridan. 

Presentet I on: 
The applicant, Claude Neon Federal, was represented by Larry Wald, 
533 South Rockford, Tu Isa, Ok I ahoma, who requested that Mazz Io's 
restaurant be allowed a third sign on Sheridan at the above stated 
I ocat I on. He In formed that enother tenent, Mov I et I me VI deo, hes 
renegotiated their lease and utilized el I of the street frontage for 
s I gnege on Sher I dan. Mr. Wa Id stated that h Is c I I ent hes moved 
the Ir ca I 1-1 n serv Ice to the Inter I or of the shopp Ing center. A 
sign plan (Exhibit F-1) and photographs (Exhibit F-2) were 
submitted. 



Case No. 15560 (continued) 
Cam,ents and Questions: 

Ms. Wh I te asked the number of tenants In the shopp 1 ng center, and 
Mr. Wald replled that there are approxlmately eight tenants. 

Mr. Fuller Inquired as to the existing Movletlme sign, and he replted 
that there Is 32 sq ft of dlsplay surface on the 20' tall sign. 

Mr. Jackere asked If every tenant has a free-standing pole sign, and 
the app I I cant rep I I ed that each tenant does not have a po I e s I gn, 
but that the tenants are llsted on a sign by the main driveway. Mr. 
Jackere stated that each tenant could request a sign If the Mazzio's 
sign ls approved. 

Mr. Gardner asked how many free-standing signs are on 101st Street, 
and the applicant stated that there Is one sign on that street, but 
the sign Inspector has Indicated that a sign for the business would 
not be perm I tted on 101 st Street. Mr. Gardner stated that the 
property may be entitled to four free-standing signs, based on the 
total amount of frontage on Sheridan and 101st Street. 

Ms. White Inquired as to the hardship for this case, and Mr. Wald 
stated that the front of. the Interior location Is turned away from 
the street and has no street exposure. 

Rex Hall, 8935 South 67th East Avenue, Tulsa, Oklahoma, stated that 
at the time the lease was renegotiated the landlord assured Mazzto•s 
that they would be allowed to have a pole sign; however, after the 
move they found out that the sign would not be permitted. 

Mr. Bolzle asked If a pole sign on 101st Street would not provide 
the needed results, and Mr. Hal I rep I led that he ts not faml I tar 
w I th the p I acement of the s I gn and cannot proper I y answer that 
question. 

Mr. Jackere advised that the number of signs ts calculated based on 
the total arterial frontage, but If the frontage ts on two arterlal 
streets the Code does not designate the locatlon of the signs on the 
property. He po I nted out that there are spac Ing requ I rements for 
the signs. 

After a brief discussion with the applicant, Mr. Jackere suggested 
that the case be cont In ued to October 18, 1990, to a I I ow the 
Mr. Wald to determine what rellef ts needed. 

Protestants: None. 

Board Action: 
On K>TION of OtAPPELLE, the Board voted 4-0-0 (Bolz le, Chappel le, 
Fuller, White, "aye"; no "nays"; no "abstentions"; Bradley, 
"absent") to CONTINUE Case No. 15560 to October 18, 1990. 
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Case No. 15561 

Action Requested: 
Special Exception to permit a church and related uses In an RS-3 
District - SECTION 401. PRINCIPAL USES PERMITTED IN 1lfE RESIDENTIAL 
DISTRICTS - Use Unit 5, located SE/c East 7th Street South and South 
108th East Avenue. 

Presentation: 
The appl leant, Fred Catlett, 606 North 28th West Avenue, Tulsa, 
Oklahoma, was represented by Gary Wentz, 144 North College, Tulsa, 
Ok I ahoma. He exp I a I ned that the proposed I ocat I on Is centre I I y 
located and a desirable location for the construction of a church 
faclltty (Exhibit G-1). 

Protestants: 
Jack Arno Id, 10618 East 7th Street, Tu Isa, Ok I ahoma, subm I tted a 
petition of opposition (Exhibit G-3) to the proposed church 
location. He Informed that the neighborhood objects to the church 
because 7th Street Is narrow, heav 11 y tr ave I ed and Is a dead end 
street. Mr. Arno Id further noted that the church and park Ing I ot 
would further aggravate the water run-off problem In this area. A 
letter from the Department of Transportation (Exhibit G-2) and 
photographs (Exhibit G-4) were submitted. 

Gene Bachelor, 10722 East 7th Street, Tulsa, Oklahoma, submitted a 
copy of a letter to Stormwater Management (Exhibit G-2), and pointed 
out that the construction of the church at this location would add 
to an existing water run-off problem In the area. He stated that he 
I Ives next door to the subject property, and requested that the 
application be denied. 

MIidred Whiten, 10883 1/2 East 11th Street, Tulsa, Oklahoma, 
Informed that she I Ives to the rear of the property In question, and 
due to the fact that she has had approximately 4• of floodwater In 
her house, requested that the application be denied. 

Roger Eckhart, 10510 East 7th Street, Tulsa, Oklahoma, stated that 
his home has been flooded In the past and asked the Board to deny 
the appl teat Ion. 

Terry WIison, 7728 East 30th Street, Tulsa, Oklahoma, District 5 
p I ann l ng team member, stated that he attended a meet Ing of the 
property owners In the area, and they are not opposed to a church In 
the neighborhood, but are concerned with the flooding problem. He 
further noted that the construction of the church wlll have a severe 
Impact on the traffic at the lntersectlon of 7th Street and Garnett. 

Appllcant•s Rebuttal: 
The applicant stated that the church would not want to build on the 
property If there are neighborhood objections. He pointed out that 
Stormwater Management had Informed him that they could support the 
use, per conditions. 
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Case No. 15561 (continued) 
Board Action: 

On t«>TION of FULLER, the Board voted 4-0-0 (Bolz le, Chappel le, 
Furler, White, "aye"; no "naysw; no "abstentions"; Bradley, 
"absent") to DENY a Speclal Exception to permit a church and related 
uses In an RS-3 District - SECTION 401. PRINCIPAL USES PERMllTED IN 
lllE RESIDENTIAL DISTRICTS - Use Unit 5; finding that the street Is 
narrow, and the church property lies wfthln the 100 year floodplaln 
and that addltlonal �onstructlon would be detrimental to the 
ne I ghborhood, add Ing to the traff I c prob I ems and ex I st Ing water 
runoff problem rn the area; on the following described property: 

Case No. 15562

Al I of Lot 21, Block 2, and a portron of Lot 20, Block 2, being 
more particularly described as beginning at the southeast 
corner of said Lot 20; thence northerly along the easterly llne 
thereof a distance of 100 1; thence south- westerly a distance 
of 137. 99' to a po Int on the souther I y 11 ne of sa Id Lot 20; 
thence easter I y a I ong the souther I y I I ne of sa Id Lot 20 a 
d I stance of 95' to the POB, East 11 Park Subd Iv Is I on to the 
City of Tulsa, County of Tulsa, State of Oklahoma, and being 
located In an RS-3 zoned district. 

Action Requested: 
Var I ance of the front yard requ I rement, measured from the 
centerline of East 26th Place, from 50' to 43.5 1 to permit a metal 
carport - SECTION 403. BULK AND AREA REQUIREM::NTS IN RESIDENTIAL 
DISTRICTS� Use Unit 6, located 6781 East 26th Place. 

Presentation: 
The applicant, Stan Draayer, 6781 East 26th Place, Tulsa, Oklahoma, 
stated that h Is request to a I I ow an ex I st Ing carport to rema In at 
Its present location was denied. He explained that he Is requesting 
perm I ss I on to remove 4' of the s I de port I on of the carport, wh I ch 
wll I cause the structure to al lgn with the side wall of his garage. 
A plat of survey (Exhibit H-2) and a letter of support (Exhibit H-1) 
from the neighbors to the west were submitted. 

Interested Parties: 
Charles Morse, 6775 East 26th Place, Tulsa, Oklahoma, stated that he 
objected to the orig Ina I appl rcatlon because the carport encroached 
Into the west setback area, wh I ch was very near h Is home. He 
Informed that he does not object to the present appl !cation. 

Terry WIison, 7728 East 30th Street, Tulsa, Oklahoma, planning team 
chairman for District 5, stated that the Board has recently denied a 
similar appllcatlon In the area, and that carport has been removed. 
He commented that Standard Builders constructed both carports, and 
d Id not secure proper perm I ts for the Ir erect I on. Mr. WI I son 
requested that the construct I on comp an I es that operate In th Is 
manner be required to have a I tcense, or that fines be Imposed for 
this type of construction without proper permits. 
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Case No. 15562 (continued) 
Ms. White stated that the Board has no Jurisdiction I n  these 
matters. 

Mr. Jackere advised that the Code does not require that a contractor 
have a license to build any type of structure, and this Board does 
not have the e_uthor lty to dea I w I th th Is  subject. Mr. Jackere 
further noted that e license to bulld would not guarantee that the 
structure would be bullt I n  eccordance with Code requirements. He 
I nformed that there I s  an extstlng ordlnance that allows a building 
contractor to be fl ned up to $500 per day for v Io  I at Ions that 
perstst. 

Mr. Bolzle assured Mr. W I  I son that this problem wt 11 be 
I nvest I gated, and the Board w 111 determ I ne If there ere ways they 
can asstst I n  I mproving this sltuatton. 

Board Action: 
On �TION of BOl.Zl.E, the Board voted 3-1-0 (Bolzle, Fuller, White, 
"aye"; Chappel le, "nay"; no "ebstentfons"; Bradley, "absent"> to 
DENY a Var I ance of the front yard requ I rement, measured from the 
centerllne of East 26th Place, from 50 1 to 43.5 1 to permit a metal 
carport - SECTION 403. BULK AND AREA REQUIRDENTS IN RESIDENTIAL
D I STRICTS - Use Unit 6; finding that the epplfca�t felled to present 
a hardship that would warrant the granting of the variance request; 
on the followlng described property: 

Lot 4, Block 5, Amended Plat Block 58, Boman Acres Third 
Addltlon, City of Tulsa, Tulsa County, Oklahoma. 

Case No. 15563 

Action Requested: 
Speclal Exception to permlt Use Unlt 17 uses ln a CS zoned dlstrtct 
- SECTION 701. PR I NC IPAL USES PERMITTED I N  CXMERCIAL DISTRICTS -
Use Un l t 17, I ocated north of the NE/ c of 71 st Street and Peor I a
Avenue.

Presentation: 
The applicant, Ten Wenrick, was represented by Roy Johnsen, 324 Main 
Mall, Tulsa, Oklahoma, who submitted e plot plan (Exhfblt J-1), 
perspecttve drawl ngs (Exh lb ft J-2) end e I ayout (Exh lb ft J-3) for 
the project. He I nformed that a $ervfce road serves three tracts, 
with the northernmost tract being the proposed site, and luby's 
Cafeter la be l ng I ocated on the ml dd I e tract. He added that the 
remalnlng tract was previously approved for a Goodyear Ttre Center. 
Mr. Johnsen l nformed that the serv Ice road to the property I s  a 
private drive and has been surfaced and curbed, with access to 
Peorle and 71st Street via the private drive. Photographs 
(Exhibit J-4) were submitted. 

10.04.90:572(12) 



Case No. 15563 (continued) 
Camients and Questions: 

M�. White Inquired es to the use, and Mr. Johnsen stated that the 
appl !cation Is for Use Uf)lt 11, Automotive and Al I led Activities. 
He Informed thet a valet auto wash, lube end ·detal I Ing service I s  
proposed. 

Mr. Gardner polnt�d out that this type of car wash Is very different 
from the typical car wash which Is open 24 hours a day and often 
unattended, and the Board must determlne·tf the proposal wlll be In 
keeping with the character of the area. 

In response to Mr. Gardner, Mr. Johnsen stated that the hours of 
operation wlll be during the daylight hours. 

Mr. Fu 11 er asked If there w 111 be gas pumps I nsta 11 ed outs I de the 
facility, and Mr. Johnsen answered In the affirmative. 

Protestants: None. 

Board Action: 
On r«>TION of FULLER, the Board voted 4-0-0 (Bolz le, Chappel le, 
Fuller, White, "aye"; no "nays"; no "abstentions"; Bradley, 
"absent") to APPROVE a Spectal Exception to permit a valet auto 
wash, I ube and detal I Ing service, Use Unit 17, In a CS zoned 
d I strict - SECTION 701. PRINCIPAL USES PERMITTED IN COMERCI AL  
D I STRICTS - Use Unit 17; per plan submitted; subJect to the car wash 
being located Inside the building; and subJect to the business being 
operated as descr I bed ( va I et> dur Ing day I I ght hours on I y; f Ind Ing 
that there are slmllar auto related uses In the area, and the 
proposed operat I on w I 11 be compat I b I e w I th the surround Ing 
businesses; on.the following described property: 

Part of Lot 2, Block 1, Rlverbrldge Center, an addition to the 
City of Tulsa, County of Tulsa, State of Oklahoma, according to 
the Recorded Plat thereof, more partlcularly described as 
fol lows, to-wit: Beginning at a point, said point being the 
most nort�erly northeast corner of said lot 2; thence due south 
for 185.73 1; thence south 64°26 150" west for 210.49'; thence 
north 19°22'11" west for 30.431; thence due north for 193.93';
thence due east for 0.00' to a point of curve; thence north
easter I y a I ong a curve to the I eft w I th a centre I ang I e of 
81°14'02" and a radius of 62.00; for 87.90'; thence north 
89°26 150" east for 138.72' to· the POB, City of Tulsa, Tulsa 
County, Oklahoma. 
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Case No. 15564 

Action Requested: 
Special Exception to per�lt Use Unit 15 (upholstery shop) and Use 
Unit 17 (auto repa_lr/auto .refinishing) uses In e CS -Otstrlct -
SECTION 701. PRINCIPAL USES PERMITTED IN a»IERCIAL DISlRICTS - Use 
Units 15 and t7. 

Variance to allow open air storege and dlspley of merchandise within 
300• of an R zoned district - SECTION 1217. AlJTOM>TIVE AND ALLIED
ACTIVITIES - Use Unit 17, located 718 South Lewis. 

Presentat I on: 
The applicant, J. W. Smith, was represented by Eric Bolusky, 1839 
East 63rd Street, Tulsa, Oklahoma, who submitted photographs 
(Exhlblt K-2), stated that there has been some citizen concern with 
the euto repair business. He pointed out that the former operator 
of the business was not a good neighbor and the surrounding property 
owners were opposed to the business. Mr. Bolusky stated that the 
present operator I Ives In the house behind the garage and would not 
want to harm the neighborhood. He Informed that the business wlll 
be operated In conjunction with e used car lot that Is located at 
650 South Lewis, end walk-In customers wlll not come to the shop. 
Mr. Bolusky stated that vehicles wl 11 not be kept on the subject 
property, and all repair work wlll be completed Inside the building. 
He pointed out that there are slml lar businesses operating In the 
area. 

Canments and Questions: 
Mr. Fuller asked why a plot plen was not submitted, and the 
applicant stated that he was not aware that a plan was required. 

Mr. Jackere asked If there will be outside storage of vehicles at 
any time, and Mr. Bolusky stated that there wr 11 be no outside 
storege efter dark. He Informed that emp I oyees w I 1 1  park outs I de
the bu 11 d Ing and cars that are be Ing moved In an out of the shop 
could be parked outside. 

In response to Mr. Bolzle, the applicant stated that he Is not In 
need of the variance request. 

Protestants: 
James Barnes, 2252 East 7th Street, Tu I se, Ok I ahoma, stated that 
automobiles are perked In front of the building and displayed with 
"for sale" signs during the day, end then moved to a fenced lot at 
n I ght. He po I nted out that the au.tomob I I es 8re pa I nted dur t ng the 
evening hours end paint fumes are blown out Into the neighborhood. 

John Smith, 802 South Lewis, Tulsa, Oklehoma, Informed th8t cars 
with chipped paint are sanded 8nd spot pelnted, and In response to 
Mr. Jeckere, stated that an entire vehicle ts sometimes painted. He 
Informed thet this Is not done on a regular basts. 
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Case No. 15564 (continued) 
Mr. Jackere I nquired as to the nature of the auto repair business, 
and Mr. Smith replied that he repai rs water pumps, a tr  conditi oners, 
etc., but does not repafr motors or transmlsslons. He stated that 
he also does m inor body repair, but does not rebu i ld wrecked cars. 

Al l en Stewart, 2244 East 7th Street, Tulsa, Oklahoma, submitted 
photographs (Exh ib it  K-1) and stated that the present occupant of 
the property was present during the previous business operations at 
th t s  location, and may have worked there. 

Steve Keener, 2239 East 8th Street, Tulsa, Oklahoma, stated that he 
has I lved at th Is address for approx !mate I y e t  ght years, and Mr. 
Smith has often stored I noperable automob iles I n  h i s  back yard and 
had several cars In the front. He I nformed that the owner of the 
property was aware of the fact that Mr. Sm Ith rep at red cars and 
shou Id have ref used to rent the bu I I d  I ng for that purpose, as the 
Board had previously dented t-hat use. A letter of oppos it ion 
(Exh i bit K-4) was submi tted. 

Tracy Fiel ds, 2244 East 8th Street, Tulsa, Oklahoma, a property 
owner In the area, stated that Mr. Smith has cleaned up the property 
at thts time, but has not compiled w tth the Code In the past. 

Bruce Gord, 2244 East 8th Street, Tulsa, Oklahoma, stated that the 
app I I cant runs a body shop and does a I ot of pa Int Ing on the 
premises. 

A packet <Exh i b i t  K-5) and a pet tt ton (Exhib it  K-3) were submitted. 

Interested Parties: 
George Smith, 802 South Lewi s, Tulsa, Oklahoma, a property owner I n  
the area, stated that he has found the present business operator to 
be a good ne I ghbor, and fee Is he I s  be Ing Judged by the prev tous 
owners that d id  not operate In good faith. 

David Carpenter, 2260 East 8th Street, Tulsa, Oklahoma, stated that 
he works across the street at Hanks Restaurant and l s  supportive of 
the app I I cat I on. 

App l l cant•s Rebuttal :
Mr. Bolusky stated that the but ldlng Is des i gned for a garage, and 
this t s  a good use of the bui lding. He poi nted out that the present 
owner should not be Judged on the actions of previ ous occupants of 
the building. 

Additional Connents: 
Mr. Bo I z I e asked Mr. Bo I usky t f the res I dence w 1 1  I be used for 
automotive purposes, and he rep I led that t t  could be removed and 
used for a park ing area. 

Ms. Whtte pointed out that the building covers the major portion of 
the property, and there l s  no parking for a garage type use. 
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Case No. 1 5564 (cont i n ued) 
Mr . Bo l z l e  asked Ms . Wh i te I f  she cou l d  support the epp l l cat lon I f  
·the eutomob l l es were stored I ns i de the bu l  l d l ng,  end she rep l Jed
that she I s  not support i ve of the garage use .

I n  response to Mr . Fu l l er ,  Mr . Gardner rep I led that eutomob l  l e
pa i nt i ng can on l y  be done I n  l ndustr l e l  zoned areas .

Mr . Chappe l l e po i nted out that the comments today ere no  d i fferent
than those comments heard when the epp l l cat t on was den i ed I n  June,
end the use w·as · found to be· I ncompat i b l e  w i th the ne lghborhood et
that t ime .

Board Action : 
On l«>TION of OIAPPELLE, the Board voted 3- 1 -0 (Bo l z l e , Chappe l l e , 
Wh_l te, _"eye"; Fu l l er ,  "ney" ;  no "abstent i ons"; Brad l ey ,  "absent" > to 
DENY a Specle l  _Except ion to perm i t  Use Un i t  1 5  ( upho l stery shop ) end 
Use Un i t _ 17  (auto r·epa l r/euto ref l n l sh l ng )  uses In  e CS D i str i ct -
SECTION 701 . PR INC IPAL USES PERMITTED I N  CCMERCIAL D 1S1RICTS - Use 
Un i ts 1 5  end 1 7 ;  and � a Var iance to a l  l ow open e l r  storage end 
d l sp l ay of merchand i se w i th i n  300 ' of an R zoned d i str i ct - SECTION 
1217 . AUTor«>TIYE AND ALL IED ACTI V IT IES - Use Un i t  1 7 ;  f i nd i ng that 
the proposed use I s  not compat I b I e w I th the surround I ng 
ne I ghbor�ood, and the grant I ng of the requests wou I d  v I o  I ate the 
sp I r  I t  and I ntent of the Code end the Comprehens I ve P I  a n :  on the 
fo l l ow i ng descr i bed property : 

Lots 29 end 30, B l ock 6 ,  H I  I ! crest Add i t i on ,  C i ty of Tu l sa,  
Tu l sa County, Ok l ahoma . 

Cese No. 1 5565 

Act ion Requested: 
Spec l e l  Except ion to perm i t  Use Un i t  1 7 ,  sa l es of eutomob l l es on l y ,  
I n  a CS zoned d i str i ct - SECTION 701 . PR I NCI PAL USES PERMITTED IN  
CCMERCIAL D ISTRICTS - Use Un i t  1 7 ,  located 5033 North Peor l e .  

Presentetlonz 
The epp l l eant, Dewey Ri nehardt, 1 37 1 7  East 66th Street, Tu l sa,  
Ok l ahoma, stated that he hes recent l y  re l ocated h i s  used cer sa l es 
bt.,!S I ness and requested perm I ss I on cont I nue to operate et the new 
l ocat ion .

Ccmnents end Questions: 
Mr . Gerdnt;tr asked how much of the bu t I d i ng w l  1 1  be ut l I l zed for 
off i ce space, end he rep l l ed that the off i ce I s  epprox l mate l y  1 0 1 by 
1 5 1 • He I nformed that he operates the b us i ness a l one and w l l l  have 
·e mex lmum of s ix  cars . Mr . R i nehardt stated that the off i ce I s  I n  e
vacant theater end the cars w t l l  be parked I n  the park i ng l ot .

Mr . Cheppe l l e I nqu i red a s  to the max i mum amount of cars that have
been on the l ot et one t ime, end he rep l l ed that he hes never had
more then s i x  cers on h is l ot .
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Case No. 15565 (continued) 
Protestants: None. 

Board Action: 
On MrrlON of OiAPPELLE, the Board voted 3-1-0 (Bolzle, Chappelle, 
White, "aye"; Fuller, nnay"; no "abstentions"; Bradley, "absent") to 
APPROVE a Special Exception to permit Use Unit 17, sales of 
automobiles only, In a CS zoned district - SECTION 701. PRINCIPAL 
USES PERMITTED IN CCMERCIAL DISTRICTS - Use Unit 17; subject to a 
maximum of 10 cars; and subject to the theater remaining closed to 
the public; finding that the use Is compatible with the surrounding 
area, and In harmony with the spirit and i ntent of the Code; on the 
foll owlng described property: 

Case No. 15566 

All of Northrldge Center Addition Amended, a resubdlvlslon of 
Lots 1, 2 and 3, and the west 395' of Lot 4, Block 1, 
Northrtdge Center Addition, City of Tulsa, Tulsa County, 
Oklahoma. 

Action Requested: 
Special Exception to permit a night club I n  an Industrial District -
SECTION 901. PRINCIPAL USES PERMITTED IN I NDUSTRIAL DISTR I CTS - Use 
Unit 12. 

Var I ance of the requ I red number of park Ing spaces from 42 to O -
SECTION 1212.D. Off-Street Parking and Loading Requirements - Use 
Unit 12, located 113 South Elwood. 

Presentation: 
The applicant, Deborah Wayland, was represented by Robert Wayland. 
Route 1 ,  Box 470, Terlton, Oklahoma, who stated that he has acquired 
a l lcense for his club, and has access to 47 parking spaces on an 
adjoining lot. 

Camtents and Questions: 
Mr. Bolzle I nquired as to the parking agreement, and he replled that 
his patrons wlll pay the required fee to park on the lot. 

In response to Mr. Bolz le, the appltcant stated that the beer club 
wlll occupy 3200 sq ft of floor space. 

Mr. Fuller asked Mr. Wayland to state the hours of operation, and he 
rep I led that the club wt 1 1  be open from 8:00 p.m. to 2:00 a.m., 
Thursday, Friday and Saturday. 
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Case No . 1 5566 ( cont i nued ) 
Protestants: 

Pat Ryan, 35 1 6  West 5 1 st Street , Tu l sa ., Ok l ahoma, represented the 
Nat i ona l Assoc i at i on of Letter Carr i er s ,  and stated that the 
assoc I at I on owns the of f I ce bu I I d  I ng I ocated at 1 24 South Denver , 
a l ong w i th park i ng l ots to the f ront and rear of the bu l l d l ng .  He 
stated that the estab l i shment of th i s  type of b us i ness wou l d  add to 
the ex I st I ng prob I em of c l  ear I ng debr l  s l eft  on the park I ng l ots 
after b us i ness hours .  Mr . Ryan f u rther noted that the bus i ness has 
the potent I a I of I ncreas I ng theft and vanda I I sm I n  the area, and 
asked the Board to deny the app l I cat i on .  

A l v l n  Lough, who represented Ge l l co Un i forms and Shoes,  202 South 
Deriver , Tu l sa ,  Ok l ahoma , stated that he I s  I n  agreement w i th the 
presentat i on made by Mr . Ryan . He added that the bar wou l d  pose a 
safety prob l em,  as there are groups of  trans i ents and drunks that 
gather beh i nd b u l l d l ngs and I n  the a l l eys  after dark . 

James Stowe, Route 9, Box 43 1 , C l aremore ., Ok l ahoma, stated that he 
owns the bu i l d i ng at 202 South Denver , and and asked the Board to 
deny the app l i cat i on .  

Jmnes Urs, 1 03 South E l wood , Tu l sa ,  Ok l ahoma, stated that h i s 
b u s  I ness , Acme Whee I A I I gnment, I s  to the north and has a I arge 
park I n·g I ot, wh  I ch wou I d be a very conven I ent area for the c I ub 
patrons . He I nformed th at he rece i ved a negat i ve report concern i ng 
h i s  l l ab l l l ty I nsurance I f  the b us i ness I s  a l l owed at the proposed 
l ocat l on .

Add lt l ona l Conments: 
Mr . Bo t z l e  I nformed that he has s i te checked the proposed l ocat i on ,  
and I s  conv i nced that I t  t s  an  I na p propr i ate use for the area . 

Board Act ion:  
On ll«>T I ON of BOLZLE, the Board voted 4-0-0 (Bo t z I e ,  Chappa 1 1  e ,  
Fu l l er ,  Wh i te,  "aye" ; no "nays" i  no "abstent i ons" ; Brad l ey ,  
"absent" ) to D

E

NY a Spec i a l  Excep_t lon to perm i t  a n i ght  c l ub I n  an 
l ndustr l a l  D i str i ct - SECT I ON  901 . PR I NC I PAL USES PERM ITIED I N  
I NDUSTR I AL  DI STR I CTS - Use Un i t  1 2 ; and to DENY a Var i ance o f  the 
requ I red n umber of park I ng spaces from 42 to O - SECT I ON 1 2 1 2. D .
Off-Street Park i ng and Load i ng Requ f r8'ft&nts - Use  Un i t  1 2 ; f i nd i ng 
that the I ntended use I s  not compat l b l e  w i th  the surround i ng area , 
and that the grant i ng of the requests wou l d  v i o l ate the sp i r i t and 
I ntent of the Code; on the fo l l ow i ng descr i bed property : 

West. 45 ' of Lot 5 , and west 45 ' of the south 50 ' of Lot 6 , 
B l ock 93 ., Or i g i na l  Towns t te of Tu l sa, Tu l sa Cou nty , Ok l ahoma . 
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Case No. 15567 

Action Requested: 
Sp�clal Exception to permit a mobile home es a dwell lng -
SECflON 301. PRINCIPAL USES PERMITTED IN 1HE AGRIQJLTURE DISlRICf -
Use Unit 9. 

Variance to waive the hard surface, at I-weather requirements for 
parking and driveways - SECT ION 1303. DESIGN STANDARDS FOR
OFF-STREET PARKING AREAS - Use Unit 9, located 9316 Mohawk 
Boulevard. 

Presentation: 
The appl leant, Eldon Ford, 5522 North 97th East Avenue, Tulsa, 
Oklahoma, requested permission to Install a moblle home at the above 
stated locatlon. 

Cannents and Questions: 
In response to .Mr. Bo I z I e's I nqu I ry concern Ing the wa Iver of the 
hard surface requirement, Mr. Gardner stated that the area ts 
sparse I y deve I oped and few of the dr I veways and park Ing areas are 
paved. 

Ms. Hubbard adv I sed that the mob I t e home Is I ocated t n the AG 
portion of the tract. 

Ms. Wh I te asked the app I I cant If he has read the I etter from 
Stormwater Management (Exhibit L-1) regarding the subject property. 
and he answered In the affirmative. 

Protestants: None. 

Board Action: 
On N:>TION of BOLZLE, the Board voted 4-0-0 (Bolzle, Chappel le, 
Fuller. White, "aye"; · no "nays"; no "abstentions"; Bradley. 
"absent") to APPROVE a Special Exception to permit a mobile home es 
a. dwel 1 1  ng - SECflON 301. PRINC IPAL USES PERMITTED I N  TI£ 
AGRIQJLTIJRE DISTRICT - Use Un tt  9; and APPROVE a Variance to waive 
the hard surface, ell-weather requirements for parktng and drtveweys 
- SECflON 1303. DESIGN STANDARDS FOR OFF-SlREET PARKING AREAS -
Use Unit 9; subject to Stormwater Management and Health Department 
approval; f tndtng that the mobile home ts located on the AG portion 
of the tract, and there ere numerous gravel driveways tn the area; 
on the follow ing described property: 

W/2, SW/4, NE/4, NE/4 2md S/2, NW/4, NE/4, less north 10' of 
east 1570 1 and less the north 50' of the west 75', Section 12, 
T-20-N, R-13-E, City of Tulsa, Tulsa County, Oklahoma.
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Case No. 1 5568 

Action Requested : 
Var I ance of .the requ I red rear yard from 25 ' to 3 '  and a var I ance of 
the requ i red s i de yard from 1 0 '  to 6" to perm i t  an ex i st i ng detached 
carport - SECf lON 402.B. 1 .a.  Accessory Use Cond it ions, and 
SECT ION 403. BULK ANI) AREA REQU I RBENTS I N  RES IDENT IAI.. DI SIR I CTS -
Use Un i t  6,  l ocated 5903 South Mar lon P l ace . 

Presentat ion:  
The app l l eant , Gordon L. Patton, 5903 South Mar l on P i ece, Tu l sa,  
Ok l ahoma , subm i tted l etters of support ( Exh i b i t  M- 1 ) and photographs 
( Exh i b i t M-2 ) . He I nformed that the res i dence was bu l l t  I n  1 961  and 
a carport has been const ructed w i thout a Bu i I d i ng Perm it .  Mr . 
Patton stated that he re l l ed on h i s  contractor to check out the Code 
requ i rements, and he d i d  not app l y  for the perm i t .  

Conments end Quest ions: 
I n  response to Mr . Bo l z l e , the app l icant stated that the carport t s
9 '  from the rear property l l ne .  

Mr . Jackere asked Mr . Patton I f  the carport I s  attached t o  the 
house , and he rep l i ed that I t  I s  detached . 

Ms . Hubbard I nformed that the carport I s  c l ass t f f ed as an attached 
carport, as It I s  connected to the house . 

Mr . Patton stated that he hes never had a garage, and po i nted out 
that a I I I ots I n  the area are I rregu I ar I n  shape, mak I ng 
construct i on very d l f f J cu l t  w l thout encroach i ng I nto the setback . 

Protestants: 
Gera l d i ne Sanger, 581 4 South New Haven , Tu l sa, Ok l ahoma, stated that 
she l i ves beh i nd the structure I n  quest i on,  and Is concerned w i th 
water runof f toward h�r property . She po i nted out that a too l shed 
constructed on the property l l ne a l so d t verts water I n  the d i rect i on 
of her l ot .  

I nterested Part ies:  
Mary Server stated that she I I ves to the west of the app l icant , and 
Is  support i ve of the app l i cat i on .  

Board Action: 
On  tl>TION of BOLZLE, the Board voted 4-0-0 (Bo l z l e , Cheppe l l e, 
Fu l l er,  Wh i te,  "aye" ; no "nays" ; no "abstent i ons" ; Brad l ey,  
"absent" )  to APPROVE a Var iance of the requ i red rear yard from 25 1

to 3 '  end a var i ance of the requ i red s i de yard from 1 0 '  to 6" to 
perm i t  an ex i st i ng detached carport - SECTION 402.B . 1 .a. Accessory 
Use r.ond l t lons, end SECTION 403. BULK AND AREA REQU I REJENTS I N
RES IDENTIAL D ISTRICTS - Use Un it 6 ;  per p l an subm i tted ; f i nd i ng e 
hardsh i p  Imposed on the app l i cant by the curvature of the street and 
the I rregu l ar shape of the l ot ;  on the fo l l ow l ng descr i bed property : 

Lot 1 3, B lock 5, Rust ic H I  I l s  Add i t ion,  C i ty of Tu l sa,  Tu l sa 
County , Ok l ahoma. 
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Case No. 1 5569 

Action Requested: 
Var I ance 9f the front setback requ I rement for park I ng from 85 ' to 
50 1 

- SECTION 403. BULK AND AREA REQUIRBENTS I N  RES IDENTIAL 
D ISTRICTS - Use Un i t  5,  and SECT I ON 1 205 . C. 1 . b .  Use Cond i t i ons -
Use Un i t  5 .  

Var hmce of t h e  setback .requ i rement for park i ng I n  an  R D i str i ct 
from 50 1 to 30 1 

- SECT I ON 1302. SETBAQ(S - Use Un I t  5,  I ocated 
5590 South Lew i s . 

Conments end Quest ions: 
Mr . Bo l z l e I n formed that he w l l l  absta i n  from hear i ng Case 
No . 1 5569 . 

Presentat ion :  
The app l l eant, Ed Bates, 4502 East 1,th Street , Tu l sa ,  Ok l ahoma , 
subm l t�ed a s i te p l an ( Exh i b i t  N-1 ) ,  and stated that he I s  
represent i ng Southern H I  I I �  Bapt i st Church . He I n formed that the 
project I s  surrounded on most of three s i des by a shopp i ng center 
and of f i ce u se .  Mr . Bates I nformed that park i ng for the ch urch t s
28 1 from the curb , w h  I I e lo,:idon Square hes park I ng extend I ng to 
w i th i n 8 1 of the curb . He stated thijt park i ng on the s i de street t s
30 • from the curb , and I s  cons i stent w i th the ex i st i ng b u l l d l ngs . 

Board Act ion :  
O n  MOT ION o f  Q-IAPPELLE,  the Board voted 3-0-1 ( Chappe l l e , Fu l l er ,  
Wh i te, "aye" ;  n o  "nays" ; Bo l z l e , "ab sta i n i ng" ;  Brad l ey ,  "absent" ) to 
APPROVE a Var 1 ence of the front setback requ I rement for park I ng 
from 85 1 to 50 1 - SECTION 403. Bln..K AND ARE.A REQU I REJENTS I N  
RES IDENTIAi,. D I STRICTS - Use Un i t  5 ,  8 n d  SECT ION 1 205 .C . 1 . b . Use 
Cond i t i ons - Use Un i t  5; and to APPROVE a Var i ance of the setback 
requ I rement for park ·1 ng I n  an R D I  str I ct from 50 ' to 30 1 - SECTION 
1302. SElBAQ(S - Use Un i t  5 ;  per p l ot p l an subm i tted ; f i nd i ng that 
the · setbacks for the chu rch park I ng I ots are cons I stent w I th the 
ex i st i ng park i ng · r ots I n  the erea ; on the fo l l ow l ng descr i bed 
property : 

Eest 608 ' of the north 358 ' of the NE/4, NE/4, SE/4 ,  Sect i on 3 1 , 
T-1 9-N , R-1 3-E, C i ty of Tu l sa ,  Tu l sa County , Ok l ahoma .
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The meet i ng was adjourned at 4 : 23 p . m .  

O n  M>T I ON  o f  0-IAPPELLE, the Board voted 3-0-0 (Bo l z l e , Chappe l l e , Wh i te,  
"aye" ; no " nays" ; no, "abstent i ons" ; Fu l l er ,  Brad l ey, "absent" ) to reopen 
the meet i ng to cons i der Case No . 1 557 1 , as the app l l eant I s  now present . 

Case No. 1 5571 

Act ion Requested : 
M I  nor Var I a nee of the requ  I red f ront yard f rom 35 ' to 30 . 3 '  to 
perm i t  an ex l st t ·ng dwe l I I ng - SECT I ON  403. BULK AND AREA 
REQU I REIIENTS I N  RES I DENT I AL  D I SlR I CTS - Use Un  I t  6 .  

Presentat ion :  
The app l l eant, Randy D lt1man , 61 6 South Ma i n , Tu l sa ,  Ok l ahoma , 
subm i tted a p l at of survey ( Exh i b i t X- 1 ) ,  and stated that th i s
request I s  to c l ear the t l t l e  for an ex i st i ng dwe l l I ng . 

Board Act ion :  
On M>T I ON  o f  OW>PEL LE,  the Board voted 3-0-0 ( Bo l z l e, Chappe l l e , 
Wh i te,  "aye" ; no "nays" ; no "abstent i ons" ; F u l l er ,  Brad l ey , 
"absent" )  to APPROVE a Ml  nor Var I ance of the requ I red front yard 
f rom 35 1 to 30 . 3 ' to perm i t  an  ex i st i ng dwe l I I ng - SECT I ON  403. 
BULK AND AREA REQU I RDENTS I N  RES I DENTIAL D 1 S1R I CTS - Use Un i t  6 ; 
per survey subm i tted ; f l nd l ng th at the I rregu l ar shape of the l ot 
creates an u n necessary hardsh i p , and  the ex i st i ng encroachment has 
not had a detr imenta l a f fect on the s u rround i ng ne i ghborhood ; and 
f i nd i ng that the app l i cat i on has been f l i ed to c l ear the t i t l e for 
an ex i st i ng dwe l I I ng ;  on fhe fo l I ow i ng descr i bed property : 

Lot 9 , B l ock 1 , Country C l ub  South Add i t i on , C i ty of Tu l sa , 
Tu l sa County , Ok l ahoma . 

There be i ng no f urther bus i ness the meet i ng was adjourned at 4 : 30 p . m .  

Date Approved _M __ . _l .... , __._( Cf ..... _q .... o ___ _I 
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