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Application No. Z-3674 g_w c Present Zoning: U=1A
Applicant: R. L. Davidson, Jr. (Charles B. Gannaway) Proposed Zoning: U=-1C & U=-2B
Location: North side 72nd Place & East of Lewis or RM-2 & RS-3

Date of Application: February 24, 1970

Date of Hearing: May 6, 1970

Size of Tract: U-1C: 5.69 acres
U-2B: 9.31 acres

Presentation to TMAPC By: R. L. Davidson
Address: 900 Home Federal Building Phone: 583-2131

Comments:

Mr. Davidson: This is before you with a CDP and rezoning application,

I would like to dismiss the CDP for this reason--with the enactment

of the new Zoning Ordinance and the deadline of July 1, there is no
possibility of getting this through by July 1, therefore, under the
provisions of the new Code 25 units per acre would be allowed for

the multifamily request and we would like to request RD for the perimeter
area which would fit our needs. This will be subject to the platting
process and there are some problems to be encountered in that. In
discussing this application with the protestants, it is my understanding
that they do not have any objections to the zoning, their objections

are to a solution of the traffic circulation problems. We are as
concerned with the traffic circulation as they are. We will cooperate
in developing a plat that will solve the problems. The elevation of
this tract is from 680 to 646 and we have agreed and are showing a
drainage easement following the curve line that follows the draw for

the City's use in handling the run=off problem of the area. We do6
have commercial zoning sbutting immediately to the West. He pointed out

usually suggested as & good pattern.

Special Discussion for the Record:

A Mr. Karnegie stated that they were just interested in the solution to
the traffic circulation problems and if this can be solved they would not
protest the application.

Protestey Mrs. Freeman AddressT 2800 East 71st Street

Comments:

Mrs. Freeman stated that she wanted to protest the apartment zouing

on this tract. She asked why buffers are needed to shopping centers.

I would prefer living against a shopping center than apartments.

She stated that if this application is approved, this part of the City
will go apartments before it has a chance to develop single family homes.

Staff Recommendation:
The Staff recommends DENIAL of the requested zoning change and APPROVAL

of U-1C or RS~3 on the West 150 feet and U-1B or RS~-2 on the balance,
subject to a plat, for the following reasons:
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Z-3674 (continued)

The requested U=2B multifamily is uncharacteristic of this mile section.
The major portion of the section is zoned U-1A, excepting a small tract
which was recently zoned U-1B single-family to the Southeast and the
Scuthwest Quarter of the section zoned U-1C which is the Oral Roberts
University Campus. There are no land use reasons, topographic or other-
wise which would support multifamily rezoning of the subject tract with
the possible exception of that area immediately adjacent to the retail
commercial district. However, the Staff feels that U-1C or RS-3 duplexes
} adjacent to the commercial zoning on the West would serve as an adequate.

buffer and transition between the commercial on Lewis and the d_the recommended

single-family development to the North and East, and the vacant 51ng1e-
family lots to the South. The subject tract is located interior to the
section and if approved, the 15 acre tract immediately North and possibly
the 40 acre tract to the East would merit similar consideration.

As to the recommended U~1B, there is little to choose between U~1B and U-~1lA
single-family development, the principal difference being the size of the
lots. However, the zoning does not establish the quality of construction
thereon, and the Staff believes the area supports U-1B zoning. The Staff
is of the opinion that the subject tract and balance of undeveloped tracts
in the section can develop single-family utilizing the suggested duplex
buffer adjacent to the existing commercial zoning. There is little doubt
that the single family development is more compatible and more consistent
with the aresz as developed. Therefore, for these reasons, the Staff
recommends denial of the requested zoning change and approval of U-1C or
RS~3 and U~1R or RS-2,

Zoming Committee Recommendation:  Wirhheld:

TMAPC Action: 6 members present

On MOTION of CAUGHEY, the Planning Commission voted 5-0-1 (with Cox
"abstaining") to recommend to the Board of City Commissioners that the
following property NOT be rezoned to a U-1C & U-2B or RS-3 & RM=2

district:

U=1C or RS=3: The South 150° and East 150' of the E/2 of the
SW/4, NW/4, NW/4 and the SE/4, WW/4, NW/4 Section 8, Township 18

North, Range 13 East, Tulsa County, Okiahoma.

U-2B or RM=2: The East 1/2 of the SW/4, NW/4, NW/4 and the SE/&,
NW/4, NW/4, less the South 150' and East 150' thereof, Section 8,
Township 18 North, Range 13 East, Tulsa County, Oklahoma.

TMAPC Members Present Staff Present
Caughey Gardner

Cox, Secretary Osgood
Forrester Martin
Kornegay

Leavitt

Martin, Vice Chairman
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