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TULSA PRESERVATION COMMISSION  
 

COA SUBCOMMITTEE MEETING 

Thursday, October 1, 2015, 11:00 AM 
 
  
 

A. Opening Matters  
 
Call to Order and Verification of Quorum 
Disclosure of Conflicts of Interest 
 

Chairman Neal called the COA Subcommittee Meeting to order at 11:03 AM 
 
Members Present 
Tom Neal (Chairman) 
David Schoell 
Mike Craddock 
Sally Davies 
Katelyn Parker 
 
Staff Present 
Jed Porter, Bob Edmiston, Travis Hulse 
 
Others Present 
David D’Andrea, Chad Osgood, Thomas Oakley 
 

1020 E. 20th St. (N. Maple Ridge) 
Applicant:  David D’Andrea 
Requests:  

1. Replace non-original porch rail with rail submitted 
 

Discussion:   

• Commissioner Neal asked the applicant if he had construction details for 

the proposed changes of the subject porch. The applicant said he did not 

have detailed plans, because he was willing to use whatever materials, or 

styles as suggested by the COA Subcommittee. The applicant also stated 
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he was interested in restoring the porch to its original design but was 

unable to identify all of the details due to a lack of pictorial evidence. 

• Subcommittee Member Parker stated she had an issue with the proposed 

height of 36 inches. She suggested that a shorter rail height of 

approximately 30 inches would be more historically appropriate .The 

applicant cited building code requirements and safety concerns as 

reasons for the requested height. Subcommittee Member Parker said 

there are code-compliant alternatives that will also preserve the historical 

character of the porch. She suggested adding a handrail that would extend 

upwards to provide additional height and security. 

• Chairman Neal agreed a shorter height was more appropriate and 

suggested the possibility of latitude within the building code requirements 

for work performed on historic properties. He and staff offered to inquire 

whether any latitude exists. 

• The applicant asked if he could incorporate a handrail as suggested and 

simply replace the existing system with something of a similar height. 

Chairman Neal said the applicant could replace in kind, which requires 

only staff approval. However, if he was altering the overall porch design or 

the rail elements in any way, it would still require a Certificate of 

Appropriateness. The applicant said he would be changing the location of 

some of the porch piers so they would line up with the columns as shown 

in the historical image.  

• The Subcommittee agreed the proposed replacement would be a positive 

improvement and also encouraged the applicant to match the measured 

height of the other rail located on the front porch of the house. 

• Chairman Neal suggested the applicant provide elevations to the COA 

Subcommittee for review, including the proposed changes as discussed. 

The applicant agreed to provide a drawing of the proposed changes 

including a rail with a height of approximately 24 inches and the newly 

proposed locations of the piers, to be reviewed at the next COA 

Subcommittee Meeting.  
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Commissioner Craddock made a motion to continue the application to the 

October 20, 2015 COA Subcommittee Meeting at the request of the applicant. 

Commissioner Schoell seconded the motion. The motion passed by majority.   

 

Changes to be made prior to COA Subcommittee review: 

o Provide drawings showing the proposed changes to the existing 

porch and rail. 

 

1414 S. Galveston Ave. – McBirney Mansion Easement 
Applicant:  Chad Osgood for Wendy and Gentner Drummond 
Request:  

1. Construct new porte-cochère with new doors for north entry of Mud 
Room according to drawings submitted  

2. Install 35 ft. aluminum flag pole with bronze color in front yard 
according to site plan submitted 

 
Discussion: 

• Chairman Neal said the two items would need to be considered separately 

and wanted to begin the discussion with Item #2. The applicant explained 

that they are attempting to place the flag pole in a location that is least 

obtrusive and mentioned various site constraints including site lines, tree 

elevations, etc. 

• Commissioner Craddock asked the applicant if the red-line shown on the 

drawing, depicting the location of the flag pole, was drawn to scale. The 

applicant was unsure but approximated the height at about 35 feet. He 

said the base of the pole will be 7 feet below the first floor of the house. 

Chairman Neal asked for the approximate height of the house. The 

applicant approximated the height of the house at about 40 feet from the 

ground to the tallest peak. The applicant restated the base of the pole 

would be 7 feet below the first floor of the house. 

 

Commissioner Craddock made a motion to recommend approval for request 

item #2 to the Preservation Commission. Commissioner Schoell seconded the 

motion. The motion passed by majority.  
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• The Subcommittee next addressed Item #1 – the proposal for construction 

of a new porte-cochère and installation of new doors for the north entry of 

the Mud Room. 

• The applicant said that the latest set of drawings should address the 

recommended changes as suggested by the COA Subcommittee during 

their meeting held on August 6, 2015. The applicant said the porte-

cochère would now be detached so it could be removed later on and have 

minimal impact on the existing structure. He added that a small portion 

will connect it to the Mud Room in order to protect the residents from the 

rain. 

• Chairman Neal stated that he was out of the country during the last 

meeting and that based on his interpretation of Clause IV of the 

referenced Deed of Scenic, Open Space, and Architectural Façade 

Easement, he did not agree that the proposed project should be allowed in 

entirety. The applicant said he was not in a position to make an 

interpretation of the referenced document nor was he prepared to voice 

the concern of the homeowners whom he represents. 

• Commissioner Craddock said that he was at the previous meeting where 

the changes were discussed and felt it was the general agreement of the 

Subcommittee members in attendance that modifications could be 

approved. Staff added that the Tulsa Preservation Commission (TPC) and 

the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO), as co-holders of the 

easement, could allow for the construction of the proposed structure 

based on the language of the easement. Staff also suggested the 

applicant be required to notify SHPO prior to the Subcommittee’s 

recommendation to the TPC. 

• Chairman Neal restated his position and said the language of Clause IV 

was very explicit about what was negotiable: “No extension of the existing 

structure or erection of additional structures shall be permitted… .” He 

added that his position was not about the aesthetic or design of the 

proposal. 

• Commissioner Craddock said he felt allowing the proposed change was 

within the scope of their authority. Staff agreed and said the COA 
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Subcommittee has the authority to recommend approval of the proposed 

changes if they choose to do so. 

• Commissioner Craddock asked the applicant if he had contacted SHPO. 

The applicant said he had not yet, because he usually waits to receive 

approval from the TPC before approaching SHPO.  The applicant added 

that this is the process he has followed in the past when other projects 

were proposed for the subject property. Staff said they do not believe it 

would be appropriate for a decision to be made until SHPO was notified of 

the pending project. The applicant agreed to notify SHPO and would also 

let staff know when that was done. 

• Subcommittee Member Parker said she wanted to provide suggestions on 

the architectural design of the proposal. She said the porte-cochère was 

too large and that the gable needed to be smaller in proportion to the 

mansion. She also suggested setting the proposed structure back even 

further so it was completely detached. 

• Subcommittee Member Davies said the posts were too massive and even 

though the proposal was in line with the previously recommended 

changes, she felt it would look better if the columns were smaller. 

Commissioner Schoell agreed and said the columns could maintain a 

larger base approximately 30 inches in height and then gradually become 

“lighter” as they rose. 

• The applicant said that based on their discussion at the August 6, 2015 

meeting the Subcommittee wanted the porte-cochère designed in such a 

way as to preserve the exterior materials and windows of the existing mud 

room. The applicant added that he was trying to find a way to balance 

making functional improvements to the site while also keeping the historic 

nature of the property intact. He said he felt that the Subcommittee was 

now telling him to revert back to the drawings that were just changed. 

• Chairman Neal said that multiple revisions are part of the design process, 

and that the Subcommittee needed to review any proposal before a 

recommendation is made to the TPC. The applicant said he was willing to 

make changes, but his direction for what needed to be changed was 

unclear. 
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Bob Edmiston, Preservation Commission Legal Staff, requested that due to the 

nature of the discussion, the COA subcommittee members and staff enter into 

executive session to review procedure as outlined in the Rules and Regulations 

Governing Procedures of the Tulsa Preservation Commission.  The session lasted 

from 12:10 P.M. until 12:17P.M., during which no votes were taken. 

 

Following the executive session and some additional discussion, it was determined 

that the applicant could request a preliminary review with COA Subcommittee 

members to agree on a design proposal before a recommendation was submitted to 

the TPC. 

 

Commissioner Craddock made a motion to continue request Item #1 at the 

request of the applicant. Commissioner Davies seconded the motion. The 

motion passed by majority.   

 

Actions to be taken prior to COA Subcommittee review: 

o Hold a preliminary review with the selected COA Subcommittee 

members to agree upon a satisfactory design. 

o Notify the State Historic Preservation Office and provide to them a 

copy of the revised drawings. 

 

1711 S. St. Louis Ave. (Swan Lake) 
Applicant:  Tom Oakley 
Requests:  

1. Install ramp for accessibility to front porch according to drawing 
submitted 

 
Discussion: 

• Chairman Neal asked the applicant if access could be provided by way 

of the side or rear entry. The applicant said adding a ramp to the rear 

would block access to the basement and a ramp to the side would 

block vehicles from entering or exiting the driveway. 

• Subcommittee Member Parker asked if the ramp could be designed 

with multiple turns and platforms to provide access from the side. The 
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applicant said the ramp would have to be constructed with a drastic 

slope, thus making access into the home very difficult. 

• The Subcommittee agreed the proposed design was most suitable due 

to other site constraints. They also appreciated that the structure could 

be removed at a later date, making it fairly easy to return the property 

back to its current state. 

 

Commissioner Craddock made a motion to recommend approval to the 

Preservation Commission. Subcommittee Member Davies seconded the 

motion. The motion passed by majority.  

 

Changes to be made prior to Tulsa Preservation Commission review: 

o None 

 

Chairman Neal adjourned the COA Subcommittee Meeting at 12:42 P.M.  
 


