TULSA PRESERVATION COMMISSION
STAFF REPORT
Tuesday, October 27, 2020
HP-0225-2020

HP PERMIT NUMBER: HP-0225-2020
PROPERTY ADDRESS: 1560 SWAN DRIVE
DISTRICT: SWAN LAKE HISTORIC DISTRICT
APPLICANT: WILLIAM L. (BILL) KNIGHT
REPRESENTATIVE: NONE
A. CASE ITEM FOR CONSIDERATION
1. Replacement of Masonite Siding with SmartSide Siding
B. BACKGROUND
DATE OF CONSTRUCTION: CA. 1935
ZONED HISTORIC PRESERVATION: 1994
NATIONAL REGISTER LISTING: SWAN LAKE HISTORIC DISTRICT, 1998
CONTRIBUTING STRUCTURE: YES
PREVIOUS ACTIONS:
COA-10-033 – OCTOBER 26, 2010 – TPC APPROVAL
Installation of wrought-iron fence atop stone retaining wall in front yard
HP-0225-2020 – OCTOBER 9, 2020 – STAFF APPROVAL
Repair and replacement in kind of wooden trim
C. ISSUES AND CONSIDERATIONS
1. Replacement of Masonite Siding with SmartSide Siding
i. Proposed is the replacement of the Masonite Siding on the south, east, and west facades
with SmartSide Siding. According to the applicant, the Masonite Siding is not the original
material, and the substitution of 540 Series Smooth Finish SmartSide Siding with a width
of 5.50 inches for the Masonite Siding is preferred.
During the review by the Historic Preservation Permit Subcommittee on October 20, discussion focused on the treatment of the SmartSide Siding during its installation, and the
application has been forwarded with a recommendation for approval with the condition
that the applicant confirms whether the siding would have through-body color or would be
painted whenever any pieces were cut. According to the applicant, the siding would abut
the wooden trim, and exposed edges would be painted to match the color of the siding.
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ii. Reference: Unified Design Guidelines - Residential Structures
SECTION A – GUIDELINES FOR REHABILITATION OF EXISTING STRUCTURES
A.1 General Requirements
A.1.1 Retain and preserve the existing historic architectural elements of your
home.
A.1.2 If replacement of historic architectural elements is necessary, match the size,
shape, pattern, texture, and directional orientation of the original historic elements.
A.1.3 Ensure that work is consistent with the architectural style and period details of your
home.
A.1.4 Return the structure to its original historic appearance using physical or pictorial
evidence, rather than conjectural designs.
A.2 Exterior Walls
A.2.1 Retain and preserve the original historic wall materials and character-defining
details, including, but not limited to, window and door trim, eave brackets, and
embedded porch columns.
A.2.2 To return the home to its original historic appearance, remove non-historic siding
and trim. Repair and restore the underlying historic siding, trim, and details.
Removal of non-historic siding is encouraged (and may be staff approved).
A.2.3 If replacement of deteriorated wall materials is necessary, use matching materials
(wood, brick, etc.) that maintain the size, shape, pattern, texture, and directional
orientation of the original historic material.
A.2.4 When proposing to use materials different from the original historic wall materials,
replacement materials that maintain the character of the structure and the size,
shape, pattern, texture, and directional orientation of the original historic siding will
be considered on a case-by-case basis.

1560 Swan Drive – North and East Facades
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1560 Swan Drive – South and West Facades

1560 Swan Drive – South and West Facades
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TULSA PRESERVATION COMMISSION
HISTORIC PRESERVATION PERMIT SUBCOMMITTEE
Tuesday, October 20, 2020, 4:30 P.M.

A. Opening Matters
1. Call to Order and Verification of Quorum
Commissioner Townsend called the Regular Meeting to order at 4:30 P.M.
Members Present
Mary Lee Townsend, Ph.D.*
Ted A. Reeds, II, AIA
James E. Turner, AIA*

Staff Present
Felicity O. Good
Roy M. (Jed) Porter, Jr.
Others Present
William L. Knight, Paul F. Nosak
*Present via Remote Access
2. Historic Preservation Permit Subcommittee Review
a. Disclosure of Conflicts of Interest
No Conflicts of Interest were disclosed.
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b. Applications for Historic Preservation Permits
1560 Swan Dr. (Swan Lake)
Applicant: William L. (Bill) Knight
Proposal:
1. Replacement of Masonite Siding with SmartSide Siding
Discussion:
• Staff presented its report, and afterwards the applicant noted that the
area to be covered with the SmartSide Siding was constructed as an
addition in the 1980s. Commissioner Reeds inquired about the date of
installation of the Masonite Siding, and the applicant responded that the
Masonite Siding had been installed on the addition during construction.
Commissioner Reeds inquired whether the Masonite Siding was fully
visible, and the applicant commented that the sides were not fully visible
due to the presence of trees but would be visible were the trees to be
removed. Commissioner Townsend requested information about SmartSide Siding, and Commissioner Reeds commented that it was a successor
to Masonite Siding and similar to HardiePlank Lap Siding. Commissioner
Reeds requested clarification about the finish on the SmartSide Siding—
specifically through-body color—and the applicant responded that, whenever the siding was cut, the exposed edge would be painted to match the
color of the siding.
As there was no further discussion, Commissioner Reeds made a motion
to recommend the approval of the application with the condition that the
applicant present the finish—whether through-body color or paint. The
motion was seconded by Commissioner Townsend and was approved
unanimously.
Vote: 1560 Swan Dr. (Swan Lake)
In Favor
Townsend
Reeds

Opposed

Abstaining

Not Present
Turner

1520 S. St. Louis Ave. (Swan Lake)
Applicant: Paul F. Nosak
Proposal:
1. Replacement of shingles with tiles
Discussion:
• Staff presented its report, and afterwards the applicant commented
that, although the tile’s dimensions did not match the dimensions of
shingles, the tile’s profile was similar to that of an Architectural Shingle
and the tile was a more durable material than shingles. Commissioner
Reeds inquired whether enough tile was available to cover the entire
roof and was informed that enough tile had been salvaged to cover the
roof. Commissioner Reeds then inquired whether any adjustment of
the structural system would be necessary and was informed that the
system would perform satisfactorily especially after the removal of the
three layers of shingles presently on the roof. As gutters would be
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installed, the request for the addition of a fascia was presented. Commissioner Reeds recognized the necessity of gutters but noted that the
appearance of the residence would change with the addition of a fascia. The applicant proposed the replacement of the rafter tails with 2x6
members whose size would accommodate the installation of the gutters as well as the projection of the tile over the edge of the roof. Commissioners Reeds and Turner approved of the proposal for the adjustment of the size of the rafter tails but insisted the dimensions of the
barge rafters be retained.
As there was no further discussion, Commissioner Reeds made a
motion to recommend the approval of the application with the conditions that the rafter tails be replaced with 2x6 members and the
dimensions of the barge rafters be retained. The motion was seconded by Commissioner Turner and approved unanimously.
Vote: 1520 S. St. Louis Ave. (Swan Lake)
In Favor
Townsend
Reeds
Turner

Opposed

Abstaining

Not Present

1628 S. Troost Ave. (Swan Lake)
Applicant: Tyler S. Suder
Proposals:
1. Replacement of columns on porch
2. Replacement of rail on porch
3. Installation of shingles in gable of porch
Discussion:
• Staff presented its report, but the applicant was not present to comment on the application. Commissioner Turner noted his attempt to
persuade the former owner to replace the columns with round columns which had been present previously. After review of the elevation, Commissioner Turner commented that the columns needed to
be larger at their caps and bases and added that the installation of
round columns would be less expensive than the expense of labor
and materials to complete the construction of the tapered columns.
Commissioner Reeds wondered whether a rail would be required as
the distance from the deck of the porch to grade was less than thirty
inches (30”), and Commissioner Turner agreed, adding that, were a
rail to be installed, its height should be lower than that presented in
the elevation.
As the applicant was not present, staff was directed to contact the
applicant and request the revision of the proposal. Among the items
to be addressed are the dimensions of the beam, the adjustment of
the sizes of the caps and bases of the columns, the height of the rail,
the clarification of the triangular element in the gable, and the
condition of the gable after the removal of the plywood.
Page 3 of 4

2329 E. 17th Pl. (Yorktown)
Applicant: Creative Home Designs
Proposal:
1. Construction of residence
Discussion:
• Staff presented its report, but the applicant was not present to comment. Commissioner Townsend commented on the scale of the
residence in comparison to the adjacent residences. Commissioner
Reeds noted that the height seemed comparable to the height of the
residences to the west of the site. Commissioner Turner requested
that the profiles of those residences be provided, and Commissioner
Townsend noted that the heights of these residences would be a
factor in evaluation of the proposal. Commissioner Reeds observed
that the proposal was the most traditional in its appearance of the proposals submitted by Creative Home Designs and added that addition
of details, such as sills, lintels, and a keystone, would enhance the
presentation. Commissioner Turner observed that the rendered elevation hindered the presentation, noting that the stucco on the dormers should be extended to all sides and that the tripartite windows
seemed too similar in scale. Commissioner Reeds observed that the
South Elevation and the rendered elevation did not match and proposed that the element on the west side of the entry to the porch be
expressed as column. Clarification of the treatment of the vents was
requested as was Product Data for the windows and the doors and
their hardware, and a more subtle treatment of the band between the
first and second stories was recommended. Staff was directed to
relay comments to the applicant.
B. New Business
None
C. Adjournment
Commissioner Townsend adjourned the Regular Meeting at 5:29 P.M.
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TULSA PRESERVATION COMMISSION
STAFF REPORT
Tuesday, October 27, 2020
HP-0226-2020

HP PERMIT NUMBER: HP-0226-2020
PROPERTY ADDRESS: 1520 SOUTH ST. LOUIS AVENUE
DISTRICT: SWAN LAKE HISTORIC DISTRICT
APPLICANT: PAUL F. NOSAK
REPRESENTATIVE: NONE
A. CASE ITEM FOR CONSIDERATION
1. Replacement of shingles with tiles
B. BACKGROUND
DATE OF CONSTRUCTION: CA. 1922
ZONED HISTORIC PRESERVATION: 1994
NATIONAL REGISTER LISTING: SWAN LAKE HISTORIC DISTRICT, 1998
CONTRIBUTING STRUCTURE: YES
PREVIOUS ACTIONS: NONE
C. ISSUES AND CONSIDERATIONS
1. Replacement of shingles with tiles
i. Proposed is the replacement of the shingles on the roof with tiles. According to the
applicant, tile is an appropriate material for the roof of a Craftsman Style Bungalow.
The tile selected for installation has been salvaged and, in the applicant’s opinion,
resembles Ludowici Interlocking Tile, which has a smooth, flat surface.
During the review by the Historic Preservation Permit Subcommittee on October 20,
discussion focused on the appearance of the tile and the adjustment of the size of
the rafter tails to accommodate the installation of gutters. The application has been
forwarded with a recommendation for approval with the conditions that the rafter tails
be replaced with 2x6 members and the barge rafters retain their present dimensions.
ii. Reference: Unified Design Guidelines - Residential Structures
SECTION A – GUIDELINES FOR REHABILITATION OF EXISTING STRUCTURES
A.1 General Requirements
A.1.1 Retain and preserve the existing historic architectural elements of your
home.
A.1.2 If replacement of historic architectural elements is necessary, match the size,
shape, pattern, texture, and directional orientation of the original historic elements.
A.1.3 Ensure that work is consistent with the architectural style and period details of your
home.
A.1.4 Return the structure to its original historic appearance using physical or pictorial
evidence, rather than conjectural designs.
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A.5 Roofs
A.5.1 Retain and preserve the original historic roof form (hipped, gabled, etc.) and pitch.
A.5.2 Do not remove character-defining architectural features of your roof, including, but
not limited to, dormers, chimneys, cupolas, eaves, soffits, fascia boards, and decorative details, such as eave brackets, exposed rafter tails, or corbels.
A.5.5 Replacement of existing roof covering—wood shingles, asphalt shingles, clay tile,
etc.—with the same material does not require HP Permit review (for example,
replacing an asphalt-shingled roof with asphalt shingles). Architectural shingles
are encouraged.
A.5.6 When proposing to change the materials of your roof covering, replacement materials that maintain the character of the structure and the size, shape, pattern, texture, and directional orientation of the original historic roof covering will be considered on a case-by-case basis.
.1 Yorktown – Metal roofing is not allowed.
A.5.7 When replacing your roof covering, replace an entire roof section if it is visible from
the street.

1520 South St. Louis Avenue – October 2020
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TULSA PRESERVATION COMMISSION
HISTORIC PRESERVATION PERMIT SUBCOMMITTEE
Tuesday, October 20, 2020, 4:30 P.M.

A. Opening Matters
1. Call to Order and Verification of Quorum
Commissioner Townsend called the Regular Meeting to order at 4:30 P.M.
Members Present
Mary Lee Townsend, Ph.D.*
Ted A. Reeds, II, AIA
James E. Turner, AIA*

Staff Present
Felicity O. Good
Roy M. (Jed) Porter, Jr.
Others Present
William L. Knight, Paul F. Nosak
*Present via Remote Access
2. Historic Preservation Permit Subcommittee Review
a. Disclosure of Conflicts of Interest
No Conflicts of Interest were disclosed.
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b. Applications for Historic Preservation Permits
1560 Swan Dr. (Swan Lake)
Applicant: William L. (Bill) Knight
Proposal:
1. Replacement of Masonite Siding with SmartSide Siding
Discussion:
• Staff presented its report, and afterwards the applicant noted that the
area to be covered with the SmartSide Siding was constructed as an
addition in the 1980s. Commissioner Reeds inquired about the date of
installation of the Masonite Siding, and the applicant responded that the
Masonite Siding had been installed on the addition during construction.
Commissioner Reeds inquired whether the Masonite Siding was fully
visible, and the applicant commented that the sides were not fully visible
due to the presence of trees but would be visible were the trees to be
removed. Commissioner Townsend requested information about SmartSide Siding, and Commissioner Reeds commented that it was a successor
to Masonite Siding and similar to HardiePlank Lap Siding. Commissioner
Reeds requested clarification about the finish on the SmartSide Siding—
specifically through-body color—and the applicant responded that, whenever the siding was cut, the exposed edge would be painted to match the
color of the siding.
As there was no further discussion, Commissioner Reeds made a motion
to recommend the approval of the application with the condition that the
applicant present the finish—whether through-body color or paint. The
motion was seconded by Commissioner Townsend and was approved
unanimously.
Vote: 1560 Swan Dr. (Swan Lake)
In Favor
Townsend
Reeds

Opposed

Abstaining

Not Present
Turner

1520 S. St. Louis Ave. (Swan Lake)
Applicant: Paul F. Nosak
Proposal:
1. Replacement of shingles with tiles
Discussion:
• Staff presented its report, and afterwards the applicant commented
that, although the tile’s dimensions did not match the dimensions of
shingles, the tile’s profile was similar to that of an Architectural Shingle
and the tile was a more durable material than shingles. Commissioner
Reeds inquired whether enough tile was available to cover the entire
roof and was informed that enough tile had been salvaged to cover the
roof. Commissioner Reeds then inquired whether any adjustment of
the structural system would be necessary and was informed that the
system would perform satisfactorily especially after the removal of the
three layers of shingles presently on the roof. As gutters would be
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installed, the request for the addition of a fascia was presented. Commissioner Reeds recognized the necessity of gutters but noted that the
appearance of the residence would change with the addition of a fascia. The applicant proposed the replacement of the rafter tails with 2x6
members whose size would accommodate the installation of the gutters as well as the projection of the tile over the edge of the roof. Commissioners Reeds and Turner approved of the proposal for the adjustment of the size of the rafter tails but insisted the dimensions of the
barge rafters be retained.
As there was no further discussion, Commissioner Reeds made a
motion to recommend the approval of the application with the conditions that the rafter tails be replaced with 2x6 members and the
dimensions of the barge rafters be retained. The motion was seconded by Commissioner Turner and approved unanimously.
Vote: 1520 S. St. Louis Ave. (Swan Lake)
In Favor
Townsend
Reeds
Turner

Opposed

Abstaining

Not Present

1628 S. Troost Ave. (Swan Lake)
Applicant: Tyler S. Suder
Proposals:
1. Replacement of columns on porch
2. Replacement of rail on porch
3. Installation of shingles in gable of porch
Discussion:
• Staff presented its report, but the applicant was not present to comment on the application. Commissioner Turner noted his attempt to
persuade the former owner to replace the columns with round columns which had been present previously. After review of the elevation, Commissioner Turner commented that the columns needed to
be larger at their caps and bases and added that the installation of
round columns would be less expensive than the expense of labor
and materials to complete the construction of the tapered columns.
Commissioner Reeds wondered whether a rail would be required as
the distance from the deck of the porch to grade was less than thirty
inches (30”), and Commissioner Turner agreed, adding that, were a
rail to be installed, its height should be lower than that presented in
the elevation.
As the applicant was not present, staff was directed to contact the
applicant and request the revision of the proposal. Among the items
to be addressed are the dimensions of the beam, the adjustment of
the sizes of the caps and bases of the columns, the height of the rail,
the clarification of the triangular element in the gable, and the
condition of the gable after the removal of the plywood.
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2329 E. 17th Pl. (Yorktown)
Applicant: Creative Home Designs
Proposal:
1. Construction of residence
Discussion:
• Staff presented its report, but the applicant was not present to comment. Commissioner Townsend commented on the scale of the
residence in comparison to the adjacent residences. Commissioner
Reeds noted that the height seemed comparable to the height of the
residences to the west of the site. Commissioner Turner requested
that the profiles of those residences be provided, and Commissioner
Townsend noted that the heights of these residences would be a
factor in evaluation of the proposal. Commissioner Reeds observed
that the proposal was the most traditional in its appearance of the proposals submitted by Creative Home Designs and added that addition
of details, such as sills, lintels, and a keystone, would enhance the
presentation. Commissioner Turner observed that the rendered elevation hindered the presentation, noting that the stucco on the dormers should be extended to all sides and that the tripartite windows
seemed too similar in scale. Commissioner Reeds observed that the
South Elevation and the rendered elevation did not match and proposed that the element on the west side of the entry to the porch be
expressed as column. Clarification of the treatment of the vents was
requested as was Product Data for the windows and the doors and
their hardware, and a more subtle treatment of the band between the
first and second stories was recommended. Staff was directed to
relay comments to the applicant.
B. New Business
None
C. Adjournment
Commissioner Townsend adjourned the Regular Meeting at 5:29 P.M.
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TULSA PRESERVATION COMMISSION
STAFF REPORT
Tuesday, October 27, 2020
HP-0229-2020

HP PERMIT NUMBER: HP-0229-2020
PROPERTY ADDRESS: 1864 EAST 16TH STREET
DISTRICT: YORKTOWN HISTORIC DISTRICT
APPLICANT: RICKY POWELL
REPRESENTATIVE: NONE
A. CASE ITEMS FOR CONSIDERATION
1. Installation of handrail on porch
2. Replacement of driveway

Application to amend previous approval of application
by Tulsa Preservation Commission on April 28, 2020
B. BACKGROUND
DATE OF CONSTRUCTION: CA. 1922
ZONED HISTORIC PRESERVATION: 1995
NATIONAL REGISTER LISTING: YORKTOWN HISTORIC DISTRICT, 2002
CONTRIBUTING STRUCTURE: YES
PREVIOUS ACTIONS:
HP-0159-2020 – FEBRUARY 20, 2020 – STAFF APPROVAL
1. Repair and replacement in kind of roof
2. Repair and replacement in kind of rafter tails
3. Repair and replacement in kind of bracket in gable
4. Removal of screens
HP-0159-2020 – FEBRUARY 25, 2020 – TPC APPROVAL
1. Removal of chimney
2. Replacement of columns on porch
HP-0165-2020 – MARCH 2, 2020 – STAFF APPROVAL
1. Removal of nonhistorical material
2. Repair and replacement in kind of wooden siding
HP-0171-2020 – APRIL13, 2020 – STAFF APPROVAL
1. Removal of nonhistorical rail
HP-0171-2020 – APRIL 28, 2020 – TPC APPROVAL
1. Reconstruction of porch with the condition that the boards be perpendicular
to the face of the residence
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C. ISSUES AND CONSIDERATIONS
1. Installation of handrail on porch
2. Replacement of driveway
i. Requested is the approval of the installation of a handrail on the porch and the replacement of the driveway, which have been completed. The handrail has been constructed
with a 1x6 board atop 4x4 posts, and the driveway has been constructed with two strips
of pavement which are eighteen inches (18”) in width and forty-one feet (41’-0”) in length
and which flank a median four feet (4’-0”) in width.
ii. Reference: Unified Design Guidelines - Residential Structures
SECTION A – GUIDELINES FOR REHABILITATION OF EXISTING STRUCTURES
A.1 General Requirements
A.1.1 Retain and preserve the existing historic architectural elements of your home.
A.1.2 If replacement of historic architectural elements is necessary, match the size, shape,
pattern, texture, and directional orientation of the original historic elements.
A.1.3 Ensure that work is consistent with the architectural style and period details of your
home.
A.1.4 Return the structure to its original historic appearance using physical or pictorial
evidence, rather than conjectural designs.
A.6 Porches
A.6.1 Retain and preserve the original historic porch and its character-defining architectural features through repair.
A.6.4 To return the home to its original historic appearance, use physical or pictorial
evidence. If no evidence exists, select porch features which are consistent with the
architectural style of your home. Return enclosed porches to original historic open
design (which can be staff approved).
SECTION G – GUIDELINES FOR LANDSCAPE FEATURES, PAVING, AND SIGNAGE
G.2 Paving
G.2.1 Retain and preserve original historic paving, steps, and bulkheads through repair.
G.2.2 Ensure that the design of new paving is consistent with historic elements found
along the same street and within the same neighborhood.
G.2.3 Use paving materials that are consistent with the historic paving found along the
same street and within the same neighborhood. Asphalt and stained concrete are
not allowed.
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