
 
  
 

Page 1 of 2 

TULSA PRESERVATION COMMISSION 
STAFF REPORT 
Thursday, August 12, 2021 

HP-0293-2021 

 

HP PERMIT NUMBER:  HP-0293-2021 

 

PROPERTY ADDRESS:  1104 NORTH CHEYENNE AVENUE 

DISTRICT:  BRADY HEIGHTS HISTORIC DISTRICT 

APPLICANT:  LAFON CONSTRUCTION   

REPRESENTATIVE:  FERNANDO LAFON  

A. CASE ITEM FOR CONSIDERATION 

1. Replacement of door 

 

B. BACKGROUND 

DATE OF CONSTRUCTION:  1917    

ZONED HISTORIC PRESERVATION:  1999 

NATIONAL REGISTER LISTING:  BRADY HEIGHTS HISTORIC DISTRICT: 1980 

CONTRIBUTING STRUCTURE:  YES  

PREVIOUS ACTIONS: 

HP-0293-2021 – JULY 26, 2021 – STAFF APPROVAL 

Removal of non-historical material  

Repair and replacement in kind of damaged fascia, brackets, siding, masonry, mortar, ceiling of 

porch, column on porch, bulkheads, and steps  

 

C. ISSUES AND CONSIDERATIONS 

1. Replacement of door 

i. Proposed is the replacement of the door at the entry on the east facade.  Although 

advised to select a Craftsman Style Door, the applicant selected a wooden door with 

multiple panes.  According to the applicant, this type of door is common throughout      

the district, and this particular door offers an affordable solution.  During the review by 

the Historic Preservation Permit Subcommittee, no preference was expressed, and the 

application has been forwarded for review without any recommendation. 

 

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.3 Doors and Door Surrounds 

                                      A.3.1 Retain and preserve original historic doors and door surrounds, including frames,                 

                                            glazing, panels, sidelights, fanlights, and transoms.                             .   

                 A.3.5 If replacement of deteriorated doors is necessary, select doors and surrounds    

                           which are consistent with the architectural style of your home. 

 

                 
     1104 North Cheyenne Avenue – July 2021 

 

 
Proposal - Replacement 
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TULSA PRESERVATION COMMISSION  

 

 

HISTORIC PRESERVATION PERMIT SUBCOMMITTEE 
Thursday, August 5, 2021, 11:00 A.M. 

 

 
A. Opening Matters 

1. Call to Order and Verification of Quorum 
Commissioner Turner called the Regular Meeting to order at 11:06 A.M.   
 
Members Present 

       James E. Turner, AIA 
                  Ted A. Reeds II, AIA 
                  Matthew D. McAfee*                   
 

Staff Present 
Felicity O. Good 
Roy M. (Jed) Porter, Jr. 
 
Others Present 
Austin T. Broach, Jeston Broach, Meghan and Jacob Johnson, Keith A. Martin, Shari 
Tidwell, Amanda Howell, Tayler Brown  
 
*Early Departure 
 

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 
      1837 E. 17th Pl. (Yorktown) 
      Applicant:  Justin L. Griffith   
      Proposal: 
      1.   Replacement of door 

 
                              Discussion: 

• Staff presented its report, noting that the applicant had presented for 
consideration two proposals for the replacement of the door.  Commis-
sioner Turner commented that Proposal 1 was better, and Commis-
sioner Reeds agreed, noting that the treatment of the details seemed 
better. 
 
As there was no further discussion, Commissioner Reeds made a 
motion to recommend the approval of the application for replacement 
of the door with the item submitted as Proposal 1.  The motion was 
seconded by Neighborhood Representative McAfee and approved 
unanimously. 
 

                       Vote:  1837 E. 17th Pl. (Yorktown) 
 
                                         In Favor                Opposed             Abstaining                Not Present  
               Turner 
                                         Reeds 
                                         McAfee   

                   
                             Because some applicants were not present, Commissioner Turner directed the  
                             review of applications to those whose applicants were present.  The remainder  
                             of the applications were reviewed afterwards. 
 

      715 N. Denver Ave. (Brady Heights) 
      Applicant:  Austin T. Broach 
      Proposal: 
      1.   Replacement of walls 
    

                              Discussion: 

• Staff presented its report, noting the objectives were the removal of the 
stucco due to the apparent effect of its weight on the foundation and 
the repair and replacement in kind of the damaged wooden siding.  
Afterwards Commissioner Turner requested evidence that the wooden 
siding was the original material, and the applicant responded that the 
stucco had been present in 1934 and that its repair had been approved 
by the Tulsa Preservation Commission in 2008.  Commissioner Turner 
inquired whether the decorative elements on the west facade would be 
removed, and the applicant indicated his preference for the retention of 
those elements and the repair and replacement in kind of the siding on 
the other facades.  Commissioner Reeds noted the application of the 
stucco in 1934 and wondered about the apparent sudden effect on the 
foundation.  The applicant commented on the effect of the weight of the 
stucco and noted the evaluation of the condition of the foundation by 
an engineer.  Commissioner Reeds requested a copy of the report and 
was assured that a copy could be provided.  The applicant commented 
further on the material on the facades, describing it as similar to gunite, 
rather than stucco.  Commissioner Turner expressed reservations 
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about the appearance of the residence with stucco on the west facade 
and siding elsewhere and proposed the application of an Exterior Insu-
lation and Finishing System (EIFS).  The applicant commented that 
EIFS had been considered but had not been proposed as its approval 
seemed to be doubtful.  Commissioner Turner observed that the stucco 
would be considered historic and encouraged the retention of the mate-
rial on the west facade and the application of EIFS elsewhere to match 
the color and texture of the stucco.  Commissioner Reeds noted the 
opportunity to add an underlayment, and Commissioner Turner noted 
the opportunity to add insulation.  Commissioner Reeds noted that the 
application of EIFS would permit the windows to remain in their present 
locations.  Commissioner Turner recommended that the joint between 
the stucco and the EIFS not be located at the corner, and Commis-
sioner Reeds recommended that the stucco on the west facade be 
maintained and repaired as needed. 
 
As there was no further discussion, Commissioner Reeds made a 
motion to recommend the approval of the application with the condi-
tions that the stucco on the west facade be retained and repaired as 
needed and that EIFS be applied elsewhere in the same plane and 
with the same texture as the stucco presently on the residence.  The 
motion was seconded by Neighborhood Representative McAfee and 
approved unanimously.   
 

                       Vote:  715 N. Denver Ave. (Brady Heights) 
 
                                         In Favor                Opposed             Abstaining                Not Present  
               Turner 
                                         Reeds 
                                         McAfee   
 
                                          

      736 N. Cheyenne Ave. (Brady Heights) 
      Applicant:  Meghan Johnson  
      Proposal: 
      1.   Construction of walls 
      Project initiated without an Historic Preservation Permit  

 
                              Discussion: 

• Staff presented its report, and afterwards the applicant offered an 
apology for the lack of an application, noting that the number of rocks 
on the site seemed to resemble a wall, rather than a feature in the 
landscape as originally intended.  Commissioner Turner inquired 
whether a Landscape Plan was available and was informed that no 
more rocks would be added to the site.  Commissioner Reeds inquired 
about the expansion of the Scope of Work and was informed that a 
system for irrigation would be installed and that additional rocks were 
needed to create the borders for the vegetation to be added to the 
site.  Commissioner Turner expressed his personal opinion that 
features which were not permanent were not within the purview of the 
Tulsa Preservation Commission but added that this particular project 
sets a precedent for the district and requested examples of features 
elsewhere in the district.  Neighborhood Representative McAfee 
proposed that, if the scale of the project seemed too grand, the 
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contractor could remove some rocks and terraces.  Commissioner 
Reeds expressed his admiration for the residence and inquired 
whether the applicant wished the treatment of the landscape to divert 
attention from the residence.  The applicant commented on the 
number and depth of the beds needed for the vegetation, noted that  
rocks at the corners of the site could be removed, and observed that 
eventually vegetation would cover some of the surfaces of the rocks.  
Commissioners Turner and Reeds proposed that images of the site as 
it would appear upon the completion of the project be submitted. 
 
As there was no further discussion, Commissioner Reeds made a 
motion to recommend the approval of the application with the condi-
tions that the corner of the site be modified and that images of the site 
as it would appear upon the completion of the project be presented.  
The motion was seconded by Neighborhood Representative McAfee 
and approved unanimously. 
 

                       Vote:  736 N. Cheyenne Ave. (Brady Heights) 
 
                                         In Favor                Opposed             Abstaining                Not Present  
               Turner 
                                         Reeds 
                                         McAfee   

    
 

   1332 E. 18th St. (Swan Lake) 
   Applicants:  Sasha A. and Keith A. Martin 
   Proposal: 
   1.   Construction of wall  

 
                              Discussion: 

• Staff presented its report, and afterwards Mr. Martin commented that 
the curved section of the wall at the corner was required to preserve  
the line of sight and that the height of the new wall would be nearly 
identical to that of the wall presently on the site.  Commissioner Turner 
commented on the appearance of the wall and proposed a transition in 
the height of the wall at the corner.  Mr. Martin noted that the site sloped 
westward towards the corner and proposed that the height of the wall 
could be reduced in the vicinity of the curved section.  Commissioner 
Turner encouraged exploration of that solution, adding that the higher 
section of the wall could be shifted further eastward and away from the 
corner.  Commissioner Reeds likewise encouraged the reduction of the 
height of the wall at the corner.  In response to an inquiry about vegeta-
tion on the site, Mr. Martin indicated that vegetation would be added.  
Commissioner Turner requested Product Data for the fence and was 
informed that the Product Data was not yet available.  Commissioners 
Reeds and Turner requested samples of the color of the Redi-Rock and 
the stain.      
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As there was no further discussion, Commissioner Turner made a 
motion to recommend the approval of the application with the condi-
tions that the height of the wall at the corner be reduced by a single 
course, that a sample of the stain be provided, and that Product Data 
for the fence be submitted.  The motion was seconded by Commis-
sioner Reeds and approved unanimously.  
 

                       Vote:  1332 E. 18th St. (Swan Lake) 
 
                                         In Favor                Opposed             Abstaining                Not Present  
               Turner 
                                         Reeds 
                                         McAfee   

 
 

     2211 E. 20th St. (Yorktown) 
     Applicant:  Shari Tidwell 
     Proposal: 
     1.   Replacement of windows 
 
     Discussion: 

• Staff presented its report, noting the proposal to replace twenty-one 
(21) windows.  Afterwards the applicant commented on the condition 
of the windows, noting that some windows were inoperable and others 
lacked cords and weights.  According to the applicant, the objective is 
the preservation of the present appearance of the residence, so only 
the sash would be replaced, external muntins would be applied, and 
the frames and the sills would be repaired.  Commissioner Turner 
observed that proposals for replacement with vinyl windows faced 
challenges, as the dimensions of the windows did not match those of 
historic wooden windows.  Commissioner Reeds inquired whether the 
purchase of the windows would be a special order and was informed 
that the windows would be produced to fit within these frames.  Com-
missioner Reeds then inquired whether the repair of the sashes had 
been explored and was informed that repair had been explored and 
had been determined not to be feasible.  According to the applicant, 
replacement of the windows offered an economical alternative, and 
insulated glass would improve efficiency.  A sample of the window 
was presented and was inspected by the members of the Historic 
Preservation Permit Subcommittee, who approved of its appearance. 
 
As there was no further discussion, Commissioner Reeds made a 
motion to recommend the approval of the application with the condi-
tion that a sample of the color be submitted.  The motion was sec-
onded by Neighborhood Representative McAfee and approved 
unanimously. 
 

                       Vote:  2211 E. 20th St. (Yorktown) 
 
                                         In Favor                Opposed             Abstaining                Not Present  
               Turner 
                                         Reeds 

McAfee    
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    1827 E. 16th Pl. (Yorktown) 
    Applicant:  Atlas Homes LLC 
    Proposals: 
    1.   Replacement of ties with wall 
    2.   Construction of walkway and steps 
    3.   Replacement of columns 
    4.   Installation of windows in gables 
 
    Discussion: 

•     Staff presented its report, and afterwards Commissioner Turner  
      inquired whether a walkway and steps had previously been pres- 
      ent on the site.  Ms. Howell, the representative for Atlas Homes LLC,  
      indicated that some evidence existed.  Commissioner Turner then  
      inquired about the width of the steps and was informed that the steps    
      would fully occupy the space between the columns.  In response to  
      additional inquiries about the material of the steps and the construction  
      of bulkheads, the applicant noted that the steps would be constructed  
      with concrete but that bulkheads had not been included with the pro- 
      posal for the project.  Commissioner Turner observed that the insertion  
      of bulkheads would reduce the width of the stairs and inquired about  
      the installation of handrails.  No handrails would be installed.  Commis- 
      sioner Turner then objected to the replacement of the Ionic columns,  
      as they had been identified as an element on the residence in the  
      nomination of the district for the National Register of Historic Places. 
 
      Discussion then focused on the installation of the windows in the east    
      and west gables.  According to Ms. Howell, different types of windows  
      were selected to address different conditions in the interior of the resi- 
      dence:  the half-round window would be inserted above the double- 
      height living room, and the rectangular window would be inserted in a  
      bedroom.  Commissioner Reeds proposed that both windows be rec-   
      tangular and preferably identical in size, and Commissioner Turner  
      proposed that, although they could differ in size, the windows should  
      have muntins. 
 
      Discussion of the application concluded with consideration of the mate-   
      rials for the construction of the wall.  Concrete masonry units would be  
      used, and stone would be dry stacked to create a veneer.  Colors of  
      the wall and cap would match. 
 
      As there was no further discussion and as the applicant withdrew Item 3  
      from further consideration, Commissioner Reeds made a motion to rec- 
      ommend the approval of Items 1, 2, and 4 with the conditions that the  
      windows be rectangular, that the size(s) be provided, and that the pat- 
      tern of the muntins be indicated.  The motion was seconded by Neigh- 
      borhood Representative McAfee and approved unanimously.  
 

                      Vote:  1827 E. 16th Pl. (Yorktown) 
 
                                        In Favor                Opposed             Abstaining                Not Present  
              Turner 
                                        Reeds 

      McAfee     
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1811 E. 17th Pl. (Yorktown) 
Applicant:  Ruhl Construction 
Proposal: 
1.   Construction of residence 
 
Discussion: 

• Staff presented its report, describing several of the features of the res-
idence.  Afterwards Neighborhood Representative McAfee inquired about 
the inspiration for the design and commented that this proposal lacked 
any engagement of its context.  Ms. Brown, the representative of Ruhl 
Construction, responded that the client had selected the design and only 
upon submission of the application for a Building Permit did she discover 
that the site was located within an Historic Preservation Overlay District.  
As the proposal was regarded as unacceptable by the members of the 
Historic Preservation Permit Subcommittee, no discussion occurred.  
Staff will provide the applicant with examples of recently constructed 
residences in the Historic Preservation Overlay Districts and a copy of   
the Unified Design Guidelines.  Ms. Brown will contact the clients and 
confirm whether they wish to proceed, which would require extension of 
the period of review, or withdraw the application. 

                         
 

1104 N. Cheyenne Ave. (Brady Heights) 
Applicant:  Lafon Construction 
Proposal: 
1.   Replacement of door 

 
                           Discussion: 

• Staff presented its report, noting that the door had been installed and that 
the applicant had been invited but had not confirmed attendance.  As the 
members of the Historic Preservation Permit Subcommittee declined to 
express any preference, Commissioner Turner made a motion to forward 
the application without consensus.  The motion was seconded by Com-
missioner Reeds and approved unanimously. 
     

                  Vote:  1104 N. Cheyenne Ave. (Brady Heights) 
 
                                    In Favor                Opposed             Abstaining                Not Present  
          Turner 
                                    Reeds 

       
 

1607 S. Trenton Ave. (Swan Lake) 
Applicant:  Terra Nova Properties 
Proposals: 
1.   Adjustment of locations of dormers* 
2.   Installation of door* 
3.   Construction of rail on porch* 
*Alteration of Approved Proposal 

             
                        Discussion: 

• Staff presented its report, noting the alterations.  Commissioners Reeds 
and Turner noted that the construction of the columns differed from the 
arrangement in the Approved Proposal and recommended construction in  
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accordance with the Approved Proposal.  After the review of the construc-
tion of the rail, Commissioners Reeds and Turner recommended that the 
rail be removed or that its design be revised and presented for review by 
the Historic Preservation Permit Subcommittee.  Commissioners Reeds 
and Turner agreed that the door previously approved for installation 
should be installed. 
 
As there was no further discussion, Commissioner Turner made a motion 
to recommend approval of the adjustment of the locations of the dormers.  
The motion was seconded by Commissioner Reeds and approved unan-
imously. 

   
                  Vote:  1607 S. Trenton Ave. (Swan Lake) 

 
                                    In Favor                Opposed             Abstaining                Not Present  
          Turner 
                                    Reeds 
 
   
         3.  New Business 
              None 
 
 

      4.  Adjournment 
           Commissioner Turner adjourned the Regular Meeting at 1:14 P.M. 
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TULSA PRESERVATION COMMISSION 
STAFF REPORT 
Thursday, August 12, 2021 

HP-0294-2021  

 

HP PERMIT NUMBER:  HP-0294-2021   

    

PROPERTY ADDRESS:  1837 EAST 17TH PLACE 

DISTRICT:  YORKTOWN HISTORIC DISTRICT 

             APPLICANT:  JUSTIN L. GRIFFITH  

REPRESENTATIVE:  NONE   

A. CASE ITEM FOR CONSIDERATION 

1. Replacement of door  

 

B. BACKGROUND 

DATE OF CONSTRUCTION:  CA. 1930 

ZONED HISTORIC PRESERVATION:  1995 

NATIONAL REGISTER LISTING:  YORKTOWN HISTORIC DISTRICT: 2002 

CONTRIBUTING STRUCTURE:  YES 

PREVIOUS ACTIONS:  NONE 

C. ISSUES AND CONSIDERATIONS 

1. Replacement of door  

i. Proposed is the replacement of the door at the entry to the residence, which was 

identified as an example of the Tudor Revival Style in the nomination of the district         

for the National Register of Historic Places.  Submitted for the review by the Historic 

Preservation Permit Subcommittee were two proposals for replacement of the door. 

The application has been forwarded with a recommendation for approval of the selec-  

tion of the door identified as Proposal 1.  

 

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 ele-  

                                          ments.  

                               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. 

 

 

 

 

 



HP-0294-2021  

  

 

Page 2 of 2 

                               A.3 Doors and Door Surrounds 

                               A.3.1  Retain and preserve original historic doors and door surrounds, including frames,                 

                                       glazing, panels, sidelights, fanlights, and transoms.                             .   

           A.3.5  If replacement of deteriorated doors is necessary, select doors and surrounds which  

                      are consistent with the architectural style of your home. 

 

 
1837 East 17th Place – 2001 

                                                            
                     Proposal 1                                                                                   Proposal 2 
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TULSA PRESERVATION COMMISSION 
STAFF REPORT 
Thursday, August 12, 2021 

HP-0295-2021 

 

HP PERMIT NUMBER:  HP-0295-2021 

 

PROPERTY ADDRESS:  715 NORTH DENVER AVENUE 

DISTRICT:  BRADY HEIGHTS HISTORIC DISTRICT 

APPLICANT:  AUSTIN T. BROACH 

REPRESENTATIVE:  NONE  

A. CASE ITEM FOR CONSIDERATION 

1. Replacement of walls 

 

B. BACKGROUND 

DATE OF CONSTRUCTION:  1925    

ZONED HISTORIC PRESERVATION:  1999 

NATIONAL REGISTER LISTING:  BRADY HEIGHTS HISTORIC DISTRICT: 1980 

CONTRIBUTING STRUCTURE:  YES  

PREVIOUS ACTIONS: 

COA-03-18-2008 – MARCH 18, 2008 – TPC APPROVAL 

1.  Removal of aluminum siding from soffit and replacement of damaged beaded boards with    

     five-and-a-half inch beaded boards 

2.  Replication of corbels and installation in original locations 

3.  Replacement of aluminum storm windows with wooden storm windows 

4.  Removal of aluminum trim and replacement with wooden trim 

 

COA-03-18-2008 – MARCH 18, 2008 – TPC DENIAL 

1.  Installation of fixture on west facade 

2.  Removal of aluminum window on southeast corner and replacement with original leaded- 

     glass window trimmed to fit aperture  

 

COA-04-10-2008 – APRIL 10, 2008 – TPC APPROVAL 

Replacement of siding on southeast corner with stucco with the condition that the style and 

texture of the stucco match the style and texture of the stucco presently on the residence 

 

COA-05-14-2009 – MAY 14, 2009 – TPC APPROVAL 

Removal of chain-link fence and replacement with a metal picket fence with a height of thirty 

inches (2’-6”) 

 

COA-05-14-2009 – MAY 14, 2009 – TPC DENIAL 

Removal of two fixtures which are not original and installation of a fixture above the entry 
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C. ISSUES AND CONSIDERATIONS 

1. Replacement of walls 

                          i.      According to the applicant, the weight of the stucco has adversely affected the    

                                  structural integrity of the foundation and should be removed.  Submitted for the      

                                  review by the Historic Preservation Permit Subcommittee was a proposal for the     

                                  removal of the stucco, the exposure of the siding, and the repair and replacement  

                                  in kind of any damaged siding.  During the review, other solutions were considered,      

                                  and the application has been forwarded with a recommendation for approval with        

                                  the conditions that stucco on the west facade be retained and repaired as needed       

                                  and that an Exterior Insulation and Finishing System be applied elsewhere in the                 

                                  same plane and with the same texture as the stucco presently on the residence.    

 

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.   
 

                 
715 North Denver Avenue – July 2021 
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TULSA PRESERVATION COMMISSION 
STAFF REPORT 
Thursday, August 12, 2021 

HP-0273-2021 

 

             HP PERMIT NUMBER:  HP-0273-2021 

   

PROPERTY ADDRESS:  1332 EAST 18th STREET    

DISTRICT:  SWAN LAKE HISTORIC DISTRICT 

APPLICANTS:  SASHA A. AND KEITH A. MARTIN 

REPRESENTATIVE:  NONE   

A. CASE ITEM FOR CONSIDERATION 

1.   Construction of wall 

 

B. BACKGROUND 

DATE OF CONSTRUCTION:  CA. 1931  

ZONED HISTORIC PRESERVATION:  1994 

NATIONAL REGISTER LISTING:  SWAN LAKE 1998; ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTATION 2009 

CONTRIBUTING STRUCTURE:  YES 

PREVIOUS ACTIONS: 

HP-0090-2019 – APRIL 9, 2019 – STAFF APPROVAL 

Repair of windows 

 

HP-0095-2019 – APRIL 29, 2019 – STAFF APPROVAL 

Removal of awnings 

                     HP-0096-2019 – APRIL 29, 2019 – STAFF APPROVAL 

                   Removal of nonhistorical material 

 

                   HP-0133-2019 – OCTOBER 10, 2019 – TPC APPROVAL 

 Replacement of fascia with HardieTrim Boards 

 Replacement of soffit with HardieSoffit Panels 

 Replacement of siding with HardiePlank Smooth Lap Siding 

 Removal of porch 

 

       HP-0137-2019 – OCTOBER 22, 2019 – TPC APPROVAL 

                   Replacement of vents in soffit  

                   Application to amend previous approval of an application  

                   by Tulsa Preservation Commission on October 10, 2019 

 

 

 

 



HP-0273-2021 

 

Page 2 of 5 

 

C. ISSUES AND CONSIDERATIONS 

1. Construction of wall 

i.  Due to the condition of the walls on the northern and western edges of the site, removal of   

 those walls and their replacement with Redi-Rock have been proposed.  During the review  

 by the Historic Preservation Permit Subcommittee on June 3, Bryan Dillingham, ASLA, the  

 applicants’ representative, was reminded about the prohibition against prefabricated units  

 and advised that, were Redi-Rock to be selected, the wall should be constructed with Redi- 

 Rock of different sizes and colors. 

 

 During the Regular Meeting of the Historic Preservation Permit Subcommittee on August 5,   

 the review focused on the height of the wall and its appearance after the application of a  

 stain.  The application has been forwarded with a recommendation for approval with the  

 conditions that the height of the wall at the corner be reduced by a single course, that a  

 sample of the stain be provided, and that Product Data for the fence be submitted. 

   

                      ii.    Reference:  Unified Design Guidelines - Residential Structures 

    SECTION A – GUIDELINES FOR REHABILITATION OF EXISTING STRUCTURES 

    A.1 General Requirements 

    Use the following guidelines as the basis for all exterior work: 

 

    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. 

                                

                              SECTION G – GUIDELINES FOR LANDSCAPE FEATURES, PAVING, AND SIGNAGE 

                                 G.1 Landscape Features 

                              G.1.1 Retain and preserve original historic walls, fencing, lighting, planters, and other  

                                        landscape features through repair. 

                       G.1.2 Removal of historic landscape features will be considered on a case-by-case basis.   

                                 Removal of non-historic landscape features can be staff-approved.  

                       G.1.3 Ensure that new landscape features are appropriate to the style of your home and  

                                 consistent with the historic elements found along the same street and within the  

                                 district. 

                       G.1.4 Use fencing materials that are consistent with the historic fencing found along the  

                                 same street and within the district.  Chain-link fencing, wire fencing (12 gauge or  

                                 less), vinyl fencing, or any fencing that blocks the view of structures is not allowed. 

                       G.1.5 Use wall materials that are consistent with the historic walls found along the same  

                                 street and within the district.  Cinder block, segmental retaining wall systems, cor- 

                                 rugated metal, and railroad ties are not allowed. Historically styled cast concrete  

                                 block will be considered on a case-by-case basis. 

 .1 Elmwood – dry-stack retaining walls are not allowed 
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Previous Proposal 

 

 
Current Proposal 
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Redi-Rock – Before Application of Stain 

 
 

 
Redi-Rock – After Application of Stain 

 
 

 
 



Regional colors and coordinating accessories are available. Contact your local Redi-Rock retailer or 
visit redi-rock.com to learn more about the Redi-Rock Cobblestone face today!

REDI-ROCK TEXTURE:  
COBBLESTONE
Calling all blockheads! Redi-Rock Cobblestone blocks feature a 
double-whammy—engineering ingenuity and dashing good looks. 
The result is the best looking structural walls on the market.

Cobblestone blocks have a great stacked stone aesthetic. Each 
one-ton block features the appearance of six smaller blocks, 
making it a great look for projects that need a smaller-scale look.

The Redi-Rock® Cobblestone texture is available on any Redi-Rock block. This gives  
you endless possibilities to create a complete wall solution for your project. 

•  Stacked stone texture
•  5.75 square feet (0.5 square meters) 

of face
•  Four unique faces to give walls  

a random aesthetic

•  Up to 23 square feet (2 square 
meters) of non-repeating texture 
available

•  Wet-cast concrete gives a greater 
level of detail and durability

Cobblestone Block Specifications



Redi-Rock Gravity Walls Level Lot for Custom Sports Court

Project: Liberty Lake Sports Court Customer: Liberty Lake Residence Block Manufacturer: Wilbert Precast Wall Installer: Copper Creek 
Landscaping; Wilbert Precast Location: Liberty Lake, Washington Completed: 2010

Contact your local Redi-Rock retailer or visit redi-rock.com  
to learn more about the Redi-Rock Cobblestone face today!

COBBLESTONE CASE STUDY

5.75 square feet of face - 2310 pounds
(0.5 square meters of face - 1050 kilograms)

18”  
(457 mm)

41” (1030 mm)46” (1170 mm)

construction

Your Complete Wall Solution—Each block in the Redi-Rock system is available in any texture 
and can coordinate in the same wall, giving you the flexibility you need.

Gravity Walls 
(shown above) 

MSE Walls Freestanding Walls

© 2015 Redi-Rock International, LLC
Form No. RRI-003-061015CTS

See redi-rock.com 
for additional  
products and  
accessories.

The Challenge
When the owners of this Washington 
home wanted to install a tennis/basket-
ball court, their hilly property presented 
some unique chal lenges. To create 
enough space for a court, they needed to 
contend with a 20-foot (6 meter) elevation 
change on the proposed site.

The Solution
Copper Creek Landscaping considered 
several options with the owners, including 
a poured-in-place wall. 

“We just thought [a poured-in-place wall] 
would be too sterile and not aesthetically 
pleasing,” explained Matt Barton, owner of 
Copper Creek Landscaping.

“We wanted really straight, square walls 
though, so obviously a boulder retaining 
wall wouldn’t have worked. We had a lot 
of restrictions with what we were trying 
to do, and Redi-Rock was the perfect 
product that allowed us to do everything 
we needed to do,” said Barton.

The  b igge s t  se l l i ng  po in t  o f  the  
Redi-Rock system was the ability to build 
retaining walls without requiring geogrid. 
After re-grading the area, the tallest wall 
required was still 11 feet (3.4 meters) and was 
installed as a gravity structure. This saved 
installers time because they did not have to 
excavate for geogrid, in turn saving the own-
ers money. Plus, the aesthetic Cobblestone 
texture complimented the nearby home.

“We rea l l y  l i ked the aesthet ics of  
Redi-Rock because it blends in nicely with 
the surrounding terrain. We worked with 
Wilbert to do the custom work and they did 
a great job. We are really pleased with how 
it turned out—and we know it’s not going 
anywhere,” said owner Jeff Stockdale.
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TULSA PRESERVATION COMMISSION 
STAFF REPORT 
Thursday, August 12, 2021 

HP-0296-2021  

 

HP PERMIT NUMBER:  HP-0296-2021    

    

PROPERTY ADDRESS:  2211 EAST 20TH STREET 

DISTRICT:  YORKTOWN HISTORIC DISTRICT 

             APPLICANT:  SHARI TIDWELL  

REPRESENTATIVE:  NONE   

A. CASE ITEM FOR CONSIDERATION 

                    1.   Replacement of windows 

                     

B. BACKGROUND 

DATE OF CONSTRUCTION:  CA. 1930 

ZONED HISTORIC PRESERVATION:  1995 

NATIONAL REGISTER LISTING:  YORKTOWN HISTORIC DISTRICT: 2002 

CONTRIBUTING STRUCTURE:  YES 

PREVIOUS ACTIONS:  NONE 

C. ISSUES AND CONSIDERATIONS 

1.   Replacement of windows 

i. Proposed is the replacement of twenty-one windows on the residence, which was 

identified as an example of the Tudor Revival Style and a Contributing Resource to         

the Yorktown Historic District.  According to the applicant, the windows cannot be 

repaired, and their replacement with vinyl windows has been proposed. 

 

During the review by the Historic Preservation Permit Subcommittee on August 5,  

a sample of the window was presented, and its appearance was approved.  The 

application has been forwarded with a recommendation for approval with the con-      

dition that a sample of the color be submitted.  

 

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 ele-  

                                          ments.  

                               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.4 Windows and Window Trim 

                               A.4.1  Retain and preserve original historic windows, including glazing, trim, muntins, and  

                                          character-defining details.   

              A.4.2  Do not remove, cover, or move existing window openings. 

              A.4.3  To return the home to its original historic appearance, remove non-historic windows   

                         and trim.  When selecting replacements, use physical or pictorial evidence.  If no  

                         evidence exists, select windows which are consistent with the architectural style of  

                         your home. 

              A.4.4  To gain thermal efficiency, storm windows which maintain the appearance and   

                         allow maximum visibility of the original historic windows may be installed.  Unfin- 

                         ished and clear-finished metals are not allowed.  (Storm windows can be staff  

                         approved.) 

              A.4.5  If replacement of deteriorated windows is necessary, match the original historic  

                         windows in sash design, size, shape, muntin pattern, location, glazing area, and  

                         tint.  Insulated glass (double-pane) windows may be used.  Exterior muntins are  

                         required on simulated-divided-light windows. 

        .1  Brady Heights – Match the original historic window material. 

        .2  Elmwood – Match the original historic window material 

              A.4.6  If replacement of deteriorated trim is necessary, match the appearance, size,  

                         shape, pattern, texture, and detailing of the original historic trim. 

 

 

 
2211 East 20th Street – 2001  
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Windows 1 – 5 
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Windows 6 – 10 
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Windows 11 – 15 
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Windows 16 - 21 
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TULSA PRESERVATION COMMISSION 
STAFF REPORT 
Thursday, August 12, 2021 

HP-0298-2021  

 

HP PERMIT NUMBER:  HP-0298-2021    

    

PROPERTY ADDRESS:  1827 EAST 16TH PLACE 

DISTRICT:  YORKTOWN HISTORIC DISTRICT 

             APPLICANT:  ATLAS HOMES LLC  

REPRESENTATIVE:  AMANDA HOWELL   

A. CASE ITEMS FOR CONSIDERATION 

                    1.   Replacement of ties with wall 

                    2.   Construction of walkway and steps 

                    3.   Installation of windows in gables 

 

B. BACKGROUND 

DATE OF CONSTRUCTION:  CA. 1922 

ZONED HISTORIC PRESERVATION:  1995 

NATIONAL REGISTER LISTING:  YORKTOWN HISTORIC DISTRICT: 2002 

CONTRIBUTING STRUCTURE:  YES 

PREVIOUS ACTIONS:  NONE 

C. ISSUES AND CONSIDERATIONS 

1.   Replacement of ties with wall 

2.   Construction of walkway and steps 

3.   Installation of windows in gables 

i. Proposed are several treatments of the site and residence.  Ties would be replaced       

with a wall constructed of stone, and steps would be inserted in the wall to connect       

the sidewalk with a walkway, which would be constructed to provide access to the 

residence.  Steps would be constructed to provide access from the walkway to the     

porch as well.  Note that the proposal for installation of windows in the gables has      

been withdrawn but will be submitted for review at a future Regular Meeting.  The         

proposals for replacement of the ties with a wall and the construction of a walkway            

and  steps have been forwarded with a recommendation for approval.      
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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 ele-  

                                          ments.  

                               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.4 Windows and Window Trim 

                               A.4.7  When adding new window openings, maintain the proportions of the façade.  Match  

                                          the size, design, and pattern of the existing windows.  Align the headers of new win- 

                                          dows with the existing windows. 

  

                               A.6 Porches 

              A.6.1  Retain and preserve the original historic porch and its character-defining archi- 

                         tectural features through repair. 

              A.6.2  Do not remove character-defining architectural features of your porch, including,  

                         but not limited to, ceiling, floor, piers, columns, railings, handrails, steps, bulk- 

                         heads, skirt/stem wall, and decorative details, such as crown molding, trim, eave  

                         brackets, and exposed rafter tails. 

              A.6.3  If replacement of deteriorated porch elements is necessary, use materials that  

                         maintain the character of the structure and the size, shape, pattern, texture,  

                         dimensions, and directional orientation of the original historic features. 

 

     SECTION G – GUIDELINES FOR LANDSCAPE FEATURES, PAVING, AND SIGNAGE 

     G.1 Landscape Features 

                               G.1.1  Retain and preserve original historic walls, fencing, lighting, planters, and other  

     landscape features through repair. 

                               G.1.2  Removal of historic landscape features will be considered on a case-by-case basis.   

     Removal of non-historic landscape features can be staff-approved.  

                               G.1.3  Ensure that new landscape features are appropriate to the style of your home and  

     consistent with the historic elements found along the same street and within the  

     district. 

                               G.1.5  Use wall materials that are consistent with the historic walls found along the same  

     street and within the district.  Cinder block, segmental retaining wall systems, cor-  

     rugated metal, and railroad ties are not allowed. Historically styled cast concrete   

     block will be considered on a case-by-case basis. 

                                           .1 Elmwood – dry-stack retaining walls are not allowed 

                                   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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1827 East 16th Place – 2001 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                         
 



















1827 EAST 16th PLACE - PROPOSED STAIRS
N.T.S.

REMOVE EXISTING RAILROAD
TIE RETAINING WALL. REPLACE
WITH STACKED STONE WALL
HEIGHT TO REMAIN UNCHANGED

PROPOSED CONCRETE STAIRS
AND SIDEWALK. 9 RISERS TOTAL

REMOVE EXISTING IONIC
COLUMNS AND REPLACE
WITH DORIC 9TYP OF 40
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TULSA PRESERVATION COMMISSION 
STAFF REPORT 
Thursday, August 12, 2021 

HP-0300-2021 

 

             HP PERMIT NUMBER:  HP-0300-2021 

 

PROPERTY ADDRESS:  1607 SOUTH TRENTON AVENUE 

DISTRICT:  SWAN LAKE HISTORIC DISTRICT 

APPLICANT:  TERRA NOVA PROPERTIES 

REPRESENTATIVE:  JOSHUA FRIESENHAHN 

A. CASE ITEMS FOR CONSIDERATION 

                    1.   Adjustment of locations of dormers* 

                    *Alteration of Approved Proposal 

 

B. BACKGROUND 

DATE OF CONSTRUCTION:  CA. 1926  

ZONED HISTORIC PRESERVATION:  1994 

NATIONAL REGISTER LISTING:  SWAN LAKE 1998; ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTATION 2009 

CONTRIBUTING STRUCTURE:  NO 

PREVIOUS ACTIONS: 

HP-0119-2019 – SEPTEMBER 12, 2019 – TPC APPROVAL 

Construction of addition with the conditions that the ridges on the dormers on the west facade 

be lowered by one foot (1’-0”) and that the windows in the dormers remain in the location shown 

in the West Elevation 

C. ISSUES AND CONSIDERATIONS 

1.   Adjustment of locations of dormers 

i. Requested is the approval of an alteration of the Approved Proposal—the adjustment of 

the locations of the dormers.  The locations were adjusted to align the dormers with the 

windows on the first story, and the application has been forwarded with a recommenda-

tion for approval. 
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                        ii.    Reference: Unified Design Guidelines - Residential Structures 

      SECTION A – GUIDELINES FOR REHABILITATION OF EXISTING STRUCTURES 

      A.1 General Requirements 

      Use the following guidelines as the basis for all exterior work: 

 

      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. 

                                

              SECTION B – GUIDELINES FOR ADDITIONS TO EXISTING STRUCTURES 

              B.1 General Requirements 

                                Use the following guidelines as the basis for all additions: 

                                B.1.1 Locate additions on the side or rear of your home where the character-defining  

                                          elements and visual appearance of the front façade will not be obscured, dam- 

                                          aged, or destroyed. 

                                B.1.2 Ensure that additions do not detract from the historic appearance, character- 

                                          defining elements, historic patterns, scale and proportions of the existing structure. 

                                B.1.3 Provide consistency and continuity between the addition and the historic portions  

                                          of your home by using similar materials, style, forms, massing and scale. 

                                B.1.4 Do not exceed the established height of structures along the same street. 

 

      B.2 Building Site 

                                B.2.1 Match the front setback of the historic buildings along the same side of the street.  

                                          When the front setback pattern of the historic structures on the same side of the    

                                          street varies, locate the addition between the minimum and maximum of the pre- 

                                          vailing front setbacks. 

                                B.2.2 Maintain the pattern and rhythm of the side yard setbacks of the other historic  

                                          structures on the same side of the street. 

 

      B.3 Building Materials and Elements 

                                B.3.1 Use building materials that are consistent with the historic materials found on the  

                                          existing structure. 

               B.3.2 The use of building materials different from historic materials will be considered   

                         on a case-by-case basis, if the proposed materials maintain the character of the  

                         structure and the historic size, shape, pattern, texture and directional orientation.  

                         Unfinished or clear-finished metals are not allowed.  

      B.3.3 Create a visual consistency and continuity with the building elements of the exist- 

                ing structure by replicating the height of windows and doors, window glazing pat- 

                terns, roof forms, eave lines and overhangs, and special detailing present on the  

                existing structure.  
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      SECTION E – GUIDELINES FOR NON-CONTRIBUTING STRUCTURES 

      E.1 General Requirements 

      E.1.1 For the purposes of this chapter, non-contributing structures are those  

                listed as not contributing to the historic character of the district due to age  

                or architectural style in the National Register Nomination for the district.  

      E.1.2 Non-contributing structures will be considered products of their own time.  

                Do not attempt to create a false appearance of the predominant character  

                and architectural style of the rest of the district.  

      E.1.3 Follow Section A (Rehabilitation) and Section B (Additions) as they relate to  

                the character-defining elements of the non-contributing structure.  

      E.1.4 Ensure that work on non-contributing structures does not detract from or  

                diminish the historic character of the overall district.                 
                   

                    

 
West Elevation – Approved Proposal 
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