
 

  
 

City of Sonoma 
Design Review and Historic 

Preservation Commission 
REVISED AGENDA 

Meeting of December 15, 2015 - 6:30 P.M. 
Community Meeting Room, 177 First Street West 

Sonoma, CA  95476 
 

 
Meeting Length: No new items will be heard by the Design Review and Historic Preservation 
Commission after 10:30 PM, unless the Commission, by majority vote, specifically decides to continue 
reviewing items. If an item is not heard due to the length of the meeting, the Commission will attempt to 
schedule a special meeting for the following week. If a special meeting is necessary, potential dates will be 
established at the close of this meeting, and a date set as soon as possible thereafter. 

 
 
CALL TO ORDER – Kelso Barnett, Chair 
 

              
Commissioners:   Tom Anderson  
                             Christopher Johnson 
                             Micaelia Randolph 
                             Leslie Tippell 
                             Bill Essert (Alternate) 
                              
                              

  
COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC 
Presentations by audience members on items not appearing on the agenda. 

 
CORRESPONDENCE 

 
 
ITEM #1A – CONSENT CALENDAR 
 
These items will be acted upon in one 
motion unless removed from the 
Consent Calendar for discussion by 
Commissioners or any interested party. 
 
Staff:   Wendy Atkins 
 

  
Request: 
 
Request to install banners on Plaza 
light standards – Sonoma Valley 
Hospital. 

 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
 
Approve. 

 
 
 
 

ITEM 1 – Continued Design 
Review 

  
REQUEST: 
Site design and architectural review 
of proposed alterations and an 
addition to a residence. 
 
Applicant:   
Robert Baumann & Associates 
 
Staff:  Wendy Atkins 

Project Location: 
227 East Spain Street 
 
General Plan Designation: 
Low Density Residential (LR) 
 
Zoning: 
Planning Area: Northeast Area 
 
Base: 
Low Density Residential (R-L) 
Overlay: Historic (/H) 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
 
Commission discretion. 
 
CEQA Status: 
Categorically Exempt 
 



ITEM 2 – Sign Review 
  
REQUEST: 
Consideration of a new monument 
sign for a mobile home park 
(Sonoma Oaks). 
 
Applicant:   
Thomsen Properties 
 
Staff:  Wendy Atkins 

Project Location: 
19275 Sonoma Highway 
 
General Plan Designation: 
Mobilehome Park (MH) 
 
Zoning: 
Planning Area: 
West Napa-Sonoma Hwy Corridor 
 
Base: Mobile Home Park (R-P) 
Overlay: None 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
 
Commission discretion. 
 
CEQA Status: 
Categorically Exempt 
 

ITEM #3 – Sign Review 
  
REQUEST: 
Consideration of a new monument 
sign and a window sign for a mixed 
use building. 
 
Applicant:   
Lucy Moreno  
 
Staff:  Wendy Atkins 

Project Location: 
545 West Napa Street 
 
General Plan Designation: 
Commercial (C) 
 
Zoning: 
Planning Area: 
West Napa/Sonoma Corridor 
Base: Commercial (C) 
Overlay: None 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
 
Commission discretion. 
 
CEQA Status: 
Categorically Exempt 
 

ITEM #4 – Design Review 
  
REQUEST: 
Consideration of new paint colors 
for a hotel (El Dorado Hotel). 
 
Applicant:   
El Dorado Hotel  
 
Staff:  Wendy Atkins 

Project Location: 
405 First Street West 
 
General Plan Designation: 
Commercial (C) 
 
Zoning: 
Planning Area: 
Downtown District 
Base: Commercial (C) 
Overlay: Historic (/H) 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
 
Commission discretion. 
 
CEQA Status: 
Categorically Exempt 
 

ITEM #5 – Discussion Item 
  
ISSUE: 
Discussion and review of sign 
regulations related to commercial 
real estate signs. 
 
Staff:  Wendy Atkins 
 

 RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
 
Discuss and provide direction. 
 

 

ISSUES UPDATE 

COMMENTS FROM THE COMMISSION 

COMMENTS FROM THE AUDIENCE 

ELECTION OF OFFICERS 

ADJOURNMENT 

 
I do hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing agenda was posted on the City Hall bulletin board on December 11, 
2015.   
 
CRISTINA MORRIS, ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT 
 



Rights of Appeal: Any decision of the Design Review and Historic Preservation Commission may be 
appealed to the City Council.  Appeals must be filed with the City Clerk within fifteen (15) calendar days following 
the Design Review and Historic Preservation Commission’s decision, unless the fifteenth day falls on a weekend or 
a holiday, in which case the appeal period ends at the close of the next working day at City Hall. Appeals must be 
made in writing and must clearly state the reason for the appeal. Appeals will be set for hearing before the City 
Council on the earliest available agenda.  
 
Copies of all staff reports and documents subject to disclosure that relate to any item of business referred 
to on the agenda are available for public inspection the Monday before each regularly scheduled meeting 
at City Hall, located at No. 1 The Plaza, Sonoma CA, (707) 938-3681.  Any documents subject to disclosure 
that are provided to all, or a majority of all, of the members of the Design Review and Historic Preservation 
Commission regarding any item on this agenda after the agenda has been distributed will be made 
available for inspection at the Administrative Assistant office, No. 1 The Plaza, Sonoma CA during regular 
business hours. 
 
If you challenge the action of the Design Review and Historic Preservation Commission in court, you may 
be limited to raising only those issues you or someone else raised at the public hearing described on the 
agenda, or in written correspondence delivered to the Administrative Assistant, at or prior to the public 
hearing. 
 
In accordance with the Americans With Disabilities Act, if you need special assistance to participate in this 
meeting, please contact the City Clerk (707) 933-2216. Notification 48 hours before the meeting will enable 
the City to make reasonable arrangements to ensure accessibility to this meeting.  



Item # 1A 

Memo 
 

DATE: December 15, 2015 

TO: Design Review and Historic Preservation Commissioners 
 

FROM: Wendy Atkins, Associate Planner 

SUBJECT: Request to install banners on Plaza light standards—Sonoma Valley Hospital 

 
 

The Sonoma Valley Hospital is proposing to install banners on Plaza light standards from May 1, 2016, to 
May 31, 2016. The banners are consistent with the Plaza Banner Administrative Policy approved by the 
City Council on May 21, 2008.  

If approved, the applicant shall submit a fee in the amount of $1,380 to the City of Sonoma. This fee will 
cover the costs of installing and removing the banners, the staff time required to support installing and 
removing banners, and associated City administrative expenses.  

 

 
Attachments  

1. Plaza Banner Form 
2. Sample of proposed banners 

 
 
 
 
cc: Sonoma Valley Hospital 
 Attn: Celia Kruse de la Rosa 
 347 Andrieux Street 
 Sonoma, CA  95476 
 

Terry Melberg, Parks Supervisor 
 
Colleen Pratt, Public Works Administrative Assistant 









December 15, 2015 
Agenda Item 1 

 
M E M O 

 
To: Design Review and Historic Preservation Commission 
 
From: Associate Planner Atkins 
 
Re: Continued design review of proposed alterations and an addition to the residence located 

at 227 East Spain Street 

 
Site Description 
 
The subject property is a 12,081-square foot parcel located on the south side of East Spain Street 
less than two blocks from the Plaza. The property is currently developed with a ±2,000 square-
foot, two-story home with a detached garage connected to a guest room/tower, and separate 
greenhouse (a swimming pool and some trees at the back of the parcel were recently removed in 
anticipation of construction). The property slopes downward from East Spain Street to the south 
(96 to 91 feet above msl). The frontage is improved with curb, gutter, and sidewalk, with a 
driveway on the east side. A six-foot tall fence is located directly behind the sidewalk along with 
two Japanese maples trees and a large oak tree in the front yard. The residence was initially con-
structed circa 1850 with a substantial renovation occurring in 1918 and subsequent alterations 
since that time. Adjoining land uses consist of single-family homes. 
 
Evaluation of Historic Significance 
 
The property is located within the City’s Historic Overlay Zone, was included in the Sonoma 
League for Historic Preservation’s 1978 Historic Resource Survey, and is identified as a contrib-
uting resource to the Sonoma Plaza NRHP district. A recently updated Historic Resource Eval-
uation and Determination of Effect prepared by APD Preservation (enclosed) found that: 1) the 
home does not appear to be historically significant as an individual resource due to loss of integ-
rity; 2) it is significant as a contributing resource to the streetscape and surrounding NRHP dis-
trict. This finding is consistent with the determination of the initial assessment, but the revised 
report incorporates responses to questions that were raised regarding the analysis. As requested 
by the DRHPC, the historic consultant met with representatives of the League for Historic 
Preservation in order to clarify question areas, resolve areas of disagreement, and discuss poten-
tial modifications to the design.  
 
Background 
 
At the November 17th DRHPC meeting the DRHPC conducted a preliminary review of proposed 
alterations and an addition to the residence located at 227 East Spain Street. The DRHPC contin-
ued the review of the project to a future meeting and provided the applicant with feedback with 
regard to site design and massing of the project: 
 

 The massing of the building is excessive and it may appear too large from the street. 



  

 The existing west elevation is preferable, with the inclusion of the bay window, and it 
should be retained. 

 The intensity of the color selection should be toned down to fit in with the neighborhood. 
In addition, an alternative color scheme was requested. 

 A preference for a “salt box” roof-line was expressed. 
 It was suggested that the garage be detached from the residence and set back further form 

the street. 
 Streetscape perspectives were requested. 
 The drawings should better distinguish existing building element from new construction. 
 The project may not be consistent with the Secretary’s Standards for Rehabilitation. 
 The design of the façade should be revised to fit in better with the existing streetscape. 

 
These directions were provided by individual Commissioners and do not necessarily represent a 
consensus of the Commission. 
 
Revised Project Description 
 
At this time, a revised proposal has been prepared and is presented to the DRHPC for review in-
cluding an updated Historic Resource Evaluation and Determination of Effect (attached). The 
revised proposal features the following modifications:  
 

 The ridge height increase has been scaled back to 18 inches, rather than the 3 feet called 
for in the previous design.  

 The addition is now set back two feet from the existing façade.  
 The addition would be clad in shiplap siding that would align with the existing cove-lap 

siding.  
 The new dormer on the addition has been changed to a shed roof design, rather than rep-

licating the gable dormer on the older section of the house.  
 The roof design on the new garage has been changed from a gable end to a shed roof, in-

cluding a shed roof dormer design.  
 A revised color scheme has been provided.  
 An alternate style for the dormer over the garage has been submitted, showing an eye-

brow window instead of a shed dormer (the applicant would like both options to be ap-
proved by the DRHPC). 

 
The revised elevations and color scheme are attached, along with streetscape elevations showing 
nearby residences. 
 
CEQA Compliance: As a discretionary project, the proposal is subject to the requirements of the 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). As previously noted, a Historic Resource Evalu-
ation and Determination of Effect was prepared for the residence and suggested that it meets the 
CEQA definition of a historical resource. Pursuant to Section 15331 of the CEQA Guidelines, 
rehabilitation and additions to an historical resource, may be considered categorically exempt 
from the provisions of CEQA provided the improvements are consistent with the Secretary of the 
Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties (Class 31 – Historical Resource 
Restoration/Rehabilitation). Accordingly, an analysis was conducted to determine whether the 



  

proposal is consistent with the Standards (refer to attached Historic Resource Evaluation and De-
termination of Effect 227 East Spain Street, Sonoma, Sonoma County, California, prepared by 
ADP Preservation). The analysis concluded that the proposed project meets the Secretary of the 
Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation, which means that application is considered to be categor-
ically exempt from CEQA. 
 
Required Findings: As set forth in §19.54.080.G of the Development Code, in order to approve 
an application for site design and architectural review in the Historic Overlay Zone, the Design 
Review and Historic Preservation Commission must make the following findings: 
 

1. The project complies with applicable policies and regulations, as set forth in this Devel-
opment Code (except for approved Variances and Exceptions), other City ordinances, 
and the General Plan. 
The project complies with the applicable policies and regulations set forth in the Devel-
opment Code. 
 

2. On balance, the project is consistent with the intent of applicable design guidelines set 
forth in the Development Code.  
The elements of the property that contribute to the overall time, place, and historical de-
velopment of the Sonoma Plaza NRHP District are its location, setting, material, and 
feeling. The proposed project would not impair those aspects of the property. Therefore, 
the project is consistent with the applicable design guidelines of the Development Code. 
 

3. The project responds appropriately to the context of adjacent development, as well as ex-
isting site conditions and environmental features. 
The project proposes a residential addition, which is compatible with adjacent develop-
ment and consistent with height and setback requirements. As noted above, the large oak 
tree on the site would be preserved. 
 

4. The project will not impair the historic character of its surroundings.  
The proposed addition makes use of design elements of the existing house in terms of 
materials, decoration, scale, etc., which is consistent with the surrounding single-family 
dwellings. 
 

5. The project substantially preserves the qualities of any significant historic structures or 
other significant historic features on the site. 
While the property is identified as a contributing resource to the Sonoma Plaza NRHP 
District, it does not appear to be historically significant as an individual resource because 
of loss of integrity. However, it does remain significant as a contributing resource to the 
streetscape and surrounding NRHP district. The façade of the building and its massing 
are compatible with the property and the overall historic feeling of the surrounding 
NRHP district. The proposed additions to the house are sensitive to the surrounding his-
toric resources in terms of scale, massing, and materials. 
 

6. The project substantially complies with the applicable guidelines set forth in Chapter 
19.42 SMC (Historic Preservation and Infill in the Historic Zone). 



  

In staff’s view, the project complies with SMC 19.42 in that the preservation and rehabil-
itation efforts for the proposed addition preserve the essential architectural features of the 
structure that help to identify its individual style and thereby further its contribution to 
the historic character of the surrounding neighborhood. 
 

7. The project substantially complies with any applicable preservation plan or other guide-
lines or requirements pertaining to a local historic district as designated through SMC 
19.42.020. 
The project is not located within a local historic district. 

 
8. The project substantially complies with the applicable Secretary of Interior Standards 

and Guidelines for the Treatment of Historic Properties. 
The Historic Resource Evaluation and Determination of Effect on Historic Resource pre-
pared by APD Preservation finds that the elements of the property that contribute to the 
overall time, place, and historical development of the Sonoma Plaza NRHP District are 
its location, setting, materials, and feeling. The proposed project would not impair those 
aspects of the property. Furthermore, based on the analysis of the compatibility of the 
proposed project with the ‘Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation” and an 
assessment of the projects consistency with the City of Sonoma’s current design guide-
lines, the project would have no adverse effect on the Sonoma Plaza NRHP District. 

 
These findings are applicable based on the conclusion of the Historic Resources Evaluation that 
the building is significant as a contributing resource but not as an individually significant re-
source. Staff would note that the historic consultant and the League for Historic Preservation 
concur that the modified design would not cause a substantial change to the historic integrity of 
the structure as a contributor to the District. 
 
Recommendation 
 
Staff recommends commission discretion. 

 
 
Attachments 
1. Project Narrative. 
2. Historic Resource Evaluation and Determination of Effect 227 East Spain Street, Sonoma, Sonoma County, California 
3. Elevations. 
4. Site Plan. 
5. Elevations with Material Notations. 
6. Existing Site Conditions. 
7. Exterior Materials Palette. 
8.    Exterior Elevation Alternate Option 
9.    Correspondence 
 
 
cc: Robert Baumann (via email) 

  Robert Baumann & Associates 
  545 Third Street West 
  Sonoma, CA 95476 
 



  

  Bill Wisialowski (via email) 
  40 Homeplace Ct. 
  Hillsborough, CA 94101 
 
  Alice Duffee (via email) 

APD Preservation  
  13125 Arnold Drive 
  Glen Ellen, CA  95442 
 
  Cathy and Gene Sperring 
  442 Second Street East 
  Sonoma, CA  95476 

 
Patricia Cullinan, via email 

 
  SLHP Historic Survey, via email 
 
  Mary Martinez, via will call at City Hall  
 
  George McKale, via email 

 

















































































































































 

 

 

CALIFORNIA REPUBLIC

SE
A

L
O

F
THE CITY OF

SO
N

O
M

A

CALIFO RNIA
FOU N D E D 1823

 

City of Sonoma 
Design Review and Historic 
Preservation Commission 

Agenda Item Summary 

 
 DRHPC Agenda 

Item: 
 

Meeting Date: 
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12/15/15 

                                                                                            

Applicant 

Thomsen Properties 

Project Location 

19275 Sonoma Highway 

Historical Significance 

   Listed on National Register of Historic Places, including Sonoma Plaza district (Significant) 
   Listed on California Register of Historic Resources (Significant) 
    Listed within Local Historic Resources Survey (Potentially Significant) 
   Over 50 years old (Potentially Significant) 
        Year built:  
 

Request 

Consideration of a new monument sign for a mobile home park (Sonoma Oaks) located at 19275 Sonoma Highway. 

Summary 

Monument Sign: The applicant is proposing a new freestanding sign that would provide identification for the Sonoma Oaks 
mobile home park (previously Rando de Sonoma). The proposed monument sign is two-sided, with an area of ±29.75 square 
feet in area per side (3.5 feet tall by 8.5 feet wide). The sign would have a maximum height of 6 feet, and would be located 
in an existing driveway island approximately 7 feet behind the Sonoma Highway roadway. The sign would consist of a 
metal and wood background with studded logos letters. The sign frame would consist of heavy wood beams and posts, 
decorative iron support hardware, mounted on in-ground masonry columns. Copy on the sign would consist of black and 
white lettering with a grey background. Illumination is proposed in the form of two external decorative light fixtures B-K 
lighting Star Sign Style E. As of the date of the staff report manufacturer specification sheets have not been provided for the 
light fixtures. Proposed hours of sign illumination are from sundown to 10 p.m. 
 
Monument Sign Regulations (18.20.120): Freestanding signs shall be limited to one per parcel or property. The top of a 
freestanding sign, including the sign structure, shall not exceed 12 feet. Every freestanding sign shall be wholly on the 
property occupied by the use or uses identified or advertised, and no less than six feet from the nearest roadway or public 
pedestrian sidewalk or walkway, whichever is closer. Any variance to the provisions of this section shall, in addition to other 
findings required by SMC 18.40.030, require a finding that the sign will not limit, restrict, impede, or impair sight distance 
or visibility. The proposal is consistent with this requirement. 
 
Aggregate Sign Area: Based on the property’s frontage on Sonoma Highway (195 feet), the maximum aggregate sign area 
allowed for the parcel is 84 square feet. The total aggregate sign area for the property would be ±44.63 square feet, including 
the proposed monument sign (44.63 square feet). It should be noted that when calculating the aggregate area of a two-sided 
sign, each face in multiplied by 0.75 (§18.16.021). The proposal is consistent with this requirement. 
 
Size Limitations: No sign shall exceed 48 square feet in total area (§18.16.022). The proposal is consistent with this 
requirement in the freestanding sign would have an area of 29.75 square feet per side. 
 
Number of Signs: Only one monument sign is allowed per property, and a maximum of two signs are normally permitted for 
any one business (§18.16.010). The proposal is consistent with these requirements in that the freestanding sign is the only 
sign for the property. 
 
Basic Findings: In order to approve any application for sign review, the review authority must make all of the following 
findings: 
 
1. The proposed signage complies with applicable policies and regulations, as set forth in this sign ordinance (except for 

approved variances), all other city ordinances, and the general plan; 
 



 

 

2. On balance, the proposed signage is consistent with the purpose and intent expressed by SMC 18.04.010 and the 
applicable guidelines for signs set forth by SMC 18.60.010, Appendix A – Design guidelines for signs; and, 

 
3.   The proposed signage is harmonious and consistent overall with the location of the site, including adjacent and 

surrounding development and its environmental features. 
 
Other permits required: In addition to the requirements of this title, all signs and building improvements shall be in 
conformance with applicable requirements of the 2013 California Building Code and where required by the 2013 
California Building Code, shall obtain a building permit prior to installation.  
 

Commission Discussion 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

Design Review and Historic Preservation Commission Action

  Approved   Disapproved   Referred to: _________________   Continued to: _________________ 

   

Roll Call Vote:   _______ Aye   _______ Nay   _______ Abstain   _______ Absent 

 
DRHPC Conditions or Modifications 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

Attachments 
1. Sign drawings 
 

 
cc: Thomsen Properties 
 301 E. 17th Street, Suite 208 
 Costa Mesa, CA  92627 
 
 Robert Sanders & Company 
 P.O. Box 1356 
 Sonoma, CA  95476 
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City of Sonoma 
Design Review and Historic 
Preservation Commission 

Agenda Item Summary 

 
 DRHPC Agenda 

Item: 
 

Meeting Date: 
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12/15/15 

                                                                                            

Applicant 

Lucy Moreno 

Project Location 

545West Napa Street 

Historical Significance 

   Listed on National Register of Historic Places, including Sonoma Plaza district (Significant) 
   Listed on California Register of Historic Resources (Significant) 
    Listed within Local Historic Resources Survey (Potentially Significant) 
   Over 50 years old (Potentially Significant) 
        Year built: 1932 
 

Request 

Consideration of a new monument sign and a window sign for a mixed use building located at 545 West Napa Street. 

Summary 

Monument Sign: A monument sign is proposed, which would provide identification for the Spiritualist. The proposed 
monument sign is two-sided, with an area of ±24.15 square feet in area per side (5 feet tall by 4 feet 10 inches wide). The 
sign would have a maximum height of 7 feet, and would be located perpendicular to the street approximately 8 feet behind 
the sidewalk (on the east side of the property). The sign would consist of a 1/8 inch thick composite aluminum panel with a 
wooden frame. Copy on the sign would consist of green and white lettering, on a green background. Illumination is not 
proposed. 
 
Monument Sign Regulations (18.20.120): Freestanding signs shall be limited to one per parcel or property. The top of a 
freestanding sign, including the sign structure, shall not exceed 12 feet. Every freestanding sign shall be wholly on the 
property occupied by the use or uses identified or advertised, and no less than six feet from the nearest roadway or public 
pedestrian sidewalk or walkway, whichever is closer. Any variance to the provisions of this section shall, in addition to other 
findings required by SMC 18.40.030, require a finding that the sign will not limit, restrict, impede, or impair sight distance 
or visibility. The proposal is consistent with this requirement. 
 
Window Signs: One window sign is proposed on the window facing West Napa Street. The sign is 39 square feet in area (6 
feet tall by 6.5 feet wide). The sign would consist of gold lettering. 
 
Window Sign Regulations (§18.20.200): Permanent or temporary window signs shall not cover more than 20 percent of the 
aggregate area of each window facing a public right-of-way. Permanent window signs (except as specified in SMC 
18.12.020(A)(7)) shall require review by the DRHPC, and shall be included in the total aggregate sign area allowable for the 
site. The proposal is not consistent with this requirement in that the window sign would cover 100 percent of the aggregate 
area of the window, as the window is 6 feet tall by 6.5 feet wide. The applicant is requesting a variance from this 
requirement. 
 
Aggregate Sign Area: Based on the property’s frontage on West Napa Street (50 feet), the maximum aggregate sign area 
allowed for the parcel is 26 square feet. The total aggregate sign area for the property would be ±75.23 square feet, including 
the proposed window sign (39 square feet) and monument sign (36.23 square feet). It should be noted that when calculating 
the aggregate area of a two-sided sign, each face in multiplied by 0.75 (§18.16.021). The proposal is not consistent with this 
requirement. The applicant is requesting a variance from this requirement. 
 
Size Limitations: No sign shall exceed 48 square feet in total area (§18.16.022). The proposal is consistent with this 
requirement in the freestanding sign would have an area of 24.16 square feet per side and the window sign would have an 
area of 39 square feet. 
 
Number of Signs: Only one monument sign is allowed per property, and a maximum of two signs are normally permitted for 



 

 

any one business (§18.16.010). The proposal is consistent with these requirements in that two signs are proposed for the 
business. 
 
Basic Findings: In order to approve any application for sign review, the review authority must make all of the following 
findings: 
 
1. The proposed signage complies with applicable policies and regulations, as set forth in this sign ordinance (except for 

approved variances), all other city ordinances, and the general plan; 
 
2. On balance, the proposed signage is consistent with the purpose and intent expressed by SMC 18.04.010 and the 

applicable guidelines for signs set forth by SMC 18.60.010, Appendix A – Design guidelines for signs; and, 
 
3.   The proposed signage is harmonious and consistent overall with the location of the site, including adjacent and 

surrounding development and its environmental features. 
 
 
Variances: As noted above, the window sign covers more than 20 percent of the aggregate area of the window facing the 
public right-of-way and the proposal exceeds the aggregate sign area for the property. The DRHPC may grant variances 
from the provisions of the sign ordinance provided that certain findings can be made (see below). 
 
1. Exceptional or extraordinary circumstances or conditions, not resulting from any act of the owner or applicant, apply to 

the location under consideration and not generally to other businesses or properties in the vicinity; 
 
2. Strict adherence to a regulation may cause unnecessary hardship or prohibit the exercise of creative design, and the 

application submitted is extraordinary and outstanding in design; 
 
3. The exception is the minimum necessary to serve its intended use; 
 
4. The exception is in conformance with the purpose and intent of this title; 
 
5. The granting of the variance will not be detrimental to the public interest or welfare, or injurious to properties or 

improvements in the vicinity. 
 

6. The sign will not limit, restrict, impede, or impair sight distance or visibility. 
 
Existing Signs: During a site visit, staff observed a number of illegal signs displayed on and around the property consisting 
of a wall sign, a banner sign, and two portable freestanding signs. These signs have not been approved and shall be removed. 
 
Other permits required: In addition to the requirements of this title, the project shall be in conformance with applicable 
requirements of the 2013 California Building Code and where required by the 2013 California Building Code, shall 
obtain a building permit prior to installation. 
 

Commission Discussion 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 



 

 

Design Review and Historic Preservation Commission Action

  Approved   Disapproved   Referred to: _________________   Continued to: _________________ 

   

Roll Call Vote:   _______ Aye   _______ Nay   _______ Abstain   _______ Absent 

 
DRHPC Conditions or Modifications 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

Attachments 
1. Sign drawings 
 

 
cc: Lucy Moreno 
 545 West Napa Street 
 Sonoma, CA  95476 
 
 Howard Levin 
 3611 Williams Road 
 Santa Rosa, CA  95404-1634 
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Agenda Item Summary 
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Item: 
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12/15/15 

                                                                                            

Applicant 

El Dorado Hotel 

Project Location 

405 First Street West 

Historical Significance 

   Listed on National Register of Historic Places, including Sonoma Plaza district 
   Listed on California Register of Historic Resources 
    Listed within Local Historic Resources Survey (Potentially Significant) 
   Over 50 years old  
                                   Year built: 1880 

Request 

Consideration of new paint colors for a hotel (El Dorado Hotel). 

Summary 

Exterior Colors: Three options for color schemes (all Benjamin Moore) have been put forward for the DRHPC’s 
consideration (Option A, Option B, and Option C): 

 Option 1: PM-8 (charcoal slate) on the exterior, OC-31 (fog mist) for the exterior trim, and 1617 (cheating heart) 
for the entrance doors. 

 Option 2: HC-168 (Chelsea gray) on the exterior, OC-31 (fog mist) for the exterior trim, and 1617 (cheating heart) 
for the entrance doors. 

 Option 3: HC-167 (Amherst gray) on the exterior, OC-31 (fog mist) for the exterior trim, and 1617 (cheating heart) 
for the entrance doors. 

Note: The existing sign painted on the building (south of the entrance) is proposed to be painted over with the new exterior 
paint color. 
The applicant has indicated that color samples will be presented at the meeting, brush-outs have been applied to the building 
(near the back entrance gate to the hotel; enter through the back parking lot and go inside the gate between the first and 
second doors near the stairs), and a color board will be presented by at the upcoming DRHPC meeting. 
 
Findings for Project Approval: For projects within the Historic Overlay zone or a Local Historic District and projects 
involving historically significant resources, the Design Review and Historic Preservation Commission may approve an 
application for architectural review, provided that the following findings can be made (§19.54.080.G): 

1. The project complies with applicable policies and regulations, as set forth in this Development Code, other City 
ordinances, and the General Plan. 

2. On balance, the project is consistent with the intent of applicable design guidelines set forth in the Development Code. 
3. The project responds appropriately to the context of adjacent development, as well as existing site conditions and 

environmental features. 
4. The project will not impair the historic character of its surroundings. 
5. The project substantially preserves the qualities of any significant historic structures or other significant historic 

features on the site. 
6. The project substantially complies with the applicable guidelines set forth in Chapter 19.42 (Historic preservation and 

infill in the Historic Zone). 
7. The project substantially complies with any applicable preservation plan or other guidelines or requirements pertaining 

to a local historic district as designated through section 19.42.020. 
8. The project substantially complies with the applicable Secretary of Interior Standards and Guidelines for the Treatment 

of Historic Properties. 
 
An Encroachment Permit shall be required for all work performed in the public right-of-way. Please contact Lisa Sevilla at 
(707) 933-2205 for information regarding City Encroachment Permits.  



 

 

Commission Discussion 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

Design Review and Historic Preservation Commission Action

  Approved   Disapproved   Referred to: _________________   Continued to: _________________ 

   

Roll Call Vote:   _______ Aye   _______ Nay   _______ Abstain   _______ Absent 

 
DRHPC Conditions or Modifications 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Attachments 

1. Historic Resources Inventory 
2. Pictures of current exterior paint colors 
3. Proposed new exterior Paint colors 
 
cc: El Dorado Hotel 
 405 First Street West 
 Sonoma, CA  95476 
 
 Moana Enterprises, Inc. 
 Attn: Robert Harmon 
 625 Redwood Highway Frontage 
 Mill Valley, Ca  94941 
 
 Moana Restaurant Group 
 Attn: Julie Workman 
 835 Fifth Avenue 
 San Rafael, CA  94901 
 
 EDI Associates 
 835 Fifth Avenue 
 San Rafael, CA  94901-3204 
 
 Mary Martinez, via will call at City Hall 
  
 Patricia Cullinan, via email 
 
 Alice Duffee, via email 
 
 SLHP Historic Survey, via email 



































December 15, 2015 
Agenda Item #5 

 
 

M E M O  
 
To: Design Review and Historic Preservation Commission 
 
From: Associate Planner Atkins 
 
Subject: Commercial Sign Regulations  
 
 
Background 
 
At the November 17, 2015, DRHPC meeting, a commissioner expressed concerns with the 
proliferation of permanent commercial real estate signs located on buildings in the City of 
Sonoma. The concern was related to signs advertising available commercial space that are 
maintained indefinitely, whether or not the available space is ultimately filled. The intent of 
section 18.20.155.G Renewal is to have a time limit on the display of all real estate signs.  The 
following is the language as currently codified: 
 
Renewal. Real estate signs (five or more units) may be displayed for up to 18 months as provided 
under SMC 18.12.090. After 18 months, DRHPC review is required and a sign permit 
application shall be submitted consistent with SMC 18.12.010. If the DRHPC determines that the 
sign has been maintained in a state of good repair and finish, then the DRHPC may allow the 
display of the sign to continue for a reasonable period of time as determined by the DRHPC  
 
Staff recommends removing the statement in the parentheses (five or more units), which would 
apply the renewal requirements to all real estate signs.  
 
 
Attachments: 
1. Draft Correction to Real Estate Sign Commercial Sign Regulations 
 
 
cc: Commercial Sign Interest List 



18.20.155 Real estate signs. 
A. Intent. Real estate signs for the purpose of advertising a property is for sale or lease shall be 
permitted provided such signs conform to the requirements of this section and are limited in duration to 
the time period established under SMC 18.12.090 or as may be extended under this section. 
 
B. Real estate signs (commercial, corporate) shall conform to the following requirements: 
 
1. Number, Display. One sign advertising that a property is for sale, lease or exchange is permitted on 
each building frontage to be displayed on the subject property by the owner or his/her agent, and may 
include the owner’s or agent’s name, address, and telephone number. 
 
2. Size. Real estate signs may be two‐sided and shall be no larger than eight square feet per side. Real 
estate signs for large properties (over 25,000 square feet of building area) may be two‐sided and shall 
be no larger than 32 square feet per side. 
 
C. Real estate signs (commercial, noncorporate) shall require review by the DRHPC. Real estate signs 
shall be compatible with the architecture of the building they advertise. Generic design, prefabricated 
signs, and the use of plastic materials are discouraged. 
 
D. Real estate signs (residential, one to four units) shall conform to the following requirements: 
 
1. Number, Display. One real estate sign advertising that a property is for sale, lease or exchange may be 
displayed on the subject property by the owner or his/her agent, and may include the owner’s or agent’s 
name, address, and telephone number. 
 
2. Size. Real estate signs may be two‐sided and shall be no larger than eight square feet per side (not 
including riders and toppers). 
 
3. Freestanding Real Estate Signs. The sign shall be attached to a post (or posts), no larger than four 
inches square, driven into the ground so that the top of the sign shall not be over six feet above the 
ground surface. There are two types of additional signs that may be placed on a real estate sign: a rider 
and a topper. A maximum number of two riders may be placed on the freestanding sign. One topper 
sign shall be allowed. There are two sizes of allowable rider signs: standard (24 inches by 18 inches); and 
premium (24 inches by 30 inches). One type of topper is allowed: 24 inches by six inches. 
 
4. Additional freestanding real estate riders or toppers may be allowed subject to the discretion of the 
planning director or his or her designee. 
 
E. Temporary/Portable Open House Signs. A maximum of two temporary “Open House” signs shall be 
allowed for any property, with their display limited to the hours that the property is available for 
viewing. The size of each “Open House” sign shall be limited to 24 inches wide by 18 inches in height. 
 
F. Real estate sign (five or more units) shall conform to the following requirements: 
 
1. Number, Display. A maximum of one real estate sign advertising that properties are for sale, lease or 
exchange may be displayed on the subject property by the owner or his/her agent, and may include the 
owner’s or agent’s name, address, and telephone number. 
 



2. The real estate sign may be two‐sided and shall be no larger than 32 square feet per side. 
 
G. Renewal. Real estate signs (five or more units) may be displayed for up to 18 months as provided 
under SMC 18.12.090. After 18 months, DRHPC review is required and a sign permit application shall be 
submitted consistent with SMC 18.12.010. If the DRHPC determines that the sign has been maintained 
in a state of good repair and finish, then the DRHPC may allow the display of the sign to continue for a 
reasonable period of time as determined by the DRHPC. 
 
H. Vacant Lots. Freestanding signs shall be set back at least 10 feet from the property line. Signs may be 
two‐sided and shall be no larger than eight square feet per side. On parcels in excess of one acre, a 16‐
square‐foot real estate sign shall be permitted. The sign shall be attached to a post driven into the 
ground so that the top of the sign shall not be over six feet above the surface of the ground. (Ord. 01‐
2015 § 1, 2015; Ord. 06‐2013 § 3, 2013; Ord. 03‐2011 § 1, 2011; Ord. 2000‐9 § 1, 2000. Formerly 
18.20.025). 
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