
 

  
 

City of Sonoma 
Design Review and Historic 

Preservation Commission 
REVISED AGENDA 

Meeting of June 16, 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 
                              

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

 
CORRESPONDENCE 

 
ITEM #1 – Sign Review 
  
REQUEST: 
Consideration of a new monument 
sign for an apartment complex. 
 
Applicant:   
Burbank Housing  
 
Staff:  Wendy Atkins 

Project Location: 
650 Fourth Street West  
 
General Plan Designation: 
Medium Density Residential (MR) 
 
Zoning: 
Planning Area: 
Central-West Area 
 
Base: 
Medium Density Residential (R-M) 
Overlay: None 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
 
Commission discretion. 
 
CEQA Status: 
Categorically Exempt 
 

ITEM #2 – Sign Review 
  
REQUEST: 
Consideration of a revised sign 
program for a church (First 
Congregational Church of Sonoma). 
 
Applicant:   
First Congregational Church of 
Sonoma  
 
Staff:  Wendy Atkins 

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

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
 
Commission discretion. 
 
CEQA Status: 
Categorically Exempt 
 



ITEM #3 – Design Review 
  
ISSUE: 
Continued consideration of exterior 
colors and materials for a 7-unit 
Planned Unit Development (Fifth 
Street West Homes). 
  
Staff:  Wendy Atkins 
 
Applicant:   
Altus Equity Group LP 
 

Project Location: 
405 Fifth Street West 
 
General Plan Designation: 
Commercial (C) 
 
Zoning: 
Planning Area: Northwest Area 
 
Base: Commercial (C) 
Overlay: None 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
 
Commission discretion. 
 
CEQA Status: 
Categorically Exempt 
 

ITEM #4 – Design Review 
  
ISSUE: 
Consideration of new paints colors 
for a commercial building (Sweet 
Scoops Homemade Ice Cream). 
 
Staff:  Wendy Atkins 
 
Applicant:   
Sweet Scoops Homemade Ice 
Cream 

Project Location: 
408 First Street East 
 
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 – Demolition Review 
  
ISSUE: 
Demolition of a single-family 
residence located on a residential 
property. 
 
Staff:  Wendy Atkins 
 
Applicant:   
Strata Architects 

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

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
 
Commission discretion. 
 
CEQA Status: 
Categorically Exempt 
 

ITEM #6 – Design Review 
  
ISSUE: 
Design review for a new single-
family residence.  
 
Staff:  Wendy Atkins 
 
Applicant:   
Strata Architects 

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

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
 
Commission discretion. 
 
CEQA Status: 
Categorically Exempt 
 



ITEM #7 – Design Review 
  
ISSUE: 
Consideration of design review and 
new signs for a commercial building 
(3 Badge Beverage Company). 
 
Staff:  Wendy Atkins 
 
Applicant:   
Gwen Stanley (Ross Drulis 
Cusenbery) 

Project Location: 
32 Patten Street 
 
General Plan Designation: 
Mixed Use (MU) 
 
Zoning: 
Planning Area: 
Downtown District 
 
Base: Mixed Use (MX) 
Overlay: Historic (/H) 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
 
Commission discretion. 
 
CEQA Status: 
Categorically Exempt 
 

ITEM #8 – Discussion Item 
  
ISSUE: 
Consideration of a new Street Name 
Signage Replacement program. 
 
Staff:  Dan Takasugi 
 

 RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
 
Forward to City Council, with 
recommendations. 
 

CEQA Status: 
Categorically Exempt 
 

 

ISSUES UPDATE 

COMMENTS FROM THE COMMISSION 

COMMENTS FROM THE AUDIENCE 

ADJOURNMENT 

 
I do hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing agenda was posted on the City Hall bulletin board on June 12, 2015, 
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.  
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City of Sonoma 
Design Review and Historic 
Preservation Commission 

Agenda Item Summary 

 
 DRHPC Agenda 

Item: 
 

Meeting Date: 

 
1 
 
06/16/15 

                                                                                            

Applicant 

Burbank Housing 

Project Location 

650 Fourth Street West 

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: Circa 1982 
 

Request 

Consideration of a new monument sign for an apartment complex located at 650 Fourth Street West. 

Summary 

Illuminated Freestanding Sign: A new, one-sided monument sign, 25 square feet in area per side (5 feet tall by 5 feet wide), 
is proposed in the front of the apartment complex facing Fourth Street West. The sign would be located parallel to Fourth 
Street West, south of the driveway entrance. The sign would be carved monolithically from a “high density urethane” 
(HDU) material featuring a “stucco like” texture. The applicant has indicated that the sign is proposed to be illuminated with 
an in-ground concealed fixture, which would contain an 8 watt bulb (equivalent of 25W incandescent) (see attached 
specification sheet). The applicant is proposing to illuminate the sign from dusk to dawn. 
 
Aggregate Sign Area: Based on the property’s frontage on Fourth Street West (62 feet), the maximum aggregate sign area 
allowed for the parcel is 24.4 square feet. The total aggregate sign area for the property would be ±25 square feet. The 
proposal is not consistent with this requirement. The applicant is asking for a variance from this requirement 
 
Residential Sign Regulations (18.16.032): One subdivision or apartment identification sign is allowed for each project in any 
residential zone. Such signage shall be permitted only on the site of the use being identified. The sign shall not exceed 10 
square feet in area, with a maximum horizontal length of five feet. In the case of freestanding signs, a maximum of seven 
square feet per sign with a maximum horizontal length of five feet is allowed. The proposal is not consistent with this 
requirement in that the sign would have an area of 25 spare feet. The applicant is asking for a variance from this 
requirement. 
 
Size Limitations: Each face of a two-sided sign shall not exceed 32 square feet in area (§18.16.022). The proposal is 
consistent with this requirement in each face would have an area of 22 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 complies with these requirements. 
 
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 proposed freestanding sign would exceed the allowable area for a freestanding apartment 
identification sign sign, and exceed the allowable aggregate sign area. 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. 
 
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 drawing 
2. Site Plan 
3. Sign description 
4. Picture of existing and proposed signs 
5. Light fixture specification sheet 
 
 

 
cc: Burbank Housing 
 Attn: Volker Strifler 
 790 Sonoma Avenue 
 Santa Rosa, Ca  95404 
 
 Sonoma County Housing Authority 
 1440 Guerneville Road 
 Santa Rosa, CA  95403-4107 
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City of Sonoma 
Design Review Commission 

Agenda Item Summary 

 
 DRC Agenda Item: 

 
Meeting Date: 

 
2 
 
06/16/15 

                                                                                            

Applicant 

First Congregational Church of Sonoma 

Project Location 

252 West Spain 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) 
      

Request 

Consideration of a revised sign program for a church (First Congregational Church of Sonoma). 

Background 

At the July 20, 2010, Design Review Commission (DRC) meeting, the DRC considered and continued a revised sign 
program for a church (First Congregational Church) and encouraged the applicant to resubmit the proposed freestanding 
signs with a height no higher than six feet. On August 18, 2010, the DRC approved a new sign program for a church 
consisting of the following: 

 1 each 80.7 square foot two-sided freestanding sign (not to exceed a height of 80”). 
 1 each 27.4 square foot freestanding sign (not to exceed a height of 86”). 
 3 each wall signs: 11 square foot total. 

 
Summary 

At this time the applicant is proposing to modify the existing sign face to feature a custom designed internally illuminated 
LED reader board sign. The reader board material is composed of aluminum, acrylic, finished with durable architectural 
paints, bronze in color. The text will feature 4 inch high changeable letters. The applicant has indicated that the sign is 
proposed to be illuminated internally with LEDs. The applicant is proposing to illuminate the sign from sundown to 10 p.m. 
Normal business hours are from 10 a.m. to 9 p.m. 
  
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 

 



 

 

 
 

Architectural Review Commission Action

  Approved   Disapproved   Referred to: _________________   Continued to: _________________ 

   

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

 

 
ARC Conditions or Modifications 
 
 
 
 

 
Attachments 

1.        Sign drawings 
 
cc: First Congregational Church of Sonoma 
 252 West Spain Street 
 Sonoma, CA  95476 
 
 Robert Sanders, via email 
 

Mary Martinez, via will call at City Hall 
  
 Linda Aguilar, via email 
 
 Patricia Cullinan, via email 
 
 Alice Duffee, via email 
 
 SLHP Historic Survey, via email 
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City of Sonoma 
Design Review and Historic 
Preservation Commission 

Agenda Item Summary 

 
 DRHPC Agenda 

Item: 
 

Meeting Date: 

 
3 
 
06/16/15 

                                                                                            

Applicant 

Altus Equity Group LP 

Project Location 

405 Fifth Street West 

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) 
 

Request 

Continued consideration of exterior colors and materials for a 7-unit Planned Unit Development (Fifth Street West Homes) 
located at 405 Fifth Street West. 

Summary 

Site Characteristics: The site is a 0.5-acre corner lot located at the intersection of Fifth Street West and West Spain Street. 
The property is currently developed with a single-family home constructed in 1930 and two small outbuildings. The frontage 
on West Spain Street is improved with a monolithic curb, gutter, and sidewalk. The Fifth Street West frontage of the 
property is unimproved. Access to the property is currently provided by two driveways, one on West Spain Street and one 
on Fifth Street West. 

Background: On December 15, 2009, the Design Review Commission approved the demolition of the single-family home 
and detached garage located on the property finding that it is not historically significant. On February 12, 2015, the Planning 
Commission approved a 7-unit planned development, including, a Tentative Map, and a Use Permit. As approved, the 
project site will be subdivided into 7 lots ranging from 1,472 sq. ft. and 1,561 sq. ft. plus a common area parcel of 10,548 sq. 
ft.  The Planned Development will be composed of a single structure oriented toward West Spain Street with seven attached, 
zero-lot line townhomes. Three unit types are proposed, all with two floors except for the corner unit which is one-story 
(Home Type C). Living areas for the units are 1,252 sq. ft. for Home Type A, 1,103 sq. ft. for Home Type B, and 878 sq. ft. 
for Home Type C. Access to the development will be provided by a two-way driveway on Fifth Street West. On April 21, 
2015, the Design Review and Historic Preservation Commission (DRHPC) approved building elevations, exterior colors, 
materials, lighting, and landscaping for the project with the condition that the applicant return to the DRHPC with additional 
color options (including rendered color samples) (see attached DRHPC approval letter). 
 
The project is now before At this time the applicant has returned to the DRHPC for continued review of the exterior colors 
and materials. 
 
Exterior Colors: At this time the applicant has put forward two new alternate exterior color schemes: Scheme #2; and, 
Scheme #3.  
Scheme #2 consists of Benjamin Moore Nantucket Gray (HC-111) for the main body, plywood, and battens); 2) Benjamin 
Moore Lemon Chiffon (OC-109) for the gutters and eaves, window and door trim, garage doors, fascia boards, and gable 
brackets and trim; 3) Benjamin Moore Middlebury Brown (HC-68) for the front doors, gate boards, wood shutters, and 
wood posts; and, 4) Benjamin Moore Tate Olive (HC-112) for the gable vent vertical boards, gate trim, , wood board and 
batten walls.  
Scheme #3 consists of Benjamin Moore KINGSPORT GRAY (HC-86) for the main body, plywood, and battens; 2) Benjamin 
Moore Lemon Chiffon (OC-109) for the gutters and eaves, window and door trim, fascia boards, and gable brackets and 
trim; 3) Benjamin Moore Smoldering Red (2007-10) for the front doors and wood shutters; and, 4) Benjamin Moore 
Fairview Taupe (HC-85) for the gable vent, gable vent vertical boards, gate, wood board and batten walls, wood posts, and 
garage doors. 
 
Exterior Materials: At the April 21, 2015 DRHPC meeting, Comm. Anderson questioned the use of the spacing of the 
cedar battens of the resawn plywood siding. In response to the question the applicant has decreased the spacing of the 1x3 
cedar battens from 24 inches on center to 16 inches on center see Color Elevation and Color Key elevations for two new 
exterior color schemes). 
 



 

 

Findings for Project Approval: 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. 
 
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. DRHPC approval letter 
2. Project Narrative 
3. Color Submittal Scheme 2 
4. Color Submittal Scheme 3 
5. Color Key Scheme 2 
6. Color Key Scheme 3 
7. Color Elevation Schemes #2 and #3 

 
 
 



 

 

cc: Altus Equity Group LP 
 P.O. Box 6787 
 Santa Rosa, CA  95406 
 
 Tierney/Figueiredo 
 817 Russel Ave. Suite H 
 Santa Rosa, CA  95403 
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City of Sonoma 
Design Review and Historic 
Preservation Commission 

Agenda Item Summary 

 
 DRHPC Agenda 

Item: 
 

Meeting Date: 

 
4 
 
06/16/15 

                                                                                            

Applicant 

Sweet Scoops Homemade Ice Cream 

Project Location 

408 First Street East 

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 (See notes) 
 
NOTES: The structure, referred to as the Pinelli building lies within the Sonoma Plaza National Register Historic District, 
and is designated as a National Register Contributing Building. The building was constructed in 1891 and is described as a 
vernacular one-story building.  Architectural details on the front façade include a leaded glass transom over the entrance 
along with a metal eyebrow cornice and dentils.  

Request 

Consideration of new paints colors for a commercial building (Sweet Scoops Homemade Ice Cream). 

Summary 

The applicant is proposing to change the color of the front portion of the building. The applicants have stated that the new 
paint colors are consistent with the branding of the business. The applicants have brought forward four exterior paint 
options for the building: 1) paint door and lower paneling (under window) Behr glass tile (M400-2) and the molding (over 
the leaded glass transom), downspout, window casing to be painted Kelly Moore Whitest White (KMW43) (the applicant 
will bring manufacturer color samples to the DRHPC meeting); 2) all existing painted area painted Behr glass tile (MA400-
2), including the molding above the leaded glass transom; 3) all current pink painted area to be painted Behr glass tile 
(M400-2), including the molding above the leaded glass transom, and the white painted area to remain white; and, 4) all 
current pink painted area to be painted Behr ice rink (M430-2), white painted area to remain white, and the molding above 
the leaded glass transom to be painted Kelly Moore Whitest White (KMW43). 
 
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. Project narrative 
2. Sign drawing 
2. Paint color samples 
3. Picture of current exterior 

 4.  Exterior paint examples 
 
cc: Sweet Scoops Homemade Ice Cream 
 408 First Street East 
 Sonoma, CA  95476 
 
 Mary Martinez, via will call at City Hall 
  
 Linda Aguilar, via email 
 
 Patricia Cullinan, via email 
 
 Alice Duffee, via email 
 
 SLHP Historic Survey, via email 
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City of Sonoma 
Design Review and Historic 
Preservation Commission 

Agenda Item Summary 

 
 DRHPC Agenda 

Item: 
 

Meeting Date: 

 
5 
 
06/16/15 

                                                                                            

Applicant 

Strata/Bennett Martin 

Project Location 

557 Fourth Street East 

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: 1951 
 

Request 

Demolition of a single-family residence located on the property at 557 Fourth Street East. 

Summary 

The property is a ±12,300 square acre parcel located on the west side of Fourth Street West midblock between East Napa 
Street and Patten Street. The site is currently developed with a single-family residence. 
 
The property is located within the City’s Historic Overlay Zone, but it is not listed on the local Historic Resources Survey, 
the State Register, or the National Register. However, under the Development Code, demolition of any structure over 50 
years old is subject to review and approval by the DRHPC. A copy of the existing site plan (Demolition Plan) is attached.  
 
Historical Significance: According to the State Office of Historic Preservation, structures over 50 years old may be 
historically significant, even if not listed on a local or State/National register. Pursuant to §15064.5 of the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), a resource is considered “historically significant” if the resource meets any one of the 
following criteria for listing on the California Register of Historical Resources (as set forth under Public Resource Code 
§5024.1): 
 

1. Is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of California’s history and 
cultural heritage. 

 
2. Is associated with the lives of persons important in our past. 

 
3. Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of construction, or represents the 

work of an important creative individual, or possesses high artistic values. 
 

4. Has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history. 
 

Given the age of the building, in May, 2015, the applicant commissioned Brunzell Historical to prepare a historical 
evaluation of the property to determine if the residence was historically significant. The historic resource evaluation found 
that the property does not meet the criteria for listing on the California Register of Historical Resources  and therefore is not 
a historical resource as defined under CEQA (see attached Historical Evaluation of the building 557 Fourth Street East in 
Sonoma, Sonoma County, California  dated May 19, 2015). Because the structure is not a historical resource, demolishing it 
would not have a significant effect on the environment and the project qualifies for a Class 1 Categorical Exemption under 
CEQA (§15301. Existing Facilities). 
  
City Regulations for Demolition Permits: The City’s regulations for demolition permits rely heavily on the criteria for 
listing on the California Register of Historical Resources in determining whether a property is historically significant and 
can be demolished. This is reflected in both §19.54.090.F.2 (Determination of Significance) and §19.54.090.G.1 (Findings, 
Decision) of the Development Code. Based on the analysis above - that the residence does not qualify as a historic resource 



 

 

under CEQA - it is staff’s view that the findings for approval of a demolition permit can be made. If the DRHPC chooses to 
approve the demolition of the residence, the DRHPC may require that  the single-family residence not be demolished until 
building permits for the replacement structure have been issued and that the inside and outside of the residence be photo 
documented and submitted to the Sonoma League for Historic Preservation and City of Sonoma. 
 
Required Findings: As set forth in §19.54.090 of the Development Code, the DRHPC must make the following findings to 
approve a Demolition Permit: 
 

1. The structure is not historically significant, based upon the criteria established by the State Office of Historic 
Preservation (listed above); or 

2. The structure does not represent a unique and irreplaceable historic or architectural resource; 
3. The community benefit of preserving the structure is outweighed by the cost of preservation and rehabilitation; 
4. The adaptive re-use of the structure is infeasible or inappropriate, due to economic considerations, structural 

conditions or land use incompatibility; and 
5. The relocation of the structure is infeasible due to cost, structural conditions or lack of an interested taker. 

 
All demolition projects require a demolition permit from the City of Sonoma Building Department prior to performing any 
demolition work. Additional clearances from the Bay Area Air Quality Management District (hazardous materials ‘J’ 
number), Sonoma County PRMD (sewer disconnect permit), Sonoma County Health Department (well abandonment 
permit), Sonoma Planning Department (tree protection and storm water management best practices), and other agencies or 
departments may be required prior to issuance of a demolition permit. For further information, please contact the Building 
Department at (707) 938-3681. 
 
If commissioners wish to arrange a site visit to inspect the home independently, please contact property owner, Marty 
Herrick, at 707-481-6522 or Chelsea Hamada, at 707-935-7944. 
 

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. Existing site plan 
2.          Historical Evaluation of the building 557 Fourth Street East in Sonoma, Sonoma County, California 
 
 
 
cc: STRATA (Bennett Martin), via email 
  

Martin and Alicia Herrick 
152 El Ritero 
Sonoma, CA  95476-1324 
 
Mary Martinez, via will call at City hall 
 
Patricia Cullinan, via email 
 
Alice Duffee, via email 
 
SLHP Historic Survey 
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06/16/15 

                                                                                            

Applicant 

Strata Architects 

Project Location 

557 Fourth Street East 

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: 1951 
  
 

Request 

Design review for a new single family residence located at 557 Fourth Street East. 

Summary 

The architect is proposing to construct a 3,066 square foot residence, 850 square foot pool house, and 350 square foot 
detached garage on the property.  
 
Zoning Requirements: The standards of the Low Density Residential zone applicable to the proposal are as follows: 
 
 Setbacks: The new residence will meet or exceed the normal setback requirements.  

Note: the setback requirements are not currently met for the pool house/garage. The applicant has indicated 
that a revised site plan and elevations will be submitted prior to the DRHPC meeting. 

 
 Coverage: At 20%, site coverage is less than the 40% maximum allowed in the Low Density Residential zone. 
 
 Floor Area Ratio: The project would result in a F.A.R. of 0.26, which is less than the 0.40 maximum allowed.  
 
 Parking: One covered parking space is provided in the detached garage. This meets the requirement. 
 
 Height: The two-story residence would have a maximum ridge height of 24 feet, which is less than the 30-foot height 

limit allowed in the zone. 
 
In short, the project complies with the applicable requirements of the Development Code, and is not subject to Planning 
Commission approval. Note: This is contingent upon the applicant submitting a revised site plan and elevation for the pool 
house consistent with the Development Code requirements. 
 
Design Review: New single family homes located within the Historic Overlay Zone are subject to architectural review in 
order to assure that the new construction complies with the following: (1) the required standards, design guidelines, and 
ordinances of the city; (2) minimize potential adverse effects on surrounding properties and the environment; (3) implement 
General Plan policies regarding community design; and, (4) promote the general health, safety, welfare, and economy of the 
residents of the City. (§19.54.080.A). 
 
Factors to be considered: In the coarse of Site Design and Architectural Review, the consideration of the review authority 
shall include the following factors: 

 
1.     The historical significance, if any, of the site or buildings or other features on the site; 
         There are no historically significant features on the site. 
 



 

 

2.     Environmental features on or adjacent to the site; 
        Staff is not aware of any environmental features on or adjacent to the site. 
 
3.     The context of uses and architecture established by adjacent development; 

The adjacent properties to the north, south, and west are developed with single family residences.   
 

4.     The location, design, site plan configuration, and effect of the proposed development. 
The location, design, site plan configuration, and effect of the new residence are compatible with surrounding 
uses. However, staff has concerns that the length of the pool house structure (54 feet) may be incompatible with 
the surrounding neighborhood.  

 
In general, it is staff’s conclusion that the applicant has successfully applied the applicable design guidelines in developing 
the plan for the replacement residence and detached garage. 
 
Building Elevations & Exterior Materials: The design of the new residence is intended to be compatible with the 
surrounding neighborhood.  Proposed exterior materials consist of wood channel siding on the first floor and LAP siding for 
the second story portion of the structure, and GAF timberline HD asphalt shingles. The first and second floors also feature a 
standing seam metal roof element. The front door will be composed of aluminum clad. The applicant is proposing Craftsman 
Bungalow style windows, gliding patio doors, and Frenchwood Hinged Patio Doors (see attached specification sheets).  
 
Landscaping: As required by the Water Efficient Landscape Ordinance, the applicant will be submitting a landscape plan 
(including fences, walls, and pavers) for the DRHPC’s consideration at a later date. 
 
Required Findings: As set forth in §19.54.080.H of the Development Code, in order to approve an application for design 
review in the Historic Overlay Zone, the Design Review Commission must make the following findings: 
 

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

2. On balance, the project is consistent with the intent of applicable design guidelines set forth in this Development 
Code; and 

3. The project responds appropriately to the context of adjacent development, as well as existing site conditions and 
environmental features. 

4. The project substantially preserves the qualities of any significant historic structures or other significant historic 
features on the site; and 

5. The project substantially complies with any applicable preservation plan or other guidelines or requirements 
pertaining to a local historic district as designated through SMC 19.42.020 

 
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 Commission Action 
  Approved   Disapproved   Referred to: _________________   Continued to: _________________ 

   

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

 



 

 

 
DRC Conditions or Modifications 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Attachments: 
1. Project narrative packet 
2. Site plan 
3. Conceptual landscape plan 
4. Exterior elevations 
5. Architectural details 
6. Typical exterior siding details 
7. Roofing details 
8. Elevations & Materials Sampling  
9. Roofing details 
 
 
 
cc:  STRATA (Bennett Martin), via email 
  

Martin and Alicia Herrick 
152 El Ritero 
Sonoma, CA  95476-1324 

 
Mary Martinez, via will call at City hall 

 
Patricia Cullinan, via email 

 
Alice Duffee, via email 

 
SLHP Historic Survey 
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06/16/15 

                                                                                            

Applicant 

Gwen Stanley (Ross Drulis Cusenbery) 

Project Location 

32 Patten Street 

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: 1983  

Request 

Consideration of design review and new signs for a commercial building (3 Badge Beverage Company). 

Summary 

Background: On September 11, 2014, the Planning Commission approved an application for a Use Permit to utilize the 
Old Sonoma Firehouse for offices and storage for The Other Guys (3 Badge Beverage Company) (see attached conditions 
of approval). 
 
At this time the applicant is proposing design review modifications to the existing building and three new signs. 
 
Design Review: The building improvements requiring design review consist of the following: 1) six new painted bay doors 
on the south facing elevation; 2) a new painted wood slat gate and privacy screen on the west facing elevation; 3) a new 
corrugated metal roof on the existing main building at the emergency generator enclosure on the west facing elevation: 4) a 
new steel canopy with matching corrugated metal roofing on the west facing elevation; 5) remove the existing antennae 
from the roof and repair the cupola and wood trim as required; 6) four new types of light fixtures; and 7) new paint colors.  
 
Exterior Colors: The applicant has indicated that a color scheme using colors that both improve the scenic approach to the 
Plaza and evoke the historic use of the building along with its new brand identity have been put forward for the DRHPC’s 
consideration. The property wall, building walls, and gutters are proposed to be painted Benjamin Moore Monterey White 
(HC-27). The six new apparatus bay doors and existing entry doors are proposed to be painted Valspar Cinnamon Sunset 
(VR007A). The new wood slat gate and privacy screen are proposed to be stained Benjamin Moore Kendall Charcoal. The 
exterior fascia and soffits are proposed to be painted C2 James Brown (C2-840). The deck railing and posts and door trim 
are proposed to be painted C2 Burlap (C2-892). Color samples are attached, brush outs have been applied to the building, 
and a color board will be presented by the applicants at the upcoming DRHPC meeting. 
 
Note: the applicant has stated that the existing window frames will remain the same color as the current color, which is 
white. 
 
Exterior Lighting: As indicted on the attached Signage and Lighting plan, four types of external lights are proposed:  Light 
Fixture #1; Light fixture #2; Light Fixture #3, and Light Fixture #4. One each Light Fixture #1 (Maxlite 
MLVPW14LED50CP) is proposed on the south facing elevation. Fourteen each Light Fixture #2 (Maxlit 
MLVPC14LED50CP) are proposed on the south facing elevation between each deck post on both the first and second 
stories. One each Light Fixture #4 (Refurbished antique fire station warning light) is proposed on the south facing elevation. 
Six each Light Fixture #3 (RAB Lighting GN1LED26YCS) are proposed on the west facing elevation (two of the lights are 
proposed to illuminate Sign #3). Four each Light Fixture #2 are proposed on the east facing elevation between each deck 
post on both the first and second stories. As of the date of the staff report the applicant has not indicated the proposed 
illumination hours for the external lighting.  Normal business hours are from 7: 30 a.m. to 6:30 p.m. daily. 
 
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. 
 
Sign Review: Three new wall signs are proposed for the business. Sign #1 is proposed on the existing property wall (facing 
Patten Street). The sign is 38.5 square feet in area (14 inches tall by 33 feet wide). The sign would be constructed of painted 
metal letters, Benjamin Moore metallic glaze liquid silver (PT-100) in color. Illumination is not proposed. Sign #2 is 
proposed on the south facing elevation (between the bay doors and the office portion of the building). The sign is 8.7 square 
feet in area (36 inches tall by 37 inches wide). The sign would be constructed of raised painted metal letters, Benjamin 
Moore metallic glaze liquid silver (PT-100) in color. Illumination is proposed in the form of one each RAB lighting 
GN1LED26YACS (light fixture #3). The applicant is proposing to illuminate the sign from sundown until 10 p.m. Normal 
business hours are from 7:30 a.m. to 6:30 p.m. daily. Sign #3 is proposed on the west facing elevation (facing Broadway). 
The sign is 23.75 square feet in area (5 feet tall by 4 feet 9 inches wide). The sign would be constructed of a dark patina steel 
plate with painted metal letters, Benjamin Moore metallic glaze liquid silver (PT-100) in color. Illumination is proposed in 
the form of two each RAB lighting GN1LED26YACS (light fixture #3). The applicant is proposing to illuminate the sign 
from sundown until 10 p.m. Normal business hours are from 7:30 a.m. to 6:30 p.m. daily.  
 
Wall Sign Regulations (§18.20.180): Wall signs projecting over the property line, including a light box or other part thereof, 
shall not exceed a thickness of 12 inches. The proposal is consistent with this requirement. 
 
Aggregate Sign Area: Based on the property’s frontage on Patten Street (243 feet), and secondary frontage on Broadway (75 
feet) the maximum aggregate sign area allowed for the parcel is 118.2 square feet. The total aggregate sign area for the 
property would be ±70.95 square feet, including the three wall signs (70.95 square feet in area). The proposal is consistent 
with this requirement.  
 
Size Limitations: No sign shall exceed 48 square feet in total area. The proposal is consistent with this requirement in that the 
wall signs would not exceed and area of 48 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). If a parcel has a primary frontage greater than 200 feet, an additional sign shall be permitted. 
The proposal complies with these requirements in that there would be three signs for the business including the three wall 
signs. 
 
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, 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. Planning Commission Conditions of Project Approval 
2. Project narrative 
3. Manufacturer lighting specifications 
4. Exterior elevations 
5. Signage and lighting information 
6. Exterior material board information 
7. Paint colors 
 
cc: Ross Drullis Cusenbery Architecture 
 Attn: Gwen Stanley 
 18294 Sonoma Highway 
 Sonoma, CA  95476 
 
 Mary Martinez, via will call at City Hall 
  
 Patricia Cullinan, via email 
 
 Alice Duffee, via email 
 
 SLHP Historic Survey, via email 
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M E M O  
 
 
To: Design Review and Historic Preservation Commission 
 
From: Dan Takasugi, Public Works Director 
 
Subject:  Historical Dual Street Name Sign Design 
 
Recent regulations through the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) have mandated 
that all street signage meet certain retro-reflectivity standards.  This was established through 
the Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD) Section 2A.08.  Because retro-
reflective properties of signage deteriorate over time, street and traffic signage must be 
evaluated and replaced when deemed necessary.  This would include Street Name signs, 
although street name signs are at a lower priority than regulatory traffic signage.  Current 
street name signs do not meet that retro-reflectivity standard for headlight visibility. 
 
This FHWA regulation was viewed as an opportunity to consider a new design for the City’s 
street name signs that would distinguish the City of Sonoma and create a “sense of place”.  
One of the Council’s 2014/15 Infrastructure Goals was to “Initiate Street signage 
replacement program to meet retro-reflectivity standards for headlight visibility”.  The specific 
action to that objective was to “Consider unique Sonoma historic design street signage”.  
Council budgeted $25,000 to start this program in FY2014/15. 
 
Staff engaged local sign designer, Bob Sanders, of Robert Sanders & Co. to prepare some 
street name sign study and concept design options.  Those options are shown in the 
attached study document.  One of the options, 1-B, is designed to complement the design of 
the new Plaza directional sign.  The sign options present variations in sign shape, font, and 
color.  When the concept design options were presented to the City Council on 3/16/15, a 
majority preferred Option 1-B (golden Bear and Stars). 
 
On 4/21/15, the design options were presented to the DRHPC for review.  The DRHPC also 
favored Option 1-B, but further suggested that some of the downtown street name signs 
include their historical dual names on the same street name signs. 
 
Staff took the street name sign issue to City Council on 5/18/15 for approval, recommending 
design option 1-B, with the suggestion from DRHPC that the historical dual street names be 
included.  Council approved the Option 1-B design option, and directed staff to include the 
historic street name signs at the 5 intersections around the Plaza.  Robert Demler addressed 
Council suggesting that a date be placed on the signs to make it clear that the historical dual 
street names were just that, historical.  Mr. Demler also informed the Council that the 
historical dual street names were not meant to be viewed from vehicles, but could only be 
observed by pedestrians. 
 
Robert Demler subsequently provided a revised historical street name list (attached).  The 
historical street names would also have a “c. 1835” indicator.  Staff is relying on Robert 
Demler’s research to confirm that 1835 is the proper date to be used.  Initially, Robert Demer 



desired that the “c. 1835” text be placed on a separate line.  But after discussions with staff, 
Mr. Demler agreed that the date could be placed on the same line as the historical street 
name, due to the lack of vertical space on a street name sign. 
 
Staff then re-engaged Bob Sanders to provide design options for the historical street name 
signs.  That report of Historical Street Name Concept Designs is attached. 
 
Staff projects that this would be a 2-4 year phased program to replace all Street Name signs 
within City limits.  The first phase would start with the City’s main arterial and collector street 
name signs. 
 
 
Attachments:  Historical Street Name Concept Designs 
    Historical Street Names per Robert Demler 
 
cc: Mary Martinez, via will call at City Hall 
 George McKale, via email 
 Patricia Cullinan, via email 
 Alice Duffee, via email 
  



Dual Historical Street Names  

for the Sonoma Plaza's five intersections 

  

Reference:  The Sonoma Mission by Robert S. Smilie [1975] 

  

W Spain St 

Calle Vallejo   c. 1835

E Spain St 

Calle Vallejo   c. 1835

W Napa St 

Calle Napa   c. 1835

E Napa St 

Calle Napa   c. 1835

1st St W 

Calle Huerta   c. 1835

1st St E 

Calle Cuartel   c. 1835

Broadway 

La Calle Grande   c. 1835

  



C A L L E   V A L L E J O  c . 1 8 3 5
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