
 

  
 

City of Sonoma 
Design Review and Historic 

Preservation Commission 
AGENDA 

Meeting of July 21, 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. 
 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
Minutes from the meetings of August 19, 2014 and November 18, 2014 

 
CORRESPONDENCE 

 
ITEM #1 – Sign Review 
  
REQUEST: 
Consideration of a new awning and 
signage for a commercial building 
(Sweet Scoops). 
 
Applicant:   
Sonoma Signs/Sweet Scoops 
 
Staff:  Wendy Atkins 

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 #2 – Sign Review 
  
REQUEST: 
Consideration of design review of 
exterior modifications for two 
vacation rental units. 
 
Applicant:   
Tom Anderson 
 
Staff:  Wendy Atkins 

Project Location: 
162-166 West Spain Street  
 
General Plan Designation: 
Medium Density Residential (MR) 
 
Zoning: 
Planning Area: 
Downtown District 
 
Base: 
Medium Density Residential (R-M) 
Overlay: Historic (/H) 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
 
Commission discretion. 
 
CEQA Status: 
Categorically Exempt 
 



ITEM #3 – Discussion Item 
  
ISSUE: 
Discussion and review of sign 
regulations related to portable 
freestanding signs. 
 
Staff:  Wendy Atkins 
 

 RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
 
Discuss and provide direction. 
 

 

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 July 17, 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 

REGULAR MEETING 
August 19, 2014 

 
Community Meeting Room, 177 First Street West, Sonoma, CA 

 
Draft MINUTES 

 
Chair Barnett called the meeting to order at 6:30 p.m.   
 
Roll Call: 
 

Present: Chair Barnett , Comms.  Randolph, Tippell, Johnson (Alternate) 
Absent: Comms. Anderson, McDonald  

Others 
Present: 

Planning Director Goodison, Associate Planner Atkins, Administrative 
Assistant Morris  

 
Chair Barnett stated that no new items would be heard after 10:30 p.m. unless the Design 
Review and Historic Preservation Commission so decides. Any decisions made tonight can be 
appealed within 15 days to the City Council. He reminded everyone to turn off cell phones and 
pagers.  
 
COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC: None 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES: Comm. Tippell made a motion to approve the Minutes of June 17, 
2014. Comm. Johnson seconded. The motion unanimously carried.   

CHANGES TO AGENDA ORDER: None 
CORRESPONDENCE: None 
 
 
Item #1 – Consideration of external building modifications and modifications to an 
approved sign program for a commercial business (Pet Food Express) at 500 West Napa 
Street, Suites 502-510. 
 
Applicant: Michael Palmer and Pet Food Express (Carol Davis)  
 
Associate Planner Atkins presented staff’s report.   
 
Susanne Houston, Sonoma Valley Center Property Manager, proposed a roll up door to replace 
the existing pedestrian door for a cleaner look. 
 
Carol Davis, Pet Food Express representative, responded to questions about a proposed 
bulletin board that will be maintained by the store manager. She noted that the company 
supported animal causes including the Humane Society.  
 
Chair Barnett confirmed with the applicant that a minimum donation fee of $250.00 is required 
for window posters that feature local pets. The displays are rotated every six months.  
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Chair Barnett opened the item to public comment. 
 
No public comment.  
 
Chair Barnett closed the item to public comment. 
 
Comm. Tippell is satisfied with the sign but recommended that the applicant take into 
consideration a smaller size.  
 
Comms. Randolph and Johnson agreed and were pleased the signs featured local animal 
shelters.  
 
All the Commissioners supported the roll up door for the store.  
 
Comm. Tippell made a motion to approve the application as submitted. Comm. Randolph. 
seconded. The motion carried unanimously.  
 
Item #2 –Design Review of a proposed addition to a residence at 649 Second Street East  
 
Applicant: David Martineau 
 
Associate Planner Atkins presented staff’s report.   
 
Lauren, project designer, felt the staff report accurately described the proposal. She said the 
Homeowners are committed to the preservation of the historic features while increasing the 
square footage. 
 
Chair Barnett opened the item to public comment. 
 
No public comment 
 
Chair Barnett closed the item to public comment. 
 
Comm. Randolph confirmed that the designer will extend the L-shape design footprint.  
 
Chair Barnett inquired with staff about the Historic Resource Evaluation and the potential for the 
building to be listed on the National Historic Register. 
 
Allison Garcia Kellar, Historical consultant/former intern of Patricia Cullinan, prepared the 
Historic report, and said that standard #10 will not change the integrity of the Historic home if 
alterations are  made.  
 
Comms. Johnson and Randolph supported the proposal because the siding was removed to 
showcase the beautiful façade. 
 
Comm. Tippell agreed that the change was positive.  
 
Chair  Barnett concurred with his fellow Commissioners.  
 
Comm. Randolph made a motion to approve the application as submitted. Comm. Johnson 
seconded. The motion carried unanimously.  
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Item #3 –Discussion Item- Discussion and possible action regarding a request to provide 
a letter of support for a National Register of Historic Places nomination.  
 
Associate Planner Atkin’s presented staff’s report. 
 
Chair Barnett opened the item to public comment. 
 
Yvonne Bowers, Women’s Club President, appreciated the letter of support from the City to 
place for placing the Women’s Club building on the National Register of Historic Places. She 
stated that Allison Garcia Kellar worked on the drawings for the Women’s Club. 
 
Patricia Cullinan, resident, appreciated the Women’s Club members many contributions to the 
City over the years.  The building recently celebrated their 100 year anniversary. 
 
Chair Barnett closed the item to public comment. 
 
Comm. Tippell complimented the Women’s Club for being great stewards of the community.  
Comm. Randolph appreciated the submittal for the designation. 
 
Chair Barnett thanked the Women’s club for beautifying the Plaza and encouraged other 
Historic building property owners to apply for the National Register of Historic Places.  
 
Chair Barnett made a motion to approve the letter of support for a National Register of Historic 
Places nomination. Comm. Randolph seconded. The motion was unanimously approved. 
 
Associate Planner Atkins reported the following:  
 
The Sign ordinance will come before the Planning Commission at the September 16, 2014 
meeting.  
 
Comments from the Audience:  
 
Patricia Cullinan, resident, recommended a Wayfinding sign for Depot Park that will direct 
people down First Street East. The Public Works department and CSEC will review the new 
signage. She requested that the DRHPC discuss Demolition by Neglect since it is an important 
issue.  
 
Adjournment: Chair Barnett made a motion to adjourn at 7:25 p.m. The motion was carried 
unanimously. The next regular meeting scheduled is at 6:30 p.m. on Tuesday, September 23, 
2014.    
 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing minutes were duly and regularly adopted at a regular 
meeting of the Design Review and Historic Preservation Commission on the  day of  , 2014. 
 
 
Approved: 
 
 
________________________________ 
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Cristina Morris, Administrative Assistant 
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  CITY OF SONOMA 
DESIGN REVIEW AND HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION 

REGULAR MEETING 
November 18, 2014 

 
Community Meeting Room, 177 First Street West, Sonoma, CA 

Draft MINUTES 
 
Chair Barnett called the meeting to order at 6:30 p.m.  
 
Roll Call: 
 

Present: Chair Barnett,  Comms. Randolph, Tippell, Anderson, McDonald  
Absent: Comm. Johnson 
Others 
Present: 

Associate Planner Atkins, Administrative Assistant Morris  

 
Chair Barnett stated that no new items would be heard after 10:30 p.m. unless the Design Review and Historic 
Preservation Commission so decides. Any decisions made tonight can be appealed within 15 days to the City 
Council. He reminded everyone to turn off cell phones and pagers.  
 
COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC: None 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES: None 

CHANGES TO AGENDA ORDER: None 
CORRESPONDENCE: Late mail was received for Item #2 & #3  
 
Item #1 – Consideration of a new wall sign and a new monument sign for a mixed-use building at 19230 
Sonoma Highway postponed at the request of the applicant.  
 
Applicant: Audrey Lee 
 
 
Item #2 – Consideration of a sign review, new awnings, and new windows for a retail business (Corner 
103) at 103 West Napa Street 
 
Applicant: Lloyd Davis  
 
Associate Planner Atkins presented staff’s report.   
 
Robert Sanders, Robert Sanders & Company, proposed an upgrade to the awnings, signage, and windows for a 
cleaner look.   
 
Bennett Martin, Strata Strategic Design Studio, discussed the energy efficient replacement windows that will 
replicate the existing and that the colors will tie in with the other awnings.  
 
Llyod Davis, business owner, envisioned an understated elegant educational wine tasting experience for his 
customers. He is excited to operate a business in Sonoma and become integrated in the community. He 
preferred the cooper color for a clean classic look along First Street West.  
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Chair Barnett opened the item to public comment. 
 
No public comment. 
 
Chair Barnett closed the item to public comment. 
 
Comm. McDonald confirmed with the applicant that the only awning change is at the corner of First Street West 
and West Napa Street. He supported a sign variance and agreed with the copper color and did not recommend 
mixing wood with metal windows.   
 
Comm. Tippell agreed with Comm. McDonald that the color palette is important for this historically significant 
building. She suggested a “pin stripe” design and medium toned color.    
 
Chair Barnett commended the new owner for selecting a wine tasting business at this location. He 
acknowledged that the building has not been determined to be of historic significance yet felt the proposal 
needed cautious review. He questioned the integrity of the window replacements. 
 
Staff said a continuance of the item is required to review the window replacements. 
 
Comm. Tippell recommended the continuance.  
 
Comm. Randolph felt the use accommodated a standalone space as intended.  
 
Comm. Anderson broadly accepted the tenant improvements proposed.  
 
Robert Sanders said the applicant will consider suggestions and is flexible.  
 
Comm. Randolph is pleased with the hue of the copper color and charcoal awnings. 
 
Comm. Anderson appreciated the clean solid look presented especially around the Plaza. He felt there might be 
an opportunity to “lighten up” the look.  
 
Bennett Martin, Architect, responded to concerns about the internal changes to the building that is prominent at 
this heavily traveled street corner. The interior will be lit the majority of the time.  
 
Comm. Anderson inquired about the sliding windows and doors. 
 
Bennett Martin responded that the single pane glass sliding windows would be wood instead of glass.   
 
Staff indicated that modifications could be made administratively.   
 
Comm. McDonald made a motion to approve the proposal with the following conditions: 1) The new windows 
shall feature a wood frame; 2)The new windows shall be engineered to slide versus fold; 3) The final section of 
the windows shall require review and approval by staff, and shall be determined to be compatible with the 
existing windows and building; 4) The valance of the awnings shall contain a copper color to match the logo 
color for the business; and, 5) The text of the awning sign on the valance shall incorporate a charcoal color to 
match the window trim and front door color. In addition, if possible, a mullion shall be incorporated into the 
design of the new windows to integrate them with the existing windows. Comm. Anderson seconded. The motion 
carried unanimously.  
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Item #3 – Consideration of design review for a new single-family residence at 1028 Fifth Street East. 
 
Applicant/Property Owner: Chris Dluzak 
 
Associate Planner Atkins presented staff’s report. 
 
Chair Barnett recommended hearing Item #3 & #4 together. 
 
Staff read the differences between the two proposals. It was noted that there is less FAR than allowed in the 
Development Code.  
 
Comm. McDonald confirmed that the Planning Commission approved the plan so this Commission has no 
authority to make any changes. 
 
Chris Dluzak, applicant, said he has been working on this site for over a year and is respectful of the neighbors.   
 
Comm. Anderson confirmed that the sample accent color will be the window frame color. 
 
Comm. Tippell confirmed that the window color will match the body color. 
 
Chair Barnett opened the item to public comment. 
 
Bob Felder, neighbor across the street, questioned condition of approval #16 and suggested that a second story 
element might be built.   
 
Chair Barnett closed the item to public comment. 
 
Comm. McDonald thanked the public for clarifying some flexibility with condition of approval #16. He supported 
single level high quality custom homes for the site and appreciated the applicant providing building material 
samples.   
 
Comm. Tippell liked the colors except for the teal color that she considered “outdated”. 
 
Comm. Barnett concurred with Comm. Felder’s comments but attractive addition to the neighborhood, Comm. 
Felder’s comments about what is approved is the actual plan for the homes being built. 
 
Comm. Randolph is satisfied with the architectural design and agreed with Comm. Tippell about the teal color. 
 
Comm. Anderson concurred with fellow commissioners and appreciated the visual samples. 
 
Comm. Randolph made a motion to approve the proposal with the exception of the Caribbean teal trim color.  In 
addition, the DRHPC recommended the following alternative trim colors for your consideration: Benjamin Moore 
eclipse (2132-40), Benjamin Moore white dove (OC-17) and Charcoal. It was also recommended that the 
window color be changed to a darker charcoal color. Comm. Anderson seconded. The motion carried 
unanimously.  
 
Item #4 ––  Consideration of design review for a new single-family residence at 1036 Fifth Street East  
 
Applicant/Property Owner: Chris Dluzak 
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Associate Planner Atkins presented staff’s report. 
 
Comm. McDonald inquired about a utility plan.  
 
Staff recommended that the  applicant address the utility services in their landscape plan. 
 
Chair Tippell opened the item to public comment. 
 
No public comment.  
 
Chair Tippell closed the item to public comment. 
 
Comm. Randolph made a motion to approve the proposal with the suggestion that the window color be changed 
to black, charcoal gray, or dark/ blackish green. Comm. Anderson seconded. The motion carried unanimously.  
 
 
Item #5- Consideration of building elevations, exterior colors, materials, lighting, and landscaping for a 
7-unit Planned 800 West Spain Street  
 
Applicant: Ed Routhier, Caymus Capital  
 
Associate Planner Atkins presented staff’s report. 
 
Comm. McDonald inquired about a utility plan.  
 
Staff suggested that the applicant address the new utilities in their landscape plan. 
 
Erin Smith, Axia Architects, discussed the proposal.  
 
Chair Barnett opened the item to public comment. 
 
Doug Hillmerman, Project Architect, made modifications to the project based on the recommendations from the 
last meeting; roofing materials and garage doors. The two story homes are in cluster buildings with a farmhouse 
motif. He is pleased with the simple efficient layout and close proximity to downtown.  
 
Bill Rinehart, Landscape Architect/Caryle Mason, coordinated with the owner for the placement of the utilities.  
 
Comm. McDonald confirmed the yards are spacious enough to provide the utilities, such as cable and PGE, and 
he preferred no utilities in the common areas. He advocated that utilities be in place before the building permits 
are issued. 
 
Ed Routhier, resident, agreed with Comm. McDonald about aesthetic decisions.  

 
Chair Barnett opened the item to public comment. 

 
No public comment. 
 
Chair Barnett closed the item to public comment.  
 
Comm. McDonald appreciated the thoughtful consideration given for providing a variety of floor plans and 
neighborhood compatibility. He recommended carriage style doors for lots 1 & 2.    
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Chair Barnett agreed with the design principles and approved with referencing the name/history of the site.   
 
Comm. Anderson liked the Farmhouse Village concept and the four points of entry to the project. He 
recommended underground utility boxes. 
 
Comms. Randolph and Tippell agreed with the traditional colors and were satisfied with the configuration of the 
landscape plan that might encourage the neighbors to meet. The only recommendation he had was to upgrade 
the carriage doors and change the front door color. 
 
Comm. Anderson made a motion to approve the proposal as presented at the meeting (including the modified 
garage door with the option to upgrade to a carriage house door, incorporating composition roofing material, and 
no installation of street lights on the private drive) with the following suggestions for your consideration: 1) 
Incorporate a variety of different colors on the front doors such as lemon yellow, coral blue, and black;and, 2) 
Install carriage house garage doors on Lots 1 and 2, if possible. Comm. Randolph seconded. The motion carried 
unanimously. 
 
Associate Planner Atkins reported the following:  
 
The City Council will consider revisions to the sign ordinance at the meeting on December 15, 2014.  
 
 Comments from the Audience:  
 
Adjournment: Chair Barnett made a motion to adjourn at 8:50 p.m. to the next regular meeting scheduled for 
6:30 p.m. on Tuesday, December 16, 2014.    
 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing minutes were duly and regularly adopted at a regular meeting of the 
Design Review and Historic Preservation Commission on the  day of      2014. 
 
 
Approved: 
 
 
________________________________ 
Cristina Morris, Administrative Assistant 
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City of Sonoma 
Design Review and Historic 
Preservation Commission 

Agenda Item Summary 

 
 DRHPC Agenda 

Item: 
 

Meeting Date: 

 
1 
 
8/21/15 

                                                                                            

Applicant 

Sonoma Signs/Sweet Scoops 

Project Location 

408 First Street East 

Historical Significance 

   Listed on National Register of Historic Places, including Sonoma Plaza district (See notes) 
   Listed on California Register of Historic Resources (See notes) 
    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 a new awning and signage for a commercial building. 

Summary 

Awning: The proposal involves installation of a painted wooden closed soffit awning on an integrated aluminum angle 
bracket frame above the commercial entrance of the building.  The applicant is proposing to paint the awning Benjamin 
Moore Mountain Peak White (OC-121). In terms of compatibility, the exterior color scheme of the building is primarily a 
plum colored rock-faced wall.  Photographs of the existing conditions are attached. The proposed awning is approximately 
1.5 feet tall by 10 feet 2 inches wide. The underside of the awning features a custom water jet cut decorative panel consisting 
of a thin gauge aluminum panel with artwork water-jet cut out of it.   
 
With regard to Building Code requirements, portions of any awning shall be at least 7 feet above any public walkway 
(Building Code §3206.4).  In addition, awnings may extend over public property not more than 7 feet from the face of a 
supporting building, but no portion shall extend nearer than 2 feet to the face of the nearest curb line measured horizontally 
(Building Code §3206.3). The proposal complies with these standards in that the awning would provide 7.5 feet of clearance 
above the public walkway, and would extend only 3 feet from the face of the building, resulting in 9 feet of clearance from 
the end of the awning width to the face of the curb.  The purpose of the awning is to provide business identification and 
weather protection at the store entrance. 
 
Awning Signage: Five signs are proposed on the awning: Ice Cream; Homemade; and, Sweet Scoops.  Three each Ice Cream 
signs are proposed (one on the awning face and two on the return side).  The matte black aluminum logo letters are 3 inches 
tall by 2 feet 4 inches long. One Homemade sign is proposed (on the awning face). The matte black aluminum logo letters 
are 3 inches tall by 2.5 feet long. The Sweet Scoops sign is proposed on the awning face. The matte black aluminum logo 
letters are 2 feet 9 inches tall by 3.5 feet long. 
 
Wall Sign: The proposed sign is 1 foot 4 inches long by 1 foot 4 inches tall (1.76 square feet) and would be attached to the 
stone facade of the building with a blind mount. In terms of construction, the sign would be composed of a 3/16” water jet 
cut aluminum panel with high performance digital print graphics with a matte UV protective laminate. The graphics include 
black copy on a white background. Illumination is not proposed. 
 
Window Signs: One window sign (larger than 1 square foot in area) is proposed. The window sign is proposed on the 
window facing First Street East and is 3.5 feet long by 1 foot 4 inches tall. The sign would consist of digital print graphics 
with matte protective laminate. The graphics include black copy on a white background. 
 
Aggregate Sign Area: Based on the building frontage on First Street East (15 feet), the maximum aggregate sign area 
allowed for the business is 9 square feet.  The five awning signs (11.79 square feet in area) and wall sign (1.7 square feet in 



 

 

area) would result in an aggregate sign area of 13.49 square feet for the business. The proposal is not consistent with this 
requirement in that the proposed signs would exceed the maximum allowable aggregate sign area for the property by 4.49 
square feet. The applicant is requesting a variance from this standard.  
 
Number of Signs: A maximum of two signs are permitted for any one business (§18.16.010). The proposal is not consistent 
with this requirement in that there would be seven signs for the business with inclusion of the five awning signs, wall sign, 
and window sign. The applicant is requesting a variance from this standard. 
 
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 proposal would exceed the maximum aggregate sign area, and possible the number of signs 
normally allowed for a business. 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. 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. Picture of existing building 
3. Proposed façade 
4. Paint scheme 
5. Design Details 
6. Historic Resources Inventory 

 
 
cc: Sonoma Signs/Sweet Scoops 
 254 First Street East 
 Sonoma, CA  95476 
 
 Linda Aguilar, via email 
 
 Patricia Cullinan, via email 
 
 Alice Duffee, via email 
 
 SLHP Historic Survey, via email 
 
 Mary Martinez, via will call at City Hall 























































































July 21, 2015 
Agenda Item #3 

 
 

M E M O  
 
To: Design Review and Historic Preservation Commission 
 
From: Associate Planner Atkins 
 
Subject: Portable Freestanding Sign Regulations  
 
 
Background 
 
At the January 20, 2015 DRHPC meeting, the DRHPC discussed and heard public comments 
related to portable freestanding signs. Two approaches to revise the sign regulations were 
discussed in an attempt to provide consistent regulations: 1) allow “alley” business that front the 
Plaza the ability to apply to display portable freestanding signs in front of the business in the 
interior of an alley and remove the allowance for the Place de Pyrenees businesses to display 
portable freestanding signs on the Plaza sidewalk; or, 2) allow “alley” business that front the 
Plaza the ability to display portable freestanding signs on the Plaza sidewalk. Staff prefers the 
first approach as it would minimize the number of potential portable freestanding signs on the 
Plaza sidewalk. For example, if Mercato businesses were allowed to display portable 
freestanding signs on the Plaza sidewalk, then as many as 11 such signs could potentially be 
allowed within a 30-foot area of public sidewalk. This approach is inconsistent with the current 
prohibition on portable freestanding signs on sidewalks adjoining the Plaza and the former 
proliferation of “alley” business signs on public sidewalks was a significant factor in the City 
Council’s decision to establish that prohibition. For those reasons, staff has drafted revisions to 
the sign ordinance based on the first option. 
 
In addition, the DRHPC directed staff to work on a handout that would summarize the 
allowances for administrative review of portable freestanding signs and provide a number of 
examples of signs that could be approved administratively. Staff has included a draft Portable 
Sign Guideline Brochure for the DRHPC and the public to discuss and provide feedback. The 
main purpose of the handout is to provide guidelines of signs that could be approved 
administratively. The handout is in a draft form and has not yet been reviewed by the Sonoma 
Valley Economic Development Partnership. 
 
 
Attachments: 

1. Draft Portable Freestanding Sign Regulations 
2. Draft Portable Freestanding Sign Guideline Brochure 

 
 
cc: Portable Freestanding Sign Interest List 



18.20.140 Portable freestanding signs. 

A. Intent. It is the intent of this section to minimize the use of portable freestanding signs in 

order to minimize visual clutter and conflicts on sidewalks and to ensure that when portable 

freestanding signs are allowed that they are harmonious with their surroundings and 

distinctive in their design and creativity. Portable freestanding signs shall be allowed only 

when approved by the planning director or his or her designee upon a finding that special 

circumstances exist regarding the applicant’s business location that require a freestanding 

portable sign. Examples of such special circumstances include, but are not limited to: (1) 

the business is not visible from the street on which it lies; (2) options for permanent signs 

have been exhausted; or (3) some other valid physical justification. Portable freestanding 

signs shall be designed so as to be compatible with the architecture of the building in which 

the applicant’s business is located and compatible with other buildings on the same block 

and in the same vicinity as the applicant’s business. Generic design, signs having an A-

frame design, prefabricated signs, and plastic material shall be discouraged and shall be 

subject to DRHPC review. 

B. Portable freestanding signs may be approved by the planning director or his or her 

designee anywhere in the city in conformance with this section except in commercial 

shopping centers with approved sign programs and on sidewalks surrounding the Plaza with 

the exception of the Place des Pyrenees. 

C. An applicant that moves his or her business to a new location must apply for a new 

approval if the applicant desires to place a portable freestanding sign at the new business 

location. Approval for a portable freestanding sign at one location is not transferable to 

another location. 

D. The following limitations shall apply to portable freestanding signs: 

1.  If the lineal feet of street or alley frontage at the location at which an applicant 

desires to place a portable freestanding sign is less than 40 feet, the maximum 

allowable size of a freestanding sign shall be five square feet. The freestanding sign 

shall not exceed a maximum width of 24 inches and a maximum height of 48 inches. 

2.  If the lineal feet of street or alley frontage at the location at which an applicant 

desires to place a portable freestanding sign is 40 feet or greater, the maximum 

allowable size of a freestanding sign shall be six square feet. The freestanding sign 

shall not exceed a maximum width of 30 inches and a maximum height of 48 inches. 



3.  Portable freestanding signs shall be of stable construction and braced as necessary 

to prevent collapse or toppling. If a sign has wheels, the wheels must be capable of 

locking. 

4.  Portable freestanding signs shall be located on the property of the business which it 

advertises or on the sidewalk fronting that property. Portable freestanding signs for 

businesses located in alleys shall be located within fivefeet of the to the entrance of 

the alley business. Portable freestanding signs shall not be placed on the street. 

Portable freestanding signs located on sidewalks shall be located within two feet of 

the building frontage or the interior of a sidewalk. Portable freestanding signs shall 

be located so as not to obstruct pedestrian traffic or disabled person access and shall 

not be placed in a location that presents a hazard. A minimum sidewalk clearance of 

five feet shall be required. Portable freestanding signs shall not have any moving 

parts, projections, or lighting. 

5.  Only one portable freestanding sign shall be allowed per business. Portable 

freestanding signs authorized by the planning director or his or her designee shall 

not be counted against the number and aggregate sign area to which a property is 

otherwise entitled under this title. 

6.  No more than two portable freestanding signs shall be displayed at any time at one 

building or business property, except that each business located on an alley may be 

permitted to display one portable freestanding sign, except that the Place des 

Pyrenees alley businesses may be permitted to display a maximum of three portable 

freestanding signs at any one time at a building or business property. 

7.  Portable freestanding signs shall be displayed only during business hours. 

8.  There shall be at least 10 feet between portable freestanding signs, except that the 

Place des Pyrenees alley businesses shall be permitted a four-foot spacing between 

portable freestanding signs. 

9.  As a condition to the authorization of portable freestanding signs by the planning 

director or his or her designee, the applicant shall be required to furnish to the city 

proof of insurance and to execute an agreement obligating the permittee to 

indemnify and hold the city harmless from any action, claim or expense that may 

occur as a result of the placement of the portable freestanding sign on any sidewalk 

or public right-of-way. Any person who fails to furnish the required proof of 



insurance and indemnification in connection with the placement of a portable 

freestanding sign shall be in violation of this chapter and the sign shall be subject to 

immediate removal by the city. 

10.  At such time as vehicular traffic is no longer permitted at the Place des Pyrenees, 

portable freestanding signs shall no longer be permitted. All authorizations for 

portable freestanding signs issued by the planning director or his or her designee 

shall immediately terminate and be of no further force or effect. All temporary 

freestanding signs placed at the Place des Pyrenees after the date traffic is no longer 

permitted shall constitute a violation of this chapter. 

E. Applications for portable freestanding signs that do not meet the limitations set forth 

above shall be subject to the review and approval of the DRHPC, which may, but is not 

required to, permit exceptions to the dimensional standards set forth above if it finds that: 

1.  The circumstances of the sign location or design necessitate the granting of such 

exceptions in order to provide adequate visibility, address unique site conditions, or 

provide for enhanced design quality or creativity; and 

2.  The proposed exception to dimensional standards is consistent with the intent of this 

section; and 

3.  The proposed exception to dimensional standards, if granted, would not result in the 

approval of a portable freestanding sign that is in excess of 72 inches in height. 

(Ord. 01-2015 § 1, 2015; Ord. 06-2013 § 3, 2013; Ord. 03-2011 § 1, 2011; Ord. 

2000-9 § 1, 2000. Formerly 18.20.017). 
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